
Report of the Strategic Director (Place) to the meeting 
of the Shipley Area Committee to be held on 6th 
November 2019.

Subject:  M
Four objections have been received to a proposed Traffic Regulation Order to 
introduce parking restrictions in Prod Lane, Baildon.

Summary statement:

This report considers four objections received from local residents regarding a 
proposed Traffic Regulation Order (TRO) to introduce parking restrictions in Prod 
Lane, Baildon.

It is recommended:

 That the proposed TRO (as shown within Drawing No. P/HS/THN/102807/CON-
1A (attached as Appendix 1 of this report)) be approved, sealed and 
implemented as formally advertised.  

                                                                                   
 That the objectors be advised accordingly.

                                                               
  

  Ward 1 (Baildon)

1. SUMMARY

1.1 Consideration of four objections received from local residents regarding the 
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proposed Traffic Regulation Order (TRO) to introduce parking restrictions in Prod 
Lane, Baildon.

2. BACKGROUND

2.1 Prod Lane is an adopted cul-de-sac from its junction with Lucy Hall Drive/Glen 
Road and has residential properties on both sides.

2.2    Several years ago as a result of the popularity of the Shipley Glen Cable Tramway, 
seasonal waiting restrictions were introduced on Prod Lane to prevent obstructive 
parking.  Single yellow lines currently exist on sections of Prod Lane prohibiting 
parking on Sundays and Bank Holidays from 8am – 8pm between 1 March and 30th 
September. 

2.3   Some years ago, a new housing development (named Chestnut Gardens) was 
constructed at the eastern end of Prod Lane. Since the completion of the housing 
development, local residents have expressed concerns regarding obstruction of 
their driveways and daily indiscriminate parking along Prod Lane throughout the 
year. Residents have also expressed concerns that the current parking restrictions 
are inadequate.

2.4    A planning condition was attached to the development of Chestnut Gardens - a 
Section 106 agreement requiring the developer to pay for the processing of a TRO 
aimed at addressing parking concerns on Prod Lane, Baildon.

2.5     On 25 July 2018, this Committee approved the promotion of a TRO to address  
     parking concerns on Prod Lane.

2.6     Drawing no. P/HS/THN/102807/CON-1A identifying proposed parking restrictions          
     in  Prod  Lane  is  attached  as  Appendix 1  of  this  report. The  proposed  
     restrictions are intended to discourage obstructive and indiscriminate parking.

2.7      Following consultations with Local Members, the emergency services, and West 
           Yorkshire Combined Authority (formerly METRO), the proposed TRO was formally  
           advertised on 16th August 2019 for three weeks ending 9th September 2019. The 
           formal advertisement resulted in four objections being received.

2.8      The objectors’ concerns and officer comments are tabulated in Appendix 2 of this 
            report.

3.         OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

3.1       Some  indiscriminate   and  obstructive  parking  on  Prod  Lane  involves  vehicles 
     associated  with   children  being  delivered  to/collected  from  Titus   Salt  School. 

The proposed TRO includes replacing the seasonal waiting restrictions associated 
with Shipley Glen Cable Tramway with ‘No Waiting At Any Time’ parking 
restrictions - (Titus Salt School (unlike the tramway) being non-seasonal and 
operating throughout most of the year). The proposed waiting restrictions are 



considered more robust than the existing seasonal restrictions, with a view to 
helping improve road safety and traffic management at all times.

4. FINANCIAL & RESOURCE APPRAISAL

4.1 Financial

In accordance with the Section 106 Agreement, the entire cost of promoting the 
proposed TRO will be met by the developer. 

4.2  Resources  

           The proposed scheme can be processed within existing staff resources. 

5.        OPTIONS

5.1   Option 1 – (RECOMMENDED)

  That the proposed TRO (as shown within Drawing No. P/HS/THN/102807/CON-1A 
  (attached as Appendix 1 of this report)) be approved, sealed and implemented as  
  formally advertised.  

  That the objectors be advised accordingly.
   

5.2      Option 2 – (NOT RECOMMENDED)
  
          That the proposed TRO (as shown within Drawing No. P/HS/THN/102807/CON-1A 
          (attached as Appendix 1 of this report)) be abandoned or (where permissable) 
          amended.

 That the objectors be advised accordingly.

                                                                                                                                                       
5.2  Option 3 – (NOT RECOMMENDED)

 The Committee may prefer to take a course of action other than that indicated in the  
 above options or recommendations, in which case it would receive appropriate   
 guidance from officers.                                        

6.       RISK MANAGEMENT AND GOVERNANCE ISSUES

6.1 There are no risk management implications.



7. LEGAL APPRAISAL

7.1      The options contained in this report are within the Council’s powers as Highway  
           Authority.

8. OTHER IMPLICATIONS.
             
8.1 EQUALITY & DIVERSITY

In determining/considering the proposals in this report, due regard has been given 
to the duty in Section 149 of the Equality Act 2010.

8.2 SUSTAINABILITY IMPLICATIONS

There are no sustainability implications.  

8.3 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS IMPACTS

There are no implications regarding greenhouse gas emission impacts.

8.4 COMMUNITY SAFETY IMPLICATIONS

The proposed waiting restrictions are intended to improve road safety by keeping 
sightlines clear at junctions and discouraging obstructive parking in residential 
streets.

8.5 HUMAN RIGHTS ACT

In determining these proposals, due regard has been given to the Human Rights  
Act, and there are no implications.

8.6 TRADE UNION

There are no implications for the trade unions. 

8.7 WARD IMPLICATIONS

None

8.8 AREA COMMITTEE ACTION PLAN IMPLICATIONS
 



The development and implementation of schemes included in this report support  
priorities within the Shipley Area Committee Ward Plans 2015-16.

9. NOT FOR PUBLICATION DOCUMENTS

None  

10. RECOMMENDATIONS

10.1   Option 1 – (RECOMMENDED)

 That the proposed TRO (as shown within Drawing No. P/HS/THN/102807/CON-1A   
 (attached as Appendix 1 of this report)) be approved, sealed and implemented as  
 formally advertised.  

                                                                                   
          That the objectors be advised accordingly.

11. APPENDICES

11.1 Appendix 1 - Drawing No. P/HS/THN/102807/CON-1A, showing the proposed TRO  
           as formally advertised

11.2 Appendix 2 – Objectors’ and officer comments. 

12. BACKGROUND DOCUMENTS

12.1  Shipley Area Committee Report 25 July 2018.
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           Objector #1 -  A Resident Of Prod             Officer Comments



           Lane 

 Objects to the proposed  
introduction of parking restrictions 
on both sides of Prod Lane. The 
objector runs a self-help group 
which meets once a week in the 
morning at a house located on Prod 
Lane. Normally, 6 people attend the 
weekly meeting, travelling to the 
meeting by car and needing to park 
near the house. Parking is difficult at 
the moment. Two of the group 
members’ cars park in the driveway 
of the house where the meeting 
takes place. The proposals would 
make on-street parking for the other 
group members more difficult than at 
present.

 Some Prod Lane residents have 
expressed concerns regarding the  
indiscriminate and sometimes 
obstructive parking which occurs on 
Prod Lane - much of this parking 
involving vehicles associated with 
Titus Salt School. 
The proposed TRO includes 
replacing the seasonal waiting 
restrictions associated with Shipley 
Glen Cable Tramway with ‘No   
Waiting At Any Time’ parking 
restrictions - (Titus Salt School 
(unlike the tramway) being non-
seasonal and operating throughout 
most of the year).

           Objector #2 – A Resident Of Prod 
           Lane

            Officer comments



 The objector lives on the northern 
side of Prod Lane and is objecting to 
the parking proposals on Prod Lane. 
The objector claims no evidence has 
been given to justify the change in the 
existing parking restrictions on Prod 
Lane. 

 Since the Shipley Glen Funfair shut 
down, traffic volumes have reduced 
on Prod Lane, and the obstructive 
parking which affected the emergency 
services no longer occurs.

 There has been no consultation and 
discussion with the people who would 
be affected by the proposals (ie. Prod 
Lane residents)

 Introducing the proposed parking 
restrictions on Prod Lane would be 
excessive. Local residents do not 
have enough parking facilities for 
themselves and visitors. The 
proposed measures would discourage 
visitors, and prevent parents 
collecting children from Salts 
Grammar School from parking on 
Prod Lane. The proposed waiting 
restrictions are not required.

 The objector suspects the issue of 
parking problems has been 
expressed by residents of Chestnut 
Gardens. Why should the Council pay 
for the TRO? The proposed parking 

 Some Prod Lane residents have 
expressed concerns regarding the  
indiscriminate and sometimes 
obstructive parking which occurs on 
Prod Lane - much of this parking 
involving vehicles associated with 
Titus Salt School. 

 Some Prod Lane residents have 
expressed concerns that vehicles 
associated with Titus Salt School 
sometimes park indiscriminately and 
cause an obstruction. 

   The proposals were formally   
  advertised on 16th August 2019 for  
  three weeks ending 9th September  

            2019. The advertisement process 
            enabled Prod Lane residents to 
            submit formal objections regarding 
            the scheme proposals (any 
            objections received being 
            considered by the Shipley Area  
            Committee).

 Concerns have been expressed by 
residents of Chestnut Gardens 
regarding obstructive parking at the 
entrance to Chestnut Gardens and 
on sections of prod Lane.  

           The proposals are intended to 
           address indiscriminate and 
           obstructive parking in the interests of  
           road safety and traffic management.
           Some of the concerns regarding 
           indiscriminate parking
           relate specifically to vehicles  
           associated with Titus Salt School.
           The proposed waiting restrictions are  
           considered more robust than the 
           existing seasonal restrictions, with a 
           view to helping improve road safety 
           and traffic management at all times.

 Local residents of both Prod Lane 
and Chestnut Gardens have 
expressed concerns regarding 
indiscriminate and obstructive 
parking.



restrictions were not a planning 
condition associated with the 
Chestnut Gardens development.

 The proposed restrictions, when 
installed, would not be enforced due 
to Prod Lane being a remote area.  

 The double yellow lines in Prod Lane 
will make the area resemble a city 
centre. The Council should spend the 
money allocated to the scheme on 
addressing speeding issues across  
Bradford.

 

The Council is not funding the 
proposed TRO. It is being funded in 
full by the Developer of Chestnut 
Gardens (the proposed TRO forming 
part of a Section 106 planning 
agreement).

 The Council’s Parking Services 
Team will enforce the proposals in 
accordance with appropriate 
scheduling and commensurate with 
its other enforcement duties and 
responsibilities.

 Prod Lane is not a conservation area, 
and the proposed double yellow lines 
would not have any associated sign 
poles and waiting restriction plates.
The proposed TRO on Prod Lane is 
being funded in full by the Chestnut 
Gardens developer (the associated 
planning condition requiring the 
developer to specifically fund a TRO 
on Prod Lane).
 

          Objector #3 – A Resident Of 
          Chestnut Gardens

          Officer Comments

 I am pleased to see that something is 
happening to address the obstructive 
and indiscriminate parking on Prod 
Lane.

 Noted



 I feel that the extent of the proposed 
double yellow lines on Prod Lane 
would be too restrictive. These would 
create problems for residents, 
particularly at weekends. It would be 
better if the restrictions were 
introduced only on one side of Prod 
Lane, thereby allowing parking on 
the other side of the road.

 I particularly object to the proposal to 
introduce double yellow lines 
adjacent to my garden and  off-street 
parking area, as parking has not 
been a problem at this location. The 
proposed restrictions would make 
on-street parking difficult for our 
visitors. 

 I would like to know that the 
proposed restrictions would be 
enforced as the existing restrictions 
on Prod Lane have never been 
enforced.

 Will signs be erected advising drivers 
that Prod Lane is a ‘No through 
route’

          Objector #4  – A Resident Of Prod 
          Lane
----------------------------------------------------------

 I bought my house in Prod Lane a 
few months ago with the expectation 
that I would be able to park one car 
in the driveway and one outside the 
house on Prod Lane. If the proposed 

 Officers consider the proposed 
waiting restrictions to be appropriate 
as regards improving road safety and 
traffic management.

 The proposed waiting restrictions 
adjacent to the garden and parking 
area are considered necessary to 
protect driver sightlines and prevent 
obstructive parking. 

 The Council’s Parking Services 
Team will enforce the proposals in 
accordance with appropriate 
scheduling and commensurate with 
its other enforcement duties and 
responsibilities.

 There are two existing ‘No Through 
Road For Vehicular Traffic’ signs at 
the junction of Lucy Hall Drive with 
Prod Lane advising drivers that Prod 
Lane is a cul-de-sac regarding 
motorised vehicles.

           Officer Comments

-----------------------------------------------------------

 The proposed waiting restrictions 
were formally advertised both on-
street and within the local press - the 
process allowing persons to submit 
formal objections to the scheme 



restrictions go ahead, I would have to 
park on the footway.

 When I bought this property I was 
advised that the existing restrictions 
only apply to Sundays and Bank 
Holidays. Had we known of the 
proposed double yellow lines, we 
may not have purchased our 
property. `

proposals (any objections received 
being considered by the Shipley Area  

           Committee).

 The existing restrictions do only 
prohibit parking 8am-8pm on 
Sundays and Bank Holidays (March 
to September).

          The proposed waiting restrictions are  
          considered more robust than the 
          existing seasonal restrictions, with a 
          view to helping improve road safety 
          and traffic management at all times.


