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COPELAND HIGHWAYS WORKING GROUP 

Meeting date: 4th December 2017

From: Corporate Director – Economy & Highways Services 

COPELAND TRAFFIC REGULATION ORDER REVIEW

1.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
1.1 The purpose of this report is to provide Members with the background and 

details of the proposed changes to parking restrictions in and around Cleator 
Moor following statutory consultation and advertisement which concluded on 9 
November 2017. A copy of the Notice, which summarised the proposed 
restrictions in the Order, is attached as Appendix 1.

1.2 The report will enable Members to make a recommendation to Copeland 
Local Area Committee having taken into account letters of representation 
received during the statutory consultation period.

2.0 STRATEGIC PLANNING AND EQUALITY IMPLICATIONS
2.1 The proposed parking restrictions are designed to improve safety and traffic 

flow in and around Cleator Moor, ensuring a safe and effective transport 
network.

2.2 The restrictions which are proposed for introduction comply with Cumbria 
County Council’s forward plan of creating a safe and secure community, 
whilst providing a high quality environment for all.

2.3 There are no Equality implications.

3.0 RECOMMENDATION
3.1 That having taken into consideration the matters contained in section 122(2) 

of the Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984 which are more specifically referred 
to at paragraph 7.2 of this report, it be recommended that Copeland Local 
Committee agree that “The County of Cumbria (Various Roads, Borough of 
Copeland) (Consolidation and Provision of Traffic Regulations) Order 20><” 
(“the Order”) be brought into operation, in full, as advertised.

4.0 BACKGROUND
4.1 Initial consultation on proposed changes to parking restrictions was undertaken in 

June 2017, which was then followed by statutory consultation and advertisement in 
October 2017. A copy of the legal notice is attached as Appendix 1.

 
4.2 3 responses were received during the statutory period, a summary of which, along 

with Officers comments is attached as Appendix 2.  An additional response was 



received after the advertisement period expired, however is also included within 
Appendix 2.  A brief summary outlining each proposal and the feedback received 
are as follows:

4.3 Proposal No. 1 – Crossfield Road, Cleator Moor – To extend existing No Waiting at 
any Time (double yellow lines) restrictions on the approach to its junction with 
Leconfield Street.  A drawing showing the proposal is attached as Appendix 3 of 
this report.

4.4 Proposal No. 2 – Birks Road, Cleator Moor – To introduce several short sections of 
double yellow lines to improve visibility upon exiting Aldby Street, and, to also 
ensure unobstructed access to a number of private properties. 2 responses were 
received during statutory consultation and advertisement, as outlined in Appendix 2 
along with Officers comments. A drawing showing the proposal is attached as 
Appendix 4.

4.5 Proposal No. 3 – Wath Brow, Cleator – To introduce double yellow lines in order to 
prevent vehicles parking inconsiderately and ensure unobstructed access along this 
section of highway. 1 response was received during statutory consultation and 
advertisement, as outlined in Appendix 2.  A drawing showing the proposal is 
attached as Appendix 5.

4.6 Proposal No. 4 – Jacktrees Road, Cleator Moor - Following initial consultation and 
subsequent discussions, the proposal to implement No Waiting at any Time (double 
yellow lines) restrictions on Jacktrees Road and Cragg Road has been abandoned. 
This proposal did not therefore form part of the statutory consultation and 
advertisement procedure. A drawing showing the now redundant proposal is 
attached as Appendix 6.

4.7 Proposal No. 5 – Ennerdale Road, Cleator Moor – Following initial consultation and 
subsequent discussions, the proposal to introduce a loading bay for goods vehicles 
only has been abandoned. This proposal did not therefore form part of the statutory 
consultation and advertisement procedure.  A drawing showing the now redundant 
proposal is attached as Appendix 7.

4.8 Proposal No. 6 – Trumpet Road, Cleator – To introduce No Waiting at any Time 
(double yellow lines) restrictions around the corner of Trumpet Road opposite its 
junction with Lakeland View where obstruction issues are common. A drawing 
showing the proposal is attached as Appendix 8.

4.9 Proposal No. 7 – U4574 (Old A5086) Woodend, Cleator – To introduce No Waiting 
at any Time (double yellow lines) restrictions around a section of the access road to 
ensure unobstructed access. 1 response was received following the expiry of the 
statutory consultation and advertisement, as outlined in Appendix 2.  A drawing 
showing the proposal is attached as Appendix 9.

5.0 OPTIONS

5.1 Members may recommend to Copeland Local Committee to agree the 
Recommendation at paragraph 3.1 of this Report.

5.2 Members may recommend to Copeland Local Committee not to agree the 
Recommendation at paragraph 3.1 of this Report.



5.3 Members may recommend to Copeland Local Committee that the Order be brought 
into force to an extent that differs to that recommended in paragraph 3.1 (providing 
that the extent of the restrictions proposed to be introduced are less onerous than 
those which were advertised).

6.0 RESOURCE AND VALUE FOR MONEY IMPLICATIONS

6.1 There are no direct resource or value for money implications arising from the 
recommendations in this report.

7.0 LEGAL IMPLICATIONS

7.1 The County Council, as Traffic Authority, must take into consideration the matters 
contained in section 122(2) of the Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984 (“the 1984 Act”) 
detailed below at paragraph 7.2, in considering whether it is expedient to agree to 
the implementation of the Order detailed at paragraph 3.1 of this Report.

7.2 Under Section 122(2), the matters which were taken into account in exercising that 
duty are: -

(a) The desirability of securing and maintaining reasonable access to premises;

(b) the effect on amenities of an area;

(c) the national air quality strategy prepared under section 80 of the 
Environment Act 1995;

(d) the importance of facilitating the passage of public service vehicles and of 
securing the safety and convenience of persons using or desiring to use 
such vehicles; and

(e) any other matters appearing to the authority to be relevant.

8.0 CONCLUSION
8.1 That “The County of Cumbria (Various Roads, Borough of Copeland) 

(Consolidation and Provision of Traffic Regulations) Order 20><” should be brought 
into operation as per the recommendation in paragraph 3.1 of this report.

Dominic Donnini
Corporate Director – Economy and Highways

APPENDICES

Appendix 1: Legal Notice
Appendix 2: Summary of Representations
Appendix 3: CTRO17-P01-AM1 – Crossfield Road, Cleator Moor
Appendix 4: CTRO17-P02-AM1 – Birks Road, Cleator Moor
Appendix 5: CTRO17-P03-AM1 – Wath Brow, Cleator
Appendix 6: CTRO17-P04-AM0 – Jacktrees Road, Cleator Moor



Appendix 7: CTRO17-P05-AM0 – Ennerdale Road, Cleator Moor
Appendix 8: CTRO17-P06-AM1 – Trumpet Road, Cleator
Appendix 9: CTRO17-P07-AM0 – U4754 (Old A5086) Woodend, Cleator

Electoral Division(s): Cleator Moor West / Cleator Moor East / Egremont North and St 
Bees

Executive Decision No*

Key Decision No*

If a Key Decision, is the proposal published in the current Forward Plan? N/A*

Is the decision exempt from call-in on grounds of urgency? No*

N/A*If exempt from call-in, has the agreement of the Chair of the relevant 
Overview and Scrutiny Committee been sought or obtained?

No*Has this matter been considered by Overview and Scrutiny?
If so, give details below.

N/A*Has an environmental or sustainability impact assessment been 
undertaken?

N/A*Has an equality impact assessment been undertaken?

N.B. If an executive decision is made, then a decision cannot be implemented until the expiry of 
the eighth working day after the date of the meeting – unless the decision is urgent and 
exempt from call-in and necessary approvals have been obtained.

PREVIOUS RELEVANT COUNCIL OR EXECUTIVE DECISIONS
[Including Local Committees]
 No previous relevant decisions.
CONSIDERATION BY OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY
Not considered by Overview and Scrutiny
BACKGROUND PAPERS
No background papers
REPORT AUTHOR
Contact:
Matthew Reeves - Traffic Management Officer
Tel: 01946 506548
Email: matthew.reeves@cumbria.gov.uk

mailto:matthew.reeves@cumbria.gov.uk
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Appendix 2
Copeland Traffic Regulation Order Review

Summary of Objections

Objection 
No. Proposal Interest Grounds for Objection CCC Officer Response

     

1

Crossfield 
Road, 

Cleator 
Moor

Resident

Loss of parking 
outside private 
property and require 
access with heavy 
equipment. Request 
to reduce 

Further double yellows would 
unnecessarily restrict residents 
parking availability. 

   Speeding Concerns

Parked cars also create a 
chicane effect and thus slow 
traffic. Further double yellows 
would likely increase traffic 
speeds 

2 Hall Brow, 
Workington Resident

Would residents be 
able to park on 
footway?

No. Double yellow lines apply 
to the back of the footway. The 
request came from Cumbria 
Constabulary as footway 
parking obstructs visibility 
when leaving their access. The 
proposal is safety related.

   

Cars obstruct footway 
for prams and 
wheelchairs on east 
side of road. Will this 
be addressed?

The restrictions are being 
proposed to prevent this. May 
also necessitate the 
southbound bus stop being 
relocated slightly 

   

Why are double 
yellow lines not 
proposed along Hall 
Park View at 
bottleneck?

Parked cars at this location 
naturally slow traffic. 
Restricting parking along the 
whole stretch may be over 
zealous and could increase 
traffic speeds

   

Parking in allotments 
has also been 
stopped. Will 
residents parking be 
provided?

Allotments not property of 
CCC. Residents’ parking has 
previously been considered 
however official bays require 
particular dimensions, and 
would ultimately reduce 
parking capacity. When 
preciously put forward, 
residents at the time favoured 
parking be left unrestricted.



3 Eller Bank, 
Harrington

Allerdale 
Borough 

Councillor

Affected residents 
have concerns that 
there is not enough 
space to park their 
vehicles within the 
remaining space.

The restrictions are proposed 
to ease vehicular conflict 
where visibility is limited at the 
top of Eller Bank. The proposal 
retains parking provision 
directly outside the properties, 
although we acknowledge 
overall parking capacity would 
be reduced as a result.

4
Church 
Road, 
Seaton

Seaton 
Parish 
Council

In agreement with 
double yellow lines, 
however believe that 
extra restrictions are 
required to address 
the issue around the 
Church

Officers are aware of parking 
issues in the area and a recent 
meeting has been held with 
Cllr Tibble to discuss. Further 
investigation into the matter is 
required

5 Banklands, 
Workington

Resident 
of Ashton 

Street

Resident has read the 
legal notice and is 
concerned that 
removing parking on 
Banklands will result 
in parking problems 
for the rest of Zone 6 
residents

The proposal is to remove one 
parking space which directly 
blocks a recently constructed 
private access. It may not be 
clear from the legal notice, 
however this simple alteration 
should not be cause for any 
concern for others

6 Moor Road, 
Stainburn Resident

Agree with double 
yellows, however 
requests restrictions 
be extended further

Further double yellows would 
unnecessarily restrict residents 
parking availability. Parked 
cars also create a chicane 
effect and thus slow traffic. 
Further double yellows would 
likely increase traffic speeds 

7 Eller Bank, 
Harrington

Member of 
Harrington 
Methodist 

Church

Has read the notice 
and asked for clarity 
as to the location of 
the restrictions

A plan was provided to show 
the location of the proposed 
restrictions. The double yellow 
lines are at the top of the hill, 
and well away from the 
Church. I would suggest this 
would have little impact on 
parking for Church services. 
No further response was 
received.



8
Newlands 

Park, 
Workington

Resident

Happy with 
temporary 
restrictions as they 
are at present (no 
waiting 8 am - 5 
pm). Does not 
believe reducing the 
times will help. 

Since the temporary restriction 
has been in place, most 
residents have been 
supportive however a good 
number of calls have been 
received to say that the 8-5 
time is overly restrictive. To 
allow for visitors and carers to 
park, the new proposal is 
specifically targeted at the 
busiest times. Given the varied 
responses received, this 
seems the most balanced 
approach for all

9 Hall Brow, 
Workington

Workingto
n Town 
Council

Concerned over lack 
of restriction on Mill 
Lane. Believe that 
parking should be 
limited to 2 hour 
waiting to discourage 
all day parking and 
cater for users of the 
park

At present, vehicles largely 
park sensibly along one side of 
Mill Lane, the majority of which 
are likely workers from the 
town. To restrict waiting 
periods may seem overly 
unfair and force vehicles who 
do not wish to pay for car 
parking to leave their vehicles 
in more unsuitable areas. 
Perhaps a future review of 
parking could consider a short 
stretch of limited waiting 
parking at the far end of Mill 
Lane to accommodate users of 
Mill Field.

10 Hall Brow, 
Workington Resident

Believes the 
Restriction unfairly 
penalises residents of 
no's 1-3 on Hall Brow 
by removing the ability 
to park on the 
footway. Does not 
believe vehicles 
parked here cause an 
obstruction

The request came from 
Cumbria Constabulary as 
footway parking obstructs 
visibility when leaving their 
access. The proposal is safety 
related. Loading and unloading 
would still be permitted.

   

Why are double 
yellow lines not 
proposed outside Hall 
Park View at 
bottleneck?

Parked cars at this location 
naturally slow traffic. 
Restricting parking along the 
whole stretch may be over 
zealous and could increase 
traffic speeds

   

Cars obstruct footway 
for prams and 
wheelchairs on east 
side of road. Why has 
this not been 
addressed?

The restrictions are being 
proposed to prevent this. May 
also necessitate the 
southbound bus stop being 
relocated slightly 



11 Eller Bank, 
Harrington Resident

Not enough space for 
residents to park their 
vehicles if the 
restrictions go ahead

The restrictions are proposed 
to ease vehicular conflict 
where visibility is limited at the 
top of Eller Bank. The proposal 
retains parking provision 
directly outside the properties, 
although we acknowledge 
overall parking capacity would 
be reduced as a result.

12
Newlands 

Park, 
Workington

Parent 
who uses 

the area to 
drop child 
at Ashfield 

Infants 
School

Has no option but to 
drive to school. 
Parking situation has 
been made worse by 
introduction of new 
signal crossing and 
the temporary 
restriction on 
Newlands Park. The 
issue is simply being 
pushed further away, 
with Hawkshead 
Avenue now being 
used.

Agree that restrictions on 
Newlands Park do not resolve 
parking issues around the 
school. The aim is to achieve a 
balance, and issues of 
obstruction to emergency 
services have forced action.

   
Mansion Cark Park 
should be surfaced to 
allow for parking

Unfortunately this car park is 
not the property of CCC. Agree 
that off street parking would be 
the ideal solution, as 
provisions on the highway are 
not sufficient to accommodate 
the amount of vehicles that 
park around the school
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ABANDONED
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ABANDONED
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