
Eden Lcoal Committee APPENDIX 1
LOCATION RECEIVED FROM RESPONSE

South Terrace, Tebay Parish Tebay Parish Council would support both proposed Traffic Regulation Orders.

South Terrace, Tebay Resident

Historically there has always been parking available on the brow for both residents and visitors. Even so, we have been conscious of the need to create parking so, along with some neighbours, we dug out the banking to the rear of our cars and built a 
retaining wall so that we could park our cars with enough width for vehicles to drive down the rear of South Terrace with a safe distance. In addition to this we have cut away part of the top of the banking so that cars could park vertically rather than 
horizontally on the road. We are now looking to dig up part of my garden at the top of our bank to try and make space for another car, but we are hampered by the speed limit sign and the phone box. (Officer Comment - the speed limit sign referred to is 
unofficial and not a highways sign). 
We have 4 adults living in our home, all of which have cars, which is ESSENTIAL living in Tebay. In addition to this my son works for Openreach and has a works van. That is 5 vehicles in 1 household, without the need for additional parking for any visitors. Off 
the top of my head there are at least 6 homes on our terrace with more than two adults living at the address, all of which need cars to get to their various work places. Beautiful front gardens have been paved to make way for cars.                                                                                                                 
As you can see, we are trying our very best to help with the car parking situation, but there are limits. The Parish council assured residents that they would create alternative parking for the residents BEFORE ANY road markings were put on the brow. Since 
then, with no additional parking being made available, white keep clear road markings were laid. And then we are informed that double yellow lines are being proposed, restricting parking to an impossible level. I imagine giving residents no other choice 
than to break the law by parking on said lines as they have absolutely no other alternative. 
All this, might I add, to accommodate huge vehicles driving down to the industrial units through a narrow gap between North and South Terrace, simply because a greedy land owner refuses to allow access to the same units via a purpose built road further 
up the village. The Parish council have made it very clear that they have no care or concern for the well being of the residents and their priority is business and the income that can bring the council.
The whole situation has caused stress and upset to all the residents involved, and I can only see this increasing when cars are vying for the limited two or three spaces left available to park.
So in conclusion, Yes I am objecting. I am objecting as strongly as I know how. And I am asking PLEASE for someone to see sense and realise that what is proposed is simply wrong, unfair and unjust towards the residents who LIVE here.   (Officer Comment - 
CCC Highways does not reduce the available space for parking unless necessary to do so, most frequently for the reasons of maintaining free passage and/or to minimise hazards that may be caused by parked vehicles. The junction of South Terrace/A685 
and a portion of South Terrace itself are now required to be accessed by larger vehicles, a situation that CCC Highways has little power to address. It is the Highways Authoritys statutory duty to maintain free and safe passage of the highway, as much as is 
practicable. It would be possible to introduce lengths of less restrictive 'time of day' single yellow lines as shown in Appendix 9.2, in place of the 'At any Time' restrictions consulted upon and as shown in Appendix 9.1)

South Terrace, Tebay Resident

This is a residential area and was so long before the change of use of buildings within the Sidings Industrial Estate.
At the Parish Council meeting I attended approximately 12 months ago it was agreed that alternative parking proposals would be initiated, prior to the application.
This has not taken place prior to this application or the execution of the  single white lines imposed a few months ago.
The introduction of the  white lines has increased the speed of traffic using this access road to the Units, were prior parking arrangements introduced a natural traffic calming environment.  This has increased the risk of incident between vehicle and 
pedestrian or other vehicles.
If the Introduction of the ‘No Waiting’  goes ahead the next closest “ off  main road “ parking will be at the site of Old Tebay Bridge, approx. 600 meters away along the A685 in the direction of Kendal with no footpath and National Speed Limit for the 
majority of this.  Residents will be forced to use this alternative putting them at significant risk to injury or life, especially in the winter months as there is no street lighting.
I propose that Cumbria CC seek actions to open up the purpose built access road to the north of the Industrial Estate.  This is much safer alternative to the south access road for residents, users of the Industrial Estate and traffic using the A685 alike.                                                                                                                                                                                                
(Officer Comment - it is not possible for CCC Highways to provide additional parking in the vicinity of South Terrace as there is no available space within the highway to do so (i.e. CCC Highways maintains the existing carriageways, footways and an approx. 1m 
strip beyond these). 
The locations and extents of proposed waiting restrictions are a compromise between conflicting needs; that of business operators legal right to access their facility from this road and that of residents need to park increasing numbers of vehicles.
The safety issues will be reported at the Casualty Reduction and Safer Highways (CRASH) group. 
Efforts have been and are continuing to be made to have the heavy traffic use this access and not South Terrace but Cumbria County Council. Highways cannot compel the private land owner to agree to this.



South Terrace, Tebay Resident

Where the restrictions would be based is an area with a large amount of residents who have a need for cars. Taking away opportunities to park would increase the isolation which the village is already faced with - for most of the residents, cars are genuinely 
a lifeline, and they cannot survive with them. As dramatic as this may sound, there is very minimal public transport in Tebay due to cuts a few years ago, which I am sure you are aware of. Without a car, residents cannot reach their places of work, visit family 
in other areas or travel to catch trains and buses, or even visit larger shops in order to provide for their families.
There are a large amount of cars on South Terrace, and this is due to the need for cars, as mentioned before. Families now need several cars as, due to the rise in house prices and general cost of living, many more families have a range of adults within a 
family, with a range of jobs, who cannot afford to move out. As such, without a family having the amount of cars which they need, jobs would be lost, most likely leading to an increase in isolation and mental health issues, which are already an epidemic for 
our young people. Independence has been taken away enough, please do not add to this. One parking space per household is not enough - and there is barely room for this as it is on South Terrace. I will remind you that there are NO alternative public 
transport links.
There are no alternative options for parking in this section of the village for the residents of South Terrace. Elsewhere in Tebay, parking is taken up by residents that side of the village and, aside from this, there is a large elderly population who would not be 
able to easily make the walk from the other side of the village with shopping - which they have to travel, in their cars, to get.
I, myself, grew up on South Terrace, and my family still live there. Living in Kendal, I cannot get to Tebay outside of my working hours without driving. If the proposal goes ahead, I will not be able to easily visit my family there as the minimal parking will be 
needed for the residents. I know that I am not alone in this; please do not be a part of an issue that is already driving people away.
I understand that the industrial estate down past South Terrace needs access for their larger vehicles. However, there is a much more suitable road available, which I am sure you are aware of. The stand off between the council and owners of the road is 
affecting local residents; I really had hoped that the council would be on the side of residents in an issue such as this. In addition, there are many children who are growing up on South, North and Whinfell terraces. As the lorries travel down the road, it is 
increasingly dangerous for them.
I truly believe that restricting the parking is an irresponsible move on the council's behalf. If the road is needed for lorries, and there is no other option, the council has a responsibilities to look after the residents, and so should provide an alternative car park 
for the residents of the terraces, rather than simply restricting where they can park as of now. It would be such a shame if you were to isolate those whom you are tasked with caring about; I am incredibly disappointed to see this this is even being suggested. 
Please make the fair and right decision here, and put your residents first. Please do not make a difficult situation worse, and a bad relationship between the residents and council worse.

South Terrace, Tebay Resident

1) Since the painting of the white ‘Keep Clear’ lines, people have been very respectful of them and there has only been the occasional vehicle parked there and then only for a short duration. I must however, reiterate  the very high level of stress this is 
placing upon the residents of the Terraces. Parking is becoming a real battle field, and we were promised by the Parish Council that this issue would be resolved before any permanent decision was made. Efforts have been made to secure further parking, but 
have been rejected at every turn. People living here MUST use cars to get to work, not out of choice, but necessity. Is there a possibility that the restrictions on parking could be relaxed outside standard business hours? 
2) The speed of the vehicles, particularly those entering and exiting the Trading Estate, is dangerously high. I have no way of giving exact speed measurements, but from my own observations and I am a driver, I judge it to be generally in excess of 25mph and 
sometimes nearer to 40mph than 30mph. 44 ton lorries, laden with wood, also use this road and do not abide by the speed limit. Given the nature of the roads and junctions involved, particularly around South Terrace, (see next point) all this vehicular 
activity is extremely dangerous. A speed limit needs to be implemented to prevent a serious accident, rather then waiting for one to happen, and a weight limit too. These very heavy lorries also have great difficulty getting out onto the main road, frequently 
needing to reverse to make the turn, a hazard in its own right (and illegal) and NOT the result of parked vehicles.  
3) There is a proposed ‘Give Way’ sign on the junction between the road which passes behind the Terraces and the U3392, which we consider as unnecessary. This junction is nowhere near as dangerous as the one between the road passing in front of The 
Terraces with the same road, which is on a blind corner. The road marking already there suggest that traffic exiting from in front of the Terraces have a right of way. With the excessive speed of much of the traffic coming down the hill and the blind corner, 
there is a high risk of a serious accident at speed. 
(Officer Comment - The safety issues will be reported at the Casualty Reduction and Safer Highways (CRASH) group. The businesses operating from the siding have the legal right to access from the U3392. The application of a weight restriction at this location 
would be required to have ‘except for access’ exemptions and would not remove the traffic in question from this road. The give way marking at the rear of the terraces would be a formalisation of existing requirements of motorists to give way at this 
location. Those turning in to/from the front of the terraces do have technical right of way, as those emerging from/entering the siding access are entering the highway from a private access. This is an issue that could be looked at in greater detail in a future 
programme of work).



South Terrace, Tebay Resident

I am a resident who has lived on South Terrace for 31 years. I have seen a big shift in the number of adults living on the terraces. This is mainly because young adults are struggling to afford to move out and staying with parents or multiple adults are sharing 
houses. There are also very limited bus services, so travelling to work can also be a major problem. This has resulted in a lack of parking.
I appreciate this has resulted in cars parking in areas on the highway and that has created difficulty for some HGVs accessing businesses. Since then keep clear signage and white lines have been applied in the area between North and South Terrace. This has 
largely been successful and from what I’ve seen large HGVs have been able to access the Sidings (which is a bone of contention with residents). These HGVs can now access the Industrial Estate at speed and are often with trailers and sometimes loaded with 
timber. The one good thing those cars did when parked there was slow down HGVs, not that I am justifying cars being parked there during business hours. However, I do think that residents should be able to park at certain times i.e. outside of normal 
business hours and at weekends. This restricted parking would not affect access for smaller HGVs. 
I also believe there should be a tonnage limit, because there are currently some lorries loaded with timber going down to the sidings which must be over 40 tonnes! These are the same lorries with trailers that are getting stuck on the brow when trying to 
turn left onto the A685 from the U3392. I have witnessed these lorries loaded and unloaded having a struggle to get out and there are no cars in the way!  I have even seen them reverse back on the brow, whilst on the A685. There is also evidence of 
subsidence to the wall and opposite houses on North Terrace and I am concerned the combination of rain and vibrations could result in a landslide and potential damage to properties caused by the vibration caused by large vehicles! (Office Comment - 
concerns regarding subsidence reported to the relevant engineer for inspection)
There is a proposed ‘Give Way’ sign on the junction at the yard side of South Terrace where it joins the U3392, which I don’t think is needed. This junction is not as dangerous as the one at the front of South Terrace which joins the U3392 and is on a poorly 
sighted corner. The road marking defining the join of the U3392 which joins the private road suggests that traffic exiting from in front of South Terrace have a right of way. This line needs removing before the proposed ‘Give Way’ sign is implemented.  
I would ask that you are sensitive when it comes to the residents many of whom have been here for decades and always had no problem parking until recently. We need a little give as it appears the residents have already metaphorically been kicked in the 
stomach and I don’t know if they can cope with a further blow to the head. Older residents feel unsafe and younger residents many of whom were born here and work locally will leave the area!

South Terrace, Tebay Resident

I am deeply concerned to hear that Cumbria County Council are wanting to go ahead with making the white lines more permanent with various parking restrictions.
I feel let down by Eden District Council and our own Parish Council who appear to have no regard for the residents of the Station terraces.
I have been a resident of South Terrace for over 30 years, in that time I’ve never seen something so underhanded as the white lines that appeared, with no communication from the council and only heard about them through STRA, who put a lot of time and 
effort into trying to get a resolve which I supported. Again, through them I’ve seen the plan,  with a sample of the covering letter. (Officer Comment - Cumbria County Council Highways makes extensive efforts be open with local communities and 
organisations. The (advisory) white ‘Keep Clear’ marking were requested quite some time ago by community representatives, the Parish Council and local CCC member, and were originally planned to be introduced late 2016 – early 2017. The original 
implementation was delayed due to community concerns, CCC Highways was advised that these markings should proceed in late 2018. The request for these features to be formalised comes from the same sources).
I am at a loss to understand the logic of already spending money to put white lines down, and now wanting to spend more to remove and paint them a different colour, plus expanding the coverage!It seems very hasty in the first instance and perhaps time 
would have been better spent talking to the residents first, rather than actually changing the environment we live in. After all, the road is the entrance to the residential area before all else, and should be regarded as such. The parking problem isn’t going to 
go away, it will get worse each year as a few more residents children become old enough to drive and need a car due to the location and lack of public transport, to get to work, and thanks to the council that we all duly pay our council tax too, is not helping 
matters.
In the past we had a good rapport with the railway equipment going up and down and respect it was here first. HOWEVER, most of the residents who are being affected by the proposed new restrictions were here way before the most recent businesses on 
the sidings industrial estate. And using the brow for parking as long ago as 30 years. There has been no signage or suggestion by Eden or CCC that you couldn’t park there or any local information to say otherwise until the issue raised its ugly head near on 
two years ago, very strange. Begs the question, why? Why on earth is it acceptable to let an unsuitable business on a small rural/ residential estate operate, requiring so much access? Then  spending tax payers money to make access feasible? That should 
have been in their business plan and not of consequence to residents. Not  as if they’ve created any local employment or solution to the parking problem, in fact they have impeded progress with their intimidating attitude which is totally unacceptable and 
inappropriate, this is our home. Some People here run their businesses from home too, so they are equally entitled to say they need the brow for parking, Other businesses have respected the locals and don’t seem to have a problem. We’ve had ambulances 
and fire engines manage without all this fuss. 
I think before CCC make these lines permanent, they need to agree on enough parking for the residents, at least 15 to 20 spaces, the safety of large vehicles going up and down more frequently especially if  needing those lines to enable them to do so, 
suggests they are not suitable for a essentially residential area with young children out and about. (Officer Comment- Unfortunately,  it is also not possible for CCC Highways to provide additional parking in the vicinity of South Terrace, as there is no available 
space within the highway to do so (i.e. CCC Highways maintains the existing carriageways, footways and an approx. 1m strip beyond these). 
I personally have nearly come a cropper as a pedestrian and a driver with vehicles going at speed in that area going up and down and I’m experienced on dicing with your life on the terraces. As a matter of fact, has anyone taken into consideration the snow? 
I think the lines will effect people getting to work, especially the ones on the main road, as we all rely on that area to get out. 
The location of the bus stops, both in the firing line for large trucks toppling over trying to get round the junction, seen a few near misses there too. Large slow vehicles pulling out of that junction are inevitably going to cause an accident eventually.  Friends, 
visitors- local or relatives and tradesman, where are they to park? 



Long Marton Parish

I am writing to confirm that Long Marton Parish Council strongly object to any measures that will prohibit parking outside Long Marton Parish Church. 
From September 2018 up to September 2019 (one year) there have been six baptisms, one wedding, six funerals, 27 ordinary Sunday worship services and two school services at Christmas the services are approximately 40 minutes. The Parish Council 
believe that this usage is not excessive and doesn’t cause parking issues. I can also confirm that the Parish Council have only ever received one letter of concern in respect of parking outside the Parish Church.  Furthermore, there has never been any 
complaints from local haulage companies or Parcel Delivery companies, including Bus Operators regarding parking issues.
I would be obliged if you would include the Parish Councils objection as part of the consultation process. 

Long Marton Church Bishop 

The proposal has the possibility of denying users of the historic church building reasonable access. Many of our parishioners, in particular the elderly and the disabled, would find the restrictions in parking very inconvenient. Many would possibly no longer 
be able to attend worship if they could not park conveniently. I’m sure that this is something the Highways Dept would want to avoid at all costs.
The proposed double yellow lines may also prevent funeral directors and mourners from using the church entrance for funerals. It may also prevent those attending wedding services from directly accessing the building conveniently. The local school also 
uses the building as do their families, again the parking restrictions may cause serious access problems.
I would urge you, kindly, to consider once more whether the benefit of painting the double yellow lines outweighs the very significant amount of inconvenience this will create for the local community and the huge amount of people who need access to the 
church building throughout the year.

Long Marton Resident

I fail to see the need for double yellow lines at Long Marton Church for the following reasons.
1    Cars will have been parking outside this church for many years without any suggestion that there was a problem justifying any sort of parking restriction.
2    If anything there will be fewer cars parked there than in the past, thanks to declining chuch attendances.
3    In the last 25 years or so when I have passed the church and there have been services of all sorts, at worst I have had to wait a while people get out of their cars. I have never had cause to think that I was 'held up'.
4    Whenever there is a service likely to attract a large congregation arrangements are made for parking on nearby land.
5    Life in rural areas can be difficult enough without unecessary restrictions on peoples' ability to get about which prevent them using the facilities and services that do exist.

Long Marton Resident

I would like to register my objection on behalf of Long Marton Church to the proposal to surround it with double yellow lines, thereby rendering a vital public building inaccessible:  its grounds are occupied by graves rather than a car park.
I attend the church regularly. More importantly, my grandchildren attend with Long Marton School. Funerals which take place there are large affairs of great importance to local people.
How can you consider that refusing ordinary safe parking on the roads adjacent to the church could be of public benefit?

Long Marton Resident

I have checked with our Parish Council and understand it is not they who have raised the issue and they are indeed against any such restrictions.  The Parish Council is the representative of the local people.
Congestion at this T-junction rarely occurs.  Sunday services at the church are not a problem, a. because it is Sunday and b. because the roads are plenty wide enough to accommodate the cars of those who attend.  Weekday funerals attract more cars but 
last normally only an hour.
Access to Long Marton from that point involves crossing the beck at the bottom of the hill, a bridge unsuited for heavy vehicles, which have problems turning at the T-junction even when there are no parked cars.  It would be better to mark the road as 
"unsuitable for heavy vehicles" rather than restrict parking there.
Tractors and other farm vehicles are part of village life, as is parking outside a church, and both must accommodate each other.
The only other users of those small lanes are drivers creating a "rat run" to avoid hold-ups on the A66.  We should certainly not be banning parking on their account.
I am asking that you register this email as opposing the plan to forbid parking in the vicinity of the T-junction next to St Margaret and St James Church, Long Marton.



Long Marton School

The gorvenors of Long Marton School would like to express their concern about the proposal to put double yellow lines around the church at Long Marton. We regularly use this as a venue for community events at Harvest, Remembrance and Christmas. We 
also visit the church for special curriculum subjects such as learning about weddings, or churches as places of worship. This change will prevent Long Marton Primary School from using the church entrance for their events and services at the church. 
We are aware that it is a dangerous road and hence take the children to church in a bus or cars. Parents then pick up from there at the end . Without parking along there it will make it very difficult and dangerous for parents to safely pick up children. This is 
particularly true because there is nowhere else near by where cars can park. In fact from my observations having the cars parked along there, slows down other road users as they are aware that there is a likelihood of a lot of people being around eg. a 
funeral.
I have been informed that there may have been concerns about an articulated lorry getting stuck when cars have been parked there but my understanding is that they should not be using that road anyway and should gain access to the fellside villlages near 
by via Kirkby Thore.

Long Marton Resident

I have only recently become aware of this proposal, due to being away and otherwise engaged with elderly parents.
As a member of Long Marton Parochial Church Council for nearly twenty years and as a resident at Broom Lane Cottage (near the Church) for the past 42 years I find the proposal of yellow lines totally unbelievable. I am unaware of any major incidents which 
would  prompt the need for this action to be taken.
Over the past five years services and use of the church has been in decline and the days when there are a huge amount of vehicles parked on the side of the road are few and far between. 
I only realised this evening that tomorrow was deadline day for letters to be sent and that is why this is done in haste.
 I feel that there is no need for such drastic action and waste of taxpayers money, perhaps a discussion with the PCC about the problem would have been a better place to start.

Long Marton Resident

The proposal to paint double yellow lines on the roads adjacent to Long Marton Church has just come to my attention.  I write as a former resident (November 2002 to November 2018) of Broom Cottage (now called Edgefield House) at the end of the lane 
opposite the church.  
I also write as a former member of the congregation and Churchwarden at St Margaret and St James Church, Long Marton.  In that latter capacity, I was aware of a very, very few occasions when inconsiderate parking caused some difficulties and slight delays 
for passing traffic.  However, with my fellow Churchwarden, we took action to discourage parking on the stretch from the road junction at the corner of the churchyard and the Long Marton village sign when we knew there could be a lot of vehicles needing 
to park, by putting out yellow “No Parking” signs and also asking any driver ignoring these signs to move on.  For normal services, parking never seemed to be an issue. 
 I therefore find the yellow line proposal ludicrous and incomprehensible.  How many people have made complaints to the Cumbria Highways Department?  Hundreds, tens, one?  Proposing double yellow lines in such a rural location to ameliorate the very 
occasional traffic holdup is like the proverbial sledge hammer to crack a very small nut.  Any complainant should be trying to work with the church to discuss ways to minimise what must be, in any case, a minimal inconvenience.  Yellow lines along the roads 
bordering the church will effectively prevent any service from taking place as there is nowhere for even the priest to park, let alone the rather elderly and disabled congregation.  Sometimes, for larger services, a local field has been used, by kind permission 
of the owners, for off-road parking, but this was highly dependent on weather and ground conditions.  Your proposal appears to be an attack on the life of the Long Marton community.
Far better use of time at Cumbria Highways would be to find a way to discourage/prevent lorry traffic using these back roads (from the A66 and from Appleby) to escape hold-ups on the A66 when that road is closed due to accidents.  Lorries approaching 
from both directions end up causing gridlock at the corner of the churchyard which can last hours, because they can neither pass each other on the country lanes nor can they turn round to retreat.  Solve that problem and local residents will probably be 
applauding you.

Long Marton Resident

As a user of this Church during my 30 years in Cumbria, I write to protest and oppose the plan to paint double yellow lines on the road surrounding Long Marton Church for the following reasons.
1. The proposal will deny all users of the church reasonable access, in particular the elderly and the disabled - in fact under disabled access legislation I would imagine that this proposal is in direct contravention of their right of access.
2. It prevents funeral directors and mourners from using the church entrance for funerals.
3. It prevents wedding couples and their guests from using the church entrance for weddings.
4. It prevents Long Marton Primary School from using the church entrance for their events and services at the church.
I am sure all of the above will be in direct contravention of Health and Safety issues in accessing and using the Church safely.
Would it not be a wiser decision to extend the speed limit restricitions to encompass this area as well as reducing the speed limit to 20mph in the whole village to this extent. This will restrict the speed of through traffic of large vehicles that are the only 
problem in this area!

Long Marton MP

I hope this email finds you well. I am writing on behalf of the constituents of Long Marton - who have contacted me regarding the proposal to put double Yellow lines on the roads around the church yard. 
 I have spoken with a number of my constituents, as well as Eden District Councillor for the area, Alan Armstrong. Alan has lived in this area for over 30 years and has never encountered any problems regarding the safety of road users in this area.
 A number of residents of the area are very concerned that elderly members of the area will be unable to visit their church as no other parking is available to them. 
 I have informed my constituents that I would contact you and I would be grateful if their thoughts could be taken into account and a different solution found for this problem. I am aware that some residents have asked you to have a site meeting with them 
and I would be grateful if you could keep Gillian in my constituency office apprised of this. 



Long Marton Churchwarden

The proposed no waiting restrictions at the junction as you outline in your letter is deeply troubling and would severely restrict access to the church for visitors and the congregation, particularly those who are elderly.
I would ask for clarification as to why this proposal is being suggested as there is congestion at that junction on extremely rare occasions?
There has been a little 'difficulty' with some near neighbours to the church but not withstanding that, there has never been (as far as I am aware) a proposal to restrict access to the church by imposing no waiting.
I would like the opportunity to correlate dates and times and then to have a site meeting as the proposal to restrict waiting as given in your letter would I fear either further reduce the accessibility of our congregation for worship and visitors to a fine 
example of a Norman church and would simply push any perceived congestion to more critical locations where speed of traffic would be a much greater factor than traffic that has already slowed for the junction.
Please let me have the information regarding times and dates as I know there were a few congestion issues when Long Marton School held children's services (Harvest, Easter and Christmas) where the number of vehicles were far greater than normal - 
particularly on one occasion when the school bus was not available and children were transported at very short notice by teacher's and parents in private vehicles.
If we have a service (wedding or funeral) where we suspect there will be many in the congregation, we endeavour (by kind permission of a local farmer) to open the field opposite the church for parking.
On a very few occasions the number in the congregation have been unexpectedly high - but this is a very rare occurrence.
I look forward to hearing from you in the hope that we can resolve this matter satisfactorily.

Long Marton Resident
My wife sent you a message highlighting our opposition to the parking outside the church. I wish to add that such a proposal at present is illogical without new car parking in a field adjacent to the church. 
 I should add that slowing traffic as it approaches the church, especially after leaving the A66 trunk road, could be just effective - few visitors appreciate they are on a narrow country road

Long Marton Resident

In my humble opinion the proposal jumping the gun. Should parking not be made available first?
There is a large proportion older people who are unable to walk very far, in this village and in surrounding villages. Many of whom attend the various services at the church.
Public transport is non existent. Are they not tax payers? Should facilities not be made available for them?
To be sure parking at the junction is a problem. I am not aware of any accidents caused by cars being parked at the junction. Most accidents are caused by speeding motorists. At leased two walls have been knocked down, thank God no people where hurt.
I fully expect a dammed tractor to end up in my garden. Some time ago I sent an email proposing that the speed limit should be imposed. An extract from it: 
 "May I propose that a speed restriction be initiated on the road from the A66 towards the church, starting just before Church House and on round the church to the left to the existing 30mph restriction near the bridge. Another restriction could be imposed 
from the junction Brampton/Appleby towards the church junction. The road narrows and bends quite a lot here.
 Now I am not in favour of speed restriction all over the place, but towards this junction from all three directions the road winds and narrows.  We have had a few walls knocked down because speeding drivers try to avoid each other. Heavy goods vehicles 
and large tractors with trailers often speed here. Recently a tractor crashed into a stationary car outside my house because of excess speed. Three or four times, tractors have tried to avoid oncoming traffic and end up driving up the bank the other side of 
my wall. The gauges left by the tyres in the bank are still there.
The speed restrictions may also be useful because people attending the church have to park on the junction. There is no where else to park. It is too far for people to walk to the church. This means of course that the road is down to one lane for traffic in 
both directions. Please do not put a restriction on people parking there though."
The "T" junction sign, has still not yet been replaced. Opposite the church on the side of the road from Long Marton. I have an idea regarding parking.
Behind the church there is some land that appears not to be fully utilised. It may belong to Mr. and Mrs Ivinson. Could this be purchased/rented to create a car park? To re-coup some costs perhaps it could be made "Pay and display", then the "No waiting 
restrictions" could be implemented. Sorry this missive is a bit long winded.
I sent an email regarding the blocked roadside storm drains around this junction and along the roads from it.
I must thank whomever is responsible for having them unblocked.

Long Marton Resident
I have never had any complaints regarding parking near Long Marton Church. In fact I have been driving Hgvs and buses past it on and off for the last 30 years and have never had a problem. If these restrictions are brought in you may as well put a closed 
sign on the church. The only possible problem I could envisage is turning right when coming from Long Marton in a large vehicle. Have any operators of large vehicles made a complaint ? And if they couldn’t get round it’s only a couple of miles to go round by 
Appleby.



Pembroke Street Resident
Good afternoon as a resident of Pembroke Street I would welcome the street becoming one way.  
And also a resident only proposal as now the railway stations charges for car parking people use Pembroke Street instead causing difficulties.

Pembroke Street Resident This is a long time coming as a resident in this street there are problems when the street is full and vehicles come from both ends of the street there is no places to pull in so they can pass

Pembroke Street Resident

Your proposed one way restriction makes sense. I am only surprised it hasn’t been implemented before now. However it will not reduce the congestion due to people parking on the street, (who do not live there,) and taking the train; sometimes for days at a 
time, leaving their vehicles outside our homes. Would it be possible to consider restricting the parking to, say, 24 hours except for residents? Station parking is very affordable for longer periods. 
My other question concerns the turning bay adjacent to # 19, next to the public footpath. Is that a private parking space for that dwelling only, as it appears, or open to all? I realise you may not be dealing with these issues, but if so, perhaps you would be 
kind enough to forward this to the appropriate individual.

Pembroke Street Resident

I'm emailing you with regards to the proposed one way on Pembroke St, Appleby. 
I realise it is after the official consultation period, but it's taken me this long to consider, consult with neighbours, and get back to you. There's also the fact I had been away and didn't receive the letter immediately. 
After great consideration, I think it's a terrible idea. Not only that, but every single one of the people on the street that I've talked to, without exception, also think it's a terrible idea. Where did this idea come from? And what is it trying to achieve?  Me and 
my neighbours all use the top of the street as a two way road every single day. As do most of the people on the lower end of the street. If you look there's usually a lot of cars down there parked up the hill.  
It's also worth mentioning that in the time I've been writing this email, six cars have went in the direction opposite to the proposed one way, and only one has travelled with the proposed flow. I realise this is anecdotal, but the point I'm making is... just 
because most people happen park in one direction, it doesn't mean that is the only direction of travel used on the street. 
Addressing your point about reversing between parked cars.. isn't that a basic driving skill? And, being as it can get "fully parked", wouldn't that mean that the people finding difficulty would be forced to parallel park uphill? Surely, a far more intricate 
manoeuvre?

B6413 Village Hall, 
Lazonby

Resident

I note with some concern that the solution to cars driving on the pavement seems to be to restrict parking to residents. I was one of the residents who brought the driving on the pavement up in the consultation and I am concerned that the solution would 
penalise residents still further and do nothing to penalise perpetrators.
I am fortunate to live in a house with a drive but others around me are not. Restrictions will just push the parking problem elsewhere, this is in fact what has already happened and the proposal now also includes extending the restrictions behind the village 
hall as people who reside opposite the village hall now park there since the restrictions were first applied some years ago.
Parked cars offer a natural traffic calming scheme so that ingress and egress from driveways is supported by traffic moving more slowly and the speed restrictions are then adhered to. I fear that an open road would encourage people to be more hasty and 
the next consultation will centre around speeding.
I cannot help but feel that the people who should be penalised are those that think it is OK to mount a kerb and that the solution should be centred around the problem. There must be sensible systems, applied elsewhere to prevent cars mounting the 
pavement, that could be explored. It seems to me that double yellow lines are a cheap and ugly urban solution that eventually lead to expansions of the project, as parking problems get shunted elsewhere, and this could lead to the hill in Lazonby being free 
of cars but becoming a much faster road.
Clearly, residents of our village communities need to be able to go about their lives as efficiently and safely as possible and forcing them to walk 200m with pushchairs/dogs/shopping/small children on ill lit footways, that people drive on, just to get into their 
homes cannot be considered as a sensible or viable solution.

Village Hall, Lazonby Resident

As a resident in that area in which there are many houses with no choice but to park on the road I am concerned about how the proposed changes will effect these residents where parking is already a problem. I realise being able to park your car is not a 
right but equally the council must accept that car ownership is a necessity living in a rural village where public transport is dire.
The reason given appears to be concern about pavement driving to pass. I would share this concern, however it would appear the solution is to penalise the local residents rather than address the bad driving. There are natural places to pull (drives, lane 
endings etc) in on that stretch of road to see if something is coming in the opposite direction. The problem is caused by people going too fast down the hill and not pausing to check. Would a reduce speed limit and a priority system not work better. Also the 
problem is infrequent yet the limits it would put on the people living on that stretch of road would be permanent. People just need to approach more slowly and with more care.  If concerns are for pedestrians and in all my years living here I have never seen 
a situation which has threatened a pedestrian, then the pavements could be protected, and with priority and reduced speeds then rarely should this result in a driver having to reverse.
The proposed solution will cause many problems for local residents who as I have said have no choice but to park on the road. It will reduce the amount of parking spaces, however these cars will still need to park and this will just be pushed to parking 
further up or down the hill , actually making the problem worse rather than better as it will be a longer portion of road covered with cars. Also for people who are older or have mobility issues their cars will be pushed further away from their homes and this 
could be a real issue in winter conditions for them. This moving of cars to other areas will I feel effect the village hall too as the parking opposite the hall will then be used by permanent residents meaning that those using the hall especially those with limited 
mobility will not be able to park near by. The village hall is an important local amenity
Regarding the extension of the double yellow lines on scaur lane to “improve resident access to the properties behind the village hall”, why are these residents needs being given priority over the resident with no choice but to park on scaur lane as this would 
further reduce parking and push people further from their homes again (also for village hall visitors )I understand it is not ideal for them to have to edge out, but I do not believe it is unsafe for them or that they are in any way restricted in their movement. It 
would also set a dangerous precedent that throughout the village this should be done where small lanes join the road, thus further reducing parking.
Were the needs of the residents who park in the area being altered considered in your discussions? Were any solutions offered for their parking issues if these changes are made? Also if these proposed changes are made why would residents not just switch 
to parking on the other side of the road where there would be no restrictions, it is only by convention that all cars park on the side they currently do. Further more I don’t think I have once seen a traffic warden in the village to enforce any parking 
restrictions. 
In my opinion this is not the right solution for the problem, its detrimental effects on about 40 homes would far outweigh any advantages, and I repeat local residents should not be penalised for the poor driving and care of some motorists

Village Hall, Lazonby Resident

Just a brief comment on the proposals for restricted waiting on the B6413 nr. Scaur Lane..
I think that the proposals will help with the issues we have at present. The new restrictions on the B6413 should provide a kind of Lay-by for traffic travelling northwards (down the hill) so that confrontation with south bound traffic will be reduced. It's 
certainly worth trying. 
I live in Redesdale Cottage, directly opposite the12m length of new NWAAT
Thank you for your efforts to address this issue.



B6413 Village Hall, 
Lazonby

Resident

We, along next door and 1, 2 and 3 do not have any parking at our properties and all rely on the roadside parking that you are proposing to restrict.  
Our household alone has 3 vehicles and I know my neighbours all have at least 1 vehicle per household.  We already have to park 1 vehicle on Scaur Lane rather than near our property.  At the end of our lane is a holiday rental, they have space for 1 vehicle 
off road but there is often at least 1 other vehicle that requires roadside parking.  The property next to that, again, has no private parking and they have 2 vehicles.  Some of our other neighbours actually do have private parking but unfortunately for various 
reasons decide to park their vehicles on the roadside, prohibiting those of us that don't have that luxury from parking anywhere near our property.  Some of the neighbours have children or are not able bodied, so not being able to park near their property 
will cause significant issues for them.
On Wednesday evenings, the retained firemen meet for training at Lazonby Fire Station, they all park on this section of road making it very congested already and when there are any fuctions whatsoever at the Village Hall (minimum weekly), this is the only 
area that is available for guests to park.
We understand that this section of road has issues and can be unsafe for those walking on the adjacent pavements.  The problem is due to too much traffic and the speed of the traffic now coming through the village.  Ultimately planning permission has 
been granted for more new properties and therefore new residents than the village itself can cope with.  A more sensible suggestion would be to install traffic calming measures down the length of the village, speed bumps or traffic lights to slow the speed of 
the traffic so that cars do not take to the pavement as they haven't given themselves time or room to get out of the way of oncoming vehicles when travelling through the bottle neck.  You could also install metal barriers instead of double yellow lines so that 
cars could not mount the pavement to avoid each other and would have to wait in turn.  It seems that you are favouring the cheapest and easiest option but have not given thought to how it will effect those living in that area.

B6413 Village Hall, 
Lazonby

Resident would it be possible to reduce the length of the 6 meter section down to 5 to allow space for an extra vehicle on this section. As you know we are short of parking in this area and every little helps. 

B6413 Village Hall, 
Lazonby

Resident

One of our main concerns is that rather than improve safety on the road, by clearing it of parked cars it will make it a far faster road (a lot of people drive up and down this stretch far too fast as it is)
It is a well used stretch, possibly overused, and is regularly used by agricultural vehicles, buses, lorries delivering to local businesses etc.  At the moment, parked cars at least act as some kind of traffic speed control, forcing cars to slow down and wait for 
each other.  We are obviously concerned as parking can be tight at the best of times, with people using the village hall, the firemen who train at the station etc on certain nights of the week (rightfully they need somewhere to park too)
Quite a few houses on this stretch don't have off street parking, they will just be forced to park further and further away, which may well then create the same traffic issue somewhere else, so essentially I would suggest that this proposed solution may well 
just produce a bottle neck somewhere else?  A lot of people who have off street parking, choose to park on the road for convenience, which obviously no-one can do anything about
I think a proposal to double yellow 27m on that stretch will cause a lot of parking problems 
People driving up on the path is ridiculous, certainly at speed, and I have witnessed and cringed myself, but I don't think that parking should be restricted because people who are travelling through the village aren't able to drive properly and patiently!  It 
would seem that residents are being punished because of the poor driving practices of people who don't actually live on that section of road.
If I were to all of a sudden go and start doing donuts in a cul-de-sac in the village, it would seem silly to punish the residents of the cul-de-sac rather than the idiot doing the donuts, slightly extreme example admittedly, but I think you see my point
My wife currently has mobility issues which she has had ongoing issues with for 5 years or so, which is also a concern for us in terms of access to parking near our property etc

Seat Hill, Lazonby Business

We welcome the proposed 12m restriction shown on the drawing 'Main Street Lazonby' Grid ref 354763,539679. 
We would like to suggest that further no waiting restrictions are introduced as per the yellow highlighted markings on the plan headed Bells of Lazonby Proposal (officer comment - this plan shows the entirety of Seat Hill being restricted with the exception of 
a short section on the southern side of the street). This would allow HGVs access to Seat Hill and the Bakery site without having to mount the curb and pavement on the right-angle bend. Often cars are left along the drop curb on the corner and in front of 
the passenger station building without regard for traffic regulations and the hazard and obstruction it causes to road users.
At the time of writing might we suggest that a number of no waiting zones are created on the main road down through the village allowing traffic to pull in when faced with oncoming traffic coming up the hill in the direction of Plumpton. This situation has 
worsened since traffic lights were installed on the bridge over the river, traffic now passes through the village in groups as opposed to one at a time moving one problem at the bridge to an increased danger in the heart of the village. During the recent sheep 
sales drivers of a number of vehicles with trailers arriving in a short period of time experienced considerable difficulty because of parked vehicles and oncoming traffic. 

B6412 Bowling Club, 
Lazonby

Resident

I write regarding the proposed "no waiting at any time" restriction on a short section of the B6412 near my home on Barton Dale, Lazonby, which I consider to be very poorly thought out.
One reason for my reservations about such a move is that it would mean residents with small children having to park some distance from their home, which would make it more difficult for them to keep an eye on these youngsters when they are taking 
them to their vehicles, for example to go to school.
More seriously, in my view, would be the fact the vehicles which currently park on that stretch of road actually serve to slow down the flow of traffic, particularly vehicles entering the village from the south. Some of these travel well in excess of the speed 
limit until they approach the parked cars, at which point they have to slow down so the drivers concerned can see any vehicles heading in the opposite direction. There is invariably room for vehicles to pull in close to the kerb to allow those heading the 
other way to proceed. There are very few occasions when there are not enough gaps along this stretch of road to allow cars to pull in to allow vehicles to pass; perhaps once or twice a year when there is a major bowls match.
Once drivers have reduced their speed in this way, forward visibility is not a problem, and at no time in the 20 years we have lived on Barton Dale have we seen an accident caused by cars parked on this stretch of road, or even a near miss. Much more likely 
is an accident caused by excess speed.
I note that you mention in your letter on this subject that the proposal is a response to "comments from residents", but I have to say I have not heard any such complaints from those actually living on this stretch of Barton Dale. I can only conclude they were 
made by people living elsewhere in the village who resent having to slow down a little and actually obey the speed limit.
We would be interested to know how you have arrived at this decision for the location of this no waiting area. Have you conducted a traffic survey, for example?. Also, would it not be better to concentrate on catching those motorists who consistently break 
the speed limit on this stretch of road?. 
There are other parts of the village, for example on the hill on the B6413, where there are often many more parked cars, but these also serve to slow traffic down to allow other vehicles to pass.
We have lived here for over 20 years, travel daily on this road and see absolutely no need for this proposal.  We think it is a wholly unnecessary answer to a few complaints or temporary inconveniences, compared to the permanent effects this will have on 
residents of this road. 



B6412 Bowling Club, 
Lazonby

Resident

As the only people directly affected by the proposed changes on the road I have to say we are incredibly disappointed with the lack of thought for the local residents. 
Although we know that this parking place is not a given right, taking the parking away from us leaves us moving 4 young children for a longer distance to our home, on the main road. If we move our cars above the proposed restriction then there will be 
more cars parked together than there currently is. 
There are already several spaces along the road where no one is currently parking allowing more than 12 meter breaks to pass safely so I can not understand the comments from residents and parish council. I can only presume impatience is the problem 
rather than parking. 
The only time I have seen a visability problem is when bowls is on. And the members, according to the sign, have to park from no 1 Barton Dale down the hill. Which is no where near the proposed restriction.
After living here for 4 years I can honestly say we have never encountered a problem with passing on coming traffic. A brief moment of patience is all that is needed.
We even have a combine harvester which manages to pass through without a problem!!
So to summarise we feel there is no need for a restriction in front of Barton Dale residents it will not improve what is there only cause our family a great inconvenience.



Alston Resident This proposal will not improve the problem with large vehicles as they need to be up to curb in front of Steel house,Vale view and Wrenmore,no one ever parks on B 6277 where you propose to paint yellow lines

Alston Resident

I strongly disagree with the proposed plans for the yellow lines set out in your recent correspondence. 
We have had no problems since we have resided here with hgv's etc especially after the closure of the primary school ie, coaches.
Yellow lines on the proposed plans will cause restrictions on resident parking which is awkward enough the way it is at present. This will just move the so called problem further up both roads. Personally I need my vehicle outside my address as I'm normally 
on call out for North West Ambulance Service to answer 999 emergencies. 

Alston Resident

With regard to the latest (again) parking proposal for Townhead.
When we moved here nearly thirty years ago, we were able to park right outside our house. We then had a restriction applied to enable one or two of the school bus drivers who couldn’t negotiate the turn, to do this safely. The school has been closed for a 
while now but I understand that this restriction on a junction does make sense.
The other day I parked my car along with three others in front of the old police station and watched for any problems for most of the day. Boring but this is that important.
At no time did any vehicle of whatever size have a problem. The coop wagon turns there every day with no problem whatsoever. Please could you provide us with any evidence you have to the contrary.
I was told a few years ago by a resident further up the hill that we couldn’t park opposite them , which obviously we can but no one wants to cause conflict.
The only incident that has ever occurred on this junction was caused by a speeding drunk driver, so I think that record speaks for itself.

Alston Resident

AS a resident who has lived on the junction between the 689 and the Middleton road for the 30 years I wish to register my opposition to
your proposed restrictions.

: there has been only one RTA on this Junction in the 12 months since your last consultation and that was caused be a drunk youth travelling
up through the town at high speed. :We daily witness the COOP delivery vehicle turning on this junction daily with no difficulty.
:The section outlined on the B6277 would be redundant as no one has ever parked on that section of road!
:The existing yellow lines were agreed to by residents originally to address the problem of school buses turning from the A689 towards the school . The school has been closed for 4 years but these lines have not been removed
Parking is a perennial problem in Alston and the pressure increases every year, removing any parking for anything other than vital safety concerns only moves the problem further up the roads and risks confrontation between residents and I note you make 
no mention of any alternative provision. {resident permits or car parks }

Alston Resident

As a resident who has lived on Townhead Alston between the A689 and the Middleton road for the past 13 years I wish to register my opposition to Cumbria CC’s latest set of proposed restrictions to residents’ parking at Townhead. 
I do not believe that there is a problem of any significant scale to justify what is a draconian approach to slash residents’ parking options. There has been only one RTA on this Junction in the 12 months since your last consultation and that was caused by a 
drunk youth travelling up through the town at high speed and losing control of his car. Cumbria Police will be able to confirm this. Those of us who live here witness the COOP delivery vehicle turning on this junction daily with no difficulty. And indeed any 
other lorry or coach of size. The placement of the existing yellow lines on Townhead facilitate this. The section that you outline for yellow lining on the B6277 would be redundant as no one has ever parked on that section of road!
Surely all you need to do to address any perceived issues at this junction is to add double yellow lines at the part of the junction where vehicles turn onto the B6277, to outlaw locals parking very close to the junction end (which is illegal anyway) as I accept 
vehicles positioned right on the junction can impede vehicles turning. You don’t even need to extend the yellow lines along the whole length in front of the Old Police Station. The existing yellow lines were agreed to by residents originally to address the 
problem of school buses turning from the A689 towards the primary school. The school has now been closed for 3 years. 
Parking is a perennial problem in Alston and the pressure increases every year, removing any parking for anything other than vital safety concerns is simply a sticking plaster and doesn’t address the longer term problem of times having changed, car 
ownership having increased and public transport having decreased. The council should be looking more strategically and holistically at parking in Alston overall and working with local people to find a solution. Instead all we get is inappropriate piecemeal 
proposals. I note you make no mention of any alternative provision for residents on Townhead, such as a resident permits scheme or use of car parks. It’s neither fair nor realistic to impose parking restrictions without providing any alternative provision for 
residents. 


