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Objections to Proposed Traffic Order 
Prohibition of Waiting, Croft Street, Pennines 

 
Executive Summary 

 
1.1 In response to local representation received and Township approval granted to 

develop a scheme, this proposal has sought to enhance highway operational 
safety and road capacity through the protection of narrow carriageway width and 
sight lines along a section of Croft Street. 
 

1.2 Current arrangements do not prevent vehicles from parking along each side of 
Croft Street.  The road is one-way from Halifax Road and the southern section is 
particularly narrow.  Adjacent properties along the subject section do not have 
off-road parking and therefore vehicles park largely on the adjacent footways 
(both sides) in order to maintain sufficient carriageway width for passing traffic. 
 

1.3 In accordance with the commissioning brief, Highways developed and promoted 
a Traffic Regulation Order (TRO) scheme for the proposed implementation of a 
prohibition of waiting restriction along the eastern side of the southern section of 
Croft Street.  The intended proposal would prevent obstructive footway parking 
from the eastern side and improve operational width for the passage of traffic 
(including larger commercial vehicles using the route).   
 

1.4 The approved scheme was advertised formally through a Notice of Intent posted 
between 26th October and 16th November 2022.  Nine individual written 
objections were received by Highways, including a petition with 41 signatures 
seeking a halt to progression of the proposed TRO. 

 
Recommendation 

 
1.5 Committee should consider whether the Traffic Regulation Order, (Borough of 

Rochdale, ((Civil Enforcement of Traffic Contraventions) (Various Streets) 
(Pennines Township) Order 2008) (Amendment) (No. 85) Order 2022, be 
implemented as advertised, or be abandoned in light of the objections received.  

 
1.6 The advertised scheme (included as Appendix A to this report) satisfies the 

requirements of the commissioning brief.  Highways however are unable to 
sufficiently mitigate the nature and scale of objections received.  It is therefore 
recommended that the proposed scheme be abandoned and withdrawn. 
  



 

Reason for Recommendation 
 

1.7 During the formal advertisement period, objections were received from 70 
percent of all properties along the TRO subject section of Croft Street (both sides) 
as well as the wider area and all formal responses are included with redaction as 
Appendix C to this report. 
 

1.8 The following Section provides a summary interpretation of the written objections 
and supports the recommendation herein for Committee decision. 

 
Key Points for Consideration 

 
 

Key objection subjects stated or inferred … 

No. of 
respondent 
comments 
referencing 
this subject … 

4.1 … ‘Concern over the supply and effects of parking displacement, 
including potential dispute with neighbours further along Croft 
Street and/or adjacent routes.’   

12 

4.2 … ‘There is a need to park close to property due to access, mobility 
and/or insurance requirements.’ 12 

4.3 … ‘No suitable alternative parking is available or suggested’. 8 

4.4 … ‘Request for a ‘Resident Only’ parking scheme and/or inclusion 
of ‘Access Only’ TRO / signage.’ 5 

4.5 … ‘Residents already do what they can to make the road 
accessible by parking off the carriageway.’ 3 

4.6 … ‘Problems are more often caused more by visitors, including 
those to nearby businesses.’ 3 

 
4.7 The Council cannot reasonably enforce any parking displaced by the scheme 

proposals that would occur elsewhere on unrestricted sections of public highway.  
Any potential obstructions arising would be a matter for the Police. 

 
4.8 Requests for alternative ‘Resident Only’ or ‘Access Only’ schemes are not 

supported by Highways given the scale of local parking demands evident and 
the clear need for wider access prevailing at this location. 

 
Costs and Budget Summary 

 
1.9 The total cost of the proposed Traffic Regulation Order and associated highway 

works was estimated to be in the order of £4,000 with Township approval for 
funding previously confirmed. 
 

1.10 Should Committee accept the recommendation as presented herein, this would 
negate any further Legal advertisement or scheme installation and any 
associated surplus balance would be returned to Township. 

 
  



 

Risk and Policy Implications 
 

1.11 The scheme was promoted and recommended as part of the Council’s statutory 
responsibility to ensure that its highways operates safely and efficiently for all 
road users.   
 

1.12 The proposal however in this location is recommended for withdrawal for the 
reasons stated herein. 
 

Consultation 
 

1.13 Consultation, required by the Local Authorities’ Traffic Orders (Procedure) 
(England and Wales) Regulations 1996, has taken place. 
 

1.14 Consultation with relevant statutory bodies was undertaken in September 2022. 
 

1.15 A Notice of Intent was posted on-site and published in the local newspaper on 
26th October 2022 (included as Appendix B to this report). 

 
Background Papers 

 
1.16 Not applicable. 
 
 
 
For Further Information Contact: Darren McCrohan 

darren.mccrohan@rochdale.gov.uk 
 

Nathan McKendrey 
nathan.mckendrey@rochdale.gov.uk 
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APPENDIX A – Advertised Scheme Plan 

 





 

APPENDIX B – Notice of Intent 

 

 

  



APPENDIX C – Objection(s) as Received 

Objection 1 (a & b) 
Sent: 30 October 2022 14:48 
Subject: Proposed plans for Croft Street Rochdale OL12 9AD 

Hello, 

A neighbour recently drew my attention to your plans to put double yellow lines along the eastern side of 
Croft Street for a distance of 90 metres. My wife and I are residents of 14 Croft Steet, on the eastern side of 
Croft Street, and I believe we will be affected by this decision (although I cannot confirm this as I am unable 
to locate the plan on the rochdale.gov.uk/roads website as stated on the notice). My wife drives a car and 
parks outside our house. Croft Street is narrow and inevitably we have to park on the path outside our yard 
otherwise other vehicles including emergency vehicles would not be able to access the street. We do not 
have a drive, we rely on the car for work and school, and even if we were able to find somewhere else to 
park on another street, this would seriously affect our car insurance, as well as potentially bringing us into 
conflict with residents of other streets. 

We do not park on the path out of mischief or laziness, we park here because we live here. From Monday to 
Friday the car is not on the street during the day, and we are puzzled about why this decision has been 
made, as we are unaware of any problems. I've no doubt that the other residents of this side of the street 
will be contacting you and asking you like we are to reconsider this proposal.  

Regards 
…… 

Sent: 03 November 2022 15:57 
Subject: Reference H60/1371 Proposed Creation of No-Waiting Area along Croft Street OL12 9AD 

Hello, 

Further to my earlier email, I have now seen your statement of reasons for the proposed changes to Croft 
Street.  

Point ii states that "representations received and site observations have identified the occurrence of double-
parking". Would it be possible to see photos taken of this alleged double parking? Residents certainly do not 
engage in double parking as there is no room to double park!. The residents of the western side of the street 
have their own land to park upon so do not park in the road. If anyone does double-park it is most likely 
visitors to the businesses on Halifax Road. There are already double yellow lines for the first 14 metres on 
both sides of Croft Street yet they do not discourage visitors from parking there. It feels like the residents are 
being punished for the actions of a few.  

Point iv is a further slap in the face to residents. The idea that our cars can be "more safely accommodated 
elsewhere in the locality" is laughable. Where is this idyll? Do we park in front of the bungalows and get into 
arguments with the elderly residents about our right to do so? Should we park on other streets and come 
into conflict with those residents? Will my wife be safe when she parks the car at night on another street and 
someone takes umbrage?  

Perhaps this parking paradise is the space in Croft Square. We do not have access to that space. Like many 
of the houses on the eastern side of Croft Street, our property is a back-to-back.property. That space is for 
the parking of the residents of Croft Square as well as for several houses on Ashbrook Hey Lane. Parking 
there would be another cause for conflict. 

Croft Street is undeniably narrow, but the residents do what we can to keep it accessible. Many of the 
residents have been here for several decades and can recall few if any accidents. We are aware that 
sometimes the bin wagon struggles to access the street when they pick up before 9. I have talked to several 
of the residents and we agree that we would be happy to move the bins prior to collection down to the 
bottom of the street, as we have done so in the past when roadworks have been taking place. 

At present I am preparing a petition for the residents and other interested parties to sign in objection to the 
proposal, and will forward it to you soon. 

I have also attached to this email several photos of the street I have taken throughout today. I hope that 
these will clarify that during the day the street is accessible  

Regards 



Objection 2 
Sent: 30 October 2022 14:25 
Subject: Ref H60/1371 - Croft Street , Smallbridge,Rochdale 

Dear Sir/Madam 

My wife and I and son live at no 12 Croft Street, Smallbridge , Rochdale and a notice ( Ref H60/1371) has 
appeared on street lamps in reference to our one way street having double yellow lines on it? 

Please can you confirm this to be true and where these will be going as to be honest the notices are not clear 
to residents of the street at all? 

We have lived here for over 36yrs, may wife has a heart condition and we need to have a car outside? 

Are we being told this will no longer be possible and will both sides be getting lines? 

Will these lines be 24hrs no parking? 

What are we supposed to do about unloading shopping, having deliveries or having anyone coming to say 
service or mend items in our house? 

When will this happen? 

Will be allowed residents parking as some who park on our street don't actually live on it? 

This is if as I have read it right we will have yellow lines outside our house a serious problem so before I take 
any further steps can we have confirmed exactly what is happening? 

Can we if it is take our front garden out and park one car where that is currently? 

This is a great worry at times when we already have many huge worries like cost of living plus my wife's 
health situation and before given my 30+yrs in Press and Media I contact them on this also as after all these 
years why now? 

You can take this email as an official complaint against this if it is in fact these are your plans, we are a 
street as you go up on the right of back to back houses with no parking and you will in fact add t problems 
on adjacent streets as if all else fails we will all have to park on those creating unnecessary chaos for even 
more people and local residents?  

I await your response on this in due course. 

Best Regards 

 
 
Objection 3 
Sent: 31 October 2022 16:17 
Subject: Reference H60/1371 

To Whom this may concern , 

We have lived on Croft street for the past 31years so we have seen many changes . the parking as always 
been a problem , when these Bungalows where erected we went to every planning meeting there was . We 
where informed that there would be a place for parking a turning circle for the tenants of Croft Street in fact 
we where told many things and promised many things that did not materialise like the big gates on croft 
square we where told we would have our own parking space and a key to gain access . There was a wooden 
side gate to the entrance to Croft street that was erected but pinched within weeks of being put up . So now 
we have people dumping all kinds of things on Croft Square as we are 16 our back garden backs onto croft 
square . I can understand restricting big vans from parking on Croft street but where do you suggest we park 
if you are going to restrict parking outside our own homes ??? I have tried to contact Susan Hedges by phone 
but have left a message . Please can someone contact me back Mobile 0751 590 6212  

 
  



 

Objection 4 
Sent: 31 October 2022 19:53 
Subject: Ref H60/1371 

In relation to the proposed order as referenced above. 

I wish to object to the proposal to introduce no waiting at any time on the eastern side of Croft Street for a 
distance of 90 metres. 

Having lived on the street for 30 plus years I have only on rare occasions seen cars or delivery vans etc. have 
issues accessing the street. 

If this is implemented where are residents and any visitors expected to park? 

Is Rochdale Council going to miraculously provide an  alternative parking area?  

The proposal states any localised parking displaced by the scheme may be more safley accommodated 
elsewhere in the locality. I have to ask where??? Have you assessed the parking on Ashbrook Hey 
Lane/Hollowspell? it is no better than Croft Street. 

Maybe if the people who leave their bins at the bottom of the street 52 weeks of the year actually moved 
them after they had been emptied access etc. would be better. Maybe this is an issue that could be tackled. 

If you lived on the street would you be happy parking 90 plus meters away from your front door when 
juggling shopping, children etc.  I doubt it. 

On the whole those that live on the street park responsibly difficulties are generally caused by none residents 
ie visitors to the barbers or scrap yard. 

This will make life difficult for all, not just those living on the east side of the street. 

G Manning 

Resident 

 
 
 

Objection 5 
Sent: 01 November 2022 17:33 
Subject: Reference: H60/1371 

Hello,  

I live at 8 Croft St. 

      We have received notice that there will be double yellow lines on the Eastern side of the street. This 
will be extremely inconvenient for the residents as majority of the Eastern side have small children who go to 
school and take part in after school activities. Removing our parking rights means that the children would 
most likely have to cross a dangerous road where there is no crossing.  

      It is understandably a concern that the road is narrow and tight, and often congested. However, I do 
not think that double yellow lines is the solution. All the households in the street have at least one vehicle 
and parking elsewhere would incur more costs on the residents; For example, ensuring security of vehicles/ 
insurance policies etc.  

      I believe the road markings would cause more problems than it would do good. I sincerely hope you 
reconsider posting double yellow lines on Croft St. 

Regards 

 
  



 

Objection 6  (different occupier to Objection 5) 
Sent: 01 November 2022 19:51 
Subject: Fw: Reference. H60/1371 

Hello,  

I live at 8 Croft St. 

      We have received notice that there will be double yellow lines on the Eastern side of the street. This 
will be extremely inconvenient for the residents as majority of the Eastern side have small children who go to 
school and take part in after school activities. Removing our parking rights means that the children would 
most likely have to cross a dangerous road where there is no crossing.  

      It is understandably a concern that the road is narrow and tight, and often congested. However, I do 
not think that double yellow lines is the solution. All the households in the street have at least one vehicle 
and parking elsewhere would incur more costs on the residents; For example, ensuring security of vehicles/ 
insurance policies etc.  

      I believe the road markings would cause more problems than it would do good. I sincerely hope you 
reconsider posting double yellow lines on Croft St. 

Regards 

 
 
Objection 7 
Sent: 02 November 2022 11:53 
Subject: Reference: H60/1371 

Please find attached word document in relation to the above. 

Regards 

…… 

 
Objection to Proposed Order Reference: H/601371 
I have lived in the area around Croft Street all my life and frequently visit a property on the west side of the 
street.  Parking is and has been an issue for a number of years and at times it would be impossible for an 
emergency vehicle to traverse the length of the street.  I wholeheartedly agree that something needs to be 
done to alleviate the problem. However, I would like the following issues to be taken into consideration: 
 
1. A vast majority of the cars that park on the street do not live on the street and are not  

visiting people who live on the street.     
2. Wheelie bins are left on the street abandoned, this takes up a lot of the road at times and pavement 

making access difficult. 
3. I totally disagree with the statement that there is ample parking nearby.  I would urge the decision 

makers to visit the area at weekend or in the evening and try to find a parking space.  I personally have 
experienced this problem on a number of occasions.   

4. The person I visit is not a car owner and as stated earlier the property I visit is on the west side of the 
street.   I occasionally experience difficulty accessing the property due to cars parking inconsiderately.  If 
the proposal goes ahead, cars will continuously park outside the property.  The issue is that people park 
so close to the entrance of the property, making it difficult and if you have shopping, a delivery or have 
a bulky item extremely difficult.  

5. Anyone who lives on the street who needs access to a property on the western side of the street with a 
pram or in need of wheelchair access would find this proposed parking arrangement difficult. 

 
I would urge the decision makers to take the above into consideration.  Could perhaps a parking permit 
scheme be an option? 
 
Please do not make things more difficult for residents of Croft Street and find a more palatable solution. 
 
Regards 

  



 

Objection 8 
Sent: 06 November 2022 11:08 
Subject: Objections re: Croft Street 

Please find objections letter re: Croft Street attached.  

Written copy is in the post.  

Thanks 

…… 

Re:  aa Croft Street, Smallbridge, Rochdale, Lancs, OL16 9AD 

To whom it may concern, 

As the owners of aa Croft St. we are writing to object to the no waiting at any time proposal. This is due to 
the following reasons: 

- No alternative adequate parking for residents 

- One side of the road does not provide enough parking for residents as finding parking is already difficult 
using both sides of the road 

- Parking was available when the decision was made to purchase the property 

- The lack of parking will move the problem further up the street 

- Whilst double parking makes it more difficult for trucks to pass through it is possible with caution 

- According to the road safety summary the number of road traffic accidents is at the lowest in comparison 
with other roads in the area 

- Proposal will increase the risk of harm to my tenant and her child explained below 

If the proposal is implemented it will affect our tenants quality of life in many ways e.g. as a single mother of 
a young child she will find it very difficult to bring in her shopping from a far away street whilst keeping her 
child safe, it will also mean they have to cross more roads increasing risk to both of them. The tenant's 
family that suffer from mobility problems will not be able to visit increasing our tenant’s risk of isolation. It 
will also make house removals extremely difficult. 

Further points to note: 

- The bottom of the road is wider so perhaps bins could be put out there if it is a concern for the bin truck 

- In the years we resided in the property when cars were double parked on both sides of the road quarry 
wagons made a wrong turn and managed to get through without damage 

- Croft Street is not a main road and bigger vehicles could use alternative wider roads into Smallbridge. 

- To reduce the volume of traffic if concerned of risk to pedestrians, perhaps an ‘Access only’ sign could be 
implemented. 

We look forward to hearing back from you with regards to further updates, 

Kind regards 

 
  



 

Objection 9  (Redacted Petition included overleaf) 
Sent: 10 November 2022 16:12 
Subject: Ref H60/1371 Proposed Creation of No Waiting Area on Croft Street OL12 9AD 

Hello, 

Further to my earlier email, please find attached a petition signed by residents and interested parties 
opposed to the above proposal. A copy will also be sent to Councillor Hussein and a printed copy taken to the 
Smallbridge council office.  

I think that it is worth pointing out we were able to talk to all but five residents of Croft Street, and only one 
resident refused to sign the petition as "it did not affect them".  

Talking to some of the elderly and disabled residents of the bungalows gave me the opportunity to learn that 
some do feel frustrated at times with the parking, but they agree that it is visitors causing the majority of 
problems, and that the no waiting zone will cause more problems than it solves. 

 However, many residents do feel that residential parking permits may reduce the access problems on the 
street. Personally I agree with them, and perhaps myself and other residents of the street could meet council 
members and discuss this possibility or alternative solutions. 

Regards 

 
 



 



 
  



 




