
Appendix B

Copeland Local Committee Response to the Copeland Local Plan Site Allocation and 
Policies Consultation 

On the 13 February and 03 March 2015 workshops were held with the Cumbria County 
Council members for Copeland.  The purpose of the meeting was to discuss and shape the 
Local Committee response to Copeland Borough Council’s Local Plan Site Allocation and 
Policies consultation.

General Comments 

 Members acknowledged that in relation to energy related projects, particularly the 
new nuclear power station at Moorside, that until further information and detailed 
technical studies have been carried out, it would not be possible or realistic to expect 
the Site Allocations element of the Local Plan to allocate and deliver the policies set 
out in the adopted Core Strategy.  

 However, Members did raise concern that by the Site Allocations element of the 
Local Plan not fully taking into account energy related projects, an opportunity would 
be lost to help enable resilient sustainable communities to be developed within 
Copeland. 

 Members therefore support the officer view that once further information and studies 
have been prepared in relation to the impacts of the Moorside development, 
Copeland Borough Council should consider conducting an early selective review of 
the Site Allocations element of the Local Plan.  This will allow the Local Plan to fully 
take into account the energy related projects within Cumbria.

 Members commented that at this point a strategic plan for all of the energy related 
projects for Highways and Transport needs to be produced, which will form part of 
the evidence base for the Local Plan.

 Members commented that as a general principle housing should be located to enable 
sustainable settlements that have good rail links due to the volume of worker who will 
be travelling to Moorside and Sellafield.  

 Members raised concern that the A595 is not currently fit for purpose, therefore any 
further developments will add increasing pressure.  In order for the Local Plan to be 
delivered improvements will need to be made to the A595.  Members commented 
that pressure should be put Highways England to consider trunking the road.

 Members support the officer view that there is existing legislation as part of the 
Section 77 of the School Standards and Framework Act 1998 as amended by the 
Education and Inspections Act 2006 to provide sufficient protection to school playing 
fields and they do not need to be allocated in the Local Plan for ‘Greenscape 
Protection’.  

 There is a need for a Strategic Infrastructure Group as part of the LEP to deal with 
the infrastructure deficit where it interfaced between private and public sector.

 Members noted that the supply of suitable sites within the consultation document 
contained a number of sites which had planning permission.  Members commented 
that the Infrastructure Delivery Plan when defining the infrastructure deficit for the 
Local Plan will need to take this into account because if a site already has planning 
permission then the infrastructure requirements will have been taken into account as 
part of the planning application process.  
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 In addition to the use of Planning Obligations to secure provision of essential 
infrastructure, the Council will continue to encourage Copeland Borough Council to 
consider the use of a Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL), for both housing and 
business development.

Area Specific Comments 

Arledon & Rowrah

 Officers current understanding is that the Quarry at Rowrah will be reopened to 
service Nuclear new build but extraction will be limited.

 Members commented that the impact of the quarry needs to be fully assessed.

Cleator / Cleator Moor 

 Members gave support to the planning application at Jack Trees Road (CM4) & 
(CM31).

 Members provided support to the allocation for housing at the former Ehenside 
School site, however the total number allocated appears to be low.

 Members gave support in relation to the possibility of an ‘Eastern Bypass’ next to the 
western end of the Westlakes Science and Technology Park.  This would provide 
better access to the hospital and new school complex.

 Members gave support to the retention of Leconfield Industrial Estate and its 
potential for further development.

Beckermet 

 A Member agreed that site BE6 should not be allocated as the site is landlocked. 
 Members commented that the preferable site within Beckermet was BE1 and this had 

not been allocated.

Bigrigg

 Members commented that any further development would exacerbate current issues 
on the A595.  There was a strong view from Members that no further development 
should take place until the A595 is improved. 

Egremont 

 Members support the officer view that the County Council depot should be put 
forward as a mixed use allocation.

 Members expressed the view that there is too much development to the south which 
would again exacerbate the current issues on the A595.

Frizington 

 Members supports the redevelopment of FR15 (Lonsdale Farm)
 Members reiterated comments in relation to the potential impact of the Quarry at 

Rowrah and that the impact needs to be fully assessed.
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Lowca 

 Members commented that any further development in Lowca would add weight to the 
need to resolve the five junctions from Parton to Lowca on the A595

Moor Row

 Members raised concerns in relation to amount of development proposed at Moor 
Row and the impact it will have on the junction onto the A595, which Members 
already consider to be a dangerous junction as well as Moor Row generally.

Moresby Park 

 Members provided support to in relation to sites MP7 and MP3 being, Members also 
suggested that Copeland Borough Council examine the possibility of allocating 
further land behind the school.  

 Members commented that Copeland Borough Council need to consider current on-
going flooding issues in Moresby Park.

Parton 

 Members raised concern in relation to the impact on the junction onto the A595, 
which Members already consider to be a dangerous junction.

 A Member raised concern in relation to the general flooding issues within Parton.

St Bees

 Members support new housing development in St Bees as the settlement has a train 
station which would allow for workers at Moorside and Sellafield to travel 
sustainably.

 Members raised concerns in relation to the impacts that potential west coast mining 
will have.

Thornhill 

 Members support the potential for a Park and Ride scheme for workers at Sellafield.

Millom 

 A Member raised concern in relation to the impact further development will have on 
the A5093 and potential for pinch points at Kirkstanton and Birkbeck.

 A Member commented that Copeland should be discouraged from continuing with 
site MMC as a ‘Tourism Opportunity Site’ as this is not achievable. 

 Members commented that the site which is proposed for de-allocation at 
Deveonshire Road should be allocated for employment use due to the potential to 
support supply chain business for in relation to the energy related projects.

 Members commented that there should be more housing in Millom which could 
potentially be used for temporary workers accommodation because due to the good 
train links and this to support local services and allow Millom to develop as a 
sustainable settlement.
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 A member commented that there needs to be better connectivity through to Barrow 
to allow for better connectivity to BAE.

Haverigg 

 A member raised concern that Haverigg road is currently not safe and any further 
development would exacerbate the issues unless they are suitably mitigated.

Town Centre / Pow Beck 

 Members commented that in order to successfully plan for Whitehaven Town Centre, 
a development framework should be prepared accordingly.  The absence of which 
would increase the potential for conflicting developments to take place and would not 
allow for a coordinated approach to deliver the infrastructure required.

 Members commented that a development framework should take into account traffic 
routes and car parking within the Town Centre.

 Members commented that there is an opportunity in relation to the potential 
redevelopment of the Civic Centre, Library / Richmond house including the Sports 
Centre site and Corkcicle.

Whitehaven – Highlands

 Members objected to the de-allocation of site WH4
 Members do not support the allocation of WH11, WH12, WH13 and WH16

Whitehaven South 

 Members commented that the current location of schools puts pressure on the 
highways network within Whitehaven. Whist Members acknowledged that parenteral 
choice exists, Members commented that a strategic view should be taken in relation 
to the delivery of school places in Whitehaven to deal with the cumulative impact 
issues as a result of a number of developments. 

Whitehaven North 

 A Member commented that the residents have been consulted on a potential 
development on site WN10, this needs to be clarified as accessibility appears to be 
an issue.  

Whitehaven West 

 See comments in relation to a development framework for the Town Centre and 
Whitehaven South for comments in relation to schools.  

Whitehaven East 

 Members commented that site WE10 is not an appropriate as the site will exacerbate 
issues on the A595  

 Members commented that subject the landscape impacts site WE9 should be 
allocated.                                   


