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Workington Town Council 
Town Hall, Oxford Street, Workington, Cumbria CA14 2RS 

Telephone: 01900 702986 

Email: office@workingtontowncouncil.gov.uk 

Website: www.workingtontowncouncil.gov.uk 

 

Minutes of the meeting of Workington Town Council Planning Committee held on Monday  

8 January 2018 at 6pm in the Town Hall, Workington 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

In attendance: Town Clerk 

 

P17.36 Apologies 

Apologies were received and accepted from Cllr A McGuckin and Cllr P McHarry. 

 

P17.37 Declarations of Interest 

None 

 

P17.38  Exclusion of Press and Public (Public Bodies Admission to Meetings Act 1960) 

No issues were raised. 

 

P17.39 Minutes of the last meeting 

The committee received the minutes of the meeting on 6 November 2017 and affirmed them as a 

true record.  

 

P17.40   Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2): Site Allocations Additional Sites 

The committee considered Allerdale Borough Council’s Local Plan (Part 2) Preferred Options 

Additional Sites documentation and policy options. Each item that had relevance in Workington 

was discussed and the response was recorded in the appended reply form. There was some 

debate about why certain developed sites required further listing in the plan. It was suggested that 

listing a site as developable may increase its subsequent developability. 

 

Resolved: 

To submit responses to Allerdale Borough Council as shown in the appended reply form. 

 

P17.41 Planning Applications 

M Rollo (Chair) Present 

L Baldry Present 

A Bales Present 

M Heaslip Present 

J Holliday Present 

A McGuckin Apologies 

P McHarry Apologies 

B Reville Present 

D Rollo Present 

J Wright Present 
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The committee considered the following planning applications received from Allerdale Borough 

Council and Cumbria County Council:  

 

1) 2/17/9015 Beckstone 

Primary School 

Eadie Street 

Harrington 

Workington  

Construction of 

pre-fabricated building to 

form new classroom 

The committee was 

disappointed to see the 

proposals were for a 

seemingly temporary 

structure, though it was 

observed that modern 

section-build buildings are 

unlike historic prefabs. Of 

greater concern however 

was the lack of a traffic 

impact assessment, without 

which the committee did 

not feel it could support the 

application.  

 

Recommend refusal 

2) HOU/2017/0248 Mr and Mrs S Hoban 

15 Briery Acres 

Stainburn 

Workington 

Single storey extension No objections 

3) 2/2017/0569 Mr A Fowler 

Unit 8 Kerry Park 

Trading Estate 

Workington 

Change of use of 

coach/taxi depot to dog 

grooming business 

No objections 

4) HOU/2017/0254 Mrs Francis Wilson 

13 Albert Street 

Workington 

Single storey extension 

at the back of the terrace 

to create shower room 

No objections 

5) HOU/2017/0249 Mr Reece Watt 

3 King Street 

Workington 

Replacement windows 

and front door 

No objections, providing 

the Conservation Officer is 

satisfied that the 

development does not 

compromise the visual and 

historic amenity of the 

Conservation Area. 
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6) 2/2017/0565 LFD Group Ltd 

Land off Hall Brow  

Cloffocks 

Workington 

Change of use of land 

as a car park, installation 

of ticket machine, ANPR 

camera and retention of 

existing access 

There was some discussion 

about the time period and 

charging regime of the new 

car park, since this would 

probably have a great 

impact on the traffic going 

to and from the site. 

However, the committee 

felt there were insufficient 

grounds to make an 

objection. 

No objections. 

7) HOU/2017/0247 Mr Alan Faragher 

10 Elizabeth Street 

Workington 

Replace old wooden 

windows and front door 

with new UPVC windows 

at front 

No objections, providing 

the Conservation Officer is 

satisfied that the 

development does not 

compromise the visual and 

historic amenity of the 

Conservation Area. 

8) 2/2017/0600 Mandale Homes Ltd 

Proposed Housing 

Development  

Ashfield Road South 

Workington 

Reserved matters 

application for phase 1 

Whilst noting that the 

economics of the site lend 

themselves to a sectional 

approach to the 

development, the 

committee was concerned 

that the new estate was 

proposed in isolation from 

its subsequent growth. This 

means there does not 

appear to be any guarantee 

that the amenities listed in 

the outline consent will ever 

be built. It also means the 

developed site is 

considerably removed from 

the overall SUDS provision 

on which any new 

development in Workington 

should be anchored. The 

committee was not 

convinced by the run off 

plans in to the Ellerbeck 

and would like to see much 

bolder attenuation plans, 

even at this early stage, to 

avoid there being any risk 
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of increased outflow into 

this important watercourse. 

There are currently 

problems with 

developments elsewhere in 

the Eller catchment which 

may have been avoided if 

sufficient attention was paid 

to early phases of a 

development.  

 

The committee was 

disappointed in the 

apparent lack of an 

architectural reference 

point in any of the housing 

plans shown. They 

appeared to be of a generic 

‘anytown’ style, which 

contrasted adversely with 

those proposed by other 

developers in the vicinity. 

With no indication in the 

documents submitted of 

roofing finishes, windows 

and other fixtures, the 

development had the look 

of a cut and paste design.  

 

The committee did not feel 

that there was sufficient 

indication in the plans on 

review that indicated the 

site guaranteed 

‘permeability’ in line with 

the county council’s current 

Design Guide (2017). The 

relationship between the 

new estate and Ellerbeck 

Lane was unclear, and 

there seemed no indication 

that the highway stub at the 

halfway point was indeed to 

connect to phase two, or 

might be parcelled off, as 

has been the case on new 
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estates elsewhere in the 

town. The committee noted 

with disappointment the 

absence of even an 

indication of where a play 

area might be installed in 

the future. Whilst accepting 

the economic factors which 

prompt the application to be 

submitted in phases, the 

committee felt that the 

outline consent was for a 

much larger development, 

and this Phase One, must 

be set in a realistic context 

of the subsequent 

development. For these 

reasons the committee did 

not feel it could support the 

application as it stood. 

 

Recommend refusal. 

 

 

Cllr Holliday left at 18.50 after item 7. 

 

The meeting closed at 19.10 

 


