Minutes of the Meeting of the Parish Council
Thursday 11™ March 2021 — Zoom meeting due to Covid-19

Present: Mrs. J. Sakne (JS), Mrs. J. Lloyd (JL), Mr. J. Towse (JTSE), Rod Smith (RS), Mrs. P. Gardner
(PG), Mr. J. Towers (JT), Sara Butler (SB), Hannah Wallington (HW)
Apologies: Mr. P. Norris (PN)
Also Present: Joanna Castaldi, Michael Fox, Rod Gardner (RG) Chris Tingh, UU Third Party Co-
ordinator (CT), Owen Newton, Principal Civil Engineer for UU, Design Lead for this section (ON),
Steve Ingram, Planner working for LCC dealing with the planning applications for HARP(SI), David
Watson, Strategic Development Engineer at LCC Highways (DW).

The Minutes of the Meeting of the Parish Council held on the 11*" February 2021 were read,

confirmed and signed after the meeting by Ms. Sara Butler (Chairman)

76. The Haweswater Aqueduct Resilience Programme (HARP)
The necessary parties were emailed with HPC concerns surrounding HARP prior to the parish
meeting. CT led the presentation on behalf of UU detailing the plans for HARP specifically in the area
of Hornby and Wray. The background of the project can be viewed on the United Utilities HARP
website https://harpconsultation.co.uk/bowland/
There will be concentrated working areas one at the Lower Houses Compound and the other at the
Satellite Compound in Hornby. The sites will consist of staff and welfare, surface water
management, environmental management, storing of material and parking etc. Having these
working areas in rural settings is a key challenge for UU. The satellite compound in Hornby will help
manage the traffic movement between site and negotiating the local roads.
UU recognise that they will be using larger vehicles i.e. heavy good vehicles and some abnormal
loads that aren’t really suited for country roads. CT ran through UU’s proposed routes for these
vehicles to the Lower Houses site. They are proposing that the majority of the traffic will loop round
to the site via a one-way system to avoid / minimising the risk of two vehicles meeting head on and
to prevent having to reverse. It could be up to 8 vehicles an hour at peak times so roughly a large
vehicle every 10 minutes.
CT discussed UU’s key proposals to manging the traffic including the satellite compound. The idea is
that it will bring a number of befits including parking for staff working at Lower Houses. They would
use a bus to get staff from Hornby Satellite Site to the Lower Houses Site to reduce the amount of
overall traffic especially the number of smaller vehicles having to use the road from Hornby to Wray.
Also gives UU the ability to manage larger vehicles, also extra control over timings i.e., some drivers
may arrivie over the night, they will be able access the Satellite Site as somewhere to go and a park
up. However, it is UU plan that most vehicles will go around the longer looped route (the one-way
system). But there will be some vehicles that are abnormal loads such as carrying pipes or crains and
due to them having trouble negotiating the one-way system they will need to come down through
the B6480. These vehicles will be managed and escorted with specialist companies with a vehicle
driving ahead to make sure it is clear, there will also be an escort vehicle behind. This may happen
during the night-time for less disruption.
UU are proposing to work between 7 am and 7pm Monday to Friday, 7am — 1pm on Saturday, no
Sunday working. Although there may be times when they may need to work through the night.
ON discussed how UU have assessed the roads using a variety of techniques such as computer
modelling by driving the routes virtually with the type of vehicles they will be using, also a real-world
drive though with a real-life HGV with Lancashire Highways in attendance has also been carried out.
This allowed UU to develop potential mitigation measures where there are issues on the road
network. UU have plans to widen areas of the road on the B6480 to deal with the pinch points,
narrow sections or areas of limited visibility. Generally, they will be within the highway boundary
using techniques such as verge hardening and making sure there is sufficient width. UU are
beginning now to start to consult with the landowner about these works. This will form a
construction phase traffic management plan which UU are developing for submission into LCC which




will detail how it will work. He admitted that there is still a lot of them to work through and is a work
in progress.

JTSE highlighted that there are houses at Butt Yates and Lunesdale Court along the B6480 that need
to be connected to Hornby village amenities and that there are a number of people worried about
the impact of the project on their walk to the village and people cycling locally too.

JC added that at Lunesdale Court there are children who need to walk along this section of the road
to the village to catch school busses etc. The speed reduction signs are ignored on this road as
people are legally allowed to drive at 60 mph. She suggested that ideally, a speed limit reduction is
required on this section of the road anyway but especially now this project is on the horizon. Her
feeling is that as there hasn’t been a fatality yet, nothing has been done. JC acknowledged that this
work has to be carried out and these vehicles have to get there but real consideration has to be
given to this section of the road. Butt Yates junction needs to be visited by UU to fully understand
the dangers of this road.

ON acknowledged these points and appreciated that perhaps an onsite visit would be necessary. UU
have collected speed surveys at certain section, but he does not believe they have on for that
particular section of the road. Speed control is something that they do look at, but it is making sure
that it works and not just a token gesture.

PG pointed out about the road surface quality being extremely poor. Currently the junction is a stop
junction however, as the road surface is so poor LCC will not put the road markings on to say stop. If
there are planning on coming past this junction with large vehicles it will certainly need the correct
road markings on it. JC also commented that the busses also do pull in and out of this junction as
well and the slow right down to a near stop to do so, so large vehicles are turning from an almost
standstill.

It was highlighted by MF that this section of the road is also not wide enough for two vehicles to
pass as if they need to reverse that will be even more dangerous. ON mentioned that they would
hope to design the traffic plan so that there is no risk of vehicles having to reverse at this point in the
road or anywhere else of this route, which is why UU have suggested a one-way system as the main
route.

SB asked for further clarification on what UU mean by road widening. ON said that it does vary at
locations. Essentially what they are trying to do ensure that the road width is sufficient for two
vehicles to pass and that might generally mean moving into the grass verge and hardening that and
making sure there is visibility through the hedge rows as well. They will be putting forward the detail
of each for these areas in the application. ON was not sure of the exact solution they had specified
at this location. This will be made public when UU put the application in to the local authorities.

JT commented that he has personal experience of driving large vehicles as he is a local farmer in the
section UU have labelled RWO2 he also walked this section for the purpose of this meeting. He
stated that there is no possibility of hardening the verge in this section as there is no verge. He also
highlighted that he did not think it would be safe for a project of this level. JT pointed out that the
HPC have a long-term goal of having a footpath from Lunesdale Court area to the village amenities.
He suggested that HPC could work with UU to talk to the landowners surrounding this section and
look to achieve the road widening and a footpath needed the other side of the hedges. JT wanted
UU to look at this as a possibility during these planning stages to firstly improve the safety for the
duration of the project but also with the additional long-term benefit for the village of a permanent
footpath.

RG commented that their house is the nearest house to the Butt Yates junction. They have a metre
of grass between their house and the B6480. In the last 12 months, they have had the core of their
house pinned due to the traffic and the vibrations cracked all the side of the gable end of the house.
He stated it is impossible to widen the road, other than like JT said to take part of the field.

CT commented that this information is really useful as UU are only now at the stage that they can
begin to look at this in real detail and looking into the practicalities and surveys of sites and how UU



can make the roads safe for those who live there, vehicles, cyclists and pedestrians. He noted that
there was potential opportunity for both the scheme and long term a footpath for the village.
PG commented that a site visit would be useful as UU will see that with the current traffic going
through vehicles are already having to mount the grass verges to get round the corner at Butt Yates.
The 1 metre of grass verge is also the only safety net they have between the road and their house.
JL questioned if traffic lights were an option. There was a brief discussion about perhaps traffic lights
could cause additional problems i.e., a stationary vehicle at the traffic lights could not be visible
around a bend. Also, vehicles stopped outside houses could cause further vibrations to houses.
ON agreed that the capacity for those roads and junctions are limited and he would not want to
cause a backup of traffic on the road. It is not something that they have looked into as a solution for
this project at the moment. He would like to visit the junction. HW to forward details of location to
ON.
RS commented that he would like UU to look at the speed reduction to 30 mph and an interactive
slow sign. He doesn’t think that traffic lights are a solution as people will potentially divert through
the centre of the village. He believes that long term traffic calming measures are needed not just for
this project and if funds are available to have a long-term footpath would be ideal.
ON admitted that these issues on this section of the road had not been highlighted to them before
and will be looking at it. UU will provide the details for the planning application and then the work
will go out to contract. The contractor will then be responsible for detailing the plan and fleshing out
the bones of the plan. There will at this stage be a highways forum which will be an opportunity for
communities to engage with the UU contractor so there will be a communication channel open.
JTSE also highlighted the Sustrans plans in early stages to extend the greenway cycle path that
currently ends at Bull Beck, through to or near to Hornby to Wray and on to Wennington. This is
potentially another opportunity if you are able to coordinate with them to potentially provide a
multiuse path as part of the broader solution to what we all recognise needs to get done somehow.
ON had actually spoken Sustrans this morning and flagged their plans to UU to ensure what UU are
doing won’t affect their proposals and to take them into consideration.
ON went on to discuss road conditions. The road conditions will be a big factor and will have a big
effect on vibrations and there is need for UU to look at the highways conditions from the start to
make sure it is up to scratch. UU will work with highways to make sure of this, this is part of UU
traffic management plan.
CT encouraged everyone to view the exhibition section to see the where the locations of the work
sites are and further information of the project. The exhibition area is currently also being updated.
UU are working towards submitting the planning application and full environmental impact
assessment to LCC in June 2021.
77. Matters arising from minutes
a. War / Memorial / Bench — prior to meeting HW'’s research was forwarded to councillors. As the
war memorial is not owned by HPC we do not have the authority to give permission to the
volunteers who have approached HPC for permission to clean it up. The war memorial charity
suggested that parish councils normally inherit the war memorial for maintenance. If HPC chose to
do this, we would be covered by the current public liability insurance. It was decided that HW would
contact the volunteers to explain the situation and if they wanted to go ahead this is fine, but HPC
are not currently in a position to give them permission to do so. HW to contact the insurance
company to make sure our insurance covers the War Memorial and Shelter going forward i.e., we
need to establish if it needs to be written into the document or perhaps, we covered as we are. HW
to establish how HPC goes about adopting the War memorial.
b. Gritting — It was decided that HPC would not take on gritting the pavements in the village as
limited to the number of people who could commit to carrying out the service.
78. Finance
a. Receipts

i. Interest: Reserve Account £0.05, Playground Account £0.08




b. Balances (as 05/02/21)
i Current Account £8,760.04
ii. Playground Account £10,033.11
iii. Reserve Account £6,375.87
c. Payments
i Clerk £220 / Expenses £16.91
ii.  Training — Clerk SLCC £144.00 / Chairmanship LALC £25.00
iii. Lengthsman — Dec Inv £15.00 / Jan Inv £31.25
d. Accounts outstanding
i Clerk -£220
ii. Lengthsman - £15.00
iii. LALC Subscription - £169.81
iv. Water Plus - £27.04
V. Mountain Rescue - £50.00
79. Planning
a. 21/0029/TPO - Park Cottage, Deer Park Lane, Hornby — intention to carry out works to trees. — no
comment
80.Playground
a. No Comment
81.Lengthsman Giles
a. Pollination Patches — HPC agree to 6 hours per year to be donated in time to the pollination
Patches within Hornby.
82. Highways
a Station Road Repairs — LCC are monitoring the road and it will be dealt with, no date for when.
83. Correspondence
a. Damaged Stile — depending on location Giles may be able to fix. HW to arrange.
b. Bridge Damage — Damage to the bridge foundations underneath the water, where rubbish has
come down the river when in flood. LCC are aware of it and are going to fix it.
¢. Rubbish on the B6480 — JT would like to organise a group litter pick. HW to contact Keith to
organise it together.
d. Mountain Rescue — asking for donations. HPC have in the past supported them and have agreed
to donate £50.
84. Reports
a. HVT — Unable to open until June as can only open for 6 for a drop in but too difficult. Julie at HVT
with her mum for 2 hours a day ringing around 30 people living on their own to keep in touch and
ok. Handing out about 50 meals a week for people who are in need of help / vulnerable. Plant sale
22 May in HVT car park. Murder Mysteries booked in for October 8. Jetsons offering to do
something too. Not everything finalised yet. Also, a lot of redecoration going on inside the institute
too.

It was agreed to meet in February via Zoom. The meeting will be open to the public with the log in
details on the agenda which will be displayed from the Monday prior to the meeting.
The meeting will be held on Thursday 8" April 2021 7pm

Chairman: Date:



