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The agenda and Part I reports are also available on the County Council’s website –  
www.cumbria.gov.uk  
 
Background Papers 
 
Requests for the background papers to the Part I reports, excluding those papers that 
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A G E N D A 
 
 
PART 1: ITEMS LIKELY TO BE CONSIDERED IN THE PRESENCE OF THE PRESS 

AND PUBLIC 
 
 

17   HOWTOWN ROAD 24HR RURAL CLEARWAY UPDATE REVISED REPORT 
 

[Electoral Divisions: Eden Lakes] 

To consider a REVISED report from the Executive Director – Economy and 
Infrastructure. 

This report is to update Members in relation to the Experimental 24 hr Rural Clearway 
and supporting No Stopping on Verge restriction Traffic Order, which was introduced in 
August 2021 along that section of highway in the Eden District known as ‘Howtown 
Road, Pooley Bridge’. 
(Pages 5 - 54) 
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COUNTY COUNCIL LOCAL COMMITTEE FOR 
EDEN 

Meeting date: 31st March 2022 

From:  Executive Director – Economy and 
Infrastructure 

 
 
 

HOWTOWN ROAD 24HR RURAL CLEARWAY UPDATE 

 

1.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

1.1 This report is to update Members in relation to the Experimental 24 hr Rural 
Clearway and supporting No Stopping on Verge restriction Traffic Order, 
which was introduced in August 2021 along that section of highway in the 
Eden District known as ‘Howtown Road, Pooley Bridge’.  

1.2 A location plan showing the extents of the Experimental Traffic Regulation 
Order (ETRO) is attached as Appendix 1. 

 
1.3 The comments received through the statutory consultation between August 

2021 to February 2022 are attached as Appendices 2, 2a, 2b and 2c. 
 
1.4 A copy of the Notice which summarises the restriction is attached as 

Appendix 3. 

1.5 The Council’s statement of reasons for proposing to make the Experimental 
Order, is attached as Appendix 4 
 

2.0 STRATEGIC PLANNING AND EQUALITY IMPLICATIONS 

2.1 In considering any implications, members must consider if there are any 
adverse effects on the community and if the proposals impact on the 
Council’s commitments - 
 
 To protect and enhance Cumbria’s world class environment 

 To provide safe and well-maintained roads and an effective transport 
network  

 The measures contained in these proposals contribute to these 
commitments by continuing to ensure that the Council are able to 
provide an effective, efficient and safe Highway Network. 
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2.2 No significant equality implications have been identified at this stage, and the 
statutory processes provide the mechanisms for any Equality Issues to be 
raised and aired. 

3.0 RECOMMENDATION 

3.1 That Local Committee agree to The County Council of Cumbria (C3042 
Pooley Bridge) (Known locally as Howtown Road) (Main Carriageway 
Clearway and Prohibition of Stopping on Verge) Experimental Order 2021 
(the ETRO) remaining in place over the Spring/Summer months thus 
enabling the restriction to be in place during the tourist season and providing 
a true reflection of the benefits/impacts in the area and then review the 
restriction for a final time at the November Eden Local Committee making 
the decision as to whether the restriction is made permanent after its 18 
months or not. 

4.0 BACKGROUND 

4.1 Highway Officers have received complaints and concerns over the years in 
relation to vehicles parking and causing an obstruction on the Howtown 
Road. 
 

4.2 These concerns were highlighted through the Lake District National Park 
Management Plan, which was prepared as a result of the increase in tourism 
during the COVID pandemic following the easing of lockdown restrictions. 
 

4.3 The Howtown Road is a narrow section of carriageway with several small 
passing places along its extent.  These passing places are regularly used by 
visitors for parking, resulting in limited safe areas for 2 vehicles to pass and 
obstruction of the highway. 
 

4.4 The road is an access road to farmland, camping/caravan sites and the 
Outward-Bound Centre, therefore regularly used by large vehicles which 
along with inappropriate parking causes bottlenecking of the route, potential 
hazards and prohibits the free-flow vehicular traffic. 
 

4.5 There are times where emergency vehicles have not had clear widths to 
access the full extent of the road. 

 
4.6 Cumbria County Council Highway Officers, supported by partner agencies 

introduced the Experimental 24hr Rural Clearway supported by a No 
Stopping on verge restriction in August 2021, the extents of which can be 
seen in the location plan attached as Appendix 1 to this report. 
 

4.7 A 24-hour clearway order prohibits stopping on the main carriageway for any 
purpose at all times.  It is suitable for use only on semi-urban or rural roads 
where there are very few premises requiring access from the main 
carriageway and its main purpose is to ensure the free flow of traffic.  This 
restriction can also be supported by another order prohibiting either waiting 
or stopping on the verge. 
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4.8 Cumbria County Councils Parking Enforcement team are responsible for the 
enforcement of the restriction and have been since its implementation in 
August.  The team undertake their visits during the tourist season and focus 
on the Town Centres during the Autumn/Winter months.  However, through 
regular communications from residents and business owners in the area, it is 
understood that there is a need for regular enforcement in the area during 
the Autumn months.  This is something which could be improved should the 
restriction be approved to remain. 
 

4.9 There are no requirements for road markings to be laid to facilitate this 
restriction which is a benefit.  It has been noted from previous restrictions 
implemented along the route that road markings deteriorate due to standing 
water and tree foliage, this results in ongoing maintenance costs and 
difficulties with enforcement. 
 

4.10 There is however a requirement for signage at the entrance to the restriction 
and at the end, which has been installed and is mounted back-to-back.  
 

4.11 There is no requirement for repeater signage, however these have been 
installed along the route as a reminder to motorists.  The restriction is not 
common within the County of Cumbria and experience has been gained by 
Officers from the restriction being implemented outside of the Eden District, 
where the lack of repeater signage meant Enforcement of the restriction was 
difficult and additional signage has been introduced.  
 

4.12 During the first 6 months of the restriction being in place Officers received a 
total of 20 representations.  8 representations were in favour of the 
restriction and supported it whereas 12 were not in support.  The 
representations are attached as Appendix 2, 2a, 2b and 2c of this report. 
 

4.13 7 of the representations were received from Visitors to the area, who use the 
Lake for wild swimming.  Whilst Officers appreciate the disruption that this 
restriction has caused to the Lake users, there are car parks around the lake 
as well as alternative safe parking areas therefore this restriction should not 
discourage those from utilising the lake. 
 

4.14 The remaining objections received through the 6 months were mostly in 
relation to the signage which is in place to facilitate the restriction.  As 
detailed within this report there is no requirement for repeater signage 
therefore it is possible that over time the signage can be reduced, however 
there is a need for this signage whilst the restriction is only new to remind 
motorists using the route.  The repeater signs are mostly within passing 
places, and whilst it is appreciated that the Howtown Road is in an area of 
beauty, unfortunately the dangerous and inconsiderate parking we have 
seen in the County over recent years is why Local Authorities have been 
required to act in such ways. 
 

4.15 1 of the objections was in relation to the impact that the parking restriction 
has had on surrounding areas, whilst this is appreciated this does identify 
that there was a problem in the area and that the restriction is deterring the 
inconsiderate parking. 
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4.16 There are proposals by the LDNPA to install pop up car parks within the 
Ullswater area, therefore creating additional spaces during the tourist season 
and the Ullswater steamers will begin to operate again during this year which 
will provide an alternative form of travel to Howtown.  Therefore, reducing 
the need for available on-street parking. 
 

5 OPTIONS 

5.1 That the Local Committee approves the recommendation set out in 
paragraph 3.1 of this report 

5.2 That the Local Committee does NOT approve the recommendation set out in 
paragraph 3.1 of this report. 

6 RESOURCE AND VALUE FOR MONEY IMPLICATIONS 

6.1 The ETRO is already in place and came into operation on 16 August 2021.  

6.2 The Members are asked to note that there will be some future maintenance 
costs in relation to the restriction should it be made permanent, (which must 
take place prior to its expiry after 18 months of operation), which will need to 
be met from future revenue budget allocations. 

7 LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 

7.1 There are no legal implications in relation to the recommendation in this 
report.  However, Members should note that any (less onerous) 
amendments to the ETRO cannot be made after 12 months of the ETRO’s 
operation, i.e., after 16 August 2022, without having to recommence the 
Experimental TRO procedure.  (KB – 22.3.2022) 

8 CONCLUSION 

8.1 That the Local Committee agree to allowing the ETRO to remain in place 
over the summer period as referred to at paragraph 3.1 of this report. 

 
Angela Jones 
Executive Director - Economy and Infrastructure. 

 

March 2022 
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APPENDICES 
 
Appendix 1 – Location plan showing extents of restriction 
Appendix 2 – Summary of representations received during consultation 
Appendix 2a – Letter of representation received during consultation 
Appendix 2b – Letter of representation received during consultation 
Appendix 2c – Letter of representation received during consultation 
Appendix 3 – A copy of the Site Notice summarising the restriction 
Appendix 4 - The Council’s statement of reasons for making the ETRO 
 
 
Electoral Division(s): Eden Lakes 
 

 

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 
Leader Decision Record to approve the implementation of the ETRO 
 
CONSIDERATION BY OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY 
Not considered by Overview and Scrutiny. 
 
BACKGROUND PAPERS 
Leader Decision Record to approve the implementation of the ETRO 
. 
 
 
REPORT AUTHOR 
Contact: Laura McClellan – Traffic Management Team Leader (Eden) 
Mobile:07717 512 477 
Email: laura.mcclellan@cumbria.gov.uk;  
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Drawing No: 22/03/2021/02/LMcL
Drawn By: LMcL Scale: NTS Date: 22/03/2021

This produce includes mapping data 
licensed from Ordnance Survey. (c) Crown 

Copyright 2006. License Number 100019596

Cumbria Highways
Cumbria County Council

Joseph Noble Road 
Lillyhall

Workington
CA14 4JH

±

Grid Reference: N/A PROPOSED 24-HOUR RURAL CLEARWAY
AND PROHIBITION OF VERGE PARKING

HOWTOWN ROAD

4

4

Regular repeater signs to remind drivers
of clearway restriction either side of the
carriageway at regular intervals

(Please note: this is not the exact number
of signs suitable locations will need to be
identified)

Cattle grid at the bottom of
Martindale Hause
Gateway feature with with end
plates back to back with distance
plates for oncoming traffic

Pooley Bridge Crossroads
Gateway feature with distance
plate at entrance to the clearway
restriction supported by no 
verge parking sign and back to 
back with end signage for traffic 
leaving the restriction
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Consultation Responses Appendix 2
RECEIVED FROM FOR/AGAINST RESPONSE

Regular Road user For

I'm writing to express my view with regards to the Howtown Road signage.  I have travelled the Howtown Road to Martindale once a week for work for the last four years. Prior to that I worked full time at 
Howtown for three years. 
I've always found the Howtown Road a difficult commute especially during the summer months and these last two years have been even worse. The tourist traffic and footfall along the road has increased 
significantly and no doubt will continue in years to come.
Prior to the temporary signage cars were parked everywhere causing huge distress to local residents and commuter's. I've had several close calls with small children running out from between parked cars 
while their parents are busy rummaging in the boot! And the local farmers drive their tractors far too fast along that route it's frightening and I'm surprised there hasn't been a serious collision. 
Cars park all up the hause and the bottle neck area by the outward bound centre which is very narrow.  With an ageing population in the area it's more important than ever to declutter the Howtown Road for 
safety reasons if nothing else.
For me the signage has changed my drive to Martindale significantly, I don't feel as stressed and am a little more confident that when a tractor comes charging around a blind corner I can hurriedly pull in to 
the passing place areas, which should be kept free anyway. 
Times change and now more than ever people are flocking to the lakes for their holidays. I worked at Howtown back in the 90's and it was much quieter then, However with lack of care for the dry stone 
walls and upkeep of the Howtown side of the lake of late it has become a risk. Not to mention the increase in Mountain Rescue call outs due to the stupidity of our ' new type' of tourist. I vote for the signage 
to remain on a permanent basis. 

Regular road user For
With reference to the Howtown road clearway I would like to say that as a regular user of the road on average once a week the clearway has been a huge success and would recommend that it should 
become a permanent fixture 

Barton and Pooley Bridge 
Parish Council

For

Barton & Pooley Bridge Parish Council support the retention of the Rural Clearway in principle and have seen the report produced by Martindale Parish Meeting.
 
            The parish boundary is at Ravencrag.  In so far as that section is concerned, the Parish Council's views are:-
 •Retain the 'blue' signs at the cross roads, Parkfoot and Waterside but reword them to reflect Martindale's concerns.
 •Retain the 'No through road beyond Martindale' signs and make them more prominent.
 •Reduce the height of the intermediate clearway signs, angle them to minimise night time glare and reduce the number of signs to the minimum permitted.
 •Support a new  'single track road etc.' sign at the passing place beyond the Yacht Club.
 •Support parking for boat permit holders beyond Sharrow Bay.
 •Support removal of redundant 'No parking March -October' signs.

Resident For
We are residents of Martindale and have noticed a significant improvement in the free passage of traffic on the Howtown Road since the restrictions were implemented and would be very supportive of these 
being extended to the full 18 month review period

Martingdale Parish 
Council

Against
Attached Letter and supporting documents (Appendix 2a)

Resident Against Attached Letter (Appendix 2b)

Resident For

The restriction of cars parking at Howtown has made a phenomenal difference in the summer for our ability to get through to Martindale. The key was enforcement, because until the police came along, the 
no parking signs were completely ignored. I still feel that double yellow lines would clarify the situation much better in preventing parking and traffic bottlenecks.

The signs at the Pooley Bridge end of the road saying that the road is not suitable for large vehicles has also been helpful, as have the no parking signs placed along the road.

So yes, things are better considering all the caravans that come down the road. It would be ideal if large coaches could be banned from using the road (they cause the multi-hour hold-ups) and the outward 
bound school could use minivans instead. This remains the biggest problem although covid has curtailed things at the outward bound school these last 2 years.

I'm sure you won't be surprised to hear that there are two factions taking shape in Martindale: those who resent any government interference, and those who feel that government intervention is sometimes 
necessary. I realize that this doesn't make your job any easier and I'm extremely sympathetic to your having to deal with the consequences.

I see all the ways that the public are being encouraged to come to the Lake District, and at the same time I am deeply aware of how our roads and  public transport are not geared up adequately for the 
tourists. The difference between getting around in winter and in summer are huge.

I am extremely grateful that you have responded to the need to curtail traffic and parking on the Howtown Road, and I very much hope this will continue to avoid the confrontations, frayed tempers, and 
delays and dangers that have plagued the Howtown Road.
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Resident For

With reference to the clearway along the South Eastern shore of Ullswater from Poole Bridge to Howtown, I would like to comment on behalf of my organisation.

Prior to the clearway being installed you may be aware that we had real operational safety concerns due to the parking directly opposite the site at Howtown.  The clearway has significantly reduced these 
concerns because of the reduced parking, enabling safer access to our site and safer crossing of the children whom we have in our care.  We would therefore strongly support this clearway to become a 
permeant arrangement.

In addition the clearway signs are sited mainly along the shore side of the road we have seen increased parking on the hill side of the road specifically to the left of our gate as we exit our drive ( directly 
opposite the keep clear road markings on the slipway) 
We are aware that the clearway is a legal enforcement for both sides of the road, but believe some additional signage on the hill side of the road would further discourage people from parking in this area, 
and reduce our safety concerns even more.

 Martindale Parochial 
Church Council

Against

At our last PCC meeting we discussed the increasing difficulty of parking at St Peter’s Church and agreed we needed to object to the Experimental Clearway 

The introduction of the Rural Clearway on the Howtown road and the new additional restrictive signs, beyond that scheme, at the bottom of The Hause, have led to a big increase in parking on the open 
ground surrounding the church . This has caused problems for those attending routine church services ,weddings & funerals, private visits, and for maintenance & church care visits etc . 

St Peter’s Church is kept open at all times to welcome visitors. These new difficulties with parking, are leading to a serious loss of the amenity of an ‘open’ church for Martindale residents and its many 
visitors . 

Removing the signs at the bottom of the Hause after the cattlegrid beyond the Clearway would allow more cars to park at this lower level . The parking that used to happen at this lower level on the Hause 
was not a problem in the past as there was space to pass as well as park. The additional signs limit this space. 
 
Therefore we ask that our objection about the loss of amenity of St Peter’s Church for Martindale’s residents and visitors, caused by the Experimental Rural Clearway & extra signs on the Hause, is  included in 
your evaluation of the scheme . 

Resident For

I am writing to approve of the experimental 4-mile Rural Clearway that the Highways installed six months ago. As residents, my husband and I are greatly relieved that at last we can drive along our only road 
out without the stress of the constant obstruction of tourists' inconsiderate parking. In particular, the area adjacent to the Outward Bound's entrance is now not such a barrier and their large coaches can 
presumably turn around after delivering their children safely.

A meeting has taken place locally to discuss the signage and some visual improvements are now agreed to and will be suggested to Laura McClellan as we move forward into the next 12 month period of the 
experiment. It seems reasonable to lower the height of some signage and remove one or two that appear unnecessary, but in our opinion, the Clearway has to be obvious in order to be effective. There are 
already exemptions in place for farming access and for boat owners to attend their moorings

The major bottleneck at the OB Centre caused a four-hour traffic jam before the signage was installed, due to tourists parking. My daughter was stuck in it. An ambulance was unable to get through to attend 
to a person suffering from heatstroke on that day in August before the pandemic, so safety has to be a priority.

People who work for us residents who live at our end of the 4 mile cul-de-sac often had difficulty getting through but now are able to. 

Please keep the Clearway restrictions, bearing in mind that the ones on the lakeside by the OBC must remain, in spite of objections.
Resident Against Attached Letter (Appendix 2c)

Resident Against

I am just writing regarding the restrictions to public access of the south side of Ullswater.
As a resident of the lakes who regularly uses the south side of Ullswater (as do many of my friends) to escape from the pressures of work for a quick relax/paddle or swim, I was dismayed to see another 
knee jerk reaction to the unprecedented (and unlikely to be repeated) influx of visitors to the lakes this summer.
I pop down to howtown regularly and even these last 2 summers had not found it difficult to park without causing congestion , however , I and my friends were greatly dismayed when parking restrictions 
were put in place without a thought to providing alternative parking! 
This caused chaos with people desperate to find somewhere to park and has concentrated people to now overcrowd other areas and force city visitors up the narrow tricky road up to the church...those who 
are generally not used to driving such roads and who have little idea of such road etiquette!
It has also forced us all over to the already crowded north side of the lake..increasing my journey length as I fight to find parking on already crowded parking areas on a much ..much busier road , when I 
have already little time to relax on my lunch or work breaks.
Concentrating people together rather than spreading them out simply causes more problems , stress and accidents...and I think if you remove small parking areas you must provide a viable alternative!
We all know that so often these “tempory” restrictions seem to creep under the radar into permanent restrictions , and there have already been too many landowners and local authorities using covid as an 
excuse to restrict peoples access to our national park , hence I felt compelled to lodge my objection!
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Visitor Against

I am writing to ask that my formal objection to the above traffic order that was introduced in August is recorded and considered.

I fully appreciate the concerns and reasons for the imposition of this order and the impact that the lifting of the pandemic lockdown has had on the increased pressure on this very restricted no-through 
country road that was never designed for this volume of traffic at peak times.

As someone who works in the NHS I also fully appreciate the risks caused by the congestion and inappropriate parking and the impact that this must have for those living and working in the valley and, most 
importantly, access for emergency vehicles.

However, as someone who lives nearby and uses this road regularly, it is clear that this has only been a problem for a relatively short period and during the good weather that we had over the summer.

The points and objections that I would like to note are the following:

1. This is a very draconian solution to a problem that occurs for a very limited period of time.

2. It has a significant and negative impact on local residents who make use of the areas where some limited but safe off the highway parking is available (notably near Sharrow Bay. I am not so familiar with 
the Howtown area).

3. There has been a lot of coverage regarding supporting mental health during these very stressful times. Myself, and my friends, all work in the NHS and have literally found the opportunity to swim from 
this area after work a real life saver from the stresses of working throughout the pandemic.

4. Usually, when we swim after work there is hardly anyone on this road and rarely any other parked cars (other than during that very busy period over summer). We have never parked dangerously and have 
always ensured that there is space for cars, tractors etc to pass. 

5. This place has been particularly important for us because of the ease of access. We are usually swimming quite late, sometimes in the rain and as the light is going and so we can get in and out quickly at 
the end of the working day.

6. Since the restriction has been in force we have done our best to find alternatives. We have swum at the Pooley Bridge end which has, of course, been extremely busy, not very restful, and a thoroughfare 
for the campsites during the summer and not great given the walk to access the lake as the nights draw in, or in the rain. We have travelled much further than we would normally want to, as far as Sandwick, 

Visitor Against

I just wanted to write to view my absolute disagreement for your decision to not allow parking on the howtown road, I have lived here all my life just 2 miles from pooley bridge , I have travelled this route 
since childhood and now 57 cannot believe this has happened, I visit the lakeside to swim every week which is good for health and well-being , there are many places that 2 vehicles can get past in any  
season of the  year, as a local I kindly ask you to listen to the community and back track on this trial plan,  this decision is  really hurting so many people who love our lakeside and want to view our 
picturesque local vicinity.

Visitor Against

I heard last night of the council plans to stop people parking along the shore of Howtown. Whilst I appreciate this may be needed in some parts but there are areas that are perfectly safe - eg. just beyond 
Sharrow Bay, there is space for 2/3 cars to park very safely. 

I am a local and regularly enjoy our local lake facilities paddleboarding and swimming - if the restrictions go ahead this will change the way we live and play. 

Can I please ask that this is reconsidered or at least some designated parking areas allowed?

Visitor Against

It is with deep dismay that I have seen the Council’s plan for the Pooley to Howtown Road carriageway stopping restrictions. I feel that this experimental order is like using a sledgehammer to crack a nut.

Whilst I can appreciate that there may be a need to implement some restrictions near the campsites, there are several places along the Howtown Road from Pooley Bridge  that are perfectly safe for parking 
and I have never witnessed any issues in these areas.

My family and I have been accessing the lake from the Howtown Road for many years and have never blocked the carriageway or parked inconsiderately.

We have mostly accessed the lake by stopping just beyond Sharrow Bay where there is plenty of room for a few cars to park and unload canoes, kayaks etc without blocking the carriageway. 

Having access to the lake along this road for me is particularly important as cold water swimming is proving to be very good for my health.

Being local and wanting to access the lake throughout the year on the Howtown side, quite where and how are we expected to park after 16th August? I sincerely hope that you will reconsider implementing 
the full restrictions along the whole stretch of road as set out in your notice.
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Visitor Against

I am really upset at the prospect of losing access to Ullswater from Howtown Road. We, like many others, love this side of the lake and cannot understand why the already limited parking is going to be 
completely lost. Why not mark the parking areas properly and use double yellow lines to stop parking on unsuitable stretches of the road? We often park in the layby at the back of Sharrow Bay Hotel where 
there is space for 3 cars plus enough room for traffic to move freely along the road.
 
I sincerely hope the proposed restrictions do not go ahead.

Visitor Against

As a regular swimmer and kayaker I am very concerned to see that we will no longer be able to access the lake from the Howtown side, our usual parking place just past the Sharrow bay exit is to become a 
'Passing place'. It is an obvious parking space for 3 cars with ample space for 2 cars to still pass with no problem. 
We live between Pooley Bridge and Tirril and have regularly used this spot to access the lake for many years with no issues and cannot understand why it needs to be used as a passing place.
It is a long way on from any of the campsites so will not interfere with their access etc.
I understand that due to the increased usage some visitors to the area may have parked in passing places causing traffic problems but feel that to restrict parking along the whole length of the Howtown 
Road from Pooley Bridge is using a 'sledgehammer to crack a nut'!
I notice that there are several boats moored nearby and wondered how the owners of these will access them if this restriction goes ahead.
Surely during these difficult times denying us of the chance to use our wonderful local lake is detrimental to our physical and emotional well being, I do hope you will reconsider this course of action.  

Visitor Against

I am so devastated that I will no longer be able to access the lake from the Howtown side. I live in Penrith and swim in the lake weekly with my friend who has stage 4 cancer. We always access the lake in the 
lay by just down from Sharrow Bay (soon to be a passing place) and have never had a problem with 2 cars being able to pass freely here as the road is suitably wide. 

This area is used almost exclusively by local people. Could it not be a seasonal restriction at least allowing us access to the lake in the quieter months? 

Really hoping that something can be done to help us.

LDNPA For

The Authority wishes to support continuing the rural clearway between Pooley Bridge and Howtown as a permanent TRO once the Temporary TRO has expired.

The clearway has made a material difference to traffic in the area, allowing vehicles to pass safely along the highway, improving the visitor and resident’s experience.  This difference was noted on our regular 
ranger and safer lakes patrols in the area.  Most importantly, it reduced significantly the risk of emergency vehicles being unable to attend incidents and the associated risk of loss of life.  I hope you are able 
to continue with this important safety measure.

It should also be noted that Ullswater Steamers will begin re-operating to Howtown pier this year, after suspending this stop in the pandemic, so visitors will have an alternative sustainable way to reach 
Howtown.

Thank you very much for your quick work in introducing this TRO and hope that its benefits can be sustained.
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Kim Baxter and Laura McClellen


THE COUNTY COUNCIL OF CUMBRIA (C3042 POOLEY BRIDGE) (KNOWN LOCALLY AS 
HOWTOWN ROAD) (MAIN CARRIAGEWAY CLEARWAY AND PROHIBITION OF STOPPING 
ON VERGE) EXPERIMENTAL ORDER 2021 - Ref KB/4.4.1060/15.001712 - (abbr. - ETO) 

At the Martindale Parish Meeting held on 27 January 2022, it was decided by a vote of 19-2 of 
residents on the electoral roll to object to the ETO.  Five others were in attendance, including the 
Chairman of the neighbouring Parish, Mr MacInnes. 


I am writing as the elected volunteer Clerk to the Parish to inform you of that decision


As we understand it, unless an objection is made about the ETO within its first six months then it 
could be made permanent.  Minor amendments may be made during the next six months, and the 
experimental order must then either be ended after 18 months or made permanent. 


The most important of the Parish Meeting objections is to ensure that farmers, who have been 
able to use the Howtown Road and the adjacent commons over centuries, can continue to do so 
without suffering any new actual or potential disadvantage.   The Highway Code deals with how 
farmers may move their  animals along a public road.  Such a movement may cause vehicles to 
stop others on the road.  As the ETO is currently drafted, this opens up the possibility of an 
enforcement penalty charge. The Parish would therefore like an immediate change to the ETO.


A charge may also be applied if farm vehicles need to park on the road because a field is too wet 
to enter. A livestock transport vehicle may be too large to pass through a farm gate to enable 
animal moving to take place.  Hay or silage bale loading or unloading may need road parking. 
Those restoring a stone wall or trimming a hedge may require a vehicle in the road so that their 
equipment is easily available.  CCC enforcement officers have already said this is unacceptable.  


It was suggested at a recent Parish Meeting that a ad-hoc waiver of a penalty charge might be 
possible.  This is not adequate.


To a lesser extent, similar problems could occur with other users of the road. The ETO imposes 24 
hour restrictions all-year round on parking, waiting or unloading. This is far more restrictive than 
many red routes in towns and cities.  During winter months and at night-time the number of users 
of the road is usually very small.  Any short period of congestion is one-off eg the movement of a 
very large vehicle.  Direct public benefits from the ETO restrictions are small or non-existent.


Because the Howtown Road runs by the side of Ullswater, there may be parked cars owned by a 
small number  of wild swimmers, those who fish, or dive, or propel themselves on Ullswater on 
various types of craft, or  naturalists or photographers, or those simply enjoying the view.  Many 
visit Ullswater or stay in other parts of the Lakes to pursue these interests. The number,  
compared with visitors in summer, is also small. The objection is therefore to not being able to find  
a way to enable such parking in a National Park with a statutory objective of increasing access.


The objection also wants to ensure the ETO exists for at least a full 12 months before a decision 
on its future.  Traffic on the Howtown Road has always been highly seasonal, with the busy 
months being March to August. The Rural Clearway approach to traffic control should have a 
proper trial. This demands assembling objective evidence about volumes and costs, and not 
relying on anecdotal evidence. The statement of reasons for the ETO includes avoiding danger to 
persons or other traffic: therefore personal accident and collision figures are also needed.


We are aware of only two other very short Rural Clearways in this National Park. Visitors may not 
know what clearway signs demand of a driver.  That may be why there are currently over large 
and over intrusive signs that are contrary to the amenities of the area and not in keeping with a 
National Park and World Heritage Site. The Martindale Traffic Working Group is writing to you 
separately about appropriate signage changes.


We would welcome a meeting when convenient, perhaps in a month.

Martin Brimmer 


Appendix 2a
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  Annex - Objections to the current draft of: 

THE COUNTY COUNCIL OF CUMBRIA (C3042 POOLEY BRIDGE) (KNOWN LOCALLY AS 
HOWTOWN ROAD) (MAIN CARRIAGEWAY CLEARWAY AND PROHIBITION OF STOPPING 
ON VERGE) EXPERIMENTAL ORDER 2021 (abbr. - ETO)


- there are two articles that are designated “7”. There are consequential implications.


Article 2 - meaning of “lay-by”.   We are confident that in Martindale there are no traffic signs of 
the type shown in diagram 801 to the TSGD 2016.  Nor have we seen any “P” signs in the rest of 
the road.  We object  to giving an unfettered discretion to a traffic authority to introduce such a 
lay-by or to place such sign.


	  - meaning of “main carriageway”.  There is, of course, no “through traffic” in Martindale 
because every vehicle moving to an end of the three valleys must retrace their journey. It is 
therefore not clear what is meant by “includes any carriageway of a slip road”.  The meaning 
would be clear in the context of a dual carriageway, but this is, as the next substantive definition 
makes clear, “the narrow road”.


	 - Articles 3 and 6 refer to “a Civil Enforcement Officer”, but this term is not defined.


	 - “General Directions” as defined distinguish between “stopping” and “waiting”. The  ETO 
is for the prohibition of stopping on verge, but the erected signs for the ETO show no waiting.
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THE COUNTY COUNCIL OF CUMBRIA (C3042 POOLEY BRIDGE) (KNOWN LOCALLY AS HOWTOWN 

ROAD) (MAIN CARRIAGEWAY CLEARWAY AND PROHIBITION OF STOPPING ON VERGE) 

EXPERIMENTAL ORDER 2021  

Ref: KB/4.4.1060/15.001712 

 

The Martindale Parish Meeting on 27th January 2022 voted overwhelmingly to submit a formal 

objection to The Experimental Rural Clearway / No Waiting on Verges Traffic Regulation Order. A 

traffic working group (TWG) was appointed with the remit to suggest improvements to traffic 

signage and to consider other traffic concerns.  

 

The TWG met on 4th February 2022 at 10:30 in The Bobbin Mill Village Hall, Howtown.  

 

Signage 

As the entire length of this Experimental Rural Clearway is in a National Park and World Heritage 

Site, the TWG was concerned to protect the area from the visual intrusion and adverse impact on 

the landscape of the 41newly erected signs on this 4 mile stretch of rural road.  The LDNP Character 

Assessment and Guidelines (Revised April 2021) has numerous references to rural road character 

e.g. ‘prevent cumulative urbanisation of rural landscape and loss of rural roads character’ (p.97). 

 

The TWG was also of the view that the signage associated with the Experimental Order should not 

be considered in isolation and should be viewed in the wider context of the newly installed 

additional signage on the stretch of road beyond the Clearway (extending up The Hause and into 

Martindale Valley). 

 

The attached document ‘Howtown Road Signage 03 Feb 2022’ of 39 photographs was used as a basis 

for suggesting changes to the siting and the number of signs. 

 

The group was mindful of the guidance in The Department of Transport’s publications when 

suggesting changes to the signage (direct quotes in italics). For example: 

 

Traffic Signs Manual (TSM) (2018) Chapter 1 Introduction  

Golden Rules  

2.1.1 Signs should only be provided where a clear need has been identified, and should be minimal 

and sympathetic to their environment.  

2.3 Reducing sign clutter  

2.3.2 The overuse of traffic signs blights the landscape, wastes taxpayers’ money and dilutes 

important safety-critical messages.  

2.4 Duplication of regulatory signs  

2.4.1. Terminal signs indicating the start of a restriction…should not necessarily be duplicated on 

each side of the carriageway. Provisions that previously required signs to be paired have been 

removed from Traffic Signs Regulations and general Directions (TSRGD). Designers should actively 

consider this flexibility in order to reduce environmental impact. 

 

 

 

Appendix 2a
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Traffic Signs Manual (TSM) (2018) Positioning of Signs 

5.4 Mounting heights 

5.4.1 Signs should be mounted such that the lower edge of the sign is generally between 900 mm and 

1500 mm above the highest point of the adjacent carriageway  

 

Traffic Signs Manual (TSM) (2019) Chapter 3 Regulatory Signs  

7.2 24‐hour rural clearway 

7.2.4 In order to reduce environmental impact, there is no requirement to provide two signs, one on 

each side of the road …  

…It is recommended that repeater signs, which may alternate from one side of the carriageway to 

the other, are placed along the length of the road such that the distance between successive signs is 

equivalent to a travel time of approximately 60 seconds. As a guide, where the speed limit is 60 mph 

or more, it is recommended that repeater signs are placed at intervals of approximately 1600 m in 

each direction. Where the speed limit is 30, 40 or 50 mph, the recommended spacing is 800 mm, 

1100 mm and 1350 mm respectively.  

7.2 Backing boards … can sometimes result in over intrusive assemblies, so should be used sparingly  

 
Suggested changes to signage (To be read in conjunction with attached documents: 

‘Howtown Road Signage 03 Feb 2022’ and ‘Howtown Road TWG: Appendices A to C’)  
 
Numbers correlate with those on the attached documents.  
Figure in brackets is mileage of sign from the Pooley Bridge Start sign driving to Howtown End sign.  
 
Glossary / abbreviations: 
CW/V - Clearway / no waiting on verges  
PP - Passing Place  
LH - Left Hand side of road when travelling in Pooley Bridge to Howtown direction  
RH - Right Hand side of road when travelling in Pooley Bridge to Howtown direction  
TSM – Traffic Sign Manual 
 
1. (0.0 miles) Pooley Bridge junction / RH  

•  remove first blue ‘Single track road etc’ sign (size - 125cm x 95cm) - too much to read and large 
vehicles need to access both Park Foot and Waterside 

• drop height of Start / End sign – due to height of bank, it is approx. 39cm higher than TSM 
guidelines for maximum height above road surface  

• remove the backing board - increases its visual intrusion on landscape  

• keep white sign - ‘No Through Route beyond Martindale’ and place it more prominently  
 
2. (0.0 miles) Pooley Bridge junction / LH  

• remove this Start / End sign - to reduce Start / End signs to x 1 as now permitted by TSRGD 

• if retained, lower this sign – it is 66cm higher than TSM guidelines for maximum height  
 
3. (0.0 miles) Pooley Bridge /RH (close-up view of sign 1- see comment under 1 above)  
 
4. (0.0 miles) / LH  

•  keep PP sign 
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5. (0.0 miles) / RH  

• remove CW/V sign - too close to Start sign  
 
6. (0.1 miles) / RH 

• keep PP sign 

• remove CW/V sign  
7. (0.2 miles) / RH  

• keep PP sign  
 
8. (0.5 miles) Park Foot / RH 

• remove CW/V sign  
 

9. (0.5 miles) Park Foot /LH 

• keep but lower CW/V sign  
 

10. (0.6 miles) Park Foot/ RH   

• remove second blue ‘Single track road etc.’ sign - x 3 signs here which is overbearing   

• keep CW/V sign  
 
11. (0.8 miles) Waterside /RH 

• keep CW/V  
 

12. (0.9 miles) Waterside/LH  

• remove CW/ V sign  
 
13. (1.1 miles) Waterside Farm / LH  

•  remove third blue ‘Single track road etc.’ sign - sign protrudes into road / driveway; move to 
Ullswater Yacht Club passing place (see photo 19)  

 
14. (1.2 miles) Waterside Farm / RH  

• keep PP sign 
 
15. (1.4 miles) Bell's Silage area / LH  

• keep ‘No waiting on verge’ sign  

• remove redundant March - October ‘No Parking’ sign just before it  
 
16. (1.5 miles) Cross Dormant / LH  

• remove CW/V sign  
 

17. (1.5 miles) Seat Farm / LH  

•   remove CW/V sign  
 

18. (1.5) miles Seat Farm /LH  

•  remove CW/V sign  
 

19. (1.6 miles) Ullswater Yacht club passing place / wide section of road / LH  

• add new blue sign - ‘Single Track Road unsuitable for large vehicles’ here to replace x 3 similar 
ones suggested for removal (see photos 1, 10, 13)  

• keep ‘No Thro’ Route beyond Martindale/ No Camping or Caravans beyond this Point’ sign    
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• keep PP sign  

• keep CW/V sign - NB this sign has now fallen over  

• remove redundant ‘No Parking March to October’ sign on RH side of road.  
 
20. (2.1 miles) Sharrow Bay Hotel (back gate) / RH      
Preparatory to being designated a parking bay for boat permit holders with new suitable signage: 

• remove PP sign  

• remove CW/ V sign - NB this sign has now fallen over 
NB TWG consensus was new parking should not be urbanised with kerbstones, tarmac surface etc.  
 
21.(2.2 miles) Sharrow Bay lakeshore/ RH & LH  

• RH side - remove CW/V sign  

• install new PP sign  

• LH side- remove CW/V sign  
 

22. (2.3 miles) Sharrow Cottages / RH 

• remove redundant ‘No Parking March – Oct’ sign 
 
23. (2.4 miles) Sharrow Cottages/ RH  

•  keep CW/V sign  
 

24. (2.6 miles) / RH  

• Remove CW/ V sign  
  

25. (2.7miles) Swarthbeck Farm / LH 

•  remove CW/ V sign  
 

26. (2.7 miles) Swarthbeck Point/ RH 

•  remove CW/V sign  
 

27. (2.8 miles) Black barn / LH  

• keep ‘No waiting on verge’ sign  
 
28. (3.0 miles) Bonscale / LH 

• remove CW /V sign  

• remove redundant metal post adjacent  
 
29.(3.2 miles) Passing Bay One / LH  

• keep white sign (‘Passing Place Only / No Parking’)  

• remove wooden post from bay area and put CW/V sign above wall at same height as white sign - 
wooden post is in centre of bay approx 30 cm out from the wall reducing useful passing space  

 
30. (3.2 miles) Passing Bay Two / LH  

•  keep white sign (‘Passing Place Only / No Parking’)  

• remove wooden post from bay and put CW/V sign above wall at same height as white sign - post 
iapprox 29 cm out from wall with sign at right angle reducing passing space by approx 1/6th    

 
31.(3.2 miles) Bank House Drive / RH  

• keep PP sign  
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32. (3.4 miles) Below Bank House / LH  

• keep PP sign  
 
33. (3.5 miles) / LH  

•  keep PP sign  
 

34.(3.5 miles) Bank Field gateway / RH    

• remove CW /V sign 

• keep PP sign  
 
35. (3.5 miles) Howtown Bay /RH  

• keep CW/V sign  

• keep CW/ V sign on short post beyond Outward Bound Jetty/ RH (not very visible in photo)  

• add new CW /V sign to LH side of road, past Outward Bound drive / opposite landing bay  
 
36. (3.8 miles) opposite Martindale Noticeboard/ Post box / LH  

• remove CW /V sign 
 
37. (4.0 miles) – Cattle grid/ Hause LH & RH  

• remove one Start/ End Sign (preferably the LH) - TSRGD permit one Starter / End sign  

• lower the remaining sign – currently, the signs are approximately1800mm from their bottom edge 
to ground level. TSM guidelines say signs should be mounted such that the lower edge of the sign 
is generally between 900mm and 1500 mm above the highest point of the adjacent carriageway. 
Furthermore, the present posts are mounted on the adjacent banks 400 mm and 600 mm above 
the road surface which adds to their excess height above the road  

• remove backing board and reduce size of sign – currently, the sign is intrusive in the landscape and 
reduces the visual amenity of the LDNP  

  
NB - End of Rural Clearway Experimental Order 

 
38. Just over cattle grid / LH   

• remove PP sign  

• remove blue ‘No Parking’ sign    
 
39. (4.1 miles) beyond the Rural Clearway Experimental Order / RH  

• remove x 2 PP signs from the large flat area  

• remove x 2 blue ‘No Parking’ signs from the large bay and verge area on right of photos 38 &39 

• replenish hardcore 
 
No photo - Hause bends  

• remove x 4 new PP signs added to old blue ‘No Parking’ signs  
 

No photo - School Bridge /LH  

•  remove PP sign  
 

No photo Toby's Field / LH  

•  keep PP sign  
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In Conclusion 
 
The TWG reviewed the signage associated with the Experimental Order, The Hause and linked issues. 

1. The number of signs associated with the Experimental Order is unnecessary and has an 

adverse visual impact; removing suggested signs would reduce their number from 41 to 22. 

2. The size and height of the signs that are retained should be reviewed to reduce them to 

minimum height and address their current overbearing and adverse visual impact. 

3. TWG consensus is the wooden poles on CW/ V signs (as currently in place) are preferable as 

they fit better into the landscape than metal poles. 

4. If signs are placed parallel to the road, glare will be reduced making the road safer for 

drivers, cyclists and pedestrians.  

5. There is too much information to process at the Pooley Bridge junction. Moving the RH blue 

‘Single Track Road’ sign and adding one to the passing place near The Ullswater Yacht Club 

would better describe where the road narrows. Vehicles can also turn back at that point.  

6. It is essential that drivers are made clear there is no through road after Martindale. Every 

journey made in error to the end of one of the three dead end Martindale valleys is a wasted 

double journey; it adds needlessly to the volume of traffic on this narrow road and has an 

adverse impact on the environment,  and also on visitors.  

7. The recently added signs on The Hause have moved parking from the flat area adjacent to 

the cattle grid (see photos 37/38) to St Peter’s Church. Removing the x 7 Passing Place signs, 

together with the x 3 older blue No Parking signs from the lower area of the Hause, would 

allow parking in the lower flat section of the road without detriment to passing and the free 

flow of traffic. It would also reduce the adverse visual impact of the signage. The sign further 

up the valley Boredale Valley adjacent to The School Bridge was also recommended for 

removal as it is unnecessary. 

8. Howtown Bay is a pinch point and problems in this area persist. The TWG suggest moving 

one of the 3 CW/V signs (photo 34) from the RH side to the LH side of the road just beyond 

the foot of the Outward Bound drive (i.e. opposite the landing bay). This would help to 

clarify the restrictions in this challenging area. However, this needs to be supported with 

enforcement.  

9. A scheme without proper enforcement is a loss of visual amenity for no purpose. 

10. As there are no verges in the 1.2-mile Martindale Parish section of the Clearway on which a 

car could wait/stop without also being also on the carriageway it could be argued that all the 

signs in this section of the road are redundant.  

11. Evidence-based, not anecdotal, evaluation of the experimental scheme is essential. 

Evaluation should include issues such as: number and size of vehicles on the road at peak 

times; frequency, costs and benefits of enforcement; knock-on effects. 

12. Increases in visitor numbers and the rise in popularity of camper vans and motor homes 

presents a challenge to the LDNP as a whole; a challenge that cannot be addressed by 

adopting piecemeal strategies confined to discrete stretches of road. The LDNP stresses the 

importance of planning for sustainable transport. 
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APPENDIX A:   

SUGGESTIONS FOR CHANGES TO CLEARWAY/ NO WAITING ON VERGE (CW/V) SIGNS 

 

A.1 SUGGEST RETAIN /ADD CW/V SIGNS  

 

Photo Position (and distance from 
Pooley Bridge Junction) 

Side Distance from 
previous 
retained sign 

Distance to 
next  
retained sign  

Comments 

1 Pooley Bridge Junction (0.0 mls) 
 

RH Start 0.5 mls  

9 Park Foot LH (0.5 mls) 
 

LH 0.5 mls 0.1 mls Reduce 
height 

10 Park Foot RH (0.6 mls) 
 

RH 0.1 mls 0.2 mls  

11 Waterside field (0.8 mls) 
 

RH 0.2 mls 0.8 mls*  

19 Ullswater Yacht Club Passing 
Place (1.6 mls) 

LH 0.8 mls* 0.8 mls Fallen down 
- replace 

23 Sharrow Cottages (2.4 mls) 
 

RH 0.8 mls 0.8 mls**  

29 Passing Bay One (3.2 mls) 
 

LH 0.8 mls** 0.0 mls Move above 
passing bay 

30 Passing Bay Two (3.2 mls) 
 

LH 0.0 mls 0.3 mls Move above 
passing bay 

35 Howtown Bay #1 (3.5 mls) 
Howtown Bay #2 (3.5 mls) 

RH 
RH 

0.3 mls 0.0 mls  

Add 
at 35 

Howtown Bay #3 (3.5 mls) 
 

LH 0.0 mls 0.5 mls  

37 Cattle grid End Sign (one of two) 
(4.0 mls) 
 

RH 0.5 mls End  

 

* Section includes a ‘No Waiting on Verge’ sign (i.e. sign without additional Clearway warning) at 

Bell’s silage area (LH) (Photo 15): 0.6 mls from previous sign (photo 11) & 0.2 ml to next sign (photo 

19) 

**Section includes a ‘No Waiting on Verge’ sign (i.e. sign without additional Clearway warning) at 

Black barn (LH) (Photo 27): 0.4. mls from previous sign (photo 23) & 0.4 mls to next sign (photo 29) 
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A.2 SUGGEST REMOVE CW/V SIGNS  

 

Photo Position(and distance from Pooley 
Bridge Junction) 

Side Creates distance between signs of … 

2 Pooley Bridge Junction (0.0 mls) LH Start 
 

5 0.0 mls from start (0.0 mls) RH 1 to 9 = 0.5 mls 
 

6 0.1. mls from start (0.1 mls) RH 1 to 9 = 0.5 mls 
 

8 Park Foot (0.5 mls) RH 1 to 9 = 0.5 mls 
 

12 Waterside (0.9 mls) LH 11 to 19 = 0.8 mls* 
 

16 
 

Cross Dormont (1.5 mls) LH 11 to 19 = 0.8 mls* 

17 Seat Farm (1.5 mls) LH 11 to 19 = 0.8 mls* 
 

18 Seat Farm (1.5 mls) LH 11 to 19 = 0.8 mls* 
 

20 Sharrow Bay Hotel (back gate)  
(2.1 mls) 

RH 19 to 23 = 0.8 mls 
 

21 Sharrow Bay lakeshore 
(2.2 mls) 

RH 19 to 23 = 0.8 mls 
 

21 Sharrow Bay lakeshore 
(2.2 mls) 

LH 19 to 23 = 0.8 mls 
 

24 
 

Beside wooden fence 
(2.6 mls) 

RH 23 to 29 = 0.8 mls** 

25 Swarthbeck Farm 
(2.7 mls) 

LH  23 to 29 = 0.8 mls** 
 

26 Swarthbeck Point 
(2.7 mls) 

RH 23 to 29 = 0.8 mls** 
 

28 Bonscale  
(3.0 mls) 

LH 23 to 29 = 0.8 mls** 
 

34 Bank Field gateway  
(3.5 mls) 

RH 30 to 35 = 0.3 mls 
 

36 Opposite Notice board/ Post box 
(3.8 mls) 

LH 35 to 37 = 0.5 mls 
 

37 Cattle grid End Sign (one of two) 
(4.0 mls) 

LH 35 to 37 = 0.5 mls 
 

 

* Section includes a ‘No Waiting on Verge’ sign (i.e. sign without additional Clearway warning) at 

Bell’s silage area (LH) (Photo 15): 0.6 mls from previous sign (photo 11) & 0.2 ml to next sign (photo 

19) 

**Section includes a ‘No Waiting on Verge’ sign (i.e. sign without additional Clearway warning) at 

Black barn (LH) (Photo 27): 0.4. mls from previous sign (photo 23) & 0.4 mls to next sign (photo 29) 
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APPENDIX B:   

SUGGESTIONS re PASSING PLACE SIGNS 

B.1 Passing Place signs (white) 

 

Photo  Distance from 
Pooley Bridge 
Junction  

Side Position Suggestion 

4 
 

0.0 miles   LH  Retain  

6 
 

0.1 miles   RH  Retain  

7 
 

0.2 miles   RH  Retain  

14 
 

1.2 miles   RH Waterside Farm Retain  

19 1.6 miles   LH Ullswater Yacht Club  
Passing Place 

Retain  

20 2.1 mls RH Sharrow Bay Hotel 
(back gate) 

Remove 

ADD 
(at 21) 

2.2 mls RH Sharrow Bay 
lakeshore 

Replace CW/V with Passing Place sign 

31 
 

3.2 mls RH Bank House drive Retain  

32 
 

3.4 mls LH Bank House field Retain  

33 
 

3.5 mls LH  Retain  

34 
 

3.5 mls LH Bank Fields Retain  

 4.0 MLS   End ERTO  

38  
 

4.1 mls LH over cattle grid Remove 

39 
 

4.1 mls  RH over cattle grid Remove x 2 signs  

None    Hause bends  Remove x 4 signs attached to blue old 
No Parking signs  

None  
 

 LH School Bridge Remove 

None  
 

 LH Toby’s Field Retain  
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APPENDIX C:  SUGGESTIONS RE ALL OTHER SIGNS 

C.1 Start / End signs 

Photo  Position Side Suggestion 

1 Start: Pooley Bridge 
junction  

RH Lower;  
Remove backing board 

2 Start: Pooley Bridge 
junction 

LH Remove; 
If retained, lower and remove backing board 

37 End: Cattle grid  
 

RH Lower and move to attach to cattle grid fence 
post to compensate for removing other sign; 
Remove backing board 

37 End: Cattle grid 
 

LH Remove; 
If retained, lower and remove backing board 

 

C.2 Single track road unsuitable for large vehicle signs (blue signs) 

Photo  Position Side Suggestion 

1  Pooley Bridge junction RH Remove 

10 Park Foot  RH Remove 

13 Water Side Farm LH Remove 

ADD (19) Ullswater Yacht Club passing place  
(1.6 mls from start) (see photo 19) 

LH Add/ move sign here 

 

C.3 Remaining signs (some pre-date ERTO) 

Photo  Sign Side Suggestion 

1 No through road beyond Martindale  RH Retain; place more prominently 

15 No waiting on verge  LH Retain 

15 No Parking March to October LH Remove 

19 No Parking March to October  RH Remove 

19 No Thro’ Route beyond Martindale/  
No Camping or Caravans beyond this Point 

LH Retain 

22 No Parking March to October RH Remove 

23 No Parking March to October LH Remove 

27 No waiting on verge  LH Retain 

28 Redundant metal post LH Remove 

29  Passing Place Only No parking LH Retain 

30 Passing Place Only No parking  LH Retain 

 End Experimental Order   

37 No parking (blue sign) 
Passing place (white sign) 

LH 
LH 

Remove 
Remove 

38 No parking (blue sign) 
Passing place (white sign) 

RH 
RH 

Remove 
Remove 

39 No parking (blue sign) 
Passing place (white sign) 

RH 
RH 

Remove 
Remove 

Hause  
bends 

Passing place (white) (new) 
attached to original blue No Parking x 4 

 Remove attached Passing place 
signs 
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1: distance 0.0 mls 2: distance 0.0 mls 

3: distance 0.0 mls 4: distance 0.0 mls 
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5 : distance 0.0 mls 6 : distance 0.1 mls 

7 : distance 0.2 mls 8 : distance 0.5 mls 
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9: distance 0.5 mls 10: distance 0.6 mls 

 

11: distance 0.8 mls 12: distance 0.9 mls 
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13: distance 1.1 mls 14: distance 1.2 mls 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

15: distance 1.4 mls     16: distance 1.5 mls 
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17: distance 1.5 mls 18: distance 1.5 mls 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

19: distance 1.6 mls 
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20: distance 2.1 mls 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

21: distance 2.2 mls 
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22: distance 2.3 mls 

23: distance 2.4 mls    24: distance 2.6 mls 
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25: distance 2.7 mls                               26: distance 2.7 mls 

27: distance 2.8 mls  28: distance 3.0 mls 
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29: distance 3.2 mls 30: distance 3.2 mls 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

31: distance 3.2 mls 32: distance 3.4 mls 
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33: distance 3.5 mls 34: distance 3.5 mls 

35: distance 3.5 mls     36: distance 3.8 mls 

39



Howtown Road Signage 03 February 2022 

Page 12 of 13 
 

37: distance 4.0 mls 38: distance 4.0 mls 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

39: distance 4.0 mls 
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The pictures were taken on the road from Pooley Bridge cross roads to the bottom of the Hause on 

Hallin Fell. The map below identifies specific photos but not all to give bearings. 
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Dear Laura McClellan 


Re Howtown Road 24 hr Experimental Rural Clearway Ref KB/4.4.1060/15.001712 

Thank you for your email inviting feedback on this Experimental Rural Clearway. Appreciated . 


This is a Letter of Objection to the Experimental Traffic Regulation Order ( ETRO) for this experimental  24 hr 
Rural Clearway / No waiting on Verges scheme  being made permanent for reasons explained below. 


I’ve waited to comment until the end of the six month consultative period to more fully & fairly assess its 
impact. This six months has gone from August school holidays, to autumn half term, to winter, all with the 
additional distorting effects of Covid .


I write as a permanent resident of Martindale for 22 years & a driver; I live at the far end of Martindale and 
so regularly pass along the whole road with its new signage; living at the end of ‘ No Thro ‘ Martindale’  I 
regularly redirect frustrated visitors who hope to travel on, back to Pooley Bridge .


I note that the TRO (Traffic Regulation Order) for this Experimental Clearway extends from Pooley Bridge to 
the cattlegrid at the bottom of The Hause ;approx  x 40 new road signs have been erected along the whole 
of this route. However a further x9 new signs were also put up, at the same time, up the Hause and into 
Boredale, beyond the termination of the experimental scheme. In total therefore approx.49  new signs have 
been erected ; an overbearing visual intrusion on a rural road in a National Park and World Heritage Site . 


I feel that this Experimental Rural Clearway is out of all proportion to any problem identified. There was a 
very muddled consultation process re its need in the beginning.  This may well have been  due to Covid 
disrupting the normal consultation processes . Without a clear starting position how can there be valid 
evidence based evaluation ? Perhaps you can advise . 


1. The Martindale Parish section of the Clearway  

This covers 1.2 miles of the scheme starting at the roadside marker post for Martindale Parish at 
Swarthbeck and extending to the cattlegrid at the bottom of the Hause at Howtown . x13 new road signs 
have been erected on this short 1.2 mile section. 

 

I enclose photos and my comments for some of the signs, below:


1. Starter / Finish posts 

These two double Starter/  Finish signs are extremely dominant in the landscape, and stand high off the 
road surface which increases their visual intrusion as a driver arrives at the unfenced open Hause rural road 
and open view of the fells . ( see photos  below ). The size of the signs, the length of the mounting post , the 
backing board and their position further raised on a bank above the road surface make them an overbearing 
visual intrusion in the landscape . I would urge there was only one smaller, lower sign without backing boar .


2. Clearway / No waiting on verge  

This sign intrudes into the view ahead into the valleys of Martindale .  TheClearway 
scheme finishes 0.2 of a mile further on at the Cattlegrid .There is no verge to wait / stop 
on between it and the short distance to the terminal/starter posts  . It isn’t needed. It 
serves no useful purpose . It could be removed .
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3.  x3 Clearway / No Waiting on verge signs, x1 Passing Place   
  

This short section of the road is the problem area that 
seems to have led to the introduction of this scheme . 
As one resident summed up the problem, at our last 
Parish meeting, the road here needs to be wider or 
narrower. The present in-between situation causes the 
problem by inviting parking. It could be narrowed by 
moving the verge boulders( see photo above  ) further 
out ; or alternatively widened to allow a few cars to 

park . An Experiment with cones by local residents had some success in the past. Not easy; more local 
consultation and dialogue is needed. 


Traffic problems for the whole Pooley Bridge /Howtown route would  be helped if Outward Bound found 
alternative transport to the very large coaches that participants arrive / depart in, usually Mondays & Friday . 
The single lane Howtown Road can’t cope with their size . The coach drivers are generally not local and do 
not know the road ; it seems they aren’t allowed to reverse unless there is a co-driver aboard. A Clearway & 
Intrusive signage should not be used to facilitate the continued use of these overlarge coaches; Outward 
Bound should organise the mini bus / water transport they undertook to do when planning permission was 
granted for the centre.

This Photo was taken on a fine winter day. How sad that the present signs prohibiting stopping 365 days of 
the year / 24 hours of the day prevent people from parking to view the lake, swim , paddle board or just 
enjoy the tranquility at quieter times of the day or year . This is a National Park and should be for all to enjoy 
. 

4..  Constructed Passing Place one  

This ( and the next passing place ) are examples of past Parish 
endeavour and enterprise to solve the problem of passing on this 
narrow road.The land was generously given by a local landowner and 
the work coordinated by the Parish Highwayman . 

The white sign mounted on the bank above the wall states clearly 
PASSING PLACE ONLY NO PARKING . This served very well, until the 
sign vanished. Martindale Parish requested a replacement sign and 
were grateful to Highways for replacing the white wall mounted sign . 
There has been no problem since its replacement 


However the ‘ Clearway/ No Waiting on verges’ sign post ,newly erected as part of  thisTRO, is placed out  
from the wall reducing useful passing space .

The sign is also at right angles to the road so sticks out even further beyond the post limiting a van-height 
vehicle even more, the very vehicle that needs a passing space.  

This new Clearway sign should be removed to enable the full extent of this excellent and necessary passing 
bay, on a particularly challenging stretch of the road, to be used to its full benefit 


 5.Constructed Passing Place two  

See note above re Passing Place one ; the same applies ,although this sign is parallel to the road. However 
a greater disadvantage here is the siting of the Clearway post in the very centre of the Passing Place , 
(  again approx 30 cm out from the wall).This substantially restricts the essential centre of this Passing Bay.  
Again there is the same longstanding  good and clear white sign above the wall which must be sufficient as 
there has never been a problem with selfish parking in this bay to my knowledge. The new Clearway sign 
should go, or alternatively be mounted  above the wall .
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2. Road signage beyond the cattlegrid and the Rural Clearway  

 x 9  new Passing Place signs have been erected beyond the remit of the ETRO  ( x 7  on the Hause / x2 on 
the Boredale road ) 

These two signs immediately to the left ,after the cattle grid, on the foot of the ascent of 
the Hause, are new ; and not needed . Being on a  steep corner and a bank, this is not a 
spot that has ever tempted  parking — thus an opportunity now to remove unneeded 
signage .





There has been no problem at all with people attempting to park on these steep bends, 
and they have served as natural passing places  .The ‘Passing Place’ signs added to 
four old blue ‘ No Parking ‘ sign have been an unnecessary expense, and a further visual 
intrusion into the landscape for no need or gain . They could be removed .


    This area has always been used for parking without problem as there is space for cars 
to pull off the road and still leave passing space for 
moving vehicles. Winter has reminded me that this area 
is also used in ice & snow for those living over the 
Hause to park to walk down to, if the Hause is unsafe 
or the forecast is bad . These signs prevent this local 
sensible use





There is too much to read here; the size of the signs on their backing boards seems excessive ; the posts 
seem long and the LH one in the photo is raised higher being situated on a grass bank . 

They are unnecessarily visually intrusive in the landscape .

A very important message for drivers at this point is NO THROUGH ROUTE BEYOND MARTINDALE , to cut 
down on wasted vehicle journeys along this rural road and their environmental impact . Does a visitor know 
what or where ‘ Park Foot ‘ is ? 


Again the  important message here is the No Thro’ 
Route beyond Martindale . This sign might need a 
professional clean or replacing.  The road at this 
point is is wide enough for some vehicles to to turn 
and  and go back.


3.  Pooley Bridge to Martindale boundary, section of the  Rural Clearway  

As this section is in the neighbouring parish, I offer just a few comments :
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• There are three clearway signs almost on top of each other near  Swarthbeck Farm drive end  ; 
rationalisation could reduce this signage clutter 


• The two large lay-by / Passing Places beyond Sharrow Bay Hotel rear entrance ( used also to launch 
boats ) are blocked with signs and need a rethink re their status .


 

• There are still redundant March - October yellow line signs from a previous scheme that need removing to 

reduce clutter.


——————————————————————————————————————————————. 


AND  additionally relating to the whole length of the Experimental Rural Clearway -

• I note the effect of the new Clearway signs after dark along this narrow rural road ; car headlights catch
the signs and draw the driver’s eye to the sign . On a narrow rural road a driver in the dark needs to be on
the look out for most importantly pedestrians, but also wandering sheep, fallen large wall stones , broken
branches and other hazards . If instead their eye is drawn to a bright sign in the dark on the opposite side
of this narrow road in the distance , this distracts from observing the near side kerb, and is a road safety
issue .

•  The steamers altered arrangements during Covid, whereby passengers can’t board at Howtown , may
be affecting the normal pattern of  travel / transport etc

• I understand the only other Rural Clearway in the Lake District is in Wasdale . The signs here are much
less overwhelming and do not include ‘ no waiting on the verge ‘ .

• I am unclear why the signs on the Howtown road are for ‘ No waiting ‘ on the verge but the CCC
Experimental Order written order is for prohibition of ‘ stopping ‘ along the verge . Which is correct ?

• Was any traffic count done prior to implementation of this experimental scheme ?

• Farmers may well need to stop in the course of their work on this rural road , no exemption has been
made for them . This seems a serious oversight when an exemption was made for moored vessels.

• The experimental order has caused an unnecessary loss of amenity to ordinary life - how do you legally
stop to post a letter , read the Noticeboard , clear a leaf blocked drain , have a few words with a passing
neighbour driver / pedestrian , assist an escaped lamb back into a field , read a planning application
notice, look at the view, watch a red squirrel, take a photograph , give directions to the lost etc  All
important parts of rural life, and safely done with absolutely no inconvenience or danger to anyone on the
very many quiet times / days of the year.

I recognise that this letter is relatively lengthy; I hope some of the feedback is useful. The issues are
different at different times of the year, different times of the day, in different weather, and  Covid has most
certainly been a distorting factor in the last 23 months.  Having spent 6 months considering the effects of
this experimental scheme,  I can see no benefit whatsoever from this 24 hour Rural Clearway & No Waiting
on Verges TRO on the Pooley Bridge to Howtown Road  ; I can see only adverse effects and losses .

This, therefore, is a letter of objection to this experimental rural 24 hr Clearway/ No Waiting on Verges being
made permanent . The reasons for my objection are because of the loss of amenity due to the visual
intrusion of the excessive signage on the landscape in a National Park and World Heritage site  ; loss of
amenity of rural life; loss of amenity to visitors ;loss of rural road character ;  danger to pedestrians from
drivers, driving in the dark  being distracted by the glare from the signs ; And proper evidence based
consultation ( perhaps due to Covid restrictions ) did not / was not able to take place prior to the decision to
implement it . The scheme as a solution is out of proportion to the problem .

Thank you, however, for your interest and endeavours to solve the challenges of this rural road .
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Howtown Road 24 Hour Rural Clearway Ref: KB/4.4.1060/15.001712 

The Experimental Traffic Regulation Order Guidance provided by Cumbria County Council, states that 
immediate changes can be made to experimental orders in the light of feedback or objections 
received. As a permanent resident of Howtown, with my driveway (shared with the Outward Bound) 
leading directly to Howtown Bay, I am well-aware of the problems caused in the immediate area by 
inconsiderate parking and would like to place on record the below feedback and my objection to this 
Experimental Traffic Order being made permanent, together with some suggestions for changes.  

1. The Traffic Order appears to have been introduced without a professional, objective, and 
transparent assessment of the nature and extent of the problem or problems caused by 
congestion and inconsiderate parking on the Howtown Road. Without such an assessment, 
there can be no transparent and valid baseline measures against which to monitor or assess 
the Traffic Order’s success or failure.   
 

2. The Traffic Order was introduced without meaningful local consultation. Incorrectly dated 
consultation letters were sent to a limited number of residents and, due to covid 
restrictions, by the time a local parish meeting was arranged to consider the proposed order 
(attended by Neil Hughes as local Councillor), a decision had already been taken for the 
scheme to be implemented. At that meeting, concerns were raised about both the order and 
the consultation process. It appears that the views of a few have taken precedent, and there 
is no evidence that these views represent those of either the majority or a cross-section of 
residents. Before the current draconian, ineffective and environmentally-unfriendly 
measures are made permanent, local views need to be fairly sought and alternative 
measures considered. 
 

3. The Traffic Order is disproportionate to the problem. It covers a 4 mile stretch of road on 
which problems relate to occasional inconsiderate parking (notably in Howtown Bay), and  
the unrealistic expectations of some drivers that the road is either suitable for large vehicles 
or should be freely passable at all times - despite being a narrow country road.  
 

4. The number, positioning and height of the signs associated with the Traffic Order has 
created a 24 hour a day eyesore in an area of outstanding beauty. 
 

5. Despite written assurances from Laura McClellan (Traffic management Team Leader) that 
‘anyone found contravening the restriction will receive a penalty charge notice’, public and 
local perception of the reality of anyone actually being ‘found’ make the Traffic Order largely 
ineffective. Below is an image of typical weekend parking in the bay (image dated 15.01 22) 
with no enforcement evident.  
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Suggestions for changes to the Experimental Traffic Order  

1. Carry out an objective assessment of the nature and extent of the problem caused by 
volume of traffic, unsuitable vehicles and inconsiderate parking on the Howtown Road. 
 

2.  Establish and communicate the methods that will be used to monitor and assess the effects 
of the Experimental Traffic Order. 
 

3. Carry out a meaningful consultation of all residents along the Howtown Road, not just those 
in immediate proximity to Howtown Bay or individuals who have been in direct contact with 
the Traffic Management Team. 
 

4. Consider alternatives to a ‘blanket’ no waiting or stopping order along a 4 mile stretch of 
road and allow for limited parking in limited areas. 
 

5. Restrict the measures to the section of the Howtown Road where problems actually (rather 
than anecdotally) occur – thereby also reducing the extent of the signage along the road. 
 

6. Reduce the number of signs to a minimum and their height to make them less dominant – 
and re-position the one in the passing area/lay by close to Howtown which currently 
interferes with access to this pull-in. 
 

7. Enforce the restrictions in Howtown Bay so that word spreads that they are enforced 
(especially on social media) and they may then be effective. 
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THE COUNTY COUNCIL OF CUMBRIA (C3042 POOLEY BRIDGE) (KNOWN 
LOCALLY AS HOWTOWN ROAD) (MAIN CARRIAGEWAY CLEARWAY AND 

PROHIBITION OF STOPPING ON VERGE) EXPERIMENTAL ORDER 2021 
 

1. The Cumbria County Council hereby give notice that on 3 August 2021 it 
made the above Order under Sections 9 and 10 of the Road Traffic Regulation 
Act 1984. 

 
2. The Experimental Order will come into operation on Monday 16 August 2021 

and its effect will be to: -  
 
(i) prohibit any vehicle from stopping along the main carriageway, 

including the passing area of the main carriageway of the C3042 
Pooley Bridge, known locally as Howtown Road, from its junction with 
the U3159 (Pooley Bridge Crossroads), extending in a south westerly 
direction to the cattle grid at the bottom of Martindale Hause, a total 
distance of approximately 6.12km/4 miles; and 
 

(ii) prohibit any vehicle from stopping along the verge of the C3042 Pooley 
Bridge, known locally as Howtown Road, from its junction with the 
U3159 (Pooley Bridge Crossroads), extending in a south westerly 
direction to the cattle grid at the bottom of Martindale Hause, a total 
distance of approximately 6.12km/4miles. 

 
NB: Please refer to the documents on the web-site for details of the 
exemptions. 

 
3. The Order will continue in force for a maximum of 18 months. 

 
4. Full details of the Experimental Order, together with a plan showing the length 

of road concerned and a statement of the Council's reasons for making the 
Order, may be inspected at The Ullswater Steamers Shop and Information 
Centre, The Square, Pooley Bridge, CA10 2NW ;  
and may be viewed on the Council’s website using the following link: 
https://www.cumbria.gov.uk/roads-transport/highways-
pavements/highways/notices.asp, and may otherwise be obtained by emailing 
kim.baxter@cumbria.gov.uk 

 
5. If you wish to question the validity of the Order or of any provision contained in 

it on the grounds that it is not within the powers conferred by the Road Traffic 
Regulation Act 1984 or on the grounds that any requirement of that Act or any 
instrument made there under has not been complied with in relation to the 
Order, you may within six weeks of 3 August 2021 apply to the High Court for 
this purpose. 

 
6. The County Council will consider in due course whether the provisions of the 

Order should be continued in force indefinitely.  Within six months from 16 
August 2021, any person may object to the making of an Order for the 
purpose of such indefinite continuation.  Any such objection should be made in 
writing stating the ground upon which it is made and sent to the Chief Legal 
Officer, Cumbria County Council, Cumbria House, 117 Botchergate, Carlisle, 
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CA1 1RD, or by emailing kim.baxter@cumbria.gov.uk, and quoting reference 
KB/4.4.1060/15.001712 
 
Chief Legal Officer, Cumbria County Council, Cumbria House, 117 
Botchergate, Carlisle, CA1 1RD                            
 
Dated 7 August 2021 
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Experimental Traffic Regulation Order - 24hr Rural Clearway and supported no 
verge parking, Howtown Road, Pooley Bridge 

Statement of Reasons 

 
 
Cumbria County Council considers that it is expedient to make the above Experimental Order 
for the following reasons set out in Section 1(1) of the Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984: -  

 
(a) for avoiding danger to persons or other traffic using the roads or any 

other roads or for preventing the likelihood of any such danger arising, 
or 
 

(c) for facilitating the passage on the roads or any other roads of any class 
of traffic (including pedestrians), or 

 
(f) for preserving or improving the amenities of the area through which the 

roads run. 
 

The Howtown Road is a narrow section of carriageway which is the access road to a number 
of camping/caravan sites which see large vehicles arriving.  At times due to inconsiderate 
parking visitors to the sites have experienced difficulties accessing them.  There are also 
concerns that emergency vehicles do not have clear widths to access the full extent of the 
road. 
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