
 
 

REPORT: Environment & Urban Renewal Policy & Performance Board 
 

DATE: 25th June 2014 
 

REPORTING OFFICER: Strategic Director, Policy and Resources 
 

PORTFOLIO: Transportation 
 

SUBJECT: Petition Concerning Traffic Issues, Halton Station Road, 
Runcorn 
 

WARDS: Beechwood and Heath 
 
 

1.0 
 

PURPOSE OF REPORT 

1.1 To report receipt of a 27 name petition highlighting traffic issues, associated with  
renovation works to Sutton Weaver Swing Bridge, that are affecting Halton Station 
Road, Runcorn. This bridge is just outside of the Halton Borough Boundary and it is the 
responsibility of Cheshire West and Chester Council. The petition is reproduced in 
Appendix ‘B’. 
 

2.0 RECOMMENDATIONS 
 

2.1 It is recommended that the Board: 
 

1) note that officers have contacted Cheshire West and Chester Council on 
behalf of Halton Station Road residents, setting out the problems its traffic 
diversions are causing; 

 
2) note that officers have also contacted Cheshire Police requesting that it 

provide  enforcement of the existing vehicle weight restriction on Halton 
Station Road; and 

 
3) endorse the proposal to formally object to any proposal by Cheshire West 

and Chester Council to make permanent the present temporary traffic 
arrangements in the area of Sutton Weaver Swing Bridge/Clifton Road. 

 
3.0 SUPPORTING INFORMATION 

 
3.1 In order to renovate and carry out essential repair work to the Sutton Weaver Swing 

Bridge (SWSB) which is over the Weaver Navigation Canal, Cheshire West and Chester 
Council (CWaC) last year installed a temporary bridge next to the existing crossing. 
Work on installing this temporary bridge commenced in May 2013. Towards the end of 
August 2013, it then closed the SWSB to traffic to allow its contractor unrestricted 
access to the bridge and use of the temporary bridge commenced. 
 

3.2 In order to improve traffic flow through the temporary crossing, CWaC implemented 
restrictions at the junction of the A56 Chester Road with the A557 Clifton Road, 
immediately east of the swing bridge.  The restrictions have prevented east-bound traffic 
from travelling directly along the A56 Chester Road through Sutton Weaver as it would 
have previously done. All traffic has instead been required to travel north along the A557 
Clifton Road into Halton, around the south roundabout of M56 motorway Junction 12, 



 
 

with east bound/Sutton Weaver village bound traffic then being required to travel back 
south along Clifton Road before re-joining the A56 Chester Road adjacent to the SWSB. 
These arrangements are shown on drawing shown in Appendix ‘A’. CWaC indicated that 
this diversion would be necessary for the duration of the works which was anticipated to 
end in Autumn 2014. 
 

3.3 Whilst this has simplified and accelerated traffic flows in the area of the bridge 
throughout the period of the renovation works, not all of the re-routed traffic has followed 
the signed diversion route. Some drivers have and indeed continue to choose to take 
what is effectively a short-cut by either turning right off Clifton Road into Halton Station 
Road (HSR) or follow the diversion to a point on Clifton Road where they can then turn 
left into HSR and then travel along that road and onwards to Beechwood or Sutton 
Weaver via Wood Lane. This has generated an unanticipated increase in traffic flows 
along HSR which is a narrow, one-way, traffic calmed road that is also subject to a 
weight restriction. One of the residents of HSR wrote to CWaC in May 2013 on hearing 
of the proposed bridge works to inform them that there was already felt to be problems 
with cars, HGVs and buses using HSR as a rat-run. 
 

3.4 A petition has recently been received by HBC from residents of HSR highlighting a 
number of concerns about the diversion and its impacts, this is attached as Appendix 
‘B’. The primary issues raised are: 
 
[1] Lack of consultation and notification on the traffic diversions by both CWaC and  
     Halton Borough Council. 
 
[2] The extra volume of traffic using HSR, including heavy goods vehicles in  
     contravention of the existing vehicle weight restriction on the route. 
 
[3] The excessive speed of traffic, despite physical traffic calming in HSR. 
 
[4] Vehicles being driven partly on the footways of HSR to avoid traffic calming features. 
 
[5] Concerns that CWaC may wish to make the temporary traffic routing, permanent  
     when the bridge works are complete. 
 

3.5 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.6 
 

CWaC has in place a Temporary Traffic Regulation Order which supports the diversion 
route that has been established, but it is not clear as to whether consultation was 
undertaken by CWaC with the residents of HSR. As it was not HBC’s scheme, it did not 
undertake any consultation. However, it was anticipated by both authorities that drivers 
affected by the bridge closure would follow the signed diversion route, especially as 
HSR was traffic calmed, was a narrower road and had a weight restriction on it. To 
discourage any potential increase in use of HSR, the preferred diversion route signage 
was also reinforced near the junction of Clifton Road with HSR. Halton BC had 
discussions with CWaC during the design stage of the bridge works and it was 
emphasised that measures needed to be taken to avoid HSR being used as a rat-run. 
However, whilst it would have been possible to prevent the right turn manoeuvre from 
A557 Clifton Road into HSR, this would have unfortunately created an added 
inconvenience to HSR residents and made access to Ashville Industrial Estate difficult, 
as it would have required physical traffic management on Clifton Road to prevent it 
being ignored. As a consequence, this measure was not implemented.   
 
Whilst officers from Halton Borough Council have been in regular contact with HSR 
residents since the problems associated with the bridge diversion were highlighted (a 



 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

meeting took place in September 2013), once the bridge works started and the traffic 
diversions were in place, there was little that could be done on a practical level to 
mitigate the problems subsequently experienced. The need for this diversion was felt to 
be reasonable by HBC officers on the grounds that it was meant to be for a 12 month 
period only and as it avoided a total closure of the route that would have, in turn, 
necessitated a diversion via either M56 or A49 Acton Bridge. 

3.7  HBC officers have however, contacted Cheshire Police and requested that it provide 
enforcement of the vehicle weight restriction on HSR. To what degree this can occur will 
depend on the level of resources the Police can allocate to this matter in light of its 
competing priorities. Residents have also been encouraged by Halton BC to contact the 
Police over this and other observed traffic issues. HBC officers have also spoken to the 
On-Duty Manager at the Holiday Inn about the use of the road by HGVs and she agreed 
to email the delivery companies they use to remind them of the weight restrictions and 
speed limit on Halton Station Road.  The manager was also told that we had informed 
the Police and requested that they enforce the weight restriction 
 

3.8  HSR is fitted with physical traffic calming, and is subject to a 30mph speed limit.  A 
traffic count/survey of speeds that was taken once the traffic diversions were underway, 
recorded few vehicles exceeding the speed limit. However, this does not necessarily 
mean that there traffic speeds cannot be perceived as a possible road safety issue 
bearing in mind the characteristics of the road. 
 

3.9 Clarification was sought from residents about their request for temporary traffic cones 
and it was confirmed that it was actually bollards which were being sought to prevent 
vehicles being driven on the footways so as to partially avoid the traffic calming 
measures. Unfortunately, the footways of HSR are too narrow to permit the installation 
of bollards and this has been explained to residents who have contacted this Council.  
 

3.10 The impact of the diversion route has also affected the bus operators who, it is believed, 
have had to accept the extra mileage and resultant delays as a compromise and in order 
to avoid a total closure of the route which is what happened when the other swing 
bridges on the canal were refurbished in previous years. HBC has, however, requested 
the bus companies not to use HSR. 
 

3.11 
 
 
 
 
 
3.12 

Although the completion date for the works is not set, it is believed the SWSB repairs 
will be completed in the autumn of this year. Therefore, whilst the works should now be 
of a finite duration, it is likely that residents will continue to be inconvenienced. However, 
HBC will continue to ask the police to enforce the weight restriction and request the bus 
companies to avoid using HSR.  
 
It is understood that the traffic diversions have, according to CWaC, worked very 
effectively in terms of improving traffic flows over the Weaver Navigation Canal and 
thereby removed the need for traffic signals at the east end of the bridge. Although no 
formal approach has yet been made by CWaC to Halton Borough Council, it is 
understood that CWaC is now considering making the temporary arrangements 
permanent. It would appear that CWaC have held local meetings recently to discuss a 
range of traffic issues in that area of CWaC including the possibility of making the bridge 
diversion permanent, but unfortunately neither Halton BC nor residents of HSR were 
aware of this possible opportunity to raise their concerns.  

  
3.13 For the reasons referred to above It is, therefore, recommended that the Board support 



 
 

the submission of a formal objection by HBC to CWaC in response to any proposal to 
make this temporary arrangement permanent. 
 
 

4.0 FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 

4.1  None.  
 
 

5.0 OTHER IMPLICATIONS 
 

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

6.0 IMPLICATIONS FOR THE COUNCIL’S PRIORITIES. 
 

6.1 Children & Young People in Halton 
 There are no direct implications on the Council’s ‘Children & Young People in Halton’ 

priority. 
 

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

Halton’ priority. 
 

6.3 A Healthy Halton 
 Increased traffic flows on HSR could present a risk to residents through greater risk of 

collisions and higher pollution levels. 
 

6.4 A Safer Halton 
 Increased traffic flows on HSR could present a risk to residents through greater risk of 

collisions. 
 

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

 
 

7.0 RISK ANALYSIS 
 

7.1 There are variable, and uncertain, road safety and environmental risks associated with 
increased traffic flows on Halton Station Road. 

  
8.0 EQUALITY & DIVERSITY ISSUES 

 
8.1 There are no direct equality and diversity issues associated with this report. 

 
9.0 BACKGROUND PAPERS 

 
9.1 There are no background papers under section 100D of the Local Government Act 

1972. 
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