
COUNTY COUNCIL LOCAL COMMITTEE FOR EDEN

Minutes of a Meeting of the County Council Local Committee for Eden held on 
Monday, 18 November 2019 at 10.30 am at Control Room, Fire Headquarters, 
Penrith, Cumbria

PRESENT:

Mr D Whipp (Chair)

Mrs PA Bell
Mr A Connell
Mr P Dew (Vice-Chair)

Miss HJ Fearon
Mr N Hughes
Mr T Wentworth Waites

Also in Attendance:-

Mr N Butcher - Local Area Network Manager (Eden)
Mr K Crawley - Traffic Management Team Leader (East)
Mr N Wright - Area Manager - Eden
Ms L Beverley - Lead Officer – Infrastructure Planning
Mr A Brown
Ms L Eland
Mr R Ingham
Mrs I Haley

- Senior Manager - Asset Infrastructure and Transport
- Share a Smile project
- Bicycle Mayor for Cumbria
- Public Participation

Young People in attendance for Share A Smile:
E Thorpe, A Hewarth, A Parkin, E Smith, T Boboyon-Taylor, L Chambers, C Cullen

PART 1 – ITEMS CONSIDERED IN THE 
PRESENCE OF THE PUBLIC AND PRESS

44 APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE

Apologies for absence were received from Mrs H Carrick

The Area Manager received apologies from Ms C Driver during the meeting.

45 DISCLOSURES OF INTEREST

There were no disclosures of interest made at the meeting.

46 EXCLUSION OF PRESS AND PUBLIC

RESOLVED that, the press and public not be excluded from the meeting during 
consideration of any items of business on the Agenda.



2

47 PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

Mrs Isabel Haley attended the meeting to ask a question about reducing the current 
speed limit for the single carriageway section of the A6 that runs from south of High 
Hesket to south of Low Hesket. 

Before reading her submission, she thanked the Chair as he had visited the location 
and met. Mrs Haley and her husband had worked for the police, moved to the area 
six months ago and, after talking to other residents about vehicle near misses and 
witnessing the A6 being used as ‘a racetrack’, she was attending the meeting to 
speak on behalf of the community. She read the following submission:
 
Purpose: Request for reduction in speed limit

I am writing to request a reduction of the current speed limit for the single 
carriageway section of the A6 that runs from south of High Hesket to south of Low 
Hesket. In practical terms, it would mean an extension of the 40mph speed limit 
zone (which currently ends on the southern boundary of Low Hesket) to include the 
length of road detailed at the start of the letter. This would be an additional distance 
of just over 2 kilometres.

In raising this issue, I am trying to prompt action before there are fatalities.

My request is based on a number of significant risk factors which are detailed below:

Risk 1: Court Thorn Surgery (blind summit)

This busy surgery is located beside the south bound lane of the A6, a short distance 
south of Low Hesket. The southbound approach has a blind summit immediately 
before the surgery. In practice, this means that vehicles approaching the surgery car 
park exit have only a few seconds to react to a vehicle pulling out of the premises. 
Many of the cars on the A6 are travelling at 60mph or faster. This creates a very 
dangerous situation, particularly for patients and staff leaving the surgery. In a car, 
the time from sighting the surgery to its exit is less than 6 seconds. Mechanical 
stopping distances can vary from car to car. However, once you add in thinking 
time, many cars travelling at 60mph (or more as often happens) would not stop in 
time to avoid a collision if a car was entering or crossing the lane on the A6. 

I have been in contact with the Surgery (Rachael Somerville) and they fully support 
this request. They have themselves, along with their Patient Participation Group, 
applied for similar in 2013 and 2014. It was acknowledged by the Traffic 
Management Team Leader, Cumbria Council that the stretch of the A6 from 
Scalesceugh Hall to Plumpton is one of the worst stretches for accidents in Cumbria 
and this section was to be investigated further as part of an Engineering Safety 
Study to avoid accidents. Despite further incidents, no change has occurred.  I have 
spoken to other residents who have advised that the surgery has grown in size and 
there are more patients as it covers a bigger area.

Risk 2: North exit from A6 into High Hesket
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The north exit is situated at the base of two hills. Vehicles often drive at excessive 
speed in both directions and engage in reckless overtaking. High Hesket is a 
growing village and has a sizeable primary school. Numerous vehicles turn into and 
out of the north exit from the village. It is only a matter of time before something 
tragic happens.

To add to this, some vehicles exiting the A6 at this junction are travelling at such a 
speed, they cut the corner at the junction and travel through the village faster than 
the 30mph limit. Children of High Hesket ride their bikes and play on the road, 
making it again particularly dangerous and puts children and residents at risk.

On the northbound lane of the A6, the situation is complicated by driver behaviour 
when following cars that choose to use the north exit into the village, instead of the 
south one. On these occasions, the turning car must brake to a very slow speed due 
to the nature of the junction. Following drivers do not appear to be expecting this 
and I have witnessed several occasions where accidents were narrowly avoided.

The potential for accidents will only increase as the village population and school 
size expand.

Risk 3: House driveways beside the southbound lane of the A6

At the outset, I appreciate that a driveway beside the A6 is not of itself a reason for 
a lower speed limit. There are numerous such instances along the A6. In this case, 
it is their location that creates the safety issue. 

There are two such drives together on the southbound lane of the A6 as it climbs 
the hill after the north turning to High Hesket. If they are approached from the 
northbound lane of the A6, a blind summit hides them until 4 seconds or less before 
passing them. Again, a car leaving a driveway and turning right to travel northbound 
on the A6 creates a potentially hazardous situation. The issues are the same as for 
Court Thorn Surgery, except the time to stop is less than 4 seconds now (rather 
than 6 for the surgery).

Risk 4: Agricultural machinery and mud

Unsurprisingly, tractors and trailers are often on the road. Their slow speed 
complicates an already dangerous situation and the large amount of mud deposited 
increases stopping distances. This cannot be avoided, but speed limits do have to 
take reasonable account of all risks.

Risk 5: Persistent road flooding

Between Court Thorn Surgery and the north turning for High Hesket, there is a 
section of the A6 that regularly floods. This is an additional aggravating factor.

Risk 6: Motorcycles

Without doubt, the A6 is used as a racetrack by a significant minority of 
motorcyclists. On numerous occasions, I have witnessed speeds in the region of 80-
100 mph. To support this, I refer to a relatively recent prosecution of a motorcyclist 
travelling over 90mph down the hill on the A6 from Court Thorn Surgery towards the 
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junction of High Hesket. When added to the risks outlined above, it creates a toxic 
situation.

Risk 7: Accidents and Incidents

As mentioned previously, Court Thorn have had many near misses but there was a 
road traffic accident involving an elderly gentleman. 

At the north junction of High Hesket and the A6, there have been 2 incidents just in 
the last month where vehicles have lost control whilst driving and ended up on the 
grass verge at the junction. One was witnessed by residents but not reported 
officially. The second occurred on 4/11/19 and emergency services attended. 
Luckily on these occasions no other vehicle was involved and no-one was injured. 
However, that location is often frequented by pedestrians, so it could have been far 
more serious.

Residents have reported to me many near misses and their concerns about the 
excessive speed of vehicles around this area in particular. After speaking to 
residents, they have given examples of near misses, with one accident resulting in a 
near miss of a car hitting a house.

General comments

Back in 2013, the Traffic Management Team Leader of the Highways Department, 
Cumbria Council, responded to Court Thorn Surgery stating that the Council must 
comply with guidance from the Dft. This guidance describes locations in rural areas 
where a 40mph may be introduced and includes stretches with;

 Many bends, junctions or accesses
 Substantial development
 Strong environmental or landscape reasons
 Where there are considerable number of vulnerable road users

The Highways Department felt that Court Thorn Surgery did not fit any of these 
criteria.

However, it is felt that 2 of these areas should now be reconsidered.

 Substantial Development. High Hesket, as mentioned, is a growing village. 
The primary school itself has increased its intake and now holds 
approximately 200 children. Many of these pupils travel from Carlisle hence 
the increasing number of vehicles to this area. 
There has also been much development in the village too over the years with 
more new houses having been built and 2 further developments yet to be 
built; one substantial development at the north junction of the village. Again, 
this would result in more vehicles entering and exiting the village.

 Where there are considerable number of vulnerable road users.
It is strongly felt by many local residents, patients and staff at Court Thorn 
Surgery that there are many vulnerable people who access the 
aforementioned area. 

1. Patients 
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2. The Elderly
3. Children playing in High Hesket
4. School pupils/Cyclists 
5. Pedestrians
6. Horse riders

It is interesting to note that even practical police experience seems to support this 
assessment of risk. Occasionally, the police do speed enforcement near to High 
Hesket on the A6. Recently, I had a conversation with a police officer doing speed 
checks there who said it was only a matter of time before a serious or fatal accident 
happened.

In terms of the beneficial impacts that a speed limit reduction would have on driver 
behaviour, I refer you to evidence from the Plumpton Scheme which implemented a 
40mph zone. After its introduction, the speed at two points within the zone were 
measured. Even without a permanent speed camera, the results were a drop from 
an average speed of 56mph to 41mph in one case and a drop from 60mph to 
46mph in the other (Source: report of local consultation meeting, Cumberland and 
Westmorland Herald 30/9/2006, attended by Cumbria Highways).

The overall cost of a fatal road traffic collision is £1,958,303 per casualty or 
£2,196,534 per accident (average cost for 2018 figures. Source: Statista 2019). The 
figures for a serious road traffic collision are still £220,058 and £251,458 
respectively (same source). Given the risks I have outlined, how does that compare 
with the costs of extending the 40mph speed limit from Low Hesket to include a 
substantial part of the single carriageway A6 running past High Hesket?

Through talking to other residents and road users of High Hesket, it seems my 
concerns are shared by many residents and I have obtained many signatures to this 
effect. Many signatories gave examples of vehicle near misses.

There are 3 villages on the A6 in between Carlisle and Penrith; 2 of them have a 
40mph speed limit. Can the residents of High Hesket and the surgery not be 
afforded the same protection? 

As I mentioned at the outset, I hope it will not require a fatality or multiple fatalities 
before action is taken. That was the sad case in Plumpton and maybe there was 
some learning there about the value of preventative action. 

The Local Member, Mr Wentworth Waites supported what he considered to be 
genuine concerns raised in Mrs Haley’s statement. He had heard the same 
concerns from residents, in particular, issues near the doctor’s surgery and he 
agreed that the road was used as ‘a racetrack’. The issues needed to be addressed 
before there was a fatality. He considered the main issue on the stretch of road to 
be driver behaviour and thought measures should be put in place where possible, in 
order to make the road safer.

The Chair read out the following response:

Thank you for attending today’s meeting and bringing this matter to the attention of 
the Eden Local Committee.  



6

Following the comments made to you a few years ago the County Council 
undertook a safety study of the A6 from Stoney Beck roundabout to the Golden 
Fleece in 2015.  A number of recommendations were identified in that report and 
these have all been funded and completed.  I will ask the Traffic Management Team 
Leader to investigate the feasibility of introducing a lower speed limit on the section 
of the A6 in the vicinity of High Hesket and update you of their findings.  I will also 
ask that the matter of speeding vehicles is referred to the CRASH Group which is 
part of the Cumbria Road Safety Partnership for them to investigate and take 
appropriate action.  They will also advise you of the outcome of their investigation.

The Chair explained the role of the CRASH Group in speed enforcement. In 
supporting the referral, Miss Fearon (the Committee’s representative on the CRASH 
Group) explained the membership and role of members of the Group, concurring 
that this was the best way to ensure speeding measures at the location were 
enforced.

In agreeing that the road was notorious for speeding vehicles and supporting the 
referral, a member queried why more action had not taken place following the 2015 
safety study of the A6 from Stoney Beck roundabout to the Golden Fleece. He 
hoped that the Local Doctor’s Surgery would input into the feasibility study and 
asked that the item be brought back to a future meeting.

The Traffic Management Team Leader thanked Mrs Haley for her comprehensive 
statement. He advised on the annual review of accidents and the work undertaken 
on studying and funding locations which had a high number of accidents. He 
commented on the comprehensive study undertaken in 2015 where issues had not 
been identified as areas with accident clusters only had been reviewed. He 
undertook to refer the issues raised by Mrs Haley to the relevant Highways officers. 
Recent accident statistics had not yet been received but these would be reviewed 
by the CRASH Group in due course.

The Traffic Management Team Leader also undertook to consider the issues raised 
by Mrs Haley and compare them to DfT criteria for setting safety limits and provide a 
response in due course. Mrs Haley stated that a lot of incidents were near misses 
and these were not reported. She provided a number of examples of near misses on 
the road. 

Mrs Haley asked if the provision of a chicane in the village could be considered. The 
Chair advised Mrs Haley that he and the Local Member understood the issues 
raised and confirmed that all of the points she had raised would be considered. 

RESOLVED that, 

1 The reduction in speed limit for the single carriageway section of the A6 that 
runs from South of High Hesket to the south of Low Hesket be referred to the 
Traffic Management Team Leader for further investigation and that the issue of 
speeding vehicles be referred to the CRASH Group.
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2 The Committee be provided with an update at a future meeting.

48 MINUTES

Correction:

Page 11, Minute 32, Area Planning in Eden, 5th paragraph, 1st line, ‘only’ be 
changed to also’

RESOLVED that, subject to the correction above, the minutes of the meeting held 
on 26 September 2019 were agreed as a correct record and signed by 
the Chair.

49 PRESENTATION - LYNSEY ELAND - SHARE A SMILE

Members received a presentation from Ms Lynsey Eland, from the Share a Smile 
Project and had the opportunity to ask questions of the young people involved in the 
project.

Mr Dew welcomed Ms Eland and advised that the project had been established with 
the support of the Local Committee’s Children and Young People Working Group 
who wanted to focus on young people’s mental health. Consequently, Carlisle and 
Eden Mind had been commissioned to undertake the project which had ended at the 
end of the school year in 2019. Seven young people involved in the project attended 
the meeting to advise on their activity during the project.

Ms Eland had worked with young people from Appleby, Ullswater and Kirkby 
Stephen schools and Queen Elizabeth Grammar School. The project had looked at 
ways to raise the awareness of good mental health and reduce the stigma of mental 
health issues.

The presentation covered:

 Quotes from young people who had been involved in the project
 Successes so far
 The experiences of the team
 The aims of the project
 Sharing knowledge in primary schools
 Primary school feedback
 Random Act of Kindness week
 Community feedback
 Feedback from the team
 Thanks to everyone involved
 Responses to questions about the project in order to identify lessons learned 

and develop it further

Ms Eland commented on the attributes and commitment of the young people 
involved in the project and highlighted the regular positive messages put out on 
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social media platforms. Ms Eland talked about how each school had different 
resources and different ideas on what to spend their funding on and commented on 
the legacy budget.

Members asked the young people a number of questions including what they 
thought the outcomes of the project were, how their work could be built upon in 
future and commented on their enthusiasm and commitment, their innovative ideas 
and whether the young people had seen a shift in culture so young people 
understood that good mental health was part of their general wellbeing.

The young people talked about their interactive work and resources used with 
primary school children and the legacy of the work they had undertaken with them, 
their visibility within their school environment so other young people could talk to 
them about mental health issues and how important it was to listen as well as talk. It 
was reported that mental health was now being talked about more openly and at a 
younger age and a contributing factor to this was the increased social media profile 
encouraging young people to be caring. The Young people commented on how 
much they enjoyed the project and on their positive working relationship with Ms 
Eland. An explanation was provided on the Instagram campaign pushing out 
positive mental health messages to young people in the schools and on the young 
people’s hopes to train all teachers on mental health issues.

The Chair thanked everyone involved in the project and commented on the excellent 
work that had been taken so far. He asked how the rest of Cumbria could benefit 
from the learning gained from the project. He advised that he would give 
consideration to putting the project on the Leadership and Local Committee Chairs 
Agenda for a future meeting.

In summing up, Mr Dew stated that he had been an advocate for the project since 
its inception and hoped that it would be rolled out across Cumbria. He commended 
those involved for their work produced on a small budget and thanked Ms Eland for 
her input on the project.

RESOLVED that, the presentation be circulated to members.

50 PRESENTATION: BICYCLE MAYOR - RICHARD INGHAM

Mr Richard Ingham, the Elected Bicycle Mayor for Cumbria, gave a presentation on 
the role of cycling in helping Eden achieve its vision. Mr Ingham outlined the history 
behind his appointment as Cumbria’s Elected Bicycle Mayor and talked about the 
importance of health and wellbeing, how the Elected Bicycle Mayor was a global 
initiative, the promotion of cycling as a mode of transport to be a catalyst for change, 
his support from all six MPs in Cumbria for the scheme, the election process and his 
remit.

The presentation covered the following:

 Vision (Council Plan)
 We need to change the way we travel in the UK
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 NHS: Obesity statistics 2017
 CO2 Footprint Transport Modes
 Healthy Transport = Healthy Lives
 UK National Travel Survey 2017
 Emissions data for Oxford
 Manchester Made to Move report
 Date relating to switching from a car to bike
 A better way to travel – rush hour in Amsterdam: 55% by bike
 Eden: cycling opportunities
 Eden: barriers to cycling
 Penrith: existing promoted cycle routes
 Penrith: some potential urban cycle ways
 Maximising potential information, signage, providing lots of cycle parking and 

providing information on-line

Following the presentation members made a number of observations and asked 
questions.

A member considered that the information presented would help inform the Penrith 
Parking and Movement Study, however, Penrith’s road network, weather conditions 
and topography or people’s fitness could hinder people from using bicycles. She 
considered that shared use of space for cyclists and pedestrians didn’t always work 
for both groups and that budget constraints could impact on the development of 
cycle ways. Mr Ingham acknowledged the Council’s budget constraints and was not 
a personal advocate of shared use of space, but talked about where cycle routes 
were successful. 

The Chair advised that workshop sessions held during the Penrith Parking and 
Movement Study would concentrate on the detail Mr Ingham was referring to in his 
presentation. 

A member welcomed the election of the Bicycle Mayor and suggested Mr Ingham 
contact Action with Communities in Cumbria (ACT). He advised that working with 
other organisations to reduce cars on the road was a way forward, such as the 
National Trust working on car free villages. Another member considered that rather 
than impose routes in existing areas, new routes be integrated into new 
developments. In agreeing with this, Mr Ingham referred to land use planning 
policies in Europe which made it harder to use cars on some routes. A member 
expressed her concern at this as she considered this would prejudice older people 
given that Cumbria had a super-aging population and that older people may struggle 
to carry heavy shopping on bicycles. She advised on the difficulty of providing 
cycling routes in the Penrith area and that a review on the matter had already taken 
place.

The Lead Officer - Infrastructure Planning advised that as part of the Transport 
Improvements Study, sustainable transport schemes had been identified and it was 
important that any further identification of schemes took these into account. 
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RESOLVED that, the presentation be circulated to members.

51 PRESENTATION: PENRITH PARKING AND MOVEMENT STUDY

The Lead Officer - Infrastructure Planning gave a presentation on the Penrith 
Parking and Movement Study which covered the following:

 Objectives
 Governance
 Communication and Engagement 
 Scope and programme

Members asked a number of questions and commented on the work being 
undertaken in the study. The Chair invited Eden District Council members in the 
public gallery to join the Committee and take part in this item. Questions were asked 
on whether the study would be phased and about the spend on the project’s 
implementation. 

The Lead Officer - Infrastructure Planning talked about the jointly funded Study and 
referred members to the stages in the Study and Programme. She advised that 
stakeholders would be identified to deliver the projects and that joint working would 
likely take place, adding that stakeholder engagement would be key to the 
preparation of the study. She highlighted that it was important to note that currently 
no funding was in place to deliver any improvements which may be identified. She 
reported that the Study was at an early stage and that each stakeholder had 
individual views on issues. Further views would be obtained at workshops in early 
2020. She considered that by identifying and developing improvements, it would 
provide partners with the necessary evidence to seek funding when it became 
available. A project board had been established to provide strategic direction and 
leadership for the project.

A member asked that careful consideration be given to the messages 
communicated to the public. Members welcomed that there would be joint working 
with other stakeholders and that there was agreement between the three tiers of 
Councils which would help to progress the projects. The difficult conversations to be 
held on identifying priorities was acknowledged.

RESOLVED that, the presentation be circulated to members.

52 AREA PLANNING IN EDEN

A report was considered from the Executive Director – Corporate, Customer and 
Community Services which brought together information from across the community 
teams including community development and services as well as public health. The 
report provided an update on the work of each area, identified activity against 
priorities, highlights current issues and provides an overview of the budget position.  

After a request for further information, the Area Manager provided a short outline of 
the recent multi-agency workshop with colleagues from NHS, Eden District Council, 
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Cumbria Constabulary and the third sector to discuss service delivery and 
collaborative processes. This work was still in its infancy but an update would be 
provided at a future meeting of the Committee. 

A short discussion took place on the name of the Every Life Matters organisation. A 
member asked when money would be allocated from the Area Planning budget as 
there was only four months left in the financial year. The Area Manager advised that 
proposals were being considered to ensure that funding was allocated effectively.

Following a query about how the money would be spent in the Universal Services 
budget, the Area Manager advised that a report on this matter would be brought to a 
future meeting of the Committee. A member asked that in addition to members 
being informed of the projects identified for funding, they also be advised when 
funds were released so they were kept fully informed. The Area Manager undertook 
to do this. The Chair of the Children and Young People’s Working Group confirmed 
that funding would be allocated.

In referring to the Highways’ winter service review, a member reported on the issues 
on the A66 which crossed Stainmore when it was closed due to bad weather as 
motorists used different routes and got stuck on minor roads. He would pursue a 
resolution with Highways officers on this matter.

The recommendations were moved en bloc by the Chair and agreed by assent of 
the Committee.

RESOLVED that,

1 Members note the budget allocations for 2019-20 and the commitments and 
expenditure recorded to date.

2 Members note the provisional unallocated resources in the 2019/20 Revenue 
Discretionary Budgets of £88,835 as at 28 October 2019.

3 Members note the area planning update contained within the report between 
paragraphs 4.6 and 4.27

4 An update be provided at a future meeting on the multi-agency work with 
colleagues from the NHS, Eden District Council and Cumbria Constabulary to 
discuss service delivery and collaborative processes.

5 A report be considered at the January 2020 Committee meeting on how 
spend will be allocated in the Universal Services budget.

53 HIGHWAYS PROGRAMME PROGRESS REPORT 2019/20

A report was considered from the Acting Executive Director – Economy and 
Infrastructure regarding the Highways Programme Progress Report 2019/20. The 
report presented the Devolved Highways Revenue, Devolved Highways Capital and 
Non-Devolved Capital budget reports combined with programme progress 
information.
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The Highways Network Manager guided members through the programme and 
advised that a new scheme, Eden Valley Mineral Water had been added into the 
Devolved Highway Capital Programme due to accelerated deterioration of the road 
surface and this would be funded from an accumulative underspend in the capital 
programme. The forecast was to complete all projects on target by the end of the 
financial year.

Members were advised that in relation to the surface dressing underspend, no 
schemes would drop out of the programme as the final cost was less than 
estimated. Public Transport Infrastructure and Minor Local Safety Schemes would 
be identified for 2020/21. A short discussion took place on the funding of signage for 
bus stops.

RESOLVED that, the progress information shown in the appendices to the report be 
noted

54 EDEN TRAFFIC REGULATION ORDER (TRO) - CONSOLIDATION OF 
AND CHANGES TO EXISTING RESTRICTIONS AND INTRODUCTION OF 
PROPOSED NEW RESTRICTIONS

A report was considered from the Acting Executive Director – Economy and 
Infrastructure regarding the Eden Traffic Regulation Order – consolidation of and 
changes to existing restriction and introduction of proposed new restrictions. 
Requests for the proposed changes had come from a variety of sources including 
Member, Parish, Police, and resident suggestions and ongoing reviews of existing 
restrictions by highways officers. The report sought approval from members to 
proceed to statutory advertisement and consultation and then to bring the Order, 
which would consolidate the provisions of The County of Cumbria (Various Roads, 
District of Eden) (Consolidation and Provision of Traffic Regulations) Order 2018, 
(as varied), together with the proposed changes referred to in the 
Recommendations of the report into operation should there be no unresolved 
objections.

Mr Connell advised that he had spoken to the Highways Network Manager. He drew 
members’ attention to the proposal asking members to not to proceed to statutory 
consultation at C3004 and C3063 at Long Marton. He advised that this was not a 
controversial proposal and recommended that this was agreed by the Committee. It 
was noted that the ‘no waiting at any time’ restriction could be amended in response 
to local complaints.

In talking about the proposal asking members to not to proceed to statutory 
consultation for a one way traffic restriction at Pembroke Street, Appleby in 
Westmorland, Mr Connell advised that he did not agree with the proposal as there 
had only been one representation and all feedback he had received been positive 
and therefore recommended that the Committee agree to proceed to statutory 
consultation and advertisement of the Order. It was moved by Mr Connell and 
seconded by Mr Dew that the proposal to introduce a One Way Traffic Restriction 
on part of the U3355 and the entirety of the U3349, Pembroke Street at Pembroke 
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Street, Appleby–in-Morland proceed to statutory consultation and advertisement of 
the proposals. This was agreed by assent of the Committee.

In light of the decision of the Committee relating to Pembroke Street, Appleby in 
Morland, it was highlighted by a member that the proposal at South Terrace, Tebay 
may change when it was considered again by the Committee at a future meeting.

The Chair moved the remaining recommendations en bloc (taking into account the 
earlier vote on Pembroke Street, Appleby in Morland), which were agreed by assent 
of the Committee.

RESOLVED that,

The Local Committee agree to proceed to statutory consultation and advertisement 
of an order  to consolidate the provisions of The County of Cumbria (Various Roads, 
District of Eden) (Consolidation and Provision of Traffic Regulations) Order 2018 (as  
varied),  together with the proposals detailed at paragraphs 3.2 to 3.9 inclusive and 
3.13 of the report into one concise order (“the Order”). Any unresolved 
representations received to the Order referred to at paragraph 3.1 of the report, will 
be reported back through the Local Committee process for determination. However, 
in the absence of any such representations, the Order, to include the proposals and 
changes detailed at paragraphs 3.2 to 3.9 inclusive and 3.13 in the report, be 
brought into operation as advertised, having 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: -

1 Alston

Introduce a ‘No Waiting At Any Time’ restriction on a short stretch of the 
A689 at its junction with the B6277.

2 Brougham

Introduce a prohibition of heavy commercial vehicles over 7.5 tonnes 
maximum gross weight restriction, with except for access exemptions, on the 
B6262, C3048 and U3182, Brougham.

3 Calthwaite

Introduce ‘No Waiting at Any Time’ restrictions on lengths of the C1037 and 
C3003.

4 Seat Hill, Lazonby

Introduce a new ‘No Waiting At Any Time’ restriction on a short stretch of 
Seat Hill at its junction with the B6413.

5 B6413 (Village Hall), Lazonby 

Introduce new ‘No Waiting At Any Time’ restrictions on two short stretches of 
B6413 and to extend one such existing restriction in the vicinity of the village 
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hall. It is also proposed that an existing length of ‘No Waiting At Any Time’ 
restriction on Scaur Lane be extended. 

6 B6412 (Bowling Club), Lazonby

Introduce a new ‘No Waiting At Any Time’ restriction on a short stretch of the 
B6412 in the vicinity of the Bowling Club.

7 Church Street, Tebay.

Introduce ‘No Waiting at Any Time’ restrictions on lengths of the A685 and 
U3279, Church Street. 

8 South Terrace, Tebay.

Introduce ‘No Waiting at Any Time’ restrictions on lengths of the A685 and 
U3392, South Terrace and the A685.

9 Pembroke Street, Appleby–in-Morland.

Introduce a One Way Traffic Restriction on part of the U3355 and the entirety 
of the U3349, Pembroke Street.

10 The Local Committee agree NOT to proceed to statutory consultation and 
advertisement of the proposals detailed in the report.13. The proposals 
attracted unresolved objections or comments during the informal consultation 
exercise and it is advised that these issues be further investigated.

11 C3004 and C3063, Long Marton.

Introduce ‘No Waiting at Any Time’ restrictions at the junction of the C3004 
and C3063

55 PENRITH CONSOLIDATION ORDER

A report was considered from the Acting Executive Director – Economy and 
Infrastructure regarding the Penrith Consolidation Order. The report advised the 
Local Committee of the representations received to the informal consultation on a 
number of proposed changes to the Penrith traffic regulation order referred to at 
paragraph 3.1 of the Report, in relation to 5 locations. The proposed changes had 
come from a variety of sources including Member and resident requests and 
ongoing reviews of existing restrictions.  The report sought approval from members 
to proceed to statutory advertisement and consultation and then to bring the Order, 
which would consolidate the provisions of The County of Cumbria (Various Roads, 
Penrith) (Consolidation and Provision of Traffic Regulations) Order 2017, together 
with its variations and the proposed changes referred to in the Recommendations of 
the report, into operation, should there be no unresolved objections.

A member welcomed the proposals before the Committee and reported that 
residents at Friargate had requested adequate signage.
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The Chair moved the recommendations in the report en bloc and these were agreed 
by assent of the Committee.

RESOLVED that,

The Local Committee agrees to proceed to statutory consultation and advertisement 
of an order which will seek to consolidate the provisions of The County of Cumbria 
(Various Roads, Penrith) (Consolidation and Provision of Traffic Regulations) Order 
2017, together with its variations and the proposals detailed at paragraphs 3.1.1 to 
3.1.5 inclusive (“the Order”) of the report:-

1 Extend the current No Waiting at Any Time restriction on the southeast side 
of Sand Croft approximately 30m in a north-easterly direction and introduce a 
new 10m length of No Waiting at Any Time restriction on the southwest side 
of the road, as shown on the plan attached as Appendix 2 to the report

2 Introduce new One-way Traffic restriction in a northerly direction (clockwise) 
on the Friargate parking area, as shown on the plan attached as Appendix 3 
to the report

3 Introduce a new One-way Traffic restriction in a westerly direction on part of 
Askham Crescent, as shown on the plan attached as Appendix 4 to the report

4 Introduce a new prohibition of heavy commercial vehicles over 7.5 tonnes 
maximum gross weight restriction, with except for access exemptions on 
Gillan Way, as shown on the plan attached as Appendix 5 to the report

5 Introduce a new One-way Traffic restriction in a north-easterly direction on 
Harrison Street, and change the existing parking bays to a No Waiting at Any 
Time restriction. Extend the Zone I parking bays on Foster Street by 6m on 
both sides of the road at its junction with Harrison Street.  All are shown on 
the plan attached as Appendix 6 to the report

6 Any unresolved representations received to the Order referred to at 
paragraph 3.1 of the report, will be reported back through the Local 
Committee process for determination. However, in the absence of any such 
representations, Local Committee is asked to resolve that the Order, to 
include the proposals and changes detailed at paragraphs 3.1.1 to 3.1.5 
inclusive above, be brought into operation as advertised, having 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.

56 EDEN AREA SPEED LIMIT REVIEW 2019/20

A report was considered from the Acting Executive Director – Economy and 
Infrastructure which advised the Local Committee of the outcome of the informal 
consultation on a number of proposed speed limit changes throughout Eden District. 
This was part of an ongoing Highways Capital programme to review and implement 
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new, and alter existing speed restrictions, where appropriate within the District. The 
report also sought agreement from the Local Committee to bring the Order referred 
to at paragraph 3.1 of the report into operation should there be no unresolved 
objections.

The Traffic Management Team Leader reported that a late response had been 
received from Tebay Parish Council on the proposed speed limit. A request had 
been made to extend the 30mph speed limit further south and include a 40mph 
buffer zone. His recommendation was that the current proposals as set out in the 
report remain. It was noted that consideration may given to introducing a 40mph 
zone at a later date. Mr Dew reported on his liaison with the Parish Council and his 
support for the recommendation before members.

Mr Hughes referred to speeding vehicles at Bolton. The Traffic Management Team 
Leader would report this to the CRASH Group for further investigation and would 
review the provision of traffic calming measures when the finance was available.

The Chair commented on his discussions with Highways England and senior County 
Council officers regarding issues with traffic being diverted off the M6 and the 
possible need for a software update to the Satellite Navigation system.

The Chair moved the recommendations in the report en bloc which were agreed by 
assent of the Committee.

RESOLVED that,

(A) That Local Committee agrees to proceed to statutory  consultation and 
advertisement of a traffic regulation order to consolidate the provisions of The 
County of Cumbria (Various Towns and Villages in the District of Eden) 
(Consolidation and Provision of Speed Limits) Order 2016, and introduce the 
proposals detailed at paragraphs 3.2 to 3.8 inclusive (“the Order”) of the 
report, having 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.

1 Armathwaite

Extend the existing 30mph restriction for approx. 825m on the C3018 
northeast of the village, as shown on the plan attached as Appendix 2.

2 Greystoke

Extend the existing 30mph restriction for approx. 200m on the C3014 north of 
the village, as shown on the plan attached as Appendix 3.

3 Soulby

Introduce a new 30mph restriction throughout the village as shown on the 
plan attached as Appendix 4.

4 Stainton
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Extend the existing 30mph restriction for approx. 220m on the U3152 north of 
the village, as shown on the plan attached as Appendix 5.

5 Tebay

Extend the existing 30mph restriction for approx. 75m on the A685 south of 
the village, as shown on the plan attached as Appendix6.

6 Winton

Introduce a new 30mph restriction throughout the village as shown on the 
plan attached as Appendix 7.

(B) Local Committee agree that the Order referred to at paragraphs 3.1 to 3.7 
inclusive in the report, be brought into operation should there be no 
unresolved objections, having 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.

57 DOBSONS BRIDGE - REDUCTION IN WEIGHT LIMIT FROM 17 TONNES 
MAXIMUM GROSS VEHICLE WEIGHT TO 13 TONNES MAXIMUM GROSS 
VEHICLE WEIGHT

A report was considered from the Acting Executive Director – Economy and 
Infrastructure regarding Dobsons Bridge – Reduction in weight limit from 17 tonnes 
maximum gross vehicle weight to 13 tonnes maximum gross vehicle weight. The 
report advised members of a proposed change to the existing weight limit. The 
proposed changes had been requested by the Cumbria County Council Bridges 
team. The report sought approval from members to proceed to statutory 
advertisement and consultation and then to bring the Order, into operation should 
there be no unresolved objections.

Following a query from the Local Member, the Traffic Management Team Leader 
confirmed that should the order be agreed there were alternative routes for farm 
vehicles to use.

RESOLVED that,

1 Members agree to proceed to statutory consultation and advertisement of  a 
new order (“the Order”) to reduce the existing 17 tonnes maximum gross 
vehicle weight limit on that section of the U3129 at Threlkeld over the full 
expanse of Dobson Bridge, to a maximum gross weight of 13 tonnes,

2 Any unresolved representations received to the Order, referred to at 
paragraphs 3.1 and 3.2 of the report, will be reported back through the Local 
Committee process for determination. In the absence of any such 
representations, the Order be brought into operation as advertised, having 
taken into consideration the matters contained in Section 122(2) of the Road 
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Traffic Regulation Act 1984 which are more specifically referred to at 
paragraph 7.2 of the report.

58 HIGHWAYS ASSET MANAGEMENT STRATEGY

Members received a presentation from the Senior Manager - Asset Infrastructure 
and Transport which covered the following:

 The 2015 Highways Asset Management Strategy
 Highways Asset Management Strategy 2020-2025
 Highways’ vision
 Highways Delivery Plan
 The Highways’ customer
 Working together
 Enterprise and efficiency 
 Prevention and Early Intervention
 Digital Transformation
 Proposed timetable for the new Strategy

A member asked that in addition to receiving information about schemes in their 
own division, members were informed of schemes in adjoining divisions in order to 
ascertain if there would be any impact on their division. He highlighted that Parish 
Councils were keen on Working Together and were looking for progress on 
devolved budgets. He welcomed progress made with electric car charging points but 
asked for reasonably priced public transport.

In response to a member asking what difference the new Strategy would make, the 
Senior Manager - Asset Infrastructure and Transport commented on the 
improvements to customer care and reputational change. He advocated the 
application of the best measures available to the highways asset at the right time,  in 
order to keep the asset in the best condition possible.

The Senior Manager - Asset Infrastructure and Transport reported that to bring the 
highways network up to a good standard would take £250-300m and that the 
Government provided £35m of funding therefore there was always a backlog of 
work which was prioritised and risk assessed. The Highways network was the 
County Council’s largest asset and was worth £7.2bn.

RESOLVED that,

1 The Highway Asset Management Strategy refresh process be noted
2 The Delivery Plan be noted

59 UPDATE FROM REPRESENTATIVES ON OUTSIDE BODIES

Mrs Bell gave an update on her attendance at a meeting with the Pupil Referral Unit 
in Carlisle and the excellent work being undertaken by the newly appointed Head 
teacher.
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Mr Dew gave an update on the following:

 Children in Care Council meeting of 5 October
 Eden Youth Council meeting of 10 November 
 Eden Health and Wellbeing Forum meeting of 7 October 2019

Mr Dew reported on a request from an officer about collecting hamper items for 
Care Leavers. The Senior Democratic Services Officer would circulate the 
information to the Committee. He referred to a fundraising/awareness event to be 
held on 14 December at The Gathering in Penrith by the Eden Youth Council. He 
would circulate a poster for this event after the meeting.

Mr Hughes queried why the Eden Health and Wellbeing Forum met in private. Mr 
Dew undertook to raise this point when he attended the next meeting of the Forum.

Mr Connell advised that he would be providing an update on the Suicide Alertness 
Group at a future meeting of the Committee.

60 ACTION LOG

Members reviewed the Action Log

The Area Manager undertook to find out if the Carlisle and Eden Community Safety 
Partnership had met and whether there had been any discussions on modern day 
slavery.  

The Area Manager gave an update as follows:

 A date would be identified for the fuel poverty in early 2020
 A date would be identified for the Cumbria Youth Commission to be invited to 

the Children and Young People’s Working Group

Mr Dew added that Cumbria Youth Commission’s invitation had been placed on the 
Action Log of the Children and Young People Working Group. The invitation would 
be extended when prior commitments of the Working Group had been fulfilled.

RESOLVED that,

Removed from the Action log:

 Climate change workshop
 Formal packages of care query 
 Mrs Bell’s query on the award to 1st Skelton Brownies
 Mrs Bell’s update on youth facilities in Penrith
 Eden Transport Toolkit placed on the Local Committee Chairs and 

Leadership Agenda
 Working Together Agreements circulated to the Committee 
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61 DATE & TIME OF NEXT MEETING

The next meeting of the Committee would be held on 15 January 2020 at 10.30am 
at Fire HQ, Penrith, Cumbria.

The meeting ended at 1.20 pm


