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6 Shaping the user experience
6.4 The landscape experience 

Perceived landscape plays an important role in shaping 
the user experience. Among the best ways to experience 
the British landscapes are to navigate the pathways 
through them. The A66 is a route of national significance 
– the landscape beauty and inter-linked series of 
landmarks and attractions, make the route a place in its 
own right – with its own identity, programme of events, 
tourist attractions, for example. 

The A66 designs have been progressed with this 
perspective in mind – retaining and supporting the ability 
of the road to offer valuable cultural experiences of the 
landscape’s beauty and heritage significance. 

6.5 Orientation

Route orientation enables a driver to plan journeys with 
reliability. Without a road atlas or satellite navigation, 
orientation is achieved by generating a mind-map in your 
own head. This would typically be a simple spatial diagram 
with the destination at the end. Leading to the destination 
would be a sequence of landmarks, waypoints and other 
features; in essence a simplification or conceptualisation of 
the user experience. Good orientation is achieved where 
a road offers a user experience with memorable structure. 
The A66 designs seek to help structure positive user 
experiences in a way that aids intuitive orientation. 

6.6 Route identity

As indicated in Figure 6.1, the stretch of the A66 that is 
the focus for the Project offers a series of experiences 
that could be said to be iconic, with:

■	 	the Whinfell Park and Forest and the interaction with 
the edges of Penrith town to the west and glimpses of 
the Lake District Fells beyond this offering memorable 
waypoints; 

■	 	the views of the Pennine Hills and glimpses of key 
landmark features such as Murton Pike for east bound 
users approaching Kirkby Thore; and 

■	 	the ‘gateway to the Pennines’ at the eastern end. 

The project provides opportunties to strengthen the 
sense of place and enhance the overall landscape quality 
in each of these areas. 

However, it is the Stainmore Pass at the midpoint of the 
road that provides one of the most dramatic sections in 
shaping the route’s identity. The elevated, bleak moorland 
landscapes at Stainmore Pass, part of the North 
Pennines AONB, provide a strong sense of place and a 
memorable journey experience.

East of the Stainmore Pass, the parkland landscapes 
become more prevalent (such as as the Rokeby Estate 
and Rokeby Park RPG), and provide a striking contrast in 
scale and place. 

Figure 6.2 Connecting places – highlighting the settlement centres along the Project area section, their respective transi-
tions and relationship with their broader landscape setting (within the wider context of the coast-to-coast journey)

Figure 6.1 Route identity – highlighting the identity of the Project area section within the context of the coast-to-coast journey

Figure 6.3 Setting and visual landmarks – highlighting key features of the Project area section within the wider context 
of the coast-to-coast journey

6.7 Connecting places

The section of the route that is the focus of the Project 
divides the route into four broad areas; the Lake District, 
Eden Valley, North Pennines and Tees Valley, as shown in 
Figure 6.2. The centres of Penrith, Whinfell Park, Brough 
and Scotch Corner are important as gateways between 
these areas. 

Stainmore is particularly important at the centre-point of 
the route and a key focal feature of the Pennines. 

The Eden Valley acts as a large-scale transition between 
the Lake District and the Pennines.

This hierarchy of places and spaces (at key junctions and 
close to settlements, for example), and their respective 
transitions, has helped to inform the nature of Project 
design proposals. 

6.8 The driver’s experience

The route passes through landscapes of a high scenic 
quality with high intervisibility of the North Pennines, 
forming distinctive visual landmarks, providing a sense of 
scale and offering an immersive quality. 

A high degree of inter-visibility is also experienced along 
the Eden Valley as the transition between the Lakes and 
the Pennines; especially where landmarks provide focal 
points to views of the approaching peaks. 
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7.4 Temple Sowerby to Appleby
Summary of the proposals

A new dual carriageway route alignment is proposed in 
the Temple Sowerby to Appleby section, as summarised 
below. 

■	 	This is an evolved version of the route that was 
described in the Preferred Route Announcement and 
would comprise a new offline bypass around the north 
of Kirkby Thore, moving into a new bypass to the north 
of Crackenthorpe. This route would include a number 
of new junctions and improvements throughout its 
alignment. 

■	 	Design evolution since the Preferred Route 
Announcement has not altered the proposed route 
from the western end of the village to the junction at 
the British Gypsum site to the north of Kirkby Thore. As 
the route travels south-east the alignment has moved 
approximately 100m east from the Preferred Route 
Announcement alignment in order to alter the location 
at which the route crosses Trout Beck. The length of this 
crossing of the Trout Beck and its floodplain is about 
400m, which is being minimised to reduce the impact 
on connectivity and shading of the watercourse. 

■	 	The new multi-span viaduct would represent a major 
design opportunity, informed by design review, flood 
modelling and the Habitats Regulations Assessment, 
which is ongoing.

■	 	A new junction, referred to as the Temple Sowerby 
Bypass Junction, would provide connections between 
the existing A66 and the local road network. A short 
section of road would connect from Temple Sowerby 
Bypass junction to the existing A66, allowing access 
for local traffic and other road users from Temple 
Sowerby to Crackenthorpe and to wider settlements.

■	 	A new junction would be provided at Main Street to 
the north-east of Kirkby Thore. Main Street would 
pass over the proposed A66 alignment on a bridge 
structure. This junction would maintain the key local 
connection onto the A66 and also provide access to 
the British Gypsum plant via a private access road. 
This would contribute to a reduction in the number 
of Heavy Goods Vehicle movements through Kirkby 
Thore. New merge and diverge lanes would be 
incorporated as part of this junction to enable users to 
safely join and leave the A66 in both directions.

■	 	New bridge structures for both Station Road and 
Sleastonhowe Lane would enable access over the A66 
for local traffic, representing design opportunities. A 
diversion would lead from Priest Lane to Station Road 
to maintain local traffic access.

■	 	At Crackenthorpe, a new junction on the westbound 
carriageway of the new A66 alignment would provide 
left-in/left-out access. The junction would link to the 
previous A66 alignment and the B6542 and provide 
access to both Crackenthorpe and Appleby. 

■	 	Provision of an additional left-in junction to the 
eastbound carriageway at the existing Appleby 
bypass junction would make better use of the existing 

infrastructure. This, together with the proposed 
Crackenthorpe junction, would provide all movement 
access to the A66 west of Appleby.

■	 	There are seventeen proposed ponds along this route 
located at various points, which provide drainage and 
run-off attenuation, and manage water quality before 
it is discharged into the surrounding ditch networks. 
Each of these represents an opportunity for landscape 
design and ecological enhancement. 

Key design features are illustrated in the plan overleaf. 
These include:

■	 	Widening to the northern side, with southern side of 
embankments left to support invertebrate habitats 
where possible.

■	 	Elsewhere, grasslands will be provided for 
invertebrates and biodiversity enhancements.

■	 	Tree-planting will be incorporated within the road 
corridor where appropriate. 

■	 	Restoration and replacement of dry stone walls, where 
appropriate.

■	 	A new bridge to provide farm access.

■	 	A left-in, left-out junction for access to Whinfell Holme 
Wastewater Treatment Works from the eastern 
carriageway.

Potential design elements and  
considerations

Key potential design considerations are illustrated in the 
plan overleaf. These include:

■	 	Design of the western junction and alignment of 
associated side roads.

■	 	The minimisation of side roads and road upgrades 
north of Kirkby Thore. Consideration of the impact 
of side roads on field patterns, the alteration of rural 
lanes and the intersections of Public Rights of Way. 

■	 	Potential effects on views to and from the North 
Pennines AONB from north of Kirkby Thore. 

■	 	The integration of mitigation measures within designs 
relating to the impact on the Roman Road in the 
eastern part of this section. 

■	 	Integration of the junction at Kirkby Thore.

■	 	Design of Trout Beck viaduct and other proposed 
bridging structures.

■	 	Design of proposed ponds and associated drainage 
features as attractive, biodiverse features. 

■	 	Reinstatement and improvement of existing footpaths 
that are severed as a result of the proposed works, 
providing better connectivity and user experiences, 
improving safety along these routes.

■	 	Bridleway 336007 will be redirected to an underpass to 
the east and will connect back up to Priest Lane. The 
diversion is approximately 200m long.

■	 	Bridleway 336018 and Footpath 336017 will be 
redirected to new bridges. The footpath diversion is 
negligible. The Bridleway diversion is around 250m.

■	 	Footpath 336013 will be diverted to a footbridge to the 
west. This will also connect the footpath to Bridleway 
336018 further west. The diversion for the severance 
of the footpath is approximately 500m.

■	 	Footpaths 317009 and 341017 will both be diverted to 
a bridge which will be built for a local road diversion. 
The diversion will redirect pedestrians back to the old 
de-trunked A66 and along a proposed footpath. This 
will also provide a connection to Footpath 317008. The 
proposed diversion is around 750m.

■	 	Two underpasses are proposed to redirect Footpaths 
317006, 317012 and 317004 and reconnect them 
with the existing Bridleway 341001 which will run 
parallel to the proposed alignment along the line of the 
Roman Road. This Bridleway will not be affected by 
the proposed dualling. The diversions for the footpaths 
are minimal, at around 40m for Footpath 317012, and 
around 110m for Footpath 317004.
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