
 

 

COUNTY COUNCIL LOCAL COMMITTEE FOR 
SOUTH LAKELAND  

Meeting date:   20
th

 March 2019 

From:   Acting Executive Director – Economy and 
Infrastructure 

 

HIGHWAYS AND TRANSPORTATION WORKING GROUP  

MEETING   20
TH

 FEBRUARY 2019 

1.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

1.1 This report provides the notes of the meeting of the Highways and 
Transportation Working Group (the Working Group) held on 20th 
February 2019 and includes recommendations for consideration by the 
Local Committee.  

2.0 POLICY POSITION, BUDGETARY AND EQUALITY 

IMPLICATIONS AND LINKS TO CORPORATE STRATEGY 

2.1 The policy position, links to corporate strategy, and the budgetary 
implications are set out in the individual Working Group reports 
previously circulated to Members. 

3.0 RECOMMENDATIONS  

3.1 that Local Committee note the Minutes of the Working Group meeting 
of 20th February 2019 which are attached as Appendix 1;  
 

3.2 that 
 

(1)  The Local Committee approves the devolved 
highways revenue provisional allocations for 2019/ 
2020 as set out in the appendix to the Working Group 
report, and attached as Appendix 2 to this report 
 

(2) The Local Committee approves the devolved 
highways capital provisional allocations for 2019/2020 
and the named surface treatment, carriageway, 
footway and drainage schemes for 2018/2019 as 
appended to the Working Group report, and set out as 
appendices 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7 to this report.  



 

 
(3) The Local Committee notes the position of the 

Working Group regarding the funding of the 
replacement Gooseholme Bridge 

 

4.0   BACKGROUND  

4.1  The Minutes of the Working Group held on 20th February 2019 are attached 
to this report as Appendix 1.   

4.2 The Working Group received 5 briefing notes from the Traffic Management 
Team Leader regarding three proposed Traffic Regulation Orders in Kendal, 
one in Heversham and one in Ambleside. This Local Committee meeting will 
be considering the full reports relating to these 5 briefing notes under item 9 
of the meeting agenda.  

4.3 A report was considered from the Acting Executive Director – Economy and 
Infrastructure regarding the provisional Devolved Highways Revenue 
Allocations 2019/20. The report asked members to consider the Local 
Committee’s devolved highways revenue allocations for 2019/20 and make 
a recommendation to the South Lakeland Local Committee meeting on 20 
March 2019. 

 

It was resolved that the Working Group recommend that South Lakeland 
Local Committee agree the Provisional Devolved Highways Revenue 
Allocations for 2019/20, attached to this report at Appendix 2, subject to the 
confirmation of the budget allocation by full Council on 14 February 2019. 

 

 
4.4 A report was considered from the Acting Executive Director – Economy and 

Infrastructure regarding the Draft Devolved Highways Capital Allocations 
2019/20. The report asked members to consider the Local Committee’s 
devolved highways capital allocations 2019/20 and to make a 
recommendation to the South Lakeland Local Committee meeting on 20 
March 2019. 

 
It was resolved that  

1 The Working Group recommend that South Lakeland Local Committee 
agree the provisional proposed allocations within the indicative Devolved 
Highways Capital Budget  for 2019/2020 as set out in Appendix 3 to this 
report 

2 The Working Group recommend that South Lakeland Local Committee 
agree the proposed, indicative, schemes identified in the appendices 4, 
5, 6 and 7, subject to confirmation of the budget allocation by Full Council 
on 14th February 2019. 

4.5 A briefing note was tabled from the Head of Infrastructure Recovery and 
Major Programmes which gave an update on the Gooseholme Footbridge. 
Also in attendance was the Project Manager who delivered a presentation on 
the matter. 

 
In the presentation, members were given information on the following: 



 

 

 The history of the project 

 The brief (scope) given to the company project managing the bridge 

 The design progression (options considered) 

 The planning drawings 

 The draft visualisation of the area 

 Cross section of the current and proposed bridge 

 The design stages and timescales 

 The concept of the operations 

 The Risk Register 

 A summary of cost 
 

A member commented that the design would last many years and would 
form part of a network of routes around the Kendal area and that it was an 
opportunity not to miss. 

 
In discussing the financing of the footbridge, the Head of Infrastructure 
Recovery and Major Programmes explained where funding had been 
sourced from to date. It was raised that there would be a £500k shortfall. 
Discussion took place on other potential funding sources such as 
SUSTRANS, the Lottery and the District and Town Councils. The Head of 
Infrastructure Recovery and Major Programmes highlighted that one option 
would be to use the forthcoming year’s NPRN programme finance to 
supplement the finance already in place as no other sources of funding were 
available. An alternative would be to not replace the bridge which was raised 
by a member but he did not consider this to be the right option. 

 
Members were advised that Local Committee financial support could be 
spread over two years. Some members considered that funding should not 
be sourced from the Local Committee as the highway network was in a poor 
state and funding should be used for repairs and that the public may not 
think the bridge was of a higher priority than road repairs. 

 
The Head of Infrastructure Recovery and Major Programmes stated that he 
was confident that the costs of the bridge would not rise. He felt that the 
detailed designs undertaken by the contractor gave him confidence that the 
scheme was affordable. A short discussion took place on the Risk Register 
and the financial risk involved. A number of members expressed their 
reticence for the Local Committee to fund the footbridge as other sources of 
funding could be identified. 

 
A member pledged his support for the footbridge, explaining it was important 
for Kendal as it was seen to be an essential element in encouraging people 
to not use their cars. Members were informed of the changes that would 
occur if it was a footbridge only and of the cost of other options for different 
types of bridge. A member expressed the importance of the footbridge being 
able to accommodate all types of pedestrians (those with buggies for 
example) 

 
In expressing their support for funding the footbridge and explaining how it 
was an iconic structure in Kendal, some members commented on the £1.9m 
allocated to South Lakeland from the additional Government monies 



 

allocated to Cumbria in the governments October Budget  to tackle the 
backlog of highways maintenance work. This additional funding had 
accelerated maintenance activity from the 2019/20 financial year into the 
2018/19 financial year. Some members felt that this gave an opportunity to 
reallocate part of the 2019/20 Devolved Capital Budget towards the provision 
of the bridge. A brief discussion took place on the use of the overall £12m 
funding from the Government for Cumbria. Members were informed by the 
Cabinet Member for Finance of how overspend would be addressed and 
how applications for Lottery funding worked.  

 
Members were informed by the Project Manager what the cost would be for 
bridges with different specifications. He advised on the reason for the cost of 
the footbridge. It was noted that there needed to be a balance between 
ascertaining the importance of the bridge to Kendal and identifying its priority 
amongst other schemes. Members were advised that some Local 
Committees funded similar schemes. In recognising the importance of the 
bridge, a member suggested investigating ways of innovative methods of 
funding the footbridge. 

 
In summing up and after hearing members’ opinions on whether to fund the 
footbridge or not, the Chair stated that he thought that the footbridge should 
go ahead but considered it inappropriate that the funding for the footbridge 
came from the South Lakeland Local Committee budget, rather  it should be 
funded centrally or by other innovative methods. 

 
It was moved by Mr Collins and seconded by Mr Bland that South Lakeland 
Local Committee does not fund the footbridge from its budget. Following a 
vote, For: 3, Against: 2, Abstain: 1 it was agreed that South Lakeland Local 
Committee does not fund the footbridge from its budget. 

 
It was noted by members that as it was not a decision making Group, the 
final decision would be made at a future meeting of South Lakeland Local 
Committee. 

 
It was resolved that the position be noted by Local Committee. 

 

4.6 A briefing note was considered from the Highway Network Manager which 
gave an update on the delivery of the 2018/19 Devolved Capital Programme. 
Members agreed that the progress to date be noted. 

 
It was resolved that that position be noted by the Working Group. 

 
4.7  A briefing note was considered from the Lead Infrastructure Planning Officer 

which updated members on the progress made on the Grizebeck Transport 
Scheme. The Lead Infrastructure Planning Officer also gave a presentation 
which covered the following: 

 

 Major Road Network (MRN) funding criteria 

 Map of the routes for consultation 

 The consultation approach 

 The consultation results 

 The consultation themes 



 

 The different options considered from the responses 

 The preferred route 

 The business case 

 The next steps 
 

Members asked questions on safety and on the connectivity of routes, the 
gradient of the routes and the cost of the scheme. The Lead Infrastructure 
Planning Officer advised that he was working with the Capital Programme 
Team on this project. Members were advised that public meetings were 
being held using the same information as presented to members at the 
meeting. Members were informed of the way the public could respond to the 
consultation. 

 
It was resolved that the position be noted by the Working Group 

 
4.8 Due to time constraints, a briefing note regarding Cycle Infrastructure 

Proposals in South Lakeland was postponed to the next meeting of the 
Working Group. 

 
A map showing a network plan of the cycle network in South Lakeland which 
showed a number of cycling proposals in the area was circulated for 
members’ information 

 
It was resolved that the briefing note be considered at the Working Group 
meeting on 17 April 2019 

 
 
4.9 Items for future meetings of the Working Group are set out in Paragraph 107 

of the Working Group minutes which are attached as Appendix 1.  

5.0 OPTIONS 

5.1 The Local Committee may accept, amend or reject the recommendations. 

6 RESOURCE AND VALUE FOR MONEY IMPLICATIONS 

6.1 The non principal road highways revenue and capital works are devolved to 
Local Committee to determine and deliver within the overall capital allocation 
that Council has agreed and in accordance with the Council’s policies and the 
overall objectives as laid out in the current Local Transport Plan 
(recommendations 3.2 (1) and (2)).   

6.2 Local Committee may wish to note the potential future need to review the 
proposed allocations in recommendations 3.2 (1) and 3.2 (2) following any 
decision regarding the outturn variations from 2018/19 non principal road 
highways revenue and capital budgets devolved to Local Committee. 



 

6.3 There are no direct resource implications arising from recommendation 3.1   to 
note the minutes of the Working Group and recommendation 3.2 (3) to note  the 
position of the Working Group regarding the funding of the replacement 
Gooseholme Bridge. 

7 LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 

7.1 The legal implications in respect of each of the Recommendations was set 
out in the original reports to the Working Group. (KB – 7.3.2019)  

8 CONCLUSION 

8.1 The Local Committee is asked to note or consider (where applicable) the 
recommendations set out in paragraphs 3.1 to 3.2(3) inclusive 

Angela Jones 
Acting Executive Director – Economy and Infrastructure 
 

March 2019 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

  
APPENDICES 

Appendix 1 Minutes of the Highways and Transportation Working Group 
Meeting 20th February 2019. 

Appendix 2 Revenue Block Allocations 2019/20 

Appendix 3 Capital Block Allocations 2019/20 

Appendix 4 Surface Treatment Schemes 2019/20 

Appendix 5 Carriageway Resurfacing Schemes 2019/20 

Appendix 6 Footway Resurfacing Schemes 2019/20 

Appendix 7 Drainage Schemes 2019/20 

IMPLICATIONS 
 
Staffing: None 

Financial: As set out in the relevant reports to the Highways and 
Transportation Working Group. 

Electoral Division(s): All South Lakeland 

 

Executive Decision Yes  

 

Key Decision  No 

 

If a Key Decision, is the proposal published in the current Forward Plan?   N/A 

 

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

 

If exempt from call-in, has the agreement of the Chair of the relevant 
Overview and Scrutiny Committee been sought or obtained? 

  N/A 

   

 

Has this matter been considered by Overview and Scrutiny? 
If so, give details below. 

 No 

  

 

Has an environmental or sustainability impact assessment been 
undertaken? 

 No  

   

 

Has an equality impact assessment been undertaken?  No  

PREVIOUS RELEVANT COUNCIL OR EXECUTIVE DECISIONS 

None. 

Contact: Peter Hosking 
Tel. No.:  0300 303 2992  
E-mail:  peter.hosking@cumbria.gov.uk 

 
 


