REPORT TO: Executive Board

DATE: 12 March 2015

REPORTING OFFICER: Strategic Director, Policy & Resources

PORTFOLIO: Transportation

SUBJECT: Partial Revocation of Existing Waiting & Loading
Restrictions School Way, Widnes

WARDS: Halton View

1.0 PURPOSE OF REPORT

1.1

1.2

2.0

3.0

3.1

3.2

3.3

To report on objections that have been received following public consultation on a
proposed Traffic Regulation Order which would revoke parts of both the Halton Borough
Council (Various Roads, Widnes)(Prohibition of Waiting) Order 2011 and the Halton
Borough Council (Various Roads, Widnes)(No Loading) Order 2011 in School Way,
Widnes and to propose a course of action following this consultation.

The report was considered by the Environment and Urban Renewal Policy and
Performance Board (E&UR PPB) on 28™ January 2015, which supported the
recommendation.

RECOMMENDATIONS: That the Board approves the introduction of a Traffic
Regulation Order to revoke part of both the Halton Borough Council (Various
Roads, Widnes) (Prohibition of Waiting) Order 2011 and the Halton Borough
Council (Various Roads, Widnes) (No Loading) Order 2011 relating to School Way,
Widnes as in Appendix ‘D’ and that the objectors be notified accordingly.

SUPPORTING INFORMATION

At the request of residents and ward councillors and to address parking congestion and
associated safety concerns adjacent to Moorfield Primary School, in 2011 this Council
introduced continuous ‘At Any Time’ waiting and Monday to Friday, 8am to 9:30am and
2:30pm to 3:30pm loading restrictions on the full length of School Way, Widnes and the
area of its junction with Whalley Grove and Nursery Close. All frontage properties were
consulted directly on the proposals and no objections were received.

Since the introduction of the restrictions, there have been repeated contacts with
adjacent residents and their ward councillors via telephone conversations, email and site
meetings requesting minor alterations to the restrictions to permit a degree of local
parking. These culminated in the introduction of three experimental ‘gaps’ in the
restrictions as shown in Drg. No 8971A in Appendix ‘A’.

In order to formalise the arrangements, after considering all the public comment received
up to that time, in November 2014, using delegated powers and after consultation with
the ward councillors, the Executive Board member — Transportation and Cheshire
Police, the Operational Director (Highways, Transportation and Logistics) issued
approval to advertise the introduction of a Traffic Regulation Order to revoke limited
parts of both the Halton Borough Council (Various Roads, Widnes)(Prohibition of
Waiting) Order 2011 and the Halton Borough Council (Various Roads, Widnes)(No



3.4

3.5

3.6

3.7

3.8

Loading) Order 2011 relating to School Way, Widnes as shown graphically in Appendix
‘B’. This proposed Order would have formalised and made permanent two of the three
previously experimental ‘gaps’, whilst closing the third, retaining the vast majority of the
2011 restriction coverage. The ‘gap’ intended for closure was that closest to Whalley
Grove, on the north side of School Way.

The proposed modifications to provide limited areas for unrestricted waiting were
intended as a compromise between the various views expressed by adjoining residents
over recent years. However, in response to the November 2014 proposals and
consultation, 10 objections were received. One originated from residents of 1 Whalley
Grove (at the south-west corner of the School Way/Whalley Grove junction) who wanted
to retain all the experimental ‘gaps’ near their home and it opposed the closing of the
‘gap’ closest to Whalley Grove, on the north side of School Way. The letter of objection
is reproduced as Objection 1 in Appendix ‘C’.

As shown on the drawings, 1 Whalley Grove is a property with an off-road driveway
leading from School Way to a garage, and frontage parking on Whalley Grove. However,
there are two core tenets in the letter of objection:

[1] There is “..no parking space outside of our home,”. This is not strictly correct as
examination of the site plan in the Appendices will show. In addition, outside of the short
school opening and closing times, parking on the double yellow lines to load and unload
vehicles is permitted.

[2] “..we are yet to be given an actual reason as to why this change is happening now.”.
There is a need to formally decide if the waiting and loading restrictions introduced in
2011 are to be permanently altered or retained in their original form. Whilst experiments
have been conducted in providing unrestricted parking space on School Way adjacent to
this property, (“...the yellow line-free zone....”,) parking in this area is not acceptable to
the majority of the objectors (see below).

The greater number of objections, reproduced as Objections 2 to 10 in Appendix ‘C’,
cover basically similar issues stating that the presence of vehicles parking in ‘gaps’ on
opposite sides of School Way creates a chicane effect which:

[1] Prevents the free flow of traffic especially at school opening/closing times.
[2] Leads to obstruction of driveways.

[3] Prevents larger vehicles such as refuse vehicles, coaches, fire engines and
ambulances accessing properties including Moorfield Infant School.

[4] Blocks sightlines along School Way, a problem compounded by the relative
narrowness of the route.

[5] Creates confrontation between highway users.

In view of these responses, it is recommended that just one ‘gap’ be retained and
formalised, that being the one on the south side of School Way adjacent to No.1 School
Way and as shown in Appendix D, Plan No. 8971B.

Several objectors express concerns as to the lack of enforcement action on the existing
waiting and loading restrictions, by Cheshire Police. It is, therefore, recommended that
Cheshire Constabulary be contacted with a view to greater priority being given to this
location.

Six objectors request various extensions of the coverage of the existing waiting and
loading restrictions. However, such action would create further enforcement problems for



the Police, serve to displace parking into areas presently unaffected and prove an
inconvenience to visitors to the area. It is not recommended that any extension of the
existing restrictions is sought at this time.

3.9 One objector refers to the introduction of residents-only parking, but this is counter to
existing Council policy.

4.0 CONSULTATION
4.1 No further consultation is required for the recommended action to be implemented.
5.0 FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

5.1 The total cost of implementing the recommended alterations to the existing waiting and
loading restrictions is approximately £500. This cost would be met by annual traffic
management revenue allocations.

6.0 OTHER IMPLICATIONS

6.1 There are no direct policy, social inclusion, sustainability, value for money, legal or crime
and disorder implications resulting from this report.

7.0 IMPLICATIONS FOR THE COUNCIL’S PRIORITIES

7.1 Children & Young People in Halton
There are no direct implications on the Council’s ‘Children and Young People in Halton’
priority.

7.2 Employment, Learning & Skills in Halton
There are no direct implications on the Council’s ‘Employment, Learning & Skills in
Halton’ priority.

7.3 A Healthy Halton
There are no direct implications on the Council’s ‘A Healthy Halton’ priority.

7.4 A Safer Halton
There are no direct implications on the Council’s “A Safer Halton” priority.

7.5 Halton’s Urban Renewal
There are no direct implications on the Council’s ‘Urban Renewal’ priority.

8.0 RISK ANALYSIS

8.1 ltis not believed that the recommended alterations to the existing waiting and loading
restrictions will introduce any additional risk to highway users.

9.0 EQUALITY & DIVERSITY ISSUES.
9.1 There are no direct equality and diversity issues associated with this report.

10.0 BACKGROUND PAPERS UNDER SECTION 100D OF THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT
ACT 1972

10.1 Report to Environment & Urban Renewal Policy & Performance Board, 28" January



2015 (ltem 7B, Minute EUR 36) - Objections to Partial Revocation of Existing Waiting &
Loading Restrictions School Way, Widnes.



Appendix ‘A’
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Appendix ‘B’
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Appendix ‘C’
OBJECTION 1:

1 Whalley Grove
AUTHOR'S NAME WITHHELD Widnes

Cheshire
WAS8 3HH

8- 411y

Dear Sir,

I am writing to you regarding the proposal for changing the location of the yellow lines on School
Way.

We strongly oppose this move as it will leave us with no parking space for outside of our home, the
same home that we are paying council tax for and have been for around 50 years and so far, we are
yet to be given an actual reason as to why this change is happening now.

When Mr Steve Johnson and Councillor Mcinerney came to view the situation, they proposed
moving the yellow line-free zone further forward toward the school which we would have been able
to accept, however this now appears to have changed with no consideration or notification to
ourselves — the most affected property. We would ask that this be given further deliberation as
there is nothing apparently wrong with the current situation, so we cannot understand why, as a
council, you would like to add further cost to yourselves and us as tax payers.

| would also like to point out that there has been no change to the school parking situation as cars
are still parking on the yellow lines, double parking, etc. but we have not complained about this as it
is for a short time in the mornings/afternoons and so, whilst inconvenient, it can be dealt with.

During school holidays, it is only ourselves that will suffer, due to having nowhere to park. We would
like to suggest that, should you decide to go ahead with this scheme regardless of our protests, you
at least provide us permits to park our cars there and we think that taking this in to consideration is
the least that you could do.

Yours faithfully




OBJECTION 2:
From Headteacher, Moorfield Primary School:
Dear David,

The Halton Borough Council (Partial Revocation of Waiting and Loading Restrictions) Order
2014

| am writing in response to a letter dated 19 November 2014 that was sent to local residents
in School Way, Whalley Grove and Nursery Close.

| wish to place on record the school’s point of view on the proposed order.

As you will know, there are continued concerns regarding both the access of residential
housing and the school and overall safety along School Way. In my opinion the current
existing order still falls short of the requirements in this case. For example, the availability of
parking on School Way causes regularly access problems for deliveries trying to attend the
school, including the refuse collection, but most often access for buses taking the children
to and from visits. The first of those is a general inconvenience, the second requires our
children to board / alight the bus transfers quite often from Moorfield Road, thus increasing
the hazards and risks posed to their individual safety.

My second concern around parking on School Way surrounds the access for emergency
vehicles attending on site. Whilst we have not had any access problems to this point,
nevertheless we did have cause for an ambulance call out in the month of October;
fortunately on that occasion the ambulance gained access with no problems. However,
should there be a need for a Fire Engine, then we may encounter some difficulties and that
does not bare thinking about.

My final concern around parking surrounds pupil safety. With the system as it exists there is
heightened danger of a near miss or an actual accident. Parents continue to try and cram
into very limited parking spaces; several continue to ignore the present markings and rules
with no checks being made, despite the fact we advertise the use of Moorfield Sport and
Social Club and Dykin Road.

For the reasons outlined above, it is my wish that the Council consider the most stringent of
parking restrictions possible along School Way, and in order to protect the good will of our
neighbours, also into Whalley Grove and Nursery Close, as we do have parents that
continue to block both of these roads and park across driveways.

Yours sincerely.

Mr A Williams, Headteacher



OBJECTION 3:

RESIDENT FROM 2 SCHOOL WAY

Sent: 24 November 2014 13:48

To: David Parr

Cc: Tom MclInerney; Rob Polhill;

Subject: URGENT - PUBLIC ORDER NOTICE URNO0O0490RES

Dear David

RE: SCHOOL WAY, WIDNES (PARTIAL REVOCATION OF WAITING AND LOADING RESTRICTIONS) ORDER 19
NOV 2014

Please explain. This revocation order does not make sense. What are you “revoking”?. Order URN
000490RES dated 14 Nov 2011 has already been revoked by the removal of the yellow lines in School Way
for parking bays. This removal took place without a “revocation order” being notified to the public. The
recent notification of changes cannot be applied as a “revocation order” as you are not revoking the original
public order.

You are yet again making changes without going through the process of revoking the original public order
notice which should have been applied before any work was carried out. A public order asking for
objectives/agreements to the “removal of the yellow lines” has not yet been put into place and you are only
asking for objectives/agreements to work you have already undertaken without public notification. All
yellow lines would need to be reinstated and then a revocation order could be issued accordingly. There has
not yet been any agreement to the removal of yellow lines in School Way.

| await your reply
2 School Way, Widnes

Sent: 07 December 2014 13:37
To: John Tully Cc: David Parr
Subject: OBJECTION - PROPOSED ORDER DATED 19 NOV 2014 FOR SCHOOL WAY

Dear David/John
| refer to the recent notice, re the above, which | received dated 19 Nov 14 from yourselves.

| OBJECT to the proposed order and the previous removal of yellow lines in School Way on the grounds of
health and safety and the overturning of Traffic Regulation Order “URN 000490RES” which was passed in
2011 putting down yellow lines on both sides of School Way for the full adopted length. This order was
passed by yourselves after following the correct procedure by notifying residents and the public, who were
able to have their say, due to notification within the correct timescales by the media and in writing. School
Way became much safer for residents and the public, especially the school children having much clearer
views when accessing School Way, Whalley Grove and Nursery Close. This order was overturned without any
revocation orders been issued. The removal of yellow lines in School Way has since caused health and safety
issues due to a chicane in School Way, caused by parking bays, which are also obstructing the entrance to
my driveway. This chicane is also a concern for emergency vehicles accessing these roads and the school.

| therefore propose that “all yellow lines are reinstated” and the removal of the parking bays, which were
put down without any consultation to the residents, ensuring clearer visibility/safety for the
residents/public who require access to School Way, Nursery Close, Whalley Grove and the School. All of
those residents/public should have had a say in the original order being revoked. This would remove the
chicane in School Way ensuring safer access especially for emergency vehicles who at the moment have to
negotiate a chicane and illegal parking. Unless there was unlawful parking there would be fewer health and
safety issues and no necessity for police patrols.



The police have also agreed that the introduction of yellow lines have helped immensely with traffic
problems. Since the removal of yellow lines it has been necessary to involve the police to regularly patrol
this area. There was never a need for police presence when School Way had yellow lines both sides for full
adopted length.

| also do not feel the “Statement of Reasons” given by the council are not justifiable.
Many thanks
2 School Way, Widnes

Sent: 11 December 2014 10:17
To: John Tully
Subject: ADDENDUM TO PREVIOUS E-MAIL DATED 8 DEC 14

Dear Mr Tully

Would you please include the following addendum to my previous e-mail i.e OBJECTION TO:- PROPOSED
ORDER DATED 19 NOV 2014 FOR SCHOOL WAY

MY STATEMENT OF REASONS FOR MY OBJECTION TO THE ABOVE PROPOSAL

Parked and stopped vehicles block sightlines for drivers, cyclists and pedestrians with the problem being
compounded by the relative “ narrowness of School Way” especially when entering/exiting School Way and
on the approach to the entrance of Moorfield Primary School, Whalley Grove and Nursery Close. The effect
of the “Prohibition of Waiting Order 2011"”served to protect sightlines for drivers and pedestrians, which has
prevented congestion and has also reduced the incidence of confrontation between drivers and guarantees
access for emergency and refuse vehicles. This | feel is why it is of the utmost importance that parking is not
allowed in School Way.

Many thanks

2 School Way, Widnes



OBJECTION 4:
RESIDENT FROM 15 NURSERY CLOSE
Hallo all

| have put below my response to the consultation on parking at Moorfield Road Junior School. | am
including Derek Twigg as he was involved at the start of this saga, that has now been running for
years.

| have sent the letter today to the Chief Executive of Halton Council, Mr Parr.
Best wishes

Chris Lewis
Reference: School Way Parking
Hallo Mr Parr

| am writing in response to the consultation on the partial revocation of waiting and loading
restrictions in School Way, Widnes.

Summary of Response

The consultation was sent to only a minority of those that are affected and as such there is a great
danger that the outcome of the consultation will not be accepted by the majority of all those
affected. The suggestions put forward do not reduce the safety hazards to the public including
schoolchildren, nor for emergency access, to an acceptable level. It also does not cover the
dangerous parking in the entrance to Nursery Close. However, if the Councillors and its servants
progress the plans as put forward then they must take the responsibility for any future incidents, to
the public or property, caused by the inadequate measures resulting. The police must also take
responsibility if any incident results from its failure to enforce the law in this area.

This whole matter requires a permanent solution that is acceptable to the majority of the area
served by School Way and then implemented correctly to have legal enforcement. More
unacceptable (and costly) changes that do not satisfy these criteria are not the way forward.

Background

Several years ago | was instrumental, with the local police, the Council and Derek Twigg MP to
have the double yellow lines/zigzags applied to the corners of Nursery Close/School Way/Whalley
Grove. However, the Council decided it wanted to extend the double yellow lines throughout
Nursery Close and School Way (and perhaps Whalley Grove). Residents complained and only the
corners and throughout School Way were applied. This showed the residents of Nursery Close and
Whalley Grove how safe School Way could be made particularly for children. | understand the lines
had been put down incorrectly so had to be amended. In addition two residents in School Way then
said they wanted parking places in the road, not an unreasonable request. Another change was
then made, without general consultation, by creating a long parking length on the south side and a
short length on the north side. Questions on the costs of all these changes have not been
answered.

Current Position

Unfortunately vehicles parking on these lengths of road where the double yellow lines have been
removed, without full consultation, create a hazard in two ways. First of all it creates a single
carriageway and so prevents the free flow of traffic to enter and leave through School Way. In
particular at school start/finishing times queues of cars back up into Nursery Close and Whalley
Grove where children and adults have to cross the roads. This situation is as bad as when cars
were able to park/wait on the corners. Second, the parking limits allow parking on both sides of
School Way close to each other so that it results in a chicane. It would not be possible sometimes
for wider emergency vehicles to enter Whalley Grove/School Way or the School.



The Consultation

| was led to believe two things from Councillor Tom Mclnerney firstly that the consultation would be
sent to all residents concerned. | took this to mean School Way, Nursery Close, Whalley Grove and
the School. All these have a valid interest in the parking in School Way. This has not happened and
is unsatisfactory. (Most people from Nursery Close for example will drive through School Way and
not see the notices.) | was also led to believe that the parking spots in School Way would be
separated. From the very limited dimensions on the plan there is only a two metre separation of the
parking lengths so the chicane remains.

| can understand that some residents in School Way want a parking length in the road. (However,
the parking length on the south side is usually occupied by workers to the school.) This must
compromise the safety for the reasons above. However, if the Council agree with this, and accept
the safety implications, then the two lengths should be as short as possible, that is one car length,
and separated as much as possible. That is not the case in the proposal.

Other Point

Cars are parking at the entrance to Nursery Close on both sides of the Close. This happens both at
school times and frequently at other times. Cars leaving Nursery Close have to take a middle of the
road course. Some vehicles coming into Nursery Close (particularly large ones) wrongly cut off the

corner. Recently a collision was just averted. Parking should be banned at all times along the west

side of Nursery Close up until the first house entrance. This will remove this hazard.

The Police

All the above assumes people, especially those taking children to/from the School, obey the rules. A
persistent minority do not. The police accept this is happening when they are not there but refuse to
do anything about it. In particular they will not appear after the majority of parents arrive to
apprehend this minority and prevent this most dangerous parking/waiting happening. No fixed
penalty tickets have been issued so there is no deterrent and they will continue to park illegally. This
seems part of a police policy (including PCSOs) in Widnes to ignore illegal parking and is shown by
observing in the town centre, and the extremely low level of parking tickets issued. | understand that
the Council only have limited powers, if any, to tackle this problem.

Some of the police officers say there are few complaints from the residents in Nursery Close, etc.
This is because most residents have stopped complaining because the police take no action.

Conclusions

Without some serious effective actions by the Council and the Police then this area will continue to
be a danger to road users and the public. | am very willing to meet with whoever and wherever both
to put my views and listen to the reasons why the Council will not make this area as safe as
possible.

Circulation
| am circulating a hard copy of this to Mr. Parr, but am also emailing copies to local Councillors,
Halton Planning Office, Derek Twigg MP, the Police and the Chair of the Residents' Committee.

Author’s Name Withheld

15, Nursery Close, Widnes, Cheshire WA8 3HB



OBJECTION 5:

Ta:

David Parr

Chief Executive
Municipal Bullding
Kimgsway

Widnes WAR FOF

RE: THE HALTON BOROUGH COUNCIL [SCHOOL WY, WIDNES] (PARTIAL REVOCATION OF WAITIMG
AND LOADING RESTRICTIONS) DRDER 2014

POBIECT to the above on the following grounds:-

The chicane in School Way due to parked vehictes js blecking sightlines for drivers and is
compounded by the relative “narrowness of School Way” obstructing the free Flow of traffic in and
aut of School Way , aspecially for smergency vehicles, Our objections are on the grounds that the
effect of yvellaw nas an both sides of School Way prevented a chicane and preventad fncidence of
confrontation between drivers and guarantess access for em ergency and refudge vehicles as well g
evary day traffic especially residents and the schaol,

I therefore request the yeliow lines in Schaol Way to be reinstated as per the enginal Prohihiiiton of
Waiting Order 2011".

M AME: Residents:  Author's Name Withheld
ADDRESS: 2 Whalley Growve

Widnes

Cheshire
SIGMATURE: &

BATE: R



OBJECTION 6:

Ta:

David Parr

Chiief Executive
Municigal Building
Kingsway

Wiclnes WAR 7OF

RE: THE HALTON BOROUGH COUNCIL (5CHOOL WAY, WIDNES) (PARTIAL REVOCATHON OF WAITING
ANL LOADING RESTRICTIONS) DRDER 2014

| DBIECT Lo the ahove en the following grounds:-

| object to the above proposal on the grounds thak Schagl Way 5 boa "narrow” ta aliow any parking
‘whatsoever, Parked vehicles in School Way are chstructing the free flow of traffic and are ca using
wisibility and health and safely issues on 3 very busy and well used road, The same problems are
also occurring at the entrance to Nursery Close.

I therefore request that the vellow lines in Schoal Way are reinstated, as per the arginal public
srder, also that yellow lines are extended on both ar ane side of the entrance to MNursery Close as
vehicles parking apposite one anather are causing the same prohlem as in School Way impeding
ducess to these roads, especially for emergency vehicles,

An incident has already otcurred when an ambulance was impeded by parked traffic which could
have resulted in dire consequences.

NAME: Author's Name Withheld
ADDRESS; A Muyrsary Close
Widnes
Chechire
SIGNATURE: .

DATE: il Bt R e Ba .



OBJECTION 7:

Tea:

David Farr

Chief Executive
Municipal Building
Kingzway

Widnes WAR T0OF

RE: THE HALTON BORJUGH COUNCIL [SCHODL WAY, WIDNES] (PARTIAL REVOCATICN OF WAITING
AND LDADING RESTRICTIONS) DRDER 20014

I OBIECT to the above on the following grounds:-

| vbject to 20y parking whatsoever in Sthool Way, My reasons are the parking in Schoal Way is
calsing 4 chicane which iz obstructing safe access for vehicles entering and exiting School Way and
are blocking sightlines. Schooi Wiay is far tog narrow for vehicles to park and | wish the vellow lines
to be put back down as per the initial public order . 1 also Feel that the veflow lines on the corners of
Whlley Grove/Mursery Close should be extended as parking in these roeds, including School Way,
are impeding access for traffic, sspecially emergency vehicles.

WANE:
ADDRESS: 3 Whalley Grove

Widnes

WAE 3HH
SIGMATLIRE: Author's Hame Withheld

DATE: IZ'I‘Z‘ !I('{"



OBJECTION 8:

PR 0 Dave ML Cwer Tezcomive Page 1 af2

{O,w\: u—*’eff E\'ﬂt:"‘_‘__qi.

Do 161 T ®

Dage: 161272014 162510010 i L

[ TR, ot €. LT -

Suffect: double vellow lines TSR
Dear sir,

| would like to bring ta your attention the
double yellow lines in School Way, as it stands thars
gra gaps in the yellow lines on both sides of the
read | This is cauging a bottle nack when cars park
thera, and causing traffic to meat head on.
As i live In Nursery Close and have to use Schooal
Way, to get back and to, to my property
i think there is an ascident waiting to happen,
Thank vou

10 Nursary Close |
Widnes,

Cheshire,
WAB3HE,

Author's Name Withheld

= A\



OBJECTION 9:

——

(Cranabes Socioion

Tu: T e
David Parr

Chis Frscute

Funicipal Building

Kingsway

Widnes, WA TOF

Be The Haltan Booough Covncl (Sehanl Way, Widnas b Partial Revocation of Waiting and loading Restrictions) Dedar 2074
abject to the abovz on the Sl owing grounds:

There seems ko have been an immense amount of messing araund with road markings in the almest ten years I've lived
hera. Mone of the restrictiens are ever enfarced and as a consequente the waiting parents pay ne attention what so gver.
The urr lram Moorfield Road inta Schaal Way is, if not concealed, then it is “difficult’, made even vorse by the slalom
course created by parked cars on the already tog namow road.

Apperently Maortield Social Club allows #= parking ares ko be ased. This isn'telose enough for litle Jokany. The real
problem cantinues around the cormner inta Nursery Close and Whalley Grove. Narrew roads continually blecked by parked
cars, Some parents ane thare far up to twe hours at lunchtirma. A fire engine struggled to get through to a fire towards
the end of Mursery Close, & elderly neighbour who's wile was long-term ill struggled with access for ambulances. My
avin BU yezr-old mother, after my father's car was denied access to my drive by a car parked right across, got cut and
politely asked him 1o move and was given “a mouthfull®. In the same sinsation 'ee got out and knocked on the windaw
a5 the driver continued te iynere me and wes tald “Ilonly be 2 couple of minutes”

Yeu should take some measure to address the real problem. Parents assume that they have the right to park where they
want for however leng they want, The residents continue to have to put up with any behavizur the parents sea fit to
dole gut, | 25k one simole guestion; the catchment area for 4 primary schoal is hiow big? Sursly walking distance ic the
calchment area. Why dees this havo have to be created three times a day? Forlunataly Fro werking, it's the relired wha
put up with this puery day.

Mo amount of changing the stripes an the read, zig-zag, single, double, vehite o yellow is gaing to make any difference.
The parents need to be infarmed that they can't use any of the three roads due to the hevor they've colledtively created
far yeats,

Using a scar: of your pwn map 1'd like t0 demonstrate my fevourite anecdote of parking
methers, Parked in the middle of the crossread, got outfiddled with the bags and toats
of the e child ren, walked with them to the schoal gates, walked back and drove away.
Oblivious te the sther cars around her, parked or othenyise. [ that doesn't demanstrate
parents self-obsession then | don't know what will.

Parmit
heddera
CRYY

[twould of covrse need t2 e anioncad!

Author's Name Withheld

Mame:, ...
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OBJECTION 10:

( Opav 2o E-?M”* R

To:

David Parr

Chief Executive
Municipal Building
Kingzway

Widnes WaE O

AE: THE HALTON BOROUGH COUMCIL (SCHOOL WAY, WIDNES] (PARTIAL REVOCATION OF WAITING
AND LOADING RESTRICTICONS: ORDER 2014

P OBIECT/AGREE to the above on the following grounds:-
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Appendix ‘D’
Details of Proposed Order:

[a] Partial revocation of parts of both the Halton Borough Council (Various Roads,
Widnes)(Prohibition of Waiting) Order 2011 and the Halton Borough Council (Various
Roads, Widnes)(No Loading) Order 2011 in School Way, Widnes.

[b] Details: Revocation of the following section of the above traffic regulation Orders:
School Way, south side starting from 24m. for a distance of 12m., measured from the east
kerb line of Moorfield Road, Widnes.

[c] Plans: Drg. No. 8971B for deposit only (below)

[d] Exemptions: Standard

[e] Date to be advertised: ASAP

[f] Date to be effected: ASAP

[0] Advertising code: 2050 1625 W041
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