
Appendix 3  
Local Member Comments 
 
Member Comment How this is being addressed within the response 

Members wished to ensure critical infrastructure is in place to support 
the proposed housing and employment growth across the National 
Park.  

Within the response there is a clear expectation that the development 
will be required to mitigate impacts on local infrastructure including 
roads and schools.  Building on this the response seeks to establish 
stronger links between the Local Plan and the Cumbria County 
Council Planning Obligations Policy and Design Guide. Within the 
response reference is made to the Statement of Intent between the 
Council’s within this the authorities seek to work together to plan, 
prioritise and deliver the infrastructure needed to support growth.  

There is concern that approach to identifying housing land may prove 
too inflexible for example it will be important that opportunities to 
deliver new housing sites on the edge of villages is to prevented by a 
policy presumption. 

Local Plan policy seeks to promote flexibility around the delivery of 
housing. Expressing targets as minimums and containing bespoke 
policy supporting the emerging of windfall sites in appropriate 
locations.  The proposed consultation response seeks to support these 
principles. 

There is concern that the Local Plan could create a barrier to important 
infrastructure improvements e.g. to east west links within or adjacent 
to the National Park. 

Within the response it asked that the Local Plan to make clear 
reference to the importance of delivering infrastructure improvements 
to support the economy of Cumbria. 
 

There is a view that the Local Plan should seek to encourage the 
delivery of better paid work opportunities. 

Within the Local Plan there is clear support for better paid employment 
and a strategy which promotes better ICT and a flexible approach to 
employment land in support of this. The plan also supports 
opportunities for appropriate “windfall” development sites to emerge in 
response to opportunities. These provisions are supported within the 
proposed response.  

There were some concerns raised around how local occupancy 
conditions are applied within the park; with particular concerns that 
these can create arbitrary outcomes. 

While local occupancy conditions are intended to ensure the availably 
of housing for local communities and employees it is important that 
they operate in a considered manner to avoid unforeseen outcomes. 
Responding to this within the response we highlight the importance of 
further consideration being given to how these can be enhanced to 
achieve their intended outcome without having wider unintended 
outcomes. 
 



There was concern about the highways impact of new housing and 
employment development at Staveley. 

Within the response no in principle issues have been identified with 
development proposed in Staveley, however the response highlights 
the requirement for Transport Assessments and Travel Plans to be 
prepared in support of any applications. 

The spatial strategy to propose that development be focused upon 
“Rural service centres”, including both Ambleside and Grasmere within 
this category.  There is no analysis to indicate whether Grasmere and 
Ambleside have the capacity to absorb this concentration of 
development explicit in the plan. In particular there are concerns about 
the promotion of continued visitor numbers and the consequent impact 
this has on local services, environment and infrastructure. 
 

Within the Local Plan the strategy promoted seeks to support the 
operation of the visitor economy and while the plan does include clear 
reference to promoting sustainable modes, there is limited specific 
information on how these can be delivered in response to the impacts 
of specific developments.  Responding to these points the response 
proposes that the Plan be more explicit in considering how the impact 
of new tourist development is considered and for the a stronger link to 
be created between new development and the assessment of specific 
complementary infrastructure that may need to be funded. 

There is concern that some communities are significantly affected by 
an aging population it may be difficult to maintain school rolls. 
Recognising this, the emphasis on sustainable communities was 
helpful but it needed to be strengthened especially as tourism does not 
help the area as it is usually low paid and seasonal.  

The plan does seek to support the diversification of the economy and 
to support more local needs and affordable housing that can meet 
local needs. Moving beyond this, within the response it proposed that 
the policy gives a further presumption in support of housing where it is 
within walking distance of local schools. 

The Lake District has a parking problem. Extra car parking capacity 
will reduce congestion by stopping people driving around and around 
looking for the limited spaces. The proposed policy of 7.5% of car 
parking revenue being taken by the national park in the first seven 
years of a new car park development will halt any new capacity being 
built from any other operator 

Within the response concerns about this approach have been raised. 

The suggested developer contributions would stop development and 
could prevent the emergence of key projects. 

Developer contributions have a critical role in securing necessary 
infrastructure improvements.  Where viability issues arise it would be 
important for consideration to be given to these.   

Many that work here have to travel from outside, local housing clauses 
and affordable housing will not be able to solve this in its entirety. 
Innovative solutions such as LDNPA operated hostels leased by 
businesses could be an option.  

The Local Plan seeks to promote housing to meet the needs of the 
area with these concentrated in sustainable locations.  Within the 
response we have nonetheless raised the value of greater support for 
worker accommodation in order to reduce the impact of travel. 



 

The LDNPA should consider green villages close to major A roads. This form of development is not proposed within the plan and could 
prove difficult to build a case for given the special role and character of 
the national park.  In any case, a number of the larger allocation and 
opportunity sites set out within the plan can provide opportunities for 
significant housing development 


