
COUNTY COUNCIL LOCAL COMMITTEE FOR 
COPELAND

Meeting date: 27th November 2018

From: Executive Director – Economy & Infrastructure

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO WHITEHAVEN TRAFFIC 
REGULATION ORDER

1.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

1.1 The purpose of this report is to provide Members with the background 
and details of proposed amendments to the Traffic Regulation Order 
for Whitehaven, following statutory consultation and advertisement 
and seeks a recommendation to bring into force the order referred to at 
paragraph 3.1 of this report to the extents specified therein.

1.2 The report will enable the local elected Members to make a balanced 
decision taking into account letters of representation/objection 
received during the statutory objection period. Subject to the 
recommendation being approved by Members, Officers will progress 
with the suggested implementation of the Order detailed at paragraph 
3.1 of this report.

2.0 STRATEGIC PLANNING AND EQUALITY IMPLICATIONS

2.1 The proposed traffic restrictions are designed to improve traffic flow 
and traffic management within the areas assessed, whilst also 
providing a safe and effective transport network.

2.2 The traffic 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 Having taken into consideration the matters contained in Section 
122(s) of the Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984 which are more 



specifically referred to in paragraph 7.2 of this report, it is 
recommended that Members agree that “The County of Cumbria 
(Various Roads, Whitehaven) (Consolidation and Provision of Traffic 
Regulations) Order 20>< (“the Order”) be brought into operation, as 
advertised

4.0 BACKGROUND

4.1 The review of the current Whitehaven Traffic Regulation Order was carried 
out following concerns having being raised by residents, St Beghs School 
and Church, to highway officers and the Local Member regarding a short, 
narrow lane on The Gardens, Whitehaven.

4.2 The proposed solution by officers is to install a short section of one way 
traffic restriction, with a prohibition of entry, as shown on the plan attached 
as Appendix 2.  This proposal requires an addition to the Whitehaven Traffic 
Regulation Order. (TRO).  Due to the lengthy processes involved when 
amending a TRO, this has presented an opportunity to also address some 
other minor issues as additional proposals.

4.3 Informal consultation was undertaken in April and May 2018, on a number of 
proposed alterations to traffic restrictions in the Whitehaven area. Statutory 
advertisement was carried out during September and October 2018 on the 
proposals detailed in paragraph 4.4.1 to 4.4.5 below.

4.4 A copy of the Notice, which summarises the above proposed restrictions, is 
attached as Appendix 1 of this report.

4.4.1 Proposal Number 1 – The Gardens, Whitehaven.  To introduce a One Way 
System prohibiting vehicles from travelling in a southerly direction.  As 
referred to in paragraph 4.1 above, concerns were highlighted by a number 
of residents and the proposal has been designed to reduce “rat-running” and 
the potential risk to pedestrians in the road.  A plan showing the proposal is 
attached as Appendix 2 of this report.

4.4.2 Proposal Number 2 – Coach Road, Whitehaven.  To introduce a section of 
“No Waiting at any Time” restrictions (double yellow lines) and a section of 
“Disc Parking” Monday to Friday 8:30am to 4:30pm.  The proposed addition 
of double yellow lines here has been requested by residents, following 
inappropriate parking on this section of highway causing obstructions to 
pedestrians and other road users.  The proposed addition of a disc parking 
bay allows for greater turnover of vehicles in this busy area.  A plan showing 
the proposal is attached as Appendix 3 of this report.

4.4.3 Proposal Number 3 – Cleator Moor Road, Whitehaven.  To introduce a 
section of “No Waiting at any Time” restriction (double yellow lines).  This 
proposal is designed to improve visibility at its junction with Overend Road.  
A plan showing the proposal is attached as Appendix 4 of this report.

4.4.4 Proposal Number 4 – High Road, Kells, Whitehaven.  To introduce a section 
of “No Waiting at any Time” restriction (double yellow lines).  This proposal is 
designed following complaints in relation to exiting the junction to 



Thwaiteville, due to a lack of visibility and the speed of traffic.  Officers 
propose a design that improves the visibility by moving forward the junction 
markings. To facilitate the improvements, the road width is narrowed which 
is the reasoning for the parking restrictions opposite to the junction.  These 
changes are designed to improve exiting the junction and also reduce the 
traffic speeds along High Road.  A plan showing the proposal is attached as 
Appendix 5 of this report.

4.4.5 Proposal Number 5 – Winston Drive, Hensingham.  To introduce a section of 
“No Waiting at any Time” restrictions (double yellow lines).  The proposed 
addition of double yellow lines here has been requested by residents, 
following inappropriate parking on this section of highway causing 
obstructions to pedestrians and other road users. A plan showing the 
proposal is attached as Appendix 6 of this report.

4.5 Five proposals were advertised as above, a total of 1 objection was received 
in relation to proposal number 4. It is recommended that all proposals are 
introduced as advertised despite the objection which is summarised within 
Appendix 8 of this report.
 

4.6 In addition to the above proposals, the proposed Bransty Row / North Shore 
Road junction improvement scheme restrictions were also included in this 
statutory advertisement.  

4.7 A copy of the Notice, which summarises the Bransty Row / North Shore 
Road proposed restrictions, is attached as Appendix 1 of this report.

4.8 Britain’s Energy Coast (BEC) is the landowner of a number of development 
sites on Bransty Row and is the lead partner in bringing forward the North 
Shore regeneration scheme, which includes plans for managed work space, 
a 100+ bed hotel and a multi-story car park.

4.9 Funding has been secured on the basis of reconfiguring the existing priority 
T-junction at Bransty Row/North Shore Road to improve operation of the 
junction and enhance the pedestrian environment to create cohesive 
development sites.  In order to successfully deliver the highway 
improvements, the traffic restrictions, including re-location of bus stops and 
taxi ranks, need to be amended. A plan showing the proposal is attached as 
Appendix 7 of this report.

4.10 Informal consultation was undertaken in April and May 2018.  With additional 
information letters being issued to local residents and a number of 
consultation events taking place within the town centre.

4.11 Proposals were advertised, and a total of 4 objections were received.  Mostly 
in relation to the proposed dual-use loading bay/taxi rank on Tangier Street, 
Whitehaven.  It is recommended that all proposals are introduced as 
advertised despite the objection see Appendix 8 of this report.

4.12 Following the objections received guidance from the local Police was sought 
and their email of support can be seen as Appendix 9 of this report.



5.0 Members are now tasked with making the decision in determining whether 
the representations/objections to some of the proposals should be up-held or 
not.

6.0 OPTIONS

6.1 Members may agree the recommendation at paragraph 3.1 of this report.

6.2 Members may recommend that the Order be brought into force to an extent 
that differs to that recommended in paragraph 3.1.

6.3 Members agree not to implement the recommendation detailed.

7.0 RESOURCE AND VALUE FOR MONEY IMPLICATIONS

7.1 Proposal 1 to 5, as referred to at paragraphs 4.4.1 to 4.4.5 inclusive of this 
report, are to be funded from “The Gardens, Whitehaven” budget line within 
the Highways Capital budget. 

7.2 The implementation of the Bransty Row Scheme, as referred to at 
paragraphs 4.6 to 4.9 above, is to be funded from the secured money from 
the Department for Transport (DfT) through the National Productivity 
Investment Fund and from BEC.  The funding from DFT has been confirmed. 
The BEC grant funding agreement is currently with Cumbria County Council 
for comment.  The funding provided by the DfT requires the proposed 
changes to be designed and implemented on site within 2 years (2018/19 
and 2019/20).

7.3 If recommendations in section 3.1 are agreed it will be the responsibility of 
budget holders to ensure costs are within budget.

8.0 LEGAL IMPLICATIONS

8.1 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 sections 1(1)(a) and 
1(1)(f) 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; 
and for preserving or improving the amenities of the area through which the 
roads run; 

8.2 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. 

9.0 CONCLUSION

9.1 That the Order be brought into force as referred to in paragraph 3.1 of this 
report to the extent and at the time specified therein.

 Executive Director – Economy & Infrastructure

November 2018
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Electoral Division(s): Mirehouse
Kells and Sandwith
Hillcrest and Hensingham
Bransty

Executive Decision Yes*

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*

If exempt from call-in, has the agreement of the Chair of the relevant N/A*



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?

PREVIOUS RELEVANT COUNCIL OR EXECUTIVE DECISIONS
[including Local Committees]

No previous relevant decisions 

CONSIDERATION BY OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY

Not considered by overview and scrutiny
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