
APPENDIX 3 

Experimental School Streets TRO 

Consultation Summary 

 

RESPONSE TO CONSULTATION, ADVERTISING OBJECTIONS DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Statutory Consultees 

Two responses from Cumbria County Council Councillor’s 

1. Very much in favour of introducing this School Streets initiative and then reviewing the results.  Would be interested in the results 

whether more children are encouraged to go to school by bike/walk due to feeling safer to do so. 

Supports the proposals. Recommended the proposals are approved. 

2. Very much in favour of anything which makes walking and cycling to school safer and more attractive for school pupils 

Supports the proposals. Recommended the proposals are approved. 

Response to consultation  

1. A number of residents and parent and guardians of pupils at Sir John Barrow school responded to our consultation informing them of 

the proposals.  Some made comments; some made objections.   

2. A summary of these responses and objections now follows together with discussion and recommendations. 

Brook Road 

Ref No. 
Support/Conditional/

Object 
COMMENT Our Response 



1 Concerns Raised  

 Concerns further vehicles connected to the school 
pick up and drop off with park in the back street 
behind Argyle Street causing congestion. 

 Tyson Square is a small area that may get full of 
vehicles trying to turn around and causing cars to 
back up. 

 Would like a site assessment to be carried out.  

 Consideration has been given 
to the back street behind 
Argyle Street, is not public 
highway and therefore unable 
to include within the 
Experimental Order. 

 Site assessments have been 
carried out  

 Should the proposals be 
approved the scheme will be 
monitored following 
mplementation for the 6 month 
duration of the Experimental 
Order. 

2 Support 

 Fully supports the proposal. 

 The road has always been troublesome for the 
children at Sir John Barrow School and this 
solution will really make a difference. 

 Supports the proposals 

 Recommended the proposals 
are approved. 

3 Support 

 Would like to express support for Argyle Street to 
become a School Street. 

 Believes the proposal will makes access and 
egress to Sir John Barrow safer for students, 
parents and teachers and encourage travel by 
foot. 

 Supports the proposals 
Recommended the proposals 
are approved. 

4 Concerns raised 

 Welcomes opportunity to bring about safer streets 
around schools but unsure the Experimental Order 
will works as currently hoped. 

 Argyle Street and Tyson Square are essentially 
single lane road due to parked vehicles.  Inevitable 
that all vehicular school traffic will attempt to use 
this section of road not included and gridlock will 
be instantaneous causing Hill Fall junction to 
become dangerous and Tyson Square to be 
obstructed.   

 Proposal is designed to 
encourage walking and cycling 
to school. 

 Should the proposals be 
approved the scheme will be 
monitored following 
implementation for the 6 month 
duration of the Experimental 
Order.  



 There is the hypothetical risk of an ambulance, for 
example, simply not being able to reach Tyson 
Square should a medical emergency occur at 
school drop off/pick up time if Argyle St and Tyson 
Square are at a standstill or blocked. Ambulances 
regularly attend Tyson Square due to elderly 
residents. 

 Nearby streets of Chapel, Oxford and Neville are 

already heavily used, and parking is limited. 

Question where those parents who have to drive 

their children to school would park.  Concerned 

they would pull up on Hill Fall, which is most 

definitely not a safe road for anyone to cross, 

especially at "rush hour".  

 

 Recommended the proposals 
are approved. 

5 Objects 

 Strongly disagrees with the proposals.  

 Shift worker concerned works to install related 
signage etc will cause disruption. 

 Parking situation on Chapel Street is bad enough, 
worse at school time without subjecting the same 
area to all Argle Street’s school traffic twice a day.  
Vehicles connected to the school drop off and pick 
up times block access to garages in the back 
street.  This proposal will make it worse.  

 Argle Street is wide enough road for 2 cars to 
pass, Chapel Street is not and the safety 
implications of pedestrians and children between 
parked cars will only get worse.  

 Due to the parking restrictions on nearby streets 
and car park charges anyone that works in the 
town centre park cars on all the side streets most 
days.  

 Objects to the proposals 

 The back street behind Argyle 
Street is not public highway 
and therefore we are unable to 
manage the vehicular use. 

  Any works to be carried out, 
should the proposals be 
approved, will be cause 
minimal disruption. 

 Should the proposals be 
approved the scheme will be 
monitored following 
implementation for the 6 month 
duration of the Experimental 
Order. 

  

6 Support     



7 Support     

8 Support     

Summary 

 Five responses received, all in support of the proposals 

 Recommended that the proposals are implemented as advertised 

 

 

 

Craig Walk 

Ref No. 
Support/Conditional/

Object 
COMMENT CCC COMMENTS 

6 No overall decision 

 I have not seen enough problems to warrant a TRO 
but can see that the bend of the road may cause 
difficulties when cars are parked out of sight (as it 
were). 

 Concerns raised that parking is  
causing visibility and 
obstruction issues, these 
proposals will prevent this 
from occurring. 

 Recommended the proposals 
are approved. 

 

Summary 

 One response received in support. 

 Recommended that the proposals are implemented as advertised 

New Road & Lake Road 

Ref No. 
Support/Conditional/ 

Object 
COMMENT CCC COMMENTS 

7 Support 
 Supports the proposals and hopes that the 

proposals will be adopted in full 
 Supports the proposals 



 Recommended the proposals 
are approved. 

8 Support 

 Fully agrees with the proposal to restrict waiting 
on New & Lake Road. Kerb side parking on this 
busy arterial route is both dangerous and 
obstructs other road users including cyclists. In 
recent weeks since the lifting of lockdown there 
has been a proliferation of parking on or partly 
over the pavement posing obstruction to 
pavement users and safety issues. This is a 
problem throughout the Town. 

 Supports the proposals 

 Recommended the proposals 
are approved. 

Summary 

 Two responses received, both in support of the proposals 

 Recommended that the proposals are implemented as advertised 

 

 

St Mary’s Place 

Ref No. 
Support/Conditional/ 

Object 
COMMENT CCC COMMENTS 

9 Support 

 The current situation is unsafe with cars and 
other vehicles parked in such a way as to 
obstruct, at times, normal residents’ entry to the 
estate and more particularly would prevent 
emergency vehicle access. As such I support the 
above scheme. 

 Concern that the parking will be displaced into 
the estate once the restrictions are in place. 

 Supports the proposals 

 Should the proposals be 
approved the scheme will be 
monitored following 
implementation- anticipated 
vehicle displacement would be 
small 

 Recommended the proposals 
are approved 



   10 Support 

 Support the proposals in general as it is 
essential that the entry road is made more 
suitable for the access of emergency vehicles. 

 Hope parked cars do not simply move further 
into the estate causing problems elsewhere. 

 Suggestion of “residents only” parking scheme if 
the parking moves further into the estate 

 Supports the proposals 

 All properties have access to 
off-street parking and therefore 
residents parking would be 
unsuitable 

 Recommended the proposals 
are approved 

11  Support 

 Supports the proposals in general 

 Current parking situation causes issues for 
mobility scooter 

 Only reservation is that the cars currently will 
move further into the estate 

 Supports the proposals 

 Should the proposals be 
approved the scheme will be 
monitored following 
implementation- anticipated 
vehicle displacement would be 
small 

 Recommended the proposals 
are approved 

12 No overall decision 
 Concern that the restrictions will push the 

parking problem further into the estate 

 Should the proposals be 
approved the scheme will be 
monitored following 
implementation- anticipated 
vehicle displacement would be 
small 

 Recommended the proposals 
are approved 

13 Support 

 Agreement with the proposals 

 Concerns that by not restricting the whole of St. 
Mary’s Park cars will park further down the cul de 
sac. 

 Supports the proposals 

 Should the proposals be 
approved the scheme will be 
monitored following 
implementation- anticipated 
vehicle displacement would be 
small 

 Recommended the proposals 
are approved 
 



14 Object 
 Does not support the proposals, there is no 

danger/traffic flow problem 

 The proposals are to formalise 
and help movement of larger 
vehicles into the estate 

 Recommended the proposals 
are approved 

15 No Overall Decision 
 No view on proposal only made a request for 

double yellow lines opposite their driveway 

 The no waiting at any time 
(double yellow line) proposals 
cannot be extended without 
readvertising. 

  The no waiting at any time 
(double yellow line) proposals 
cannot be extended without 
readvertising. 

 Recommended the proposals 
are approved 

16 Support 

 Support the traffic restrictions. 

 Request that consideration be given to extending 
the proposed yellow lines to include both sides 
of the highway outside Numbers 25 and 27. 

 Supports the proposals 

 The no waiting at any time 
(double yellow line) proposals 
cannot be extended without 
readvertising. 

 Recommended the proposals 
are approved 

17 Objects 

 Do not support the proposed restrictions, feel 
that the proposals potentially create more 
problems that they solve. 

 Feel that safe access by emergency services and 
refuse vehicles is the priority, and that this 
trumps ease of parking by the public (including 
residents). 

 People with blue badges should have access to 
appropriate parking when attending the church. 

 As far aware the majority of cars parked for the 
day on St Mary's Park (other than during Church 
services) belong to people who work in 

 The proposals are to help with 
access such as refuse and 
emergency vehicles. 

 Blue badges are able to park in 
the new parking bays and are 
except to the time restrictions. 

 Should the proposals be 
approved the scheme will be 
monitored following 
implementation- anticipated 
vehicle displacement would be 
small 



Windermere village: they park, then walk into the 
village. These people will still need somewhere to 
park if they continue to drive to Windermere. 

 If cars cannot be parked for the day where the 
yellow lines are proposed, it seems likely that 
they will park instead further down either branch 
of St Mary's Park 

 Cars parked on either branch of St Mary's Park 
could cause MORE of an obstruction. Where cars 
currently park (where the proposed yellow lines 
would be) is, for the most part, not across access 
to people's driveways.   If the yellow lines are 
painted, and cars park further down the road, this 
will mean that the parking/obstruction is more 
likely to adversely affect residents, emergency 
services and refuse vehicles.   We do not feel 
that it makes sense to move public parking from 
along a stretch of road where there are no 
residents' driveways, to sections where there are 
multiple driveways. We think that this could be 
solving one problem but creating a bigger one, 
and we cannot support that. 

 If the proposed yellow lines are painted, and cars 
start parking further down either branch of St 
Mary's Park, it seems likely that there would 
eventually be proposals to paint yellow lines 
down the rest of the street. This kind of yellow-
line domino effect is what we have observed in 
Windemere for a number of years: as one 
road/street is given double yellow lines, the 
problem is transferred, not solved. Painting 
double yellow lines in St Mary's Park would a) 
simply move the problem elsewhere, creating 
difficulties for whichever street(s) people start 
parking in, leading to this whole process starting 

 Recommended the proposals 
are approved 



in another street; and b) stop residents from 
parking on the street in front of their own 
houses.  Whilst there is no protected right to 
park on the road outside one's own house, this 
would create an inconvenience which does not 
currently exist: some residents of St Mary's Park 
need to park on the road because there is not 
enough off-road parking for them; visitors to 
resident’s park on the road. 
 

18 Support 
 No objection to the proposed plans for double 

yellow lines 

 Supports the proposals 

 Recommended the proposals 
are approved. 

19 Object 

 Object to the proposals 

 The existing double yellow lines were put in for 
safety reasons. They ensure that exiting from the 
drive if our property drive, with all 3 vehicles, 2 of 
which need to reverse. The lamppost restricts a 
sharp angled exit, which would be needed if 
there were parking bays on the East side of the 
road. 

 Why are the existing double yellow lines being 
removed? Who has pressed for these proposed 
changes and will benefit from them? How will 
they be safer? 

 How big will the bays be? Passengers, especially 
those with small children, will have to get out 
into the shrubbery on the East side of the road. 

 Will a large vehicle in a parking bay, take up 
space that will still allow a lorry, delivery van, 
ambulance, refuse collection van, large car, etc. 
get up the road without mounting the pavement, 
with all the wear and tear and cost it would 
cause? 

 The highway code advises that 
vehicles should be reversed 
onto driveways and driven out, 
there will be sufficient space if 
this advice is followed. 

 The bays will meet the 
standards set out by the Traffic 
signs Manual. 

 A vehicle must be parked 
within the bay if not the vehicle 
can be enforced on for not 
parking within the bay or 
moved by the police for 
obstruction. 

 It is not stated that the parking 
bays themselves are a safer 
way of parking, it is stated that 
the overall proposals are to 
allow passage of vehicles. 

 Restrictions are enforced by 
the parking enforcement team 



 How will the parking bays be a safer way of 
parking? The double yellow lines at the entrance 
are shorter than on previous plans and the 
proposed first bay is closer to the corner, 
restricting vision into St Mary’s Park. 

 How will the 2 hours be monitored? Current 
parking times for most people leaving their cars 
is well in excess of 2 hours, especially if they are 
locals who work in Windermere town or catch the 
train. 

 Churchgoers will find the bays occupied at 11am 
on Sundays. All the week, people will come into 
the Park to look for an empty bay. If full, they will 
have to continue in until they can turn round, or 
park in one of the cul-de-sacs. This will only 
increase the volume of traffic in the park. 

in line with their enforcement 
schedule. 

 With the current arrangement 
vehicles may not be able to 
park at the times that they wish 
as places may already taken, 
the time limited parking bays 
will encouraging turnover, 
should the proposals be 
approved,  as vehicles can 
only stay for a maximum of two 
hours. 

 Recommended the proposals 
are approved. 

Summary 

 Eleven  responses received, six in support, three objections and two no overall decision. 

 Recommended that the proposals are implemented as advertised 

 


