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Summary: 
 
To report the receipt of an objection against a proposal to introduce traffic calming on 
Southport Road and Ince Road Thornton.   
 
Recommendations: 
 
(1) The objection be noted 
 
(2) The traffic calming scheme be progressed as originally advertised 
 
(3) The objector be advised accordingly 
 
 
Reasons for the Recommendations: 
 
The Council has the power to revoke a Traffic Regulation Order (Part IV of Schedule 9 to 
the road Traffic Regulation Act 1984) as well as the power to make a new Traffic 
Regulation order (Section 1 of that Act).  Authorisation to advertise new Traffic 
Regulation Orders falls under the remit of Cabinet Member Locality Services.   
 
 
Alternative Options Considered and Rejected: (including any Risk Implications) 
 
Options for closing Southport Road at one end or making certain roads one way only 
were considered as part of the scheme development process.  However, traffic flows and 
speeds did not justify closure and the one way options would only provide a partial 
solution.  Traffic calming along the lengths of the roads was determined as the most 
appropriate and this was therefore the option provided in the public consultation.  The 
roads which returned a vote in favour of traffic calming were then progressed and 
included within the Traffic Regulation Order as advertised.   
 



 
What will it cost and how will it be financed? 
 
(A) Revenue Costs 
 

None 
 
(B) Capital Costs 
  

The cost of the changes to the highway of approximately £79,000 will be met from 
resources approved in the Transportation Capital Programme 2018/2019. 

 
Implications of the Proposals: 
 

Resource Implications (Financial, IT, Staffing and Assets): 
 
The design and contract management will be completed by staff within Locality Services 
with any capital costs funded from the scheme capital budget. 
 

Legal Implications: 
 
The legal implications are set out in the body of the report. 
 

Equality Implications: 

There are no equality implications. 

 
Contribution to the Council’s Core Purpose: 
 

Protect the most vulnerable: not applicable 
 

Facilitate confident and resilient communities: not applicable 
 
Scheme has been proposed in response to complaints from the local community and 
public consultation results 
 

Commission, broker and provide core services: not applicable 
 

Place – leadership and influencer: 
 
Scheme has been proposed to improve local environmental conditions in response to 
public concern. 
 

Drivers of change and reform: not applicable 
 
 

Facilitate sustainable economic prosperity: not applicable 
 

Greater income for social investment: not applicable 
 

Cleaner Greener: 



 
Scheme has been proposed to improve local environmental conditions in response to 
public concern. 
 

 
What consultations have taken place on the proposals and when? 
 
(A) Internal Consultations 
 
The Head of Corporate Resources (FD5494/18) and the Chief Legal and Democratic 
Officer (LD4619/18) have been consulted and any comments have been incorporated 
into the report. 
 
(B) External Consultations  
 
The proposed Traffic Regulation Order has been advertised in the Crosby and Litherland 
Champion on 17 October 2018 with a 21 day objection period ending 7 November 2018. 
 
 
Implementation Date for the Decision 
 
Immediately following the Committee meeting. 
 

Contact Officer: Lee Victoria Davies 

Telephone Number: 0151 934 4668 

Email Address: lee.davies@sefton.gov.uk 

 
Appendices: 
 
There are no appendices to this report 
 
 
Background Papers: 
 
Ince Road, Southport Road Consultation Report July 2018 Final 
 
Proposed traffic calming, Southport Road and Ince Road Thornton, Report to Cabinet 
Member Locality Services, date of issue 18 September 2018, date of implementation 25 
September 2018. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



1. Introduction/Background 

 
1.1 The Thornton Corridor Study action plan included options to alleviate the 

problems with speeding and rat-running traffic which residents had been reporting 
along Ince Road, Brook Road, Virgins Lane and Southport Road.  Residents of 
these roads were consulted on proposed traffic calming measures in December 
2017 – January 2018.  Due to the volume of work on the trial closure of Edgemoor 
Drive there was a delay in reporting the results of the consultation to Cabinet 
Member and Ward Member.  Members were briefed in July 2018 on the outcome 
of the consultation and the modifications which had been made to the proposals.   

 
1.2 The modified proposals where then the subject of a report to Cabinet Member 

Locality Services, which was tabled on the 18 September 2018.  This report 
approved the making of a Traffic Regulation Order to enable the implementation 
of the proposed traffic calming measures on Southport Road and Ince Road as 
shown in Annex A and the necessary legal procedures to advertise the Council’s 
intention to implement the order.  The legal notices were subsequently advertised 
in the Crosby and Litherland Champion on 17 October.  During the 21 day 
objection period, one letter of objection was received.   

 
2.0 Objection   
   
2.1 One letter of objection was received during the 21 day notice period to the 

advertised Traffic Regulation Order.  The letter of objection raised a number of 
issues which are outlined below:  
1) General concern about the consultation process 
2) It does not appear that speed bumps and raised junction were voted for as 

a preferred option by the residents of Southport Road 
3) The road is far too narrow and dark for speed bumps and I can see parked 

cars getting hit and scratched  if humps are placed along the road 
4) We do not want to have our cars having to be parked part on / part off a 

road hump 
5) We do not want a speed hump located outside our property  
 A redacted copy of the letter is included in Annex B.   

 
2.2 A letter of response was sent to the objector which set out our position, in relation 

to the issues raised as follows:    
 

1) General concern about the consultation process 
Our response: The results of the Consultation were reported to Cabinet 
Member Locality Services along with the following recommendations: to 
make a Traffic Regulation Order and to allow the necessary legal 
procedures to be approved to advertise  of the order.  This is standard 
procedure for this type of scheme and is in line with the Council’s 
constitution.  

 
With regards to the legal procedure for advertising the traffic calming 
scheme as approved by Cabinet Member Locality Services, the Highway 
Authority is only required by law to advertise the order in the local free 
paper and an advert was placed in the Crosby & Litherland Champion on 
17/10/2018. The erection of site notices, in this instance on lamp-posts, is 



not part of this legal process but was undertaken by the Council in addition 
to its legal obligations. 

 
2) It does not appear that speed bumps and raised junction were voted for as 

a preferred option by the residents of Southport Road 
Our response: As you are aware Sefton Council previously undertook an 
extensive consultation exercise to determine if traffic calming was wanted 
in the Thornton Area and the results from Southport Road showed that 
67% of those that voted were in favour of traffic calming. The consultation 
material was quite clear in stating that traffic calming would be in form of 
speed cushions, humps or raised tables. The consultation material also 
stated that the results would be posted on the Council’s website and via an 
e-mail to recipients who provided an e-mail address with their returned 
consultation.  The consultation report can be found on our website 
www.sefton.gov.u/thorntoncorridor. 

 
3) The road is far too narrow and dark for speed bumps and I can see parked 

cars getting hit and scratched  if humps are placed along the road 
Our response: The use of full width road humps means that passing 
vehicles do not have to alter position to go over the feature, as they would 
when attempting to straddle a speed cushion for instance. Therefore they 
are ideal for road widths such as Southport Road. 

 
4) We do not want to have our cars having to be parked part on / part off a 

road hump 
Our response: Road humps are designed to be parked on and therefore 
there should be no loss of on-road parking space. 

 
5) We do not want a speed hump located outside our property  

Our response: The road humps are positioned in accordance with national 
guidance and to avoid affecting people’s access to their driveways 

 
 

3.0  Recommendations   
 
1) The objection be noted 
 
2) The Traffic Calming scheme be progressed as originally advertised 

 
3) The objector be advised accordingly 
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