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Meeting date: 10 January 2018

From: Corporate Director – Economy & Highways 
Services 

MARYPORT 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 
Maryport following statutory consultation and advertisement which concluded on 17 
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 Allerdale Local 
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 Maryport, 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 Allerdale Local 
Committee agree that “The County of Cumbria (Various Roads, Maryport and 
Surrounding Area) (Consolidation and Provision of Traffic Regulations) Order 
20><” (“the Order”) be brought into operation, as advertised

4.0 BACKGROUND
4.1 Statutory consultation and advertisement on proposed changes to parking restrictions 

was undertaken in October 2017. A copy of the legal notice is attached as Appendix 1.
 
4.2 4 responses were received during the statutory period, a summary of which, along 

with Officers comments is attached as Appendix 2. A brief summary outlining each 
proposal and the feedback received are as follows:

4.3 Proposal No. 1 – Senhouse Street, Maryport – To remove the bus stop which 
currently obstructs traffic near the junction with Curzon Street, along with the 



replacement of the bus stop outside Maryport Labour Club with disc parking. A new 
bus stop would be provided in front of The Thomas Hendry public house in place of 
the existing disc parking places. 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 3.

4.4 Proposal No. 2 – High Street, Maryport – To replace a short stretch of single yellow 
lines (no waiting 8:30 am – 6 pm Mon – Sat) with double yellow lines in front of an 
access to off street parking, in order to prevent obstruction at all times. A drawing 
showing the proposal is attached as appendix 3.

4.5 Proposal No. 3 – Crosby Street, Maryport – To replace a short stretch of single 
yellow lines (no waiting 8:30 am – 6 pm Mon – Sat) with double yellow lines outside 
of the entrance to Solway Court, in order to allow space for dropping off/picking up 
at all times of the day. A drawing showing the proposal is attached as appendix 4.

4.6 Proposal No. 4 – Cedar Crescent, Maryport - To introduce double yellow lines at 
the junction of Cedar Crescent and Ellenborough Road, where parked vehicles 
often obstruct traffic at the junction, causing conflict. 1 response was received 
during statutory consultation and advertisement, as outlined in Appendix 2 along 
with Officers comments. A drawing showing the proposal is attached as appendix 5.

4.7 Proposal No. 5 – West Lane, Flimby – To introduce double yellow lines over a 
private access on West Lane, to prevent obstruction from occurring. A drawing 
showing the proposal is attached as appendix 6.

4.8 Proposal No. 6 – Flimby Brow, Flimby – To introduce double yellow line restrictions 
around the traffic island at the junction with Church Road, to prevent parking on the 
grassed area. 1 response was received during statutory consultation and 
advertisement, as outlined in Appendix 2 along with Officers comments. A drawing 
showing the proposal is attached as appendix 7.

5.0 OPTIONS

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

5.2 Members may recommend that Allerdale Local Committee do not agree the 
Recommendation at paragraph 3.1 of this Report.

5.3 Members may recommend to Allerdale 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 Funding is available within the 2017/2018 Annual Package of Measures for this 
scheme

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 referred to at paragraph 3.1 of this report for the 
reasons specified at section 1(1)(a) of the 1984 Act, namely for avoiding danger to 
persons or other traffic using the road or for preventing the likelihood of any such 
danger arising.

7.2 Under Section 122(2), the matters which must be 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, Maryport and Surrounding Area) 

(Consolidation and Provision of Traffic Regulations) Order 20><” should be brought 
into operation as per the recommendation in paragraph 3.1 of this report.
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* Please remove whichever option is not applicable

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
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Appendix 2

Maryport Traffic Regulation Order Review
Summary of Objections

Objection 
No. Proposal Interest Grounds for Objection CCC Officer Response

     

1 Flimby 
Brow Resident

Object. Restriction 
would penalise 
residents who park in 
the area. The issue is 
with cars parked for 
sale which should be 
dealt with separately.

Do not disagree, with an 
excessive amount of vehicles 
for sale largely being 
responsible for the problem. 
Tackling this matter can 
however be difficult. Cumbria 
Constabulary may be able to 
assist.

   

2 Senhouse 
Street

Blue 
Badge 
Holder

Does not want to lose 
the angled parking at 
bottom of Senhouse 
Street.

Not objecting to the 
proposal

The angled parking referred to 
will not be altered as part of 
this review

  

3 Senhouse 
Street

Maryport 
Labour 
Club

Objects to proposal as 
they currently rely on 
the bus stop to unload 
to the Labour Club

There is a loading bay next to 
the bus stop which will be 
retained as part of the 
proposal and is ideal access to 
the Labour Club. Admitedly the 
loading bay is not signed 
correctly at the moment, 
however this would be rectified 
at the same time as the 
proposed changes

4 Cedar 
Crescent Resident

Objects to the 
proposal as they live 
beyond the 
restrictions and will 
not be benefited. 
Believes the proposal 
will make matters 
worse

Appreciate the points raised, 
however careful consideration 
has been made with the extent 
of the restriction, in order to 
not be too onerous and only 
restrict parking in close 
proximity to the junction
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