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05/11/2020 Email Cllr PP TRO Inf Consulatation Response 1

Thank you _.   All fine by me.
16/11/2020 Email Resident PP TRO Consultation Reponse 2

Dear _

 

Thank you for your informal consultation regarding the above scheme. It does seem a sensible suggestion and one which will offer 

significantly more benefit than disadvantage. There is an abundance of space on that stretch of pavement with further space available 

between the council building and the perimeter wall which many pedestrians with prams and pushchairs already use.

 

I wonder if I can take this opportunity to canvass your opinion on the following two points:

 

1/ The introduction of 20mph zones eg onto Portland Place. As a pedestrian, cyclist, car driver and resident I have been surprised at just how 

inconsiderate drivers can be on Portland Place. Whilst the majority are of course civil and considerate, too many regard 30mph as a ‘target’ 

speed which they must hit. I have received abuse for suggesting to one driver that he might slow down a little as I parked my car; my wife was 

abused by another whilst on her bicycle and her car wing mirrors have been wrecked on three separate occasions.  The one thing your 

otherwise excellent scheme may inadvertently do is give the boy racers and white vans an even longer launchpad from Stricklandgate to hit 

40 or even 45 MPH along a ridiculously inappropriate racing track. 

 

I feel limiting speed will not affect flow significantly because vehicles have to stop at a roundabout at the end of Portland Place anyway. 

Speeding up and then braking heavily is not good for the MPG nor for the environment. As well as benefitting the former parameters, a 

20mph limit is likely to introduce more consideration and better general conditions for residents and road users alike.

 

2/ Provision of on road / or car park Electric Vehicle charging facilities for residents. Whilst minded that the environment is one of the top 

priorities in our economy I feel that many are discouraged from purchasing EV or Hybrid EV because of the paucity of local charging facilities. 

Clearly it is not really practicable to string long extension cables out of the house across pavements. Could the council car park be provided 

with some charging points for use by residents? Also the private off road parking bays adjacent to the Masonic Hall are close enough to a 

Lamp post to offer a suitable position for a charging point.

 

I appreciate you may not be the appropriate point of contact for my two enquiries but your letter ‘beat me to it’ before I made enquiries. 

Please could you ensure my request gets to the appropriate department / person or by way of return perhaps you could tell me who I should 

approach.

 

Best wishes

Dear _,

Thank you for your response. With regards to your first point on in introduction 

of a 20mph zone; we will consider this as a speeding complaint and pass 

directly to Cumbria Police through the ‘CRASH’ Group for investigation. Any 

action we would then take would be dependent on the outcome of that 

investigation.

On your second point regarding charging zones for electric vehicles, we suggest 

contacting Eden District Council directly in the first instance as they maintain 

the car park mentioned.

Kind regards,

_

24/11/2020 Email Town 

Council

Hi _, I’ve been passed your informal consultation regarding Portland Place, Penrith.  Unfortunately there is no delegated powers to officers at 

Town or Parish Level in order to respond formally to you therefore I need to take it to a meeting.  The next meeting able to consider this is on 

the Monday after the closing date ie the afternoon of 7th December and I’d like to ask that you accept a response by email from us 

immediately after the meeting on that date. I should be able to get something to you by 3pm at the latest.  In principle I’m sure our members 

will agree but as you know anything can happen.

Please let me know as a matter of urgency if this is acceptable. 

Kind Regards

_

DEPUTY TOWN CLERK PENRITH TOWN COUNCIL

Thanks _,

That is acceptable. If there is any further information you require then please 

let me know.

Kind regards

_

Penrith Traffic Improvements - Portland Place TRO Consultation
Informal Consultation



08/12/2020 Email Town 

Council

Hi _, sorry not to get back to you yesterday but our meeting was inordinately long.  Members considered the two information consultations 

on the TROs at Portland Place and Salkeld Road. I will be sending a formal letter however I need approval from the Chair so I will chase him 

this morning to get it back to you.

 

In essence, Members supported the proposals for Portland Place as the removal of approximately two parking places will make that turn off 

Stricklandgate much easier.

 

In relation to the suggestions for Salkeld Road although they welcomed the improved safety measures they did express concerns about the 

extra congestion this would cause for traffic coming out of Inglewood Road and turning right to meet the A6 which may be an unintentional 

consequence.  They are particularly concerned as planning permission has recently been granted for an additional 60+ houses on Inglewood 

Road which will, of course, create more vehicle movements.  Inglewood Road has been a concern for some time and has been reported both 

to the Police and to Highways.  This is due to speeding traffic causing problems for residents and for the two livery yards/competition yards at 

either end of this road who have witnessed a number of near misses.  There is also a biomass plant up there so the road is used by large 

agricultural vehicles although no one would wish to see this road widened to accommodate extra traffic.

 

As soon as I have received the response back from the Chair, I will send it to you.

 

Kind Regards

_

DEPUTY TOWN CLERK PENRITH TOWN COUNCIL
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26/11/20 Email Resident IR TRO Inf Consultation Response 1

Thank you for your letter of the proposed improvements to the Scotland road/Salkeld road/ Inglewood road junction

I think it's a great idea and should of been done a long time ago. 

No further action

26/11/20 Email Resident IR TRO Inf Consultation Response 2 

Hello _

I wonder if you could assist me.  My father who is 92 lives on_, Penrith and he has told me that he has received some information about 

changes to the junction above.  Unfortunately he has not been able to get a copy of the information to me for me to discuss it with him, so I 

wondered if you could email me the plan of the proposals if possible.  With Covid and the fact I live in North Yorkshire means we are keeping 

our distance.

I have recently retired from North Yorkshire County Council and I had some involvement in the highways there so when things like this crop 

up my father expects me to have a view and advise him accordingly, but at this point I am not sure I do.

I assume the work is being partially funded from 106 developer contributions or is it part of the government agenda to improve walking and 

cycling facilities?

The key issue I am interested in is wheelchair access from White Ox Way in to town.  My father is still just able to walk but is on the cusp of 

moving to a wheelchair/ scooter and I want to know where he could go and how safely.

It would be great if you could send the plans and give me a steer - feel free to give me a call to discuss

IR TRO Inf Consultation Response 2

David Haughian 26/11/20:

Yes of course. Caroline in my team will forward you a blank copy of the letter 

and plans.

Yes you are correct it is a 106 from a recent housing development. One of the 

aims is to improve pedestrian connectivity and also address some rat running 

issues in the area.

Have a look at the plans Caroline will send you. Any questions, feel free to 

give me a call. 

IR TRO Inf Consultation Response 3

Caroline Patterson 27/11/20:

Good Morning David, 

As requested, please find attached a blank copy of the letter and plans that 

were sent to your father. 

No further action

27/11/20 Email Resident IR TRO Inf Consultation Response 4

Having looked at the plans the improvement is well thought out and I agree much needed as vehicle/ pedestrian conflicts at the junction 

were complicated leaving everyone looking every direction and seconded guessing each other’s intentions.

My only query, to ensure an opportunity is not missed, is to ask whether the width of Salkeld Rd to the east of the works at the proposed 

crossing point has been reduced to the minimum practicable.  To act as a gateway/ constraint and minimise the crossing distance.

I note from the drawing that you have reduced the width, my question is have you gone as far as possible.  Vehicles tend to gain momentum 

down the steep hill so when you set off from the north side any distance seems a long way.  

My last query doesn’t relate to the scheme directly but to the connection between the scheme and estate where my father lives, _.

I would be grateful if you could have look when you are in the area Caroline to see if it’s possible to get from White Ox Way to the junction by 

wheelchair safely and if there are any improvements that could be made.  I realise this may not be within your project remit but I would 

appreciate it if you could pass it on to the local team who manage the network there.

Thank you for your prompt engagement, I will feed back positively to my father.

IR TRO Inf Consultation Response 11

Thank you for your feedback regarding the proposed improvements. I have 

sent the questions to the designers and Local Area Network Manager for 

comment.

Regarding your first query, these will be reviewed when we consider all 

responses/suggestions back from residents and the statutory consultees.

Regarding your second query, I have been advised that Cumbria County 

Council completed works on the 02/12/2020 delivered through the in-house 

highways team to construct a crossing point, with a ramp and build out to 

assist with this very issue.

No further action

Informal Consultation

Penrith Traffic Improvements - Inglewood Road TRO Consultation
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27/11/20 Email Resident IR TRO Inf Consulatation Response 5

Many thanks for the letter and plans of the intended alterations to the junction in Inglewood Road, Penrith.  I am fully in agreement with the 

plans with one minor exception.

I would ask that the raised kerbed on the corner around the Satu building be more angular, rather than rounded as shown on the plans.  In 

my opinion this would make sure that vehicles turning left from the direction of Carlisle into Inglewood Road had to slow right down to take 

the corner.  This would give these drivers a clear view of vehicles and pedestrians exiting Inglewood Road.  At present, due to the short 

distance from the A6 to the Inglewod Road junction, there is no warning of vehicles turning left from the A6 and it is a case of Russian 

Roulette for vehicles and pedestrians crossing Salkeld Road.

I was walking down to that corner this morning, keeping close to the building side when a car came round the corner at speed from the 

direction of Carlisle. It was only a meter from the corner of the building.  Had we been a few yards further along we would have been struck 

by the vehicle.  I appreciate that the raised kerb will prevent this in future but some local drivers who know the junction will continue to take 

the corner at speed. regardless of what is round the corner.  Therefore a more angular corner would necessitate them slowing down.

IR TRO Inf Consultation Response 17

Good Afternoon, 

Thanks you for getting in touch with your feedback. I put your queries to the 

scheme designers and local network team and have been given the following 

response for you:

The junction between Salkeld Road and Inglewood Road has been designed 

with reference to Cumbria County Council Design Guide (for junctions that 

need to accommodate large goods vehicles and it recommends a 10m radius 

or 6m in combination with an overrun area on the corner. We have gone for a 

10m radius in this design) and the Highways England standards (requires a 

corner radius rather than an angular layout). 

The end of Salkeld Road will be realigned so it meets Scotland Road at right 

angles, which combined with the kerbed build out will force vehicles turning 

left off Scotland Road to slow down and taker a wider sweep. Pedestrians will 

be provided with a wide footway behind the raised kerbs so should not come 

into conflict with vehicles at the junction.

I hope this answers your queries, if not please do not hesitate to get back in 

touch. 

Kind Regards

Caroline Patterson

No further action

Resident IR TRO Inf Consultation Response 6

Wholeheartedly agree that changes need to be made at Inglewood Road junction, but a couple of things.

1. We live at _ and like everyone else on _ we have very little parking space, although we are better than some who have zero. Could the 

double yellow lines at the bottom not be made into permit parking for Walker Rise, otherwise guests and some cars are going to have to park 

on either the A6 or Inglewood Road causing traffic issues there.

2. If you are going to block the access off to Inglewood Road why not block it from the North side, still stopping vehicles coming down but 

allowing access to Walker Rise but not having to go around the junctions.

There are only about 12 houses that use Walker Rise for access, the left hand side is mostly accessed from Salkeld Road. Some of the 

residents are in their 80’s and John at number 13 is in his 90’s, still driving and it just concerns me that coming out of town they have to turn 

right twice.

I am a competent class 1 truck driver driven all over the UK and Europe so it doesn’t worry me.

Yours sincerely _

Ps I would be available at any pre arranged time to have a discussion with others on site.

Tel ###############

IR TRO Inf Consultation Response 13

Thank you for making contact with your comments. Please see below for 

feedback:

1.   We would not normally provide designated parking for residents in such a 

small area.  The changes we are proposing do not materially alter the parking 

provision in the area from what is currently in place but we can consider 

reducing the extent of the proposed double yellow lines to allow some 

additional parking in the blocked off length of Inglewood Rd.

2.  The main purpose of closing the southern section of Inglewood Rd is to 

reduce the number of potential turning manoeuvres onto and off Scotland 

Road thus simplifying turning movements at the junction and making the 

junctions safer.  Whilst it’s appreciated that there would only be a small 

number of vehicles using the route to effectively allow the second junction to 

remain open would compromise that objective and possibly increase the risk 

of collision for those drivers from rear end shunts on the A6 as drivers expect 

vehicles to turn right at the Salkeld Rd junction not before it.  We believe that 

what is proposed is the safest option for all road users in the area.

No further action
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Resident IR TRO Inf Consultation Response 7

Thanks for the letter on the proposed junction changes.

With the amount of new homes to be built off Inglewood and Salkeld roads would a roundabout on the A6 not manage the extra volume of 

traffic better.

11/12/2020

Hi Caroline

Thanks for your response.

Regards

IR TRO Inf Consultation Response 24

Good Morning, 

Thank you for getting in touch regarding the Inglewood Road informal 

consultation. I put your queries to the scheme designers and they have 

advised that with regard to the traffic issue raised in the consultation 

response I have checked the current design against the original proposal for 

this junction put forward by Mott MacDonald in the September 2015 Penrith 

Transport Improvements Summary Report. This document considered the 

emerging Eden Local Plan which proposed delivery of 24 Ha of employment 

land and 2,600 new homes across the district which would place increased 

pressure on the highways and transport network in Penrith.

The Penrith traffic model which is used to simulate movement around the 

town has been updated to include the local plan development proposals, but 

despite a predicted intensification of use at this junction it remains within an 

acceptable level of capacity. The proposed design has been adapted from the 

concept layout put forward by Mott MacDonald to formalise traffic 

movements at the junction and provide safety improvements.

Kind Regards

Caroline Patterson

No further action

Resident IR TRO Inf Consultation Response 8

I am writing to you following the letter we have received regarding the proposed TRO amendments.

I live at _ with my husband and daughter and we are very much in favour of these changes; on a daily basis we see cars cross Salkeld Road at 

the Inglewood road junction without even stopping. We also experience cars coming off Salkeld road onto Scotland Road via Inglewood Road 

at a great speed. These changes will be very much welcomed by our family.

Can you confirm if they are going ahead, or would objection from other parties mean that this does not happen? Is there a proposed date for 

these changes in 2021?

IR TRO Inf Consultation Response 12

If there was significant objection from other parties we may need to 

reconsider our plans for the proposed junction amendments but normally this 

would involve making design changes where we can to accommodate 

reasonable requests for change.  It's highly unlikely that we would abandon 

the scheme completely, and given the support we have so far received I think 

it's unlikely that we will make any changes to what is proposed.  

The proposed start date is yet to be planned. We are currently completing an 

informal consultation, following this a report will be produced with the 

feedback we have recieved and any possible amendments following feasibiliy 

studies of suggestions. We will the go in to a formal consultation, once that is 

signed off we would be approved to start. All of that considered we could be 

looking at 6 months from now. 

No further action

28/11/20 Letter Resident IR TRO Inf Consultation Response 9

Thankyou for your letter re improvements to Inglewood Road, Salkeld Road and Scotland Road junction in Penrith. 

Together with my daughter, who lives next door to me, we are pleased to hear about the number of improvements you are going to do as 

neither of us drive and walk out most days, these sound as though we will be safed doing this, especially when the traffic comes round the 

corner from the A6 (North). I have been half way across the road and suddenly a vehicl appeard going too fast, quite frightening, we are also 

very pleased what you are planning to do at the junction with Scotland Road.

No further action
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3/12/20 Email Resident IR TRO Inf Consultation Response 10

Reference your letter dated 23 November re the above. Whilst the proposed alterations will make some difference, I do not feel enough 

consideration has been given to traffic exiting Inglewood onto Salkeld Road who will have to make a right turn across the oncoming traffic 

exiting the A6 from Carlisle onto Salkeld Road. I do not feel the suggestions will slow the traffic sufficiently to take the corner at a slow 

enough speed. Are their any plans to slow the traffic further coming into Penrith past Pennyhill Park. The exit from Inglewood Road is 

concealed and we regularly take our life in our hands pulling out only to find a vehicle appearing at speed round the blind corner. Many of 

the residents on White Ox Way are elderly.  

Also are there any plans for additional street lighting at the pedestrian crossing area at the bottom of Salkeld Road junction. Viability is very 

poor when it is dark/dusk and many people use this path to cross to use the playing field and with the proposed new housing development 

an increase in pedestrians is likely.

FOLLOW UP EMAIL: IR TRO Inf Consultation Response 20

Thank you for your reply.

I omitted to state that when exiting the Inglewood Road junction due to regularly parked vehicles in particular Vans/work vehicles overnight 

and at weekends on the left hand side by the defibrillator at the bottom of Salkeld Road viability is obscured of traffic coming down Salkeld 

Road and you have to put out into the carriageway to see clearly, this obviously is an issue when traffic leave the A6 and turn into Salkeld 

Road at speed so I hope this is also taken into consideration.

I still have concerns over lighting for pedestrians. I crossed the junction earlier in the week at around 5pm it was extremely dark and as I was 

stood on one side of the road my husband was on the other and I was struggling to see him. Bearing in mind viability of drivers is much less I 

do consider street lighting to be extremely important addition at this pedestrian crossing point, especially in view of the recently approved 

new housing scheme further up Inglewood Road which is likely to increase the number of pedestrians as they return from work.

FOLLOW UP EMAIL

Thank you for the update Caroline. 

IR TRO Inf Consultation Response 16

Good Morning, 

Thank you for getting in touch regarding the Inglewood Road informal 

consultation. I put your queries to the scheme designers and they have 

advised that the revised alignment of the junction between Salkeld Road and 

the A6 and the introduction of radius kerbs will make vehicles turning left off 

the A6 slow down and to take a wider sweep. The distance between Scotland 

Road and Inglewood Road remains the same as existing and it will not be 

possible to increase it within the existing highway boundary. However, the 

realigned junction will give increased time for the left turning vehicles from 

the A6 to be seen by vehicles turning out of Inglewood Road onto Salkeld 

Road.

There are no plans in the current scheme to provide traffic slowing measures 

on the A6 past Pennyhill Park or improve the road lighting at the Inglewood 

Road / Salkeld Road junction.

I hope this answers your queries, if not please do not hesitate to get in touch 

with either myself or David Haughian. 

IR TRO Inf Consultation Response 27

Good Morning _, 

Regarding your concerns on the lighting at the bottom of Inglewood Road, I 

have just requested the mandatory safety audits to be carried out. I have 

specifically mentioned the lighting, and requested that they review this whilst 

on site, moving the site visit to later in the afternoon to fully assess the 

lighting. 

Specified requirement 

to include lighting as 

part of the safety 

audit

3/12/20 Email Resident IR TRO Inf Consultation Response 14

I am writing to place my objection of the proposed amendments to the junction at the bottom of Inglewood Road/Salkeld Road. 

The only dangerous bit is the rate the traffic comes around the corner from the A6.  That bit of the amendment is great but the rest wont 

work.  Please bear in mind that Atkinsons and Dudsons have in place building consent for 79 and 20 houses.  What happens when these 

people want to go to work or take the children to school, the proposed junction will not cope with the amount of traffic.  The junction is 

going to be too "busy" with Raisland Croft, Monks Close and three lanes (middle one for turning etc).

Personally l think that any objections raised will be brushed under the carpet (or table) as a pavement was put in from White Ox Way to near 

the bottom of Inglewood prior to Atikinsons getting planning permission.  Everything was done and dusted from the beginning.  By law you 

have to notify the public but the decision has already had the stamp of approval.

I would appreciate your comments on the above as would a lot of residents in the area.

IR TRO Inf Consultation Response 21

Good Morning, 

Thank you for your feedback regarding the proposed improvements. I have 

sent the questions to the designers and Local Area Network Manager for 

comment.

We acknowledge that it is possible that our proposals will reduce capacity 

from what is there at present, however taking in to account the potential 

traffic increase due to the development we believe that this junction will not 

be over capacity.

Kind Regards

Caroline Patterson
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4/12/20 Email Resident IR TRO Inf Consultation Response 15

Dear Sir,

I am writing to give my views on the proposed bollards to the south end of Salkeld Road, thus forming a cul de sac close to the entrance of 

Walker Rise. I live at _ and in 16 years of living here, I have seen many accidents due the snow as vehicle's attempt to drive up and down the 

road, on what becomes an ice skating rink. It is only the area that diverts off Salkeld Road, where the planned bollards would be in situ, that 

prevents cars from hitting the traffic at the bottom of Salkeld Rd on the junction that joins Scotland road. Making the left turn at the bottom 

of Salkeld Road, as shown on the planning map, would not only affect winter safety conditions but also affect the smooth flow of traffic at 

busy times. The proposed area for the new exit layout is currently used for right turns to opt for the A6 to Carlisle, closing the left turn where 

the bollards are planned would mean the traffic would be slower thus causing build up of traffic queues in a residential area on a hill,  one 

road would then be used to enter and exit Salkeld road rather than the two we now have in place. I do not believe the road layout that is 

planned works for the best interests of the Residents, local traffic or the Refuse Wagon. Unless a person has witnessed the traffic in snow 

here on Salkeld Road, one cannot visualise how dangerous it becomes. So my concerns are the flow of traffic causing congestion and the 

safety aspect during winter. I hope these points will be considered.

IR TRO Inf Consultation Response 19

Good Afternoon, 

Thank you for getting in touch regarding the Inglewood Road informal 

consultation. I put your queries to the scheme designers and they have 

advised that with regard to the traffic issue raised in the consultation 

response I have checked the current design against the original proposal for 

this junction put forward by Mott MacDonald in the September 2015 Penrith 

Transport Improvements Summary Report. This document considered the 

emerging Eden Local Plan which proposed delivery of 24 Ha of employment 

land and 2,600 new homes across the district which would place increased 

pressure on the highways and transport network in Penrith.

The Penrith traffic model which is used to simulate movement around the 

town has been updated to include the local plan development proposals, but 

despite a predicted intensification of use at this junction it remains within an 

acceptable level of capacity. The proposed design has been adapted from the 

concept layout put forward by Mott MacDonald to formalise traffic 

movements at the junction and provide safety improvements.

We do not think that the proposed layout will create any additional hazards in 

winter conditions. Ice and snow on these hilly roads will be hazardous 

regardless of the junction layout so maintaining safety in these conditions is 

more dependent on snow clearance and gritting.

Please let us know if you would need any further information.

Caroline Patterson
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9/12/20 Email Penrith Town CouncilIR TRO Inf Consultation Response 18

Dear Mr Haughian

Proposed traffic Regulation Order Amendments

Thank you for giving Penrith Town Council the opportunity to comment during the informal consultation on the proposed Traffic Regulation 

Order amendments at Portland Place and Inglewood Road, Penrith.

Councillors considered the information at the meeting of the Planning Committee on Monday 7th December and would like to provide the 

following comments.

Portland Place

Penrith Town Council agrees with the proposal to improve the flow of traffic on Portland Place by widening the carriageway between the 

junction with Stricklandgate and the entrance to EDC’s car park and reducing the length of the existing parking bays by the Masonic Hall. Tree 

lined streets are a feature of this area of town and Penrith New Streets which is a conservation area so if it is proposed to remove any trees in 

this area of work, Penrith Town Council would welcome planting new trees in the spaces further up to mitigate their loss.

Inglewood Road

Penrith Town Council supports and welcomes considerations of improved safety measures at Salkeld Road. However, we do have concerns 

that an unintentional consequence of the proposal is additional traffic congestion, and the new hazards this may create, especially with 

traffic turning right towards the A6 out of Inglewood Road and an increase in the volume of traffic turning from Salkeld Road directly onto 

the A6. This junction is very close to the turn off the A6 and we know cars come round that corner turning up Salkeld Road at speed.

We had particular concerns as planning permission has recently been granted for an additional 60+ houses on Inglewood Road which will, of 

course, cause more vehicle movements and more land up there has been allocated for residential development in Eden District Council’s 

Local Plan.

Inglewood Road has been a concern for some time now and, on behalf of residents and the livery/competition yards at each end who have 

witnessed a number of near misses. This road is also used extensively by cyclists and walkers and it should also be noted that this road is used 

by large agricultural vehicles going to and from the biomass plant. Penrith Town Council has raised issues of speeding with both County 

Council Officers and the Police and we understand that it has been considered by the CRASH Team but have yet to receive feedback. Penrith 

Town Council has stated before that it would not wish to see this road widened to accommodate greater volume of traffic, but it is a concern 

that it may become busier should congestion be the consequence of the proposed changes.

Penrith Town Council would be interested whether any other options were considered for Salkeld Road and, if so, why they were rejected. 

We would also be interested in any evidence or modelling to assess the likely impact of heavier usage of this junction and whether it has 

been future proofed to take into account the development given planning permission very recently together with the proposal for further 

development on another 9.65 acres.

We look forward to your response.

Response to checked prior to sending

10/12/20 Email Business IR TRO Inf Consultation Response 22

Please find suggestion for junction improvement. The suggested solution does nothing to improve the Inglewood Road junction.

Too many times vehicles from Carlisle direction whistle round the corner.

Pulling out of Inglewood Road is hazardous to say the least.

Because of parked vans at the bottom of Salkeld Road you have to edge out ,countless times nearly being t boned.

I would be interested in your response.

FOLLOW UP EMAIL - IR TRO Inf Consultation Response 25

Thank you for your reply , 

I am still not convinced regarding traffic exiting the A6,again this week i have encountered a near miss.

We have large vans parked at the bottom of the road obscuring traffic coming down the hill, you therefore have to edge out to make sure the 

road is clear.

There is currently a lot of traffic coming from Carlisle , tradesmen working on the building site at the far end of Beacon Edge who don't seem 

to recognise the complexity of the junction .

As stated  another near miss this week ,the other point i would like to mention is the lighting or lack of ,at the bottom of Inglewood Road.

IR TRO Inf Consultation Response 23

Good Morning,

Thank you for your feedback regarding the proposed improvements. I have 

sent the questions to the designers and Local Area Network Manager for 

comment.

Due to the configuration of the new junction, vehicles will be turning from 

Scotland Road, on to Scotland road at a reduced speed. This will give the 

driver moving out of Inglewood Road a longer reaction time as there will be 

increased visibility.

Kind Regards

Caroline Patterson

IR TRO Inf Consultation Response 26

Good Morning _, 

Regarding your concerns on the lighting at the bottom of Inglewood Road, I 

have just requested the mandatory safety audits to be carried out. I have 

specifically mentioned the lighting, and requested that they review this whilst 

on site, moving the site visit to later in the afternoon to fully assess the 

lighting. 

Kind Regards

Caroline Patterson

Will review movement 

of the give way lines 

on the bottom of 

Inglewood Road

Specified requirement 

to include lighting as 

part of the safety 

audit
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15/12/20 Email Resident IR TRO Inf Consultation Response 28

Dear Mr Haughian 

I am writing in response to the informal consultation of Inglewood Road TRO junction in Penrith.

As a resident of _ I would like to express my suggestions as well as concerns regarding the above. 

We all agree on the matter of road safety in that area however I would like this to be backed by the data regarding traffic collisions from that 

junction from the past 10 years if possible( type of collision/pedestrians involved etc). Would that really reflect the need of the proposed 

safety measures mapped in enclosed diagrams?I would also like to request any data from traffic surveys(  in the mornings(7-9am/evenings(3-

5pm)rush hours...which also leads to my next question.... Has any traffic/congestion models been done on the worst and best case scenarios 

after that approved Inglewood Housing Estate will be build in addition to the one which already started on Scotland Road/Raislandcroft Farm 

in Penrith... How many houses/cars/parking spaces? We all know that new estates will generate traffic/congestion and safety of the area 

should be looked not only into smaller detail but as a bigger picture thinking of maybe roundabout (Salkeld/Scotland/Inglewood Road) and 

pelican /pedestrian crossings...where is the nearest pedestrian crossing?... Next to Townhead Chippy...not even one in the area of the Fairhill 

Playground. 

Building site traffic followed by new residents(cars& pedestrians) coming onto Salkeld Road (from Inglewood Estate via that road %) plus 

Beacon Edge traffic joined by traffic from Lazonby(via Salkeld Road) .... I do feel  "a bottle neck" traffic will become a massive issue and how 

residents from Walker Rise will be joining/exiting the traffic on Salkeld Road in the rush hours especially? Most likely relying on the good will 

of the drivers, letting us in/out..then again few meters away Scotland Road imposing the same problems.How could that be properly planned 

and minimised? On the top of that will that exit/joined lane from Walker Rise onto Salkeld Road(marked as L - red ink on Fig 1,please see 

attachments below) will be a single  lane on "a one in one out basis"?

In my point of view, proposed measures are some sort of a rushed, not throughly planned response to approved Inglewood Housing Estate 

and its soo called "improvements". Unless that is only my assumption but I would rather be "disappointed" by transparent data analysis and 

models mentioned previously backing the proposed safety measures. 

The only reasonable solution to "proposed safety improvements"in my opinion would be installing bollards alongside the Salkeld Road(Fig 

2,purple dots representing bollards) and letting residents of Walker Rise joining the traffic straight onto Scotland Road. In addition to that, 

increase of grass area is highly desirable however double yellow line would be a disaster as that space could be used for residents' parking 

permits only  (preventing car sales parking) for Walker Rise and Melbourne Villa(A) and its adjoined property (B) and property (C) - see Fig2. 

I do hope that above concerns and suggestions will be taken into consideration and discussed in depth. 

Thank you for taking your time and reading all of the above. Please provide me with the requested data in due course or at least point me in 

the right direction. 

I am looking forward to hearing from you soon. 
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Good Morning _, 

Thank you for your feedback regarding the proposed improvements. I have 

sent the questions to the designers and Local Area Network Manager for 

comment.

Their feedback is as follows, the Penrith Transport Improvements study 

undertaken by Mott MacDonald was commissioned by Cumbria County 

Council in 2015 to support the emerging Eden Local Plan being finalised at 

that time by Eden District Council. The Local Plan covers the period 

2014–2032 and proposes the delivery of 24.38 ha of employment land and 

3,600 new homes across the district. The majority of this growth is projected 

to take place within Penrith, where 15.2 ha of the employment land and 1,800 

new homes are proposed. This will place increased pressure on the highways 

and transport network in the town. This document considered where these 

impacts will occur and how they could be mitigated, suggesting measures to 

address adverse impacts.

The study considered road incidents between 2010 and 2015 and found that a 

high proportion involved conflicts between vehicles and pedestrians. Three 

such collisions (of slight severity) occurred in the vicinity of the Inglewood 

Road / Salkeld Road / A6 junction.

The Penrith traffic model which is used to simulate movement around the 

town was updated to include the local plan development proposals, but 

despite a predicted intensification of use at this junction it remained within an 

acceptable level of capacity. The proposed junction design has been adapted 

from the concept layout put forward by Mott MacDonald to formalise traffic 

movements at the junction and provide safety improvements. As there are 

differences between the Mott MacDonald layout and the current design the 

traffic model needs to be re-checked to ensure that right turning traffic from 16/12/20 Email CCC SearchesIR TRO Inf Consultation Response 29

Good morning,

Thank you for your email dated 25 November 2020 regarding the above scheme.  Please see the question 3.6 a-l which are shown on the 

Con29 forms.  As there seems to be a lot going on in this area please can you confirm which questions we should be declaring this traffic 

scheme on.

Thank you

3.6.  Traffic Schemes

Has a local authority approved but not yet implemented any of the following for the roads, footways and footpaths (named in Box B) which 

abut the boundaries of the property- 

(a)	permanent stopping up or diversion; 

(b)	waiting or loading restrictions;

(c)	one way driving;

(d)	prohibition of driving;

(e)	pedestrianisation;

(f)	vehicle width or weight restriction;

(g)	traffic calming works including road humps;

(h)	residents parking controls;

(i)	minor road widening or improvement;

(j)	pedestrian crossings;

(k)	cycle tracks; or
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Hi _, 

Could you please clarify what the Con29 forms are, I’ve only been in post 1 

month so unsure what some of the acronyms are (apologies). 

I have sent the query to the designers and they have provided the following 

response, looking at the list of traffic schemes in the attachment, both 

Portland Place and Salkeld Road have (b) waiting or loading restrictions. 

Salkeld Road also includes (d) prohibition of driving and (j) pedestrian 

crossings, albeit uncontrolled. 

Kind Regards

Caroline Patterson
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I am pleased something is going to be done about the crossroads at the bottom of Inglewood Road, it is a miracle there has not been a 

terrible accident. 

Also our road has become very difficult with parking, but since the crossing has been built there, it seems to be a bit better. 

We do have a problem with Fairhill Road, we have asked a number of times over the years for a sign saying "Access only". We are finding 

people coming from the top of Inglewood Road some coming from Carlisle cut through Fairhill Road straight through to Salkeld Road and 

over Beacon Edge to avoid the town. This is a narrow road with cars parked all the way along, but more worrying is the speed they come 

along and there are children and quite a lot of older people live on the road. 

No further action
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We have received notification of the Inglewood Road proposed traffic regulation order amendments. 

Our concern is the problem we will encounter turning right out of Inglewood Road onto Salkeld Road. 

The greater volume of traffic comes down Salkeld Road so the vehicles turning right out of Inglewood Road will be restricted. It will only take 

two or three vehicles or one lorry from Salkeld Road waiting to join the A6 to hinder exit from Inglewood Road. 

Futher large housing developments have been approved along Inglewood Road so the problem will get worse.

A roundabout at the crossroads would surely keep the traffic flowing better. Has this been considered? 

The junction between Salkeld Road and the A6 was modelled by Mott 

MacDonald in 2015 to take account of all the proposed development sites in 

the Eden Local Plan was found to be within an acceptable level of capacity. A 

roundabout was therefore not considered necessary and the forecast queue 

lengths at the A6 junction are therefore not expected to interfere with the 

Salkeld Road / Inglewood Road junction. However, there are differences 

between the proposed layout upon which the current consultation is based 

and the layout proposed by Mott MacDonald. Their modelling assumptions 

will need to be checked and the junction re-modelled if necessary. If queueing 

traffic turning right out of Salkeld Road is found to be blocking left turning 

traffic and peak time queues reach an unacceptable length then a right turn 

stacking lane might need to be provided.


