
COUNTY COUNCIL LOCAL COMMITTEE FOR 
ALLERDALE

Meeting date: 3rd September 2019

From: Acting Executive Director – Economy and 
Infrastructure

COCKERMOUTH TRO REVIEW 2019 

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 Cockermouth following statutory consultation and 
advertisement which concluded on 9 August 2019. A copy of the 
Notice, which summarised the proposed restrictions in the Order, is 
attached as Appendix 1.

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

2.0 STRATEGIC PLANNING AND EQUALITY IMPLICATIONS

2.1 The proposed parking restrictions are designed to improve safety and 
traffic flow in and around Cockermouth, 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 representations which were 
received to the proposals summarised in the Notice attached as 
Appendix 1, and 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, that Members of the Local Committee 
agree that “The County of Cumbria (Various Roads, Cockermouth and 
Surrounding Area) (Traffic Regulation) Order 20><” (“the Order”) be 
brought into operation, as advertised, save that the proposed 
introduction of “no waiting at any time” restrictions on the south-east 
side of Brewery Lane, Cockermouth, terminate at a point 137m west of 
its junction with Wyndham Row, to the extent shown on the plan 
attached as Appendix 5, a reduction of 2m from that which was 
advertised.

3.2 That Members of the Local Committee note that an objection to an 
existing disc parking area on Isel Road, Cockermouth, near the 
Community Hospital, which does not form any part of the proposals 
specified in the Notice attached as Appendix 1, has been received from 
a member of the public, as referred to at paragraphs 4.23 and 4.24 of 
this report.  The objector has advised that unless and until their 
request to have the disc parking area on Isel Road removed, has been 
satisfied, that they intend to make an application to the High Court to 
have that part of the Order, referred to in paragraph 3.1 above, 
quashed.  The legal implications of this are detailed in part 7 of this 
report.

4.0 BACKGROUND

4.1 Initial consultation on proposed changes to parking restrictions was 
undertaken in October 2018, which was then followed by statutory 
consultation and advertisement on 19 July 2019. A copy of the legal notice is 
attached as Appendix 1.

 
4.2 11 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 – Derwent Street, Cockermouth. To remove a short section 
of disc parking which currently covers a private access. Replace with keep 
clear ‘H-Bar.’ No responses were received during statutory consultation and 
advertisement. A drawing showing the proposal is attached as appendix 3.

4.4 Proposal No. 2 – Wakefield Road, Cockermouth. To introduce No Waiting at 
Any Time restrictions on the access road to the commercial park, where 
parked vehicles regularly obstruct traffic. 1 response was received in 
objection to the proposal, as outlined in Appendix 2. A drawing showing the 
proposal is attached as Appendix 4.

4.5 Proposal No. 3 – Brewery Lane, Cockermouth. To introduce No Waiting at 
Any Time restrictions where parked vehicles often obstruct access on a very 
narrow stretch of road. 1 response was received in support of the proposal, 
however requesting a slight reduction in the proposed length of restriction, 
as outlined in Appendix 2. Officers agree with the suggested alteration. A 
drawing showing the amended proposal is attached as Appendix 5.



4.6 Proposal No. 4 – Low Road Close, Cockermouth. To introduce No Waiting at 
Any Time restrictions on the entrance to Low Road Close, in order to ensure 
unobstructed access is maintained. 1 response was received, expressing 
concerns over the potential migration of displaced vehicles into the nearby 
private estate, as outlined in Appendix 2. A drawing showing the proposal is 
attached as Appendix 6.

4.7 Proposal No. 5 – Market Place, Cockermouth. To introduce Disc Parking 
from 10 am – 6 pm in place of part of the current loading provision, retaining 
loading from 8 am – 10 am. No responses were received during statutory 
consultation and advertisement. A drawing showing the proposal is attached 
as Appendix 7.

4.8 Proposal No. 6 – Sullart Street, Cockermouth. To introduce No Waiting at 
Any Time restrictions on a currently unrestricted stretch of road, in order to 
ensure unobstructed access is maintained. 1 response was received during 
statutory consultation and advertisement, requesting an extension to the No 
Waiting restriction, as outlined in Appendix 2. A drawing showing the 
proposal is attached as Appendix 8.

4.9 Proposal No. 7 – Bridekirk and Dovenby School. To introduce No Waiting at 
Any Time restrictions on each arm of the crossroads in order to improve 
road safety at the junctions, particularly during school muster times. Also to 
introduce a section of School Keep Clear markings directly in front of the 
school building and access. No responses were received during statutory 
consultation and advertisement. A drawing showing the proposal is attached 
as Appendix 9.

4.10 Proposal No. 8 – Paddle School. To introduce No Waiting at Any Time 
restrictions on the crossroads and opposite the school, in order to improve 
road safety and ensure unobstructed access is maintained. Also to introduce 
a section of School Keep Clear markings. No responses were received 
during statutory consultation and advertisement. A drawing showing the 
proposal is attached as Appendix 10.

4.11 Proposal No. 9 – Main Street. To relocate sections of Loading Only, 
Disabled Parking and Disc Parking along Main Street to locations where 
they can be better utilised. Also to introduce a section of No Loading near 
the western zebra crossing where vehicles frequently obstruct traffic flow. 1 
response was received, not directly relating to the proposal but requesting 
additional restrictions. A drawing showing the proposal is attached as 
Appendix 11.

4.12 Proposal No. 10 – Horsman Street and New Street. To replace a section of 
No Waiting 8 am – 6 pm with Disc Parking, where a private access has been 
removed. Also to introduce 3 lengths of No Waiting at Any Time in place of 
existing No Waiting 8 am – 6 pm which cover private access points, in order 
to ensure they are kept clear at all times. No responses were received 
during statutory consultation and advertisement. A drawing showing the 
proposal is attached as Appendix 12.



4.13 Proposal No. 11 – Slatefell Drive, Cockermouth. To introduce a section of 
School Keep Clear Markings in the vicinity of the access to All Saints’ CE 
Primary School. No responses were received during statutory consultation 
and advertisement. A drawing showing the proposal is attached as Appendix 
13.

4.14 Proposal No. 12 – Low Road, Brigham. To introduce a section of No Waiting 
at Any Time restrictions around the radius of a junction, to prevent 
obstruction from taking place. No responses were received during statutory 
consultation and advertisement. A drawing showing the proposal is attached 
as Appendix 14.

4.15 Proposal No. 13 – Europe Way. To introduce sections of No Waiting at Any 
Time restrictions at various locations, in order to prevent obstruction 
occurring at key points. No responses were received during statutory 
consultation and advertisement. A drawing showing the proposal is attached 
as Appendix 15.

4.16 Proposal No. 14 – Moor Road, Great Broughton. To extend an existing 
section of No Waiting at Any Time, in order to improve visibility from a 
private access. No responses were received during statutory consultation 
and advertisement. A drawing showing the proposal is attached as Appendix 
16.

4.17 Proposal No. 15 – Embleton. To introduce a 7.5 Tonne Weight Restriction 
on 3 access roads from the A66 into Embleton. 2 responses were received, 
querying access provisions, as outlined in Appendix 2. A drawing showing 
the proposal is attached as Appendix 17.

4.18 Proposal No. 16 – Embleton Spa. To introduce sections of No Waiting at 
Any Time restrictions in the vicinity of Embleton Spa. This will also ensure 
blue badge holders to park for a period of up to 3 hours, subject to not 
causing an obstruction. 2 objections were received, as outlined in Appendix 
2. A drawing showing the proposal is attached as Appendix 18.

4.19 Proposal No. 17 – Cockermouth Lonning, Brigham. To introduce 2 sections 
of No Waiting at Any Time restrictions where the road narrows on 
Cockermouth Lonning, in order to ensure unobstructed access is 
maintained. No responses were received during statutory consultation and 
advertisement. A drawing showing the proposal is attached as Appendix 19.

4.20 Proposal No. 18 – School Brow, Brigham. To introduce a stretch of No 
Waiting at Any Time restrictions opposite St Bridget’s C of E Primary School. 
Also to introduce a section of School Keep Clear markings near to the 
school, where children frequently cross using the nearby pedestrian refuge, 
and vehicles are known to obstruct the footway. No responses were 
received during statutory consultation and advertisement. A drawing 
showing the proposal is attached as Appendix 20.

4.21 Proposal No. 19 – St Helen’s Street, Cockermouth. To extend a section of 
No Waiting at Any Time restriction on the north side of the carriageway. Also 
to extend the extent of the Disc Parking Zone with residents exemptions to 



cover the frontages of property numbers 71-81. No responses were received 
during statutory consultation and advertisement. A drawing showing the 
proposal is attached as Appendix 21.

4.22 Proposal No. 20 – Victoria Road. To replace an existing Disc Parking Bay 
with No Waiting at Any Time Restrictions, in order to improve visibility for 
vehicles leaving the Meadow Grove junction, where the sight line is currently 
impeded by any vehicles parked in the bay. 1 response was received, 
objecting to the loss of parking provisions. A drawing showing the proposal 

4.23 As referred to in the Recommendation at paragraph 3.2, one other objection 
has been received from a member of the public relating to an existing disc 
parking area on Isel Road, Cockermouth.  This does not relate to any of the 
proposed alterations as shown in the Notice attached as Appendix 1. 

4.24 The grounds for the objection are two-fold.  Firstly that a section of Disc 
Parking on the west side of Isel Road, narrows the carriageway and restricts 
the passage of  emergency vehicles in to and out of the Community Hospital 
and secondly that no review of the restrictions on Isel Road has taken place 
since the opening of the Community Hospital The objector has advised the 
Council that unless and until their request to have the disc parking on Isel 
Road is removed, has been satisfied, that they intend to make an application 
to the High Court to have that part of the Order quashed.

4.25 Officers can confirm that the disc parking restrictions on Isel Road were 
reviewed in 2014 following the opening of the Community Hospital, resulting 
in the removal of a 33m length of disc parking, so as to provide a break in 
the restrictions to allow vehicles to give-way to on-coming traffic, if 
necessary, including any emergency vehicles accessing or exiting the 
Community Hospital.  The extent of the existing disc parking on Isel Road is 
shown on the plan attached as Appendix 23.

4.26 Officers have made contact with the Community Hospital to try and establish 
whether there have been any issues relating to delays or obstructions to 
emergency service vehicles entering or exiting the Community Hospital 
caused by the restriction in the width of the road as a result of the disc 
parking area.

4.27 Officers await an official response, but initial discussions revealed that this 
had not been an issue. It should be noted that there is no Accident and 
Emergency facility at the Community Hospital.

4.28 At this stage, Officers are not minded to consider the removal of the disc 
parking area near the Community Hospital as they do not consider that the 
disc parking area causes any delay or obstruction to emergency service 
vehicles entering or exiting the Community Hospital.

4.29 The legal implications of this potential legal challenge to the Order are 
detailed in part 7 of this report.



5.0 OPTIONS

5.1 Members may agree the Recommendation at paragraph 3.1 of this Report.

5.2 Members may decide not to agree the Recommendation at paragraph 3.1 of 
this Report.

5.3 Members may decide not to agree to the Recommendation at paragraph 3.1 
of this Report pending further detail from the Community Hospital in relation 
to the objection which has been made in relation to the existing disc parking 
area on Isel Road, ie. they may decide to defer the decision to introduce the 
Order, bearing in mind the likely High Court proceedings.

5.4 Members may recommend 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 is an allocation of £15,000 within the Local Committee’s Devolved 
Capital budget for Cockermouth Traffic Regulation Orders implementation.

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, in considering whether it is expedient to 
agree to the implementation of the Orderdetailed in this Report for the 
reason specified at sections 1(1) (a), (c) and (f) namely : -

(a) for avoiding danger to persons or other traffic using the road or any other 
road or for preventing the likelihood of any such danger arising, or

 (c) for facilitating the passage on the road or any other road of any class 
of traffic (including pedestrians), or

 (f) for preserving or improving the amenities of the area through which the   
road runs.



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.

7.3Local Committees may, pursuant to Part 2D, paragraph 5.1.2 g) of 
the Constitution, approve the making of traffic regulation orders in 
accordance with powers under Parts I, II and IV of the Road 
Traffic Regulation act 1984, except for the making of Traffic 
Regulation Orders which involve the introduction for on-street 
residents permits, which are delegated to the Executive Director – 
Economy and Infrastructure subject to a decision of the 
appropriate member body to introduce such charges.

7.4With reference specifically to the Recommendation at paragraph 
3.2 of this report, in relation to the objection which has been 
received to the existing disc parking area on Isel Road, 
Cockermouth near the Hospital: -

(i) Members should note that one of the grounds for objection is that an 
emergency ambulance (going to or from the Community Hospital) 
should have to negotiate single file traffic to get from or to Castlegate 
Drive and that should the Order be made without modification (ie. 
removal) of the disc parking area on Isel Road, that they intend (but 
without making any promise) to bring proceedings under paragraph 
35 of Schedule 9 to the 1984 Act.  This is addressed at paragraphs 
4.26, 4.27 and 4.28.

(ii) Members should note that the objector also contends that no review 
of the parking restrictions on Isel Road had taken place since the 
opening of the Community Hospital. This is addressed at paragraph 
4.25 of this report.

(ii) Members should note that if the objector brings proceedings at the High 
Court, then the Council will need to consider whether or not to defend those 
proceedings.



(iii)  Members should note that if the High Court found in favour of the objector, 
then it is likely that an Order would be made to quash that provision of the Order ie. 
relating only to the disc parking area on Isel Road, (which would need to be 
removed on site), and that the Council would be responsible for the objector’s 
costs.   (KB – 19.8.2019)

8 CONCLUSION

That “The County of Cumbria (Various Roads, Cockermouth and Surrounding 
Area) (Traffic Regulation) Order 20><” (“the Order”) be brought into operation as 
per the recommendation in paragraph 3.1 of this report.

Angela Jones
Acting Executive Director – Economy and Infrastructure

August 2019
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Electoral Division(s): Cockermouth North, Cockermouth South, Bothel & 
Wharrels

*  Please remove whichever option is not applicable

Executive Decision Yes* No*

Key Decision Yes* No*

If a Key Decision, is the proposal published in the current Forward Plan? Yes* No* N/A*

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

Yes* 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?

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

Yes* No* N/A*Has an environmental or sustainability impact assessment been 
undertaken?

Yes* No* 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]

*List here any previous relevant decisions.  If none, state “No previous 
relevant decisions”.

CONSIDERATION BY OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY

If a matter has been considered by Overview and Scrutiny, this section 
should give details of meeting dates and any Scrutiny recommendations.  If 
not, state “Not considered by Overview and Scrutiny”.

BACKGROUND PAPERS

*List here any papers relied on to a significant extent in preparing the report, 
and delete the next line.
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