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1. Executive summary

Project overview

The pr will involve dualling multiple sections
of single carriageway along the AB6 between M6
junction 40 at Penrith and the A1(M) at Scotch
Comer. Other improvements are proposed along its
length, such as at Kemplay Bank roundabout and
the junctions with the M6 and A1(M). This work is
important to enable future growth and wil help the
economies of both the North East and Cumbria, as
well as improving journeys across the country. This
route travels through the Local Authority areas of
Cumbria, North Yorkshire and Durham.

While the AB6 plays a crucial role in the life of
nearby communities, it also has an essential role
for journ ross the UK for freight operators.
The dualling programme will improve the journey
time reliability of the route, enable us to keep traffic
cidents or bad weather and, most
e safety. It will also reconnect
evered by the road and
sibility to key tourism areas.

This project forms part of the
Road Investment Strat
cover investments betweel

The consultation

We held public consultation events in May and June
2019 to listen to communities, landown, pecial
interest groups and local leaders to understand the
views towards the proposed dualled route options.
We also consulted on proposed improvements for
the roundabout at Kemplay Bank near Penrith and
disc potential changes to the associated
junctions on the M6 J40 and A1(M) Scotch Comer.
Consultation was also undertaken with parish and
town councils. Specialist groups of walkers,
cyclists and equestrians undertook a dedicated
survey and members of the business, freight
and ports community took part in a detailed
questionnaire and interview process so we could
understand their issues.

The public consultation ran for eight we

16 May to 11 July 2019. The c

was distributed with a covering letter to 1823 homes
within 250m of the entire route. Residents within
2.5km of the route (14,076 homes) were sent a flyer
promoting the consultation events.

The catchment areas were agreed with the local
authorities of Cumbria County Council, Durham
County Council and Morth Yo ire County Council
prior to consultation and the map of the distribution
area was published in the Approach to Public
Consultation document along with an outline of
the programme. This document was printed and
distributed via deposit points and online

The consultation brochure covered
the following sections:

Background information
Details of how to respond to the consultation
Details of the consultation events

Map to show each single carriageway section
of the route and the prop options

Benefits and impacts tables for each option
Consultation response form
Proposed mitigation

Information on discounted options

Information was also available on the project
webpag ighwaysengland.co.uk/a66-
northem-trans-pennine). The consultation was
advertised in the local press, i i
through posters in deposit poi

also generated considerable media inte

was featured on local and national pres:

media, television and radio outlets.

In fotal, 21 consultation events were held during
the consultation period to allow interested parties
to speak with the project team. 20 of these evenis
were open to the public and one was held at the
holiday destination, Center Parcs as a large-scale
employer, for members of staff to participate.

In addition, a consultation launch event was held
for invited senior stakeholders at Gilling West
village hall.

Members of the project team were available at
these events to answer any questions, hear the
views on the existing road and gather feedback and
information to feed into our long-term strategy for the

route. A total of 2,333 people attended our events.

Members of the team also delivered a workshop
for children at Kirkby Thore Primary School centred
on the plans.

fnd
P

C Itati p were
through the following channels:

®  Online, using the online response form

B Submitting a paper copy of the response form
at public consultation events

m By post using a freepost address printed
on the paper response forms

= Email to the dedicated project email address:
ABENTP@highwaysengland.co.uk

92.5% respondents voted

in favour of dualling.

Consuliation findings

In total, 854 consultation responses were
received. A total of 391 were received as paper
response forms, 375 via the online response form,
84 responses were received by email and 4 as
posted correspondence.

Three responses were received outside of the
consultation period.

As these were email responses they did not
answer the specific questions asked in the
consultation response form, they have not
therefore been counted in terms of the charts in
this report but have been considered as part of
the preferred route decision. Two of these late
responses asked us to consider cycling provision
and noise levels so did not raise any issues which
were not already being considered as part of the
consultation process. The third response came
from Appleby Town Council and raised concerns
around maintaining traffic flow during construction
and the potential for dedicated slip roads for the
Cross Croft Industrial Estate. This information was
passed onto the design team for consideration.

Of the 854 responses received during the
consuliation period, 90 responded on behali of an
organisation or group. The remaining responses
(764) were from individuals.

Some participants chose to submit comments via
letter or email and not the online or paper response
form. 766 participants responded to the closed
questions (although not all responded to every
closed question). In addition one pelition was
submitted as part of the consuliation. This was
submitied by Crackenthorpe Parish Council and
raised a number of points io be considered.

Of the 670 unigue responses to the closed
question “Are you in favour of dualling the
single carriageway sections of the A667" there
was very high agreement that improvements are
needed with 92.5% (620) respondents voting in
favour of the dualling programme.
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The table below shows the number of respondents voting in favour or against each option
in the seven sections of route by responding ‘strongly agree’ or tend to agree’.

Route section Route | Number of respondents who Number of respondents who
opfion | stated ‘strongly agree’ or ‘tend | stated ‘strongly disagree’ or
fo agree’ to each option ‘tend to disagree’ to each option
M6 junction 40 to Kemplay Bank A 358 3
B8 87 226
Penrith to Temple Sowerby C 234 44
D 105 128
Temple Sowerby to Appleby Kirkby Thore E 314 118
F 171 21
Temple Sowerby to Appleby Crackenthorpe | G 9% 176
H 286 54
Appleby to Brough I 251 31
Bowes Bypass J 223 8
Cross Lanes to Rokeby K 176 a7
L 85 108
" Stephen Bank o Carkin Moor ™ 137 02
N 179 70
(o] 41 160
Table 1: Resp i isagreeing to each option — a full breakdown of these figures can be seen
in Section 7 of this report

The results of the consultation as outlined above have
fed into the process of choosing a preferred route for
all the single carriageway sections of the A66 from
M6 junction 40 to the A1(M) at Scotch Corner.

Next steps

The results of this consultation helped us refine
the option designs, incorporating feedback
provided where practicable, and complete this
stage of our assessment work.

All this data has been fed into the development
of a preferred route for the project which has now
been announced.
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2. Document purpose and structure

The aim of this document is to present the feedback
received during the A66 Northern Trans-Pennine
Project options consultation. The feedback has
been used to inform the preferred route.

The report has the following structure:

Section 1. Executive Summary. Provides a summary
of the consuitation responses and the key findings
from the consultation.

Section 2. Document purpose and siructure.
Provides context for the consultation.

Section 3. Background to the project.

Section 4. Consultation Response. Details of
the consultation approach and methods used.

Section 5. Responses from Respondent Profile.
Section 6. Consultation Response to Option.
Attitudinal question responses.

Section 7. Suggestions raised from the
Consultation.

Section 8. Summary and Next Steps.
Summary of the data findings, plus next steps.

Our objectives in developing the A66
By introducing a consistent standard of dual
carriageway with the same speed limit throughout,
we aim to reduce the number of accidents.

Use of the ‘old’ A66 as part of the local road
network will deliver safer, more enjoyable
journeys for cyclists and pedestrians.

The preferred route also re-connects communities
and links villages along the route. It also improves
connections for local people living and working
nearby providing better access to services such
as healthcare, jobs and education.

Dualling of all the single carriageway sections will
reduce congestion and improve the reliability
of people’s journeys between the M6 at Penrith
and the A1(M) Scotch Corner and nationwide.

The dualling will improve strategic regional and
national connectivity, particularly for hauliers.
Heavy goods vehicles account for around a
quarter of all traffic on the road and any delays to
journeys can have an extremely negative effect on
business, including lost working time and missed
shipment slots.

The improvement works will also reduce delays
and queues during busy periods and improve

the performance of key junctions such as the
A66/A6 and the M6 junction 40.

Also, having a dual carriageway enables us to
close lanes where required due to accidents or
break downs and keep traffic moving.

By making the route more reliable we can improve
connectivity between the key employment areas
of Cumbria, Tees Valley and Tyne and Wear and
improve access to key tourist destinations
such as the North Pennines, Lake District and
North Yorkshire.

Better road standards and consistent speeds

will minimise noise levels for people living and
working near the route and the preferred route aims
to reduce the visual impact of the new A66.

Our preferred route has been chosen to minimise

negative impacts on the natural environment and
landscapes of the North Pennines and Lake District.

It is also the best option for reducing the impact
on nearby homes and minimising the number
of properties which will need to be acquired

or demolished.

Background to the project

At Highways England we believe in a connected
country and our network makes these connections
happen. We strive to improve our major roads and
motorways — engineering the future to keep people
moving today and moving better tomorrow. We
want to make sure all our major roads are more
dependable, durable and, most importantly, safe.

We have been commissioned by the Department
for Transport (DfT) to investigate the potential to
improve the A66 between M6 junction 40 at Penrith
and the A1(M) at Scotch Corner. This is in order to
address the lack of east / west connectivity across
the Pennines in the north of England.

The A66 Northern Trans-Pennine Project will
involve dualling the remaining single carriageway
sections between M6 junction 40 at Penrith and
the A1(M) at Scotch Corner.

As part of this project other improvements are
proposed along its length, such as at Kemplay
Roundabout and the junctions with the M6 and
A1(M).

The project will be critical to improving safety
by providing a consistent driving experience at
the same speed limit along the full route from
Penrith to Scotch Corner. Reconnecting villages
and providing better connections between
communities and better access to tourism
destinations will also be benefits of the project.

Most of the A66 has been upgraded, from single
to dual carriageway, in a number of stages since
the 1970s, with the most recent dual section, the
Temple Sowerby Bypass, opening in 2007. Seven
sections of single carriageway remain, making the
route accident-prone and unreliable.
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3. Introduction to the project

In 2014, the Government announced that it intended  Despite several upgrades to the route since the Discounted options

to examine the case for dualling one of the routes  1970s, the AB6 still suffers from congestion, unreliable The options brought forward for consultation options which are available. Options were also
across the Pennines in the north of England. In journey times and a higher-than-average number have been shortlisted from a much longer listof ~ constrained by existing bridges at Clint Lane and
2017, it was announced that the A66 had presented  of accidents. Bad weather can severely impact options which have been considered against a at the A67.

the strongest case for an upgrade and that plans  conditions on the road, resulting in closures which list of constraints and conflicts covering matters

for full dualling between the M6 junction 40 and are frustrating for road users, including hauliers. such as environmental designations and planning  On the Appleby to Brough section a single

the A1(M) at Scotch Corner would be developed ) - policy compliance. proposal has been brought forward following five
for the next Road Investment Strategy. This project will deliver a number of benefits for local other options being discounted due to impacts

communities with faster journey times, improved Following a number of assessments carried out on the Area of Outstanding Natural (AONB), the
The A66 between M6 junction 40 and A1(M) at accessibility and better local connectivity through in developing this project, various options were ~ Warcop Roman Camp, the local environment and
Scotch Corner is 50 miles long, 18 miles of which  utilising the ‘old' A66 and connecting to the local discounted prior to consultation as they were the Eden Valley railway.
is made up of single carriageway sections. road network. considered not to be feasible. Typically, these
were options which would have presented such
serious environmental impacts that they would

This process of shortlisting our options avoided
It is both a key local road and a national and For full details about the options presented at unnecessary spending of public funds on more
regional strategic link, carrying high levels of consultation and the full benefits, please see have been unacceptable at the planning stage as detailed design and appraisal for options which
freight traffic, as well as being an important route our consulfatxon brochure and response form they are contrary to planning policy. were unlikely to be environmentally acceptable or
for tourism. Additionally, the route not only links the  at Appendix A. meet planning policy requirements.

east and west but is the best available option for Where multiple similar options existed, only the

raffic travelling between the east of Englandand  The A66 between M6 junction 40 most feasible options have advanced to the Further details on all the discounted options and the

the west of Scotland. : shortlist presented at consultation. rationale for why they have been discounted can

and A1(M) at Scotch Corner is . be found in the consultation brochure which you
Our plans will ensure the entire route has two 50 miles Iong 18 miles of which A single option is proposed at Bowes because can see at highwaysengland.co.uk/aé6-northemn-
lanes in both directions along the full 50-mile route . the village had already been bypassed by a trans-pennine under the consultation tab.

making it the only fully-dualled east/west route is in single carriageway sections. single carriageway route in 1983, limiting other
across the Pennines north of the M62.
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4. Options for consultation

This consultation specifically invited views onthe  Comments on the single option proposals are
preferences of respondents around options for therefore also valuable in the design process.
certain route sections.

While we invited comments on the major junctions at
We propose fo infroduce dualling on seven sections  each end of the consultation area — M6 junction 40
of single carriageway. Of these seven sections, and the A1(M) at Scotch Comer, we did not formally

five have route options and the remaining two offer  consult or provide options for these junctions. We will

a single proposal. There is also an underpass or be engaging further around these major junctions
overpass choice at Kemplay Bank roundabout. In and the smaller local access points along the route
total, there were 15 different options for respondents  at a later date.

to comment on.
The maps in this section show each of the options

presented at consultation. (These maps have
been slightly adjusted since consultation in fine with
public feedback which was helpful in amending
some factual inaccuracies).

The aim of the consultation was to understand
which option was preferred by respondents
(where there were options) but also to gather
feedback on the route to inform the design stage.

% - ase
ABSO A167
(@ ABGO @
Penrith North Pennines Area of oo
Outstanding Natural Beaut

M6 junction 40 to

Kemplay Bank roundabout

The approach roads and junctions need to be
improved and the two options proposed will either
introduce a new underpass or overpass through
the Kemplay Bank roundabout.

Option A (underpass)

Options location map

el
| B s PN
-
s =
s v
Matona Fack
7
0km 107 = o 6
0 miles & A ibclcton Ontion A Laclors
%/
/
¥
7
'l
{ =
{ =
o ]
{

A new dual carriageway under Kemplay Bank
roundabout providing an uninterrupted route for
the AB6 east and westbound.

This option would require significant work on each of
the arms of the roundabout, new retaining wall and
bridge installations and the reconstruction of the
roundabout itself.

The underpass serving the police and fire services
would need to be removed and an alternative
new access road constructed that would link into
The Green, providing access to all the facilities in
the south east of the junction.
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Option B (overpass)

B pesits Options location map
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A new dual carriageway over the existing Kemplay
Bank roundabout providing an uninterrupted route
for the A66 eastbound and westbound.

All other elements of this option would be the
same as Option A.

Penrith to Temple Sowerby

We proposed two options to introduce a dual
carriageway on this section. One required
conversion of the existing single carriageway to
dual along its existing alignment and the other the
construction of a new dual carriageway to pass to
the south of High Barn. A new junction will also be
constructed at Center Parcs, providing access to
the holiday park and local roads.

Options Cand D

Between Brougham Castle and Whinfell Park Farm,
both options follow the line of the existing A66,
utilising the existing carriageway where possible.

Both the options below would involve the
realignment of some local roads and alternative
routes would be provided to nearby junctions
where required, improving ease of access for
local road users and safety.

Options location map

ver

SRR Option D | g

Option C

From Whinfell Park Farm the road will divert to the
south to avoid the hamlet of Lane End. The road will
then re-join the A66 at Swine Gill before continuing
to the Temple Sowerby Bypass.

Option D

This option is the same as option C but will not
divert the current road away from High Barn and will
therefore require the demolition of some buildings.
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Temple Sowerby to Appleby —

Kirkby Thore

There are two upgrade options which will divert the
A66 away from Kirkby Thore either to the north or
the south of the village.

Options Eand F

Options location map

Option E (northem bypass)

A new dual carriageway bypass to the north

of Kirkby Thore as an extension of the current
Temple Sowerby Bypass. It will pass through
several fields to the west and then travel away
from the village to the north and east. It will
mostly be built along a route which is generally
lower than the surrounding land which will help
preserve the visual outlook of properties in the
north of the village.

16

An additional junction will be created to allow
direct access to and from the British Gypsum site
and will reduce the level of heavy goods vehicles
moving through the village.

Four new bridges will be required over the
existing road network at:

= New Kirkby Thore junction, north of the village
= Station Road

= Main Street

= Sleastonhow Lane

It would also require a new bridge over Trout
Beck just before the new road returns to the
original alignment.

Option F (southern bypass)

A new dual carriageway would be constructed
towards the south of Kirkby Thore as a continuation
of the Temple Sowerby Bypass. It would cross
several fields and follow the path of an old railway
line until it re-joins the current A66 just after the BP
petrol station near Bridge End Farm.

Additional underpasses would be required to provide
access for local farms and pedestrians, walkers,
cyclists and equestrians. A new junction would allow
access to the former A66 and the village.

This option would require the demolition of
several buildings.
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Temple Sowerby to A
Crackenthorpe

There are two upgrade options which will divert
the ABE away from Crackenthorpe to the north.

Options G and H

ppleby —

- - Options location map
P — i gt Bty |
— = Bt S,
Temeta Sty fowinty =)= Ml sbrough

Daringion g am

Option G (northern bypass closest
to Crackenthorpe)

The route follows the path of the old railway line to
the north of Crackenthorpe and two new junctions
would be created to serve the villages of Bolton,
Crackenthorpe and Long Marton.

It is proposed that the new road will re-join the
current ABE just to the west of the Sattle-to-Carlisle
railway line.

Option H (northern bypass furthest away
from Crackenthorpe)

This option proposes a new bypass following the
route of the original Roman Road to the north of
Crackenthorpe and Roger Head Farm.

Two new junctions would be created to serve the
villages of Bolton, Crackenthorpe and Long Marton.

It is proposed that the new road will re-join the
current AB6 just to the west of the Settle-to-Carlisle
railway line.

Appleby to Brough

Only one proposal exists for this section of the
ABE due to the constraints outlined in the
Discountad Options section on page 11.

Option |

Options location map

The current carriageway between Caté 66 and
Wildboar Hill will be widened and utilised as the
eastbound carriageway and a new westbound
carriageway will be constructed directly to the
south of the current AB6.

Between Wildboar Hill and the Brough Bypass

a completely new dual carmageway will be
consfructed directly to the south of the current AGE.
The existing road will then be used for local access
and pedestrians, walkers, cyclists and equestrians.

MNew culverts will divert streams under the road
at Moor Beck and Lowgill Beck. A new junction
and bridge will provide access from the new road
to Warcop

Access to the proposed route from local roads is
to be limited to junctions at Flitholme, Landrigg
Sandford and Warcop which will make this
section much less accident-prone. The existing
AB6 between Moor House and Turks Head will
become part of the local road network for safer
local access to nearby villages, especially for
pedestrians, walkers, cyclists and equestrians.

This option minimises the impact on the Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty to the north of the
current ABE and provides continued access for
local communities during construction.

The new dual carriageway will connect back into
the existing AG6 at Brough bypass.
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Bowes Bypass Cross Lanes to Rokeby

Only one proposal exists for this section of
the A66 due to the constraints outlined in the
Discounted Options section on page 11

Option J

Options location map

Option J

We are proposing to widen the carriageway to the
north of Bowes village and between Clint Lane
Bridge and the junction for the AGT where a new
eastbound slip road junction is being considered.

After the AGT7 junction we are proposing to use
the existing carriageway for westbound traffic and
consfiruct a new eastbound carriageway north of
the current road. This will require new or extended
bridges to be built.

Two new eastbound slip roads will be built, providing
access to and from the AB7 and the village of
Bowes. This would require the demolition of some
derelict buildings and a neighbouring barn structure.

The Roman Road known as The Street will be
closed to all users and access between Bowes
village and the AB6 instead provided by the
upgraded Bowes junction, making access to the
AB6 safer for local traffic.

A new westbound carriageway to the south of the
current A66 between the B6277 junction at Cross
Lanes and Rokeby, after which two options exist
around the St. Mary's Church buildings.

Options Kand L

Options location map

(=2

HEV ncomen 1=
Baersard Con

Option K

Divert both carriageways to the south of The Old
Rectory and St Mary’s Church before re-joining
the existing road at Rokeby.

A new junction will be provided for access to
Moorhouse Lane, B6277 for Barnard Castle, Cross
Lanes Organic Farm and the listed building Cross
Lanes, making access safer and easier.

A new junction west of St Mary's Church is
proposed to allow access to the original AG6
and Rokeby.

Two new culverts will be constructed to
accommodate Tutta Beck

Option L

This option is similar to Option K but the new
westbound carriageway will be constructed next
to the current carriageway. This will mean that
some buildings to the south of the current AGE will
need to be demolished.

This option would retain local access at Rokeby
junction for eastbound traffic. Westbound traffic
would be required to utilise Cross Lanes junction
and the B6277 for access to Barnard Castle.

21
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Stephen Bank to Carkin Mc

A new dual carriageway at Stephen Bank, followed Al the options below will incorporate the dualling of
by three different options that seek to minimise the  the current A66 between Stephen Bank and West
impact on Fox Hall, Mainsgill Farm and the Carkin  Layton broadly following the line of the existing road.
Moor scheduled monument.

Options M, N and O

LT

22

Option M

After West Layton, we propose a new dual
carriageway to the south of the existing A66 and
the properties at Fox Hall and Mainsgill Farm.

It will re-join with the A66 at Carkin Moor Farm
beyond the scheduled monument.

A new junction and bridge is proposed at New
Lane to provide access to the new A66 for several
properties and the villages of East and West
Layton and Ravensworth. Several underpasses
will be created to maintain land access and
public rights of way.

Option N

After West Layton, we propose a new dual
carriageway to the north of the existing A66 and
the properties at Fox Hall and Mainsgill Farm,
before re- joining the A66 at Carkin Moor Farm.

A new junction and bridge on Moor Lane will
provide safe and easy access to the old A66,
the villages of East and West Layton and
Ravensworth and the Mainsgill Farm Shop

The new dual carriageway is expected to re-join
the AB6 just after Mainsgill Farm and therefore
requires the widening of the road through the
scheduled monument.

Option O

This option follows the same route as option M as
far as New Lane where it diverts north avoiding
Mainsgill Farm shop.

A new eastbound junction is proposed at Fox Hall
to provide local access to the old A66 and West
Layton. New Lane will be realigned to connect with
the new A66 to provide access for Ravensworth

The proposed route will continue in a northerly
direction to a new junction at Moor Lane which
will provide access from Mainsgill Farm and the
former AB6.

The new dual carriageway is expected to re-join
the AB6 just after Mainsgill Farm and therefore
requires the widening of the road through the
scheduled monument.
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5. Consultation approach

Our consultation methodology was established

in our Approach to Public Consultation document
which outlined the consultation and established
the distribution areas for consultation materials.
This document, and the distribution area, were
agreed by local authorities along the route. A copy
of the approach to public consultation can be
seen in Appendix B.

Consultation period
The consultation period ran for eight weeks from
16 May to 11 July 2019.

Early awareness-raising

We undertook some early engagement starting in
March 2019 to better understand any constraints
as well as priorities for local people and road
users around the proposed options for potential
dualling. This work built on engagement in
previous stages of the project.

A planned and focused approach was adopted to
ensure high quality and meaningful engagement.
This provided opportunities for sharing complex
and technical information and facilitated
relationship building with key stakeholders.

We undertook a number of meetings with key
stakeholders prior to the consultation period.
These included, amongst others, parish and
uncils along the route, Cumbria County

Durham County Council, North Yorkshire
County Council, Tees Valley Combined Authority,
Transport for the North, Freight Transport Authority,
Environment Agency, Historic England and
Matural England.

We have also met with landowners and held focus
groups with stakeholders spanning business,
freight and ports, local authorities, emergency
services, environmental interest groups, walkers,
cyclist and equestrians.

In March 2019, prior to the pre-election period,
we carried out a period of awareness raising to
alert local people to the forthcoming consultation
events. This activity took the form of advertisements
in local newspapers Northern Echo, Teesside
Gazette and the Cumberland and Westmorland
Herald and flyers distributed through deposit points
in publicly accessible buildings along the route
(see map opposite). A list of deposit points can
be found in Appendix E, while copies of the flyer
and press adveris are in Appendices F and G.
The adverts and the flyers detailed the events
programme and directed people to the project
webpage for further details.

Businesses and landowners who might be
impacted by the plans were subject to a separate
strand of engagement activity (see page 30) and
the public and stakeholders had the opportunity
to share their views on the options through the
public consultation.

This consultation activity is summarised later in this
document (see page 28).

The consultation period ran
for eight weeks from 16 May
fo 11 July 2019.
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Map 2: Deposit points

Stakeholder Reference Group

The Stakeholder Reference Group (SRG) was
originally organised to help us begin the process
of gathering local knowledge. We sought an early
understanding of the needs, priorities and opinions
of local people and groups around the opfions for
dualling the remaining single camageway sections
of the AB6

The group mests at key stages in the project and
is designed fo be a consultative and advisory
group. |t currently comprises 136 representatives
of organisations such as the emergency services,
local authorities, business representative bodies
and special interest groups.

In line with feedback, the Stakeholder Reference
Group membership also formed the basis for a
series of focus groups which were held at the
Holiday Inn Scotch Corner in March 2018. The
focus groups gave the project team the opportunity
{0 outline the proposed options and explore any
local constraints and issues raised by members.

The focus groups were also used as an
opportunity to test the consultation materials
including the design options which would be
used at the public consultation.
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Statutory Environmental Bodies Consultation event publicity ) @
Throughout this stage, the project has engaged Due to the size of the consultation area, and the e Ao )
with statutory environmental bodies (SEE) to timing of the consuliation events (shortly after the . N o - e
. - . . . (41) fan
share the emerging options and explore the local elections in May 2019), the consultation was 3 ; (&)
. . . . . . o - North Pennines Area of e
environmental appraisal of the routes. These widely advertised along the route corridor in a o Penrith Outstanding Natural Beauty
bodies comprise the Environment Agency (EA]), second phase after the election period.
Historic England (HE) and Matural England (ME) ) ) ABE
who have been engaged through a series of The pgbllc ponsultatlon events were als.o [T
meetings as the plans have been developing advertised in the same newspapers which were game e =
N . - - &512 feR) red

used in March, ahead of the pre-election period ™ Brough . S | s
Through this engagement, we gained a detailed in May 2019. In addition, press releases were | e Darlington
understanding of the environmental constraints distributed to the media advertising the events. ) @ B

Lake District % Bowes AET
associated with each of the route options. In ) ) National Park ABeS &
particular we worked collaboratively with the SEBs [N May 2019 we F"C'd“ce‘j a public consultation X AT 53
to gather additional information on the scheduled brochure, providing context o the AB8 Northern = e Rinmena Sooten Gomer
monuments along the route, the North Pennines Trans-Pennine project and detailing the seven esicorta wik Zim of e ALK mhaitved &y,
i o . alatior and & copy of % conafiafion Erochurs ABE3 i i (— —
AONB and special habitats. Information gathered sections of praposed dualling and the route Fas0aris WEFin Sk of 1 AGS racaved Yorkshire Dales National Park £
on the River Eden Special Area of Conservation options for each, it also outlined the Kemplay s
(SAC) and the Roman Fort Scheduled Monument Bank roundabout improvements. The brochure & Ages &N
at Carkin Moor has been particularly helpful in included a detailed table on the benefits and agas e
informing the option selection. impacts of each section proposed.
Map 3: i i istribution area

Industry and utilities

Key major industry stakeholders, such as utility
companies, have been identified to seek important
technical information including constraints associated
with existing assets and future development plans.
Preliminary enquiries have been made to all utility
companies about the locations of their assets

to assist with understanding the impact on the
proposed route options.

Business engagement

Businesses along each of the route options have
been contacted as part of the landowner engagement
sirategy and a number of meetings have taken
place between our team and landowning and
tenant businesses.

The project has also engaged with wider

industry stakeholders comprising prominent local
businesses in the freight and ports sectors, along
with membership organisations such as the
Chambers of Commerce and the Federation of
Small Businesses. These organisations were part
of the Business, Freight and Ports workstream
which conducted face-to-face, telephone and
online interviews in September and October 2019

26

Prior to the consultation peried, all Parish and
Town Councils along the route were invited to
one of two briefing meetings which were held in
Penrith and Darlington to cutline the project and
the consultation process.

The consultation

The brochure was mailed to all residents living
within 250m of the A66 between the M6 junction
40 and the A1(M) at Scotch Corner to arrive on the
first day of consultation (see map 3). It was also
made available at 18 publicly accessible deposit
points along the route including the Highways
England office in Penrith. (See Appendix E)

Two planned consultation dates at the start of

the programme were moved to accommodate a
consultation launch event attended by the then
Secretary of State for Transport. Chris Grayling. An
updated project flyer with the amended dates was
therefore produced and distributed to all households
within 2.5km of the A66 between the M6 junction
40 and the A1(M) at Scotch Corner (See Map 3 for
distribution area). The flyer detailed the consultation
events with locations and times and signposted to
the project page for further details (see Appendix F).

The brochures were also made available, along
with a freepost envelope (for retumning the response
form), in deposit points. Posters were displayed in
the same locations (See Appendix H).

Venue-specific posters were produced for each
consultation location, advertising the details of
the events which were to be held there. Thess
were displayed in the venues in the run-up to the
consultation events

The online AG6 project webpage promoted the
consultation and provided details of the consultation
events, copies of the brochure, response form and
Approach to Public Consultation document which
was produced to cutline the process. There was
also an online response form where people could
submit their views.
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Landowner engagement

Consultation events
In total, 21 consultation events were held

Event locations, times and attendees

Engagement with key landowners, tenants Date and time e — Visitors
and occupiers — who may be impacted orhave  during the consultation period to allow the local Thursday 16th May Gilling Wast Villaga Hall, Figh Street, Gilling West, Richmond DL106JG | 134
land holdings adjacent to options put forward for community to speak with the project team. 20 of Launch avant 11:00 - 12:00
consultation —was a high prionty for the project these events were open to the public and one Thursday 16th May Gilling West Village Hall, High Street, Gilling West, Richmond DL10 5JG 136
team. Whilst it was not possible to share the was held af the holiday destination, Center Parcs 13:00 - 1900
route opticns in advance of the consultation as a major local employer for members of staff. Friday 17th May Penrith Rugby Club, Wintars Park, Penrith CA11 8RO 184
period, letters were sent in May 2019 to all 224 B 11:00 - 19:00
landowners along all of the route options inviting In addition, on Thursday 16th May 2019, a Satrday 18ih May Penrith Rugby Club, Winters Park, Penrith CA11 8RQ 119
them to book a one-to-one session with the project consultation launch event was held for invited 10:00 - 14:00
team during the consultation period. stakeholders such as MPs, local councillors and Wednesday 22nd May Gilling West Village Hall, High Street, Gilling West, Richmond DL10 5JG 109
parish councillors at Gilling West Village Hall. The 11:00 - 19:00
A follow-up letter was issued in June 2019 toremind  invitation lefter is included in Appendix C. There Thursday 23rd May Gilling Wast Villaga Hall, High Straet, Gilling West, Richmond DL10 5JG a7
landowners of the opportunity to meet with us were 134 attendees at this event. 1100 - 1900
during consultation Weadnesday 20th May The Applaby Hub, Chapal St, Applaby-in-Westmeriand GA16 6QR 154
The team delivered a workshop for children 11:00 - 19:00
A total of 70 meetings were held with landowners at Kirkby Thore Primary Schoal. This followed Thursday 30th May The Applaby Hub, Chapel St, Appleby-in-Westmorland CA16 6QR 96
and their represertatives throughout the consultation  feedback through the local parish council that 11:00 - 19:00
period and were attended by a Highways more engagement in the community would be Friday 31st May The Applaby Hub, Chapel St, Applaby-in-Westmoriand CA16 6QR 154
England representative. welcome. The warkshop centred on the plans 1100 - 19:00
for the AG6 and around how Highways England Saturday 1st June The Applaby Hub, Chapel St, Appleby-in-Westmorland CA1E 60R 109
ici i i ) 10:00 - 14:00
Publicity during consultation operates and aimed to increase awareness of - - -
Throughout the consultation period, media the consultation with teachers and pupils and, Jusdiay 4 dune Ponrilh Perish Genirs, St Andren Flace, Penith GAT 75K =
releases and photocalls generated considerable through them, reach out to parents and carers.
media coverage Iocally which further publicwsed Wadnesday Eth June Penrith Parish Cantre, St Andrews Place, Penrith CA11 TXX =]
the events. A key element of this activity was the At the consultation events, people were invited 1000 - 1400 _ .
consultation launch, at Gilling West, attended by 1o sign in and the total number of attendees was :g.g;darﬁolé.]une Penrith Parish Cantre, St Andrews Place, Penrith CA11 7XX 52
i i i recorded for each event. The table opposite —
Chris Grayling MP who was, at the fime, Secretary PP Wednesday 12ih The Witham, 3 Horse Markal, Barmard Castle DL12 8LY a4
of State for Transport. He spoke with media on shows the details of the event and the numbers 1400 - 1900
the route _a”d addressed key stakeholders in the of attendees at each session. Thursday 13th June The Witham, 3 Horse Market, Barnard Castle DL12 BLY "7
consultation venue (samples of press coverage can 11:00 - 19:00
be seen in Appendix I). Friday 14th June The Witham, 3 Horse Markat, Bamard Castie DL12 LY 114
) 11:00 - 18:00
In addition, there were regular tweets from Saturday 15h June The Witham, 3 Horse Markat, Barnard Castle DL128LY P
@HighwaysMWest and @HighwaysMEast to 10:00 — 14:00
promote the consuliation period and events. Monday 17th Juna Penith Parish Cantre, St Andrews Placa, Penrith CA11 TXX 46
Organisations such as local authorities also 10:00 - 14:00
promoted the events through their social Tuesday 18th June Penrith Parish Cantre, St Andrews Place, Penrith CA11 TXX 70
media channels. 11:00 - 1900
Friday 21st June The Station, Station Yard, Richmend DL10 4LD 138
11:00 - 18:00
Saturday 22nd June The Station, Station Yard, Richmond DLA0 40D 127
12:00 - 16:00
Tuasday 26th Juns Canter Parcs, Whinfell Forest, Penrith CA10 2DW 83
10:00 - 14:00
Table 2: Event dates, times, and number of
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Exhibition panels presenting information about
the dualling programme and maps of each of the
secfions of the AB6 with the route options were
displayed at the consultation events (copies can
be found in the Appendix J).

Members of the project team covering all disciplines
were on hand to answer questions or provide
more information.

Paper copies of the consultation brochure and
response form were handed out to attendees at
the events, and facilities were available for visitors
to complete the form at the events.

Attendees were also invited to put a pin in a large
format map to show their home location. This
map was a useful tool to highlight where people
had travelled from to attend the consultation.
Cverwhelmingly, the events atiracted a local
audience which supported our sirategy of holding
multiple events in locations along the route.

Consultation response channels
Consultation responses were accepted through
the following channels:

®  Online, using the online response form

= Submitting a paper copy of the response form
at public consultation events

= By post using a freepost address printed
on the paper response forms

® Email to the dedicated project email address:
ABBMNTP@highwaysengland.co.uk

The ways in which people could respond to the
consultation were widely publicised and made
clear in the consultation material as was the
deadline for submission. All responses received
by 11.59pm on 11 July 2019 were included within
the consultation analysis. This was extended until
15 July for postal responses which were posted
within the consultation peried but not received by
July 11,

Data management

Submissions from the online response form were
analysed. Hard copies responses were scanned
digitally, analysed and the original hard copies
were placed in secure storage for the duration of
the analysis.

Data processing

We appointed a wholly independent research and
analysis organisation to process and analyse the
responses. As part of their independent assurance,
they reviewed the response form to ensure
questions were impartial and not leading prior

to consultation

In line with the Government Digital Strategy, we
directed respondents to the online consultation
platform. This platorm contained links to the
consultation material and a link to the secure
online survey.

Many respendents could not, or chose not to,
respond online or via email. Hard copy versions
of the response form and accompanying freepost
envelope were made available at the consultation
events to supplement those which had been
distributed through deposit points and by mail.

This consultation attracted a very high level of
paper responses with 46% of the total responses
coming in as posted response forms.

Respondents were not limited to using the
response form. People responding to the
consultation were also able to send their own
written response via the freepost address or
by email directly to the A6 inbox managed
by Highways England. These responses were
forwarded fo the analysis organisation for
inclusion in the analysis.

The table opposite shows the response channels
utilised in the A66 Morthern Trans-Pennine project
consultation.

Response channel Count
Total public responses 764
Online response form 342
Paper responsa form a2
Lettar 3
Email 47
Total organization/group responses o0
Online response form a3
Paper response form 19
Latter 1
Email a7

Table 3: Number of responses by channel

Data analysis

Closed question responses (e.g. multiple
choice ‘tick box’ format) were totalled. The open
question responses (which contained the free
text comments) were each analysed to identify
the themes emerging from the consultation

We worked alongside the analysis organisation
to consider the responses received and the
emerging themes.

The response form included 11 questions in an
open-ended format. Responses to each question
were reviewed and a codeframe created for each
issue raised in the comments. As the codeframes
were developed from the responses received,
they are unique to the AB6 consultation

The total number of codeframes therefore provides a
quantitative measure of the issues being raised and
a frequency count of these codes shows the relative
importance of this issue in terms of the number of
times the issue was raised by respondents

The full report, A66 Northern Trans-Pennine Project
Consultation, Analysis of Findings, written by Ipsos
MORI, along with all appendices, codeframes and
a full analysis of the responses can be seen in
Appendix D.

We have considered the responses and
consultation themes identified from the analysis
described in the development of a Preferred Route
for the A66 which will be taken forward to the
design stage and recommended to Government.
They will also be considered during the further
design and development of the project.

Limits of the information

This report is based on the responses received

to the consultafion, and therefore does not
constitute a technical assessment of the proposed
improvernents. This report analyses the opinions
stated by those who responded to the consultation
and, as such, is a self-selecting sample. Therefore,
the information in this report is not representative
of all in the local community or stakeholders. The
value of the consultation is in identifying the issues
and views of those who have responded and their
perceptions of the proposals.

Three email responses were received outside of
the consultation period are not counted in terms of
the charts in this report but will be considered as
part of the preferred route decision.

This consultation attracted

a very high level of paper
responses with 46% of the total
responses coming in as posted
response forms.
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6. Responses by respondent profile

A total of 854 responses were received during the
public consultation period. A further three were
received by email outside the consultation period
and have not therefore been included in this
analysis but have been considered as part of the
preferred route decision.

The feedback form distributed inside the A66
brochure captured some analytical data from
respondents to provide some background
information about the residents and stakeholders
who responded to the consultation. Details of
respondent profiles are broken down, by response
form question and the submitted answers on
pages 35 and 36.

Response channel

Of the 854 unique consultation responses received
during the consultation period, 90 responded on
behalf of an organisation or group and the remaining
764 responses were from members of the public.

Of the organisational responses, 19 were received
as paper response forms, 33 via the online
response form, 37 responses were received by
email and 1 as posted correspondence.

Of the public responses, 372 were received

as paper response forms, 342 via the online
response form, 47 responses were received by
email and 3 as posted correspondence.

It is impartant to note that while there were 854
responses to the consultation, only 766 of those
responded on an online or paper response form
80 that is the maximum number of responses for
the closed questions analysed in sections five
and six of this document. Also, not all of these
766 respondents answered every question on the
form. The total number of respondents is included
in the analysis of each question.

Respondents’ postcode information
Most responses were generated from postcodes
directly on the route of the A66 which supports the
strategy of having multiple drop-in sessions along
the consultation area corridor. The map below
shows the highest response areas by postcode.

M o193
W 101050 (8)
sS04
M 2105)
1102 (35)

Source: A66 Northem Trans-Pennine Project Consuitation, Analysis of findings. ipsos MORI 2019

Road users

The feedback form asked respondents how they
currently used the A66. The responses are shown
in the table opposite. Of the 723 responses, the
vast majority are using the road in private cars
but the table also shows representation from other
vehicle users as well as equestrians, cyclists
and pedestrians.

- I
m."
Pubic tansport .n
v [
HGVI“
Horsahorse drawn vehicle |D
Other commercial vehicle .7!
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Respondents asked about their interest in the A66
route and the potential dualling programme. As
shown in the chart below, out of the 634 responses
received, 589 were submitted by local residents,
446 also said that they regularly use the A6 in the
study area, in a private vehicle. It should be noted
that respondents could select more than one option
for their interest in the consultation.

e -~
e [
Local business -129

Landowner -81

Other business IZ1

Buebec A e rengormes 4] : Flakbwerk e 16 May 10 11 July 2079
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Co . tion

We are keen to ensure that we deliver our
consultations in the best way to reach our customers.
As part of this we asked respondents about their
experience of the consultation process by asking:
“How did you hear that the consultation was
happening?" 720 people responded to this question.

Information about the consultation was distributed
via a number of different channels along the

A66 to ensure that as many people as possible
heard about the events. We were keen, therefore,
to understand which communication had been
successful in informing local people about the
consultation process. The ‘other’ category received
a high level of responses (129 respondents) and
anecdotal feedback at consultation suggested this
was word of mouth. This information about how
people heard about the events will help inform our
future approach to consultation

Press relesse/
media ad in newspeper

T
Direct ermail from 87
Highways England
Project web page . a
posts [
oo [ =

B Al vl esorises (7201 - Fiaktwork datiek 16 May 1011 Juy 2010

Questions on th on
We also wanted to know if respondents had
attended one of our consultation events before
filling out their response form.

Out of the 766 respondents completing the

form, 718 responded to this question. Of those,
202 said that they had attended one of the
consultation events held along the route. A further
198 respondents said that they hadn't attended
an event but had reviewed the information online
while 272 said they had been to an event and
reviewed the online information. Finally, 46 people
filled out the response form without reviewing
online materials or attending an event. Therefore
66% of respondents completing this question had
attended one of the consultation events.

S————
Reviawed nformation 3
online only %8
e
.

Finally, we asked respondents if they were happy
with the level of detail included in the consultation
brochure.

A total of 718 people responded to this question
with 74% (531) responding that they were happy
with the level of detail. 88 respondents felt there
was not enough detail in the brochure and a
further 97 were unsure.
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7. Consultation responses to options

those who agree (those who responded strongly
agree' or ‘tend to agree’) and disagree (‘strongly

Respondents were asked their views on a total
of 15 options over seven single carriageway

sections and Kemplay Bank roundabout. Insome  disagree' and ‘tend to disagree’).
sections there are a choice of options and in
others a single suggested route.

In addition, there was an open text question asking
respondents to provide more information on which

In the response form people were asked a elements of the option they liked or disliked.

closed question “To what extent do you agree or
disagree with this option?” They were provided
with six tick boxes ranging from ‘strongly agree’ to
‘strongly disagree’ with an option for ‘don't know’.
The following graphs are taken from the report
AB6 Narthern Trans-Pennine Project Consultation,
Analysis of Findings and show the fotal number of

They were encouraged to give as much detail as
possible. The most frequent reason for agreeing
and disagreeing with each option, along with the
number of mentions, is included.

For maps and descriptions of these options see
section 4 of this report.

responses for each question with a total number for

A total of 2,333 people attended the exhibitions
and we received 854 responses to the consultation.

tereteterererererererererererereretetenetetetetete
teieidteretererereiererereierererertierereieneieie
teretererererereiedss httteieteieteretete
terererereretreies \tieteteterenetett
tetetetereretess ‘etdtetetetereie
tereietereieres 92.5% teeretetetetete

~

f"””’i”’iil said they were in favour \“T’*”H"i”’
(RESRRLARRENRRM  ofcualingtheremaining  JERAXERSRSLENLES
(RERERENARELRREN  croecemagenay MR XS RERERILERLY
RRRERENANRRRRERY  andscochComer  ARERERERERIREREN.
threreteretettien. Sprtreieietenereie

terererereiererereny. ohieierereieieieiene
tereteterererererererererererererererenetreneieee
teretereterererererererererererererererererenetees
teieretereierttetetererettrdtereretetetereretetinre
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M6 Junction 40 Kemplay Bank
roundabout — option A

\’“’l—J
Ww- g deagres
Tend to dsagreo.

Tend o agree

Most frequent reason for support

The underpass would cause minimal visual
intrusion — 218 mentions.

“Underpass will stop all the complaints
about views being destroyed.”
Local Road User

Most frequent reason for
not supporting this option

Poor drainage and potential flooding of an
underpass - 13 mentions.

“Beware of underpass flooding. This must
be added to your risk assessment. The
current roundabout is flat and level and
thus the underpass will be 20 feet down
and will require a pumping station.”

Local Road User
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M6 Junction 40 Kemplay Bank
roundabout — option B

option B
(overpass)

oy ) = =8
[ et Toipam [ Tt g

Most frequent reason for support

An overpass will be better value for money /
cheaper / cost less — 7 mentions.

“The overpass may offer a quicker build
and therefore more cost effective, with lass

disruption to all traffic during construction.
Local Resident and Local Aoad User

Most frequent reason for
not supporting this option

An overpass would be visually infrusive and
spoil the character/landscape — 64 mentions.

“Would be the biggest mistake doing an
overpass, it would be seen for miles
around like a carbuncle on the Lakes””
Local Resident and Local Road Usar

“From a tourism perspective an underpass
would be the preferable option as it would
detract less from the area visually”

Assistant Director Planning and Economic Developmeant,
[Eden District Council

Penrith to Temple Sowerby —
option C
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] ot Tooagse [ T donges

Most frequent reason for support

A southern diversion does not require the
demolition of nearby buildings - 79 mentions.

“Option C doesn't involve demolition of
existing buildings and impact the hamlet —
there were no other differences between

the two so it's an obvious choice.”
Local Resident

Most frequent reason for
not supporting this option

A southern diversion would result in land take
of local farmland - 10 mentions.

“Option C goes through current wheat-
fields, hence objections will be raised”
Local Residant

Penrith to Temple Sowerby —
option D

option D
{online)
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Most frequent reason for support

Option D aligns better with the existing
ABE route — 13 mentions.

“My preference would be to maintain the
alignment with the existing AB6 route
and preserve the rural character of the

surrounding farmland”
Local Resident

Most frequent reason for
not supporting this option

The northern diversion would require the
demaolition of nearby buildings - 22 mentions.

“It does seem a pity to demolish buildings
which look to have some history”
Local Rasident

Temple Sowerby to Appleby -
Kirkby Thore — option E

T

option E
(northern bypass)
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Most frequent reason for support

Option E would remove HGVs and ather large
vehicles from the village of Kirkby Thare —
186 mentions.

“British Gypsum trucks diverted from a real

accident hotspot at Kirkby Thore turning.”
Local Resident

Most frequent reason for
not supporting this option

Option E would give poorer access and
connections to local areas - 82 mentions

“The road would run past numerous
houses that are not affected by traffic
or road noise currently” Local Residant

“Option E better serves the requirements
of the local community and the HGV access
and egress from the British Gypsum facility”

Eden District Councillor, Brough Ward
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Temple Sowerby to Appleby -
Kirkby Thore — option F

T

option F
(southemn bypass)
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Most frequent reason for support
Option F is a more direct route — 64 mentions.

“Option F should be the preferred route as
this is most direct route and will not result
in significant increased journey times.”
Local Resident and Local Road User

Most frequent reason for
not supporting this option

Negative economic impact on local businesses
and jobs — 40 mentions.

“The south bypass is much worse because
it will send all heavy goods vehicles that
are going to the British Gypsum plant
right through the village of Kirkby Thore
just like now.”

Local Resident

Temple Sowerby to Appleby -
Crackenthorpe — option G

option G

(Disusad railway
option)
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Most frequent reason for support

Bypass closest to Crackenthorpe would require
least land — 12 mentions.

“Option G reduces the environmental
footprint, i.e. by leaving more land outside
the trunk road footprint and preserving the
tranquillity and beauty of the foothills of
the Pennines.”

Local Resident and Local Fioad User

Most frequent reason for
not supporting this option

Unsuitability of the land for a new road -
49 mentions.

“Too close to the River Eden... loss of
wild woodland and important habitats,
especially owls, jays, badgers and deer.
Red squirrels also seen here”

Local Resident, Landowner and Local Road User

Temple Sowerby to Appleby -
Crackenthorpe — option H

option H
{Roman Road
option)
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Most frequent reason for support

Option H takes the road further away from
unsuitable land especially in relation to the River
Eden and land slips - 65 mentions.

“Option H is the logical solution to
incorporate the old Roman Road,
resulting in traffic being routed further

from Crackenthorpe residents”
Local Resident

Most frequent reason for
not supporting this option

Use of the original Roman Road - 21 mentions.

“Option H will destroy one of the last
sections of an ancient unspoiled byway,
a Roman Road, which will need thorough
archaeological investigation, setting the
project back for years”

Local Residant

“With increasing interest in
reopening closed railway lines,

it may be short-sighted to use the
dismantled railway line as a route.”
Town Councilor, Kirkby Stephen Town Council

Appleby to Brough - option |

option |
{online)

o
] ot Tontiongea [ Terdiosmges

While only one proposal was brought forward
for this section, the feedback received will be
utilised in the design phase of the project.

Most fr t reason for

9

4 e

Improved safety conditions — 33 mentions.

“1 like the fact that this part will be widened
— this is a dangerous section of road and
there has been a number of accidents
here due to people getting impatient and
trying to overtake. | strongly support the
road widening on this part of the road”
Local Resident

Most frequent reason for
not supporting this option

Option | would provide poor access
and connections to local villages from
A6 westbound - 59 mentions.

“Whilst we acknowledge that the current
junction is not ideal, we do not want to
have to drive miles every day if we want
to be able to go into Kirkby Stephen by
only being allowed to exit left”

Local Resident

41
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“The A66 Northern Trans-Pennine
Project is essential from a
highway safety and economic
perspective. These improvements
will significantly help the delivery
of aggregates and asphalt for

Bowes Bypass — option J

construction, maintenance and . option J

repair of nationally important (onling)

infrastructure.”

Estates Manager, Aggregats Industries UK
Py 1]
I ooneon Tod o agres B oo g

While only one proposal was brought forward
for this section, the feedback received will be
utilised in the design phase of the project.

Most frequent reason for support

Option J is the most obvious solution —
51 mentions.

“Option J seems to be a quite
straightforward solution to the widening
of the existing Bowes Bypass. As | see
it, | do not see how this stretch of the
A66 could be widened any other way.”
Local Resident and Local Road User

Most frequent reason for
not supporting this option

Would result in poorer access and connections
to local area — 17 mentions.

“Your current option for the Bowes Bypass
appears to result in us having no access
to the A66. Our suggestion for a safer
access to Bowes would be via a service
road past Stonebridge to The Street.
There is currently a partial road still

remaining from previous A66 route”
Email response

Cross Lanes to Rokeby —

option K
option K
(offfine)
| — T A

[ Dot ieow Tond o agrse [ Tonto cgroe

Most frequent reason for support

Option K minimises the need to demolish
buildings — 53 mentions.

“Option K would appear to have less of
an impact on cultural heritage. Option K
will not require the demolition of buildings
(cost, environmental impact).”

Local Resident

Most frequent reason for
not supporting this option

Would result in poorer access and connections
to local area — 10 mentions.

“The problems arise because of the lack of
plans to replace the bridge access routes
into Barnard Castle and the related need
for a town bypass.”

Local Resident and Local Road User

“Option L would be much better for traffic
flows in Barnard Castle with fewer HGVs

doing a 270 degree turn around the
Buttermarket.” MP for Bishop Auckland
(Incumbent at the fime of consuitation)

Cross Lanes to Rokeby —

option L
option L
(online)
[ Koy | Dsagrea 08
I oot Teawagss [ Tendiocvagree

Most frequent reason for support

Option L is a straighter road with fewer bends -
13 mentions.

“Option L is the best proposal as it would
follow the existing road.”
Local Rasident and Local Road User

Most frequent reason for
not supporting this option

Route north of Old Rectory would provide poor
access and connections — 81 mentions.

“Option L would appear to leave HGV
traffic with no option other than to drive

a significant distance East (potentially to
Scotch Corner) in order to travel West. This
would add an hour to any journeys in my
HGYV (I cannot cross County Bridge in
Barnard Castle as this has a 7.5t weight
limit) and would impact on not just my
own journeys but those of the other
businesses in town.”

Local Resident and Local Road User
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Stephen Bank to Carkin Moor —
option M

option M
(southem bypass)

Ca—
Dort know Tand o agres [ Toto csagrs.

Most frequent reason for support

Minimises damage to local heritage sites —
51 mentions

“I have driven this route over many
years, experiencing the evolution of the
A66 from totally single carriageway to
incremental dualling, preventing fatal
and serious casualty rate on this section
demands dualling and improved junction
arrangements. In my opinion, Option M,
involving a new dual carriageway south of
the existing AB6 and rejoining the original
AB6 Carkin Moor Farm, offers the most
satisfactory outcome.”
Local Resident

Most frequent reason for
not supporting this option

Will cause an increase in traffic noise —
15 mentions.

“Option M would have a severe
detrimental effect on Ravensworth
Village, bringing the A66 and
accompanying noise and pollution
towards the village.”

Local Resident

44

Stephen Bank to Carkin Moor -
option N

option N
(northern bypass)

i | S
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Most frequent reason for support

Better access to local villages and places -
61 mentions.

“Option N moves the main road away
from Ravensworth and will make turning
onto the AB6 from Ravensworth much
safer. It will also make a much safer
junction for visitors to Mainsgill Farm and
Fox Hall.” Local Resident and Local Road User

Most frequent reason for
not supporting this option

Option N will cause damage to the local
scheduled monument — 12 mentions.

“Damage to the Roman fort is regrettable —
construction must require archaeological
surveys and recording to improve
historical record.”

Local Resident and Local Road User

Stephen Bank to Carkin Moor -
option O

To

option O
(hyhric)
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Most frequent reason for support

Option O is my preferred option / the best /
sensible option / logical choice - 4 mentions.

“Option N is feasible but the easiest is
Option O with just one all movement
junction not east bound only to the south
of the existing road. This all movement
junction on the new road can take traffic
from West Layton, Moor Lane, New Lane
and Mainsgill with minimum new roads
leading to it. There would be no need for a

new all movement junction on Moor Lane”
Local Resident and Local Road User

Most frequent reason for
not supporting this option

Increase in traffic noise - 13 mentions.

“Option O to me seems too
‘twisty’ so might not be as safe
as the ‘straighter’ options.”

Local Resident

“Option M appears beneficial in
heritage terms... however the
potential for possibly numerous and
currently unknown archaeological
assets o be impacted through the
choice of option M appears to have
a far greater impact a therefore
our least preferred option.”

Inspactor of Ancient Monuments, Historic England

Source: All quotes and
graphical data from

A6 Northern Trans-Pennine
Project Consultation, Analysis
of findings. Ipsos MORI 2019
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8. Your suggestions from
the consultation process

In our response form, we provided people the
opportunity to provide further details about
their feedback and the reason that they agreed
or disagreed with each option. In addition,
respondents could provide neutral comments or

suggestions for each option.

Alongside the options-specific feedback, we
have analysed these comments by theme. Where
comments relate to potential design of the individual
sections of the improved A66, these have been fed
back to the design team for consideration in the
development of the preferred route.

The numbers opposite in brackets after each
comment relate to the frequency at which that
subject appeared in the responses.

M6 junction 40 to Kemplay Bank
There was a large number of positive comments in
the free text boxes about the need for improvements
in this area. Respondents welcomed plans for

the Kemplay Bank roundabout because the
improvement works are necessary (27) and would
help to improve safety at this critical roundabout (10)
and ease congestion and improve traffic flow (30).
There were 10 mentions of the need to prioritise
improvements at this junction over other areas of
the A66.

Respondents on the Kemplay Bank roundabout
requested us to review the plan for an underpass
in the light of potential flooding issues (5) especially
relating to the impact in the water table in this section.
Design considerations were important (5) as was
the desire to minimise the environmental impact
with planting and woodland (5). Respondents also
asked us to consider access for the Cumbria Fire
and Rescue service (10) and the public rights of way
used by cyclists (10).

Signage was also considered to be important
in the planning of this junction and clear road
markings and electronic signage were mentioned
by five respondents. There was also considerable
feedback about traffic light sequencing in this
area (10) and the potential to remove the lights on
this section altogether to improve traffic flow (10).

All these suggestions and considerations have
been fed back to the design team. During the
preliminary design stage, detailed ground
investigation will be commissioned to determine
the most appropriate solution for the Kemplay
Bank roundabout improvements and a full flood
risk assessment (FRA) would be undertaken in
order to understand potential flooding issues
and inform the design. In addition, consideration
will be given to adjacent stakeholders to ensure
continuity of access is maintained in any final
proposals as well as during construction periods.

47
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Penrith to Temple Sowerby

The plans for the improvement on this section were
welcomed in the general comments particularly
with respect to how those works would improve
safety on this section (17). Respondents particularly
welcomed the plans to improve the access at
Center Parcs for both safety reasons (20) and to
improve traffic flow and ease congestion (5).

The alternative suggestions on this section also
focussed on safety and access with people asking
us to review the junction at Center Parcs (6) and
at Llama Karma Kafe (5).

All these suggestions and considerations have been
fed back to the design team. Safety is paramount

to project design and as such, access to the A66
for cyclists, local businesses and villages will be
carefully considered. All existing provision will be
reviewed and arrangements will either be improved
to current design standards or a suitable, safe
alternative provided.

Temple Sowerby to Appleby —
Kirkby Thore

Generally, relating to both options, there was
considerable support for the improvement works
in this location. Reasons cited for supporting
these plans included that they are necessary (6)
with some respondents specifically relating this
to safety reasons (19) and how it would ease
congestion (9) and improve fraffic flow for HGVs
through Kirkby Thore (11).

Respondents also asked the design team to
consider moving the junction north of Kirkby Thore
(14) to Main Street and to provide a link road from
Main Street to the British Gypsum access road
(13). They also asked us to consider noise impact
(11), biodiversity and wildlife (6), the impact on
the water table and the potential for flooding (5)
and rights of way and access provision for cyclists
(9), pedestrians (7) and to local roads through
underpasses or overpasses (5).

People were also keen to be engaged and
consulted throughout the design process (8).
See section 9 for details of further engagement
and consultation throughout the project.

A number of respondents felt that both options
(E and F) had merit and would work in this
location (10).

The designs for Kirkby Thore presented two very
different options for improving this section of the
A66. More specific comments were therefore
received which focussed around the individual
sections of the route to the south and the north of
the village.

In relation to the southern bypass there were very
few comments relating to this option. The only
alternative suggestions were to move the bypass
further to the south (2) and to consider an all
movement junction at the petrol station.

In relation to the northern bypass, 24 respondents
asked the team to consider upgrading the junction
on Main Street at Kirkby Thore and a further 5 asked
for the current road to be retained for local traffic.

While there were very few comments on this
section, 3 people mentioned moving the road
further to the North and 2 suggested moving it
further to the East.

All these suggestions and considerations have
been fed back to the design team. The alignment
of both the northern and southern options were
carefully considered based on a high number of
physical and environmental constraints and, as
such, there is minimal opportunity for variants

of either option. During the preliminary design
stage, all comments raised regarding junction
locations will be considered as part of the
ongoing junction strategy work.

On the environmental points, a detailed noise
assessment will be undertaken for the preferred
option and appropriate noise mitigation will be
incorporated into the design to minimise noise
impacts. Engagement with the Environment
Agency and Natural England and additional
survey work/modelling has helped identify the
options least likely to impact on biodiversity
and flooding.

Temple Sowerby to Appleby —
Crackenthorpe

The plans for dualling at Crackenthorpe received
positive feedback with respondents saying they
felt the plans were needed (3) especially for
safety reasons (7). Connections to local villages
such as Bolton and Appleby featured highly in the
feedback around these sections of route.

Respondents to this section were keen to
see consideration given to mitigating the
environmental impact (5).

There were very few suggestions in this section
but 2 people suggested option H could be built
further along the Roman Road.

All these suggestions and considerations have
been fed back to the design team. During

the preliminary design appropriate mitigation
measures will be identified to minimise any adverse
environmental impacts. This would be undertaken in
collaboration with Statutory Environmental Bodies
such as the Environment Agency.

Appleby to Brough

Due to constraints (outlined in section 3) there
was only one option presented for the stretch

of carriageway between Appleby and Brough.
There was a lot of responses around the need

for improvements in this area (15) with people
welcoming the dual carriageway plans (13). Most
of the respondents cited safety reasons (28) for
their support.

In this section respondents were keen that the team
reviewed access issues along the new dualled
carriageway with local towns and villages (5) and
farmland (6) getting most mentions.
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Feedback on the need for cycleways and cycle
crossing points also featured and access to and
from Appleby (5) and Brough (6) were specifically
mentioned by multiple respondents.

As with other sections, people were keen that we
review the water table locally and the potenfial
for flooding in this area (7) while others want us
to minimise noise (6) with suggestions including
screening (2) and planting (2). Planting was also
suggested to minimise environmental impacts (3).

A number of people (14) asked us to consider
building the dual carriageway on the Ministry of
Defence (MOD) land while others (19) simply
stipulated it be built further to the north.

People were also keen that we considered a
number of junction improvement works with all
movement junctions (6) and connections to farms
and fields (6) getting a number of mentions.
Suggestions were also put forward around
underpasses and overpasses to improve local
connectivity with mentions of fields (7}, Flitholme (8)
and Landrigg (6).

The retention of the detrunked section of A6 was
a popular option in this section with 16 people
mentioning it in their response.

All these suggestions and considerations have been
fed back to the design team. For safety reasons
access lo the A86 for cyclists, local farms and
villages will be carefully considered. All existing
pravision will be reviewed and arrangements will
either be improved to current design standards or
a suitable, safe alternative provided.

During the preliminary design, the preferred
option will be developed to identify appropriate
environmental mitigation measures to minimise
any adverse impacts. This would be undertaken in
collaboration with Stafutory Environmental Bodies
such as the Environment Agency.

We have been in discussions with various
organisations about the potential to move the
alignment further to the north in this section.
However, the land to the north of the AG6 is within
the Area of Ouistanding Natural Beauty (AONB)
and the current alignment of the AG6 is the
boundary of that designation. The designation,
and the planning restrictions inherent within it,
therefore curb any development to the north of
the existing alignment. We have been in ongoing
dialogue with Natural England throughout the
design process to investigate if there is any
flexibility within this designation but their view

is that there has to be an exceptional planning
reason for development within the AONB and that
our plans do not meet this standard.

Bowes Bypass

The section bypassing Bowes to the north has
only one suggested route (see page 13 for
constraints information) which was presented for
consultation, therefore there were less comments
and suggestions made in relation to this stretch of
the AGE.

A number of comments were made saying the
works were necessary (10) especially in relation
1o safety (18) and the AGE/ABT junction (5).

People also asked the team fo be aware of the
water table at this location (7) and the potential
for flooding. Connectivity and access also
featured in the feedback on this option with farms
(7) and public rights of ways (7) having a number
of mentions

The potential to retain Bowes Station as a heritage
site received 4 mentions and 7 people asked us
to think about noise mitigation.

All these suggestions and considerations have
been fed back to the design team. Access to the
AB6 for local farms and villages will be carefully
considered as will all public rights of way in this
section. All existing provision will be reviewed
and arrangements will either be improved to
cumrent design standards or a suitable, safe
alternative provided.

A full flood risk assessment (FRA) would be
undertaken in order to understand potential
flooding issues and inform the design.

Cross Lanes to Rokeby

Respondents in this section agreed that works are
required to this stretch with safety (11) featuring,
specifically around Rokeby (5).

People have asked us to consider what mitigation
might be pessible in this area with planting (4),
screening (5) and minimising land take (4) all
being suggested.

While there were lots of suggestions for this
section, not many received multiple mentions.
The exception was one suggestion to make the
junction at Rokeby Park an all-movement junction
(11) rather than the eastbound-only junction which
is shown in the consultation materials. Other
suggestions included under and overpasses and
slip roads.

All these suggestions and considerations have
been fed back to the design team. All existing
access points will be reviewed and arrangements
will either be improved to current design
standards or a suitable safe alternative provided.
During the preliminary design we will identify
appropriate mitigation measures to minimise

any adverse impacts on landscape and visual
receptors such as planting and screening.

Stephen Bank to Carkin Moor

There were three alternative options presented
for this section and there was agreement that
improvements are required here (8) specifically
the dualling programme (5)

Safety (10) was the most cited reason for agreement
with Mainsgill Farm access (13), New Lane junction
(5) and the Ravensworth road (11) being mentioned
as particular areas of concern. People were also
concemed about speeding (5) and congastion (8).

Public rights of way were mentioned by a number
of respondenis to this section with a wide-
spread of different user types specified including
equestrians (9), cyclists (6) and pedestrians (7).

We alzo received a number of suggestions for
this section where people would like to see the
de-trunked AGE maintained for local use (14) and
asked the team to consider building the route
further south (6) and upgrading junctions (5).

All these suggestions and considerations have
been fed back to the design team. All existing
access points will be reviewed and current
arrangements will either be improved to current
design standards or a suitable safe alternative
provided. During preliminary design, lengths

of AB6 to be de-trunked will be identified and
proposals for their continued use discussed with
the local highway authority.

How we’'ll use your suggestions

All the feedback we have received through the
consultation process has been reviewed, coded
and interpreted by our analysis partner. This
includes comments received through the online
and offline response forms and those received by
email and letter.

Al this information has been collated into themes
and passed to the relevant teams within Highways
England. Some of this has been reviewed by the
design team who will look at comments you have
made about issues such as junctions, access
points and road configuration. Other teams will
review the comments received around subjects
like heritage and ecology.

All the comments and suggestions have been
very valuable in the process and we are very
grateful to everybody who took part in the
consultation.
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9. Summary and next steps

Summary of findings

The results of the public consultation exercise
have revealed overwhelming support for the need
to make improvements to the A66. More than nine

was more than one option for respondents to

number of people stating a preference against
each option can be seen in the table on page 55 of
this report. These are the opinions stated by those

can be seen in the table below:

In summary there are six sections where there

choose from and for sections Appleby to Brough
and Bowes Bypass only one route was proposed.
The section, and the public preference for each,

out of every ten respondents (492 of 532) stated  who responded to the consultation and, therefore, Saction Profaronce from . | Deacription of the option Nesnbor of Profarrad
5 : i % e S < 2 consultation respondents route
?hey .were in fgvour of.the project wfnh only 27 the information in this report is not representative agrocing with
individuals being against the dualling. of all stakeholders. option
5 M§ junction 40 fo Kemplay Bank | A Underpass 358 A
There seem to be clear forerunners in public
- - Penvith to Temple Sowerby (o] Southern diversion 234 (o]
preferences for particular options. The total
Temple Sowerby to Appleby E Northern bypass 314
- Kirkby Thore
Temple Sowerby to Appleby — H Roman Road northern most route 286 H
Crackenthorpa
Applaby to Brough | Single route proposed 251 |
Bowes Bypass J Single route proposed 223 J
Cross Lanes to Rokeby K Southern diversion 176 K
Stephen Bank to Carkin Mcor N Northern diversion 179 N

Next steps

the consultation to feed into the preliminary
design of the project. We have also used

is also a considerable amount of investigation

')

RINNEN

Jrl—

Y
Ve e g,.;l
=

We have used the information gathered through

feedback received about the local area to identify
any specific constraints we need to be aware of
along the route and within the wider study area.

While the results of the consultation are a critical
element of the decision-making process, there

work, including environmental assessment work,
wildlife surveys, planning policy considerations
and detailed fraffic modelling which have been
undertaken before we reached a conclusion on

the preferred route for the A66 between the Mé

junction 40 and the A1(M) at Scotch Corner. We
have now concluded this work and announced

the preferred route

The preferred route has been decided through

a combination of the results from the public

consultation and the detailed studies into
environmental and geological constraints. The

preferred route is in line with the preferences

express through the consultation process.
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Further details of this decision making can be
seen in the preferred route leaflet and the scheme
assessment report (see the project webpage at
highwaysengland.co.uk/aé6-northemn-trans-

pennine for further details).

Our preferred route will now be taken through to
the preliminary design stage where we develop
the design in more detail and undertake more
environmental surveys and detailed investigation
works. All the feedback from the consultation will
be fed into this design process.

The plans which are brought forward for the
next stage of consultation will be underpinned
by these detailed assessments which will
evolve throughout the process as we update
our information. We will carry out a further
consultation process as we develop our
application for a Development Consent Order

(DCO) and this will give you another opportunity
to get involved and share your views prior to
our DCO application submission. A Statement
of Community Consultation (SoCC) will be
developed prior to the statutory consultation
which will set out proposals for this process.

The DCO, if granted, will provide development
consent to undertake the improvements to the
A66. Development consent is required because
this project is categorised as a Nationally
Significant Infrastructure Project (NSIP) under the
Planning Act 2008.

Throughout this process, we will continue to work
with natural and historic environmental statutory
bodies, landowners and stakeholders.

The seven-step process for this project is
explained in the table below.

Pre-project Options phase Development phase i  Construction phase
] 1 2 3 4 s s 7
Stateqy. | : Option option i Presminary Statutory Construction Construction, Cioseout

| am behind the change as the
volume of traffic warrants a duel
carriageway. It's one of the few
roads leading into the Lakes and
a major road connecting the East
to the West.

Quote from consultation feedback
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Appendix E

Appendix

Flyers

F

Deposit points

Location Point Address

Scotch Comer Scotch Comer Services Middleton Tyas, Richmond DL10EPQ

Middleton Tyas Middleton Lodge Middleton Lodge, Kneeton Lane, Middleton Tyes, Richmond,
North Yorkehire DL10 ENJ

Gilling West / The White Swan pub The White Swan, £1 High Street, Giling West, Richmond DL10 581G

Richmond

Richmond Lidl Richmond ‘Queens Ad, Richmond DL10 4AJ

Richmond Richmond Town Hall Town Hall, Market P, Fichmand OL10 40L

Richmond Richmond Poet Offica Ba Finkle St. Richmond DL10 408

Richmond The Georgian Theatre Royal Victoria Road, Richmond, Maorth Yorkshire DL10 4DW

Richmond Richmond Library 10 Queens Rd, Richmend DL10 4AE

Richmond Richmond Yorks Gaolf Clut Richmand DL10 5EX

Bamard Castle Croes Lanes Organic Farm Croes Lanes, Barnard Castle DL12 87T

Bamard Castle CoOp Prospect Pl, Bamard Castle DL12 BHL

Bamard Casthe TCR Hub Community Cantra Shaw Cres, Middleton-In-Teesdale, Bamard Castle DL12 81D

Bamard Castle Barnard Castle Doctors Surgery Bamard Castle Surgery, Victoria Ad, Bamard Castle DL12 8HT

Bamard Castle Morrisons 23 Galgate, Barnard Castie DL12 8EJ

Stainmore Stanmore Café ABE, Kirkoy Stephen CA1T 4EU

Brough Brough Community Primary School Kirkby Stephen CA17 4EY

Brough EIIDJgh (Caatle Ioa Cream Parlour and Church Brough CA1T 4E1

2aroom

Appleby Old Hall Veterinary Centre Cross Croft, Industrisl Estate, Appleby-In-Westmorand CA1E 6HX

Appleby The Haybergill Centre Hayber Lane, Warcop, Appleby, Cumbria CA16 BNP

Appleby Warcop Primary School ‘Warcop, Appleby-In-Weetmoriand CA18 BNX

Appleby Café Sixty Six Ketland Moor, Appleby-In-Westmorland CA16 6LN

Appleby Applsby Goli Club Brackenber, Appleby-In-Westmorland CA1E 6LP

Appleby Applety Leisure Canre Chapsl Strest, Appleby, Cumbria CA16 60R

Appleby Appieby Sports Cenire Battiebamow, Appleby-In-Westmorland CA16 XU

Kirkby Thore Kirkby Thore Post Office Somerzet House, Kirkhy Thore, Penrith CA10 1UD

Temple Sowerby | Temple Sowerby Medical Practice Linden Park, Temple Sowerby, Penrith CA10 1AW

Temple Sowerby | Harzel Dene Garden Cantra Hazel Dene Gardan Centre, Panrith CA10 10F

Penrith Penrith Hospital Bridge Ln, Penrith CA11 8HX

Penrith Penrith Cricket Sports and Socisl Club | 27 Wetheriggs Ln, Penrith CA11 8FE

Penrith Morrisons 24-25 Brunzwick Rd, Penrith CA11 TJU, LK

Penrith Booths Westgate House, Brunewick Rd, Penrith CA11 7JU, UK
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A66

Northern Trans-Pennine project

Public consultation — share your views

Investing in your roads

May — July 2019

At Highways England we bedave In 2
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Appendix G

Sample press advert

) highways ABH

england Northern Trans-Pennine project

Your chance to share your views on the future of the A66 between M6 junction 40 at Penr
A1(M) Scotch Corner.

Event venues, dates 3 Dtk Parh Canite
At Highways England we belove i a comested country and and times : :
our network makes these connections happen. We strive
1 Imp MO F0RIS nd ﬂfpf" o 0 Giling Wost Hall, Richmond
the future 10 keep people 1 19 1003y @nd moving better % J0pm - Tpm
1OmONTow. Wa want 10 make sure all our major roacs are Penrith Rughy Chub, % The Witham,
mora dependabie, durable and, most importantly, safa. Winters Park : Ba

tha Deparimert for Transport 7 9, y1am - Tpm
« Improva na AB6 balwaen M6 1

junenan 40.at Pennth and the A1(M) at Seaich Comer This & in

crdor to address 10 lack of 6ast / Weet CaNACtivEy Acroes tho
Penninos in the nort: of Englaryd

Wa a6a proposing 10 invast around & Do pounds t aual the
romaining $1n9 caagoNsy sectons of 1o ARE, This will
significanty improve journeys, calety and conaoztivity, which is
groat nona for the local, ragional and national eocnomy

010, 1 fam = oM
The Station. Richmond
23 June 2019, 113~ 7pm
22 Juna 2019, noon - 4pm

Wa ars holding 3 numbar of consultation Guerts o axpisin cur
Proposais and 590K your views

AGENTP@highwaysengland.co.uk.

t www.highwaysengland.co.uk/A66TransPennine

Appendix H

Sample poster

, highways
england

ACO

Northern Trans-Pennine project

Consultation events being held here
at The Witham

Public consultation events will be held here on the fofowing dates.
Drop in and have your say.

Wednesday 12 June 2019 - from 11am — 7pm

Thursday 13 June 2019 - from 11am — 7pm

Friday 14 June 2019 - from tam - 7pm
Saturday 15 June 2019 - from 10am - 2om

For more information, please visit %
www.highwaysengland.co.uk/A66TransPennine

Can’t make these events? Telling someone aise about
these events?

10 ind this venu:
the 4. & The Witham,

3 Horse Market, Bamard Castlo,

DLz oLy
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Sample press coverage

Concems over
impact of A66
proposals

AS mentioned in the T™
recently, the proposed
restriction of traffic from the
AGG westbound lane into
Barnard Castle via the Abbey
Bridge. could reduce the
numbers of HGVs using this
route, and driving through
the town.

However, the concern is
then shifted to the use by the
large number of non-HGVs
on this route which would
then have to drive further
.w\l amhl en north on
7. from Cross Lanes 10
|hf‘ three-way traffic lights
and over the County Aridge.

At the consultation in The
Witham and in the
consultation docum
Option K would giv
way junction ot Rokeby, as at
present. Option L would

HGV vehicles access the town
vis Cross Lanes. The BA277 1s
a narrow road (unlike the
Abbey Bridge road) it has at
least three concealed oad
junctions and three
significant bends with poor
visibiliey: A the narrowest
point in the 30mph section,
the only pavement is less
than one metre width which

negotiate
without moving onto the
toad. In addition a huge
percentage of vehickes drive
this section above the speed
timit of 30, endangering

walkess, bikers and other
motarists on the blind

ing o both sides
m,.hm'm in allowing two
velticks to pass tven in

dualling b
encourage local people 1o
consider these proposals
carefully and reply 1o

Highwavs Eogland through
Rty odd e
White

Road chiefs trymg to resolve HGV issue on A66

ROAL plansers
in force in Dams
part of a puble
ok the dunlling tbe ACO
he bour-dur evers

v
proposse and express. thadr
hex

lnu concera I the sopess
10 and Do the ASS FFTene
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wutk.*
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D e wendd mop Prwr uN H‘IX ‘Mll
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I agreed. -IA“H
cwers 8 fot ¢
and A aciively 10OMAE ot (608
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Appendix J

Sample exhibition boards

S

MBS junction 40. Panfith

Vi e comaulig o ¢ llet Gk ¢ 1N [arctions & i and of B prRRCtDE
vour et =

o Vi RAchon AD Tosec beiom)

Plaoun ke poge 7 # 0 coratason brschun whch & Salibls K Rent 0

Sl A www NIV AYS 2, OUAL TransPering

Sog

M6 function 40 to Kempiay
Bark roundabou

T sno w0 Cosons for v sacon ko A et 81

Poe 8 DGR X) 21311 0 130 CCTIULHIOR) DA 1T bin A B waTE
7 6190 . g MGG S AOTTI M
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2 Deposit points

Appendix E

Deposit points
L szt icsfs Pt Bufdrons
Sootch Comer Sooich Corner Services Micidioton Tyas, Richmond DL A0 EPC
MidkSiston Tyas MWickdision Lodgs Mikfleson Lodge, Kneson Lans, Middision Tyas, Rachmond,
Mizre Sorkshirs DL 10 &MU
Gillling ‘Wt / The Wil Swan pub The White Swan, 51 High Sreet, Giling West, Richmond DL10 &JG
Richmond
Ll Richirmoend Dussra Rd, Rachmord DL 10 44

Richmond Town Haill

Town: Hall, Market Pi, Richmond DL 80 40L

Rhwmona Poet Dcs

Ba Firkda 51, Rachmand DL Y0 408

Tha Goorpian Thastre Aoyal

Vicioria Aoad, Richmond, North Yorishins DU10 400

Rtwmond Lbsiary

O Duseng R, Rickenond DLI0 AAE

Richimond Yiorks Goll Club

Richrmond DL 10 5EX

Cross Lanes Crganic Farm

Cross Lanes, Bamard Castle DL 12 BAT

Co-Op

Prompsct P, Barnaed Castio DL 12 BHL

TEA Hub Community Caniro

Shumw Cross, Micidieton- in-Tesoscaks, Bamand Castie 0112 81D

Bernard Castie Doctors Surpery Barnard Castle Surgeny. Wictotia Ad, Bamard Castie DLAZ BHT
Morrieong 73 Galgaio, Barnard Castlo [3L12 EEJ

Sairmone Caf ABE, Kirkiry Stephen CAIT 4EU

Fisonsgh Coemmurty Primany School Kby Stiphan CAIT AEY

Brough Castle loe Cresm Parkour and
Tearoom

GChurch Brough CAIT 4EJ

Oid Hall Visternary Cantro

Croes Croft, Industrial Eetate, Applehy-in-Wostmonand CATE 6HX

The Haybengill Cenire Hayor Lana, Waroop, Appieby, Curbria CADS GNP
‘Wercop Primary School Warop, Appiaby-in-Wessmoriand CA TE BNX

Catts Sty S Fosand Moor, Appiety in-Weatmoriand CA1E BLN
Applatyy Gol Club Brackerber, Applaby-in-Westmordand CA S BLF
Agpdoiery Lsigisre Cantro Chiapal Stract, Apgiatiy. Cumbeia CANE BOR
Appletry Sports Conire BaEisbarmow. Apploby-In"Wesirmorand CA 18 BXL
Horbiby Thacne Post Dz Sormargnl Houss, Kirkby Thoee, Pereth CA10 100
Tompin Sowohy Madical Practios Lirchen Park, Tempie Soworty, Porrith CAND 10W
Hazed Do Garden Cantre Hazel Dene Gardon Centre, Perrith CA10 10F
Pt Hoepasl Eiricige Ln, Fantin CAT1 BHX

Penrith Cricket Sports and Social Ciub

27 ‘Wetheriggs L, Perrith CA11 BPE

Merrisong

24-75 Brumevweck Rd, Penrth CA11 T, UK

Baoothe

Wesigaio Houno, Brurmwick Ad, Ponrigh CA11 70U, UK

S HARARE -
H;mim Hggggggmm
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ABO

Northern Trans-Pennine project
Public consultation
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Public consultation
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Penrith 10 TOMPIo SOWOIN.........ccu.ciismiisiomssssssonssssiininsiissssinaisisses sbanssasas
Temple Sowerby to Appleby — Kirkby ThOre _.........ccooiiiiieiiiceeeeeeciee
Temple Sowerby to Appleby — Crackenthorpe ............oooooioieiiiiciiice
BRI D BRI o i e e N e L T e R s T
BOWO S By DA . i T e B g s o Badassnmesnisn
Cross Lanes 10/ RoKebY:: ... i wuimi s auiiGrimahaaions
Stephen Bank to Carkin MOOT ..............oooiiiciii et
JURMCHIONS vt s i im0 8 AN B RS S N A e
How we propose 10 reduce IMPactS..............ciiiiiieoieiiiicie et
Discounted OPLIONS ... ...oiiiii et
NEXE TP e

Planning Inspectorate Scheme Reference: TR010062
Application Document Reference: TR010062/APP/4.4

Page A-39 of 117



A66 Northern Trans-Pennine Project n.atlonal
4.4 Consultation Report h |g hways

Annex A: Options consultation and preferred route announcement materials

AB6 Northern Trans-Pennine projact

Foreword

The AB6 is a trans-Pennine link that is a key route between north-eastern England,
Scotland and Northern Ireland. It's a hugely important route for freight traffic and
it's also important for tourism, giving access to the Lake District and the North
Pennines Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty.

But the A66 isn't up to modern standards. Drivers face congestion, delays at
~ key junctions and substandard access to jobs and leisure locations. We are
.ﬂ investigating ways to enhance the A66 through a comprehensive programme
of improvements that would raise the whole route to dual carriageway standard.

This would deliver a consistent quality of journey for the 50 miles between Penrith on the M6 and Scotch
Comer on the A1(M).

A better route would bring benefits across northern England and for Scotland and would also support the
development of the Northern Powerhouse.

We recognise the value of the treasured landscapes along the route and the heritage that dates from as
far back as the roads built by the Romans. The options in this consultation provide local people with an
opportunity to help us choose route options that best balance the needs and environmental impacts of

any new infrastructure.

Please read this brochure and come along to one of our consultation events. You can meet the project
team and learn more about our ideas. Or please visit our web page or complete the response form in this
brochure to give us your views.

With your feedback, we can together shape the future of the A66 so that it better serves road users, local
communities and the region for generations to come.

Jim O’Sullivan
Chief Executive, Highways England
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Public consultation

Investing in your roads

At Highways England we believe in a connected
country and our network makes these connections
happen. We strive to improve our major roads and
motorways - engineering the future to keep people
maoving today and moving better fomorrow. We
want to make sure all our major roads are more
dependable, durable and, most importantly, safe.

We have been commissioned by the Department
for Transport (DFT) to investigate the potential to
improve the AGS between M6 junction 40 at Penrith
and the A1(M) at Scotch Corner. This is in order to
address the lack of east / west connectivity across
the Pennines in the north of England.

This is one of the most impertant highways
investments in the North of England and will
significantly improve journey times and driver
experience while drastically reducing the number of
accidents on this critical local and national route.

We are proposing to invest around one billion
pounds to dual the remaining single carmriageway
sections of the ABE. This will significantly improve
journeys, safety and connectivity, which is great
news for the local, regional and national economy.
COur planned improvements for the road and a
modern approach fo design will help protect the
local environment and important designated areas
such as local historic sites.

The project will involve dualling multiple sections
of single camageway between M6 junction 40

at Penrith and the A1(M) at Scotch Corner. Other
improvements are proposed along its length, such
as at Kemplay Roundabout and the junctions with
the M6 and A1(M). This work is important to enable
future growth and will help the economies of both
the MNorth East and Cumbria, as well as improving
Journeys across the country.

The AGE has been upgraded from single
carriageway to dual in a number of stages =since
the 1970z, with the most recent dual section,

the Temple Sowerby Bypass, opening in 2007.
However, more than 18 miles of single carmiageway
remain making the route accident-prone and
unreliable.

In 2014, the government announced that it intended
to examine the case for dualling one of the routes
across the Pennines in the north of England. In
2017, it was announced that the AG6 had presented
the strongest case for an upgrade and that plans
for full dualling between the ME junction 40 and the
A1(M) at Scotch Corner would be developed for the
next Road Investment Strategy.

Our plans will ensure the entire route has two lanes
in both directions along the full 50-mile route.

In 2003, we consulted on similar proposals but
were unable to progress these at the time. However,
the feedback we received has been very useful and
has helped us to develop the current proposals.

In this brochure we explain cur proposals and
provide maps with further information. We will also
give details of how you can give us your feedback
during this public consultation.

This is a non-statutory public consultation on our
options for the project, the results of which will help
to inform our decision about which option to take
forward. It is not the only time we'll be consulting on
the AG6 improvements.

While there is no legal obligation for us to undertake
a non-statutory consultation, we are passionate
about understanding people's views on our
proposals early in the process, enabling us to refine
the design by involving the community before we
carry out a further consultation process on the
design of our preferred route. This will give you
another opportunity to get involved and share your
views.

Following this, we will then make an application
for a Development Consent Order (DCO) to obtain
planning permission to build it. This is reguired
because this project is categorised as a Mationally
Significant Infrastructure Project (MSIF) under the
Planning Act 2008.
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ABE Mortharn Trans-Panning project

How to respond

We're holding a public consultation on our

proposals and we'd like to hear what you think,

s0 please share any concems, ideas or local
knowledge that you may have.

Consultation events

One of the best ways to find out more about our
proposals and have your say is to come to one of
our consultation events. This is a major investment
and we are keen to talk to as many people as

possible to ensure all the positive benefits are
The consultation will run for eight weeks from 16 redlised and to minimise any impacts on local
May 2019 to 11 July 2019 and there are lots of people.
ways you can tell us what you think. You can come
along to one of our public consultation events or At the events, you'll be able to find out more about
you can write to us by post or email. Details of how  this transformational project and speak to members
you can respond are below. of the project team, who will be happy to answer
any guestions.
Your comments will help us better understand the
local area and any potential impacts our project
may have on the community. We will listen o
everyone’s feedback and we'll consider these
before we select a preferred option.

We will be at key locations listed below. These
are drop-in events so there is no need fo boaok an
appointment.

All venues are fully accessible.
Pleaze respond using one of the following methods
by midnight on Thursday 11 July 2019, Thursday 16 May, 1.30pm — 7pm
Gilling West Village Hall, High Street,

® Online: complete the response form online at Giling West, Richmond, DL10 5JG

www.highwaysengland.co.uk/A66TransPennine

Friday 17 May, 11am — 7pm and
Saturday 18 May, 10am — 2pm

AW Jenkinson Suite (ground floor),

Penrith Rugby Club, Winters Park, Penrith,
CA11 8RO

B Response form: Complete the consultation
response form in this brochure and return it
using the Freepost envelope provided

® Email: send your response by email to:
Ab6ntp@highwaysengland.co.uk

B Post: write to us at Freepost A66 NORTHERN
TRANS-PENMINE PROJECT

Wednesday 22 May, 11am — 7pm and
Thursday 23 May, 11am — 7pm
Gilling West Village Hall, High Street,
Gilling West, Richmond, DL10 5JG

All responses should be returned by the date and
time above to ensure we can consider them when
we are refining the design.

Wednesday 29 May, 11am — 7pm,
Thursday 30 May, 10am — 3pm,

Friday 31 May, 11am — 7pm and
Saturday 1 June, 10am — 2pm

Main Hall {ground flocr), The Appleby Hub,
Chapel Street, Appleby-in-Westmorland,
CA16 6OR

Tuesday 4 June, 11am — 7pm,
Wednesday 5 June, 10am — 2pm and
Thursday 6 June, 10am — 2pm

The Lake Room (1st floor), The Rooms,
Penrith Parish Centre, St Andrews Place,
Penrith, CA11 7XX
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Wednesday 12 June, 11am — 7pm,
Thursday 13 June, 11am — 7pm,

Friday 14 June, 11am — 7pm and
Saturday 15 June, 10am — 2pm

The Witham Room (1st floor), The Witham,
3 Horse Market, Barnard Castle,

DL12 8LY

Monday 17 June, 10am—2pm and
Tuesday 18 June, 11am — 7pm

The Lake Room (1st floor), The Rooms,
Penrith Parish Centre, St Andrews Place,
Penrith, CA11 7XX

Friday 21 June, 11am — 7pm and
Saturday 22 June, 12pm — 4pm
Townsend Suite (1st floor), The Station,
Station Yard, Richmond,

DL104LD

All of the above venues are well-served by

public transport, however, if travelling by car,
attendees should be aware of the following parking
arrangements.

Penrith Parish Centre - there is no on-site
parking so, if travelling by car, please use local car
parks. The nearest disabled parking is located on
Friargate.

Penrith Rugby Club - free on-site parking for up
to 60 cars.

Gilling West Village Hall, Richmond — on-street
parking only.

The Appleby Hub - pay and display car parking at
Broad Close.

The Witham, Barnard Castle — on-street parking
only.

The Station, Richmond - pay and display car
parking between 8am and 4pm (free after 4pm)

Where to get further information

Further copies of this brochure and response
form are available at several public locations
across the A66 from Thursday 16 May. The full
list is available here www.highwaysengland.co.uk/
A66TransPennine and availability will depend on
opening times of each of the locations.

Responses can be handed in at consultation
events or sent to the address provided on the form.

If you wish to read our public consultation strategy
on how we are conducting this consultation, please
visit www.highwaysengland.co.uk/A66TransPennine
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AES Mortharn Trans-Pannine projact

The positive strategic impact of improving the A66

— e -

The AGE plays a crucial role in the life of nearby
communities. [t also has an essential role for
Jjourneys across the UK, and the benefits of
improvemnents fo the AGE will be felt as far away as
Inverness and lpswich.

The ABE provides the most direct route between
the central belt of Scotland and the eastern side
of England. connecting cities like Glasgow and
Edinburgh with Leeds, Sheffield and Morwich.
Traffic from Morthern Ireland, landing at the port
of Stranraer, uses the AG6 as its route cnwards to
ports such as Hull and Felixstowe.

The road also plays an especially vital role in

connecting Cumbria to much of England, and
is often at its busiest at the height of the Lake
District's tourist season. From the east, it often

mAberdeen

Midlands

provides the route of choice to get from the Tees
Valley and Tyneside to Manchester and Liverpool.

On a good day, a journey from Hull to Carlisle is 40
miles and 40 minutes shorter via the AGE than the
M&2. But the fact that the road repeatedly widens
and narrows, and the fact that some sections

of road don't maich modern standards, makes

it prone to congestion and delay, particularly in

the holiday season. As a result, many think twice
before using the ABE, putting more pressure on
roads like the M&2.

Raising the AB6 to a consistent standard would
change the way people travel around the UK, and
put surrounding communities next to a key national
artery.
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Why we need this project

The AGE between ME junction 40 and Af(M) at
Scotch Comer is 50 miles long, 18 miles of which is
in single lane sections.

It is both a key local road and a national and
regional strategic link, carrying high levels of freight
traffic, as well as being an important route for
tourism. Additionally, the route not only links the
east and west but is the best available option for
traffic fravelling between the east of England and
the west of Scotland.

Despite several upgrades to the route since the
1970z, the ABE still suffers from congestion,
unreliable joumney times and a higher-than-average
number of accidents. Bad weather can severely
impact conditions on the road, resulting in closures
which are frusfrating for road users, including
hauliers.

This project will deliver a number of benefits

for local communities with faster journey times,
improved accessibility and better local connectivity
through utilising the ‘old’ A66 and connecting to the
local road network.

It will also be good news for all road users who
will have greater confidence in getting to their
destinations on time.

The objectives of the A68 Northern Trans-Pennine
project are split as follows:

Safety — A consistent standard of dual carriageway,
with the same speed limit throughout, may reduce
the number of accidents. Use of the ‘old’ AGE as
part of the local road network will provide better,
safer routes for cyclists and pedesirians.

Connectivity — Improving connectivity for people
living and working nearby and creating better
facilities for cyclists and pedesinans. Reducing
congestion and improving the reliability of pecple's
journeys between the M6 at Penrith and the A1(M)
Scotch Comer and nationwide. It also improves
connectivity between the key employment areas of
Cumbria, Tees Valley and Tyne and Wear.

Environmental — Minimising noise levels for
people living and working near the route and
reducing the congestion currently occurring in
the single carriageway sections. The project is
also being designed to minimise any potential
negative impacts on the natural environment
and landscapes of the Morth Pennines and Lake
District.

Economic - Improving strategic regional and
national connectivity, particularly for hauliers.
Heavy goods vehicles account for a guarter of all
traffic on the road and any delays to journeys can
have an extremely negative effect on business and
commerce, including lost working time and missed
shipment slots.

Tourism — Improving access to key tourist
destinations such as the Morth Pennines and Lake
District.

Community — Re-connecting communities and
providing better links betwaen settlements along
the route as well as improving access to services
such as healthcare, employment areas and
education.

Capacity — Reducing delays and queues during
busy periods and improving the performance

of key junctions such as the ABE/AE and the M&
junction 40.

Increasing reliability — An improved AGE, with
consistent speed limits, will lead to less accidents
which, in turn, makes the road more reliable. Also,
having a dual carriageway provides the option fo
close lanes where required due to accidents or
break downs and still keep traffic moving.
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The options

Our plan is to invest around a billion pounds to dual ~ We are also considering improvement works at M6

the remaining single carriageways and improve junction 40 for Penrith and at the A1(M) at Scotch
junctions along the whole of the AGE. Corner to improve capacity within the existing
junction footprint. Once we have announced
Without this investment the issues experienced the preferred route, we will carry out a further
today would worsen, with joumey times getting consultation about these proposals and other

slower, road conditions becoming more unreliable junction improvements along the route.
and risk of accidents increasing.

We have provided more detail on the options for
Areas Identified for upgrade Include: the areas listed above on the following pages.

1. MG junction 40 to Kemplay Bank roundabout
(ABB/AG interchange)

2. Penrith to Temple Sowerby

3. Temple Sowerby to Appleby — Kirkby Thaore
4. Temple Sowerby to Appleby — Crackenthorpe
5. Appleby fo Brough

6. Bowes Bypass

7. Cross Lanes to Rokeby

8. Stephen Bank to Carkin Moor
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M6 junction 40 to Kempl

ay Bank roundabout

The roundabout can suffer from high levels of
congestion which impacts on the flow of traffic
along the A66 and for north and southbound traffic
using the A6. This bottleneck can also impact M6
junction 40.

Vehicles slowing down as they approach Kemplay
Bank roundabout can lead to potential safety
issues, creating problems for both east/west

and north/south traffic as it passes through the
interchange.

By facilitating free-flowing traffic along the A66
this will also deliver benefits for A6 traffic and
local access routes to Penrith and facilities around
the junction. This will be a major benefit for local

people in allowing easier access through the
junction especially at peak times.

This section carries approximately 30,200 vehicles
per day, 19% of which are heavy goods vehicles.

What are we proposing?

The approach roads and junctions need to be
improved and the two options we are proposing
will either introduce a new underpass or overpass
through the Kemplay Bank roundabout.
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Option A (underpass)

A new dual carriageway under Kemplay Bank

access road constructed that would link into The
Green, providing access to all the facilities in the

roundabout providing an un-interrupted route for

the ABE east and westbound.

This opfion would require significant work on each
of the arms of the roundabout, new retaining wall
and bridge installations and the reconstruction of

the roundabout itself.

The underpass serving the police and fire services

south east of the junction.
Option B (overpass)
A new dual carriageway over the existing Kemplay

Bank roundabout providing an uninterrupted route
for the AG6 eastbound and westbound.

All other elements of this option would be the same

would need to be removed and an altemative new

Benefits and impacts

as Option A.

In proposing two options for Kemplay Bank interchange our analysis shows there are benefits and
potential impacts relating to both the underpass and overpass options. These are presented below to help
you share your views with us.

| [optionA-underpass Option B - Overpass

Environme nt

Journey times Both options will improve journey times. Both opfions will improve journey fimes.
o
E | Resilience - how the The route is much less likely to be impacied by delays The route is much less likely io be impacied by delays
e £ | road recovers from and chosures. and closures.
£ B |incidents, accidents
w E | and maintenance work
= Safety New road layouis and clearly defined routes will improve | New road layouis and clearly defined routes will improve
safety levels. safety levels.
Air quality There is no considerable impact on air quality. There is no considerable impact on air quality.
Bindiversity There could potentially be some impacts on protected There could potentially be some impacts on protected

bird species but measures to reduce these will be put in
place.

bird species but measures fo reduce these will be put in
place.

Cultural heritage

Measures such as planting and screening would

be developed to mitigate impacts on the seffings of
surrounding archaeslogical sites, historic buildings and
the immediate landscape.

Measures such as planting and screening would

be developed to mitigate impacts on the seffings of
surrounding archaeological sites, historic buildings and
the immediaie landscape.

Visual appeal

The underpass would have minimal visua impact.

The overpass will be higher so could have some visual
impact.

Ground conditions

No impacts on ground conditions are expected.

No impacts on ground conditions are expected.

[genlogy)
Noise levels Noise levels are likely fo increase due bo higher use of Noise |evels likely fo increase due o higher use of the
the: impraved junction. improved junction. Overpass noise levels likely io be
higher than the underpass opiion.

Local land This option i unlikely to resulf in any significant efiects. | This option would require the purchase of local
recreation grounds fo the norh of the roundabout and
would temporarily cut off two public rights of way.

Drainage and water While rates of waler run-off from bodh the underpass While rates of water run-off from boih the underpass

environment and the overbridge are likely bo increase, modem design | and the overbridge are likely to increase, modern design

standards would minimise the pollution risk fo Thacka standards would minimise the pollution risk fo Thacka
Beck and the River Eamaont. Beck and the River Eamoni.

Local access and Local access routes will be improved as free-flowing Local access routes will be improved as free-flowing

re-connecting Iraffic prevents tailbacks and standing traffic. traffic prevents tailbacks and standing traffic.

communities

Pedestrians, walkers, | New access roads and pedesirian rouies will make it New access roads and pedestrian routes will make it

cyclists and horse easier for people such as pedesirians, walkers, cyclisls | easier for people such as pedesirians, walkers, cyclists

riders and horse riders to navigate the roundabgat. and horse riders to navigaie the roundaboud.

1
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Penrith to Temple Sowerby

=
—

There is a single carriageway section for three Both the options below would involve the

miles with warying widths, causing an inconsistent realignment of some local roads and altemative
driving experience and creating safety issues. routes would be provided to nearby junctions
There are several junctions and numerous private where required, improving ease of access for local
access points, including one for Center Parcs, road users and safety.

where it is difficult for cars to join the main highway.
Option C

This section carries approximately 19,500 vehicles

per day, 24% of which are heavy goods vehicles. From Whinfell Park Farm the road will divert to the
south fo avoid the hamilet of Lane End. The road will

What are we proposing? then re-join the ABS at Swine Gill before continuing
to the Temple Sowerby Bypass.

We are proposing two options o intreduce a dual

carriageway on this section. Due to limited space at  Option D

this location both options require the construction of

a new road which is re-routed around the village of  This option is the same as option C but will not

High Bam. A new junction will also be constructed  divert the current road away from High Barn

at Center Parcs, providing access to the holiday and will therefore require the demolition of some

park and local roads. buildings.

Between Brougham Castle and Whinfell Park Farm,
both options follow the line of the existing ABE,
utilizsing the existing carriageway where possible.
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Benefits and impacts

In proposing two options for the Penrith to Temple Sowerby section, our analysis shows there are benefits
and potential impacts to both options. These are presented below to help you share your views with us.

Option C — Avoiding the hamiet of

Lane End

Option D — Impacting the hamiet of
Lane End

Journay times

Both options improve journey times.

Bath options improve journey fimes.

Environment

protected bird species but measures fo reduce
these will be put in place.

£ | Resilience - how | The new dual carriageway means incidents on | The new dual carriageway means incidents on
5] - .
g | the road recovers | one lane would not result in the closure of the | one lane would not result in the closure of the
g from incidents, road, therefore improving resilience. road, therefore improving resilience.
= | accidents and
E | maintenance work
@
'_E' Safety Much safer route with consistent speed limits | Much safer route with consistent speed limits
= and safer access to the ABE via re-routed local | and safer access to the AGE from re-routed
roads. local roads.
Air quality There is no considerable impact on air quality. | There is no considerable impact on air quality.
Biodiversity There could potentially be some impacts on There could potentially be some impacts on

protected bird species but measures to reduce
these will be put in place.

Cultural heritage

Measures such as planting and screening
would be developed to reduce impacts on
the settings of surrounding archaeological
sites, historic buildings and the immediate
landscape. This includes Countess Pillar and
the settlement to the north east of Brougham
Castle.

Measures such as planting and screening
would be developed to reduce impacts on
the settings of sumounding archaealogical
sites, historic buildings and the immediate
landscape. This includes Countess Pillar and
the settlement to the north east of Brougham
Castle.

Visual appeal

Neither option will alter the character of the
landscape.

Neither option will alter the character of the
landscape.

Ground conditions

No impacts on the ground are expected.

Mo impacts on the ground are expected.

(geology)

MNoise levels Moise levels are likely to increase betwesn Moise levels are likely to increass between
Brougham and Temple Sowerby. Brougham and Temple Sowerby.

Local land Will lead to the loss of some farming land. Will lead to the loss of farming land. This

option will also require the demolition of
buildings.

Drainage and
water environment

Potential impacts on the Light Water River and
its associated floodplains but measures to
reduce these will be put in place.

Potential impacts on the Light Water River and
its associated floodplains but measures to
reduce these will be put in place.

Local access and
re-connecting
communities

Improved junctions will provide safer access.

Impraved junctions will provide safer access.

Padestrians,
walkers, cyclists
and horse riders

There is no expected impact.

There is no expected impact.
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Temple Sowerby to Appleby —
Kirkby Thore

There is a single carriageway for a little over two  \What are we proposing?
miles on this section which skirts the village of

Kirkby Thore. The carriageway varies in width
and local roads are connected by several

junctions and private access points along the
route where accidents could potentially occur. Option E (northern bypass)

There are two upgrade options which will divert the
AGE away from Kirkby Thore either to the north or the
south of the village.

There iS_ also an access route Ihroygh Ki_’k_b_!r' A new dual camiageway bypass to the north of Kirkby
Thore village for heavy goods vehicles visiting There as an extension of the current Temple Sowerby
the British Gypsum site to the north. Bypass. It will pass through several fields fo the west
This area suffers from high accident levels and then_tra\.rel away from the village to the_norllh and
and speed limits have already been reduced east. It will mostly be built aleng a route which is lower

from 60 mph to 40 mph. This section carries than the surrounding Ian_d \.'.fhich will help preserve the

approximately 16,500 vehicles per day, 27% of visual outlook of properties in the north of the village.

which are heavy goods vehicles, much higher  An additional junction will be created to allow direct

than the national average. access to and from the British Gypsum site and will
reduce the level of heavy goods vehicles moving
through the village.

14
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Four new bridges will be required
over the existing road network at:

B the new Kirkby Thore junction,

north of the village
B Station Reoad
B Main Street

It would also require a new bridge
over Trout Beck just before the new
road returns to the original alignment.

Sleastonhow Lane

Option F (southern bypass)

A new dual carriageway would be constructed towards the south
of Kirkby Thore as a continuation of the Temple Sowerby Bypass.

It would cross several fields and follow the path of an old railway
line until it re-joins the current AG6 just after the BP petrol station

near Spitals Farm.

Additional underpasses would be reguired to provide access for

Benefits and impacts

local farms and pedestrians,walkers.cyclists and horse riders. A
new junction would allow access to the former ABE and the village.

This option would require the demolition of several buildings.

In proposing two opticns for Kirkby Thore our analysis shows there are benefits and potential impacts for
all options. These are presented below to help you share your views with us.

Future
improvements

Journey times

Option E — northern bypass

Journey time improvements achieved but slower than
the southemn opfion.

Option F — southern

Frovides the shortest route and thus the quickest
journey fime.

Resilience - how the
road recovers from
incidents, accidents
and maintenance work

Dual carriageway with multiple turn-around poinis
make the route more resilient when incidents happen.

Even more resilient than ihe northem bypass as
addifional diversions are available when incidents

happen.

Safety

The northern bypass will remove heavy goods vehicles
from the village of Kirkby Thore.

The new road will be built to a higher safefy standard
than the existing road.

Environment

Air quality

There iz no considerable impact on air quality.

There is no considerable impaci on air quality.

Biodiversity

These options could potentially have impacts on the
River Eden and its tribularies. and may impact aquatic
inveriebrales, fish and birds. It would also require the
removal of some imporiant hedgerows. We will work with
statutary environmental bodies to mitigate any impacts.

These options could patentially have impacts on the
River Eden and its tributaries, and may impact aguatic
inveriebraies, fish and birds. It would also require the
removal of spme important hedgerows. We will work with
statutory environmenial badies to mitigate any impacts.

Cultural heritage

Measures such as planting and screening would

be developed to reduce impacts on the seifings of
surrounding archaeological sites, historic buildings
and the immediate landscape. This includes a
significant change to the Roman Camp at Kirkby Thore.

Measures such as planting and screening would

be developed to reduce impacts on the setiings of
surrounding archaeological sites, hisioric buildings
and ihe immediate landscape. This includes a
significant change o the Roman Camp &t Kirkby Thore.

Visual appeal Could have effects on landscape and visual amenity Could have effects on landscape and visual amenity
but measures fo reduce these would be developed. but measures to reduce these would be developed.

Ground conditions This northern route will take into consideration the There is no likely negative impact on the ground for

{geclogy) OYpSUIM Mines. this optian.

Noise levels Moize levels will likely increase to the north of Temple | Noise levels will likely increase betwesn Temple
Sowerby but will likely decrease beiween Temple Sowerby and Appleby Wesi Morland but will reduce in
Sowerby and Appleby West Mortand. Measures o the area around the current AG6. Measures to reduce
reduce this impact will be put in place. this impact will be pui in place.

Local land Loss of some farming land potentially afiecting Loss of farming land but will also reguire the
agricultural businesses. demolition of some buildings.

Drainage and water Could have an impact on Trout Beck and its associated | Could have an impact on Trout Beck and its associated

environment foodplains but measures to reduce this will beputin - | Aoodplains bui measures to reduce this will be put in

place.

place.

Local access and

Baoth options divert the road away from Kirkby Thaore

Baoth options divert the road away from Kirkby Thore

re-connecting and improve curment issues. and improve current issues
communities
Pedestrians, walkers, | Improves the experience for these users by presenting | Imiproves the experience for these users by presenting

cyclists and horse
riders

opportunities for new crossing points.

opportunities for new crossing points and will provide
better villzge to villape access via the old AGS.
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Temple Sowerby to Appleby —
Crackenthorpe

There is a single carriageway for two-and-a-half
miles on this section which runs alongside the
village of Crackenthorpe. The carriageway varies in
width with narrow verges and poor alignment which
present visibility issues, particularly at junctions.
Local roads junctions and private access points
along the route create areas where accidents
could potentially occur.

What are we proposing?

There are two upgrade options which will divert the
AB6 away from Crackenthorpe to the north.

16

Option G (northern bypass closest to
Crackenthorpe)

The route follows the path of the old railway line to
the north of Crackenthorpe and two new junctions
would be created to serve the villages of Bolton,
Crackenthorpe and Leng Marten.

It is proposed that the new road will re-join the
current A6 just to the west of the Settle-to-Carlisle
railway line.
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Option H (northem bypass furthest away from Crackenthorpe)

This option proposes a new bypass following the
route of the oniginal Roman read to the north of
Crackenthorpe and Roger Head Farm.

It is proposed that the new road will re-join the
current ABE just to the west of the Settle to Carlisle
railway line.

Two new junctions would be created to serve the
villages of Bolton, Crackenthorpe and Long Marton.

Benefits and impacts

In proposing two options for Crackenthorpe, our analysis shows there are benefits and potential impacts
for all options. These are presented below to help you share your views with us.

| | [ optionG—closest to Crackenthorpe | Option K — further from Crackentnorpe

impacts an ‘important hedgerow’ habitat and
protected bird species. Measures will be put in place
1o reduce these.

Joumney times Journey time improvements. Joumey time improvements.
g Resilience - how the | New dual carriageway with multiple turm-around Even more resilient as additional diversions are
@ | road recovers from points is more resilient when incidents happen. available when incidents happen.
E & | incidents, accidents
£ 2 | and maintenance
g work
| Safety The new road will be built fo a higher salely standard | The new road will be built 1o a higher safety standard
than the existing road. than the existing road.
Air quality There is no considerable impact on air quality. There is no considerable impact on air quality.
Biodiversity Bath options could potentially have significant Both options could potentially have significant

impacts an ‘important hedgerow’ habitat and
protected bird species. Measures will be put in place
1o reduce these.

Cultural heritage

Measures such as planting and screening would

be developed to reduce impacts on the seftings of
surrounding archaeological sites, historic buildings
and the immediate landscape. This includes a
potential change to the Roman Camp at Kirkby Thore.

Measures such as planting and screening would

be developed to reduce impacts on the seftings of
surrounding archaeological sites, historic buildings
and the immediate landscape. This includes a
potential change to the Roman Camp at Kirkby Thore.

Visual appeal

Could have effects on landscape and visual amenity
but measures io reduce these will be developed.

Could have effects on landscape and visual amenity
but measures fo reduce these will be developed.

Ground conditions

The proposed route has previously been impacted by

Mo significant effects have been identified.

land, potentially affecting agricultural businesses.

£ | (peclogy) asigni_iimnt landslip and detailed assessment of the
g remedial works (2009) needs to be conducted.
E Nuoise levels Moise levels will likely increase around Powis Moise levels will likely increase around Powis
= House and Roman Vale and likely decrease around House and Roman Vale and likely decrease around
& Crackenthorpe. Crackenthorpe.
Local land Both options will lead o the loss of some farming Both options will lead fo the loss of some farming

land, potentially affecting agricultural businesses.

Drainage and water

Depending on the final design, there may be

This option will be routed away from nearby

environment an impact on the River Eden and its associated watercourses and floodplains.
floodplains. Measures to reduce this will be put in
place.

Local access and Both options divert the road away from Both options divert the road away from

re-connecting
communities

Crackenthorpe, improving any current issues.
Local access routes will be much safer.

Crackenthorpe, improving any current issues.
Local access routes will be much safer.

Pedestrians, walkers,

cyclists and horse
riders

Improves the experience for thess users by
presenting opportunibies for new crossing points.

Improves the expenience for thess users by
presenting opportunibies for new crossing points as
well as providing better village to willage access va
the old ABE.
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ABE Morthern Trans-Pennine project

Appleby to Brough
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There is a five-mile stretch of single carriageway
on this section with six junctions providing local
access to Sandford, Warcop, Flitholme and Great
Musgrave.

These local access junctions present safely issues
where vehicles are attempling fo join the main
highway, into a single lane, at high speeds. Drivers
can also find themselves in a vulnerable position
when attempting to slow and leave the ABE,
especially when turning right. Variable speed limits
also create potential accident spots. The road in
this section suffers from poor alignment which also
makes it harder to navigate for drivers moving at
speed.

This area suffers from high accident levels and
speed limits have already been reduced from 60
mph to 40 mph. The route carries approximately
14,600 vehicles per day, 30% of which are heavy
goods vehicles.

18

What are we proposing?
Cnly one option exists for this section of the AGE.
Option |

The current carriageway between Café 66 and
Wildboar Hill will be widened and utilised as the
eastbound carriageway and a new westbound
carriageway will be constructed directly fo the
south of the current AGE.

Between Wildboar Hill and the Brough Bypass

a completely new dual camiageway will be
constructed directly to the south of the current AG6E.
The existing road will then be used for local access
and pedestrians, walkers, cyclists and horse riders.

New culverts will divert streams under the road at
Moor Beck and Lowgill Beck. A new junction and
bridge will provide access from the new road to
Warcop.
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Access to the proposed route from local roads is
to be limited to junctions at Flitholme, Landrigg,
Sandford and Warcop which will make this
section much less accident-prone. The existing

This opticn minimises the impact on the area of
outstanding natural beauty (AOMNE) to the north of
the current A66 and provides continued access for
local communities during construction.

AB6 between Moor House and Turks Head will

become part of the county road network for safer
local access to nearby villages, especially for

The new dual camriageway wil connect back inte
the existing ABE at Brough bypass.

pedestrians, walkers, cyclists and equestrians.

Benefits and impacts

The table below provides the benefits and potential impacts for the single option available between
Appleby and Brough to help you share your views with us.

. Journey times Journey time improvements will be provided.

E | Resilience - how the A dual carriageway will be provided, meaning incidents on one lane would not necessarily
£ £ | road recovers from result in the closure of the road.
Z 8 | incidents, accidents and

£ | maintenance work

- Safety The new road will be built to a higher safety standard than the existing road.

Air quality There is no considerable impact on air quality.

Biodiversity During construction, the use of North Pennine Moors Special Protection Area (SPA) land
will temporarily be required. This could potentially have impacts on the rivers, streams
and ‘important hedgerow’ habitats of the area, affecting protected birds and aquatic
invertebrate species. Measures will be put in place to reduce this impact.

Cultural heritage Measures such as planting and screening would be developed to mitigate impacts on
the settings of surrounding archaeological sites, historic buildings and the immediate
landscape.

Visual appeal This option could petentially have significant effects on landscape and visual amenity but
measures will be put in place to reduce these.

T | Ground conditions Mo significant impacts on the ground are expected.

E | (geology)

§ Noise levels Moise levels will likely increase between Sandforth and Brough and Great Ormside and
S Brough. Qulying homes in Warcop would likely experience a reduction in noise levels.

Local land This proposal will lead fo the loss of some farming land, potentially affecting agricultural
businesses.

Drainage and water This proposal could potentially impact the Hayber Beck and its associated floodplains.

environment The proposal may have an impact on the existing crossing of the Lowgill Beck, Woodand
Sike and Yosgill Sike. Measures will be put in place fo reduce this impact.

Local access and Local access routes will be much safer and existing issues improved.

re-connecting

communities

Pedestrians, walkers, Improves the experience for these users by presenting opportunities for new crossing

cyclists and horse riders | points and will provide better village-to-village access via the old ABE.

19
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Bowes Bypass
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minute lane changes and slowing traffic on the A66
which present safety issues.

This is a 1.9-mile, single carriageway section which
is sandwiched between a dual carriageway to
the east and west. A key feature of this section is

the junction with the A67 which is currently only
accessible to traffic to and from the west.

East-bound traffic approaching may not be aware
that one lane at this junction is utilised for the A67
which reduces capacity and also leads to last-

This section carries approximately 16,300 vehicles
per day, 24% of which are heavy goods vehicles.

What are we proposing?

Only one option exists for this section of the AG6.

20
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Option J

We are proposing to widen the carriageway to the
north of Bowes village and between Clint Lans
Bridge and the junction for the AG7 where a new
eastbound slip road junction is being considered.

After the AB7 junction we are proposing to use
the existing carriageway for westbound traffic and
construct a new eastbound carriageway north of
the current road. This will reguire new or extended
bridges to be built.

Two new eastbound slip roads will be built,
providing access to and from the ASY and the
village of Bowes. This would require the democlition
of some derelict buildings and neighbouring barn
structure.

The Homan road known as The Street will be
closed and access between Bowes village and
the ABE instead provided by the upgraded Bowes
junction, making access to the AB6 safer for local

traffic.

Benefits and impacts

The table below provides the benefits and potential impacts for the single option available for the Bowes
bypass to help you share your views with us.

. | Journey times Journey time improvements.
- E | Resilience - how the road This section becomes more resilient due to the increase in options for diversion routes
< £ | recovers from incidents, and the introduction of more turn-around points.
= 2 | aceidents and maintenance

g | work

| Safaty The new road will be built to a higher safety standard than the existing road.

Air quality There is no considerable impact on air qualify.

Biodiversity During construction, the use of North Pennine Moors Special Protection Area (SPA)
land will temporarily be required. This opticn could potentially have significant impadis
on the North Pennine Moors 5PA and protected birds and species. Measures will be
put in place to reduce this impact.

Cultural heritage Measures such as planting and screening would be developed to reduce impacts on
the seffings of surounding archaeological sites, historic buildings and the immediate
landscape.

Visual appeal The western end of this proposal will slightly impact the Morth Pennines Area of

= Dutstanding Matural Beauty (AONE]). During construction it is expected that the

= surrounding area will be impacted, although the current AS6 is already a feature of the
E landscape.

E Ground conditions (geology) | Mo significant impacts on the ground are expected.

Moise land Moise levels are likely to increase around Bowes.

Local community This proposal may lead to the loss of some farming land and potentially the demolition
of some buildings. The disused Bowes train station will also be demolished.

Drainage and water This proposal does not directly impact on any watercourses or floodplains.

environment

Local access and Local access routes will be much safer and existing issues improved. All routes

re-connecting communities | provided for at an improved Bowes junction.

Pedestrians, walkers, cyclists | All curent crossing poinfs will be maintained.

and horse riders

21

Planning Inspectorate Scheme Reference: TR010062
Application Document Reference: TR010062/APP/4.4
Page A-59 of 117



national
highways

A66 Northern Trans-Pennine Project
4.4 Consultation Report
Annex A: Options consultation and preferred route announcement materials

ABE Northern Trans-Pennina projact

Cross Lanes to Rokeby

There is a 1.8-mile stretch of single carriageway in
this section which sits between dual carriageway
to the east and west. There are two major junctions
at each end of this stretch and a further five farms
accessing directly onto the AG6 and other private
access points.

These present considerable safety risks due to
mixing fast and slow-maoving vehicles, a major
cause of road accidents on this stretch. Intreducing
a dual carriageway to this section would create a
consistent road standard.

This section carries approximately 16,900 vehicles
per day, 27% of which are heavy goods vehicles.

What are we proposing?

A new westbound camiageway to the south of the
current AGE between the BE277 junction at Cross

22

Lanes and Rokeby, after which two options exist
around the St. Mary's Church buildings.

Option K

Divert both camageways to the south of The Old
Rectory and 5t Mary's Church before re-joining the
existing road at Rokeby.

A new junction will be provided for access to
Moorhouse Lane, B6277 for Bamard Castle, Cross
Lanes Organic Farm and the listed building Cross
Lanes, making access safer and easier.

A new junction west of St Mary's Church is
proposed to allow access to the original A66 and
Rokeby.

Two new culverts will be constructed fo
accommaodate Tutta Beck.
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Option L

This option is similar to Option K but the new
westbound carriageway will be constructed next to
the current camageway. This will mean that some
buildings to the south of the current A6 will need

to be demolished.

Benefits and impacts

This opticn would retain local access at Rokeby
junction for eastbound traffic. Westbound traffic
would be required to utilise Cross Lanes junction
and the B6277 for access to Barnard Castle.

In proposing two options for the Cross Lanes to Rokeby section, our analysis shows there are benefits and
potential impacts to both options. These are presented below to help you share your views with us.

Journey times Journey time improvements. Journey time improvements.
'E Resilience - how the A dual carriageway will be provided, meaning A dual carrizgeway will be provided, meaning
= E road recovers from incidents on one lane do not necessarily resultin -+ | incidents on one lane do not necessarly result in
2 2 |incidents, accidents the closure of the road. the closure of the road.
= £ | and maintenance work
E Safety The new road will be built to a higher salety The new road will be built o a higher safety
standard than the existing road. standard than the existing road.
Air quality There is no considerable impact on air quality. There iz no considerable impact on air quality.
Biodiversity Could potentially impact on protecied bird species. | Could potentially impact on ‘important hedgerow’
Measures to reduce thesa will be put in place. associated habitat and protected bird species.
Meazures fo reduce these will be put in place.
Gultural heritage This option could have a settings impact on Greta | This option could have a settings impact on
Bridge Roman Fort and Rokeby Park. Measures Greta Bridge Roman Fort and Rokeby Park and
to reduce these, such as planting and screening, additionally impact the Church of 5t. Mary and two
would be developed. milestones. Measures to reduce these, such as
planting and screening, would be developed.
Visual appeal For both options, roadside frees between the For both options, roadside trees betwesn the
current AGG and Rokeby Park will protect the visual | current AGS and Rokeby Park will protect the visual
appeal of the immediate area. There will be a appesal of the immediate area. There will be a
E short-term impact during construction. shori-term impact during construction.
E Ground conditions Mo significant impacts on the ground are expected. | Mo significant impacts on the ground are expected.
£ | lgeclogy)
& | Noise levels Moise levels will likely increase around Greta MNoise levels will likely not increase around Greta
Bridge. Bridge.
Local land This proposal will lead to the loss of some farming | This proposal will also lead fo the loss of some
land, potentially affecting agricultural businesses. | farming land and will reguire the demolition of
some buildings.
Drainage and water Both options could impact Tutta Beck and the River | Both opbons could impact Tutta Beck and the River
environment Greta, particularly to the east of the proposals. Greta, particularly io the east of the proposals.
Measures to reduce thesa will be put in place. Measures to reduce these will be put in place.
Local access and Mew junctions will improve safety and eaze of MNew junctions will improve safety and ease of
re-connecting BCCESS. AC0ESS.
communities
Pedestrians, walkers, Improves the experience for these users by Improves the experience for theze users by
cyclists and horse presenting opportunities for new crossing points. | presenting opportunities for new crossing poinis,
riders
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Stephen Bank to Carkin Moor
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There is a four-mile strefch of single carriageway in
this section and, while the road is relatively straight,
it rises and falls in areas, causing visibility issues
and forcing heavy goods vehicles to accelerate to
navigate steep inclines.

Multiple access points present safety issues where
vehicles are attempting to join a single lane at

high speeds. Dnivers can also find themselves in

a vulnerable position when attempting to slow and
leave the AGE, especially when tuming right.

This section carmries approximately 17,100 vehicles
per day, 27% of which are heavy goods vehicles.

24

What are we proposing?

A new dual carriageway at Stephen Bank, followsd
by three different options that consider the impact
on Foxhall, Mainsgill Farm and the Carkin Moor
scheduled monument.

All the options below will incorporate the dualling of
the current AG6 between Stephen Bank and West
Layton broadly following the line of the existing
road.
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Option M

After West Layton, we propose a new dual
carriageway to the south of the existing AG6 and
the properties at Foxhall and Mainsgill Farrm. It will
re-join with the AG6 at Carkin Moor Farm beyond
the scheduled menument.

A new junction and bridge at Mew Lane to provide
access to the new ABE for several properties

and the villages of East and West Layton and
Ravensworth. Several underpasses will be created
to maintain land access and public nghts of way.

Option N

After West Layton, we propose a new dual
carriageway to the north of the existing AG6 and the
properties at Foxhall and Mainsgill Farm, before re-
joining the AG6 at Carkin Moor Farm.

A new junction and bridge on Moor Lane will
provide safe and easy access fo the old ABE, the
villages of East and West Layton and Ravensworth
and the Mainsgill Farm Shop.

Benefits and impacts

The new dual camageway is expected to re-join the
AB6 just after Mainsgill Farm and therefore reguires
the widening of the road through the scheduled
maonument.

Option O

This option follows the same route as option M as
far as New Lane where it diverts north avoiding
Mainsgill Farm shop.

A new eastbound junction at Foxhall to provide
local access to the old AB6 and West Layton. New
Lane will be realigned to connect with the new AGG
to provide access for Ravensworth.

The proposed route will continue in a northerly
direction to a new junction at Moor Lane which will
provide access from Mainsgill Farm and the former
ABE.

The new dual camiageway is expected to re-join the
AE6 just after Mainsgill Farm and therefore reguires
the widening of the road through the scheduled
monument.

In proposing three oplions for the Stephen Bank to Carkin Meor section, our analysis shows there are
benefits and potential impacts to each option. These are presented below to help you share your views

with us.

Option M

Journey times Improved journey times.

Option N
Improved journey times.

Option 0
Improved journey times.

The route is much more
resilient with the dual
carriageway meaning incidents
on one lane would not result

in the closure of the road. The
original AG6 will also provide
additional diversion routes.

Resilience - how
the road recovers
from incidents,
accidents and
maintenance work

The route is much more
resilient with the dual
carriageway meaning incidents
on one lane would not result in
the closure of the road.

The route is much more
resilient with the dual
carriageway meaning incidents
on one lane would not result in
the closure of the road.

Future improvements

Safety The new road will be built to a
higher safefy standard than the

existing road.

The new road will be built o a
higher safety standard than the
existing road.

The new road will be built to a
higher safety standard than the
existing road.

Tabiz confinues overizal
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S o opionw om0 |

Air quality

There is no considerable
impact on air quality.

There is no considerable
impact on air quality.

There is no considerable
impact on air quality.

Biodiversity

Could have impacts on
‘impartant hedgerow’,
associated habitats and
protected bird species.
Measures to reduce these will
be put in place.

Could have impacts an
‘important hedgerow’,
associated habitats and
protected bird species.
Measures fo reduce these will
be put in place.

Could have impacts on
‘important hedgerow’,
associated habitats and
protected bird species.
Measures to reduce these will
be put in place.

Cultural heritage

Will not impact the Roman Fort
and prehistoric settlement.

Will result in physical impacts
to the Roman Fort and

Will result in physical impacts
to the Roman Fort and

landscape and visual amenity.
Measures to reduce these will
be put in place.

landscape and visual amenity.
Measures to reduce these will
be put in place.

prehistoric settlement. prehistoric settlement.
Visual appeal These options could potentially | These options could potentially | These options could potentially
have significant effects on have significant effects on have significant effects on

landscape and visual amenity.
Measures to reduce thess will
be put in place.

(geclogy)

Ground conditions

Mo significant impacts on the
ground are expected.

Mo significant impacts on the
ground are expected.

No significant impacts on the
ground are expected.

Noise levels

Environment

Moise levels will likely increase
around Dalton, Gilling West,
Ravensworth and Greta Bridge.
Measures to reduce these will
be put in place.

Noise levels will likely increase
at Greta Bridge and Gilling
West. Noise is likely to reduce
at Ravensworth. Measures

to reduce these will be put in
place.

Moise levels will likely increase
at Greta Bridge and Gilling
West. Moise is likely to reduce
at Ravensworth. Measures

to reduce these will be put in
place.

Local land

This proposal will lead to
the loss of some farming
land, potentially affecting
agricultural businesses.

This proposal will lead to
the loss of some farming
land, potentially affecting
agricultural businesses.

This proposal will lead to
the loss of some farming
land, potentially affecting
agricultural businesses.

environment

DOrainage and water

All options are to be
constructed across several
flood zones. Measures to
reduce these will be put in
place.

All options are to be
constructed across several
flood zones. Measures to
reduce these will be put in
place.

All options are to be
constructed across several
flood zones. Measures to
reduce these will be put in
place.

re-connecting
communities

Local access and

Local access routes will be
much safer and exsting issues
improved.

Local access routes will be
much safer and existing issues
improved. Access will be
maintained to Ravensworth via
the old AGE.

Local access routes will be
much safer and existing issues
improved.

Pedestrians,

walkers, cyclists
and horse riders

Improves the experience for
these users by presenting
opportunities for new crossing
points.

Improves the experience

for users by presenting
opportunities for new crossing
points as well as providing
better village-to-village acoess
via the old ABS.

Improves the experience

for users by presenting
opportunities for new crossing
points.
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Junctions

The purpose of this consultation is fo seek views
on the preferred route options for each section of
the AGE.

We are not providing options for, or consulting on,
the junctions along the AB6E or the junctions with
the M6 and A1(M) at this stage. This is becauss
junction layouts and positions are dependent on
the final chosen route.

Once the route is selected, we will complete more
detailed traffic analysis that wil provide the data
for the design. We will then come back for a further
consultation to ask you about our proposals.

The maps provided in this brochure indicate
potential locations for local junctions in each
section and show whether they are likely to be
eastbound, westbound or an ‘all-movement
junction’ We welcome your views on these early
suggestions.

Once we have more detailed information, we will
consult with you further in the future, fo understand
the most appropriate options.

M6 Junction 40 in Penrith and A1(M) at
Scotch Corner

We have also carried out high-level capacity
assessments of both junctions at either end of the
project - M6 junction 40 in Penrith and A1{M) at
Scotch Cormer (pictured) - and they confirm that
the existing junctions would not provide adequate
capacity in their current form for the expected
traffic levels once the project is built.

These two junctions will be delivered as part of this
investment project and will include measures to
increase capacity and traffic flow at each location.

The diagrams below show the parts of each
junction which will likely be impacted by the project.

M6 junction 40 '@

NS

Penrith

Wiethariggs

A )

oy
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How we propose to reduce impacts (mitigation)

We are committed to reducing the overall impact of
our road projects on the local environment, during
the early development of the project, construction
and after it has been built. That's why we are
already thinking about the environment at this early
stage in the project, well before construction is due
to start.

We work closely with statutory bodies, such as
Environment Agency, to understand environmental
impacts and plan for them, putting mitigation at the
forefront of deciding routes and designing roads
and structures.

We have analysed the benefits and impacts

for each proposed option presented in this
consultation with the below mitigation measures in
mind.

Where we anticipate the need to acquire or utilise
land or demolish buildings, we will seek to engage
privately with the owners of such assets.

28

Biodiversity

Where we anticipate impacts on rivers, streams,
important hedgerows, natural habitats and
protected birds, fish and other species we will
undertake further detailed surveys and develop
appropriate mitigafion measures.

Cultural heritage

Where construction is likely to impact historical
sites, we will design and build the preferred

route with appropriate temporary and permanent
screening to protect the views of heritage areas.
We will work closely with county archaeologists to
excavate, map and record areas of importance.

Visual appeal

Where construction is likely to impact on the visual
appeal of the local area, we will select the most
sensitive route and apply appropriate lighting,
planting and screening techniques.

Noise levels

Where noise levels are expected to increase, we
will develop a suitable noise and vibration plan
that will include appropriate design and build
technigues, environmental barriers and low-noise
surfaces.

Drainage and water

Where road drainage and local water courses

are likely to be affected, we will use sustainable
drainage systems and water diversions. We will
also ensure that where flood plains are impacted
there is always adequate capacity to deal with any
potential flood issues.
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Discounted options

The options cutlined in this brochure have been ancient woodland. It would have also required a
shortlisted from a much longer list of options which ~ crossing of the West Coast main line of the railway
have been considered for each section. and a junction with the M6 which would lead to
high cost and few economic benefits. In additicn,
Following a number of assessments carried out results of traffic surveys and modelling show there
in developing this project, various options were iz lower demand on the stretch between the AG6
discounted prior to consultation as they were and ME south, compared to between the A66 and

considered not fo be viable. Typically, these were M& north.
options which would have presented such serious
environmental impacts that statutory environmental M6 Junction 40 to Kemplay Bank
bodies would have rejected them or required Interchange
extensive mitigation measures.
A third option was considered that would have seen
Where multiple similar options existed only the most  the A66 pass through the roundabout at ground

viable options have advanced to the shortlist. level with an added fourth lane, creating extra
capacity. It was discounted after analysis showed

This process of shortlisting our options avoids it would not provide enough capacity to meet

unnecessary spending of public funds on more expected future traffic levels.

detailed design and appraisal for options which are

unlikely to be acceptable to consulizes. This option would have also required the demolition

of nearby buildings, including Toll Bar Cottage and
In total, we have discounted 19 options, described  the removal of surrounding frees.
below.

Penrith to Temple Sowerby
Penrith North Bypass
A third option was considerad that would have

Dual carriageway bypassing Penrith to the north involved a longer route to completely avoid the
east, connecting the ME junction 40 with the AGE at  hamlet of Lane End. This would have required
Center Parcs. additional land being purchased in and around
Lane End and the construction of new roads
This option was discounted because of the and structures in the immediate area. It was not
significant environmental impact on scheduled presented at the 2003 consultation and has been
monuments, landscape, ancient woodland and discounted this time as it would require a longer,

biodiversity. The bypass would have also required more expensive diversion fo avoid the properties

significant land take and major earthworks leading  of Lane End. Due to the nature of this diversion, it

fo high cost and few economic benefits. would have further isolated Lane End by removing
access to the local road network.

Penrith South Bypass

Dual carriageway bypassing Penrith to the south,
utilizing the line of the disused railway. This option
would connect the ABE in Kirkby Thore with the ME
south of junction 40 where a new motorway juncticn
would be required.

This option was discounted due to substantial
environmental impacts including direct loss of land
within the Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI),
Mational Mature Reserve (MMR) and the loss of
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Temple Sowerby to Appleby

Six discounted options have been considered for
this section of the AGE.

1.

(6A1) A longer, northem bypass of the village

of Kirkby Thore was considered but discounted
because it would have resulted in longer
journey times, affecting the economic benefits
of the project and bringing significant impacts
on the landscape and agricultural land.
Construction costs were higher and there were
increased risks due to the close vicinity of
underground mines. It was not taken forward for
the 2003 consultation.

(6B1) An alternative route for the new
carriageway was considered but discounted

as it would have negatfively impacted local
historical monuments, reguired the compulsory
purchase and demalition of a significant amount
of buildings and the need to construct multiple
local access routes. Moise pollution would have
increased for the residents of Kirkby Thore. This
option was considered in the 2003 consultation.

(6C1) Using and widening a longer stretch of
the current AGE was considered but discountad
as it would have affected several local access
points and commercial and residential
frontages. In the 2003 consultation, a similar
option was considered but only received
support from 2% of respondents.

(601) A maore direct aliernative route was
considered but was discounted due to the
severe negative impacts on local historical
monuments and the village of Kirkby Thore.
Several Grade |l listed buildings would have
been affected and high levels of demolition
would have been required. This option would
have also decreased local connectivity.

This option was not considerad in the 2003
consultation.

(6A2) An additional northern bypass of
Crackenthorpe was also considered but this
would have resulted in longer journey times,
would have negatively affected the landscape
and foot and bridal paths and would have
disconnected Crackenthorpe Stud from the
road network. Ecology issues were also

6.

considered too detrimental and does not
demonstrate value for money. This option was
not considered in 2003,

(6B2) Widening of the current AG6E at
Crackenthorpe was investigated but discounted
due to its potential encroachment on the
Redlands Bank monument site and the removal
of trees from the Chapel Wood ancient
woodland. The Grade |l listed Milestone would
have needed o be relocated and several
buildings close to Crackenthorpe would have
needed to be demalished whilst multiple new
access points constructed. This option was
considered in 2003.

Appleby to Brough

All these options have been considered.

1.

(8A1) A similar version to the current widening
proposal was considered but discounted due
to the difficulty of construction, the impact on
the nearby Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty
(AOMNB) and the encroachment on the site of
the Warcop Roman Camp and road.

(8B1) An option was considered that would see
a new route constructed directly through the
Warcop Roman Camp, resulting in the complete
loss of this historical site. Additional land would
have been reguired from the North Pennine
Moors AOMB and would have negatively
affected several properties near Warcop and
Warcop Hall.

(801) A route option was considered that would
have utilised 90% of the Eden Valley raitway and
would have a severe impact on this tourist and
heritage attraction. Residents of Warcop village
would also have been disadvantaged due to the
proximity of the new road. This option was also
considered poor value for money.

(8B2) A new route was considered that would
travel directly through the North Pennine Moors
AOMNE but was discounted for environmental
and ecology reasons. Considerable disruption
was envisaged during the construction phase.
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5. (8C2) A similar option to what is being currently ~ Stephen Bank to Carkin Moor
offered around Flithholme junction was

considered but discounted due to the impact All these options were considered as part of the
on the local environment and nearby AOBN. 2003 consultation.
Significant access requirements would have
been needed for local properties. All the below options would have required the
demolition of the Grade |l listed building at
Bowes Bypass Ravensworth Lodge and its attached outbuilding.
There are no discounted options for this section. 1. (14B) A new southem route after West Layton
junction was considered but discounted due
Cross Lanes to Rokeby to the requirement to take land from the nearby
historic site, the requirement for the construction
An option was considered that would have resulted of multiple access points and the demolition of
in the direct loss of an area of woodland adjacent Fox Hall Inn.

to the existing A66 that forms part of the Rokeby

Park Registered Park and Garden. This was also 2. (14C +D) Widening of two small sections of the

consulted on in 2003 and discounted. current A66 was not feasible due to the access
requirements for Mainsgill Farm.

3. (14E) An option affecting the Carkin Moor
Roman fort was rejected after the 2003
consultation.

31
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Next steps

Once the consultation closes on Thursday 11

July 2019, we'll analyse all responses and compile
them into a consultation report. We will then refine
the option designs, incorporating the comments
provided where practicable, and complete our
assessment work.

We will then announce the preferred route for the
project which is currently planned to be in Spring
2020.

Following this, our preferred route will be taken
through to the preliminary design stage. This is
when the detail is developed on the overall design
and when we complete the detailed environmental
assessments. We will carry out a further
consultation process in the future on our preferred

Options

Oplion

Hl Preliminary
design

identification
[ | [ |
[] L)
I L
1
1 Community
L' consultation
! and
Options for application
jpublic consuttation far
davelopment
consent
v v
Project Prafarrad routa
initiated announcement
Spring 2020

Development

route and this will give you ancther opportunity to
get involved and share your views.

We will then make an application for a Development
Consent Order (DCO) to obtain planning
permission to build it. This is required because this
project is categorised as a Nationally Significant
Infrastructure Project (NSIP) under the Planning Act
2008.

Throughout this process, we will continue to work
with environmental and heritage statutory bodies,

landowners and stakeholders.

The seven-step process for this project is explained
in the table below.

Construction

7

Construction
preparaiion [

Close out
]
1
L
Examination
by
Plannimg
Inspactorate
and
decision by
Secretary of
State
v W
Commitmant to Close out
constnuct subjact
to project baing
progressad
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If you need help accessing this or any other Highways England information,

please call 0300 123 5000 and we will help you.

© Crown copyright 2019,

You may re-use this Information not Inciuding fogos} free of charge In any
lmmnmn.m\dermtennsmmopm Govemment Licenca. To view
this licence:

Vit www.nationalarchives.gov.uk/doc/open-government-ficence/

write to the Information Policy Team, The National Archives, Kew,
London TW9 4DU, or emal pal@nationatarchives. gsl.gov.uk

Mapping (where present): © Crown copyright and database rights 2019

OS 100020649. You are permitiad to use this cata solely o enatie you fo
respond f0, or Interact with, the organisation that provicad you with the data.
You are not pamitied to copy, sub-licence, distribute or sell any of this dala
fo third parties In any form.

This document is aiso avallabie on our websile at
www.highwaysengiand.co.uk

Highways England crealive job number MCR19_0071

If you have any enquires about this publication emall
info@highwaysengland.co.uk or cal 6300 123 5000". Pleasa quots the
Highways England publications code PROSV1S

*Calis to 02 numbers cost no more than a national rate call o an 01 or 02
number and must count towards any Inclusive minutes In tha same way as 01
and 02 cails.

These niles apply to calis from any type of ine iIncluting moblie, BT, other
Txad line or payphone. Calis may be recordad or monitored.

Printad on paper from well-menaged forests and other controfied sources
when Issued directly by Highways England.

Registerad office Bridga House, 1 Walnut Tree Closs, Guidiord GU1 4L

Highways England Company Limited registered in England and Wales
number 08346353
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ABG

Northern Trans-Pennine project
Consultation response form

Share your views

We want to understand your views on the following topics:
B QOur proposals fo dual the remaining single sections of the AG&.

B Local information, issues and concerns — we'd like to hear about anything that you think would be
relevant relating to the local area, any specific issues you'd like addressed, or any concerns you may
have about potential impacts.

Please share your views with us by completing this response form here or online at
www.highwaysengland.co.uk/A66TransPennine

If you're returning this form to us by post, please use the stamped addressed envelope provided.

The consultation period ends on Thursday 11 July 2019, so please ensure your comments arrive with us
in time, to help us consider your comments when we're refining the design.

Please provide your name, address and emall address.

It you'd prefer your comments to be anonymous, please just let us have your postcode (first
five digits), so we can understand where you live in relation to the project.

MName:

Addrass:

Postocode:

Email address:

Are you responding on your own behalf or on behalf of an organisation or group? Please
tick one box only.

[:l Providing my own response
|:| Providing a response on behalf of an organisation or group

Continued overleal

+ +

Planning Inspectorate Scheme Reference: TR010062
Application Document Reference: TR010062/APP/4.4
Page A-73 of 117



A66 Northern Trans-Pennine Project
4.4 Consultation Report

Annex A: Options consultation and preferred route announcement materials

national
highways

_|_

Detalls of your organisation or group

What Is your name, role and the name and
address of the organisation/group on whose
behalf you are submitting this response?

Your name:

+

D Other category of organisation or group
(If ticked please write below.)

D Prefer not to say

Your role:

MName and address of organisation or group:

Postcode of organisation or group:

What category of organisation or group
are you representing?
Please tick all boxes that apply.

D Academic (includes universities and other
academic institutions)

D Action group
D Business

|:| Business representative group (includes CBI,
Chambers of Commerce, LEPs)

|:| Charity/voluntary sector group

I:l Elected representative (includes MPs, MEPs,
and local councillors)

D Environment, heritage, amenity or community
group (includes environmental groups, schools,
church groups, residents’ associations,
recreation groups and other community interest
organisations)

|:| Local Government (includes county councils,
district councils, parish and town councils and
local partnerships)

|:| Professional body/representative group

|:| Statutory agency

|:| Transport, infrastructure or utility organisation
(includes transport bodies, transport providers,
infrastructure providers and utility companies)

_|_

Pags 2

Please use the tick boxes below io
Indicate the section(s) which are of
Interest to you. As you can see there are
particular sections that focus on your
area of interest, however, you can fill in
as much or as little of the response form
as you like.

M6 junction 40 Kemplay Bank roundabout
|:| Go to Q1

Penrith to Temple Sowerby
D Goto Q2

Temple Sowerby to Appleby —
Kirkby Thore

D Go to Q3
Temple Sowerby to Appleby —
Crackenthorpe
D Goto Q4

Appleby to Brough
|:| Go to Q5

Bowes Bypass
D Go to Q6

Cross Lanes to Rokeby
D Goto Q7

Stephen Bank to Carkin Moor
|:| Go to Q8

There is also a sectlon for general
comments about the project, go to
question 9 for this.

Before responding to the following questions,
please read the consultation brochure about
our proposals for the ABG.

+

Planning Inspectorate Scheme Reference: TR010062
Application Document Reference: TR010062/APP/4.4

Page A-74 of 117



A66 Northern Trans-Pennine Project

national

4.4 Consultation Report h ig hways

Annex A: Options consultation and preferred route announcement materials

_|_

M6 junction 40 Kemplay Bank roundabout

Ola.

Qib.

There are two options for this section of the A66 — option A (new dual carriageway
constructed under Kemplay Bank roundabout) and option B (a new dual carriageway
constructed over the existing Kemplay Bank roundabout).

For more information about these options, please see page 10 to page 11 of the consultation brochure.

To what extent do you agree or disagree with each of the options?

Neither
Strongly Tend to Tend to Strongly
agree agree E?;Elg%' disagres disagraa Don't know

Option A (underpass) [:| D D [:| [:l |:|

Option B (overpass) [:| | [j ‘ D ‘ [:l | [:| | D

Please explain your answer and provide more Iinformation about which particular
elements of the options you like and dislike. Please Include any feedback you have
about both options and be as specific as possible.
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Penrith to Temple Sowerby

Q2a. There are two options for this section of the A66 — option C (from Whinfell Farm the
road will divert to the south to avoid the hamlet of Lane End) and option D (the same
as option C but will not divert the current road away from High Barn and will therefore
require the demolition of some buildings).

For more information about these options, please see page 12 to page 13 of the consultation brochure.

To what extent do you agree or disagree with each of the options?

Meither
Strongly Tend to Tend to Strongly
agree agree E?;E[gc'ﬂ' disagree | disagree | Dentknow

Option C ] [] C] ] [] []
Option D O | O | 0o 0O 0|0
Q2b. Please explaln your answer and provlde more information about which elements of the

options you like and dislike. Please Include any feedback you have about both options
and be as specific as possible.

Page 4
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Temple Sowerby to Appleby — Kirkby Thore

Bypassing Kirkby Thore to the north or south

Q3a. There are two options for this section of the A66 — option E (new northern bypass) or
option F (new southern bypass).

For more information about these options, please see page 14 fo page 15 of the consultation brochure.

To what extent do you agree or dlsagree with each of the nplluns?
Naither

Strongly Tand to Tand to Strongly

agree nor : !
agree agree disagree disagres disagres

Option E (north bypass) [j D [:| [:| [:l D
Option F (south bypass) [:| | D ‘ [:l | [:l | [:l ‘ D

Don't know

Q3b. Please explain your answer and provide more information about which elements of the
options you like and dislike? Please Iinclude any feedback you have about both options
and be as specific as possible.
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Temple Sowerby to Appleby — Crackenthorpe

Bypassing Crackenthorpe to the north, two options

Qda. There are two options for this section of the A66 — option G (northern bypass closest
to Crackenthorpe) or option H (northemn bypass furthest away from Crackenthorpe).

For more information about these options, please see page 16 to page 17 of the consultation brochure.

To what extent do you agree or disagree with each of the options?

Strongly Tand to Neither Tand to Strongly

agres nor " :
agree agree disagie disagres disagres

Option G ] C] [] C] [] ]
Option H O | 0O O 0O O O
Q4b. Please explain your answer and provide more information about which elements of the

options you like and dislike. Please include any feedback you have about both options
and be as specific as possible.

Don't know

Pags &
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Appleby to Brough

Q5a. There Is one option for this section of the A66— option | (current carrlageway will be
widened and utilised as the eastbound carrilageway and a new westbound carriageway
will be constructed directly to the south of the current AG6).

For more information about this option, please see page 18 to page 19 of the consultation brochure.
To what extent do you agree or disagree with this option?

Meither
Strongly Tend to Tend to Strongly
agree nor " f Don't know
agree agree Hisagrea disagres disagraa
Option | L] L] [] L] L] L]

Q5b. Please explain your answer and provide more Iinformation about which elements of the
option you like and dislike. Please be as specific as possible.
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Bowes Bypass

Q6a. There Is one option for this section of the A66 - option J (widening the carrilageway to
the north of Bowes village, using the existing carriageway for westbound traffic and
construct a new eastbound two-lane section north of the current road).

For more information about this option, please ses page 20 io page 21 of the consultation brochure.
To what extent do you agree or disagree with this option?

Neither
Strongly Tend to Tend to Strongly
agree agree %?;E[g%’ disagrea disagree Don't know

Option J D [:l [:l [:l [:l D

Q6b. Please explain your answer and provide more information about which elements of the
option you like and dislike. Please be as specific as possible.
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Cross Lanes to Rokeby

Q7a. There are two options for this particular section of the A66 — option K (diverting both
carrlageways to the south of The Old Rectory and St Mary’'s Church before re-joining
the exlsting road at Rokeby) and option L (similar to option K but the new westbound
carrlageway will be constructed directly adjacent to the current carrlageway so would
reguire demolition of some buildings).

For more information about these options, please see page 22 to page 23 of the consultation brochure.

To what extent do you agree or disagree with each of the options?
Meither

! | Taoree agroo ror gendto | Stronaly | ot know
Option K D [:l [:l [:l D D
Option L ] | ] | ] | O] | O] | O

Q7b. Please explain your answer and provide more Information about which elements of the
options you like and dislike. Please include any feedback you have about both options
and be as specific as possible.
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Stephen Bank to Carkin Moor

Q8a. There are three options for this section of the A66.

Option M (new dual carriageway will be constructed to the south of the existing A66 and the
properties at Foxhall and Mainsgill Farmm)

Option N (new dual carriageway will be constructed to the north of the existing A66 and the
properties at Foxhall and Mainsgill Farm)

Option O (follows the same route as Option M as far as New Lane where it diverts north)
For more information about these options, please see page 24 fo page 26 of the consultation brochure.

To what extent do you agree or disagree with each of the options?

Strongly Tend to agg:ahﬁgr Tend to Strongly

agroe agree disagree disagres disagrea

Option M D D |:| D D |:|
Option N D D D D D D
Option O L] L] L] L] [] L]

Q8b. Please explain your answer and provide more Information about which elements of

the options you like and dislike. Please include any feedback you have about the three
options and be as specific as possible.

Don't know

Page 10

Planning Inspectorate Scheme Reference: TR010062
Application Document Reference: TR010062/APP/4.4

Page A-82 of 117



A66 Northern Trans-Pennine Project n.atlonal
4.4 Consultation Report h Ig hways

Annex A: Options consultation and preferred route announcement materials

+ —+
General comments about the

A66 Northern Trans-Pennine project

Q9a. Are you In favour of dualling the remaining single carriageway sections of the A66 as
shown In the consultation brochure?

D Yes D Mo D Don't know

Q9b. Do you think our proposals for the A66 will:

Don't

Yes Mo Kknow

Improve connectivity in the region

Make journeys more reliable

Enhance safety along the route

Improve access to tourism

OO0t
|y |
OO0 0Oc

Reconnect local communities

Q9¢c. Please provide any general comments you want to make about the proposed
improvements to the A66 as outlined in the consultation brochure.

Q9d. Please provide any general comments about the key junctions located at elther end
of the A66 (please see page 27 of the consultation brochura).

M6 junction 40

A1(M) Scotch Corner
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About you

This section Is optional, but we'd be grateful If you'd tell us a little bit about yourself.
We won't share this information or use It for any other purpose.

Qio.

Q1.

Q2.

Q3.

Qi4.

Q1is.

What Is your interest in the AG6?

|:| Resident |:| Landowner |:| Local road user
D Local business D Other business

What method of transport do you use to travel on the A667?

I:I Car D Bicycle I:l Public transport
|:| HGV |:| Other commercial vehicle

D Walk D Horse/horse-drawn vehicle

How old are you?

[] under 16 [] 16-24 [] 25-34 [] 35-44

I:I 45-54 |:| 55-64 |:| Over 65 |:| Prefer not o say

Did you attend one of the consultation events or did you review the consultation
brochure and information online?

D Attended an event only I:l Reviewed information online only
[] 1did both [] Neither

Do you think the consultation brochure contained enough information about the
proposed scheme?

D Yes |:| No I:l Mot sure

How did you hear that the consultation was happening?

D Letter D Flyer |:| Press release/media ad in a newspaper
|:| Project webpage |:| Direct email from Highways England |:| Other

D Poster — where was the poster noticed?

Your data, your rights

On 25 May 2018, the General Data Highways England and its appointad If, at any point, Highways England plans
Protection Regulations (GDPR) contractors until tha scheme is completa.  to procass the personal data wa hold
became law. The law requires . for a purpose other than that for which it
Highways England to explain to Under the GDPR regulations you was originally collectad, we will tall you
you — consultees, stakeholders and hava tha following rights: what that othar purpose is. We will do
customers — how your personal data ® Right of access to the data this prior to any further processing taking
will be usad and stored. {Subject Access Request) place and wa will include any ralevant

Highways England adht_arastg-ﬂ)a ® Right for the rectification of ermmors right to objaet to that further procassing.
government's consultation principlas, .
the Planning Act e = Right to erasure of personal data —

] 9 LI 5 this is not an absolute right under You have the N
Highways Act 1980 as required, and the lagislati right to lodge a .y
may collect personal data to help shape Dl ETr it it the
development of highways schames. = Right to restrict processing or to ;::uurm isory authority,

Parsonal data collactad by the projact objact to processing the Information
team will be processed and retained by~ ™ Right to data portability Commissioners Office.

additional information, including your

If yow'd like mora information about how we manage data, or a copy of our privacy notice, pleasa contact:

DataProtectionAdvice@highwaysengland.co.uk

+—ig-wa;s England MCR19_0068

+
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5 Approach to public consultation booklet

highways
england

ABO

Northern Trans-Pennine project
Approach to public consultation

:Summ.e'ﬁz\Oj-Q\ | |
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AB6 Northern Trans-Pannine project

Introduction

At Highways England we believe in a connected
country and our network makes these connections
happen. We strive to improve our major roads

and motorways - engineering the future to keep
people moving today and moving better tomorrow.
We want to make sure all our major roads are more
dependable, durable and, most importantly, safe.

We have been commissioned by the Department
for Transport to investigate the potential to improve
the A66 between M6 junction 40 at Penrith and the
A1(M) at Scotch Corner to address the lack of east
/ west connectivity across the Pennines in the north
of England.

We are proposing to invest around a billion pounds
to dual the remaining single carriageway sections
of the A66. This will significantly improve journeys
and connectivity, which is great news for the local,
regional and national economy.

We'll be seeking views on our proposals to dual
the A66 between M6 junction 40 at Penrith and the
A1(M) at Scotch Corner, and we want to ensure you
know how we'll do this. That's why we've produced
this document which outlines our approach to

the consultation, including the different ways we'll
collect feedback. It also provides details about how
you can take part and how feedback will be used
to influence our proposals.

To make sure we approach our consultation in the
very best way, we've developed this document in
partnership with Cumbria County Council, Durham
County Council and North Yorkshire County
Council and other interested parties, to ensure

our consultation is as effective and inclusive as
possible.

Scotch Corner

Keswick

Penrith

Brough

na
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Approach to public consultation

The project

‘ \_J e NI
mmmn Dual carriageway ‘

== Single carriageway

Wearhead

DIAGRAMMATIC
[ y

The work we are proposing for the AG6 includes Envircnmental information
dualling the remaining single lane sections of the

road between Penrith and Richmond, and making
other improvements along its length, such as at
Kemplay Bank roundabout and the junctions with
the MG and A1(M).

An Environmental Assessment Report (EAR)

iz being camied out to assess the potential
environmental effects within the proposed project
area to support the process of identifying suitable
options for the scheme. At this stage, we have
identified fifteen options and the EAR assesses
each one on a range of environmental topics.

Additional information about the project, including
the options we are consulting on and associated
benefits, will be included in our public consultation
brochure. Copies of the brochure will be available
when the consultation is launched at appropriate
local locations and on the project webpage.

We will evaluate possible impacts the project could
have, considering the existing environment and

an initial assessment will be made. Measures fo
reduce negative impacts, such as screening and
noise barriers, will be identified where possible and
we will alzo look into what opportunities there are o
improve existing environmental conditions.
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ABE Mortharn Trans-Pennine project

The following range of environmental areas are a further round of consultation once we have
being assessed: our preferred design option, giving you another
Air quality Moise and vibration opportunity to get involved and share your views.
Climate change Biodiversity
Landscape Cultural heritage Why and when will we consult?
Water environment Geology and soils
Lse of materials Cumulafive effects Your comments will help us better understand the
People and communities local area and any potential impacts the project
may have on road users and the local community.
Environmental Impact Assessment screening will We will listen to everyone's views and we'll consider
be carried out at a later stage, loocking at what your opinions before we select a preferred option

environmental effects are likely to arise from making ~ for the project.

the proposed improvements, to determine whether

a full assessment of impacts is reguired. From the outset, we recognised the need for early
engagement and have had a number of meetings
with Cumbria County Council, Durham County
Council, Morth Yorkshire County Council, Tees
Valley Combined Authority, Transport for the Morth,
Freight Transport Authority, Environment Agency,
Historic England and Matural England. We have
also met with large landowners and held focus
groups with stakeholders spanning business,
freight and ports, local authorities, emergency
services, environmental interest groups, walkers,
cyclists and horse-riders.

Approach to public consultation

The purpose of this approach to public consultation
document is to explain what you can expect from
us and to outline the details of the consultation
process. |t will be updated regularly as activities for
each stage of the consultation are confirmed.

The approach to public consultation will be
included on the project webpage and copies will

be available locally at suitable locations ocnce Opiions for the project will be consulted on

between 16 May and 11 July 2019. At least 20
consultation events will be held in key locations
along the ABE where people will be able to mest
the team and ask questions about our proposals.

the consultation is launched. These are likely
to include libraries and community centres and
amongst other deposit points in key locations
along the A66 in Cumbria, Durham and North
Yorkshire counties.

Details of these events will be given in advance of

Public consultation is an important part of the the consullation starling.

delivery of this project and provides a real
opportunity fo influence our proposals. It also gives
us an opportunity to help you fully understand the
project and resolve any concerns.

We will be carrying out non-statutory public
consultation over the summer on our design
options for the scheme, the results of which will
help to inform our decision about which option
to take forward. It is not the only time we'll be
consulting on this project. We will engage in
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Approach to public consultation

Who will we consult?

Working with Cumbria County Council, Durham this area know about our consultation by posting
County Council, North Yorkshire County Council information in advance.

and other interested parties, we have developed

a consultation target area for the distribution of We will also work with local authorities to identify
our consultation materials. This is based on who groups who are traditionally hard to reach to ensure
we think will be interested in or affected by our we reach all those who could be affected by our
proposals. We'll let people living or working in proposals.

s 1she
ample Sowerby Augkslagg

Kirkby Thore

Appleby-In-
Weastmortand

Kiray Staphen

Pasigents within 260m of the ABE wili racelve
a latier and a copy of the consuliation brochure

Rasicents within 2.5km of the ASE will recaive “——A1(M)
afyer ( anenck
b 2 et

Who can take part?

Anyone who is interested in this project is welcome
to take part. We welcome all views and will take
them into account to help shape and improve

our project design.
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ABE Northern Trans-Pennine project

How will we consult?

We will use the following methods to promote our public consultation:

Method Detall
Public consultation Events at local venues where members of the team will be available to
events answer questions about the proposals. Visitors to the events will be able fo

submit their consultation responses if they choose fo.

Project webpage A full surnmary of the project, the public consultation brochure and the

online response form, will be available on the project webpage.

Public consultation We'll deliver our public consultation brochure containing details of the
brochure events to directly affected homes and businesses. Flyers or letiers will be
sent to people who may be interested in, but not directly affected by the

project. Copies of both these documents will also be available from

local

libraries and other locations identified in conjunction with local authorities

and other stakeholders.

Council and community  If required at any stage, we will consider any briefings as appropriate

{ area forum briefings outside of our usual stakeholder group mestings.

Stakeholder briefings If required at any stage, we will consider conducting individual stakeholder
briefings outside of our usual stakeholder group meetings on a case by

case basis.

Stakeholder groups We currently hold a number of stakeholder reference group meetings
throughout the year and a number of individual focus group sessions which
includes targeted groups such as local authorities, emergency services,
walkers, pedesirians, cyclists, horse-riders and cthers. If anything further is

required we will review as appropriate.

Consultation response  Comments can be submitted online by completing the online response form
at www.highwaysengland.co.uk/A66TransPennine, in writing to the following
freepost address: Freepost A66 NORTHERN TRANS-PENNINE PROJECT
or by visiting a consultation event. All responses must be received by 11

July 2019.

Media The public consultation will be advertised in locally-circulating newspapers,

including the Morthern Echo, Gazette Live and Cumberland and

Westmoreland Herald. Adverts will be placed in local newspapers fo
promote the launch of the consultation and reminders will be placed ahead
of the events. Press releases detailing the public consultation period and

how the community and road users can get involved will be issued.

Social media - Twitter The public consultation and associated events will be tweeted from
@HighwaysMNWest and @HigwaysMEast

Planning Inspectorate Scheme Reference: TR010062
Application Document Reference: TR010062/APP/4.4

Page A-90 of 117



national
highways

A66 Northern Trans-Pennine Project
4.4 Consultation Report
Annex A: Options consultation and preferred route announcement materials

Approach to public consultation

What will happen to the consultation responses?

All responzes received during the public consultation
will be recorded and analysed. The content of each
response will be categorised and broken down by

We'll summarise our findings in a consultation
report which will explain our analysis and how it
influenced our propeosals.

sentiment, themes and respondent profile — helping
us understand your comments and why you have
made them. Where it is possible to do so, we will
use your feedback to help influence the project
design or to help identify ways to address concerns
about the impacts of the project.

The consultation report and detailed area research
such as ground investigation surveys and traffic
assessments will help us identify, and subsequently
announce, our preferred route.

Application process and project development

There are differing levels of permission that dictate
the consenting route a project must follow to obtain
permission.

apply for a Development Consent Order under

the Planning Act 2008. This will include a further
consultation period and a hearing conducted by the
Planning Inspectorate.

This project is categorised as a Naticnally

Significant Infrastructure Project. We will need to The process for this is explained in the table below.

Options Development Construction

3

Preliminary

6

Construction
COMMIESioning
and handover

Options for
public consultation
v v
Project Preferred route Commitment to Close out
initiated anmouncament construct subject
spring 2020 to project being
progressed

For more information visit www.highwaysengland.co.uk/A66TransPennine where you can also sign up for
email alerts whenever the webpage is updated. If you have any queries about this project, please contact
the project team directly by emailing A66NTP @ highwaysengland.co.uk

7
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If you need help accessing this or any other Highways England information,

please call 0300 123 5000 and we will help you.

e N

© Crown copyright 2018

You may re-use this information (not Including logos) free of charge in any
sormat or medium, under tha terms of the Open Govemnment Licence. To view
this licence:

visit www.nationalarchives.gov.ui/doc/open-government-licence/

write to the information Policy Team, The National Archives, Kew,
London TWS 4DU, or emall psl @nationstarchives.gsl.gov.uk

Mapping {where present): © Crown copyright and database rights 2019

OS 100020849. You are permitied to use this data solely to anabie you to
respond 10, of interact with, the organisation that providad you with the data.
You ars not pemitiad to copy, sub-licence, distribute or sell 2ny of ihis data
to third parties in any form.

This document 1s &iso avallabie on our websile at
www.highwaysengiand.co.uk

Highways England creafive job numbsr MCR19_0072

It you have any enquiries about this publication emall
Info@highwaysengland.co.uk or call 0300 123 5000°. Pleasa quate the
Highways Engiand publications code PROG/MS.

“Calis to 03 numbers cost no more than a national rate call to an 01 or 02
number and must count towards any inclusive minutes In the same way as 01
and 02 cails.

Thase nules apply to calis from any type of ine including moble, BT, other
fxad iine or payphone. Calls may be racorded or monitored.

Printad on paper from well-managed forasts and other controlied sources
when Issued directly by Highways England.

Registerad office Bridga House, 1 Wainut Tree Cioss, Guiidiord GUT 4.7

Highways England Company Limitad regésterad in England and Wales
number 09346363
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6 Public consultation leaflet

highways
england

AG6

Northern Trans-Pennine project

Public consultation — share your views

Investing in your roads

May — July 2019

[T P I R P L L P L P L e L I R R R R F I I P LI P P L P I IR R P LY L N LY ]

At Highways England we believe in a
connected country and our network
makes these connections happen.

We strive to improve our major
roads and motorways - engineering
the future to keep people moving
today and moving better tomormrow.

We want to make sure all our major
roads are more dependable, durable
and, most importantly, safe.

We have been commissioned by
the Department for Transport to
investigate the potential to improve
the ABE betwesen the ME junction 40
at Penrith and the A1(M) at Scotch
Comer to address the east/west
connectivity across the Pennines in
the north of England.

We are proposing to invest around a
billion pounds to dual the remaining
single carriageway sections of the AGG.

This will significantly improve journeys
and connectivity, which is great news
for the local, regional and national
ECOMnamy.

This work is important to future
growth and will help the economies
of baoth the north-east and Cumbria,
as well as improve journeys between
England and Scotland.

The following locations require
improvements or dualling:

B ME junction 40 to Kemplay Bank
roundabout (AEGAG interchange)

B Penrith to Temple Sowerby

B Temple Sowerby to Appleby —

Kirkby Thore

Temple Sowerby to Appleby —

Crackenthorpe

Appleby to Brough

Bowes Bypass

Cross Lanes to Rokeby

Stephen Bank to Carkin Moor
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How we are consulting Event venues. dates

We're holding a public consultation and times

on our proposals and we would like Gilling West Hall, Richmond
to hear what you mm!r., 50 please 16 May 2019, 1.30pm — 7pm"
share any concems, ideas or local Penrith Rugby Club,
knowledge that you may have. Winters Park

The consultation will run between 17 May 2019, 11am - 7pm

16 May and 11 July 2019 with public 18 May 2019, 10am — 2pm
events taking place in May and June. Gilling West Hall, Richmend
There will be lots of ways you can tell 22 May 2019, 11am — 7pm

us what you think. 23 May 2019, 11am — 7pm
Your comments will help us better The Appleby Hub
understand the local area and any 29 May 2019, 11am — ¥pm
potential impacts our project may 30 May 2019, 10am - 3pm
have on the community and we look 31 May 2019, 11am - 7pm

1 June 2019, 10am - 2pm

Penrith Parish Centre
4 June 2019, 11am - 7pm

forward to hearing from you.

The list (opposite) shows where you

will be able fo see our proposals and 5 June 2019, 10am - 2pm
provide feedback face to face with us. & June 2019, 10am — 2pm
We look forward to seeing you. The Witham, Barnard Castle

12 June 2019, 11am - 7pm

Alternatively, you can find out how you 13 June 2019, 11am _ 7pm

can takq_a part online at 14 June 2019, 11am - 7pm ﬁ g
www.highwaysengland.co.uk/ 15 June 2019, 10am -2pm § =
AG66TransPennine . . g T
Penrith Parish Centre
17 June 2019, 10am - 2pm™ § 2
18 June 2019, 11am - 7Jpm** : -
-
The Station, Richmond I £
21 June 2019, 11am — 7pm g =
22 June 2019, noon — 4pm E S
& Crown copymight 2019 For an apcassbia version of this publication ing Inc luding mobila, BT, offar fixed Ina
Wioid may ra-usa this imlormation [not inciuding  picase call 0300 123 5000 and wa will heip or payphana. Cails may ba recordad of
logas) e ol oharge in any Iomat o medum,  you. B you heve 2ny enquines abot this manitored
undar tha tarms of tha Opan Gaowamment pubication cmall infodhi
Licence. To view inks koanoa couuk o cal G300 123 5000, Flazse quoia Frinkad on paper from well-managed lrests

WS W, gow. It Highways England publications code and athar conbalisd souroas whien lssusd
PRIZ direotly by Highways England.

Hational Archives, Kow, London TWO4DU, "Calk 5o 03 numbers cosl nomona than a Ragisiaed oifica Bridga House, 1 Wainut
ar amall pi gelgowuk  nationaralscal foan M or 2 number 2nd Tea Closa, Gulldiond SU1 40T

must count iowards ary Inclushve minuiss in. Higiays England Company Limiad
This dogument Is also avalizbic an o Ihe sama wary as 01 and 02 cals registored in England and Wakes numbar

wansla 2 www.highwaysengland.oo.uk Thesa rukes apply o cals from any bypa of OD34E3E3
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7 Venue specific sample poster

highways

england

ACD

Northern Trans-Pennine project

Consultation events being held here
at The Witham

‘We are proposing to invest around one billion powunds to dual the remaining
single carrageway seclions of the ABE between ME junction 40 at Penrith
and the AN(M) at Scotch Comer. This will significantly improve joumeys,
safety and connectivity, which is great news for the local, regional and
national econormy

Public consultation events will be held here on the following dates.
Dropin and have your say.

Wednesday 12 June 2019 - rom 11am — ¥pm
Thursday 13 June 2019 - from 11am - 7pm
Friday 14 June 2019 - frarm 11am — 7pm
Saturday 15 June 2019 - from 10am - 2pm

For more information, please visit
www.highwaysengland.co.uk/A66TransPennine

Can't make these events? Telling someone else about
We'ne holding a number of events at these events?

venues along the ASE route during May To el morneane else to find this venue
and June. To find out where ard whan Tz sl acdoiress is: The Witharn,

thay are please vsil the web page 3 Horse Markel, Barmard Castle,
address above DL12 8Ly
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8 Preferred route announcement

highways
england

A6 Northem Trans-Pennine Project

Preferred Route Announcement
Spring 2020

3t

K|
L]
&)
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Our improvements will transform east / west
connectivity across the Pennines in the north

of England. Quicker, safer and more reliable
journeys will bring communities together, create
new job opportunities and support long term,
sustainable growth.

Contents

Investing in your roads

Why do we need this project?

Our objectives in developing the A66
Benefits of the project

Choosing the preferred route

The preferred route

M6 junction 40 to Kemplay Bank

Penrith to Temple Sowerby

Temple Sowerby to Appleby — Kirkby Thore
Temple Sowerby to Appleby — Crackenthorpe
Appleby to Brough

Bowes Bypass

Cross Lanes to Rokeby

Stephen Bank to Carkin Moor

Response to the public consultation

What happens next?

Project timeline

14
16
18
20
22
24
26
28
31
32
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Introduction

Investing in your roads

At Highways England we believe in a connected
country and our network makes these connections
happen. We strive to improve our major roads and
motorways - engineering the future to keep people
moving today and moving better tomorrow. We
want to make sure all our major roads are more
dependable, durable and, most importantly, safe

Sections of the A66 have been upgraded from
single carriageway to dual in a number of stages
since the 1970s, with the most recent dual section,
the Temple Sowerby Bypass, opening in 2007.
However, more than 18 miles of single carriageway
remain, making the route accident-prone

and unreliable.

In 2014, the Government announced that it

intended to examine the case for dualling one of
the routes across the Pennines to improve east /
west connectivity in the north of England

In 2017, it was announced that the A66 had
presented the strongest case for an upgrade and
that plans for full dualling between the M6 junction
40 and the A1(M) at Scotch Corner would be
developed for the next Road Investment Strategy.

Our plans will ensure the entire route has two lanes
in both directions along the full 50-mile route.

We have been commissioned by the Department
for Transport (DfT) to investigate the potential to
improve the A66 between M6 junction 40 at Penrith
and the A1(M) at Scotch Comner which is a corridor
of 50 miles. This is in order to address the lack of
east / west connectivity across the Pennines in the
north of England

RINNEN

o

- <

We are proposing to invest around one billion
pounds to dual the remaining single carriageway
sections of the A66, making this one of the largest
and most important highways investments in the
north of England. This will significantly improve
journeys, safety and connectivity which is great
news for the local, regional and national economy.
Our planned improvements for the road and a
modem approach to design will also help protect
the local environment and important historical areas
such as the Roman fort at Carkin Moor, Brougham
Castle and areas of outstanding natural beauty that
surrounds the A66.

The project will involve dualling multiple remaining
sections of single carriageway between M6 junction
40 at Penrith and the A1(M) at Scotch Comer. Other
improvements are proposed along its length, such
as at Kemplay Bank roundabout and the junctions
with the M6 and A1(M).

G T SO b Hffuié

This work is important to enable future growth
and will help the economies of the North East,
Yorkshire and Cumbria, as well as improving east /
west journeys.

In this booklet, we explain the preferred route
for the sections of the A66 which are currently
single carriageway and the preferred option
for improvement work at the Kemplay Bank
roundabout at Penrith.

We also explain the reasons for those route
choices, the results of the public consultation held
from 16 May to 11 July 2019 and give details of
what will happen next.
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“Not only will this benefit the A66 in
general, it will bring hundreds of jobs
to the local community in building this
new project”

Quiote from consultation response

Sk

Why do we need this

The AB6 is a key local, regional, national route for
east/west journeys in the north of England providing
vital connections for freight, tourism and businesses
across the UK.

The route carries high levels of freight, with 25%
of the traffic being heavy goods vehicles (HGVs)
compared to the national average figure of 12%.

The A66 is also an important route for tourism,
providing access to the North Pennines Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB), the Yorkshire
Dales and the Lake District National Park.

project?

But the A66 isn't up to modern standards.

Drivers face congestion, delays at key junctions
and substandard access to jobs and leisure
locations. That's why we're investigating ways to
improve journeys on the A86 through a number of
improvements that would raise the whole route to
dual carriageway standard.

Investment in the A66 is essential to the continued
development of the economy in the north of the
country. Dualling the road and making other
improvements along its length will support local
and national economic growth and development.
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Our objectives in developing the A66

By infroducing a consistent standard of dual
carriageway with the same speed limit throughout,

The improvement works will also reduce delays
and queues during busy periods and improve the

we aim to reduce the ber of accid

Use of the ‘old’ A66 as part of the local road
netwofk will deliver safer, more en]oyable

for cyclists and p

! Y

The preferred route also re-connects communities
and links villages along the route. It also improves
connections for local people living and working
nearby providing better access to services such
as healthcare, jobs and education.

Dualling of all the single carriageway sections will
reduce congestion and improve the reliability of
people's journeys between the M6 at Penrith and
the A1(M) Scotch Corner and nationwide.

The dualling will improve strategic regional and
national connectivity, particularly for hauliers. Heavy
goods vehicles account for a quarter of all traffic
on the road and any delays to journeys can have
an extremely negative effect on business, including
lost working time and missed shipment slots.

perf of key j such as the AB6/A6
and the M6 junction 40.

Also, having a dual carriageway enables us to
close lanes where required due to accidents or
break downs and keep traffic moving.

By making the route more reliable we can improve
connectivity between the key employment areas
of Cumbria, Tees Valley and Tyne and Wear and
improve access to key tourist destinations such
as the North Pennines, Lake District and North
Yorkshire.

Better road standards and consistent speeds

will minimise noise levels for people living and
working near the route and the preferred route aims
to reduce the visual impact of the new AG6.

Qur preferred route has been chosen to minimise
negative impacts on the natural environment and
landscapes of the North Pennines and Lake District.

Itis also the best option for reducing the impact
on nearby homes and minimising the number
or properties which will need to be acquired

or demolished.

Benefits of the project

A66 Northern Trans-Pennine project provides the opportunity to:

®  improve journey times, reliability and resilience
on the A66 between the junctions with the M6
and the A1(M)
improve strategic regional and national
connectivity, particularly for freight and tourism
reduce delays at the AB6/A6 junction

reduce the locations where the A66 is a physical
barrier for communities

®  improve amenities for cyclists, horse riders
and pedestrians
improve access to key tourist destinations such
as the North Pennines and the Lake District

m contribute to the future economic growth of
the north of England, supporting the growth
envisaged by the Northern Powerhouse agenda

Without this investment the issues experienced
today would worsen with journey times getting

slower, road conditions becoming more unreliable
and risk of accidents increasing.

improve air quality and noise for those that live
and work along the route

improve connectivity between the key
employment areas of Cumbria, Tees Valley
and Tyne and Wear

improve connectivity for residents and workforce
living and working in close proximity

“Long overdue improvements.
Will improve safety along very
dangerous single carriageway
sections and result in much
better environment in villages
along the route”

Quote from consultation response
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The preferred route

We propose to upgrade seven sections of single
carmageway to dual carriageway standard along the
A86. We developed multiple options for five of these
sections, and a single proposal for the remaining
two. We also developed options for an underpass

In total, we presented 15 different options for
respondents to the consultation to comment on.

The following section outlines the preferred route
for each of these sections which, in total, cover

or overpass choice at Kemplay Bank roundabout. 18 miles of the current AG6.

Choosing the preferred route

In assessing the route options, we considered a
number of criteria. Part of this decision making
was the preference expressed through the
consultation process by members of the public,
organisations and statutory bodies and the
themes which emerged from their feedback.

® impact on property
= construction impacts

= significant risks

Environmental impacts and mitigation was also
a considerable factor in the decision-making
process. We therefore looked at each option’s
potential to minimise environmental impacts

In addition, we considered the following:

= economic growth and optimise environmental improvement
= connectivity opportunities.
= road safety To this end we have therefore assessed
® access for tourism and local services/jobs the following:
= journey time reliability
= . X = air quality

= resilience (the road's ability to withstand ;

accidents or closures) ® noise
= provision for walkers, cyclists and horse riders ™  cultural heritage
® reducing severance of communities (where the ™ Wwater

road bisects a village) = landscape
= cost of option / value for money = biodiversity
= the land required for the development = water environment and drainage

= property demolition

10
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The preferred route
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0 miles 05 Vs Penrith

Options location map
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o
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For this section of the A66 we have selected the
underpass option A

The underpass was selected because it has less
environmental impact than an overpass

While noise levels are likely to increase with either
option due to higher use of the improved junction,
the underpass noise levels are likely to be lower.
The underpass would also be less visible from the
surrounding areas.

The overpass option would also have required the
purchase of a larger area of the local recreation
grounds to the north of the roundabout

Our selected option was most popular with
respondents to the consultation, with 358
respendents voting for an underpass. This equates
to 80% of the people responding to this question.

Y o= o
W remenoe [ stongy agree B
Don't know Tend ¥ agee B Tenato asagree
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Penrith to Temple Sowerby

There is a single carriageway section for 3-miles on
this section of the A66 with varying widths, causing
an inconsistent driving experience and creating
safety issues.

There are also several junctions and numerous
private access points, including one for Center Parcs,
where it is difficult for cars to join the main highway.

This section carries approximately
19,500 vehicles per day, 24% of
which are HGVs.

What did we propose?

We proposed two options to introduce a dual
carriageway on this section. A new junction will also
be constructed at Center Parcs, providing access
to the holiday park and local roads.

Between Brougham Castle and Whinfell Park Farm,
both options follow the line of the existing A66,
utilising the existing carriageway where possible.

Both the options presented would involve the
realignment of some local roads and alternative
routes would be provided to nearby junctions
where required, improving safety and ease

of access for local road users.

Option C

From Whinfell Park Farm the road will divert to the
south to avoid the hamlet of Lane End. The road will
then re-join the A66 at Swine Gill before continuing
to the Temple Sowerby Bypass.

Option D

This option is the same as option C but will not
divert the cument road away from High Barn and will
therefore require the demolition of some buildings
in order to widen the carriageway.

The preferred route: option C

Options location map
o
e
™
N, Yorbabars Moors
oo Puck
Wocdedde
Winderah
T
o s
A66 *
===
Koy E‘%
Otscourtod cption ,
okm 1 oy
0 miles 05

The preferred option
We have selected option C, the southern bypass
for this section of the A66.

This southern bypass option was also the most
popular with respondents to the consultation with
64% (234) of respondents to this question voting

We selected this option because it will not require i, favour,

the demolition of the buildings in High Barn and the
potential impact this would have on businesses. It is
also further away from the hamlet of Lane End which
will help to mitigate the noise impact on residents.

option C
(offline)

[ stongy agee W oy osagee
Tend ¥ agee B e o asagree
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Temple Sowerby to Appleby —

Kirkby Thore

There is a single carriageway for a little over
2-miles on this section which skirts the village of
Kirkby Thore. The carriageway varies in width and
local roads are connected by several junctions
and private access points along this accident-
prone section.

There is also an access route through Kirkby Thore
village for HGVs visiting the British Gypsum site to
the north.

This area suffers from high accident levels and
speed limits have already been reduced from
60 mph to 40 mph.

This section carries approximately
16,500 vehicles per day, 27% of
which are HGVs, much higher
than the national average.

What did we propose?

We proposed two options for this section which
would divert the A66 away from Kirkby Thore
either to the north or the south of the village.

Option E (northern bypass)

A new dual carriageway bypass to the north of
Kirkby Thore which would pass through several
fields to the west and then travel away from the
village to the north and east.

It would mostly be built along a route which is
lower than the surrounding land which will help
preserve the visual outlook of properties in the
north of the village.

An additional junction will be created to allow direct
access to and from the British Gypsum site and will
reduce the level of HGVs moving through

the village.

Option F (southern bypass)

A new dual camageway would be constructed
towards the south of Kirkby Thore as a continuation
of the Temple Sowerby Bypass. It would cross
several fields and follow the path of an old railway
fine until it re-joins the current AB6 just after the BP
petrol station near Bridge End Famm.

Additional underpasses would be required to provide
access for local farms and pedestrians, walkers,
cyclists and horse riders. A new junction would allow
access to the former A66 and the village.

This option would require the demolition of
several buildings.

The preferred route: option E

Options location map

The preferred option
For this section of the A66, we have selected
option E, the northern bypass.

We've selected this option as it provides the
opportunity to reduce traffic, including HGVs,
from the village of Kirkby Thore.

This option also reduces the amount of buildings
we need to demolish to improve this section of
the A66. It will also not impact on the wildlife
corridor on the disused railway line. The southern
option also had a greater negative impact on
biodiversity and the flood plain.

Option E was also the most popular with
respondents at consultation with 66% (314)
of respondents voting in favour of this option.

While this route represents a longer journey time
of the two options and may be more expensive,
it has reduced environmental impacts while still
delivering the required improvements.

(]
“:\'7

option E

(northern bypass)
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Temple Sowerby to Appleby — The preferred route: option H

C raC kenth Orpe Options location map
There is a single carriageway for 2.5-miles on Option G (northern bypass closest e o P
this section which runs alongside the village of to Crackenthorpe) & e
Crackenthorpe. The carriageway varies inwidth 13,5 1616 follows the path of the old railway line to
Wit nars Salplal 2 and PO alignmer ' wt 'd : the north of Crackenthorpe and two new junctions "
present visibility issues, particularly at junctions. would be created to serve the villages of Bolton, -
Local roads junctions and private access points Grackenthorpe and Long Marton. i &
along the route create areas where accidents could 10 e road would rejoin the current AB6 just to ; - )
. Option H a0
FLEAL fERET the west of the Setle-to-Cariisle raifway fine. _ ——_——
. : : . e : i
This section carries approximately Option H (northern bypass furthest T :
16,500 vehicles per day, 27% of ;:":V from CI'GCKOI'IthI'POL‘m o e,
A . tion anew bypass
which are HGVS, MUCh higher e ie i e o e s of
than the national average. Crackenthorpe and Roger Head Farm. AsS
Crachartume
< Two new junctions would be created to serve the ala -
What did we propose? villages of Bolton, Crackenthorpe and Long Marton. 0km 1
We proposed two upgrade options which would | PR ST &
divert the AB6 away from Crackenthorpe to the north, Duoics a

The preferred option

We have selected option H, the northern bypass Option H was the most popular at consultation with
furthest away from Crackenthorpe, for this section  72% (286) of the respondents to this question opting
of the A66. for the bypass furthest away from Crackenthorpe.

Option H is more resilient as there are diversions
available for when accidents happen. It will also
avoid an area of potential landslips and the remedial
works which may be required to mitigate this issue.

Option G would potentially have had an impact on
the River Eden and its floodplains, while Option H

will be routed away from nearby watercourses and
floodplains.

CUMBRIA

option H
(Roman Road
option)

Our chosen option allows for improved access to
Appleby by utilising the ‘old’ section of road and
provides better opportunities for crossing facilities
for walkers, cyclists and equestrians.

Option H also has less impact on landowners as it
follows a natural feature which marks the boundary

s % ey ]
of many properties. W e M srorgysgee [ Srogy asagee
B oontknow Tendwagee I e asagre
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Appleby to Brough

There is a 5-mile section of single carriageway on this
section with six junctions providing local access to
Sandford, Warcop, Flitholme and Great Musgrave.

These local access junctions present safety issues
where vehicles are attempting to join the main
highway which is a single lane operating at a
higher speed. Drivers can also find themselves

in a vulnerable position when attempting to slow
and leave the A66, especially when turning right.
Changes in speed limits also create potential
accident spots. The road in this section suffers from
poor alignment.

This area suffers from high
accident levels and speed limits
have already been reduced from
60 mph to 40 mph. The route
carries approximately 14,600
vehicles per day, 30% of which

are HGVs.

What did we propose?
We presented just one option to improve this
section of the A66.

Only one option was viable for this section because
five other options have been discounted due to
impacts on the AONB, the Warcop Roman Camp,
the local environment and the Eden Valley railway.

Option |

The current carriageway between Café 66 and
Wildboar Hill would be widened and utilised as
the eastbound carriageway and a new westbound
carriageway would be constructed directly to the
south of the current A66.

Between Wildboar Hill and the Brough Bypass
a completely new dual carriageway would be
constructed directly to the south of the current
A66. The existing road would then be used for
local access and pedestrians, walkers, cyclists
and horse riders.

New culverts (tunnels) would divert streams under
the road at Moor Beck and Lowgill Beck. A new
junction and bridge would provide access from
the new road to Warcop.

Access to the proposed route from local roads
would be limited to junctions at Flitholme, Landrigg,
Sandford and Warcop which would make this
section much less accident-prone. The existing
A66 between Moor House and Turks Head would
become part of the local road network for safer
local access to nearby villages, especially for
pedestrians, walkers, cyclists and equestrians.

This option reduces the impact on the AONB to the
north of the current A66 and provides continued
access for local communities during construction.

The new dual carriageway will connect back into
the existing A66 at Brough bypass.

The preferred route: option |

% Neth Pemrines Aexa of - Options location ma
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|- °

Ares of Outstanding Natural Besuty

The preferred option
As only one route was proposed for this section,
option | will be taken forward to the design phase.

Almost 75% of the respondents to this question
agreed that option | was a good solution to issues
in this section. A further 16% did not express an
opinion

option |
(online)

=
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Bowes Bypass

This is a 1.9-mile, single carriageway sectionwhich
is sandwiched between dual carriageway sections
to the east and west. A key feature of this section
is the junction with the A67 which is currently only
accessible to traffic to and from the west.

East-bound traffic approaching may not be aware
that one lane at this junction is used for the A67
which reduces capacity and also leads to last-
minute lane changes and slowing traffic on the
A66 which present safety issues.

This section carries approximately
16,300 vehicles per day, 24% of
which are HGVs.

What did we propose?
We presented just one option for improving this
section of the AB6.

There is only one proposal at Bowes because the
village had already been bypassed by a single
carriageway route in 1983. Options were also
constrained by existing bridges at Clint Lane and
at the A67.

Option J

We are proposing to widen the carriageway to the
north of Bowes village and between Clint Lane
Bridge and the junction for the A67 where a new
eastbound slip road junction would be designed.

After the A67 junction we are proposing fo use
the existing carriageway for westbound traffic and
construct a new eastbound carriageway north of
the current road. This will require new or extended
bridges to be built.

Two new eastbound slip roads will be built,
providing access to and from the A67 and
the village of Bowes. This would require the
demolition of some derelict buildings and
neighbouring barn structure.

The Roman Road known as The Street will be closed
and access between Bowes village and the A66

instead provided by the upgraded Bowes junction,

making access to the A66 safer for local fraffic.

The preferred route: option J

[y ——" =8

Options location map
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The preferred option
As only one option was proposed for this section,
option J will be taken forward to the design phase.

76% of the respondents to this question agreed
that option J was a good solution to issues in this
section. A further 21% did not express an opinion.

3
option J
(online)
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et P Bl e Options location map

For this section of the A66, we have selected option  Option K was the most popular with respondents at

K, the southern bypass. consultation with 176 respondents fo this question
voting in favour of the southemn bypass. This equates

We selected option K because it does notimpact 15 56% of respondents.

on the setting of St Mary's Church or require

the demolition of the Old Rectory. The section

of the A66 would also allow HGVs to easily travel

in both directions on the A66 via the new all

movement junction.

option K
(offline)
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Stephen Bank to Carkin Moor

There are 4-miles of single carriageway in this
section of the A66 and, while the road is relatively

t, it rises and falls in areas, causing visibility
issues and forcing HGVs to accelerate to navigate
steep inclines.

Multiple access points present safety issues where
vehicles are attempting to join a single lane at
high speeds. Drivers can also find themselves in
avulnerable position when attempting to slow and
leave the A66, especially when turning right.

This section carries approximately
17,100 vehicles per day, 27% of
which are HGVs.

What did we propose?

A new dual carriageway at Stephen Bank, followed
by three different options that consider the impact
on Fox Hall Inn, Mainsgill Farm and the Carkin Moor
scheduled monument.

All the options would incorporate the dualling of
the current AB6 between Stephen Bank and West
Layton broadly following the line of the existing road.

Option M

After West Layton, we proposed a new dual
carriageway to the south of the existing A66 and
the properties at Fox Hall and Mainsgill Farm. It
would re-join with the AB6 at Carkin Moor Farm
beyond the scheduled monument.

A new junction and bridge at New Lane would
also be required to provide access to the new
AB6 for several properties and the villages of
East and West Layton and Ravensworth. Several
underpasses would be created to maintain land
access and public rights of way.

28

Option N

After West Layton, we proposed a new dual
carriageway to the north of the existing A66 and
the properties at Fox Hall and Mainsgill Farm. This
would re- join the current alignment of the ABE at
Carkin Moor Farm.

A new junction and bridge on Moor Lane would
provide safe and easy access to the old A66, the
villages of East and West Layton and Ravensworth
and the Mainsgill Farm shop.

The new dual carriageway is expected to re-join
the AB6 just after Mainsgill Farm and therefore
requires the widening of the road through the
scheduled monument.

Option O

This option follows the same route as option M as
far as New Lane where it diverts north to avoid
Mainsgill Farm shop.

A new eastbound junction at Fox Hall would
provide local access to the old A66 and West
Layton. New Lane would be realigned to
connect with the new A66 to provide access for
Ravensworth.

This proposed route would continue in a northerly
direction to a new junction at Moor Lane to
provide access from Mainsgill Farm and the
former ABE.

The new dual carriageway would re-join the AB6 just
after Mainsgill Farm therefore requiring the widening
of the road through the scheduled monument.

The preferred route: option N

Options location map
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The preferred option
We have chosen option N, the northern bypass
to improve this section of the ABE.

We selected option N because this route
maintained the line of the A6 through the
scheduled monument at Carkin Moor. Option
N also presented better options for utilising the
detrunked section of the AG6 to allow safe and
easy access to local villages and facilities.

We sought advice from Historic England around
the options in this area due to the importance of
the scheduled monument. Their view was that
the known impact of carefully widening the road
through the monument was preferable to the
impacts on potentially unknown archaeological
assets of constructing a new road to the south.

The northern bypass option M was the most
popular at consultation with 179 people voting in
favour of this option. This represents 51% of the
respondents to this question.

option N

(northern bypass)
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A total of 2,333 people attended the

Response to the public consultation
exhibitions and we received 854

We held a public consultation between 16 May
and 11 July 2019 where we presented our outline

Atotal of 2333 people attended the exhibitions and
we received 854 responses to the consultation.

responses to the consultation.

teretetereteteretererenetetererererenete
tretetetetereteteretetereteteretetereiet
teteteteretereterererenetetetetererenete
treteteteteteteteretetereteteteteterenes

options for improving the A66. We also conducted
an enline consultation. This included options for
dualling the sections of single carriageway aleng
the AG6 and improvement works for the Kemplay
Bank roundabout at Penrith. In tofal, there were 15
different options for respondents to comment on.

We held 21 events in local areas along the route
during the consultation. We engaged with key

Atotal of 394 were received as paper response
forms, 375 via the online response form, 84
responses were received by email and 4 as posted
correspondence.

The public response to our proposals was
averwhelmingly positive with 92.5% of 769
respondents being in favour of dualling the

stakeholders to seek their views, such as local remaining single carriageway sections of the AG6.

authorities, parish councils, ward representatives,

T T T T T Y
T T T T T T T Y N Y

The following table shows the number of pecple
who agreed with each of the route options

landowners, local residents and road users. Since

 TITIYITIYITIYIg QAL IIYITIYEIL] oo oo foatons  Presentedat consutaton.“The optons highiighted
TYIYYITITITY Iy e o Eiorment gy Nt Enland 2% SRS P il i vl o
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prateitiots [N 1114114

1'1’*""*1‘**‘ Crfdl'.lallinglhi? remaining ’I‘*f*“‘*‘i"* Route section Route option | Number of respandents who stated ‘strongly agree’
ITTITYIIININ  croecarcoovay — SERERRIVITE e . e et open
(SIXSXIIRRAIN  andscotohComer AEEEIRIEILLN. z @

trerererenenen. SIIIIIIIITILL) e - -
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Note: Mot all of tha 760 pecple who completad the responsa form, respondad to evary question.
Further information about the consultation, the responses and how we'll consider tham can ba sean in our Consultation Report

Thanks to everyone who took part SIS SuRbls on 19 prescl ekl (See page 52 for )

Your views are important and help shape the project.
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What happens next?

Now we have announced the preferred route, we
will carry out further surveys and investigations to
help us design the project in more detail. These
surveys and investigations will also be vital in
providing information for our assessments which
will underpin our future consultations and our
subsequent DCO application (see below). As part of
this work, you may notice some activity in the area.

We plan to consult on the design of the road and
the junctions at a later date giving you a further
opportunity to share your views with us.

Application for a Development

This project is classed as a Nationally Significant
Infrastructure Project (NSIP) under the Planning Act

2008. This means that we are required to make an  Following the examination, the Examining Authority

application for a Development Consent Order (DCO)
to obtain permission to construct the project.

The timeline shows the different stages in this
process. Following a further consultation on

the design, we will prepare an application for a
Development Consent Order that will include an
Environmental Statement.

In the meantime, we will continue to engage with
our stakeholders and the local community to help
us refine the design before inviting the public to
submit further feedback.

Throughout the process we will keep listening and
talking to everyone with an interest in the project.
There will also be regular updates and information
on our website highwaysengland.co.uk/a66-

northem-trans-pennine/

Consent Order (DCO)

The application will be made to the Planning
Inspectorate, who will examine the application.

will make a recommendation to the Secretary of
State for Transport, who will decide whether the
project will go ahead.

Project timeline

Project
commenced

T

Options
shortlisting

Options
identification

Find out more

Find out more about the DCO process on the Planning Inspectorate's website:
http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk
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