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What is the Report About? (Executive Summary)

1. In December 2017 the Secretary of State for Transport launched a consultation 
on the creation of the Major Road Network (MRN) comprising the most important 
local authority roads.  Following identification of the MRN, the consultation 
proposes creation of a specific new funding stream dedicated to investment in 
this network.

2. Under the proposals, the local roads that perform a strategic function would be 
categorised as MRN and would then have the opportunity to secure additional 
investment that might not otherwise be available.  It is therefore recommended 
that the principle of establishing a MRN can be supported. However, the roads 
proposed by DfT to be categorised as MRN do not reflect the key strategic routes 
within the county.  It is therefore proposed to recommend an alternative MRN that 
is consistent with the Transport for the North proposed MRN in the draft Strategic 
Transport Plan.

 Recommendation of the Corporate Director

3. It is recommended that Cabinet approves the response to the DfT consultation on 
Proposals for the creation of a Major Road Network as set out in Appendix 1. 

Background to the Proposals

4. On December 23rd 2017 the Secretary of State for Transport launched a 
consultation on the creation of the Major Road Network (MRN) which would 
comprise the most important local authority roads.  

5. The consultation proposes the creation of a specific new funding stream 
dedicated to investment in this network, with the aim of improving performance 
standards for all users whilst supporting economic growth and housing delivery. 

6. Through the consultation, Government is seeking views on three key questions:

 Defining the MRN Network;
 Investment Planning; and
 Eligibility and Investment Assessment Criteria.



7. While the principle of creating a MRN is welcome, there are concerns about the 
proposed extent of MRN coverage within Cumbria, but also the key criteria to be 
used to access funding. 

Defining the MRN Network

8. Within Cumbria the extent of proposed MRN is limited to:

 The A7, A689, A595 and A596 between the Scottish border and A66; 
 The A595 and A5092 between Calder Bridge and A590 at Greenodd;
 A small section of the A590 within Barrow-in-Furness; and
 Parts of the A596 within Whitehaven town centre.

Figure 1 Proposed DfT MRN



9. In 2017 Transport for the North (TfN) established an alternative MRN for the 
North of England.  This sought to reflect the economy and geography of the 
north.  Building on this work and local intelligence we consider that there is a 
strong case for the inclusion of a number of additional Cumbrian routes:  

 A595 between Thursby and the A66 at Cockermouth.
 A689 between Brampton and Junction 44 of the M6.
 A595 between Grizebeck and the A590
 A591 between the A590 and A66
 A6 / B6261 between Kendal and M6
 A685 between Brough and Tebay

Figure 2 Proposed Cumbria MRN



Investment Planning

10. The consultation document sets out proposals for the planning of investment on 
the MRN.  The proposed approach includes a role for TfN in developing regional 
evidence and in recommending schemes.  Despite this, final decision making 
would rest with DfT who will test proposals nationally using a common tool.  

11. While granting TfN a clear role to assist with the development and prioritisation of 
schemes is welcome, proposals could go significantly further to empower local 
decision making.  The proposed centralised approach to decision making will not 
be capable of reflecting issues and opportunities across the north, a role TfN 
through the Strategic Transport Plan is best placed to perform.

Eligibility and Investment Assessment Criteria

12. Within the consultation DfT sets out the criteria for the type of schemes that may 
be eligible for MRN funding and the assessment criteria used to consider these.  
Within the response it is proposed that the eligibility of schemes be widened and 
that steps are taken to develop an assessment criteria that can reflect 
opportunities and challenges across the country including resilience.

Proposed Response

13. It is proposed that the response issued by Cumbria County Council is a joint 
response with Cumbria LEP.  This would contain two distinct elements.  

 The case for an alternative MRN in Cumbria; and
 The full response to the consultation questions.

Options Considered and Risks Identified

Option (a)

14. The proposed joint response with Cumbria LEP is submitted to DfT in order to 
influence proposals to create a MRN.

Option (b) 

15. Cabinet amends the proposed consultation response.

Option (c)

16. Do not respond. However this would undermine any opportunities to influence the 
DfT decision making on the creation of a MRN and which roads would be 
categorised as MRN. 

Reasons for the recommendation/Key benefits 

17. It is recommended that Cabinet support Option (a) as this approach will help:



 Ensure the Council’s interests and priorities are reflected within the 
developing MRN.

 Create opportunities to secure additional infrastructure funding on local 
road networks.

Financial – What Resources will be needed and how will it be Funded?

18. There are no financial implications likely to arise as a result of the 
recommendation contained within this report.    In responding to the consultation, 
there is an opportunity for the Council to influence the creation of a MRN and 
those local roads contained within it, this could affect future funding opportunities 
for the Council (PCam 26.1.18)

Legal Aspects – What needs to be considered?

19.  Agreeing the Council’s response to the Secretary of State’s consultation on the 
creation of the Major Road Network is a proper decision for Cabinet (paragraph 
2.1(m) Part 2B Constitution).

20.  There are no direct legal implications arising from the recommendation. (EL 
30.01.18)

Council Plan Priority – How do the proposals contribute to the delivery of 
the Council’s stated objectives?

21. The relevant Council Plan priority is:

Infrastructure: To provide a safe and well managed highway network, secure 
infrastructure improvements and support local economic growth.

22. Seeking to influence the MRN should contribute to delivery of the Council’s 
priority by helping to secure critical funding for the highway network.

What is the Impact of the Decision on Health Inequalities and Equality and 
Diversity Issues?

23. DfT have undertaken this consultation in line with agreed procedures for 
engaging hard to reach groups.  The decision being made by Cabinet should not 
impact on Health Inequalities and Equality and Diversity considerations.

Appendices and Background Documents

Appendix 1: Proposals to create a Major Roads Network Draft Cumbria County 
Council and LEP Response



Key Facts

Electoral Division(s): All in Cumbria
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