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Our Ref Brow Foot Gate Lane Experimental Traffic Regulation Order 
Informal consultation comments and responses 

 
 Comment Received: Response: 

001 Thank you for giving CTC the chance to comment on the 
Trimmingham Experimental TRO. I assume that the aim is to stop rat 
running from Gibbet St down to Burnley Road avoiding the lights at 
King Cross. My group uses this route as part of quiet evening rides. 
Whilst we fully support the idea behind the proposal, I would like you 
to clarify the point in the email re the road only being available to 
residents and visitors. I assume that cyclists will be able to use the 
route as previously. Subject to clarification on this point, the proposal 
is supported. 
 

Thank you for your support. Pedestrian and cyclist access through the 
closure will be maintained during the period of the experimental traffic 
regulation order. 

002 In terms of comments then I’m sure you’re not surprised to hear that 
the proposal has my full support. Once the closure is in place the area 
will immediately become a safer place to live. 
Thanks a lot for your work on this matter and I look forward to 
hearing about the next steps following the 24th June deadline. 
 

Thank you for your support. Pedestrian and cyclist access through the 
closure will be maintained during the period of the experimental traffic 
regulation order. 

003 WYCA would have no objections to this proposal. 
 

Thank you for your response. 

004 This is was the plan that the majority of local residents were in favour 
of. Therefore I support doing it first on an experimental basis to 
determine whether it has the desired outcomes.  
I have no objections to what is planned. 
 

Thank you for your comments and support. 

005 With regard to your communication concerning the above proposed 
experimental traffic regulation order, could you please clarify the 
following points...Am I correct in thinking that there is going to be two 
way traffic up and down Brow Foot Gate Lane on to Burnley Road? If 
this is the case has regard been given to the number of school 
children who use this route from Calder High and Sowerby Bridge High 
Schools (there being no pavement and it being a very narrow road). 

Following concerns raised it is now proposed to have the one way system 
operate as it is now i.e. from Kelvin Close towards Willow Rise. I am not 
in a position provide the results of the Trimmingham Resident's group 
survey or the results of the original petition.         



 
 

Page | 2 
 September 16 

 Comment Received: Response: 

 Could you please supply me with result of the Trimmingham 
Resident's group survey taken at the meeting on the third of March? I 
seem to remember that this was the least popular option; however 
you could please inform me of the numbers supporting each option. 
Also could you please provide a copy of the result of the original 
petition taken before the meeting was arranged. 
 

 

006 Couple of points. Firstly, not wishing to be funny, but the parking 
restrictions are to fulfil the requests raised by residents at the Brow 
Foot Gate Lane end of Trimmingham Lane the opposite end to where 
they are being put in place and I feel this should have been made 
clear. If this isn't the case please enlighten me as to who or at least 
how many residents at the Plane Tree Nest Lane end of Trimmingham 
Lane requested the parking restrictions.  
Secondly I hope someone will monitor the traffic flow along Plane 
Tree Nest Lane once the restrictions are in place, in particular during 
school term time or will do so if requested to by a resident if the 
traffic significantly increases. I don't think this is an unreasonable 
request in light of concerns already raised about rat runners finding 
an alternative run once the restrictions are in operation. 
 

Following concerns raised it is now proposed to remove the waiting 
restrictions at the junction of Plane Tree Nest Lane and Trimmingham 
Lane. It is considered that vehicles parking at or near the junction will 
make manoeuvrability that little bit more difficult and deter motorists 
from using Plane Tree Nest to access Burnley Road either via 
Trimmingham Lane or Trimmingham Lane, Brow Foot Gate Lane and 
Willow Rise.  
Surveys will be carried out on a number of roads, including Plane Tree 
Nest Lane, before and after the closure is implemented to determine the 
increase or decrease in use by motorists. 

007 Many thanks for your letter with regard to the proposed TRO for Brow 
Foot Gate Lane.   
We live at 200 BFGL, and are extremely pleased to read about the 
proposed action you are taking.   We know you have received 
numerous complaints about the volume, speed and inconsiderate 
nature of traffic using the road so we won't waste your time by 
reiterating the points, but just to say that your proposal has our full 
support. 
 

Thank you for your comments and support. 

008 We are writing to express our concern at the proposed plan in respect 
of the TRO at Browfoot Gate Lane. The plan states that the existing 
one way order is to be revoked. We raised this as an issue at the 
public meeting and in our response to the council.  

Following concerns raised it is now proposed to have the one way system 
operate as it is now i.e. from Kelvin Close towards Willow Rise. 
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 Comment Received: Response: 

 We live on Brow Foot Drive and feel it would be hazardous getting out 
onto Browfoot Gate Lane if the one way order was revoked. 
In addition it would be hazardous to pedestrians as there is no 
pavement; the road is narrow and incorporates a blind bend. Large 
numbers of school children walk up and down this road to both 
Sowerby Bridge and Calder High School. In addition parents and 
children (both toddlers walking and babies in prams/buggies) 
attending the local playgroup. 
Could you please advise why the proposal incorporates revoking the 
one way order and how we can ensure that it remains in place given 
the above safety concerns 
 

 

009 I fully support the proposed TRO. 
 

Thank you for your support. 

010 Thank you for your letter re proposed traffic regulation order - 
Browfoot Gate Lane 
As residents of Trimmingham Road we agree that the road would be 
blocked off at the bottom in order to stop the continuous flow of 
traffic both up and down the road. 
 

Thank you for your comments. 

011 I fully support the proposed TRO. 
 

Thank you for your support. 

012 I am writing to confirm my support for the proposed closure of 
Browfoot Gate Lane. I live on the corner where Browfoot Gate Lane, 
Trimmingham Road and Churn Lane intersect, and in the five years I 
have lived in the property I have suffered five separate incidents of 
damage to the dry stone wall surrounding my garden caused by cars 
and lorries using the roads inappropriately.  
The proposed changes will greatly improve my enjoyment of my home 
and garden, and make it much safer for my three children. The traffic 
problem will only get worse as attendance increases at the Halifax 
academy so I fervently hope that appropriate action is taken now to 
improve the area for the residents. 
 

Thank you for your comments and support. 
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 Comment Received: Response: 

013 Having read the proposed TRO for Browfoot Gate Lane I must express 
my concern to suspend the existing one-way traffic order on Browfoot 
Gate Lane. This order was put in place to avoid the possibility of an 
accident caused by traffic proceeding past the entrance/exit to 
Browfoot Drive. If you have been on the drive you may have seen the 
problem if not I suggest you come and see for yourself. 
There is another problem which has occurred to me and that is where 
does the uphill traffic go when a vehicle is coming down? I think they 
will pull onto private garage entrance or on to Browfoot Drive which is 
a private road which will in time need repairs. As the dividing line is 
clearly defined who will pay for any repairs?  
I await your observations with interest. 
 

Following concerns raised it is now proposed to have the one way system 
operate as it is now i.e. from Kelvin Close towards Willow Rise. 

014 The Experimental TRO will no doubt affect traffic flows on other roads 
in the area. Major roads will presumably be able to absorb the 
additional traffic, but do you plan to monitor the effect on traffic 
flows on unsuitable alternatives which are also used as short cuts, 
namely Windle Royd Lane? Please could you reply with your plans in 
this regard? Many thanks. 

It is proposed to carry out surveys on Windle Royd Lane before the 
closure on Brow Foot Gate is installed and during the actual closure. The 
information from both the ‘before’ and ‘after’ surveys will be compared 
as part of the overall surveys carried out.  
Also periodic site visits will be carried out by staff to observe driving 
behaviour on Brow Foot Gate Lane etc. Windle Royd Lane will be 
included in these site visits.   
 

015 I have very real concerns regarding your proposed TRO As you must 
be very aware, the Trimmingham rat run is extensively used by 
vehicles located to the north of the area, routing down towards 
Sowerby Bridge and the M62 thus avoiding the congested King Cross 
junction. 
With the complete closure of this route, the only local alternative will 
be via Windle Royd Lane, which is already over trafficked, through a 
very narrow lane with an extremely dangerous narrow pedestrian 
walkway. 
I am sure your engineers will have studied traffic flows on the TRO 
route, and would be pleased to learn if any study has been 
undertaken in consideration of its consequences on the increased 
traffic volumes on Windle Royd Lane. 

It is proposed to carry out surveys on Windle Royd Lane before the 
closure on Brow Foot Gate is installed and during the actual closure. The 
information from both the ‘before’ and ‘after’ surveys will be compared 
as part of the overall surveys carried out.  
Also periodic site visits will be carried out by staff to observe driving 
behaviour on Brow Foot Gate Lane etc. Windle Royd Lane will be 
included in these site visits.   
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 Comment Received: Response: 

016 We wish to state that we ourselves are in full agreement of the 
proposal.  As Trimmingham Lane is so narrow and with no pavements 
this change would considerably lessen the volume of traffic and 
thereby greatly reduce the danger to pedestrians, cyclists and dog-
walkers. 
We trust our comments on the scheme may perhaps be of some 
relevance. 
 

Thank you for your comments and support. 

017 With reference to the above proposed TRO, I write to confirm our 
continued support for the closure & other changes included in the 
designed scheme. 
 

Thank you support. 

018 The proposed, temporary scheme, as set out in your consultation 
document, seems, on the face of it, to be a reasonable option. At a 
stroke, it will stop rat run traffic currently using Trimmingham 
Road/Browfoot Gate or Trimmingham Road/Trimmingham Lane. 
However, our concern is that, in putting a stop to one rat run, it may 
well open the door to another. Some motorists coming down Warley 
Road may well use Plane Tree Nest Lane/Trimmingham 
Lane/Browfoot Gate Lane as a new rat run to access Burnley Road. 
Moreover, if Browfoot Gate is made two way, motorists could come 
up there, along Trimmingham Lane and up Plane Tree Nest  to Warley 
Road. In either situation, it would make it very difficult and dangerous 
for the residents of Plane Tree Nest, given that the lane is so narrow. 
This potential problem will need monitoring when the temporary 
scheme is put into effect. 
   
The decision to mark the two junctions with double yellow lines is a 
very sensible step and will create a much safer environment. Overall, 
we're pleased to see that moves are afoot to improve the present 
situation. 
 
 
 

It is proposed to carry out surveys on Windle Royd Lane before the 
closure on Brow Foot Gate is installed and during the actual closure. The 
information from both the ‘before’ and ‘after’ surveys will be compared 
as part of the overall surveys carried out. Also periodic site visits will be 
carried out by staff to observe driving behaviour on Brow Foot Gate Lane 
etc. Windle Royd Lane will be included in these site visits.   
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 Comment Received: Response: 

019 It is my opinion that the proposed closure of the through road from 
Trimmingham Road via Browfoot Gate Lane to Burnley Road will 
result in those current users of this route re-routing to Stock Lane and 
Windle Royd Lane to facilitate their access to Burnley Road.  Off 
course the same applies in reverse. 
Windle Royd Lane is one of the few roads in the vicinity to not have a 
20mph speed limit.  It has substandard junctions at each end, is s 
narrow lane without pedestrian pavements albeit there is a marked 
pedestrian area which is not the width intended in the Council's 
drawing number 62.1.1.8.164.  To add traffic to this lane by the 
proposed TRO will present even more danger to both pedestrians and 
residents wanting to access the lane from their dwellings. 
I see no mention in your proposed scheme of any alternative route for 
the displaced traffic from this rat run and similarly no mention of ways 
to control the speed of such if it is expected for this traffic to use 
Windle Royd Lane. 
Please advise of any plans your department has to avoid causing an 
increase in the volume of traffic using Windle Royd Lane which is 
already heavily used and now a dangerous road 
 

It is proposed to carry out surveys on Windle Royd Lane before the 
closure on Brow Foot Gate is installed and during the actual closure. The 
information from both the ‘before’ and ‘after’ surveys will be compared 
as part of the overall surveys carried out.  
Also periodic site visits will be carried out by staff to observe driving 
behaviour on Brow Foot Gate Lane etc. Windle Royd Lane will be 
included in these site visits.   

020 1. The bottom of Browfoot Gate Lane is far too narrow for two way 
traffic and pedestrians. It is used by children accessing both Calder 
High School and Sowerby Bridge High School and although there 
will be less traffic there will still be large delivery vehicles etc using 
the road. I presume it was made one way because of several 
accidents. 

2. The cost of this temporary trial will probably be more than 
£10,000 when all staff and labour costs are taken into account for 
the design and installation of a new sign system. At the meeting 
the representative from the highways department indicated that 
funding would be an issue.  Do you consider this is money wisely 
spent on what appears to be a flawed scheme ie the 2 way traffic 
at the Browfoot Gate hill which is going to be dangerous for all 
road users. 

1. Following concerns raised it is now proposed to have the one way 
system operate as it is now i.e. from Kelvin Close towards Willow 
Rise.    
 

2. Obviously, there is a cost to the proposal but it has been identified 
that there is concern regarding the traffic travelling through from 
Warley Road and Gibbet Street and the experimental traffic 
regulation order is the best way forward to determine whether the 
proposal will improve things for residents and pedestrians who use 
the roads in the area.                                                                                      
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 Comment Received: Response: 

 3. Residents wanting to access Pellon Lane ie Asda and Highroad Well 
are going to have to go via King Cross adding to traffic volume or 
use Windle Royd Lane. 
 

4. Windle Royd Lane, another narrow road with blind access on to 
Burnley Road is going to become more of a rat run than it already 
is. 
 

5. Plane Tree Nest Lane is very narrow and is going to become 
another rat run. 
 
Please consider the above  before introducing the trial 

3. I accept that the proposal is not 100% efficient and that there will be 
some dis-benefits to some residents. However, I think the main 
advantage will be the removal of through traffic travelling from 
Warley Road to Burnley Road and that travelling from Gibbet Street 
to Burnley Road, some at a speed that is not in keeping with the 
character of the roads. I think it will be a significant improvement if 
this through traffic conflict with the pedestrian flow was removed.                                                                                                                                                  
 

4. Surveys on a number of roads in the area, including Windle Royd Lane 
and Plane Tree Nest Lane, will be carried out before and after the 
closure is implemented to determine what, if any, change there is in 
traffic movement. This information will be considered in due course 
when the outcome of experimental traffic regulation order is 
analysed. 

 

021 My comment re this scheme is that the existing one-way traffic order 
on Brow Foot Gate Lane should remain in force because this road is 
not wide enough for 2 way traffic. 
I would suggest that a traffic camera be installed at this bottle neck so 
that the number plates of vehicles that are driven the wrong way up 
this road are recorded and the drivers prosecuted and fined. 
I repeat the road is not wide enough for 2 way traffic and the current 
one-way scheme should be enforced. 
 

Following concerns raised it is now proposed to have the one way system 
operate as it is now i.e. from Kelvin Close towards Willow Rise. It is not 
possible to install a camera tom enforce the one way system. 

022 We have recently being given correspondence from one of our 
neighbours regarding the Experimental PRO for Browfoot Gate Lane at 
the end of Trimmingham Lane. (Ref No 72786/INFCONSPUB) DATED 
4TH JULY 2016. 
Whilst we understand your concerns about the flow of traffic that 
happens in that area, we here in Plane Tree Nest Lane are worried, 
rightly or wrongly, about what will happen to the flow of traffic from 
Warley Road to Burnley Road via Plane Tree Nest Lane which is 
currently being used by parents and others after dropping their 
children off at nearby schools or as a shortcut down to Burnley Road.  

I appreciate your concerns regarding the possible increase of traffic on 
Plane Tree Nest Lane however; I do not see any advantages in motorists 
using this route to access Burnley Road when they are so close to the 
traffic signals at Burnley Road. However, it is proposed to carry out traffic 
counts before and after the closure is installed to determine what, if any 
difference, there is on Plane Tree Nest Lane. 



 
 

Page | 8 
 September 16 

 Comment Received: Response: 

 Plane Tree Nest Lane is quite narrow and since we do not have any 
designated parking areas or pavements, we have to park our vehicles 
directly outside our own premises.  There has been many an occasion 
when we have had to tell drivers to slow down (even though it is now 
a designated 20 mile zone), but unfortunately many of these drivers 
fail to understand the results of their speeding in our area.  The last 
thing we want to see happen is that all the drivers that you wish to 
curtail in your proposed area will, try their hand at coming down or up 
Plane Tree Nest Lane. There are small children and people walking 
their pets in our area at any one given time and our lane has a weight 
restriction sign-posted at the top of the lane which we are sorry to say 
is ignored by most run- through drivers.  We hope that this email is of 
interest to your department and perhaps it will give the personnel in 
charge of your regulation order something to think about when taking 
into account all of the neighbourhood concerns. 
 

 

023 Regarding the proposed experimental traffic regulation order at 
Browfoot Gate Lane; I feel that your proposals are flawed, ill thought 
out and will not solve the problem as it will probably simply divert the 
issue to a different area ie. Plane Tree Nest Lane. The traffic from the 
Highroad Well/Warley Rd area that currently comes down 
Trimmingham Rd (Gads Hill)  and Churn Lane will simply come down 
Plane Tree Nest Lane, which is already a "Rat Run" used by Asian Taxi 
Drivers etc and will continue along Trimmingham Lane and on to 
Browfoot Gate Lane and Burnley Rd via Willow Rise. The existing route 
is through a less populated and wider road with fewer car drivers with 
less danger and inconvenience to residents. Perhaps "Access Only" 
roads would benefit residents in our local area, making access illegal 
to all but residents and trades people? A "One Way" system up Churn 
Lane would be one solution which would benefit residents. The 
double yellow lines at the two junctions (Plane Tree Nest Lane/ 
Trimmingham Lane and Burnley Rd) are sensible solutions to long 
standing problem areas. 
 

I do not see the benefit of motorists using Plane Tree Nest Lane, Brow 
Foot Gate Lane and Willow Rise to gain access to Burnley Road. Access 
only orders are not supported by the Police, who have to enforce them, 
and as a result are generally not installed nowadays. Also, without a 
Police presence, motorists tend to ignore them and their purpose falls 
into disrepute. If Churn Lane was made one-way I would have a concern 
that vehicle speeds would increase as motorists know that they will not 
meet vehicles travelling in the opposing direction and by the sheer 
nature of a ‘rat run’ motorists are trying beat the traffic using the 
preferred route. 
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 Comment Received: Response: 

024 I would like to lodge my formal objections to the proposed TRO as 
your letter dated 4th July 2016. 
The proposal will also result in Churn Lane/Trimmingham Road 
becoming, in effect, a cul de sac. I have spent the last five years in 
coordination with the police putting a stop to the drug dealing and fly 
tipping around my house on Churn Lane. If the road became such a 
quiet back road, I am absolutely certain that all these problems 
including persistent dog fouling will become more of a problem. Cars 
and people stopping to participate in these activities would have 
extended time to stop as there would be no pressure from other road 
users using the single width road. This is exacerbated by inadequate 
street lighting and lack of road maintenance and cleaning. The anti 
social behaviour is also assisted by the council’s refusal to allow the 
trees to pruned, which makes to road almost pitch black by early 
evening. The recent 20mph limits on Churn Lane have had no effect 
on car speeds. Cars accelerate past my house once they have clear 
line of sight to avoid meeting oncoming vehicles on the single width 
road. This would still be the case in either option, and in fact I suspect 
youths from highroad well would use the closed loop as a race circuit 
if Option 1 was completed. I am very much in favour of the HGV 
restriction at the top of Churn Lane but it needs to be directly 
opposite the entrance to Westborough Drive as any HGV who turns 
down the road will not be able to reverse back, why has this been 
removed from the initial consultation. 
The council carry out no gritting on Churn Lane, currently our only 
way of getting out of our house in a morning after a heavy snowfall, is 
to clear the 100m downhill by hand to access Trimmingham Lane. 
Getting out at the top of Churn Lane is not possible during snow and 
icy conditions. 
I simply do not accept that closing the road is the only viable traffic 
calming solution; this seems to me the cheapest option without any 
consideration for the residents above the closure.  
 
 

Under the proposals Churn Lane would become a crescent rather than a 
cul de sac. There would be no advantage for non-residential traffic in 
using Churn Lane other than to access properties on Churn Lane and 
Trimmingham Lane. As a result I would expect the vast majority of 
motorist who would use Churn Lane to be residents (or their visitors) and 
drive accordingly for the betterment of their neighbourhood.  
 
I appreciate your concerns with regards to the anti-social activity taking 
place on Churn Lane. The proposals may well reduce this activity as there 
are less ‘’escape routes’’ and be easier easy for the Police to catch them 
in the act. I am not aware that a HGV restriction was included in the 
initial consultation, however, as mentioned above there will be no 
advantage for a motorist to use Churn Lane as opposed to Warley Road.  
 
I accept that the proposal is not 100% efficient and that there will be 
some dis-benefits to some residents. However, it is a case of weighing up 
the pros and cons in terms of reducing the conflict between vehicles and 
also between vehicles and pedestrians on the through route between 
Gibbet Street/Warley Road through to Burnley Road, some at excessive 
speeds and the inconvenience caused to residents and pedestrians.      
 
As I understand it, Churn Lane is not currently on a gritting route, 
unfortunately this will not change.                                                                                                                                                               
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 Comment Received: Response: 

 I have asked my solicitors to see if there are any grounds for us to 
seek an injunction, judicial review or similar against the council as this 
proposal will fundamentally effect our day to day lives. 
 
It is already causing my wife a great deal of worry and stress. 
We chose to live in this location due to it having access to Burnley 
Road for our commute to work and school run. Again the proposal will 
result in us having to make major detours in particular through Warley 
Village. 
 
I disagree with the democratic justification, there were a significant 
proportion of people who voted against the proposal (32 to 43), and 
this is not an overwhelming majority in favour. 
 

 

025 As a resident of Trimmingham Lane I will be significantly impacted by 
the proposed changes and hence would like to take this opportunity 
to feedback my thoughts / concerns on this proposal so that you can 
reconsider some of the experimental schemes. 
I will address my concerns based on the key points as noted in the 
proposal letter: 
1. Install a non-permanent barrier to physically close off the 

crossroads of Trimmingham Road, Trimmingham Lane, Churn Lane 
and Brow Foot Gate Lane. 

 
As a resident of the area, we regularly use Trimmingham Road to 
access the Warley area for Schools (Halifax High), Doctors Surgery 
(Spring hall lane), Dentist (Highroad Well), Asda Superstore (Thrum 
Hall) as well as to care for elderly grandparents (Highroad well).  
Blocking this access off will massively inconvenience us through the 
fact that we will have to make a longer journey via the alternative 
route in order to gain access to the aforementioned destinations.  This 
alternative journey will be down Trimmingham lane, Burnley road 
towards Kings cross and up Warley Rd from the traffic light junction.   
 

1. I accept that the proposal is not 100% efficient and that there will be 
some dis-benefits to some residents. However, I think the main 
advantage will be the removal of through traffic travelling from 
Warley Road to Burnley Road and that travelling from Gibbet Street 
to Burnley Road, some at a speed that is not in keeping with the 
character of the roads. I think it will be a significant improvement if 
this through traffic conflict with the pedestrian flow was removed. 
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 This route is a lot busier, and at busy can times can increase the 
journey time from a couple of mins to 5-10 mins.  
An alternative suggestion would be to make Trimmingham Road one 
way towards the Warley Road direction as this would restrict traffic 
coming down.  Two-way traffic is the main bottleneck on this road. 
Suspend the existing one-way traffic order on Brow Foot Gate Lane.   
 
2. No issues with this on principle even though the road there is 

quite narrow, so unsure if this is workable but worth trying. 
 

3. Include parking restrictions (double yellow lines) at the Junctions 
of Trimmingham Lane / Plane Tree Nest Lane and Trimmingham 
Lane / Burnley Road. Double yellow lines at the Trimmingham 
Lane / Plane Tree Nest Lane junction would be a major 
inconvenience to my family as this would fall directly outside our 
property and hamper us more than any of the adjacent properties. 
We often use the widest point of the road opening between 
number 2 and number 80 Trimmingham Lane to temporarily park 
the car next to the wall adjacent to No 2 and this spot is used by 
visitors to our property as well as to neighbouring properties.  In 
my experience this does not negatively impact drivers through this 
portion of Trimmingham Lane as cars can still easily pass through 
from the side of the parked vehicle.  Cars cannot pass both ways 
simultaneously but this would be no different if the car wasn’t 
parked there as the road narrows in the gap between No 4 and No 
80 and as such one driver would have to stop and give way to the 
other regardless of a car being parked there or not. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

2. Following concerns raised it is now proposed to have the one way 
system operate as it is now i.e. from Kelvin Close towards Willow 
Rise. 
 

3. Following concerns raised it is now proposed to remove the waiting 
restrictions at the junction of Plane Tree Nest Lane and Trimmingham 
Lane. It is considered that vehicles parking at or near the junction will 
make manoeuvrability that little bit more difficult and deter motorists 
from using Plane Tree Nest to access Burnley Road either via 
Trimmingham Lane or Trimmingham Lane, Brow Foot Gate Lane and 
Willow Rise. 
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 The main issue we find is the volume of vehicles and at times speeds 
at which they travel down Plane Tree Nest Lane onto Trimmingham 
Lane.  These drivers often create a bottle neck at this Junction when 
they try to perform a left “u turn” down Trimmingham lane to join 
Burnley Road.  These cars usually have to perform 4/5 point turns due 
to the acute angle of the turn and often cause delays.  A more 
workable proposal would be to either (a) close off access to 
Trimmingham Rd from Plane Tree Nest Lane (in essence making this 
one way towards Warley Rd) or (b) prohibiting a left turn at this 
junction so that cars travelling down Plane Tree Nest Lane can only 
join Burnley road via Trimmingham Rd, Brow Foot gate lane. Yellow 
lines at this junction will only encourage the drivers coming down 
Plane Tree Nest lane to turn left as they will have clear access at all 
times.   
 
The addition of the “no waiting” restriction for these yellow lines will 
also significantly hamper deliveries to our home, add inconvenience 
costs charged by workmen working at our property (gardener, 
builders) who have heavy machinery / tools required at the property 
and have to use the side of No 2 as parking, not to mention 
inconvenience guests who usually use that space without hampering 
flow of traffic.  As someone who has recently moved into this area I 
can also confirm that I would have not considered the property had 
access to the front been restricted to double yellow lines, hence this 
proposed action is highly likely to drive down the value of my 
property.  There are many points along Trimmingham Lane, Brow 
Foot gate lane where if there are cars are travelling on both sides of 
the road, one of the drivers has to manoeuvre and stop their car to 
let the other car pass and the obstacle with parked cars on the side of 
the road is actually a lot more frequent and prevalent further down 
Trimmingham Lane (from No 144 – 158). 
 
 
 

With regards to your suggestions:-                                                                                            
a) Close of Trimmingham Road (I assume you mean Trimmingham 

Lane) from Plane Tree Nest Lane and 
b) Prohibit the left turn from Plane Tree Next Lane to Trimmingham 

Lane           
 
Whilst closing off Plane Tree Nest Lane will prevent it being used as a rat 
run and force motorists towards Warley Road, consideration must be 
given to residential access and access requirements for refuse collection 
vehicles and delivery vehicles and how they would manoeuvre to exit 
Plane Tree Next Lane.    
 
I accept that the proposal is not 100% efficient and that there will be 
some dis-benefits to some residents. However, I think the main 
advantage will be the removal of through traffic travelling from Warley 
Road to Burnley Road and that travelling from Gibbet Street to Burnley 
Road, some at a speed that is not in keeping with the character of the 
roads. I think it will be a significant improvement if this through traffic 
conflict with the pedestrian flow was removed. 
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 I’m not sure what other tools you have at your disposal to reduce the 
volume of traffic i.e. access for residents only but the current 
proposals will be disproportionately penalising certain residents, like 
myself, more than others and would thus make them extremely 
unfair. 
I would greatly appreciate if you could review your plans for this 
experimental TRO and not proceed with the proposals in their current 
guise. 
 

 

026 I am emailing regarding the 'Proposed Experimental Traffic Regulation 
Order - Brow Foot Gate Lane - informal consultation'. The letter 
informing residents of this came as a Big surprise, after the 
consultation meeting with local residents that was held. During this 
meeting, two proposals about how to calm the traffic were discussed. 
The proposal of a non-permanent barrier to close off the roads was 
met with reserve by many. Concerns were expressed at this proposal 
and the issues/implications for residents were highlighted. It appears 
that the council have disregarding these comments and gone ahead 
with the plan regardless. Below are some reasons why it is not a 
suitable proposition.  
Living on Kelvin Avenue I don't see how the proposed TRO can be of 
any advantage to the local residents. It may stem the flow of traffic 
from Warley Road to Burnley Road, but the removal of the one way 
system on Brow Foot Gate Lane/Willow Rise would lead to an increase 
in traffic cutting through from Burnley Road to Warley Road 
i.e. they would be coming up Willow Rise onto Brow Foot Gate Lane, 
then onto Trimmingham Lane and up Plane Tree Nest Lane to access 
Warley Road.  
Anyone wishing to turn right out of Kelvin Avenue would then be 
faced with a potential stream of oncoming traffic as drivers on 
Burnley Rd try to avoid the bus lane and traffic queues at the traffic 
lights at Burnley Road/Warley Road. 
 
 

Thank you for your comments. Following concerns raised it is now 
proposed to have the one way system operate as it is now i.e. from 
Kelvin Close towards Willow Rise. 
 
It is accepted that the through traffic that currently uses Brow Foot Gate 
Lane will be displaced to other roads, hopefully to remain on the main 
road of Warley Road to use the traffic signals at its junction with A646 
Burnley Road. Surveys on a number of roads in the area, including Plane 
Tree Nest Lane Royd Lane, will be carried out before and after the closure 
is implemented to determine what, if any, change there is in traffic 
movement. This information will be considered in due course when the 
outcome of experimental traffic regulation order is analysed. 
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 Plus with the blind bend at the junction of Willow Rise being such a 
short distance from Kelvin Avenue it greatly increases the chance of a 
collision as drivers cannot see if there is oncoming traffic and if it is 
clear to go. 
The closure of the crossroads at Trimmingham Road, Trimmingham 
Lane, Churn Lane and Brow Foot Gate Lane, means more vehicles will 
be using Plane Tree Nest Lane; a lane that is not suitable for two way 
traffic, and certainly won't handle the volume of traffic that 
Trimmingham Road can handle. 
To Summarise:  
The TRO will lead to an increase of traffic in both directions on Plane 
Tree Nest Lane, and Willow Rise/Brow Foot Gate Lane and greatly 
increase the chance of an accident at Kelvin Avenue/Brow Foot Gate 
Lane. 
 

 

027 Further to your letter of 4th July 2016.  Unfortunately I was unable to 
attend the previous discussion on this matter but I would like to air 
my comments regarding the proposed TRO. I have lived in Kelvin 
Avenue for more than 40 years and have built my personal 
requirements in and through the Spring Hall Lane and Highroadwell 
community areas. These are:-       

 My Doctors Surgery,  

 The Living Care Pharmacy 

 My Dentist,  

 Post Office,   

 ASDA,   

 Small Groceries 

 Family Relations in the Paddock Lane area – 2 sets 

 Visiting Friends in Bradshaw area 

 Rubbish Depositing on the tip,   

 B&Q,   

 Petrol 

 Fish and Chips,   

 Newsagents 

I accept that the proposal is not 100% efficient and that there will be 
some dis-benefits to some residents. However, I think the main 
advantage will be the removal of through traffic travelling from Warley 
Road to Burnley Road and that travelling from Gibbet Street to Burnley 
Road, some at a speed that is not in keeping with the character of the 
roads. I think it will be a significant improvement if this through traffic 
conflict with the pedestrian flow was removed. I also appreciate that 
traffic will be displaced to other roads as they seek alternative routes and 
as a result a number of traffic surveys will be carried out before and after 
the closure is implemented to determine what, if any, change there is to 
traffic movement.     
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 Each of these requires frequent use of Trimmingham Road in both 
directions and if the TRO was put into effect I would have to travel at 
least half a mile each way on every trip. 
 
If the proposal is put into effect it would not only be an inconvenience 
but an extra cost for me in both money and time. Apart from my own 
personal grievances, I cannot see the benefit in preventing vehicles, 
currently wanting to move between Spring Hall Lane and 
Highroadwell area to Burnley Road, and vice versa, from using the 
Trimmingham Road / Browfoot Gate path thus causing them to use 
one of the other alternative roads to achieve their aims instead, all of 
which present problems of their own. 
 
In my experience the heaviest traffic using the Trimmingham Road / 
Browfoot Gate path is usually periodic and could be classified as ‘rush 
hour’ and not sufficient to warrant a ‘block’ that would cause 
continued unnecessary disruption to many people, particularly, to the 
people housed below the ‘block’.   Quite often the smooth flow of 
traffic through the related crossroads is compromised by vehicles 
parking in the crossroads area thus causing through traffic to 
manipulate round them.   Perhaps a no waiting request here would be 
helpful. 
I would certainly be a lot happier if the TRO was not introduced 
 

 

028 I write regarding the proposals for traffic enforcement which was sent 
to me in a letter with your reference 72786/INFCONSPUB. I wish to 
set out my objections to the proposals for a Parking ban at 
Trimmingham lane/Burnley road. The proposal as I understand is to 
put double yellow lines at this junction to prevent parking there.  I 
further understand that this is at the request of residents. I live in the 
houses set back from the main road and the only parking area we 
have is on the main road.  By putting double yellow lines there, this 
would prevent parking for the residents and would mean a long walk 
with shopping etc.  This has clearly been overlooked in this proposal 

I see no problem with cutting back the restrictions on Burnley Road to a 
point the bus lane lining commences. This will be reflected in the final 
draft proposal. 
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 This would cause a huge inconvenience to the residents there, many 
of which are elderly.  
 
Further, I have an elderly mother who already finds it hard to get to 
my house and by the placement of the yellow lines, this would mean 
she would rarely get to come to my house as she would have much 
further to walk.  This would also clearly devalue the houses on this 
row which is of course a huge concern.  
The parking in this area has never caused any huge inconvenience, 
there have never been any accidents or incidents caused by the 
parking so therefore it cannot be said that this junction is an accident 
risk caused by parking.  Therefore it would seem that the cons 
outweigh the pros for the marking of yellow lines. 
If there is a proposal to also close the road that leads on from 
Trimmingham Lane, which many people use as a cut through, then 
there is going to be much less traffic using this junction in any event. 
The parking in this location does not hinder other drivers but would 
cause huge convenience to the residents to the point where I would 
even consider moving.  Parking is already a huge issue with these 
houses but this proposal would make the situation far far worse. 
These are my objections.  I have spoken with other neighbours who 
are also of this same opinion. Please acknowledge receipt of this email 
and confirm the next process so that any further objections can be 
made.  
 

 

029 I would like to add my support for the proposed alteration to traffic 
flow along and around Browfoot Gate Lane. 
 

Thank you for your support. 

030 Thank you for your letter regarding the above proposal. I am in 
agreement with the proposal in full and would welcome the positive 
changes that this experimental regulation could bring. 
The area that includes Brow Foot Gate Lane, Trimmingham Road, 
Churn Lane and Trimmingham Lane has given cause for concern for 
some time now. 

Thank you for your comments and support.  
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 Issues such as the volume of traffic, the speed of some of the traffic 
and the fact that many of the road users see it as a 'rat run' implies 
that a large majority of the road users are not residents.  
All four roads are narrow and the majority are too narrow for 
pavements. Many gateways lead straight onto the road and this 
creates issues for home owners, pedestrians and particularly for 
children walking to school. 
The area is also used by drug dealers and suppliers. This proposal 
would make our residential area a safer place to live. 
 

 

031 At a recent Parochial Church Council your letter with regard to the 
above was considered and I have been requested to write objecting to 
this proposal. 
 
We feel that if Trimmingham Lane/Browfoot Gate Lane is closed to 
traffic this will put a further strain on the already busy Windle Royd 
Lane, which runs past our Church and Church Hall buildings from 
Warley/Highroad Well to Burnley Road. When there are large services 
being held in our church parking is at a premium which quite often 
results in traffic hold ups whilst cars (and lorries) try to pass each 
other. 
Also there is a pre-school group (parents with children aged 0-5) using 
the church hall every day and uniformed organisations (consisting of 
children 5-18) using the building in the evenings and we are 
concerned regarding the safety of both adults and children exiting the 
building into a lane which is increasingly being used as a race track!!  
Drivers have no thought and do not slow down to a safe speed limit. 
Perhaps whilst you are considering the above Order you would also 
consider the effect this is going to have on traffic up and down Windle 
Royd Lane which would also considerably benefit from either a one-
way system or some traffic calming limitations. 
 
 
 

It is accepted that the through traffic that currently uses Brow Foot Gate 
Lane will be displaced to other roads, hopefully to remain on the main 
road of Warley Road to use the traffic signals at its junction with A646 
Burnley Road. It is proposed to carry out a number of traffic counts on 
the roads in the vicinity of Brow Foot Gate Lane, including Windle Royd 
Lane, both before and after the closure to determine if there is an 
increase in the number of vehicles. 
 
Also it is intended that regular site visits will be carried out during the 
period of closure so the effects can be observed first hand by engineers. 
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032 Request for the following information :  
1. The request for the traffic improvement scheme received in 

2014 and  
2. Details of the assessment and determination made by the 

Council on 21 April 2016.          
 

The local authority has received various complaints regarding issues in 
the Brow Foot Gate lane area dating back to 2011 and a petition was 
submitted in June 2014. The main concern raised has been the high level 
of vehicles using Brow Foot Gate Lane as a ‘rat run’ being in conflict with 
pedestrians, predominately, and other road users.  
 
The concerns raised were presented to the Governing Body on 21 April 
2016 – this is a body set up within the Economy & Environment 
directorate that determines which schemes are to be pursued – where it 
was agreed that the proposals for the Brow Foot Gate Lane would be 
progressed. 
 

033 Concern raised with regards to the removal of the existing one-way 
system on Brow Foot Gate Lane. 
They will come down or up Plane Tree Nest Lane which is so narrow 
and back to Warley Road, along Trimmingham Lane, along Brow Foot 
Gate Lane and Willow Rise to Burnley Road.  Returning back up both 
Brow Foot Gate Lane and also Willow Rise. 

Following the consultation period it is now proposed have the one way 
system between Kelvin Close and Willow Rise to operate as it is currently 
i.e. towards Willow Rise. This was discussed with your meeting with Kevin 
Moran. This will prevent the return manoeuvre mentioned in your letter.  
It is accepted that there may be some increase in the number of vehicles 
using Plane Tree Nest Lane and traffic counts will be carried out before 
and after the closure to determine if there is a significant increase.   
 
Again, following the consultation period, it is intended to remove the 
proposed waiting restrictions at the junction of Trimmingham Lane and 
Plane Tree Nest Lane. This will make the manoeuvrability around this 
junction that bit more difficult and may deter motorists from using this 
route.           
 


