
 

 

SOUTH LAKELAND HIGHWAYS AND TRANSPORTATION WORKING GROUP 
 
 

Minutes of a Meeting of the South Lakeland Highways and Transportation Working 
Group held on Wednesday, 1 September 2021 at 10.00 am. This was a virtual 
meeting. 
 

PRESENT: 
 

Mr SB Collins (Chairman) 
 

Mr J Bland 
Mr N Cotton 
Mrs BC Gray 
Mr WJ Wearing 
 

Mr M Wilson 
Mr GD Cook 
Mrs S Evans 
Mr P Thornton 
 

 
Also in Attendance:- 
 
Mr P Hosking - Local Area Network Manager South Lakes 
Mrs H Karaaslan - Traffic Management Team Leader - South Lakeland 
Mr M Barry - Programme Lead - Infrastructure Planning 
Mr S Giles - Flood and Development Management Officer 
Ms D McGough - Community Rail Manager 
Mr C Parkes - Flood and Development Management Officer 
 
 
 
68 APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE 
 
Apologies were received from Mr J Brook and Mr A Jarvis. 
 
69 MINUTES 
 
Correction: 
 
Page 6, Minute 59, 3rd last paragraph. Change to read ‘The Leader of SLDC was 
informed who the lead officers were at SLDC and Cumbria County Council that were 
working on the Ulverston LCWIP’. 
 
RESOLVED that, subject to the correction above, the minutes of the meeting held 

on 16 June 2021 were agreed as a true record. 
 
Mr Wilson advised that since publication of the Agenda, a meeting had taken place 
on rail transportation. Plans had been slightly changed and enhanced.  
 
70 TRAFFIC REGULATION ORDERS 
 
a North Lonsdale Road, Ulverston Traffic Regulation Order 2021 
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A briefing note was considered from the Team Leader Traffic Management – South 
regarding North Lonsdale Road, Ulverston Traffic Regulation Order (TRO) 2021. 
The briefing note updated members of the progress made to date.  
 
The Team Leader Traffic Management – South made her presentation which 
included the reasons for the request of the TRO and how it was supported by the 
Local Member. Information pertaining to the Consultation, the advertisement date 
and the site notices was reported. The responses which had been received were 
reported. 
 
Local Member, Mr Wilson welcomed the progress made to date. He explained how 
the parking on the corner of North Lonsdale Road hampered the access and egress 
of large HGVs, commenting that there were few passing places on the road. He 
asked if there were plans to review the positioning of a North West electric 
transformer on the corner of a nearby road as it was causing a nuisance. He 
questioned if there would be any restrictions on the road near the playground. He 
welcomed the proposals at North Lonsdale Road and looked forward to the 
outcome.  
 
A member who was familiar with the location queried where cars would park once 
the restrictions were in place and asked why such large vehicles were using the 
road. He thought that local people would complain once the yellow lines were 
introduced. Mr Wilson explained how parked cars were impeding HGVs’ left turns 
onto North Lonsdale Road and highlighted that there was minimal residential 
parking at the location. He highlighted that people using a local shop and the park 
may park on the road in question however, there was a local car park. 
 
The Team Leader Traffic Management – South advised that responses would be 
given full consideration when all had been received. 
 
The Chair confirmed that this matter would be dtermined by the Local Committee at 
its meeting on 5 October 2021. 
 
RESOLVED that, the briefing note be noted. 
 
b Windermere Traffic Regulation Order>< 
 
A report was considered from the Executive Director – Economy and Infrastructure 
regarding a Windermere Traffic Regulation Order (TRO). The report advised the 
Highways and Transportation Working Group of the responses to the statutory 
consultation and advertising of  The County of Cumbria (Various Roads, South 
Lakeland Area)(Consolidation of traffic regulations) (Order 2002) (Various Roads, 
Windermere) Variation Order 20><. 

The Traffic Management Team Leader – South presented the report and explained 
the reasons for the TRO and noted that local member Mr Berry had received a 
number of complaints about parking in the area. Members were informed about the 
dates pertaining to the consultation and how and where the proposal had been 
advertised. A synopsis of the responses to the consultation was presented. 
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A member asked whether the signs to be erected encouraging people not to park 
would be legally enforceable. In stating that they would not, the Traffic Management 
Team Leader – South explained that the signs would be erected to deter people 
from parking, adding that there were other places to park and that would be 
monitored. Members were informed that residents all had off street parking and 
there had been issues with refuse vehicles accessing the estate due to the parking 
issues. 
 
After being asked by a member if Church users parked in the area, the Traffic 
Management Team Leader – South explained that the church had been consulted 
and that it was mainly people who worked in Windermere parking in the area. She 
added there would be a high turnover of vehicles once the restrictions were 
introduced as parking would be timed. 
 
RESOLVED that, the Working Group recommends that South Lakeland Local 

Committee approves the bringing into operation of The County of 
Cumbria (Various Roads, South Lakeland Area)(Consolidation of 
Traffic Regulations) (Order 2002) (Various Roads, Windermere) 
Variation Order 20>< (“the Order”) in its entirety, having taken into 
account the objections and representations which were received, and 
having also taken into consideration the matters contained in Section 
122(2) of the Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984 which are more 
specifically referred to at paragraph 7.2 of the Report. 

 
c County Hall Car Park - Introduction of Electric Charging Facilities and 

Annual Permit Charge 
 
A report was considered from the Executive Director – Economy and Infrastructure 
regarding the County Hall Car Park - Introduction of Electric Charging Facilities and 
Annual Permit Charge. The report updated members on plans to amend The County 
of Cumbria (County Hall, Kendal) (Off-Street Parking Places) Order 2020 to provide 
for the install electric charge points in Area 4, and the introduction of an annual 
permit charge for all car park users. Members were asked to recommend that South 
Lakeland Local Committee agree to proceed to statutory consultation and 
advertisement of the amendments to the Order and subject to no objections, 
authorise the bringing into force of the Order. 

The Traffic Management Team Leader talked members through the County 
Council’s decision in 2019 to become a carbon neutral county and the subsequent 
installation of EVCPs at five Council-owned sites in locations across the County. 
Members were informed of the costs to the County Council and users relating to 
electric vehicle charging. The history behind the car park opening was provided and 
the reason for the Order was reported to be to ensure that the public did not park in 
the 6 vehicle charging spaces in Area 4 (as identified on Appendix 1 to the report). 
Members were also asked to consider the introduction of a £350 annual permit 
charge to park in County Hall car park. 
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A member considered that a £350 per annum charge was a reasonable cost to the 
public as it would be approximately £1 per day but asked if there were alternative 
arrangements in place for staff as it was unlikely that they would park there every 
day so the cost per day would be higher for them. The Traffic Management Team 
Leader did not have this information as she was presenting the report on behalf of 
another officer. The member stated that he hoped that the Council was reviewing 
the permit scheme for staff as currently, they did not pay to park at County Hall. He 
asked for a £250 per annum charge for staff and that payment to park for both the 
public and staff could be made on a monthly basis as most people were paid 
monthly. 
 
Another member stressed the importance of a fair parking deal for staff working at 
County Hall. He stated that if the cost was too high, it would displace staff vehicles 
on to surrounding streets which would cause problems for local residents and 
businesses. He considered a £350 permit to be acceptable for the public but 
requested further clarification on the staff permit cost. He wanted the cost to be fair 
to staff working full time at County Hall. He thought £1 per day for staff to be 
acceptable and £350 per annum was too expensive. 
 
After referring to the COVID pandemic and subsequent changes to staff working 
arrangements, a member questioned how many staff would return to work in County 
Hall. He asked if it was an appropriate time to suggest staff car sharing schemes 
and to encourage staff to use other modes of transport to get to work other than 
their own vehicles. He thought the scheme was complicated and could displace 
vehicles onto surrounding roads. 
 
Following a request from a member for clarification on the South Lakeland District 
Council contract parking permits offered by SLDC for parking in Kendal, the Traffic 
Management Team Leader advised that this would not be offered by the County 
Council and had been included in the report to give an idea of what other car park 
permits in Kendal cost. 
 
The Local Area Network Manager, South Lakes gave a synopsis of the points raised 
so far by members, that there was support for a £350 per annum charge for the 
public but this was too expensive for staff and that further consideration was to be 
given to the cost of staff permits. 
 
One member stated that it should be a £250 cost for both the public and staff as 
£350 cost to park could stop people travelling into Kendal. He thought that parking 
revenue would have reduced in Kendal as less people were travelling into the town. 
He highlighted that staff were working at home and doubted that the arrangements 
of working full time in an office would return post COVID pandemic. He thought that 
there needed to be a realisation that there would be fewer people working at County 
Hall in future and that more people would take up the parking permit offer if it was 
£250. He explained that the County Hall car park was not in the centre of the town 
so vehicle users would use car parks nearer the centre of town. 
 
The Chair thought that £350 was overpriced. He stated that for the first year the 
County Council should undercharge for the permit to attract the maximum number of 
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permit holders then, if there was a lot of demand then the cost could be increased. 
This would be preferable to an overpriced permit which would lead to an empty car 
park. He recommended an annual permit cost of £240 as it was £20 per month and 
this should apply on the weekend also. A Direct Debit should be offered to make it 
easy to pay. He considered it important to generate as much income as possible 
and reduce the congestion in the town centre. The County Hall car park was outside 
of the town centre but people should be encouraged to park there instead of the 
multi storey car park in the town centre. He commented on the parking 
arrangements at the multi storey car park and its competitive prices. He wanted a 
£240 permit charge and asked that the report author consider this, taking into 
consideration the market conditions at this time rather than those before the COVID 
pandemic. 
 
The Cabinet Member for Finance (who was present at the meeting as he was a 
South Lakeland member) disagreed with the £240 figure explaining that the £350 
cost would have been researched by officers and would not have been an arbitrary 
figure. He explained that as local member, he did not want displacement of vehicles 
from the car park onto surrounding roads. He explained that public car parking was 
£6 per day and if the car park was used by permit holders only, the car park would 
not be full. He did not think that there would be much of a difference between a 
£240 and £350 charge and reminded members that tourists would be pay to park at 
County Hall. He acknowledged that there would not be as many staff parking at 
County Hall compared to pre pandemic numbers. He considered that £240 would 
tempt staff to obtain a permit as they would then be able to park in a location familiar 
to them but reiterated that the £350 for the public should not be changed. 
 
The Chair raised that the County Council would be competing with other car parks 
and South Lakeland District Council’s (SLDC) car parking permit arrangements 
where a permit holder could park in most car parks in the district. 
 
A member stated this was the reason why SLDC’s permits were more expensive 
than that proposed by the County Council. Speaking from a finance point of view, he 
considered that charging £240 would encourage staff to apply for a parking permit 
and that £350 for a permit was best for the public. 
 
In response, a member claimed that charging £350 would result in an empty car 
park but at £240 it would be full. It was highlighted by the previous member that if 
there was a car park used solely by permit holders, it would lose money. He stated 
that if staff were charged the commercial rate, they would feel aggrieved. 
 
Another member asked if members present in the meeting had visited Kendal to see 
how many people were parking in the town. He did not think that the car park would 
be filled and the permit cost should be pitched at an acceptable rate. Figures on car 
park occupancy rates were requested by a member. 
 
The Chair stated that following the discussion, the main points which had emerged 
from members were that the charge to staff should be £240 per annum for a parking 
permit and should be made by Direct Debit. Officers were asked to revisit the permit 
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price in light of the current circumstances following the COVID pandemic. Central 
Kendal car park occupancy figures were requested also. 
 
The Working Group’s recommendation to Local Committee on 5 October 2021 was 
given consideration. Due to the issues raised regarding the parking permit charges it 
was considered that the recommendation should be focussed on the introduction of 
electric charging points only with the price of permits being removed from the 
recommendation and that this be considered when further work had been 
undertaken by officers after taking into consideration the points made by members 
and the information requested had been considered. The Chair advised that should 
all the information be received then a full report including the parking permit charges 
should be considered at the next South Lakeland Local Committee meeting on 5 
October 2021. 
 
The Traffic Management Team Leader explained to members that the vehicle 
charging points should be in operation as soon as possible. The Local Area Network 
Manager, South Lakes explained the current parking permit arrangements for staff 
at County Hall and that this would be withdrawn on 15 November 2021. A member 
stated that the parking permit costs should be resolved before this date. 
 
The Chair of the Highways and Transportation Working Group invited the Chair of 
South Lakeland Local Committee to give a steer on the way forward for the 
determination of the decisions contained within the report before members. Mr 
Cotton noted that there was no dissent regarding the introduction of electric 
charging points, but considered that there was a paucity of information on permit 
charges and requested the officer rationale for charging £350 per annum. The 
Programme Manager, Highways and Transport Capital Programme informed 
members that there were 168 spaces at County Hall that staff with permits could 
park in. A member asked when the COVID testing station which covered part of the 
car park would be removed. The Chair of the Local Committee asked that this 
information also be sent to members.  
 
The Chair of the Local Committee asked that in terms of members determining 
annual permit charging, officers (the Programme Manager, Highways and Transport 
Capital Programme, the Traffic Management Team Leader and the Local Area 
Network Manager, South Lakes) liaise once all the information requested by 
members was received to ascertain the next steps. 
 
A member urged that the permit charge issue be resolved as soon as possible. He 
asked that either the decision date be moved forward or date that staff start being 
charged for parking at County Hall be moved back. 
 
The Chair of the Highways and Transportation Working Group considered that the 
introduction of electric charging points should be determined at the 5 October 2021 
meeting of South Lakeland Local Committee. He stated that the cost of permits to 
staff and the public should be determined at a future meeting of South Lakeland 
Local Committee as further information was required before members could make a 
fully informed decision.  
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The Chair of the Local Committee stated that staff should be able to park for £1 per 
day. He asked that figures were made available to members for the £350 cost to the 
public so members could interrogate the data. He wanted security for staff and 
highlighted that the final permit figure would not stop the public paying £6 per day 
but in future, this could be less. 
 
RESOLVED that, 
 

1 The Working Group recommends that Local Committee agrees to proceed to 
statutory consultation and advertisement of amendments to The County of 
Cumbria (County Hall, Kendal) (Off Street Parking Places) Order 2020 (“the 
Order”) for the introduction of electric charging points 

2 The Working Group recommends that Local Committee agree that in the 
event that no objections are received, the Order be brought into operation. 

3 The Working Group recommends that Local Committee agree that any 
unresolved objections will be brought back to the Local Committee for 
consideration, otherwise the order will be made and introduced.  

4 The staff annual permit charge and charge to the public be determined by 
South Lakeland Local Committee at a future meeting, once all relevant 
information requested by members during the item is received. 

 
71 UPDATE ON THE DELIVERY OF THE 2021/22 DEVOLVED AND NON-

DEVOLVED CAPITAL PROGRAMME. 
 
A briefing note was considered from the Local Area Network Manager South Lakes. 
This gave an update on the Delivery of the 2021/22 Devolved and Non-Devolved 
Capital Programme.  
 
The Local Area Network Manager South Lakes reported on the Surface Treatment 
Programme: this had now been completed. In terms of carriageway resurfacing, 
since the last meeting, two schemes had been completed and Aggregate Industries 
were returning to Cumbria to complete the remaining programme. Letters had been 
sent to affected residents. Four footway resurfacing schemes had been completed 
with works at Hayfell Avenue being paused as teams had been reallocated onto 
defects work. Completed and current drainage works were reported with the start 
date for A683 Station House culvert being announced.  
 
Following a member question on the length of time the A683 would be closed for, 
the Local Area Network Manager South Lakes confirmed that the notice said four 
weeks but it was unlikely to take that long. The member asked that road users be 
advised as soon as possible as many would have to use the diversion.  
 
With regard to tree works, the A684 works which had been affected by COVID 
issues were now complete. 
 
The Chair was pleased to announce that the results of removing level kerbs on A 
roads had been noticeable and tyres were not being shredded anymore. It was 
confirmed by the Local Area Network Manager South Lakes that tree works did not 
include works to bushes. A member stated that he got complaints about overgrown 
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bushes but many were the responsibility of the landowner. The Local Area Network 
Manager South Lakes explained the process for ascertaining who was responsible 
and who paid for cutting back overgrown vegetation. 
 
A member asked whether there was a gully report available that could be shared 
outside of the County Council which included dates and a timetable of works. The 
Local Area Network Manager – South Lakeland undertook to bring this to the 
October meeting of the Group. 
 
After explaining that he had entered 35 queries into HIAMS about the ownership of 
overgrown trees and bushes a member asked whether the Council would have to 
wait until Local Government Reorganisation (LGR) had been completed to ascertain 
who had responsibility for Highways works. The Local Area Network Manager – 
South Lakeland explained about the work being undertaken by the County Council’s 
Corporate Management Team and their equivalents across the District Councils on 
how the Highways service would look following LGR. A short discussion took place 
on how the Highways service would look in future. 
 
A member commented on the issues he had in his division regarding the lack of 
cutting back vegetation between walls and the road. The same member advised that 
he had not been informed about the final plan for the roundabout at Bowness. The 
Local Area Network Manager – South Lakeland undertook to contact the lead officer 
on this matter and ask them to brief the member. The Traffic Management Team 
Leader - South Lakeland gave a short briefing on the work to be undertaken on a 
TRO in this area. The Local Area Network Manager – South Lakeland explained 
about the civil engineering works to be undertaken at the roundabout. The member 
stated that the plan needed to be in place before Christmas 2021. 
 
The Chair asked if there was a timescale for when members would receive a report 
detailing what they could expect from the new HIAMS system in terms of reporting, 
monitoring and time taken to resolve a defect, on a monthly basis. The Local Area 
Network Manager – South Lakeland explained that officers were awaiting this 
information also. He advised that the request from members would be escalated to 
the IT team who had developed HIAMS in order to obtain the information. A report 
would be brought back to a future meeting on this matter. The Chair offered his 
input into any meeting considering this issue. It was requested that IT give a private 
member briefing after a future Local Committee meeting about the new HIAMS 
system. 
 
A member asked that going forward, IT provide a member account for each 
individual member regarding how many requests had been made to HIAMS and 
how many had been resolved. 
 
The Chair of South Lakeland Local Committee asked that at the private member 
briefing on the rise of South Lakeland Local Committee on 5 October 2021 that 
members be presented with HIAMS data split into 18 electoral divisions and that this 
be updated on a monthly basis in order to communicate to the public what can be 
achieved by the Highways team. 
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RESOLVED that,  
 

1 The briefing note be noted. 
2 A report on gullies be brought to the next meeting of the Working Group 
3 Mr Bland be updated on the plans regarding the roundabout at Bowness 
4 Information on member accounts be given at a private member briefing on 

the rise of South Lakeland Local Committee meeting on 5 October 2021 
5 A timescale be identified for when members and officers would receive 

details on individual member dashboards. 
6 A private member briefing on HIAMS be held on the rise of the South 

Lakeland Local Committee meeting on 5 October 2021 
 
72 DIVISIONAL HIGHWAY PRIORITY WORKS 2021/2022 
 
A briefing note was considered from the Team Leader Traffic Management – South 

regarding the Divisional Highway Priority Works 2021/2022. The briefing note 

provided an update on the schemes to be funded via the devolved 2021/2022 

highway capital budget for South Lakeland. 

The Team Leader Traffic Management – South stated that a number of 
amendments had been made to the Divisional Highway Priority Works Programme 
2021/2022 since the Agenda had been circulated. Members had received the most 
up to date versions of the document by email as the data had become available. 
 
A member praised the Team Leader Traffic Management – South on the work done 
to date. A short update was given on the Levens Footpath Works. 
 
RESOLVED that, the briefing note be noted.  
 
73 SAFER SCHOOLS -SCHOOL STREET INITIATIVE - TRAFFIC 

REGULATION ORDER 2021 
 
A briefing note was considered from the Team Leader Traffic Management – South 

regarding the Safer Schools - School Street Initiative - Traffic Regulation Order 

2021. This gave the background to and an update on the initiative. Members were 

informed that Sir John Barrow School had been identified following the 

recommendation made by Mr Wilson and, following a meeting, the school had 

agreed to participate in the initiative. Information was provided on consultation dates 

and the responses received to date from the public. It was noted that determination 

of the decision would be made at the South Lakeland Local Committee meeting to 

be held on 5 October 2021. 

Mr Wilson thanked the Team Leader Traffic Management – South and the school for 

their work undertaken to date. He understood the concerns that the initiative could 

push parking onto surrounding streets. He considered that other schools in 

Ulverston could benefit from the initiative and welcomed that in a previous meeting, 

the then Leader at SLDC had supported the initiative. He looked forward to seeing 

the outcome in future. 
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RESOLVED that, the briefing note be noted. 

 
74 INFRASTRUCTURE RECOVERY PROGRAMME UPDATE 
 
A briefing note was considered from the Programme Manager - Highways and 
Transport - Capital Programme (Infrastructure Programme delivery) which gave an 
update on the Infrastructure Recovery Programme. 
 
The Programme Manager explained his role in the Infrastructure Recovery 
Programme and referred to the 17 schemes listed in the Programme. He highlighted 
the 6 completed schemes and the 5 which were at delivery stage. It was noted that 
10 schemes would be completed in this financial year. 
 
The Chair asked about Broadhead Bridge. He highlighted that two farms had been 
cut in half and referred to the problems in ascertaining the ownership of the bridge. 
The Programme Manager commented on the work undertaken to identify who 
owned the bridge and on the work taking place with Network Rail on the delivery of 
the bridge.  
 
A question was asked about the installation of the drain on the A65 at The Helm and 
whether a local developer currently on the land was hindering the work of the 
County Council. The Programme Manager  explained issues with access and on the 
work taking place with the developer to gain access onto the site. 
 
RESOLVED that, the briefing note be noted. 
 
75 2021/22 FLOOD AND DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT UPDATE REPORT 
 
A report was considered from the Executive Director – Economy and Infrastructure 
which gave a 2021/22 Flood and Development Management Update. The report 
presented an overview of flood and development management activities in the 
South Lakeland area.  
 
Two Flood and Development Management Officers were present in the meeting to 
respond to member questions. The current list of planning applications were shared 
with members, who were then advised that there had been flooding at any of them 
recently. 
 
A member welcomed that work at land at Cross-a-Moor, Swarthmoor would reduce 
flooding incidents. He added that a lot of people would benefit from the work. He 
explained that drainage was a big issue and asked that press releases were 
detailed. He advised that the A590 should be widened as even though there was an 
effort being made to resolve flooding, people did not want to give up using their 
cars. The Chair asked that the public be notified that there were 2 schemes in the 
project. 
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A member explained that he had only received information recently about the 
upsteam and downstream schemes at Windermere Road. Local residents had not 
seen works taking place so he would give them an update shortly. 
 
It was confirmed that there would be a Flood and Development Management 
Update report at each meeting of the Highways and Transportation Working Group. 
The Development Management Officer advised that local members were now 
consulted on planning applications before the information was in the public domain. 
This was welcomed by the Chair.  
 
A member asked if Low Garth was included on the Flood Scheme. A short 
discussion took place on its status with the Development Management Officer 
undertaking to ascertain its status and inform Mr Thornton. 
 
The Chair asked that schemes that had been held up or suspended for whatever 
reason be included in future reports to the Working Group.  
 
RESOLVED that,  
 
1 The HTWG recommends that the Local Committee notes the details provided 

in appendix 1, 2 and 3 of the report. 
2 The HTWG recommends that the Local Committee notes that there are no 

additional comments in the Appendices to bring to the attention of Local 
Members. Any significant comments, changes and/or amendments will be 
highlighted in subsequent and future reports to the Highway and 
Transportation Working Group. 

 
76 KENDAL GREEN LIVING 
 
The Programme Lead - Infrastructure Planning gave a presentation which updated 
members on the work with SLDC and Kendal Town Council on the Kendal Green 
Living scheme. 
 
Members were provided with information on opportunities and challenges, key 
studies, the Levelling Up Fund and the next steps for the scheme. The Programme 
Lead - Infrastructure Planning advised that joint working had been successful and 
this was to ensure work streams were aligned in order to develop a coherent 
proposal. South Lakeland was a category three area which would be 
disadvantageous but it would be prudent to have a scheme in place should funding 
be allocated. 
 
A member echoed the Programme Lead - Infrastructure Planning, stating that it was 
positive that the different organisations had worked together to establish a plan so 
that when funding became available, a scheme was ready which was a good 
position to be in. 
 
A member gave a synopsis of the work taking place in South Lakeland such as 
Environment Agency flood defence work and the canal development. He highlighted 
how the scheme would complement the other schemes and highlight how attractive 
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Kendal was. He considered that the Kendal Green Living scheme would bring great 
benefits to Kendal and attract more tourists to the area. 
 
Another member commented that most facilities in Kendal closed at 5pm which 
would not encourage tourists. He thought that becoming part of the Lake District 
National Park could help attract more tourists to Kendal and welcomed the plan for 
the town. 
 
A short discussion took place about Kendal Castle and its use for special occasions. 
It was welcomed by members that Kendal Town Council would be working jointly 
with other organisations and County Council officers on future projects and 
schemes.  
 
A member referred to the danger that cyclists were in on Windermere Road. He 
urged that routes were made safe. This would then benefit the health sector as 
more people would cycle in the knowledge that the routes were safe. 
 
The Chair felt it important that residents and not just tourists benefitted from 
schemes in the area. He wanted higher paid jobs for local people that weren’t tourist 
related. He welcomed that the scheme would be ready should the funding become 
available. 
 
RESOLVED that, the position be noted. 
 
77 ACTION LOG 
 
The Working Group reviewed the actions on the Action log. 
 
Items 6, 7 and 8 were removed from the Action Log and updates were provided on 
items umbers 2, 3, 5 and 6 by the Local Area Network Manager South Lakes and 
the Traffic Management Team Leader - South Lakeland. 
 
The Traffic Management Team Leader - South Lakeland would address the matter 
of CRASH minutes not being sent to members and advised that the final member 
works allocation would be finalised shortly. 
 
The Local Area Network Manager South Lakes undertook to contact the lead officer 
responsible for trees and ask him to contact Mr Wearing. He stated that work on 
some level kerbs at junctions south of Kendal on the A6 towards Lancaster would 
be addressed later in the year. 
 
With regard to studs on the road on the A590, the Local Area Network Manager 
South Lakes highlighted that the Working Group should focus on the safety of the 
area. 
 
RESOLVED that, the Senior Democratic Services Officer update the Action Log as 

appropriate. 
 
78 RAIL TRANSPORTATION 
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A verbal update from the Community Rail Manager was given on rail transportation. 
 
The update included information on current train service provision. It was noted that 
although several services had been withdrawn due to the COVID pandemic, these 
were now being brought back into operation. Ten services had been removed due to 
COVID Track and Trace implications but would be brought back on 6 September 
2021. 
 
Avanti and Trans Pennine Express services were expected to be reinstated in 
December 2021 and although there would be the bi-annual timetable change, there 
shouldn’t be a significant impact on rail users. Footfall had increased on the Lakes 
line and this was mainly due to leisure users rather than commuters. 
 
Officers were waiting for a response to their submission to theDfT’s ‘Restoring Your 
Railways’ funding round and there would be a review of ‘Access for All’ at Staveley. 
The Ulverston Access for All programme would be reviewed with Network Rail 
shortly. 
 
Officers continued to engage with Network Rail on rail engineering works. These 
were often scheduled during holiday and weekend periods therefore affected leisure 
and visitor markets. Due to the change in rail use because of the COVID pandemic, 
it was hoped that there could be a change to the traditional pattern of rail 
engineering works. 
 
A member referred to the safety incident at Sharps Lane at Burneside and how it 
had been prominent on social media. He asked if there had been any other 
incidents on other open crossings at South Lakeland. The Community Rail Manager 
talked about the incident and advised that Network Rail had wanted it to be 
publicised. She commented on the rail safety work with children in schools at 
Burneside and asked members to contact her if there were other schools that would 
benefit from this type of rail education. 
 
A member advised of a meeting that he had attended which had discussed how 
schemes could be progressed but possibly in different forms, for example at 
Ulverston. A discussion may be held in future on the options to cross the track which 
could involve a lift instead of a bridge. This was part of the Access for All 
programme. 
 
The Programme Lead - Infrastructure Planning reported that officers were waiting 
on a response to a rail application for the Lakes line. 
 
RESOLVED that, the position be noted  
 
79 ITEMS FOR FUTURE MEETINGS OF THE WORKING GROUP 
 
Members requested that Local Government Review and its impact on Highways be 
considered at a future meeting. 
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80 DATE OF NEXT MEETING 
 
The next meeting of the Working Group would be held on 13 October 2021 at 
10.00am. This will be a virtual meeting. 
 
 

The meeting ended at 12.50 pm 
  

 
 

 


