
 

 

SOUTH LAKELAND HIGHWAYS AND TRANSPORTATION WORKING GROUP 
 
 

Minutes of a Meeting of the South Lakeland Highways and Transportation Working 
Group held on Wednesday, 17 February 2021 at 10.00 am. This was a virtual 
meeting held on Teams 
 
 

PRESENT: 
 

Mr SB Collins (Chairman) 
 

Mr J Bland 
Mr N Cotton 
Mrs BC Gray 
Mr WJ Wearing 
 

Mr M Wilson 
Mr M Brereton 
Mr GD Cook 
Mrs S Evans 
 

 
Also in Attendance:- 
 
Mr G Archibald - South Lakeland District Councillor 
Mr M Brierley - Infrastructure Planning Lead Officer 
Mr D Chalmers - Countywide Highways Network Manager 
Mr A Dunn - Project Lead - Capital Programme 
Mrs H Karaaslan - Traffic Management Team Leader - South Lakeland 
Mrs V Upton - Traffic Management Manager 
Mr G Wheelhouse - Highway Network Engineer 
Ms J Wynne - Project Lead 
 
 
 
31 APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE 
 
Apologies for absence were received from Mr J Brook and Mr P Hosking. 
 
32 MINUTES 
 
Corrections: 
 
Mr M Wilson be removed from the Apologies. 
 
Page 7, Minute 22, paragraph 4, and replace A684 with A592 
 
Page 11, Minute 28, Resolution (1), remove ‘as this work was now complete’ 
 
RESOLVED that,   subject to the above corrections, the minutes of the previous 

meeting held on 7 January 2021 were agreed as a true record. 
 
33 A595 GRIZEBECK BYPASS PROJECT UPDATE 
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Members were given an update on the A595 Grizebeck Bypass project by the 
Capital Portfolio Manager. The presentation slides covered the following: 
 

 Strategic Priorities and Scheme Overview 

 Issues and Challenges 

 Funding 

 Major Road Network Objectives 

 Scheme Development Stages 

 Routes Presented at Consultation 

 Update on Progress 

 Next Steps 

 Key Milestones 
 
It was confirmed that Cumbria County Council was the Planning authority which 
would deal with the scheme.  
 
A member talked about the importance of consultation and highlighted that online 
consultation would be beneficial with local people, in particular three groups. He 
noted that local people would welcome the development of the scheme. He 
highlighted the tight timescales involved and the importance of the correct message 
being put in the public domain. He advised that the Parish Council were keen to be 
involved, noting the importance of the Parish Council and himself as a conduit for 
disseminating information to the wider community. 
 
Discussion took place on the status of the old road and what would be done to slow 
down the heavy traffic going through residential areas once the bypass was 
completed. Members were informed about a stopping up plan to ensure that traffic 
only used the bypass and the proposal to declassify the old road to a U road. 
Consultation would take place with residents to ensure the stopping up point was in 
the correct location. 
 
A member asked if there would be a crossing across the bypass. The Capital 
Portfolio Manager explained that there was need to understand how local people 
used the area in order to support community connectivity and offer alternative 
routes. 
 
A member raised that the scheme was overdue as the current road was not fit for 
purpose. He referred to flooding. The Capital Portfolio Manager advised members 
on how the planning process worked. He referred to Compulsory Purchase Orders 
and how they worked and if they would be needed as the scheme progressed. He 
explained the close working relationship with the County Council’s own Planning 
Team in order that the tight timescales of the scheme could be met.  
 
The Chair asked that the Working group be informed as the scheme progressed. 
 
34 TRAFFIC WORK PROGRAMME 
 
A report was considered from the Executive Director – Economy and Infrastructure 
regarding the Traffic Work Programme – Divisional Highway Priority Works. The 



 

 
 
 

3 

report updated the Working Group on the schemes funded via the devolved 2020/21 
highway capital budgets for South Lakeland. There was an allocation of £6,000 per 
division. 
 
The Traffic Management Manager introduced the report inviting members to contact 
her if there were questions relating to their division. She outlined the reason for the 
amendment to the allocation for the Lakes Division.  
 
A member asked about the outstanding work at Ulverston East and West. The 
Traffic Management Manager advised about how staff time, public consultation and 
design time needed to be taken into consideration when programming completion 
dates. 
 
A member asked whether the potential change of members at Local Election time 
could impact upon schemes being completed. The Traffic Management Manager 
explained how the traffic team would liaise with incoming members on any current 
and potential new schemes. She highlighted future challenges for the team and 
advised that delivery of all members’ schemes could not be guaranteed.  
 
The Chair asked that the project codes be removed from the Programme and be 
replaced by a target delivery date. The Traffic Management Manager would contact 
members to discuss this. 
 
It was highlighted by a member that there was a lot of lining work due to be 
undertaken in his division and asked about the capacity of the Lining Team. The 
Traffic Management Manager advised on the impact of COVID 19 on the external 
contractor which had caused a backlog. The way contracts were allocated was now 
under review. 
 
RESOLVED that,  

1 The Working Group recommends that Local Committee approves one 
amendment to the current Divisional Highway Priorities Works Programme 
2020/2021 (“the Programme”) set out in Appendix 1 of the report, which has 
one amendment to funding for the Lakes Division. 

2 That the Working Group notes and recommends that Local Committee notes 
the programme dates for outstanding schemes that is presented in Appendix 
2 of the report. 

3 The project code be removed from the programme of work and be replaced 
by a target completion date. 

 
35 TRAFFIC REGULATION ORDERS 
 
a BROUGHTON-IN-FURNESS SPEED LIMIT TRAFFIC REGULATION 

ORDER 20 
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A report was considered from the Executive Director - Economy and Infrastructure 
regarding the Broughton-In-Furness Speed Limit Traffic Regulation Order 20><. The 
report advised on the responses to the statutory consultation and advertising of the 
Variation Order. 
 
The Traffic Management Team Leader – South Lakeland stated that two streets had 
been omitted in the Order but these would go in the next Traffic Regulation Order 
(TRO). She did not think that this would be a problem in the future and signage 
would not be needed on the two streets. The roads in question were of a very short 
length within the existing 20pmh zone. 
 
Following a member question on the extent of the 30mphspeed limit, the Traffic 
Management Team Leader – South Lakeland advised on the location and speeds in 
the area in question. 
 
A member referred to the costs of £27,126 costs which would be met by Duddon 
Parish Council. The Traffic Management Team Leader – South Lakeland reported 
on how the Parish Council had raised the money. The Local Member thanked 
officers for the work they had undertaken during the pandemic and advised that 
local people welcomed the TRO. 
 
RESOLVED that, the Members of the Working Group recommend that South  

Lakeland Local Committee approves the bringing into operation 
of The County of Cumbria (Various Roads, South Lakeland 
Area)(Consolidation and Provision of Speed Limits) (Order 2018) 
Variation Order (No.5) 20>< (“the Speed Limit Order”) in its 
entirety, having taken into account the objections and 
representations which were received, and having also 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 the Report 

 
b BROUGHTON-IN-FURNESS NO WAITING AT ANY TIME  TRAFFIC 

REGULATION ORDER 20 
 
A report was considered from the Executive Director - Economy and Infrastructure 
regarding the Broughton-In-Furness No Waiting At Any Time Traffic Regulation 
Order 20><. The report advised Members of the responses to the statutory 
consultation and advertising of The County of Cumbria (Various Roads, South 
Lakeland Area)(Consolidation of Traffic Regulation Order) (Order 2002) (New 
Street, Broughton-in-Furness) Variation Order 20><. 
 
The Traffic Management Team Leader – South Lakeland explained the work 
undertaken to date on the review of the junction of New Street with The Square 
following concerns regarding visibility and vehicle movements. The public had 
supported the majority of the proposals with some queries and concerns being 
raised.  
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The Local Member commented on the importance of the junction being kept clear 
and hoped the objections were just speculative. He considered that the 20mph 
speed limit was appropriate. 
 
RESOLVED that,  the Members of the Working Group recommend that South 

Lakeland Local Committee approves the bringing into operation 
The County of Cumbria (Various Roads, South Lakeland 
Area)(Consolidation of Traffic Regulation Order) (Order 2002) 
(New Street, Broughton-in-Furness) Variation Order 20>< (“the 
No Waiting Order”) in its entirety, having taken into account the 
objections and representations which were received, and having 
also 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 the report 

 
36 PROVISIONAL DEVOLVED HIGHWAYS REVENUE ALLOCATIONS 

2021/22 
 
A report was considered from the Executive Director - Economy and Infrastructure 
regarding the Provisional Devolved Highways Revenue Allocations 2021/22. The 
report as members to consider the Local Committee’s devolved highways revenue 
allocations for 2021/22 and to make a recommendation to the South Lakeland Local 
Committee Meeting on 17 March 2021. The provisional allocation for 2021/22 was 
£1,212,126 which included an inflationary increase of £16,753 compared to the 
allocation received in the 2020/21 financial year.  
 
The report was introduced by the Countywide Highways Network Manager who 
provided the background to the budget. A member asked for clarification on the term 
‘inflation’ as set out in the report. The Countywide Highways Network Manager 
would confirm to members after the meeting whether this related to CPI or a special 
highways and construction inflation rate. The member thought this was important to 
understand because increased demand from other local authorities to undertake 
additional highways work would inevitably increase prices. 
 
RESOLVED that,  

1. the Working Group recommends that South Lakeland Local Committee agree 
the Provisional Devolved Highways Revenue Allocations for 2021/22 which is 
attached as Appendix 1 to the report subject to confirmation of the budget 
allocation by Full Council on 18th February 2021.  

2. Clarification be provided by the Countywide Highways Network Manager on 
the term ‘inflation’. 

 
37 UPDATE ON THE DELIVERY OF THE 2020/21 DEVOLVED AND NON-

DEVOLVED CAPITAL PROGRAMME 
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A briefing note from the Local Area Network Manager regarding the delivery of the 

2020/21 Devolved and Non-Devolved Capital Programme within South Lakeland 

was considered.  

The Countywide Highways Network Manager guided members through the progress 
made to date on surface dressing, carriageway resurfacing, footway resurfacing, 
drainage works and tree works in South Lakeland. 
 
The Chair welcomed the work being undertaken on trees and asked if there were 
any anticipated issues due to nesting birds. The Working Group was informed that 
implications of this type were included into the works’ contracts. A member asked 
that debris be removed from the roads following tree work to ensure debris didn’t 
cause drain blockages. The member referred specifically to blockages in Grange to 
which the Countywide Highways Network Manager undertook to review with the 
area team and ensure that the matter was addressed. 
 
A member asked that officers liaise with Parish Councils to assist with notification to 
local residents that their cars should be moved during periods of gully cleansing and 
emptying. 
 
It was highlighted by a member that tree roots also caused problems and, after 
referring to an example in his division where tree roots had contributed to a flooding 
problem, he asked if the County Council liaised and shared costs with other 
organisations such as Highways England to resolve such issues. The Countywide 
Highways Network Manager stated that officers worked to ensure there was a 
resolution to problems such as flooding. He undertook to check the flooding issues 
at Quebec Street in Ulverston caused by tree roots with the area team.  
 
A member asked that officers ensured that the drains were kept clear in Kendal, in 
the vicinity of the flood defence work. The Countywide Highways Network Manager 
undertook to raise this with the relevant officers. 
 
After thanking the team for the work undertaken at Bowness, a member raised the 
flooding issues there as he thought there would be a serious accident. 
 
The Chair referred to ‘Plastic Roads’. He reported that Scrutiny was asked to look at 
whether plastic was being deposited into gullies via surface water run-off. He did not 
think it was the case but wished to be reassured. The Countywide Highways 
Network Manager undertook to raise this with the project team delivering the A65 
scheme. 
 
38 KENDAL LOCAL CYCLING AND WALKING INFRASTRUCTURE PLAN 
 
Members received a presentation from the Lead Officer Infrastructure Planning 
which gave an update on the Kendal Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan 
(LCWIP). 
 
The slides covered the following: 
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 LCWIPs Programme and Phasing 

 LCWIP Engagement 

 Kendal LCWIP – Progress 

 Kendal LCWIP – Cycling Key Desire Lines 

 Kendal LCWIP – Core Walking Zones 

 Kendal LCWIP – Next Steps 
 
The Lead Officer Infrastructure Planning advised that the drawings presented to the 
Working Group would be brought back to the Working Group at a future meeting. 
 
A member expressed that time was of the essence in delivering the LCWIP and 
commented on the multiple funding streams from the Environment Agency, South 
Lakeland District Council for example. He asked that the LCWIP dovetail with the 
flood defence work in Kendal so that there was a legacy. He asked whether the 
opportunity had been seized to deliver the LCWIP at the same time as the flood 
defences or would the scheme be completed after the flood defence work. 
 
In referring to a similar scheme in Barrow, a member advised that preliminary 
funding had been used there to inform its LCWIP bid. He considered that the same 
could be done in South Lakeland, subject to member agreement. A number of 
members agreed with this course of action. After a member asked that the walking 
route on the Shap Road business corridor be included, the Lead Officer 
Infrastructure Planning confirmed that the Barrow model was being reviewed and 
the same methodology was being applied to the Kendal LCWIP.  
 
Following a member question about whether the Safe Pathways to School from 
Sainsbury to County Hall was being included in the scheme, the Lead Officer 
Infrastructure Planning confirmed that this was a key link and would be brought up 
to the appropriate standard. 
 
RESOLVED that,  
 

1 The presentation be circulated. 
2 Drawings in the presentation be brought to a future meeting of the Working 

Group. 
 
39 THE ENVIRONMENT FUND 
 
The Chair of South Lakeland Local Committee provided an update to members on 
the Environment Fund. He advised that £200k had been earmarked to be awarded 
to South Lakeland Local Committee. This would equate to approximately £18k per 
electoral division. The Committee would be able to decide how the money could be 
spent on items such as trees, footpaths, verges etc. It could not be spent on 
highways improvements. It was likely that the Countryside Access Team would 
deliver a lot of the schemes. Members were advised that the budget still had to be 
agreed by the full County Council before this funding was confirmed. 
 
Many members of the Group concurred that the money should be spent on 
schemes across the area which would make the most difference and have a lasting 
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effect in and around urban areas. Members were encouraged to identify potential 
schemes. Members thought improvements could be made to surfacing footways for 
example. Another member asked that home to school walking routes and cycling 
projects be given consideration. 
 
The Leader for South Lakeland District Council gave his support and offered to work 
closely with the County Council on the matter. He asked that the Council, when 
identifying schemes, be clear on scope of the schemes, ensure there was capacity 
to deliver schemes and engage closely with Parish and Town Councils. 
 
A number of members asked that careful consideration be given to the placement of 
new trees away from footpaths and drains to avoid future problems. It was 
highlighted by a member that the funding would not result in a policy change but 
rather, the funding requirement was identified as a result in a change in the use of 
paths during the pandemic lockdown which had highlighted that some paths needed 
to be improved. Members were informed about a funding requirement for a central 
business administration resource for green schemes. 
 
The Chair concluded that once the budget had been agreed by the full Council, then 
an agreement should be made on how the funding may be spent. Members 
concurred that any funding should be spent on substantial schemes that made a 
difference. 
 
40 20 IS PLENTY 
 
A discussion took place on ’20 is plenty’. Mrs Gray had asked that this be placed on 
the agenda and related to introducing this in outlying villages where there was a lack 
of footways so people had to walk on the road. She considered that an introduction 
of ‘20 is plenty’ would be a cheaper alternative to enforcing the speed limit. She 
asked that this be given serious consideration. 
 
Discussion took place on whether the advisory ’20 is plenty’ was enforced or a 
speed limit of 20mph was enforced. 
 
The Traffic Management Manager advised that ’20 is plenty’ was an advisory 
campaign and not authorised for use on English roads and was not a legally 
enforceable restriction. 20mph speed limits or 20mph zones with traffic calming, had 
to be introduced where current speeds indicated it would be self-enforcing for it to 
be supported by the Police. She talked about the necessity for individual areas to be 
considered separately and assessed individually. She considered that 20mph speed 
limits or 20mph zones where traffic calming was present, should be pursued rather 
than ’20 is plenty’. She acknowledged that the latter was a cheaper method of 
speed control. 
 
In supporting the suggestion of ’20 is plenty’ a member suggested that signs of this 
nature could aid in slowing down traffic and referred to the numbers of 20mph areas 
in Kendal. Another member thought that signs were ignored and any initiative would 
have to have motorists on side. He did not consider ’20 is plenty’ to be realistic. 
 



 

 
 
 

9 

This item would be included on a future Agenda of the Working Group to explore its 
future potential. 
 
The Chair of South Lakeland Local Committee gave an update on potential 20mph 
locations in Kendal. There would likely be a meeting with Cumbria County Council 
and Kendal Town Council to possibly progress this further. The Countywide 
Highways Network Manager confirmed that he was working with the Area Manager 
on this matter. 
 
This would be an item on a future Working Group agenda. 
 
 
41 ACTION LOG 
 
Members reviewed the Working Group’s Action Log. 
 
The Traffic management Manager advised on the difficulty on obtaining information 
from the CRASH group for localised areas. Previously thhe link to CRASH Group 
information had been circulated to the Group. 
 
The following link will take you to the CRASH Group information 
https://www.crashmap.co.uk/Search 
 
Each item was reviewed. The following would be removed before the next meeting 
of the Working Group: 
 
Items 3, 6, 7, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15. 
 
RESOLVED that, the Action log be updated before the next meeting of the Working 

Group. 
 
42 ITEMS FOR FUTURE MEETINGS OF THE WORKING GROUP 
 
Members asked for the following items to be included on a future Agenda of the 
Working Group: 
 

 The Local Area Network Manager was asked to circulate the Programme of 
Routine Works. 

 Electric car charging points (what connections currently exist where people 
can charge their electric cars?) 

 20 is plenty – to explore future potential in South Lakeland. 

 Update on 20mph zones across Kendal 
 
The Traffic Management Manager stated that there was a project group for electric 
car charging developments and a list of public enquires was being collated. 
Members were asked that any public enquiries were forwarded to the Traffic 
Management Manager. 
 
43 DATE OF NEXT MEETING 

https://www.crashmap.co.uk/Search
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The next meeting of the Working Group will be held on 23 April 2021 at 10.00am 
 
 

The meeting ended at 12.30 pm 
  

 
 

 


