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ROAD SAFETY CONCERNS AT BEAUMONT, CARLISLE  

 

1.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

1.1 This report informs the Highways and Transport Working Group (“the 
Working Group”) of the findings following the assessment and 
consideration of road safety concerns raised by Mr Allan upon 
attending the Local Committee meeting on 14 July 2022.  Officers have 
considered the concerns and followed that up with the Police and 
CRASH Group, considering collision information, traffic data and site 
visits for local assessment.  

1.2 The Working Group is asked to recommend that Carlisle Local 
Committee agree that measures to include improvements to traffic 
signs and road markings are made through funding within the Minor 
Safety Schemes APM budget for 2022/2023. 

2.0 STRATEGIC PLANNING AND EQUALITY IMPLICATIONS 

2.1 In considering any implications, members must consider if the 
proposals impact on the Council Plan, including supporting delivery of 
Community Strategy and Council Plan priorities listed below:  

➢ To safeguard children, and ensure that Cumbria is a great place to 
be a child and grow up 

➢ To enable communities to live safely and shape services locally 

➢ To protect and enhance Cumbria’s world class environment 

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

➢ To support older and vulnerable people to live independent and 
healthy lives 

2.2 No equality issues are identified in relation to the recommendation of 
this report.  



 

3.0 RECOMMENDATION 

3.1 That the Working Group recommends that the Local Committee note 
the assessment of Beaumont as presented and agree that the provision 
of warning signs and lines be implemented in this financial year 
2022/2023 from the Minor Safety Schemes AMP budget allocation. 

4.0 BACKGROUND 

4.1 Mr Allan, a resident from Beaumont, Carlisle, made a presentation at 
Carlisle Local Committee on 14 July 2022 regarding concealed entrances, 
increased farm traffic and its increasing size, and lack of pavements in the 
village. Mr Allan also enquired as to why there is not at present a 30mph 
speed limit in the village. 

4.2 The issues raised by Mr Allan were discussed at the CRASH group meeting 
in August.  The police agreed to locate their Traffic Data Unit (TDU) in 
Beaumont to measure speed and the number of vehicles travelling through 
the village.  

4.3 At the September CRASH meeting the results from the TDU indicated a 
mean speed of 24mph and an 85th percentile speed of 29mph over the 7 
days the device was in place in the village from 10 August through to 
17 August 2022.  The 85th percentile speed indicates the speed at which 
85% of drivers are travelling at or below. 

4.4 These results indicate that although there is not presently a signed speed 
limit in place in the village, most vehicles are currently driving at around 
30mph or below.  To progress and implement a 30mph speed limit would 
require the introduction of a Traffic Regulation Order (TRO).  This is the legal 
Order which as Traffic Authority Cumbria County Council can introduce to 
effect a reduced speed limit, but this has significant cost and staff resources 
implications.  It has been a consideration that due to the number of signs 
required for all the points of access into and out of the village there would be 
significant expense to implement a 30mph speed limit.  The estimated cost 
of the TRO legal process and implementation of signs is estimated to be 
£5,000.  Therefore, considering the recent data collected within Beaumont 
village it is not justified to allocate substantial funding and resources to 
formalise a speed limit which would have limited improvement as the vast 
majority of drivers are already driving under that speed. 

4.5 Mr Allan was also concerned regarding the large number of people walking 
the Hadrian Wall path, which passes through the village, and the lack of 
footways causing them to walk in the carriageway.  

4.6 The width of the roads and general arrangement with properties does not 
allow for a meaningful consideration of provision of footways within the 
village.  It is however recognised that pedestrians are regularly present and 
due to the road widths and lack of pavements are walking within the 
carriageway.  It is therefore proposed to provide a pedestrian in the road 
warning sign and slow markings on the carriageway on the approach to the 
narrows to warn drivers of the presence of pedestrians.  The proposed 
location of these signs and lines are shown on the plan in Appendix 1. 



 

4.7 It was also suggested at the meeting that a 7.5t weight limit be considered 
due to the high number of large vehicles travelling through the village.  It is 
recognised that there will be large vehicles such as agricultural vehicles and 
those making local deliveries that travel through Beaumont.  However, due 
to the rural location of the village and presence of farms that implementing a 
restriction of vehicle weights will only achieve limited improvement as most 
currently using the village will still be allowed as an ‘except for access’ 
provision will have to be provided to ensure normal business and deliveries 
can continue.  All weight limits require an except for access and the 
agricultural vehicles would therefore be exempt from the weight limit. The 
limited improvement that may be achieved will not be justified given the cost 
of implementing a Traffic Regulation Order for this as referenced above in 
paragraph 4.4.  

4.8 During the course of discussion at the July Local Committee the local 
Member for Dalston and Burgh Division highlighted building issues which 
were being experienced by the property owners of a listed building in the 
narrow section within the village.  He explained that the gable end of the 
property was cracking and asked that this be taken into consideration and a 
response be sought for the owners.  It is not usually the case that vehicles 
contribute to property damage as there are many factors to which it can be 
attributable.  However, Cumbria County Council will look into any matters 
raised after consideration of a structural engineer report.  It would be up to 
the property owners to take out specialist advice to obtain such a report to 
bring back to officers for further consideration. 

5.0 OPTIONS 

5.1 The Working Group may recommend that the Local Committee approve the 
recommendation in section 3.1. 

5.2 The Working Group may recommend to Carlisle Local Committee to take no 
further action.  

6.0 RESOURCE AND VALUE FOR MONEY IMPLICATIONS 

6.1 The cost of the road safety scheme for Pedestrians in the road warning 
signs and SLOW road markings is estimated to be £3,000 to be funded from 
the Minor Road Safety Schemes APM budget for 2022/2023.  

7.0 LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 

7.1 When allocating and moving money between budgets, Local Committee 
must follow the rules set by the Council following its consideration of the 
“Draft Revenue Budget 2022/23 and Medium-Term Financial Plan (2022-27) 
and Draft Capital Programme (2022-2027) report on 10 February 2022 and 
any such additional restrictions set by Cabinet and or Council regulating the 
use of such funds”. 

 

 



 

7.2 Local Committees may, pursuant to Part 2D, paragraph 5.1.2 (f), of the 
Constitution, agree and keep under review the implementation of the 
Highways Revenue budget and Capital Programme for the Local 
Committee’s area to support the Council to carry out its statutory duty to 
maintain the highway in a safe condition as far as reasonably practicable.  

8.0 CONCLUSION 

8.1 This report sets out the findings of assessment of Beaumont Village in 
relation to road safety concerns raised by Mr Allan a resident of the village.  
It is recommended that a minor road safety scheme is implemented to better 
highlight the presence of pedestrians in the road within the village 
accompanied by road markings. 

 
Angela Jones 
Executive Director – Economy and Infrastructure 
 
September 2022 
 
  
 
 
APPENDICES 
 
Appendix 1 – Proposed Sign Location Plans 
 
Electoral Division: Dalston and Burgh 
 

 

Executive Decision  No 

 

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? 

  N/A 

   

 

Has an equality impact assessment been undertaken?   N/A 

   

 
N.B. If an executive decision is made, then a decision cannot be implemented until the 

expiry of the eighth working day after the date of the meeting – unless the decision is 
urgent and exempt from call-in and necessary approvals have been obtained. 

 



 

 
PREVIOUS RELEVANT COUNCIL OR EXECUTIVE DECISIONS 
[including Local Committees] 
 
Carlisle Local Committee- 14 July 2022 
 
 
CONSIDERATION BY OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY 
 
Not considered by Overview and Scrutiny 
 
 
BACKGROUND PAPERS 
 
No background papers 
 
 
REPORT AUTHOR 
 
Contact: Abigail Dodds – Traffic Management Team Leader 
E-mail: Abigail.Dodds@cumbria.gov.uk  
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