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1 The Thornthwaite survey 

Above Derwent Parish Council maintains a Parish Community Plan for each of Braithwaite, Portinscale, 

Thornthwaite and Newlands Valley. The plan for Thornthwaite was last compiled in 2012 and the Parish 

Council asked residents of Thornthwaite to review and update the Thornthwaite Village Community Plan and 

present it to the Parish Council. 

A small team of residents met to compile a set of questions for a new village survey and in early February the 

online survey was circulated to all Thornthwaite residents with an email address held by ADPC and residents 

emails already known to the team.  A link to the survey and printable versions were also made available on 

the ADPC website.  The survey was promoted to residents at village coffee mornings and informally as the 

opportunity arose.  In early March there was a leaflet drop to homes who had yet to respond to the survey 

and a total of 6 printed copies were provided to residents.  The survey closed on March 22.2019 having been 

extended from an initial deadline of February 28.2019. 

1.1 The team  

Members of the 2019 Thornthwaite Community Plan Team (in alphabetic order):  

Mike Cave, Sue Grant, Pat Highton, Brenda Kealey, Kim Purvis, Keith Teall, Lynda Teall 

1.2 Themes for the survey 

This survey included questions to residents on current issues for the village within the following themes:  

➢ The community 

➢ External organisations and influencers: LDNPA, Forestry England, National Trust and tourism 

➢ Village facilities 

➢ Getting around  

1.3  Collection of responses  

The online survey was hosted through Survey Monkey, a company specialising in online surveys.  Online 

responses were downloaded and paper copies transcribed and added to the online responses.   Some initial 

hiccups in the online survey were quickly rectified and ultimately 79 surveys were submitted reflecting the 

opinions of 82 residents. (3 responses specifically identified that each was a joint response).  A further 5 were 

received as paper copies. 

 

online surveys 

 

received numbers of 

residents 

represented 

79 82 

paper surveys 5 5 

total 84 87 

 

Fig 1  table of surveys received and residents  

          engaging with survey 

  count percentage 

total number 

registered on 

electoral role 

147  

residents 

represented in 

returned surveys 

87 59% 

 Fig 2  proportion of residents responding to survey 

 

A preamble was included to provide some context for each question.  Some residents expressed their concern 

that this information was biased.  We acknowledge this is potentially a valid criticism, however respondents 

were able to state their objections and their comments are included with all responses.  
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1.4 Methodology used to report the results 

1.4.1 Analysis of responses by question 

All of the percentages shown reflect the total number of respondents to that question. 

1.4.2 Action plan 

Each question has been ranked based on its importance to residents: 

HIGH               action required the responses suggest residents expect action to be taken by the Parish Council 

HIGH               action supported the responses suggest residents are looking for action by the Parish Council 

MEDIUM        action desirable action to these responses will be at the discretion of the Parish Council 

LOW                opinion divided No clear opinion between ‘yes’ and ‘no’ 

ADVISORY      residents’ view to inform future positions taken by the Parish Council 

Fig 3    ranking of questions based on survey outcomes and comments 

 

Comments for each question have been consolidated into key messages.  

The full list of anonymised comments can be found in Appendix B   Comments listed by question. 

 

1.4.3 The 2012 plan 

Historical commentary and other background detail is carried forward into this plan.  With thanks to the 

compilers of the 2012 plan. 

Achievements as a direct result of the 2012 survey included:  

➢ car park at St Marys church  

➢ purple refuse bags to collect recycling  

➢ additional gritting bins  

➢ wider publicity of the voluntary car service 

➢ monthly village coffee mornings  
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2 Thornthwaite village  

2.1 Thornthwaite’s history 

The Bronze Age has left some traces of human endeavour in this area, and it is possible that a Romano-British 

road must have come through the parish of Thornthwaite – the clearing with the thorn bushes from the 'old' 

Norse ‘thorn thveit’.  The village itself is probably well over 1000 years old, and was settled by families of 

Norwegians, whose kinsmen colonised Iceland in 874 A.D and probably arrived in our area about 900 A.D.  

The Norsemen were mixed farmers and the land around the settlement would probably have supported 

about 100 inhabitants and 10 farms.  In 1240 a small chapel of ease was provided for the settlers by Patrick 

de Workingham who owned the surrounding lands.  

There are some records of farming in the area, for example in 1578 there were four farms at Powter Howe 

alone. The settlement slowly extended upwards and deeper into the woods leaving the chapel alone amid 

the fields, but in 1652 a preacher was ordained to serve the parish and by 1746 money was found for a 

‘perpetual curate’ for the village. 

At one time Thornthwaite was a township in the Manor of Braithwaite and Coledale held by the Earl of 

Egremont and later by Lord Leconfield of Cockermouth Castle.  Lord Derwentwater took part in the Rebellion 

of 1715 and was captured and beheaded as a traitor.  His estates, including Thornthwaite, were given to 

Greenwich Hospital.  

By the eighteenth century the village population was growing fast, and there was a profitable lead mine, a 

bobbin mill, two woollen factories, and a saw-mill in Thornthwaite.  The Governors of Greenwich Hospital 

began a planting programme, and in 1814 when Thornthwaite Common was enclosed the whole of the area 

was designated for forestry.  

By 1840 the church was accommodating 180 people and had acquired a burial ground, and in 1853 the church 

we see today was built.  A pointer to the size of the population can be seen in the churchyard where in the 

nineteenth century extra land was acquired and consecrated three times.  The extensions can be mapped by 

the dates on the gravestones.  The first vicarage was at Hallgarth, but in 1845 Ladstock was purchased, and 

became the vicarage.  

The forest areas around Thornthwaite Common were the first to be planted by the Forestry England in 1919.  

The growth of the estate involved the displacement of four flocks of Herdwick sheep (about 1,600) and 

caused a certain amount of controversy in the local area.  In the 1940’s and 50’s there was even a hostel for 

the 100 or so workers.  

Although the village did not have its own railway, Braithwaite Station was a useful means of transportation 

both for passengers and freight, and was in use for over 100 years.  Pure lead from the Thornthwaite mines 

was loaded at Braithwaite for conveyance to all parts of the country.  

Until the last century there was a village hall (opposite the old garage), and also a shop (closed in the 1960’s) 

in the same area.  There was a Post Office (again closed in the 1960’s), and other services including 

blacksmiths when the mines were in operation.  There was also a thriving timber yard and sawmill. There 

were nine farms in the village – two at Lanefoot, one at Hallgarth, Croftlands, Beckstones, The Faulds, 

Thornthwaite Hall, Jenkin Hill, and Woodend.  

2.2 Thornthwaite today  

The village has a central cluster of homes with outlying dwellings including Lanefoot Farm, Hallgarth and 

Ladstock towards Braithwaite and Powter How, Wood End and Beck Wythop towards Cockermouth.  There 

are known to be 44 second homes or holiday lets, representing a significant proportion of houses in the 

village. 
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Today Thornthwaite village is seen as an active community, with social gatherings including coffee mornings, 

village events including meals, entertainment and quizzes.  The community supports organised village 

activities including charity events at various venues including the Thornthwaite Galleries, St Mary’s Church, 

Hallgarth Barn and, beyond the village, the Thornthwaite-Cum-Braithwaite Memorial Hall.  

Communication within the village is largely informal.  Sources of information available to most people 

includes the Parish News, the weekly edition of the Keswick Reminder and other regional papers.  Minutes 

of parish council meeting are published on the ADPC website and the clerk to the parish council maintains an 

email list to circulate notices such as local road closures.  

2.3 Getting about in the village 

On a typical day residents and visitors use the roads in the village to get to the Galleries, St Mary’s Church, 

Powter How, the bus stop, post-box and bottle bank.  

With no footpaths along the main road through Thornthwaite walking can be an issue when farm equipment, 

buses, cars and bicycles all pass regularly, particularly through the spring and summer months. 

Bridleways and footpaths, some alongside the becks, provide safer places to walk and exercise dogs.  Popular 

routes pass through Whinlatter to Braithwaite, into Whinlatter and up to the Visitor Centre and beyond to 

Barf and Lord Seat and Grisedale Pike. 

St Mary’s church is near the middle of the village, on a track towards Bassenthwaite Lake. There are monthly 

services on the second Sunday of the month.  In the absence of a central village meeting place, the church 

has been used as a meeting space. 

Thornthwaite is over 3 miles from Keswick public services and the infrastructure is vital to support the life of 

the village, giving access to shops, and services such as health care on a daily basis.  However some residents 

need to travel further for specialist health care so a good public transport system operating throughout the 

year is very important.  The parish magazine includes details of the voluntary car service, available to 

residents who cannot otherwise get to appointments or onwards transport links. 

Ample off-road parking exists near the Swan Hotel at Powter Howe and at the North end of the village where 

the road meets the A66 by the Lake.  Very little off road space exists in the middle of the village where there 

are more homes, the church and The Galleries. 

2.4 The environment 

Pride in the community has seen residents cleaning up litter and planting spring bulbs along the grass verges. 

Over the years this has helped make the village a popular place to live.  

The Whinlatter Forest and Visitor Centre is used extensively by both residents and visitors for walking, 

mountain biking (including specifically designed trails), the Go Ape Adventure Trail, children play areas etc. 

Those walking through Whinlatter are conscious of the many cyclists using the same routes.  One of the main 

attractions of the Whinlatter Centre over the summer months is the provision of a ‘real-time’ camera focused 

on the ospreys’ nest transmitting close up images of the chicks.  

As with all popular areas well used by locals and visitors there is a downside: the need for continued 

maintenance of roads and footpaths. Gritting bins are strategically positioned on roads in the village and a 

bottle bank is at the bottom of the road leading to the Galleries. 

Household waste is collected weekly, garden waste and recyclable material fortnightly, and a monthly 

collection of paper and cardboard.  
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2.5 Impact of tourism 

The area is dominated by its natural scenery including the views across to the Skiddaw Massive.  Tourism in 

Keswick and the surrounding villages, including Thornthwaite, remains the major industry without which 

most of the community would not thrive.  Thornthwaite has some bed and breakfast accommodation and 

numerous holiday cottages. The Galleries offers local art and crafts and light refreshments.   The other main 

employment is farming at the 3 working farms, Wood End, Lanefoot, Low Garth Farm.  Wood End is a dairy 

farm while the other two raise sheep on land within Thornthwaite. 

 

3  Household analysis 

The survey was circulated to residents and owners paying council tax.  Thornthwaite is the main home for 

the majority of residents. 

      

In 2012 there were just over sixty resident homes in Thornthwaite, representing 50% of the total number of 

homes.  In 2019 that percentage remains largely the same. 

There are approximately 110 houses in the village of which 44 are known to be holiday lets or second 

homes.   Several holiday-let properties are also sub-divided into multiple units. 
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3.1 Action required 

The following six issues stood out as important for the Parish Council to take forward on behalf of residents.  

 

3.1.1 Community 

Question 20 Is providing low cost or affordable housing important for the future of 

Thornthwaite? 

Affordable housing is seen as important for the future of the community, both to stabilise the number of 

residents in the village and increase diversity by providing housing for younger people and families.  

Compared to the response to the 2012 survey, support for affordable homes has more than doubled.   

Sites and financing will need to be identified and consideration given to objections to development raised by 

some residents.  LDNP has a track record in Thornthwaite of not approving applications for affordable housing 

which ought to be challenged should suitable sites become available.  One suggestion made was ‘to use the 

land that is planned for the gondola base station as it appears that is available’!  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Action recommended to Parish Council  

Parish Council works with the Community Land Trust and other organisations to ensure affordable 

housing can be provided in Thornthwaite to bring younger people into the village 

  

We need more young 

people and children for a 

more balanced community 

Affordable housing 

should be provided in 

larger communities 

There is too much 

building as it is 
Occupancy restriction 

must be enforced 

Help alleviate the 

‘older’ community bias 

Enhance the sense of 

community in the village 
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3.1.2 Village facilities 

 

Question 15 Should the Parish Council be pressing for Allerdale Borough Council to continue 

funding street lighting in the village? 

Question 16 Would you pay more council tax to the parish council to keep street lights on in 

Thornthwaite? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Concerns mainly focussed on safety moving around the village.  Existing ‘footway’ lighting is costly to run and 

in need of significant maintenance which ABC is not willing to undertake.   Modern lighting would be more 

efficient, reducing light pollution and running costs.  Street lighting, on the road through the village, is 

provided by Cumbria County Council and is currently not affected. 

Significantly fewer residents, only 52%, would support an increase in the parish precept to retain lighting, 

and would be dependent on how much it will cost.  Would there be a corresponding reduction in council tax?  

Residents in Beck Wythop pointed out they have no street lighting.  

 

 

 

Action recommended to Parish Council  

➢ Challenge the Allerdale Borough Council decision 

➢ Consult residents if any increase to Parish precept for ‘footway’ lighting is proposed 

  

As a disabled person I would 
find it very difficult to move 

around the village, either to go 
to the bus stop or visit friends… 

the village roads are uneven 
and full of potholes that I could 

trip in without sufficient 
lighting.  I would be unable to 

leave the house after dark. 
 

most people in the village have 

cars …… But people do walk 

from house to house around 

the village and if lighting 

disappeared it would certainly 

make the village 'appear' less 

safe and hence people may be 

forced to stay in. 

Supporter of Dark Skies 

Having NO footpaths 

in our village means 

street lighting is 

extremely important 

and a safety issue 

This is discriminating 

[against] the people 

who live in rural areas 

 

I'm happy to use a torch 

when I go out at night 
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3.1.3 Getting around 

 

Question 26 Do you think there should be a footpath, separate from the road, the length of 

the Thornthwaite loop off the A66? 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Seen as improving safety for residents and visitors.  Affordability and the route a path would take were 

raised as issues  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Action recommended to Parish Council  

Work with the National Park and highways authorities to provide an off-road path 

  

some of the bends are blind 

and tourists walking from the 

campsite in Thornthwaite to 

Braithwaite are at risk 

providing footpaths is only 

nannying individuals who should 

follow the highway code 

I often run along the road and 

don’t feel in danger from traffic  we can [then] consider 

walking to Braithwaite and 

Keswick 

There’s a 'walkers in road' sign.  

Could it have a 'Beware on 

bends' banner underneath? 

It would make walking safer - recent 

surfacing of the road has largely 

removed the escape-verges 
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Question 12 Would you support adding a new footpath from St Mary's to Jenkin Hill or 

Powter How? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Supported by residents.  More detail would address concerns raised by some residents as comments 
indicate the idea of a proposed footpath has been conflated with views on the Powter How cycle path and 
the possibility of a footpath between Braithwaite and Beck Wythop. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Action recommended to Parish Council  

Discuss with Highways England and the National Park 

  

There’s an existing track for 

at least part of the route.  It 

could lead to a decent circuit 

for people not able to tackle 

slopes or with mobility aids. 

proximity to the noisy 

A66 could detract 

greatly from enjoyment 

of the route 

provide a different view 

of the hills and village 

Any new footpath is a bonus 

As long as it is a designated footpath 

with clear signs excluding cyclists 

yes
73%

27%
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Question 22 Should there be more traffic calming? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Traffic calming measures that were supported included electronic speed signs and rumble strips, and 

extending the speed limit, but the village does not want speed bumps installed. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Action recommended to Parish Council  

Raise again with Cumbria County Council and the Police to have electronic speed signs installed as a 

first phase 

  

I've watched a Stobart truck 

come through at well over 

50mph.  Someone will get 

killed!   

only a major problem 

when the road is used as 

a diversion when A66 is 

closed?  This is not often 

Safe footpaths are the 

better solution.  Any 

obstructions on the 

road, unless properly lit, 

will cause accidents 

Install electronic speed 

signs, they work 

 

40 mph should apply along 

the whole length of the road  
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3.1.4 Impact of the Forestry England 

 

Question 14 Are you satisfied with the current management by the Forestry England of the 

forests around Thornthwaite?   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The Parish Council has previously made strong representations to the FC about the mess and it also got the 

MP involved who promised some action.  The FC response is that this is a normal way forests are left after 

harvesting.  However the state of the hillside and the complete lack of consultation drew much criticism from 

residents.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Action recommended to Parish Council  

➢ Convince the Forestry England to take engagement with the community seriously 

➢ Remind Forestry England that the original forestry planting was on undamaged fellside and if they 

do not plan to replant then the open areas should be restored to their original condition    

  

The Forestry have 

mishandled/ignored the 

forest around 

Thornthwaite for 20 years 

It's lovely to have the 

views across 

Bassenthwaite back 

The deer and squirrels 

have gone 

 

I'm not aware of any 

consultation with 

Forestry England and 

neighbours 

The place looks like a 

disaster area.  By clear 

felling conifers in the 

Ravine many mature 

broadleaf trees have been 

lost to wind strike 

 

no effort put into 

tidying/landscaping 

the felled areas.  The 

result - an eyesore! 
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3.2  Feedback for the Parish Council 

A number of questions were asked specifically about the perceived impact of other organisations on 

Thornthwaite including LDNPA and the Forestry England, tourism generally and the proposed round-

Bassenthwaite cycle route over National Trust land as it affects Powter How.    

This feedback is intended to inform positions taken by the Parish Council in discussions with these 

organisations. 

 

 

3.2.1 Impact of LDNPA 

 

Question 7 Do you support the proposals for the Keswick showcase area? 

This was a general question aimed at getting a ‘gut feeling’ from the community.  The overall impression was 

not supportive.  It is of interest that this is the opposite of the overall support LDNPA reported. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The revised Draft Local Plan removed reference to ‘showcase areas’ however, as the LEP was the originator 

of this concept, the principle remains in the document.   Thornthwaite residents tended to focus on the 

inappropriateness of proposing a gondola and that relaxing planning permissions would encourage similar 

planning applications.  Concern was also expressed that continuing to increase tourism risked damaging the 

very reason, ‘the beauty and peace of the area’, that visitors come to the Lake District.   Residents also doubt 

there will be any benefit for Thornthwaite ‘and, instead, will be a detriment’. 

 

 

Feedback to Parish Council  

Residents strongly recommend the Parish Council opposes the principle of showcase areas  

  

.. only .. [if] .. bring jobs 

and money into the area  

[and] benefit local 

residents … without 

causing undue damage to 

the environment 

.. [visitors] come .. because 

of what we already have 

NOT because of what we 

haven’t got 

Am I against loosening 

planning regulations?  

Yes.  Am I against 

improving traffic flows 

around and through 

Keswick?  No 

       

AONB, UNESCO heritage 

site. Not a theme park 
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Question 8 Do you support the development of a gondola and base station in Thornthwaite?  

 

 

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The proposed gondola ride was described variously as inappropriate, detrimental to the village, not a true 

solution to traffic problems in Braithwaite, a tourist attraction masquerading as a ‘sustainable transport 

solution’ and damaging to the natural landscape. 

Separately the NoGo Gondola group has already successfully campaigned to have specific references to a 

gondola ride removed from the Revised Local Plan although this does not guarantee the scheme will not be 

revisited at a later date.  The group contends that a gondola would run contrary to the principles set out by: 

➢ the 1995 Environment Act 

➢ the Sandford Principle 

➢ The National Parks Planning Framework 

➢ the UNESCO World Heritage Status 

 

 

Feedback to Parish Council  

The Parish Council has the support of the community to oppose a gondola or similar in the Above 

Derwent parish area 

  

A ridiculous proposal 

engendered by mostly 

commercial and business 

concerns to make money out 

of a beautiful unspoilt area 

Obviously more foot and 

bicycle type traffic, but 

café facility and bike 

hire is never a bad thing 

It is not in keeping with 

conservation / natural 

beauty of a National 

Park and UNESCO site 

 

The scheme has not 

been thought through 

 

Thornthwaite is .. not the place to 

locate a Gondola or any other form 

of ‘Attraction’ designed to cater for 

coachloads of ‘International 

Tourists’.  Visitors come here 

because it’s peaceful. If they need 

noise and excitement they should 

head to Windermere or Blackpool 

The [proposal] is .. dishonest 

..  It shows the base station as 

an isolated plot of land 

adjacent to the northern 

boundary of Ladstock Hall 

without any access 
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3.2.2 Impact of tourism 

 

Question 9 Do you think the proposed development of the Whinlatter Forest Centre will have 

a positive impact on Thornthwaite? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Positive impacts were identified – getting people outdoors: walking and cycling – and being in close proximity 

to Whinlatter.  Concern focussed on ensuring the Forestry England consults and engages with the community 

and the potential for overspill of increased traffic to Whinlatter and roadside parking affecting Thornthwaite. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Feedback to Parish Council  

➢ The Parish Council takes an active role in the development and implementation of the master plan 

as set out in the Revised Draft Local Plan 

➢ Ensures there is no negative impact on the community 

  

there must be a requirement 

to consult and engage with 

the community first 

Anything which takes place 

within the forest will not 

impact on Thornthwaite. 

it would benefit the village in a 

way that it would be more 

attractive to tourists and the 

village in general would 

become more alive 

inevitably there will be a 

traffic and pedestrian 

overspill onto the road 

Am I against any kind of development 

at Whinlatter? No.  I am against the 

wrong sort of development - a gondola 

being an example 

 

The Braithwaite 

narrows has to 

be fixed 

 

Cycles and 

pedestrians 

don't mix 
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Question 10 Will the village be adversely affected by congestion caused by an increased 

number of events in Whinlatter? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Residents would like to see that permission to hold major events at Whinlatter Forest is subject to the 

provision of adequate measures to manage the impact of participants and spectators on the surrounding 

area by event organisers and the Forestry England in discussion with the local community.    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Feedback to Parish Council  

Parish Council proactively engages with Cumbria County Council Highways and Forestry England to 

establish what traffic management actions will be expected of the Forestry England and event 

organisers in the future 

  

The responsibility and cost of 

managing the visitors should 

definitely be on the Forestry 

England and the Event 

Organisers, including marshalling 

and repairing any damage. 

I don't think it is a negative to 

have visitors coming to see 

interesting activities going on. It 

adds life and energy 

Are more events that lead to 

parking congestion in Thornthwaite 

a bad thing? Yes.  If better traffic 

management led to minimal 

congestion in Thornthwaite, would 

I like to see the Tour of Britain 

come over Whinlatter again? Yes.  

 

people will not pay to 

park the high prices 

charged [so] they will 

park on the roads 

causing chaos 

 

chaos and noise the Malcolm Wilson 

Rally caused and the reckless and 

irresponsible driving on the public roads  

 

chaotic and dangerous for 

all road users when the 

Tour de Britain was here   
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3.2.3 Getting around 

 

Question 13    Do you support the proposal for a new cycle path [at Powter How]? 

 

 

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

A cycle path was supported – a sustainable transport option, avoids the dangers of using the A66, family 

friendly.  But concern was expressed about the damage a path would cause to Powter How wood, cyclists 

sharing a footpath with walkers, dogs etc, the impact on the settlement at Powter How, and risks to walkers 

at the tunnel under the A66.  An alternative of a route via Peel Wyke has been suggested. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Feedback to Parish Council  

Parish Council engages with the National Park and Highways to be informed of proposals and seek 

changes where the local community has concerns 

  

against a cycle route through 

Powter How Wood because of 

wildlife, people and loose dogs 

Cycle paths are safe, clean, 

sustainable transport routes. 

This one sounds delightful 

for locals and visitors. 

the tunnel would be potentially 

dangerous and put walkers at risk 

Cyclists and walkers 

do not mix 

 

Its currently very dangerous to 

cycle past Bassenthwaite on 

the A66 so we never do it. This 

would be a great way to open 

access to cycle to Cockermouth 

for less confident cyclists 

 bikes.. haven't the manners 

to slow down. Their attitude 

is get out of my way or be hit 
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3.3 All other responses 

3.3.1 Community 

 

Question 5    Should the village have its own meeting space? 

Support for a dedicated village meeting space was very positive however many commented that both St 

Marys Church and the Braithwaite Institute are available to use.  Concern was expressed of the significant 

costs to acquire and construct a space and the funding needed to cover future running costs. 

The idea of a meeting space was also supported in 2012 (when a third of residents highlighted the need for a 

‘pub/shop/meeting place’) and by 2019 this support has significantly increased.  The 2012 action plan 

suggested utilising the parish church.  The church has and is undergoing a significant repair program that may 

have prevented progress.  By 2018 it was available to use and has been used by the community occasionally 

since the church was reopened. 

There were also suggestions as to why a meeting space would be good for Thornthwaite: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Recommendation to Parish Council  

Continue to explore possible opportunities to provide a meeting space 

  

Thornthwaite is very 

spread out. It would bring 

all ages in the village 

together making more of a 

community 

Must be within walking 

distance from the centre of 

the village 

 

A sense of community 

could be better developed 

if the village had a 

permanent, suitable venue 

With no local pub, a 

central meeting place for 

all residents would be 

beneficial 
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Question 27 Should properties subject to business rates be provided with the same bins as 

council tax payers to increase the amount of recycling? 

Recycling by visitors is anecdotally perceived as a problem and Allerdale Borough Council does not provide 

any recycling bins to holiday lets.  It was noted that management of kerbside waste and recycling appears to 

be more effective in other counties. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Recommendation to Parish Council  

➢ Parish Council liaises with Allerdale Borough Council to have both types of recycling bins, suitably 

labelled, issued at all properties in the village 

➢ To increase recycling, the Parish Council contacts letting agencies to request that owners of holiday 

lets provide indoor recycling bin(s) in addition to a general waste bin 

  

Holiday houses that I have rented 

have had ordinary domestic 

recycling bins/bags/boxes, with 

clear instructions as to their use.  

Why would a greater proportion of 

holiday makers than permanent 

residents get this wrong? 

 

Seems obvious to me. 

Shouldn’t everybody 

be encouraged to 

recycle? 
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3.3.2 Village facilities 

 

Question 6 Would you support a public charging point in the village if it was proposed? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Some confusion about how charging points will be used.  If public points are not funded then local businesses, 

perhaps The Galleries and B&B’s, should be encouraged to apply for the grants that are already available to 

subsidise the installation. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Recommendation to Parish Council  

Explore options with National Trust, Forestry England, Cumbria County Council and local business for 

suitable location(s) 

  

It's the future, a reason for 

not buying electric cars is the 

paucity of charging points 

 

easy to find in the village 

– in a car park? 

 

Grants are available for 

businesses to install 

 

Seems to be sensible 

looking ahead 

We have no suitable site 

and it would only 

encourage more tourists 

 

households will 

have their own 
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Question 17 Taking all services into account has the electronic infrastructure in the village 

improved sufficiently? 

Question 18 Which services need to improve? 

                            

                                                                             

 

Opinion is divided, however mobile reception remains a significant issue for the village where the signal 

from nearly all providers can be very poor or non-existent.   As one resident pointed out this is even more 

important for emergencies as there is no phone box, and where not all homes have a landline, or will have 

in the future.   And based on the feedback, broadband performance and freeview TV across the village also 

need to improve. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Recommendation to Parish Council  

➢ Accelerate installation of mast at the location near Braithwaite previously granted planning 

permission 

➢ Push for television, internet and mobile reception improvements 

  

8%

32%

33%

50%

13%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%

Landline

Internet

Television

Mobile reception

other services.....

services that should be improved
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Question 19 Would you support the village taking on land offered by the Forestry England? 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 

 

 

 

 

Some very positive thoughts about community land and its uses balanced by concerns.  Is it ‘a sweetener to 

pacify the villagers’, questioning the Forestry England’s motives?  Would there be enough residents 

prepared to take it on?  What liabilities would the village be taking on? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Recommendation to Parish Council  

Find out precisely what is being offered and, the liabilities, and consult further with residents 

  

a great opportunity for the 

village to manage areas 

around it for wildlife 

development, build 

community spirit and engage 

folk with nature 

This is unstable land and 

we would be responsible 

for draining etc. 

Nice idea in theory, but 

would it be maintained in 

the long term? A community orchard would 

be a welcome addition and 

utilise the land.  Damsons 

grow well in and around! 

an excellent community project 

- the sort of ‘showcase’ that is 

what the Lake District should 

really be getting behind 

age range of the village would 

prevent many helpers 

physically preparing, planting 

and maintaining these areas 



24 
 

Question 23 Would you pay more to the parish council to increase the maintenance 

undertaken by the lengthsman? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The role does not appear to be fully understood – ‘I don’t really know what the Lengthsman does so would 

need to be convinced that were getting good value for money before committing to more.’ Others thought 

he does a good job ‘but he does fight a losing battle against heavy rain-wash’. 

Several locations were identified where there are existing problems perhaps suggesting additional hours for 

the lengthsman would be beneficial. 

One constructive suggestion to offset additional costs incurred by the parish was for the community to help 

‘develop a community fund.  When events do visit - marshal, cook foods, create an atmosphere, make 

people pay for parking on fields, keeping them off the road – [to] create revenue to help pay for all these 

things’ 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Recommendation to Parish Council  

Raise the profile of the lengthsman to increase the understanding of his role in the parish 

  

He does an 

excellent job 

Little evidence of 

work undertaken 

 

what would the additional 

work / benefits be? 

To be aware of issues 

that may aggravate the 

likelihood of flooding 

 

it would be nice to have 

reports … in Parish mag as 

to what has been done 

A better reporting system as to his 

daily whereabouts and more details 

in the works done. He is well paid .. 

for his time - this is a week’s wage 

for many people in Keswick 
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Question 24 Would you support a renewable energy scheme in Thornthwaite if it benefitted 

the village? 

                               

 

 

 

 

                                                   

 

 

 

 

 

 

A supportive response but the entire village will expect to benefit from any scheme. Several caveats were 

raised about the environmental impacts and the choice of renewable energy scheme.  The level of support 

is unchanged since 2012 when there was 80% support. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Recommendation to Parish Council  

Continue to explore opportunities 

Renewable energy is 

important for our future 

definitely no to anything 

that will spoil the natural 

landscape 

Providing it had minimal 

environmental impact 

Depending on costs and 

location and technology 

chosen 

If it included Powter How & 

If it is extended to Beck Wythop 
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3.3.3 Getting around 

 

Question 11 Should bridleways be re-designated as footpaths? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

There is understandable concern around restricting access but conversely ‘pedestrians are rapidly becoming 

3rd class citizens and have to give way to everything’.  The LDNPA wants and supports Multi User Paths that 

may make changing any designations quite difficult.  

The track from Whinlatter down to Thornthwaite was identified specifically as an issue by several 

respondents where cyclists are then descending the road faster than cars.  Motorcyclists regularly ride the 

track behind Ladstock Hall. 

Some relevant definitions: 

Public Footpath is a highway over which the public have a right of way on foot only 

Bridleways are also footpaths, but additionally users are permitted to ride or lead a horse, and ride 

bicycles. Cyclists must give way to pedestrians and horse riders 

Restricted Byway is a highway over which the public have restricted byway rights. This includes a right 

of way on foot, on horseback or leading a horse and a right of way for vehicles other than mechanically 

propelled vehicles.  It does not include a right of way for motorbikes or cars 

BOAT, Byway Open to All Traffic, is a highway over which the public have a right of way for vehicular 

and all other kinds of traffic, but which is used by the public mainly for the purpose for which 

footpaths and bridleways are used 

Highway Maintainable at Public Expense includes many of the above and also what are commonly 

termed ‘roads’ as shown on the List of Streets held by Cumbria County Council 

Recommendation to Parish Council  

➢ Seek re-designation of the Whinlatter track into the road to Seldom Seen as a footpath 

➢ Seek re-designation of the track behind Hallgarth from an ORPA to a BOAT or bridleway to exclude 

motorised traffic 

the bridleway that 

descends from the forest 

track above the village to 

its exit at the top of the 

Ravine should be re-

designated as a footpath.  

It is dangerous mixing 

walkers and cyclists on this 

section of the bridleway  

The countryside is a 

shared resource 

They are designated 

public rights of way 

… verbally abused several times by 

cyclists and … told they are cycle 

paths and I should not be on them! 

people regard [bikes] as a 

threat. They must not be 

allowed into areas such as 

Powter How wood. 
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Question 21 Are you satisfied with the state of the roads in and through the village? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Earlier this year, but after the survey opened, the road running thru the village was completely resurfaced and 

drainage issues addressed.  This was very welcome, however many other roads in the village remain in a poor 

state of repair.  

One respondent observed ‘the surfaces break up too easily and they are often dangerous, certainly to cycle 

on and for the disabled to walk on’, adding to gravel on the roads as there is no road sweeping. 

Another commented ‘with the main road resurfaced the poor state of the other roads such the upper road 

past Thwaite Hill Hotel and on up the Ravine is plain to see’. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Recommendation to Parish Council  

Raise with Highways England 

 

What about a B&B/Hotel 

sign on the A66 

Turning off the A66 

at Woodend is 

under-lit 

Footpaths needed 

Pedestrian safety along the 

road to Braithwaite … is an 

accident waiting to happen  

 

The main road …recently 

resurfaced .. appears to 

have been done well 

At Beck Wythop the 

road still hasn't been 

repaired since Desmond  
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Question 25 Is parking in the village a problem? 

     

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Although this was not seen as a significant issue by residents there were plenty of observations about 

problem parking in the village.   Parking can be difficult when there is a funeral at St Mary's or a large event 

being held at Whinlatter and in specific parts of the village.   Increased holiday let parking can also block 

access for other vehicles in some parts of the village. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Recommendation to Parish Council  

Resolve localised parking issues 

 

There is insufficient parking 

in the middle of the village 

but where to put it? 

I am not aware of 

parking causing a 

problem  

Inconsiderate parking by 

some visitors on the narrow 

lanes restrict access for 

emergency vehicles 

Thornthwaite was never 

designed for cars or car 

parking, and holiday lets 

add to this problem 

Tour of Britain experience 

shows, as always, they'll 

park anywhere when they 

want to 
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4 Thornthwaite action plan 

 theme and 
question         

text support 
yes      no 

action  owner timescale priority 

Community 5 Should the village have its own 

meeting space? 

73%  Continue to explore possible opportunities 

to provide a meeting space 

 

Community 

 

ongoing 

action 

supported 

20 Is providing low cost or affordable 

housing important for the future of 

Thornthwaite? 

72%  Work with the Above Derwent Community 

Land Trust and other organisations to ensure 

affordable housing can be provided in 

Thornthwaite to bring younger people into 

the village 

 

Parish 

Council 

 

by April 

2021 

 

action 
required 

27 Should properties subject to 

business rates be provided with 

the same bins as council tax payers 

to increase the amount of 

recycling? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

93%  ➢ Liaise with Allerdale Borough Council to 

have both types of recycling bins, suitably 

labelled, issued at all properties in the 

village 

➢ To increase recycling, contact letting 

agencies to request that owners of 

holiday lets provide indoor recycling bin(s) 

in addition to a general waste bin 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Parish 

Council 

 

by April 

2020 

 

action 
supported 
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 theme and 
question         

text support 
yes      no 

action  owner timescale priority 

Impact of 

LDNPA 

7 Do you support the proposals for 

the Keswick showcase area? 

 

 89% 

 

Residents strongly recommend the Parish 

Council opposes the principle of showcase 

areas 

 

Parish 

Council 

 

ongoing 

 

residents’ 
view 

8 Do you support the development 

of a gondola and base station in 

Thornthwaite? 

 91% 

 

The Parish Council has the support of the 

community to oppose a gondola or similar in 

the Above Derwent parish area 

 

Parish 

Council 

 

ongoing 

 

residents’ 
view 

Impact of 

tourism 

9 Do you think the proposed 

development of the Whinlatter 

Forest Centre will have a positive 

impact on Thornthwaite? 

 85% 

 

➢ Take an active role in the development 

and implementation of the master plan 

as set out in the Revised Draft Local Plan 

➢ Ensure there is no negative impact on the 

community 

 

Parish 

Council 

 

ongoing 

 

residents’ 
view 

10 Will the village be adversely 

affected by congestion caused by 

an increased number of events in 

Whinlatter? 

81%  Proactively engage with Cumbria County 

Council Highways and Forestry England to 

establish what traffic management actions 

will be expected of the Forestry England and 

event organisers in the future 

 

Parish 

Council 

 

ongoing 

 

residents’ 
view 

Impact of 

Forestry 

England 

14 Are you satisfied with the current 

management by the Forestry 

England of the forests around 

Thornthwaite? 

 

 76% 

 

➢ Convince the Forestry England to take 

engagement with the community 

seriously  

➢ Remind Forestry England that the original 

forestry planting was on undamaged 

fellside and if they do not plan to replant 

then the open areas should be restored 

to their original condition    

 

Parish 

Council 

 

ongoing 

 

action 
required 
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 theme and 
question         

text support 
yes      no 

action  owner timescale priority 

Village 

facilities 

6 Would you support a public 

charging point in the village if it 

was proposed? 

71%  Explore options with National Trust, Forestry 

England, Cumbria County Council and local 

business for suitable location(s) 

 

Parish 

Council 

 

by April 

2020 

 

action 
supported 

15 Should the Parish Council be 

pressing for Allerdale Borough 

Council to continue funding street 

lighting in the village? 

76%  Challenge the Allerdale Borough Council 

decision 

 

 

Parish 

Council 

 

ongoing 

 

action 
required 

16 Would you pay more council tax to 

the parish council to keep street 

lights on in Thornthwaite? 

52%  Consult residents if any increase to Parish 

precept for ‘footway’ lighting is proposed 

 

Parish 

Council 

 

ongoing 

 

opinion 
divided 

17 Taking all services into account has 

the electronic infrastructure in the 

village improved sufficiently? 

52%  ➢ To improve mobile signals, accelerate 

installation of mast at the location near 

Braithwaite previously granted planning 

permission 

➢ Press for television, internet and mobile 

reception improvements 

 

Parish 

Council 

 

by April 

2020 

 

opinion 
divided 

18 Which [electronic infrastructure] 

services need to improve?  

 

19 Would you support the 

village taking on [land offered by 

the Forestry England]? 

59%  Find out precisely what is being offered and, 

the liabilities, and consult further with 

residents 

 

Parish 

Council 

 

by April 

2021 

 

action 
desirable 

23 Would you pay more to the parish 

council to increase the 

maintenance undertaken by the 

lengthsman? 

62%  Raise the profile of the lengthsman to 

increase the understanding of his role in the 

parish 

 

Parish 

Council 

 

by April 

2020 

 

action 
desirable 
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 theme and 
question         

text support 
yes      no 

action  owner timescale priority 

24 Would you support a renewable 

energy scheme in Thornthwaite if 

it benefited the village? 

81%  Continue to explore opportunities such as a 

hydro scheme, solar panels on all properties 

in the village etc 

 

Community 

 

ongoing 

 

action 
supported 

Getting 

around  

11 Should bridleways be re-

designated as footpaths? 

58%  ➢ Seek re-designation of the Whinlatter 

track into the road to Seldom Seen as a 

footpath 

➢ Seek re-designation of the track behind 

Hallgarth from an ORPA to a BOAT or 

bridleway to exclude motorised traffic 

 

Parish 

Council 

 

by April 

2020 

 

action 
desirable 

12 Would you support adding a new 

footpath from St Mary's to Jenkin 

Hill or Powter How? 

73%  Discuss with Highways England and the 

National Park 

 

Parish 

Council 

 

by April 

2020 

 

action 
supported 

13 Do you support the proposal for a 

new cycle path [at Powter How]? 

51%  Engage with the National Park and Highways 

to be informed of proposals and seek 

changes where the local community has 

issues 

 

Parish 

Council 

 

by April 

2020 

 

residents’ 
view 

21 Are you satisfied with the state of 

the roads in and through the 

village? 

52%  The main road through the village has since 

been resurfaced.  Raise the condition of 

other roads in the middle of the village with 

Highways England 

 

Parish 

Council 

 

ongoing 

 

opinion 
divided 

22 Should there be more traffic 

calming? 

74%  Raise again with Cumbria County Council and 

the Police to have electronic speed signs 

installed as a first phase 

 

Parish 

Council 

 

by April 

2020 

 

action 
required 

25 Is parking in the village a problem? 

 

 72% 

 

Resolve localised parking issues Parish 

Council 

as necessary action 
desirable 
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 theme and 
question         

text support 
yes      no 

action  owner timescale priority 

26 Do you think there should be a 

footpath, separate from the road, 

the length of the Thornthwaite 

loop off the A66? 

79%  Work with the National Park and highways 

authorities to provide an off-road path 

 

Parish 

Council 

 

by April 

2020 

 

action 
required 

 

 

4.1 Ongoing reviews 

 

This report was presented to the Parish Council for approval at the October 2019 Parish Council meeting and the final version will be uploaded to the ADPC 
website. 

 

The intention is that this becomes a living document, that the action plan will be reviewed quarterly and updated as necessary to reflect progress and any issues 
that may be raised in the future.  To that end the first review will be scheduled for mid-January 2020. 
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5 Appendix A   The survey  

Resident / Homeowner / Business details  

First we need some details from you to confirm you are a Thornthwaite resident, homeowner or 
business: 

Q1       Your Name  

Q2       Your address, including postcode 

Q3       How many people live or work at this address   

Q4        This property is: 
 Your main home / Your second/holiday home / Your holiday let / A business / Other 

Village meeting space  

There currently is no public meeting space in Thornthwaite, unlike most of the surrounding villages.  If 

a suitable site for a space for around 30 people can be identified and developed it would be available 

for the village to use for such as: Parish Council meetings, council and MP surgeries, coffee mornings, 

U3A meetings, exercise sessions, small groups, remote office space, and a place for village notice 

board and electric charging point. 

Q5 Should the village have its own meeting space?  

There are not many public electric charging points in the National Park but in the future locations may 

be chosen. 

Q6 Would you support a public charging point in the village if it was proposed? 

Lake District National Park Plan  

The next draft of the Local Plan will be published in mid-March. The principle of showcase areas, of 

which Keswick is one, would appear to relax planning procedures within these areas.  Thornthwaite 

has been tagged onto the Keswick & Borrowdale Showcase Area!  The proposals for the development 

of a gondola base station in Thornthwaite and the associated expansion of the Whinlatter Forest 

Centre will most likely still be included. 

Q7 Do you support the proposals for the Keswick showcase area?  

Our responses to the proposed gondola and base station will inform the Parish Council, and potential 

developers, exactly what the residents, homeowners and businesses in Thornthwaite think.  A poll 

taken in Glenridding when a Zip Wire was proposed returned a significant majority against. This 

resulted in the developer withdrawing his application.   A gondola and base station in Thornthwaite 

would inevitably be accompanied by additional infrastructure. Ticket office, toilets, shop, car & coach 

parks, bus stops, café, bike hire etc. and a noticeable visual impact.  Traffic would likely increase 

significantly. 

Q8 Do you support the development of a gondola and base station in Thornthwaite? 

The Whinlatter effect  

The Forest Commission, who part-own and manage Whinlatter, is seeking to significantly expand the 

Visitor Centre to enhance the 'visitor experience' and greatly increase numbers of visitors. Inevitably 

this will increase traffic flows into Whinlatter.  If the gondola project goes ahead Thornthwaite will 

become much busier and congested with random parking, extra cars, coaches, bikes, motorbikes, buses 

etc, making it more dangerous for the increased numbers of pedestrians, dogs, buggies and children 

using the road that doesn't have a footpath. 

Q9 Do you think the proposed development of the Whinlatter Forest Centre will 

have a positive impact on Thornthwaite? 

Whinlatter Forest hosts big events but does not proactively manage the extra people and vehicles in 

the surrounding area.  The Tour of Britain last September saw a massive influx of vehicles parking on 

the A66 and the whole length of the road from Beck Wythop to Braithwaite.   It may have been a 

pleasure to see so many walkers, but the crazy car parking and the numbers of mountain bikers 

speeding down from Whinlatter maybe wasn't.  Just now there are not many events of this magnitude 

but this is likely to change.  Safety for pedestrians and cyclists in Thornthwaite will be compromised. 

Q10 Will the village be adversely affected by congestion caused by an increased 

number of events in Whinlatter?  

Footpaths and Bridleways  

Paths in and around Thornthwaite village are constantly in use by residents and visitors, for recreational 

walking as well as destination routes to other villages and Keswick.   In the village, there are four main 

paths used for walking: 

• The Ravine - designated as a bridleway, maintained by the National Park on behalf of Cumbria 

County Council.   The bridleway starts where the tarmac road ends, rising up to the forest road 
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then continuing to Whinlatter.  Cyclists frequently use the short section of this path from the 

forest road back down through the Ravine, some travelling at reckless speeds onto village roads. 

• Hall Garth – designated as a green lane.  Motorised traffic is not allowed and is the responsibility 

of the National Park. 

• Behind Ladstock Hall – designated as “Other route with public access” (ORPA). Maintained by 

the highway authority.  Increasingly used by recreational motor bikers.  

• Powter Howe – currently designated as a footpath, maintained by the National Park on behalf 

of Cumbria County Council.   Potentially subject to development to incorporate in a cycle path 

round-Bassenthwaite cycle. 

Do you feel that the health & safety of pedestrians is increasingly compromised by the numbers of 

bicycles and ‘powered’ bikes using the same paths?  Who would be liable in the event of an accident? 

Q11 Should bridleways be re-designated as footpaths?  

Most footpaths around the village have a gradient.  A new level designated footpath has been 

suggested.  A potential route would start at St Mary's and go to Jenkin Hill or as far as Powter Howe. 

Q12 Would you support adding this new footpath? 

Highways England plans to create a new cycle path.  The proposed route will start from Dubwath, 

follow the A66 to Powter Howe and the tunnel under the A66, then follow the bridleway through Powter 

Howe to the road and on towards Thornthwaite and beyond. 

Q13 Do you support this proposal for a new cycle path?  

Forestry England  

The Forestry England has been felling significant areas of the forest around the village - some planned 

and some in response to larch disease, and clearing up afterwards with mixed results. Has there been 

enough consultation with Thornthwaite residents, their neighbours?  

Q14 Are you satisfied with the current management by the Forestry England of the 

forests around Thornthwaite?  

Street lighting  

Of the 22 street lights in Thornthwaite,5 on the road through the village are the responsibility 

of Cumbria County Council, the remainder, classed as footway lighting, being maintained by 

Allerdale Borough Council.  Allerdale BC has stated it will withdraw funding for footway 

lighting in the parish as soon as April 2020, leaving most of the village in darkness at night.  

You may feel it will be less safe to move around the village at night and put the village at an 

increased risk of criminal activity. 

Q15 Should the Parish Council be pressing for Allerdale Borough Council to continue 

funding street lighting in the village?  

The parish could assume responsibility and the cost, but this would mean an increase in the parish 

precept. 

Q16 Would you pay more council tax to the parish council to keep street lights on in 

Thornthwaite?         

Connectivity  

Broadband in the village has significantly improved over the last few years but we need to be prepared 

for a future increasingly reliant on electronic connectivity.   But this is only one of the electronic services 

in the village, and we'd first like to know your overall opinion across all the services in the village, 

including: 

• landline services – Are they uninterrupted or at a level you are happy to accept? 

• internet connections – Are they satisfactory or do they drop out or run slowly? 

• Freeview channels available in the village – Fact: Borrowdale already receives many more 

channels! 

• mobile reception in the village – Do you get an adequate signal? 

Q17 Taking all services into account has the electronic infrastructure in the village 
improved sufficiently?  

Q18 Which services need to improve? 

Landline / Internet / Television / Mobile signal / Any other services 

Community land  

The Forestry England has approached the Parish Council to find out if the village would like to take over 

some of the land they currently manage adjacent to the village.  The land would be leased at a 

peppercorn rent and the village would be able to plant, landscape and maintain the space.  Insurance 

against events such as landslip would remain the responsibility of the Forestry England. 

The areas concerned are highlighted on this map: 
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Q19 Would you support the village taking on this land?    

Low cost or affordable housing  

Thornthwaite is an 'older' community and almost one third of the houses in the parish are 

holiday/second homes.  This means young people, with a few welcome exceptions, do not live in the 

village, exacerbated by a lack of availability and high cost of housing.   f sites can be identified, it might 

be possible to provide some much-needed housing for local occupancy. 

Q20 Is providing low cost or affordable housing important for the future of 
Thornthwaite?  

 

Roads in the village  

Roads in the village are patch repaired by Cumbria CC.  You may have issues with the standard of 

roads in the village - such as: 

➢ the provision for pedestrians - or lack of! 

➢ road sweeping 

➢ signage - speed limits, to church, our one 'shop' (the gallery!) 

➢ visibility at junctions with the road through the village 

➢ the standard of road surface maintenance 

Q21 Are you satisfied with the state of the roads in and through the village?  

There is now a 30mph limit in place through the centre of the village, but no other traffic calming 

measures.  Traffic calming could include: 

➢ extending the speed limit towards Hallgarth and Lanefoot Farm, and Powter Howe in the other 

direction 

➢ installing electronic speed signs 

➢ other possible measures - chicanes, bumps, rumble strips 

Q22 Should there be more traffic calming?  

Gulley, hedge and drain maintenance  

A lengthsman is employed by the Parish Council to carry out preventative works such as cleaning out 

gullies, cutting back vegetation from gullies, and manholes: keeping the roads clear and minimising 

surface water on the roads.  Extending his contract to 1.5 or 2 days each week could improve 

maintenance around the parish. 

Q23 Would you pay more to the parish council to increase the 

maintenance undertaken by the lengthsman?  

Renewable energy schemes  

A previous attempt to explore the feasibility of a community hydro scheme for Thornthwaite proved 
too costly.  However, other more affordable schemes may be proposed in the future - whether this is a 
hydro scheme, micro wind turbines, solar panels, biomass or something else. 

Q24 Would you support a renewable energy scheme in Thornthwaite if it benefited 

the village?        

   

Parking and footpaths  

Currently parking is not managed in the village. Some designated parking is available - at Wood End, 

Powter How, Hallgarth and St Mary's. All other parking is on-street and, depending where, can cause 

access problems. 

Q25 Is parking in the village a problem?      

   

Currently there is no footpath the length of the Thornthwaite loop off the A66. Local traffic may be 

aware that pedestrians will be in the road, however buses do not travel slowly and visitors are 

probably not aware so there is the constant risk of an incident. 

Q26 Do you think there should be a footpath, separate from the road, the length of the 

Thornthwaite  

               loop off the A66? 

Second homes and holiday lets  

Recycling by second homes could improve overall recycling in the village. Holiday lets are currently 

only provided with orange top commercial property refuse bins for all their refuse. 

Q27 Should properties subject to business rates be provided with the same bins as 

council tax  

payers to increase the amount of recycling? 
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And finally  

Thank you for taking the time to complete this survey.   The results will be used to update the 
parish/community plan, last updated in 2012, and will help the Parish Council act on our behalf.   

Q28  And if there is anything else you want to add here's your opportunity... 

6 Appendix B   Comments listed by question 

Residents were invited to add comments to the survey providing a means to share their views  

Comments recorded  

question 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 

comments 45 33 43 26 38 39 31 31 34 38 39 24 41 39 37 41 49 30 29 30 36 26 16 

 

All comments received for each of the questions have been anonymised are listed in this appendix 
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I doubt whether Thornthwaite itself could regularly produce sufficient active 

people to provide, heat, maintain etc its own village hall.  Fairly recently St 

Mary's Church was looking to use its space for such a purpose to help to 

support its fabric, especially to keep it 'lived in' 

A village meeting space is, in principle, a good idea but probably excluded by 

initial (and on-going) costs of:  a) the land  b) planning  c) architectural advice 

& fees  d) build & fit out (with consideration for those with disabilities)  e) 

parking & lighting  f)  upkeep of building & land  g) utility(s) supply & drainage 

It would be nice to have but would need to be used a lot to justify the initial 

cost and ongoing running costs. 

I’ve ticked yes, but don’t have strong feelings about it as I don’t find it 

inconvenient to use the facilities in Braithwaite. 

How much demand is there? 

Braithwaite Hall is OK 

My understanding of the village and its needs are limited because I work 

away.  However, in principle I think a village meeting space helps support 

village social and welfare activities. 

I guess for years we've used Braithwaite Village Hall or people’s houses. A 

place in Thornthwaite would be much better. 

But it seems impossible to find a venue.. 

‘Developing’ a meeting space when there are perfectly suitable options just a 

mile down the road seems needless.  

It would be nice but not essential  

The church in Thornthwaite is already available for this. 

I feel a sense of community could be better developed if the village had a 

permanent, suitable venue.  

Big expense when there are facilities nearby 

Not aware of any suitable sites other than new build or redevelopment for 

such a concept.  Braithwaite has such resources that are not over utilised and 

lie within parish council and constituency boundaries etc 
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Braithwaite Institute, is quite suitable for both villages, & would be a perfect 

location for visiting doctors, as it already has suitable parking. 

A small meeting room to have coffee mornings and a place for small groups to 

meet.  Must be within walking distance from the centre of the village 

It has been proved by attendance at various events that people would prefer, 

and use a dedicated space for village affairs. 

We can use the institute 

Almost without exception surrounding villages have village halls - some 

extremely modern.    We have tried using the church as a meeting space but 

while it has pews that space is not flexible and therefore useless for most 

social activities.  And currently a privately-owned barn is used for some sport 

activity because the church isn't suitable. 

St Mary's Church can be used for many things 

I think it would bring all ages in the village together making more of a 

community, as Thornthwaite is very spread out. 

A great idea!  The village hall at Braithwaite is good...but to have our own 

small space would be so useful for lots of varying uses. 

Would be nice 

VERY NICE IDEA, BUT WHERE WOULD THE MONEY FOR THIS COME FROM? 

Although Braithwaite Institute is also acceptable 

For the population living in Thornthwaite I would have thought that existing 

accommodation in or near Braithwaite could be utilised. 

The Braithwaite Institute and the Portinscale Village Hall are both excellent 

facilities within the Above Derwent Parish 

With the local pub now closed, a central meeting place for all residents would 

be beneficial  

Other facilities nearby can be used 

To Keep the community informed and allow social interaction  
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It would be great to be able to meet with other villagers in a community space 

as that is what is lacking at the moment. 

We currently use the Braithwaite Village Hall which has wonderful facilities. 

For Thornthwaite to have its own village hall it would have to be built- 

expensive, then maintained- expensive then have caretaker- expenses to be 

paid and finally rent, rates council tax, electricity/gas/ water. The list could go 

on. As I said Braithwaite provides with all of these. 

Ideally yes, but are we too small a community to support such a space?  The 

church has been used for coffee mornings in the past, though I think that 

attendance is higher at homes in the village, and it's there for village-specific 

events.  There are already such facilities in Braithwaite.   

It would be good to have a social/meeting space for all to use.    

The Church when completed would be a suitable meeting place and this 

would have the support of the church council as they actively trying to 

promote it use for other things 

Other small villages use the church as a meeting space 

We have the church already.  Let's maintain that.  The village doesn't need 

more expense or maintenance worries 

Braithwaite is close by and has such facilities 

would be nice to a multi purpose hall 

plus part time cafe if feasible - as there would be some tourist demand and 

possibly interest among the retired population 

Convert part of the church into a meeting space 

I think it falls into the category of desirable but not essential. We have a 

church and the gallery. Neither are ideal but both are usable for different 

activities. 

useful but not essential 

as long as green space is not converted to a building plot 
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This is a proposal for the future.  Again I would hazard a guess that any 

installer would consider Thornthwaite to be too small a village for such an 

investment, but it's an idea! 

It's got to be the future, one of the reasons for not buying electric cars is the 

paucity of charging points so this has to change. 

In the main, electric vehicle owners already have their own charging point so 

currently unnecessary. Businesses can already apply to get grants to subsidise 

installation of theirs 

Individuals with an electric vehicle already provide their own points, 

businesses are already able to get grants to subsidise installation of theirs.  If 

eventually many points are required all across the Park then it will be a far 

bigger project than anything we can do.  

It would be useful, but of course it would cost some money, like the village 

meeting space. 

Think if at all possible it's better to keep these in towns or cities. 

In principle but I’m not sure how much space is required   Is this referring to a 

charging point for electric cars?  The village is very small so it would be difficult 

find a large enough space 

Currently only viable location is Thornthwaite Gallery. Owner should find that 

attractive. However, cost is stupendous: CCC 'rollout' with its £438,000 grant 

for 9 locations in Cumbria is £48,667 each. Only three public points in the ELD: 

Ambleside, Keswick & Brockhole. Plethora of charging systems - possibly with 

more to come with carbon-ion batteries and Dyson's new technology.  Any 

house can be an overnight 13A charging point simply by fitting an outside 

socket. Better still fit proper EV charger.  Aim to become first 'electric village' 

with all guest houses, s/c's etc having EV charging points. 

No two ways about it.  Fossil fuels are running out and if you don't move with 

the times you get left behind 

Home owners would have their own if they wanted one, public points need to 

be in bigger villages/towns where visitors would be spending longer periods of 

time 
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Would be used as a parking point and likely blocked for long periods. 

Commercially are expensive to use and unlikely to be helpful for residents who 

would use their own supply. 

It should placed so that it is easy to find in the village.  Ideally as part of a 

meeting space 

Where would such a place be? and would it really be needed. 

I would support the need for a charging point although for me personally it 

would be of no use.  Visitors and those with electric cars would find it 

extremely convenient l am sure. 

depending on where it was to be 

I am still not sure how the sharing of such a point would work, as electric cars 

get more and more popular 

Not until there are sufficient residents/visitors needing this facility. Many 

permanent residents would probably install their own. Ladstock Hall, for 

instance, might install shared facilities. At present I wouldn't have thought 

there was sufficient need. 

It would bring too many cars through the village and with no pavement, would 

increase the risk of accidents  

With minimal disruption to the environment beauty spots. They would have to 

be located with sensitivity so as not to be BLOT on our landscape! 

Not at this stage.  Proposals for further tourist facilities in our vicinity need to 

be clarified and then, if enhanced parking facilities are required, it may be 

more than one charging point we need. 

This would encourage others to use this charging point and would be ideally 

suited for a car park 

We have no suitable site and it would only encourage more tourists 

If one is needed it should be on the forecourt of the petrol station in Keswick 

to supply the whole area 

All for electric but is it not a bit of an odd location? Charging points are 

normally at supermarkets/petrol stations where they can shop etc What 

would people do while they sit for 20 minutes charging their cars? What is the 

rationale behind the thinking here? 

question   comments 
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There is no garage/filling station now so why have a charging point? 

Households would have their own 

Seems to be sensible looking ahead 

....but not if it were the only point around for miles as this would have the 

unintended consequence of traffic congestion. 

We've all got to go electric at some point 

but locals need to have some kind of priority use during peak season 

otherwise we wouldn't get a look in 

Grants are available for businesses to install charging points – perhaps The 

Galleries would consider installing? 
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I do not know all the details of 'the Keswick Showcase and proposals' but I feel 

strongly that the beauty of the national scene should be left unspoilt: that is 

what most visitors come here for 

The proposals seem incongruous with the ethos of The Lakes.  Would 

potentially open the floodgates for all sorts of developments 

The concept of Showcase Areas is flawed.  Whinlatter & Thornthwaite have 

been placed in the Keswick & Borrowdale Showcase Area without any public 

consultation.  At best they’re an attempt to side step and speed up planning, 

at worst they’re cramming even more visitors into already busy areas. 

Totally out of keeping with the area and a huge risk of it becoming a white 

elephant as use falls away after an initial interest 

Thornthwaite is a small village and such development will dramatically impact 

it.  It does not have the capacity that Keswick does.  The area should certainly 

not be developed with a gondola.  My family and friends use the area and 

have done for over twenty years (since before I bought the property in the 

village).  The natural beauty of the proposed route would be ruined with a 

Gondola.  The route through the village and up alongside Seldom Seen should 

be preserved for walking.  If the Gondola is proposed for cyclists, then there 

are ample cycle routes in Whinlatter itself.   

The Lake District Park is a national park and all of it or areas of it should never 

become theme parks. For years it has been a place of beauty and tranquillity 

and must never be changed. 
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It sets a very dangerous precedent for future proposals that can easily be 

‘justified’ under such a blanket term. I hardly think that an eyesore akin to a 

wind farm development is a ‘showcase’ for the area.  

A gondola base station will ruin and change irrevocably the Thornthwaite area.  

If the gondola is successful it will bring traffic to the roads around the base 

station and will ruin views of the area 

This is 'planning' for the sake of it - little more than justifying LDNPA existence. 

Plays to the Leafian philosophy of never-endingly attracting ever more visitors 

to a park already suffering from over-tourism because it's such a lovely place 

and everybody has a right to come here. And then having to manage the 

problem they've created. For goodness sake leave it alone and, if it does 

develop over time, let it do so organically. Do nothing to attract more people. 

A rural village like Thornthwaite should not be lumped in with Keswick.  One is 

urban and one is not - the same rules cannot or should not apply to two very 

different situations, issues, opportunities and challenges 

The Lake District is full to capacity - new developments in small communities 

will exacerbate the problems of 'too much traffic, congestion and destruction 

to natural beauty / conservation of the area.   

AONB , UNESCO heritage site. Not a theme park. 

The proposals are of no benefit to the local community, and, instead, will be a 

detriment. 

Our area’s infrastructure would not support many more visitors, activities etc. 

Planning procedures, are too relaxed now.  

This is would commercialisation without consideration of the consequences 

Keswick and the surrounding area is not suitable for major tourist 

development. Whilst we will always welcome tourists, there is a grave danger 

that, by encouraging ever increasing numbers, we will destroy the very things 

for which we were awarded World Heritage status - namely the beauty and 

peace of the area. 

I think any relaxation of planning procedures is a dangerous thing to do and 

potentially opens up the National Park to all manner of undesirable 

development. 
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It would destroy the environment which is why people come to the Lake 

District. The idea that this would solve parking in Braithwaite and traffic 

around the narrows is absolutely ridiculous it will create more as people will 

not pay to park in Keswick get on a bus with their bikes and pay £20 to go up 

to Whinlatter and come down wait for another bus when they can park up at 

Whinlatter.  It has been stated that the LDPA want to encourage tourists from 

China Japan and elsewhere who will be big spenders and will use the big 

hotels and price ordinary people out of the area.  The base station and 

stanchions are huge is this not a blot on the landscape of the area which the 

LDPA should be protecting.   

Although changes are inevitable throughout the Lake District the proposals for 

our tiny village and surrounding area are totally inappropriate. 

Absolutely not - I believe it will significantly and detrimentally change the 

ambience and life quality of the area. The reason the Lake District National 

Park has successfully maintained its consistent appeal for decades, based on 

strong protection and closely governed planning laws in keeping with the 

natural area. Any relaxation of this should be fiercely challenged.  

the bit I object to is the development of a gondola and base station from 

Thornthwaite.  There are elements of the plan that I think are good however 

As long as access to a Gondola Base Station were accessible directly from the 

A66, and not from the Thornthwaite B road, then I do not oppose this plan. 

Not yet aware of all other relevant details but definitely against the Gondola 

base station. 

But....... I would only support aspects of it that would bring jobs and money 

into the area which would benefit local residents as a whole without causing 

undue damage to the environment. 

I do not support the construction of a gondola base station in Thornthwaite. 

Any development should be in keeping with the natural beauty of the area 

rather than a theme park ride 

A gondola is completely out of place in this National Park where the whole 

ethos is outdoor activity and natural beauty. Man-made attractions are out of 

place. 
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That is quite a broad question! I am against the proposal for the gondola, and 

the relaxed planning permissions but would need to go through the whole 

proposal.  

I have no objections to the principle of showcase area, but the gondola 

proposal has not been thought through properly.    It will not relieve traffic 

congestion for Braithwaite and cause severe parking problems in 

Thornthwaite.  It is naive to suppose people will leave their cars in Keswick 

and travel by mini bus. 

The proposed Gondola will not relieve traffic congestion in Braithwaite and is 

only proposed as a profitmaking venture for those involved and will be a blight 

on the local area with increased noise and light pollution particularly for 

nearby residents 

I'm not against the expansion of the Whinlatter Forest Centre in principle, but 

I am totally against the gondola proposal. As well as being a 'blot on the 

beautiful landscape' which I think goes totally against what a National Park 

stands for, I am greatly worried by the increased traffic that would be brought 

to the village and everything that would be required to set up a base station 

such as car parks, toilets etc. I feel that the beautiful and quiet village that we 

moved to would be totally spoilt. 

As said at the meetings we have attended, their agenda seems to mislead 

Thornthwaite residents   It was stated that there has been an increase of 

tourists to our area. Okay that’s lovely. BUT they come to the area because of 

its natural beauty already. Without the gondola and other metal 

infrastructure. So surely they come to us because of what we already have 

NOT because of what we haven’t got. 

'National Park not a theme park' surely sums it up.  The NoGo Gondola group 

has rehearsed all the arguments here. 

We have enough showcasing for an area without sufficient car parking spaces. 

The parish council spends too much time worrying about insufficient car 

parking, verge damage, speeding through cars parked on each side of the 

road, insufficient space between parked cars to manoeuvre buses. It is already 

dangerous for residents and their visitors. 

I specifically do not (and will never) support a gondola base station in 

Thornthwaite and I don’t (and will never) support the proposal for a gondola 
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anywhere in Whinlatter. I could however support a plan that might further 

develop Whinlatter but only in a manner that is sensitive to the environment, 

not impacting negatively on the lives of people who live here and only if a 

solution to the Braithwaite traffic problem could be found and agreed 

There are many things in the Keswick & Borrowdale showcase area the 

Gondola being only one of them. I do not support the Gondola project. The 

expansion of Whinlatter should not be allowed until a suitable solution to the 

traffic problem in Braithwaite has been resolved. 

Gondola is totally inappropriate and would be visually intrusive 

This is too complicated a question for a yes/no answer. We support some 

expansion at Whinlatter be it walking paths or new biking trails if done 

sensitively. There's plenty of room and can hardly be called expansion. 

Replanting of deciduous woodland and extending of the forest and rewilding 

some areas. We support the Keswick hospital.  Don’t support the gondola.   

Penrith to West Cumbria rail link would be fantastic for West Cumbria and 

alleviate a lot of traffic on the A66 

The plan misses the point for most Lake District visitors - they like the illusion 

of a rural idyll and a wilderness area. As a theme park, the Lake District would 

rank weakly against other attractions as well as detracting from the charm of 

the area which is sought out by so many visitors. The antagonism of residents 

to the idea is now well documented.  In the aim of attracting visitors, 

managing traffic and enhancing the landscape, the gondola is an utter failure. 

Don't feel I know enough to comment. If 'showcase area' means create even 

more of a honeypot in Keswick, then no. 

These are two or three questions wrapped up into one.    Am I against the 

gondola? Yes  Am I against loosening planning regulations? Yes  Am I against 

improving traffic flows around and through Keswick? No        

It has the potential to 'run wild' with developments for financial gain rather 

than benefitting residents and the local area 
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Definitely NO GONDOLA or any of its trappings!! 

Cause the destruction of a natural rural landscape with an artificial 

development 

The Gondola development proposal is fundamentally wrong for the scenery and 

landscape, the wildlife, not forgetting the people who live National Park.   

No definitely not. Thornthwaite is absolutely not the place to locate a Gondola 

or any other form of ‘Attraction’ designed to cater for coachloads of 

‘International Tourists’, which is what the LDNPA want. Visitors come here 

because it’s peaceful. If they need noise and excitement they should head to 

Windermere or Blackpool. 

The scheme has not been thought through. As far as can be determined there is 

no plan, no cost quotation from Doppelmayer (although estimates based on 

others such as Nevis Range imply £25-30M) Troubling that the supposed 

developers are uninformed and unconcerned about this as it is fundamental to 

determining the running costs and ride charges. Unconcerned about whether 

they can get 500 passengers an hour (4000 a day!) at £21 a ticket. There is no 

suitable base station that does not damage the landscape. Nevis (Anooch Mor) 

and Sea-to-Sky, Squamish (which Kilbride is a fan of) have car parks for 400 cars 

plus coaches. The nebulous plans seem not to have considered this. Perhaps 

because they think the cost of parking and the fantasy shuttle buses from 

Keswick will fall on the public purse.   With no plan, it's hard to see where they 

could locate the double station necessary at the visitor centre.     Because the 

cable-way is in two stages (hence the double station - building size possibly 

30mx40mx15m) it's hard to see where that could be located. Building it into the 

hillside as Handy suggested would be massively damaging to the landscape.    

But, most importantly, although promoted as a gondola to the WVC, that, in 

itself is pointless. Due to runnning between the hills there is no particular view 

during the uplift and there is little or nothing to do once there - at least, not for 

thousands of overseas visitors this project is intended for. The intended 

destination is not the WVC but the Sleet How ridge, the north-east spur of 

Grisedale Pike, now renamed 'the Whinlatter Skyline'. Policy 36 prohibits 

damage to the skyline. Viewing platforms are proposed. Cafe, restaurant or bar 

are likely to follow. The view from there has not been seen for ten years of 

more due to the tree planting. The view might be great to walk or cycle through 
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(currently it's the MTB trail) but doubtful whether it's worth the visitors £21 

fee. Note that we can already walk or cycle up there and that a forest road 

already exists. The final 300m of road to the top of the fell would be needed to 

carry up materials, including 200 tonnes of concrete.      That raises the danger 

that this could be built and then, once the novelty factor wears off, not be 

economically viable. Cairngorm funicular in administration, despite boasting of 

carrying up to 500 passengers an hour in summer, should be a warning. 

I moved to a rural village by choice - because it was a rural village.  If I wanted 

to live on a busy road I would have bought a house next to one.  I object to the 

character of the very environment that I have selected to live in being so 

radically changed and so negatively changed.  Serious questions need to be 

raised about both LDNPA's and FE's methodologies and strategies.  Who 

benefits ..?  Who is the developer ..?  How much more public money is to be 

wasted with this nonsense ..?  Why is the local MP so silent on the matter ..?  

Where is the LDNPA oversight ..?  Is Richard Leave's position even tenable with 

such a colossal error of judgement being a matter of public record ..?  The 

whole concept is abhorrent.  We live in a place that is an ideal solution to the 

obesity crisis and many health issues our society faces.  The beauty of the area 

and it's use as place to engage in healthy active pursuits should be the priority 

for development.  It should not be to encourage and facilitate more car 

journeys, more traffic issues, more pollution, more noise and to further destroy 

the very fabric of what makes the Lakes such a special place. 

Absolutely not -   It is not a transport solution as suggested by LDNPA  People 

can already walk / drive up to the facilities at Whinlatter  Thornthwaite would 

be ripped apart with such a sizeable development  It is not in keeping with 

conservation / natural beauty of a National Park and UNESCO site 

A Gondola is not in keeping with this area or village life. It would destroy the 

peace, tranquillity and beautiful surroundings. 

Things I'm afraid will move on, 

I would like to know more about parking proposals and management 

A ridiculous proposal engendered by mostly commercial and business concerns 

to make money out of a beautiful unspoilt area, and thus completely spoil the 

lives of many people. 



44 
 

question   comments 

8 (cont) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Detrimental for the village and the surrounding area 

 

Although this is being sold as a solution to traffic problems, it is quite clear that 

it will NOT solve the bottleneck in Braithwaite and will, in fact cause additional 

problems in Braithwaite & Thornthwaite. I am particularly concerned about the 

additional traffic and probable roadside parking on a quiet road currently used 

by many cyclists and walkers. 

I am greatly concerned about the issues you raise above regarding the 

inevitable additional development arising from the proposed gondola. The 

planning application I have seen is, in my opinion, dishonest in this respect. It 

shows the base station as an isolated plot of land adjacent to the northern 

boundary of Ladstock Hall without any access of any kind. This is clearly not 

feasible. All of the above additional development should surely be included in 

the planning application. 

100% NOT! 

Again - I think if the main vehicular access to the Base Station were directly 

from the A66, then the Thornthwaite side would be less affected. Obviously 

more foot and bicycle type traffic, but café facility and bike hire is never a bad 

thing. 

An inappropriate development for the area. 

1. From my understanding the principal beneficiaries of this development 

would be the landowners.  2. The gondola is only likely to be used by occasional 

visitors eg from overseas.  3. It would be too expensive and inconvenient for 

regular walkers/cyclists to use so it would not reduce traffic in the Braithwaite 

narrows as the proposers are suggesting.  4. The associated jobs are likely to be 

few, seasonal and mainly low paid.  5. Such a development would attract 

congestion in Thornthwaite.  6. It would be unsightly, noisy and inconsistent 

with the area's World Heritage status! 

I do not support the construction of a gondola base station in Thornthwaite. 

Any development should be in keeping with the natural beauty of the area 

rather than a theme park ride 
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A gondola is completely out of place in this National Park where the whole 

ethos is outdoor activity and natural beauty. Manmade attractions are out of 

place. 

My view is that this proposal would increase traffic and other noise, adversely 

impacting our holiday property.  It would also be an unwelcome eyesore and is 

not, in my view, appropriate for a National Park of outstanding beauty or 

indeed a UNESCO World heritage site.  

It would be a massive blot on the landscape & cause noise pollution for the 

surrounding housing & Ladstock Hall   A lot of Society is no longer considerate 

hence..  The idea that people would leave their car elsewhere & take a bus to 

the proposed Gondola is not realistic.  Car would be parked on the verges, in 

drives block roads etc.  The attraction would be short lived in our opinion  

Absolutely NOT Thornthwaite is not the place for such a monstrosity. Being 

fortunate to holiday in the Austrian alps and seeing the many pylons that are 

needed to support a gondola, they would undoubtedly be an eyesore  

Absolutely not! This would completely ruin the area! 

Absolutely not. Our visitors aren’t in the least bit interested. They want to keep 

fit by walking and cycling. A gondola would simply encourage people to ignore 

their fitness for a pleasurable ride. A gondola and its accompanying 

infrastructure would change the peace, tranquillity and beauty of Thornthwaite 

forever. 

Cause the destruction of a natural rural landscape with an artificial 

development 

massive encroachment on a small village.  Not for the benefit of locals.  Need as 

much green space as possible to absorb rain water in a high-risk flood area 

9 

 

 

 

 

Developments on the top of Whinlatter Forest should not affect Thornthwaite 

directly (minus the gondola, of course), though inevitably there will be a traffic 

and pedestrian overspill onto the road 

It will lead to the destruction of a rural environment 

The gondola would have a negative impact but some development at 

Whinlatter could potentially have a positive impact.   Walking and cycling is a 

big attraction for people that come to visit. It’s good for local people too and 

for Cumbria’s obesity crisis.   A purpose-built bike trail down towards Powter 
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How or preferably an extension of the south loop descent to Braithwaite at 

the force crag mine trail would mean people would have an alternative off 

road descent to the valley after their ride. This would alleviate a lot of the 

issues villagers have with bikes coming down the bridleway and then down the 

road.   Personally I feel people drive too fast both up and down seldom seen 

and its far more of an issue than bikes Without the gondola I don't think traffic 

in Thornthwaite would change much as the vast majority of people going to 

Whinlatter access the forest from the pass road and from the Lorton side 

The expansion ideas are predicated on an implausible notion of the gondola as 

an answer to associated traffic management.    It should be borne in mind that 

the cycle park is very well used yet the visual impact is minimal and most non-

bikers will not be able to identify where the tracks run. There is a place for 

appropriate development of forest walking and cycling trails which need not 

impact on local residents. 

Poor planning and an inability to listen to residents would result in everything 

said in the question. FC is managed from far off so no understanding about 

local issues. It is run by civil servants for the benefit of civil servants - bonus 

plus their "gong" in The Honours List - but not as a properly set up and 

controlled company is required to manage their business 

Won't this only impact Thornthwaite if the gondola plan goes ahead? 

That is a very loaded question. I understand the reason why Whinlatter wants 

to widen its activities and I enjoy the facilities which are currently there. 

Proximity to Whinlatter has always been one of the joys of living in 

Thornthwaite for me. 

Development at Whinlatter does not automatically mean Thornthwaite will 

become busier.   Am I against any kind of development at Whinlatter? No. I 

am against the wrong sort of development - a gondola being an example. 

Any overspill of traffic/roadside parking will desecrate the peace and 

tranquillity of the west side of the Bassenthwaite valley resulting in village and 

cluster dwelling bearing the brunt of the fall-out.   

I can’t at the moment see any potential positive impact for Thornthwaite.  

However if development is planned there must be a requirement to consult 
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and engage with the community first, then possibly the worst effects could be 

mitigated and some benefit obtained for the village. 

I believe it would benefit the village in a way that it would be more 

touristically attractive and the village in general would become more alive. 

Equally, don't think it will have a big negative impact 

The Forestry England's plans will not have a positive impact on Thornthwaite 

village. 

The whole development will have a negative impact on the surrounding area. 

Classifying something as ‘development’ does not, by default, mean that it is 

positive. It’s a case of the cart leading the donkey in so much as one of the 

justifications for the gondola (as yet a ‘proposed development’) is to ease 

traffic problems through the village of Braithwaite. The expansion at 

Whinlatter would increase traffic exponentially and so, hey presto, the 

gondola is ‘the answer’.  

No the impact can only be negative   This ‘ride’ will bring random parking and 

traffic congestion to Thornthwaite which has very narrow roads already  

People who love the lakes and want to walk can access the fell side by foot 

now and public transport to the existing VC already exists  It will bring noise to 

a beautiful beck and forest track and the village itself 

In reality this is uncertain since it depends on what the development is. The 

Braithwaite narrows has to be fixed. The fantasy of no-parking in the village 

and shuttle buses from Keswick has to be realised. The bridleway status of the 

Comb Beck and Hallgarth paths needs to be revoked now, regardless of future 

developments. If there is a high cost to visiting the WVC (e.g. £21 gondola 

ride), as was with Tour of Britain with its £15 parking charge, many will 

attempt to avoid paying with what we've seen as inevitable consequences. A 

tow-away zone in and around and on approaches to the village might well be 

necessary.  

The development will depend on funds being available and the forestry do not 

have vast amounts of money to use.  Anything which takes place within the 

forest will not impact on Thornthwaite. 

The area has a bigger question to ask itself and that is - does the North Lakes 

want to continue to develop tourism and, if so, does it want to follow a Honey 
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Pot strategy or one of dispersal ..?  Keswick over the last 10 years has seen a 

massive increase in boozy stag and hen do type tourism.  Whinlatter is seeing 

an increase in car-based visitors, necessitating an additional car park.  The 

tourism authorities are simply not fit for purpose and are behind the curve 

and reactive.  There is no effective strategy in place to disperse visitors around 

the area to ease the load from the hot spots.  Unless this is addressed then it 

is inevitable that the Honey Pots will pressure for more and more 

development.  The tail is already wagging the dog! 

Absolutely not - I cannot think of one reason. 

I don’t like the way this question is worded. It 'asks' for a 'no' answer. Is this a 

biased survey. 

We will see an increase in traffic, particularly when large events take place and 

we will lose the peace and calm of the natural forest.  Cycles and pedestrians 

don't mix. 

In the years we have lived here we have seen the area grow and suffered from 

noise etc. From the many extra activities that are already taking place. 

For the reasons above, a negative impact 

No effort appears to be made to ask cyclists in particular to act responsibly 

when they exit the forest.   Parking up Seldom Seen already often obstructs 

the road, preventing larger vehicles from accessing the road. 

Negative impacts on Thornthwaite would include: traffic problems, roadside 

parking, noise, destruction of natural habitats, destruction of the views that 

tourists and locals love. 

I think the impact of the proposed development will have a wholly negative 

impact on Thornthwaite. 

There are no pavements people have to walk in the road, when the A66 was 

being resurfaced the speed of traffic was at time dangerous it was a wonder 

someone didn't get injured or killed, however red squirrels and deer were! 

For all the reasons mentioned above!  Parking within our village is already a 

major issue when holiday cottages are full, and have several cars outside each.  

The village is not able to accommodate extra vehicles etc. 

I object to the leading nature of the preamble to these questions - the lack of 

neutrality invalidates / diminishes the validity of the questionnaire - the 
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9 (cont) 

question anticipates / expects a no answer    My view is that I think it is 

appropriate for the Forestry England to look to make Whinlatter accessible to 

more people and to improve the 'visitor experience' / facilities as long as it 

maintains the integrity of the Forest and natural environment.  I think any 

specific plans need to assess the impact on Thornthwaite and should not just 

be dismissed due to scaremongering about traffic, parking, dogs buggies and 

children using the road without a footpath.    It is clear that access to 

Whinlatter is a significant issue given the narrows at Braithwaite and this 

needs a solution (an obvious one being a free regular electric bus) 

I don't believe the development plans are NECESSARILY negative as suggested 

in your lead to this question. If there is NO VEHICULAR ACCESS to the Gondola 

Base Area from the Thornthwaite side, and only from the A66 side, then the 

increased traffic would only be foot/bicycle.  Maybe a footbridge over the 

Thornthwaite road to the Whinlatter-abutting fields would solve this. I think 

your above wording is a little 'scare-mongery'. 

Random parking will become a major problem if the gondola base station is 

built 

During the recent tour of Britain cycle event at Whinlatter, parking in 

Braithwaite and Thornthwaite was dreadful with people parking anywhere.  At 

one point the buses couldn’t pass each and traffic was brought to a halt. 

Thornthwaite would bear the brunt of any development & make it a car park 

for the commercial few to benefit  

I would have preferred to put a 'not sure' answer here!  As I said previously, 

I'm not totally against the development at Whinlatter as I think it is a very 

good attraction for visitors. However, I am very much against the idea of a 

gondola being used to get there. It is totally unnecessary and I see the idea as 

purely a tourist attraction with only disadvantages for the village. There are 

many other ways of getting to the Visitor Centre without using a gondola. The 

only thing I do worry about as far as the Visitor Centre is concerned is the 

increased numbers of cycle tracks that may be put in leading down to the 

village. This is dangerous for walkers, will create more noise, and make the 

village busier. 

Quite the reverse it will have an extremely negative impact on Thornthwaite 
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The infrastructure of our village wouldn’t cope with significant upgrading to 

the drainage, broadband, litter and bottle banks and parking. Our small rural 

farming community would be lost and our hedgerows full of litter and dog 

fowling. No one has the right to purchase land, live somewhere else and cause 

havoc in a close rural community. DONT IGNORE US LISTEN TO US!!!!!!!!! 

 

Given that there are no proposals as yet anything else are just ideas that may 

or may not develop.  The gondola is not a proposal as yet however if it does go 

ahead it will have a significant impact on Thornthwaite 

Increase of traffic, pollution - noise, air, rubbish 
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But perhaps only briefly during such events 

One-off events cause temporary disruption but nothing permanent to destroy 

the village 

These things are not likely to happen on a regular basis. The odd day with a bit 

of traffic would be quite alright. It was mainly walkers and it was lovely to talk 

to and see so many people excited about the race. With an alternative descent 

route for mountain bikers their speeding wouldn't be a problem. Cars actually 

go faster and are more dangerous.    Whinlatter pass was shut that day as the 

event was on the road. Other events the road would be used as access and 

therefore there wouldn't be as much disruption to the village anyway. 

The space is shared and a reasonable number of events should be 

accommodated even at the cost of our occasional inconvenience. There 

should however be a benefit to local business. The Keswick Mountain Festival 

is now dominated by large out of county events companies who appear to 

offer very little net benefit to the town.   Efforts should be directed to 

managing visitor numbers rather than trying to prevent spectacular 

international sporting events from visiting Cumbria. 

I don't think it is a negative to have visitors coming to see interesting activities 

going on. It adds life and energy.  

As above - The Tour visit was a special occasion and, apparently, a remarkable 

event. We were in Norfolk at the time... 

Sorry guys but again you are asking multiple questions and only giving me one 

answer!     Are more events at Whinlatter a bad thing? No. Not in themselves.  
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Are more events that lead to parking congestion in Thornthwaite a bad thing? 

Yes.  If better traffic management led to minimal congestion in Thornthwaite, 

would I like to see the Tour of Britain come over Whinlatter again? Yes.  

Yes it will but if it is only on an occasional basis is that a problem? 

Adverse effects could be mitigated by prior discussion with the Forestry 

England, the event organisers and the locals affected.  Every effort should be 

made to manage visitor numbers/parking and afterwards replace and repair 

any damage that has occurred. 

The village will obviously be affected by congestion during big events, but that 

shouldn’t stop the events as long as they’re not too frequent.  The 

responsibility and cost of managing the visitors should definitely be on the 

Forestry England and the Event Organisers, including marshalling and repairing 

any damage. 

Congestion and additional traffic in such a small, and charming village as 

Thornthwaite would have a very negative impact.  Thornthwaite is a small 

village, without many of the amenities that most other villages have.  The 

parking and congestion will be very significant impact on the village.  

you can see now that a lot of people do not want to pay car parking charges so 

they park on the road beyond Whinlatter. I presume the council has put 

double yellow lines but it doesn't put them off. They still park on roadside but 

further away. Eventually they will take to parking in any available space. They 

already do it at the small lay-by by Lanefoot Farm. It will spread all along the 

Thornthwaite road sooner or later. 

It does not have the infrastructure, nor should it need it, to deal with such an 

influx.  

This is probably the most important reason not to allow events of any kind at 

Whinlatter unless they can manage all visitor impacts on site. If LDNPA 

continue with their policy of no increase in parking at Whinlatter then, by 

implication, there can be no events at Whinlatter. As for the fly-parking 

experienced with Tour of Britain there needs to be by-laws to prevent it and 

parking tickets issued. 

That depends on the type of events they put on. 
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Events come in waves of trends.  Cycling is popular just now but isn't likely to 

be so in a few years’ time.  I'm a cyclist and a walker (and a car driver).  Why 

not mention the chaos and noise the Malcolm Wilson Rally caused and the 

reckless and irresponsible driving on the public roads that both spectators and 

off route rally cars indulge in ..?  One can't disapprove of someone else's 

interests just because it's not one's own.  That is simply ridiculous and smacks 

of a narrow mindedness that should not be tolerated.  Sure, events of any 

description can cause some short-term inconvenience.  That's part and parcel 

of life - get over it.    As a cyclist it is fellow Thornthwaite resident who has 

seriously endangered my life (twice) by very close passing against traffic whilst 

driving through Powter How WELL above the National Speed Limit.  I'd suggest 

traffic calming measures are required from Powter How to Braithwaite.  

Please can you give the source for the claim of "the numbers of mountain 

bikers speeding down from Whinlatter maybe wasn't" ..... that smacks of a 

comment being passed into a "fact". 

I disagree with this - the situation just needs better managed to host large 

events.  Whether it is a National Cycling, Running or walking event - local 

communities should accept and look forward to a certain number.  Event 

organisers should look more to the local people - to help manage local events 

for financial reward benefit to the village.  A small number of well managed 

events could provide a reasonable income for people. I witnessed plenty of 

crazy parking - but not hordes of mountain bikers speeding down from 

Whinlatter - this is slightly misleading.  In France on event days like this 

communities - prepare large bowls of food and drinks and celebrate the 

additional guests.   

The Tour of Britain was a 'one off' special event and not an example of 

something that happens often. 

It already is at various times and can only get worse. 

Whinlatter accepts no responsibility for managing traffic beyond its 

boundaries.  This is not acceptable when it is the body creating the problem 

Some events of this nature are welcome if they are managed well but there 

needs to be a plan of how to deal with parking and additional traffic in 

Thornthwaite - eg. banning roadside parking. 
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Permission to hold major events at Whinlatter Forest should be subject to the 

provision of adequate measures to support attendees and spectators by the 

hosts/organisers. 

Yes again people will not pay to park the high prices that LDNPA Forestry 

charge they will park on the roads causing chaos. 

Although the increase in events is likely in Whinlatter..ie Tour de Britain 

mountain biking events etc. It certainly was chaotic and dangerous for all road 

users when the Tour de Britain was here.  Whilst l appreciate the events such 

as these bring in huge amounts of visitors and boosts the Forestry purse very 

little thought is ever considered to the folk who live and work here.  The A66 

was a nightmare with vehicles abandoned everywhere.  The village was 

snarled up totally.  I was unable to get into my own drive even.  It is wrong of 

the organisers to expect the people who live here not to be able to get in or 

out of their homes...safely!  I don't think for one moment locals were even 

considered when these huge events are planned.   

Again... leading, non-neutral preamble.    I have no objection to mountain / 

road bikes in the village or on or in Whinlatter - in fact they should be further 

encouraged and more facilities to make cycling safer (especially road cycling) - 

I think e-bikes as well should be promoted more.    If parking becomes an issue 

then that should be specifically identified and addressed accordingly.    I think 

large events should be encouraged in Whinlatter. 

Not necessarily 

The number of such events needs to be limited to avoid the problems you list! 

Inevitably, particularly if there was a gondola base station there! 

In particular mountain bikers speeding down the footpath from the forest will 

become a major safety hazard 

Not if the number of events is carefully managed 

The only people that may be fit from such events will be the commercial few 

not the residents 

It is good to have these events, but the number of cars that were parked all 

around the village when the Tour of Britain took place was ridiculous as the 

area isn't set up for this type of event. 
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One off events are somewhat disruptive locally on the day, but do negligible 

long term damage 

Let them continue to use the ample car parking spaces in Whinlatter. Placing 

parking in Thornthwaite is simply not what this village wants or deserves.  

WE WILL HAVE OUR SAY AND BE LISTENED TO BECAUSE WE WILL NOT SEE 

OUR PRECIOUS VILLAGE RUINED!! 

The tour of Britain was a major event, there are many events that take place in 

Whinlatter that I believe go unnoticed by many of the residents. The parish 

council only gets to know of any that effect closures of roads or footpaths the 

majority of events do not come under this category. 

One-off events cause temporary disruption but nothing permanent to destroy 

the village 

The 'parking' for the tour was outrageous! Incredibly dangerous too! 

Further access to Whinlatter should be developed from the rear where there 

would be much less disturbance to people and wildlife 
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I use the Braithwaite to Portinscale path beside the A66 very frequently 

(cycling).  Slowing down and using my bell means that dual purpose causes 

few problems.  The bridgeways listed above are quite another matter 

Keep some paths cycle free! 

Bikes go very fast and you don't often hear them approaching 

Pedestrians are rapidly becoming 3rd class citizens and have to give way to 

everything 

I have walked up the ravine, behind the Ladstock, down Hallgarth and round 

Powter Howe woods almost daily for 29 years, with my children, then 

grandchildren, my dogs, and with visitors. I have once met a cyclist and never 

a motorbike. Is this traffic risk being exaggerated?  

This is a historic designation. Bridleways are also for horses. I have yet to 

encounter selfish use of our paths by a cyclist. 

The Bridleway coming into the village down through the Ravine is regularly 

used by walkers but it is becoming dangerous when bicycles come upon you 

without warning. 
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They are designated public rights of way.  Consider re designation of motor 

rights of way as bridleways since that would abolish motorised traffic. 

This would be unlikely to be successful, and bridleways are used by people on 

horseback.  There should be a prohibition on the use of motor bikes and 4x4s. 

The large and increasing number of cyclists anticipated at Whinlatter and the 

surrounding areas should be encouraged to remain on the extensive, higher 

cycle tracks.  Where pedestrians (sometime elderly and some with children 

and dogs) are currently significant users, then footpath designation would 

require cyclists to dismount and use the paths safely. 

 

The subject of bicycles is a much-mentioned topic as I talk to people around 

this area. Most people regard them as a threat. They must not be allowed into 

areas such as Powter How wood. 

The law regarding cycling is from the 19th Century, it being no more than 'an 

aid to pedestrianism'. Cyclists have no training, pass no test and have no 

insurance. Many MTB riders ride appropriately. Many are reckless, rude, anti-

social and, when interacting with walkers, often dangerous to others as well as 

to themselves. (One flip over the handlebars can result in quadriplegia and a 

cost to society of the order of £2M.) The ranger denies all responsibility, 

saying that, with open unrestricted access, they no control over them. FC have 

no insurance, although he tells me that Cyclewise does. The worst offenders 

are 'townies' hiring from Cyclewise. Many are abusive and ride hard at other 

road users, often in the belief that they're on a mountain bike track, have right 

of way, and that others should get out of their way. Rarely do they slow down, 

putting themselves at considerable risk when approaching dogs. I have asked 

the Ranger to put up appropriate large signage at two particular danger spots 

as well as where MTB trails join public access roads and he has not done so, 

pleading that they don't like to put up signs.   Cyclists descend The Ravine 

faster than cars and yet, effectively, have no brakes. Revoking the 'bridleway' 

designation on the Comb Beck path in particular would, hopefully, also stop 

the large vans transporting the bikes coming into the village and parking.  

There is also the matter, reported by our MP, of the burden put on the 

ambulance service by the frequent accidents.  
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If they were then horses wouldn’t be allowed to use them and there are not 

enough bridleway in the area. 

Absolutely not.    The countryside is a shared resource.  Everyone needs to 

accept that it's there for all to enjoy responsibly.  Challenge the irresponsible 

minority not the outdoor loving majority.  If you want low impact, medium 

volume, dispersed tourism that is of medium to high value to the local area 

cycling and walking needs to be developed and encouraged.  If you want high 

volume car and coach-based tourism you get a Gondola.  The Lakes will attract 

tourists anyway ..... we need to make informed choices and pressure the right 

people for the desirable outcomes - car and coaches or walkers and bikes plus 

the odd off-road motorbike (who incidentally I have found to be 100% friendly 

and courteous locally - in the one time I met one near the village). 

Again - I walk this trail bridleway - twice a day / every day.  I rarely see 

mountain bikers coming all the way down to the village on these trails & I have 

never heard of an incident of a cyclist knocking over a pedestrian.  I am a 

cyclist that lives in the village - if I use these trails I am aware there could be 

walkers, so slow down.  The perception and reality of what is happening on 

these trails seems misguided.  95% percent of cyclists stay up at Whinlatter 

MTB centre and drive back down.  I believe that cyclists / walkers can share 

the same trails and do across most of the lake district national park.  We do 

not see in the newspaper incidents where cyclists have knocked down walkers 

who have been cycling recklessly at speed.  We do see incidents where car 

drivers knock down cyclists - safety on the roads and attitudes of drivers is a 

much higher risk. Most cyclists have insurance through British Cycling which 

would pay out depending on who was responsible for the incident.   

Specifically, the track into The Ravine from the forest.    Also all unmade routes 

should be made subject to pedestrians taking priority to address the verbal 

abuse frequently thrown at pedestrians by cyclists 

There is room for cyclists and horse riders as well as pedestrians. If cyclists are 

riding in a reckless manner, that should be tackled in a different way. 

As both a walker and a cyclist I can see both sides of this argument. As in many 

things it is the behaviours of the minority that divides opinions. If it is a 

bridleway then cyclists have a right to use it and walkers should recognise this. 

Equally the cyclists should ride at speeds that take walkers into consideration. 
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Horse riders will also be affected by the closure of bridleways and perhaps this 

has been forgotten by those proposing this change. 

There need to be designated paths for walkers and others for cyclists so the 

two groups can use the forest safely. 

Again...not exactly a neutral preamble.    Cycling should be encouraged.  I 

completely agree with a cycleway around Bassenthwaite    There will always 

be a minority of people who will act irresponsibly, but cycling is a healthy, 

environmental activity and issues should not be framed in a walkers vs cyclist 

argument - it is divisive and unhelpful.    I think powered bikes (I presume this 

relates to e-bikes as opposed to motor bikes) should also be encouraged as 

they open up Whinlatter Forest both on road and on the trails to people who 

otherwise could not access it (unfit; frail; disabled) and encourage a more 

active and healthy lifestyle.    I do not agree with motorbikes being in what I 

would consider footpaths / bridleways (however I think their use on the ORPA 

at Ladstock Hall is probably legal (although I don't like it)    I would argue that 

the footpaths should all be designated bridleways and not the other way 

round. 

IT IS MY UNDERSTANDING THAT USE OF BRIDLEWAYS BY ANY FORM OF 

MOTORISED VEHICLE IS NOT ALLOWED, AND THIS LAW SHOULD BE 

ENFORCED.  SIMILARLY, FOOTPATHS SHOULD BE CLEARLY MARKED AS SUCH, 

WITH, IF NECESSARY, "NO CYCLING OR HORSE RIDING" SIGNS PROMINENTLY 

DISPLAYED.   

There should be clear marking and distinction relating to the usage of all 

paths/tracks in the area. 

Yes, in some cases eg the Ravine.     There doesn't seem to be a major problem 

at present on the track behind Ladstock Hall either from cyclists or others. On 

my frequent visits to Ladstock Hall over the last 13 years I've never seen a 

motorcyclist on this track. 

However there needs to be a meaningful sanction against bikers using 

footpaths a cycle tracks. (A byelaw perhaps?)  

Unsure.  I thought motorised were not allowed on bridleways.  But if they are 

can motorised be banned whilst still allowing pedal cycles. 
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I frequently walk all of these paths with my dogs.  I have been verbally abused 

several times by cyclists and even been told they are cycle paths and I should 

not be on them! 

I’ve said yes although do not have strong views on this. 

I walk a lot, and find that cyclists are a hazard to the walker. They ride along 

the paths at a great pace and don't warn pedestrians that they're approaching.  

...... not all of them.  The ravine path is quite narrow, so re designation as a 

footpath would help enormously.  Bikes could be rerouted from the next 

junction up, along the forest trail to emerge at the N end of the village. 

Hallgarth and behind Ladstock are wider and should be maintained according 

to present status.  Powter Howe ..? Not at all clear of the rationale behind this 

one, but a cycle route for families going to the Lake might work. 

Not sure how this might be achieved. Cycle licensing and testing might be an 

answer 

That’s quite radical! and rather biased towards walkers. I walk my dogs up the 

ravine most days and occasionally meet cyclists. They have always been 

accommodating and polite and I’ve never had a problem in that specific 

location in the last 7 yrs. If the volume increased however I do see that 

potentially it could be a problem.  Worrying that the lane behind Ladstock is 

used by recreational motor cyclists ..I wasn’t aware of that.   Powter Howe 

potential cycle path. I would support this as part of a wider plan to develop a 

flattish around Bassenthwaite route (suitable for families with younger 

children or cyclists who don’t want hills) as long as a walking route was 

developed as well  Everyone should have the right to enjoy the area whether 

on foot or by bicycle but in the event of an accident the question of liability is 

a very important point   I really don’t have a problem with cyclists in 

Whinlatter and in and around Thornthwaite (and I’m a walker!)   

Any powered vehicle will be insured cyclists?   The majority of people using 

these areas are pedestrians or cyclists there are a very few motor cyclists 

12 

 

 

I'm not sure where this will run.  St Mary's to Jenkin Hill is not very far; on to 

Powter How is a different matter.  Any new footpath is a bonus 

Across the fields?  Or along the road with a footpath?  Don't know enough to 

comment really 
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Good for those with limited mobility 

An easier walk would be a good idea depending on the route and disturbance 

to residents 

The amount of litter left after any weekend plus human faeces is testament to 

the state that the area would be in permanently. LDNP does not police its 

current resources adequately to protect the environment. Have a look at the  

number of camper vans using Powter Howe car park in the season as free 

overnight stopover for more than one night at a time 

Footpaths are good! 

Not clear if this is away from the road.  

I don't see much point.  

'New' walking paths are welcome if the landowners agree.  The proximity to 

the noisy A66 could detract greatly from enjoyment of the route  

Not sure that I’d use it myself as it would be too close to the A66 and noisy, 

but if the village wants it that’s fine. 

This would be a fantastic addition as it always feels very unsafe to walk around 

that area with dogs or young children. 

In principle I am in favour of adding a footpath if it improves safety. 

We have many good footpaths already. Enough is enough. 

We’re in the only mountainous area of England. People are well aware of this 

before and during their visit unless they have impaired sight. There are plenty 

of low level walks to choose from.  

First: a survey to determine how many walkers would use it. Where would it 

be put, other than destroying what there is of grass verges. One might ask: 

what's the point? If through the village then why not from Braithwaite (Maple 

Bank) to Powter Howe. Most walkers I've seen on the road are between 

Braithwaite and Lanefoot Farm, a few (rarely) between Thornthwaite and 

Powter How. And after Powter How, then what? Survey needs to determine 

where they're going. (e.g. en route to PH might be walkers intent on Barf) 

This would help those with mobility issues and wheelchair users. 
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The priority should be a safe pedestrian route to and from at least the 

campsite or to Braithwaite.  Walkers at the blind bends - come on!  Lobby for a 

solution there. 

Yes - but I would be interested to see the entry / exit points for this trail 

Yes if people wanted it. 

It would also provide a different view of the hills and village 

I do not think a footpath is necessary at this location 

A footpath would make travelling through the village safer ...I am not sure it 

would need to go all the way to Powter Howe - how many people walk from 

Thornthwaite to Powter Howe (not many I would think) - I would make it 

through Thornthwaite only - walkers and cyclists can already use the back 

road to get from Thornthwaite to Powter Howe 

Anything to make walking from A to B safer - as the small Thornthwaite B road 

is still 60 mph along most of its length, and with no pavements. 

Yes, so long as it doesn't cause undue convenience to Thornthwaite residents. 

If people want flat walking I suggest that they visit Norfolk 

As long as it is a designated footpath with clear signs excluding cyclists  

I’ve said yes but do not have strong views on this.  

There’s an existing track for at least part of the route.  It could lead to a decent 

circuit for people not able to tackle slopes or with mobility aids. 

For health and safety purposes in moving around the village and walking to 

the nearby villages. Walkers should always take priority in an area where 

walkers are sharing the road with buses, coaches, lorries, cars, motor bikes 

and bicycles. 

given the cost of this how many people are going to benefit?  Would it be 

locals or tourists?  Could be an added attraction for the people using the 

Gondola giving access to the lake!  The proposed new cycle way from Powter 

How could be a multi user one provided it does not reduce the width of the 

road 

An easier walk would be a good idea depending on the route and disturbance 

to residents 

question   comments 
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I presume the Dubwath to tunnel would use the allegedly non-existent 

path(!?!!) along the lakeshore.  I don't see a problem in this.  I am very against 

a cycle route through Powter How Wood because of wildlife (esp red squirrels) 

and sheets of wild daffodils, to say nothing of people and loose dogs.  The 

former farm-vehicle route beside Lulthwaite Cottage wall, then up the lane 

(owned by the LDNP) would be preferable, as it is already compacted 

Total destruction of the lake shore which is an SSSI and removal of trees in 

Powter Howe wood to replace path with tarmac.  Definitely no! What happens 

to the squirrels?  What about all the walkers? 

Strongly support this.  Its currently very dangerous to cycle past Bassenthwaite 

on the A66 so we never do it. This would be a great way to open access to 

cycle to Cockermouth for less confident cyclists 

It could in fact also link to a level route to St Mary's.  The likely users are 

families, recreational cyclists and walkers. Shared use has never been a real 

problem on the Threlkeld railway line.  

Cyclists and walkers do not mix - the pathway will become an unofficial race 

track and play are for families with feral children 

Cycle paths are safe, clean, sustainable transport routes. This one sounds 

delightful for locals and visitors. 

One of the problems, as a cyclist in the village, has been access to the north 

due to the dual carriageway and the currently unsuitable path alongside the 

lake. 

I strongly support the idea of a cycle and footpath around the entirety of 

Bassenthwaite Lake. I'm in two minds about diverting away from the lake and 

coming through the village.  

I think the tunnel would be potentially dangerous and put walkers at risk 

The idea of a cycle path as in the outline proposals is, in my opinion, a waste 

of (alleged) £6 million tax payer’s money.   Consideration should be given to 

building it through woodland from Peel Wyke for a fraction of the cost. Also, 

the section through Powter Howe is contentious as currently there isn’t a 

bridleway there. 

I do support the idea of a cycle path but not in its current form. The figure of 

£6 million that it’s allegedly going to cost is ridiculous and a waste of public 
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money. Instead of building it next to the lake it could run through woodland 

from Peel Wyke for a fraction of the cost. The section through Powter Howe is 

contentious as currently there isn’t a bridleway there. 

"follow the bridleway through Powter Howe".  There is currently no bridleway, 

only footpath, so is one proposed?   

The exact route would be of interest.  For any section of cycle path that took 

over existing walking rights of way, cyclists should dismount to maintain safety 

for walkers (including elderly and families with small children and dogs).  As 

walkers, a favourite short walk is from Thornthwaite to Powter Howe and 

down to Bassenthwaite lake under the tunnel.  The tunnel under the A66 

would become dangerous if cyclists were able to cycle at speed through it.  

Also, if large numbers of cyclists congregated on the lakeshore area, the 

tranquillity of the lake and the bird population may be affected. 

I presume this will follow the footpath that runs alongside the lake already. 

I've met bikes hurtling along here before and generally end up standing well 

out of their way as they haven't the manners to slow down. Their attitude is 

get out of my way or be hit. Powter How is a very old woodland which is the 

habitat for several species of birds that are struggling for survival due to 

humans wrecking their habitat. Also its a refuge for deer which I often see in 

there. Many people walk here and I'm sure will give it a miss should bikes be 

tearing along it.  

There already is one that does NOT need fresh tarmac along its length 

The route through Powter How wood has three conflict zones where walkers 

and cyclists would share the path, the most serious of which is the descent to 

the path junction approaching the bench. Approach to the underpass is 

another descent, this time with a blind 90 degree bend into the tunnel. 

Knowing that typical cyclist behaviour is not to slow down, effectively not to 

react, this is of grave concern. A particular problem in the wood and through 

the underpass as this is used by many dog walkers - i.e. there are many dogs, 

many are loose. (The third conflict zone is the approach to the car park gate, 

although here there is visibility and they would, of necessity being slowing 

down.)  

There is already a cycle way on the road. 
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I'd prefer more bikes and more responsible car usage.  If Thornthwaite wants a 

lower impact form of tourism then it's walkers and cyclists.  There are few 

traffic free options for families to cycle on locally. 

Yes - we lack flatter family friendly routes & at present there is no safe cycling 

between Thornthwaite / Cockermouth unless you go through the A66 which is 

a real risk.   

The A66 is too dangerous to cycle. A peripheral route would avoid the village. 

But, can understand the reasoning behind it.  There are alternative routes, but 

the sticking point is crossing the A66.  Powter Howe Wood will be destroyed. 

However, the question is not correct, as a final route has not been decided 

and it is possible that the new cycleway / footpath will miss Powter Howe and 

come along the edge of the field, that is what I would support. 

The tunnel area will be very dangerous where walkers and cyclists meet, 

otherwise fine. 

I fully support the idea of cycle paths.  But they must not be integrated with 

footpaths to avoid mixing walkers, with their children and dogs, and cyclists.  

Putting a cycle path thru Powter Howe will seriously degrade the existing 

amenity for walkers and should only happen if the village agrees. 

Not sure about this as people walk through Powter Howe and the path goes 

very close to houses. 

This is long overdue    A safe cycle route to avoid the A66 and use the existing 

tracks through Powter Howe - excellent plan. 

A66 dual carriageway is horribly dangerous to cycle on, and current lakeside 

path not really suitable for road bikes. 

Excellent! this is definitely needed for safety. 

Such a cycle path would be very welcome to avoid cycling on the A66. 

There are enough cycle paths around Whinlatter.    Powter how is a very 

popular walk for families and should remain so 

See Q11.  Cyclists are safer off the A66. 

Not through our village. 

Yes if the path through Powter Howe was made slightly wider (without 

spoiling the nature of it) to allow walkers and cyclists to safely pass  
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It will make it safer for cyclists and at the same time give a sustainable means 

of transport to the Gondola 

Too many in the area already - use the roads 

How often would it be flooded or out of action on the lakeside? 
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These forests are coming to the end of their natural life-span, and some 

harvesting is inevitable.  Clean-up could be better managed.  We have had 

some notice of past clearances 

I'm not aware of any consultation with F Commission and neighbours.  Things 

just happen and we speculate and have to put up with the destruction of the 

forest.  The deer and the squirrels have gone. 

Communication is poor at best.  There is limited 'consultation' 

Poor management of the trees and failure to control growth and re-plant in 

copses with broad leaf trees leaves the are looking like the Somme after they 

have finished. It is managed so much better in other countries eg Sweden 

It's lovely to have the views across Bassenthwaite back. 

Minimal consultation.  

Areas of clear felling on the hillside but particularly in the ravine means many 

mature broadleaf trees have since been lost to wind strike.  The Forestry 

England should take better care and be better regulated in National Park  not 

just claim this is “normal forestry” and leave the area decimated. 

The place looks like a disaster area.  By clear felling conifers in the ravine many 

mature broadleaf trees have been lost to wind strike.  Forestry England claim 

this is “normal forestry”, but this is in a National Park.  They should be forced 

to take more care and be better regulated. 

Concerned about water flows when the area is cleared of trees 

They have left a mess and they have denuded the forest. 

I have been told by people who've lived here for years that The Forestry have 

mishandled/ignored the forest around Thornthwaite for 20 years.  There are 

far far too many trees being felled nowadays. To my knowledge the 

Commission have very little or no public consultation over felling. The way 

they fell these days and then depart leaves the sites looking as if a war has 

taken place there. Up above The Pheasant Inn is one place in particular. 
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Forest? There's nothing left! 

Modern use of large machinery causes total destruction of the landscape. 

Leaving replanting for two years to see what regenerates naturally only 

increases the time for which the mess is on display.  

FE Management are a disgrace.  NO CONSULTATION  NO ADVANCE NOTICE OF 

POWER OUTAGES  One of their managers door stepped me and was a disgrace 

to himself and to FE.  I got a call 10 mins later from his line manager saying "I 

had reduced him to tears" (I didn't).    The Larch Disease excuse is an 

overblown load of tosh.  They have also claimed Slope Loading was the reason 

for the clearances.  It's one or the other - which is it?  I have been told by a 

senior forestry manager (out of this region and who will not go on record for 

fear of their job) that there was one infected tree.  One!  It was overblown to 

get the Government to pay for the felling.  Now why the wanted to feel so 

much, in some many of the same places as the power line and Gondola are 

"going" needs to be questioned very, very closely.  The mess the contractors 

have left and their attitude to their work and to the village was also a total 

disgrace.  

 

Absolutely not - Forestry have not visited our property and discussed felling 

projects with us.  Whilst trees need to be felled - they seem to have paid a 

professional team to so the section above the Coast to Coast track and then a 

group of monkeys below - who have left a dreadful mess that looks like the 

village has been in a war.  There has been NO clean up effort by forestry.  This 

is the same at the ravine close to Seldom seen - destroying a whole habitat.  

There is no way the cost of felling the trees on these steep slopes with 

helicopters equates to the profit from the trees.  We are A UNESCO world 

heritage site and conservation / recreation should be considered within the 

forest area.  At the moment it looks like they have just bulldozed their way 

through the trees with little care / thought.  Utter disgrace and they should be 

made to clear up. 

Removal of unsightly felled trees and brush wood would improve appearances 

Some of the trees will have been felled in anticipation of the Gondola going 

ahead.  All round the UK the FC are clear felling large areas of their woodland, 

Whinlatter is not the only forest.  I understand that the FC at Whinlatter is 
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running at a loss - this would seem to be due to poor management of 

resources. 

The Parish Council has made strong representations to the FC about the mess 

and it also got the MP involved who promised some action.  The FC response 

is that this is a normal way forests are left after harvesting. 

The sites have been left in an awful state after the felling of the trees behind 

the village - it all looks like a war zone!     Also I feel there is a good chance of 

landslides if we have severe weather. 

Felling the forest is part of the cycle of maintenance and logging.  The forest is 

visible from Skiddaw and all the other hills but there is no effort put into 

tidying/landscaping the felled areas.  The result - an eyesore! 

We were told that there would be tree felling behind Thornthwaite but 

considerably more felling was done without consultation. The hillside behind 

Thornthwaite was badly managed. 

I am concerned about the additional risk of flooding and of land slippage due 

to the wholesale felling of trees throughout Whinlatter. Are there plans to 

replant with native broadleaf varieties? 

Little consultation as to why they are felling so many trees. 

I am not aware of much consultation 

I AM NOT AN EXPERT ON FORESTRY, BUT EXPERTISE IS NOT NECESSARY TO 

SEE WHAT AN APPALLING MESS THE TREE FELLING OPERATIONS HAVE LEFT 

BEHIND. I AM ESPECIALLY REFERRING TO THE SLOPE BEHIND THORNTHWAITE 

GRANGE WHERE MANY FELLED TREES HAVE SIMPLY BEEN LEFT RATHER THAN 

CLEARED AWAY.  THIS IS IN DIRECT CONTRADICTION TO WHAT WE WERE 

TOLD WOULD HAPPEN BY A FORESTRY ENGLAND OFFICER IN A PERSONAL 

VISIT TO OUR HOUSE. 

Although I would like to see more information from the FC about the timing of 

their plans. At Beck Wythop, the C2C path was closed from August 2018, but 

the real felling has only really started in January 2019 - and we have no idea 

how long it will really take.  I think a maildrop for local residents with detailed 

information would improve relations with the FC. 

There seems to be a problem but I am not qualified to comment 
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It's very difficult to comment about this at present. Some areas have been 

cleared and I don't not what the future plans are for these areas. 

Huge areas have been cleared which is unsightly 

The clearing up process after felling takes far too long and paths/bridleways 

are then closed to users for months rather than weeks 

Don’t want to be cynical but how convenient larch disease then a fire right in 

the direction of the planned gondola line. The Alps put their gondola lines in 

tree lined avenues to protect their lines from wind and storm.   Now without 

the trees the lines would be open to all wind and storms - having to stop 

running due to the adverse weather conditions.  

At a micro level, clearance of fallen trees across pathways is not very prompt.  

At a larger scale, from the FC forward planning on their website consultation, I 

have not got a clear idea of replanting plans or alternative land use for those 

areas recently cleared, eg above the ravine.  A higher priority for tree and 

forest land management, rather than other commercial ventures would seem 

desirable, to maintain landscape value. 

They seem more interested in tourists/visitors than the trees, there are some 

very unsightly areas 

It seems there is rampant disease among our larch trees coupled with a need 

to open up Whinlatter for the visitors. Whinlatter forest looks decimated 

thanks to forestry and private landowners who do not live anywhere near our 

villages. 

It seems a bit draconian particularly up the Ravine and a real shame some of 

the natural trees have blown down because of it .. 

It could be left a bit tidier but they say that is how the forest is managed. 

National Trust have the same policy 

Communication is poor at best.  There is limited 'consultation' 

I'm not aware of any consultation with F Commission and neighbours.  Things 

just happen and we speculate and have to put up with the destruction of the 

forest.  The deer and the squirrels have gone. 

15 

 

The village need lighting 
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Once again increased street lighting is urbanization creeping in!  We need less 

light pollution not more! 

Beck Wythop has no street lighting - each house has outside sensor lighting 

Street lights are an indicator of 30mph limits.  

We pay hefty council tax. We benefit from street lighting.  

Supporter of Dark Skies 

Community charge is very high compared to other parts of the country. 

Would our council tax be reduce accordingly if the village foot lights aren't lit?    

The lighting is already paid for in the part of our Council Tax that goes to 

Allerdale.  Are they going to reduce it? 

...but do they really need to be on ALL night? 

If replaced by L.E.D. lights cost is very small compared with the costs 

associated with just one accident caused by darkness especially children 

returning from school  

I know that most people in the village have cars and probably use them for 

90% of their travelling. But people do walk from house to house around the 

village and if lighting disappeared it would certainly make the village 'appear' 

less safe and hence people may be forced to stay in.  

As a disabled person I would find it very difficult to move around the village, 

either to go to the bus stop or visit friends, because the village roads are 

uneven and full of potholes that I could trip in without sufficient lighting.  

Therefore I would be unable to leave the house after dark. 

Simple - if they don't lay on the basic lighting facilities a dark, country village 

needs for safety then we refuse to allow traffic through the next time they 

divert the A66.  Solar charging lighting options should be explored also. 

This is crazy - are we becoming an under developed country - taking away 

lighting which is essential to the safe passage of local residents throughout the 

early hours and night.  At a time when I hear in Keswick they are putting up 

more lights to guide people to the Lake Shore.  This should not even be in 

question - dropping this village back into darkness is like going back in time. 

Unbelievable its even a consideration. I will certainly feel less safe walking the 

dogs in hours of darkness in our village. 
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It is a safety issue especially for older people. 

Safety issues Regards poorly lit bikes, trip hazard as no footpath etc 

Don't want street lighting. 

This does not particularly bother me, personally, as I do not live in the village 

itself.  I assume Allerdale will take responsibility for any injury due to lack of 

street lighting?  Does the removal of this service mean that the Council Tax 

will reduce?  Is this something supported by the FC to help them with their 

proposed observatory, and dark skies, scheme?  Are other villages in Allerdale 

affected? 

They are making strong representations on the matter 

We do live in the twenty first century after all! 

They are a nuisance on all night 

I would agree to ABC cutting lighting only if the street lighting in the towns is 

treated similarly or if ABC reduces our council tax.    The existing street lighting 

is not being maintained.  Why aren't all lights using led lights to significantly 

reduce costs?  Why aren't they 'smart' lights?  Why are the lights on all night 

when they could be dimmed or switched off during the middle of the night? 

I live in a village with no street lights so I am used to this. Also the lack of light 

pollution provides for much better viewing of the night sky. 

The argument being that it is not just footpath, it is village street lighting 

I would want to know the evidence for criminal activity in the village currently 

(I suspect it is very low) - unless this was a significant issue (criminal activity) I 

am not sure street lighting is necessary in the village 

SURELY BOTH AUTHORITIES COULD SAVE MONEY BY TURNING ALL THE 

VILLAGE LIGHTS OFF AT, FOR EXAMPLE, 1.00AM.  WHY DO WE NEED STREET 

LIGHTS TO STAY ON THROUGHOUT THE HOURS OF DARKNESS? 

This lighting is needed for safety and security.    LED equipment should be 

fitted to lower the usage cost 

....and they should install LEDs if they haven't already done so! 

With no pavements in the village , and so many houses in darkness because 

they are holiday homes, street lighting is essential  
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Given pressure on budgets it is not necessary to have the street lighting in the 

village itself 

How much more vulnerable do we have to get. We already have a reduced 

police presence  

It’s dark by 4pm in the winter.  People need to see and be safe when they are 

out and about.  Street lights are a basic facility. 

Yes but this is unlikely to happen. There will be other ways of dealing with this 

issue. 

I don’t mind the dark and don’t particularly like the street light right outside 

our house. I wouldn’t feel less safe without it and don’t believe crime would 

increase. I would actually prefer to see the stars.  

there will be no reduction in council tax so this equates to a rise in council tax. 

Keswick have approx 70-80 Allerdale lights a small percentage on the number 

on CCC lights.  We are being discriminated for living in a rural area 

Darker skies are also a benefit 

Once again increased street lighting is urbanization creeping in!  We need less 

light pollution not more! 

Beck Wythop has no street lighting - each house has outside sensor lighting 

16 

16 (cont) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Only if I have to - there is no lighting at Powter How, even on the main road 

I'm happy to use a torch when I go out at night 

We shouldn't have to I'm not really sure what they do with our money anyway 

Powter Howe has no street lights so we shouldn't be billed for a resource we 

have no use for 

Holiday home owners should pay council tax. 

Supporter of Dark Skies 

But only if the holiday homes contributed as well. The burden of council tax is 

falling on an increasingly small number of residents. 

Having NO footpaths in our village means street lighting is extremely 

important and a safety issue.   

If the Parish Council takes on the responsibility of funding street lighting there 

should be a corresponding reduction in the Council Tax being paid to Allerdale. 
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It would also be a good idea to replace existing lighting with suitable LED units, 

but not the harsh bright white ones seen in some other villages. There are no 

footpaths in the village so this really is a safety issue. 

Sad that councils are pushing the costs on to someone else, but that's the way 

of the world. 

Shouldn’t we have lighting like the rest of Allerdale? 

Like they say in Russia - if you continue to pretend to pay us, we'll continue to 

pretend to work.  We all get that the public purse is tight (but how much 

public funds have been spent on the Gondola project so far?).  If FC are 

building their hydro power station then ask them to provide the power for the 

street lights.  It'll compensate for the bloody mess they've let their contractors 

leave the village in! 

If we had to - but I would like to understand first that EVERY village is in a 

similar situation and that this cost is split between us all.  Honestly - if this is 

modern Britain we are not advancing as an economy if we are taking away 

lighting, policing and all of the other privileges we have become accustomed 

to and have been paying for - for years.  Is there a form of solar lighting that 

could half the costs?  

Depending on the cost 

I already pay Allerdale Borough Council for service of lighting. 

As mentioned above, the lack of street lighting in the village does not concern 

me, personally.  I assume the 5 maintained by the CC will remain? 

The village already makes a significant contribution to ABC when all we will 

receive is refuse collection 

The numbers of residents paying extra parish council would not equate to the 

cost of several new street lamps. 

But it should be the responsibility of the council  

if the majority voted in favour of keeping the street lights on 

This is discriminating the people who live in rural areas 

Possibly if the upkeep was attended to immediately  

Depends on cost 
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If we got a reduction in the council tax. This is discriminating the people who 

live in rural areas 
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Landline:  I have an intermittent, very loud crackly line.  Recent attention has 

improved it somewhat, but not enough     Internet:  don't have this     Mobile 

signal: v poor 

Can't comment as I don't have the above.  However erecting masts and ariels 

sounds as bad to me as the gondola structures! 

It's improved but not sufficiently 

Not all improvements reach Beck Wythop 

Mobile signal is patchy. Line speeds are slow 

We have fast internet connection and good mobile signals. Better than some 

other parts of the country. 

Broadband is very good 

mobile reception v poor on O2 

Mobile signal in the village is generally quite poor and where I live is non-

existent.  Very few Freeview channels compared to other areas.  Fibre 

Broadband from BT has been very good - so far. 

Broadband yes.  Digital TV - No.  We have to rely on freesat for limited number 

of channels 

Certainly the signal for mobiles around here is very poor. We do have a 

landline but tend to use our mobiles.  Internet connections are terrible. Our 

daughter who comes home from time to time says they are laughable. We 

have Sky. Something like 890 channels and most nights there is barely 

anything to watch of interest. So if we move to freeview we should have 

access to more channels. 

We haven’t lived here long enough to have seen what it has been like but, 

generally, it is decent.  

Internet connectivity remains very poor  

Yes as regards my iPad but not able to get a good mobile signal 

Broadband speed measures at 40Mbs+ while the actual operating on-screen 

speed varies and is often slow. All too often inexplicable drop-out: i.e. no 

internet for seconds or even minutes. Grave concerns over Openreach's ability 
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to restore services when there is damage. Note that the cable through 

Stephanie's wood, servicing 21 users, is still hanging free after a year. Perhaps 

if we get Whinlatter Visitor Centre on this line with a commercial contract we 

might get better service.  Yes, range of Freeview channels is not acceptable. 

Mobile reception has deteriorated over the past year and sometimes I can’t 

get anything with o2. The o2 service used to be excellent and I used to be able 

to use my phone anywhere in the forest when I was horse riding. 

Broadband is still awful and unreliable.  The BT guys should erect a permanent 

tent over the green box near the church road end, they're there often enough 

fixed issue after issue. 

Internet regularly drops out and speeds are low.  We have been advised by 

our computer expert locally - not to upgrade with BT at this stage as there is 

an issue in Thornthwaite, in particular our driveway with creating this 

connection.    We cannot get a smart meter at our property as the mobile 

signal is so poor. 

Though mobile on some networks poor. 

It's OK, not fantastic, but I can certainly live with it, and at least my mobile 

now works here! 

Broadband is much better but mobile signal from nearly all providers is either 

very poor or none existent.   As we no longer have a public telephone in the 

village, better mobile service is essential, particularly regarding health and 

safety issues. 

Mobile reception indoors useless, as is TV and satellite. 

We have taken advantage of the "fibre to premise" upgrade from BT and the 

internet provision is now superb with little or no drop out.  Mobile signal is 

good for both O2 and Vodaphone. Don't know about other providers.  Do not 

use a landline.  Yes, we do need an improvement to Freeview. 

Being on the extremity of the village having to pay a lot for not very good 

speed. 

Apart from mobile signal...none at present! 

Broadband is acceptable.  Mobile signal is okay some of the time (especially 

with a booster) - but could be improved and sometimes is not acceptable 

(drop outs; poor signal etc)  Freeview - could be better 
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Not for us in Beck Wythop - no change 

The fibre broadband is excellent at Ladstock Hall.    The television repeater 

signal could be more reliable.     

I get fibre-to-the-door which is a great broadband service.  But mobile signal is 

poor and I cannot always make a call (using O2 network). 

Poor mobile reception 

No,  if it windy my T.V loses signal   My mobile signal is now worse than it was 

a year ago  I have been offered  faster broadband and then been told my 

speed is not fast enough to accommodate it   

Very happy with the internet service provided  

Our mobile reception is appalling, internet still too slow and landline service 

mediocre  

... though mobile signal is the least reliable. 

I wait for BTs fibre to each property with baited breath. This will be the way 

forward as fibre gets cheaper. Mobile phones for younger people seem 

sufficient as most young people I know do not have landlines in their homes. 

Generally all ok. Landline (rarely use now but it works well), internet (could 

still be faster but ok), mobile reception (depends on provider but EE is good 

and clicks over to WiFi call if it drops out occasionally). Freeview, I can’t 

comment as I rarely watch TV. 

i get 50+ channels with an aerial and 80+with bt ,i would recommend people 

to turn to Caldbeck transmitter only a small number will not be able to tune in 

to Caldbeck.  Internet speed is good there are times when it drops out but that 

is in line with other towns and cities 

Given demands from other areas, seems reasonable 

Can't comment as I don't have the above.  However erecting masts and ariels 

sounds as bad to me as the gondola structures! 

It's improved but not sufficiently 

Not all improvements reach Beck Wythop 

question   comments 
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19 (cont) 

 

 

 

 

Who in the village would take on this responsibility?  I don't see much 

advantage in this (unless to buffer against further gondola-type 

developments!) 

Sounds like a sweetener to pacify the villagers.  What happens to parcels of 

land in between?  Why doesn't Forestry England designate this land 

themselves as orchard areas? 

It would be a great opportunity for the village to manage areas around it for 

wildlife development, build community spirit and engage folk with nature 

Worth exploring 

A nice idea but the age range of the village would prevent many helpers 

physically preparing, planting and maintaining these areas. 

Nice idea in theory, but would it be maintained in the long term? 

I would support this IF there was a clear rationale for doing so, with a clear 

objective and properly funded plan. I'm not aware of any of these things 

currently but would be keen to learn more  

Possibly, the devil is in the detail 

In principle.  But with all necessary investigatory checks and costs being done 

prior. 

Yes if the majority of the village wants it. But -  I’d like to know exactly what is 

being planned to do with the land and what sort of commitment would be 

needed. ie.  financial & time. 

Yes but..... What need has the village for this land?  Is there an aim/purpose in 

mind.  Or is this just a case of the Forestry England wanting to offload? 

Yes, conditional on the village and villagers being able to use it for a range of 

activities that benefits the village. 

Yes in theory but everyone would have to be involved which I doubt would 

happen.  

100% behind this idea. It would be an excellent community project that is the 

sort of ‘showcase’ that is what the Lake District should really be getting 

behind.  

Yes/No to support rather depends on what, if anything, the village would do 

with it. 
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19 (cont) 

 

 

 

 

You wouldn’t be able to plant anything as it would become choked with 

bracken. 

There will be liabilities attached to all these parcels of land that the Forestry 

want to offload.  Pig in a Poke come to mind 

Yes - that is an interesting thought - but should they at least tidy these areas 

before we take them on board – after all we had been happy when they had 

trees on for years.  

I look after my own garden at the moment. I am too old to take on further 

heavy work. 

Will become shortcuts to other paths 

Need to know more before committing myself.  Sorry if I am sitting on the 

fence, but, again, this doesn't really affect me personally.  If I was one of the 

adjoining property owners, however, I would like the chance to control what 

happens on the land. 

If sufficient residents are willing to be involved there is a great opportunity to 

tidy up the mess left by the FC and also create some social space and perhaps 

a community orchard. 

A community area - say an orchard would benefit everyone. 

This is unstable land and we would be responsible for draining etc. This really 

must not happen 

The land will not be easy or safe to manage.  However the parish council 

should consider taking on land offered by the Forestry England that could be 

suitable for affordable housing. 

I would support this providing that the village then has some control over any 

future planning applications that may be made for the land. 

It sounds great but who will be in charge of planting tending etc who would 

bear the cost of such areas. 

Needs more clarification 

Not clear what the cost would be 

Not sure how this would benefit anyone 

question   comments 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

CAN'T HELP BUT FEEL THAT THE FORESTRY ENGLAND ARE JUST TRYING TO 

TRANSFER LAND WHICH THEY KNOW IS WORTHLESS, TO AVOID HAVING ANY 

FURTHER RESPONSIBILITY FOR IT.   

Unable to comment. Would there be any benefits to the village? 

I can’t work out where they are! 

The land will be better manged by the Forestry England with local consultation 

These are steep, rocky patches and presumably not commercially viable for 

the FC to manage.  Tidying, and planting would be hard graft for villagers 

(though doubtless rewarding).  One option of 'letting the land go back to 

nature' could be done as easily by the FC, at no cost to villagers. 

In my opinion this is just to get someone else to do the work, and may also to 

get us on side in the hope that they will gain our support for their plans 

In what way would I support? 

who will tend to this area. most of the residents are elderly, I think it may start 

out as a good idea then interest will decline ,planting of wild flowers would be 

futile as eventually the bracken, fern , gorse etc would take over 

If it has the capacity to do it effectively 
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But where? 

Why provide more houses on green fields when at least 1/3 of houses stand 

empty during the year? 

Taxing second homes/holiday homes to pay for the damage they do the 

community would allow subsidies to be paid on existing properties to 

convert to affordable housing. 

It is vital for the future of the village 

Rather than new sites would prefer a much stronger position taken on the 

acquisition of property for second homes, either locally or nationally 

Affordable housing should be provided in larger communities (eg Keswick), 

close to where employment can be provided.  

Thornthwaite does not have all those amenities that families seem to 

require, ie shop/school/leisure and recreational facilities and a regular bus 

service etc.    I am unaware of any potential housing sites. 
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20 (cont) 

 

 

 

 

I think there are better locations for affordable housing than Thornthwaite.  

Needs to be close to schools, shops, pubs, leisure facilities and regular 

transport. 

Expanding the footprint of the village, rather than squeezing the housing in.  

And potentially adding facilities. 

Thornthwaite always was a small farming community. It has become a 

dwelling/holiday house village and needs to remain a small community. 

There isn't the space to start building lots of houses. 

As one of the ‘younger’ incomers (only?) I see this as a good thing to 

enhance the sense of community of the village. We don’t know anyone else 

around our own age (late 20s-early 30s). Just as it can be ‘lonely’ for older 

folk it can be lonely for us too.  

I’m not aware of any suitable locations for housing  

Yes is easy to say, but affordable means of the order of £130k - i.e. Allonby 

prices. Hard to see how that could be possible. Shared ownership funded by 

a tourist tax would be a solution. The wider issue is that common to all NP's: 

empty houses visited by owners infrequently that should be brought into 

full time use as well as s/c's with low occupancy rates. These issues require 

parliament to legislate. In forty years at least they have failed to address 

this issue. Also the LOC designation needs to change. A house with LOC at 

£650k, as there has been in Keswick, is an oxymoron.  

Community land trusts should be encouraged to find more sites to develop 

for this purpose. 

The village needs to evolve 

Yes - as long as developments are not extensive and within keeping of the 

village.  Also what is affordable housing as often the reality is these houses 

built are too expensive for young people regardless of what we are told 

beforehand.  So the developments happen, people move in & then they are 

not in the age bracket as you describe - this has already happened in 

Keswick, Threlkeld 

Thornthwaite already has enough houses and building more would change 

its character and appearance. 

question   comments 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

20 (cont) 

 

The village does not have infrastructure to support further developments.  

Burden to schools. Poor transport links. No footpaths etc 

Big mistake 

We need more young people and children for a more balanced community.  

Yes, but occupancy restriction must be enforced!  Important to keep local 

services. 

There maybe an opportunity to find sites in connection with the issues 

raised in question 19 

The village has to survive and encourage younger people to live here. 

There is too much building as it is. 

The village would benefit hugely from having more permanent residents 

There is in my view a need to provide low cost/affordable housing in the 

village- potential sites are: opposite old Edgerton Garage: Land this side of 

Lewis's. However, l am aware these sites are near old mine shafts/workings 

How about the land off the road to the Church?  (I have no idea if that is 

feasible though) ...or use the land that is planned for the gondola base 

station as it appears that is available? 

If it reduces the number of empty second homes/holiday homes 

Low cost housing is important for Keswick as a whole and potential sites 

should be identified  

I do think it is important that we attract younger people to the village and I 

do totally support the concept of affordable housing. However, I'm not sure 

where they could be built. 

How about the gondola bottom station site !!! 

'Brownfield' sites, eg old garage workshop and opposite? 

 

Potentially yes if the right site could be found. It would help alleviate the 

‘older’ community bias here and make for a more diverse and sustainable 

community.  

There are a number of sites but owners are not willing to sell land at such a 

low value, typical site with planning permission would fetch £100K+, a 
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question   comments 

housing trust looking to get grant funding is only allowed to pay £15K  Two 

land owners have land which they are interested to sell to a Community 

land trust there is a good possibility that we could provide 12+ houses. The 

ADCLT are currently involved with a project which will hopefully see the 

development of 4 shared ownership houses 

Why provide more houses on green fields when at least 1/3 of houses stand 

empty during the year? 

It’s certainly important and we are very lucky to be able to live here 

A 'critical mass' of local families would start to make Thornthwaite a more 

viable proposition for other families. The property is fractionally cheaper 

than Keswick and could encourage some of the second homes to return to 

local use.  Land around Egerton’s garage?   
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21 (cont) 

 

 

Now have new surface!!    Road-sweeping hardly ever seems to happen now.  

Provision for pedestrians would be safer, but how??  Signage (as above) would 

be nice 

What about a B&B/Hotel sign on the A66 directing visitors onto the village?    

Many years ago this was dismissed by CC Council and Highways! 

They have recently improved.  Signage is poor.  No footpaths -maybe create 

footways like cycle lanes 

Footpath needed 

Vast improvement with the resurfacing of the road through the village but this 

is only to be used a s a bypass when road works start on A66.#  The Gallery 

isn't a shop. Its a tourist attraction only 

Over the years I have felt that signage has become too much of an issue. The 

village has lost some of its rural character as a consequence. 

Generally, although the 30 mph speed limit is totally disregarded, so either 

remove or enforce. 

We should fight for an automatic speed sign to alert motorists to their (excess) 

speed as they approach the village 

The main road through the village has been recently resurfaced and appears 

to have been done well. The remainder of the roads in the village are in a poor 

state of repair.       

question   comments 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

21 (cont) 

 

 

The road through the village has been resurfaced and appears to have been 

done well. The rest of the roads in the village are in a poor state. 

Now we have been resurfaced.... there is still much work to be done on the 

back lane.  Speed limits are treated as a joke and there is a huge amount of 

work to be done here. 

The road quality past the Gallery onto the road accessing Seldom Seen is steep 

and in need of upgrading, as is the road up to the beck. 

Especially NOW as they've just surfaced the whole road.  

With the main road resurfaced the poor state of the other roads such the 

upper road past Thwaite Hill Hotel and on up the Ravine is plain to see. The 

fact is that they all need resurfacing. 

More road sweeping and traffic calming measures through the village. 

I reserve comment until the first flood event has come and gone without issue 

Looks good at the moment with all the new tarmac.  Let's hope this upgrade is 

not so they can run a diversion of the A66 through the village....  Speed limit of 

30 should be from Braithwaite all the way to the junction with the A66.  We 

should adopt a Green Lane status like Jersey where walkers cyclists have 

priority, 30 miles an hour whole length and small ripples of speed bumps or 

similar along the length. 

Assuming current work is finished properly and 30mph markings reinstated 

and all other road markings are suitable.     So far I have been overtaken on 3 

separate occasions when turning from the A66 at the newly marked junction 

by vehicles crossing double white lines on the red hatched areas.  

The main road is being repaired, which is not before time. The state of the side 

roads leave a lot to be desired re their poor condition. 

Resurfaced today.  Needs strict drainage clearance as flood water accumulates 

on the highway.  Danger of freezing, accidents, property flooding etc. 

Not where we live 

It is a small insignificant country road about which I have no strong feelings. 

Poor road surface, but CC currently carrying out works, probably because of 

the proposed imminent gondola. 

They are just doing them. 
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21 (cont) 

 

 

New newly resurfaced road thru the village is a great improvement but....    

The Ravine and Seldom Seen: maintenance is not happening - areas are 

sinking, water is seeping through the road and the surface is breaking up 

Road surface poor and speed limit should be extended. At Beck Wythop the 

road still hasn't been repaired since Desmond !! could cause more damage 

which will impact on the A66 as the beck is undercutting the bank which if it 

collapses will cause flooding. 

Throughout Cumbria our roads are in some areas in a state of bad repair.  Our 

weather and lack of regular maintenance is no doubt a factor...  I think our 

village roads are "reasonable" - perhaps if the Council inspected the roads 

more often and acted quicker to repair them.  The road which goes up into 

Ravine into Seldom Seen does need attention! 

BY THE TIME THIS QUESTIONAIRE IS BEING REVIEWED, THE ROAD THROUGH 

THE VILLAGE WILL HAVE BEEN RESURFACED.   PERHAPS WE SHOULD WAIT 

UNTIL THIS IS COMPLETED BEFORE FURTHER COMMENT. 

Turning off the A66 at Woodend is under-lit - or needs more guiding white 

lines on corner to guide turning after dark. 

Acceptable for the area/usage 

For where the road is and the current traffic I'm satisfied. If a gondola station 

were to be built in/near the village the road would need to be upgraded and a 

footpath would be required. 

Speed limit of 60mph outside the immediate village should be reduced to 40 

mph. Speed Indicator sign should be located in 30 mph section. Footpath 

should be provided on the whole length of the Thornthwaite road. 

No strong views 

Far too many potholes and terrible road surface much of the way through the 

village. 

We are often used as a “rat run” when the main road has to close for diversion 

or even that being resurfaced. HGVs, buses and general traffic causes our road 

surface to suffer. Yet, we don’t seem to get a decent covering over of a pot 

hole 

The road surface maintenance is appalling. 

question   comments 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The fact that the slip road has been removed from the a66 making turning to 

the village more difficult is a clear indicator that we are not listened too by the 

Highways Agency. In 2.5 years I have never seen anyone turn right off the a66 

to the village - did we need a new junction at all?  

The standard of the road surface at the moment is not good 

The roads break up too easily and they are often dangerous certainly to cycle 

on and for the disabled to walk on. 

I’ve put ‘no’ because the roads aren’t perfect but in all honesty they don’t 

seem horrendously bad and it doesn’t bother me too much. They seem clean ..   

?do we get a road sweeper. Signage seems ok to me. Junction visibility seems 

ok.   Pedestrian safety along the road to Braithwaite does however really 

bother me and a lot of people walk along there. I feel there is an accident 

waiting to happen at various points the whole length of that road. Motorists 

driving too fast but also pedestrians not making themselves visible at 

dusk/night or walking on the wrong sides of the road round some of the bad 

bends. Pedestrians are particularly at risk turning right and staying on the right 

when coming out of the campsite heading to Braithwaite as cars come round 

the bend without seeing them. Speed limits are clear, people just don’t heed 

them. 

By the time this survey is completed the resurfacing works will have been 

completed 

There are FAR more issues in the village where we permanently live! 
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22 (cont) 

 

Electronic speed signs seem to have more impact.  Outer limits (beyond most 

houses, each way) could be made 40mph (like Thirlmere, where this has 

definitely produced an overall slower speed) 

Can't comment, but is this only a major problem when the road is used as a 

diversion when A66 is closed?  This is not often 

Electronic signs would work 

Extending speed limit. Electronic signs 

At the Powter Howe end the road is a veritable race track with no means of 

slowing traffic down to allow the house holds safe use/access of the road. A 

30 - preferable - or 40 - acceptable- limit with adequate policing is required. 

Speed bumps tend to damage cars - mostly local traffic would suffer, chicanes 
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22 (cont) 

 

are a temptation to younger drivers to speed through Rumble strips just shake 

the fillings out. Speed camera instead of speed signs would be better & more 

effective. 

Especially because of the lack of pavements/footpaths   

I would support extending the speed limit areas from the entry to the village 

at Lane Foot through to the exit at Powter Howe 

Bumps 

Woodend to Braithwaite should be a 40mph limit. The road has dangerous 

bends, many cyclists, pedestrians and is a bus route. 

as per previous answer, electronic speed signs 

The current 30mph limit needs enforcing as drivers still regularly travel though 

the village in excess of the limit. Speed Indication Devices seem to work well 

elsewhere and located correctly here could be of benefit, however the council 

appear to dislike them. Speed Bumps or Rumble Strips are not the answer 

because this method can generate more noise.   

30mph limit needs to be enforced as drivers regularly travel though the village 

at excessive speed. Speed Indication Devices seem to work well elsewhere but 

the County Council seems to be against them. Definitely wouldn’t want Speed 

Bumps or Rumble Strips because these can be very noisy.   

Bumps or chicanes would jeopardise the bus service 

In general, the road through the village would benefit from an electronic 

speed sign and/or rumble strips. 

If the amount of people/walkers remain about the same as now then the 

calming measures are fine.  

I think the limit on the A66 as it passes Portinscale to Thornthwaite needs to 

be significantly reduced. If the gondola went ahead the village roads would 

need to be better regulated  

Habitual speeding is common from a few residents too.  No more A66 

deviations.  The village has to get a handle of this before someone is killed.  

I've was overtaken twice when indicating and turning right into our roadway 

during the last diversion.  I've watched a Stobart truck come through at well 

question   comments 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

22 (cont) 

 

over 50mph.  Someone will get killed!  The village needs to take the nuclear 

options regarding this issue. 

Extending the 30mph limit and electronic warning signs 

Extending and enforcing the 30mph speed limit would be a good idea.   

There are already too many signs we don't need any more. 

Extend the speed limit to the whole length of the road. 

Speeding traffic is still a very bad problem. 

Install electronic speed signs, they work 

Safe footpaths are the better solution.  Any obstructions on the road, unless 

properly lit, will cause accidents. 

Extension of speed limits as described.  Electronic speed signs.  Chicanes 

Extend the speed limit electronic speed signs. 

Speed bumps in my view are a definite no no!  They are horrendous. 

Agree with speed limit extension and electronic speed signs but not with other 

road calming measures (especially not bumps or chicanes) 

I FEEL STRONGLY ABOUT THIS.   THE ROAD THROUGH THE VILLAGE IS FAIRLY 

NARROW AND HAS NO PAVEMENT.  THE 30MPH SPEED LIMIT IS ROUTINELY 

IGNORED WITH CARS AND VANS FREQUENTLY BEING DRIVEN AT SPEEDS OF 50 

- 60 MPH.  WE SHOULD HAVE SPEED BUMPS AT EITHER END OF THE VILLAGE, 

DESIGNED SO CARS AND VANS HAVE TO DRIVE OVER THEM, BUT BUSES AND 

HEAVY LORRIES CAN STRADDLE THEM 

Extending speed limit area would be sufficient 

Electronic speed signs are the best incentive - works brilliantly in Parsonby. 

Not necessary 

Doesn't seem to be a significant problem at present loading. 

Extend the speed limit round the various corners between Hallgarth and the 

A66 as there are often groups of pedestrians using this road. 

Please no bumps!! My back is delicate and speed bumps really aggravate it. 

As above 40 mph should apply along the whole length of the road especially in 

view of the proposal to use the road as a cycle track connecting up with the 

new track along the lake. 
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But only extending the 30mph area.  Electronic signs are not in keeping with 

the area nor are chicanes or rumble strips 

Electronic speed signs would assist 

This needs to be looked at should the Gondola idea gather momentum  

I would go along with any of the above. 

.. with the possible exception of an electronic speed monitor. 

I would like to see the speed limit area extended 

Extending the speed limit coupled with speed management. 

Definitely not physical methods but if we have anything then possibly 

electronic speed signs and possibly extending the 30mph limits 

All of the above would have some effect in reducing speed 

Can't comment, but is this only a major problem when the road is used as a 

diversion when A66 is closed?  This is not often 

Electronic signs would work 

Extending speed limit. Electronic signs 
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23 (cont) 

 

Probably not.  I think he does a good job, but he does fight a losing battle 

against heavy rain-wash 

Yes, but it would be nice to have reports occasionally in Parish mag as to what 

has been done 

Only if he/she is managed properly with evidence that they have done 

something 

See previous comment re holiday homes and council tax 

Present arrangement seems to work well. 

In principle.   But what would the additional work / benefits be? 

I would need convincing that I was getting good value for money before 

committing to pay more eg what does the Lengthsman do currently, how 

much time is spent and on what areas etc. 

I don’t really know what the Lengthsman does so would need to be convinced 

that were getting good value for money before committing to more. 
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23 (cont) 

 

We are still in a period of austerity where County Tax has increased by large 

amounts while main council services have been cut.  We are continually being 

asked to pay more council tax to make up for the lowering of central 

government grants. 

Another thing that years ago was done by the local council. Another thing 

they've washed their hands of.  

Depending on costs 

The lengthsman has enough hours but he is not carrying out the duties he 

should be, particularly in Newlands, which is a disgrace with blocked drains 

and the roads are full of potholes. 

Again yes - but we need an idea of these increases.  Perhaps we should 

develop a community fund when events do visit - all marshal, cook foods, 

create an atmosphere, make people pay for parking on fields, keeping them 

off the road - then we would create revenue to help pay for all these things.  

Especially gulley monitoring and clearance 

Not really necessary 

But, need to know the likely cost. 

He does an excellent job. 

Never seen him in the village once my wife does more work cleaning drains, 

waste of time now.  

How often does he do work in Thornthwaite?  There is no evidence of any 

work being done  

Drainage at Beck Wythop is poor and needs to have more maintenance. 

1.5 hours seems adequate for the size of our village! 

Little evidence of work undertaken 

So far we in Beck Wythop haven't seen much sign of lengthsman.  Old A66 

road leading to bus stop at Woodend from Beck Wythop is consistently used 

as a dump, and has drainage issues that we had hoped the lengthsman could 

tackle every now and then (just clearing blocked drains, etc..)  

If thought necessary 

If it's required. 
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The verge along by the Powter How carpark is overgrown during the summer 

which risks an accident for cars coming out of the junction. Visibility north is 

limited by a bend in the road. The lengthsman doesn't do anything about it at 

present, will he with an extra half day?  

To be aware of issue that may aggravate the likelihood of flooding 

I do not feel we should be paying for a Lengthsman for 1.5 days and certainly 

not for 2 days 

I was under the impression he already worked 1.5 days  A better reporting 

system as to his daily whereabouts and more details in the works done. He is 

well paid in fact for his time this is a week’s wage for many people in Keswick 

Yes, but it would be nice to have reports occasionally in Parish mag as to what 

has been done 
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24 (cont) 

Possible, if it included Powter How… 

I suspect it would be costly and only directly affect the people close to it.  But 

definitely no to anything that will spoil the natural landscape 

As long as its not highly destructive to the environment or wildlife 

If it is extended to Beck Wythop 

...just solar panels. 

But whatever site and infrastructure is proposed is discussed beforehand and 

not a 'blot on the landscape' and specifically that whole village benefits. 

Yes – But only as long as whatever is proposed isn’t an eyesore and the village 

as a whole does benefit. 

Renewable energy is important for our future. 

And if it was low impact and sustainable in the correct way. Our 

environmental impacts are extremely important to us.  

Not until I knew exactly what is being proposed 

Depending on costs and location and technology chosen 

large infrastructure requirements and unsightly e.g. Windmills and solar fields.  

Hydro power possible 

Of course, although unlikely to have any benefit to the residents of Powter 

Howe. 
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Any revenue raised could help fund a meeting space 

I already have my own supply 

Again being on the outskirts of the village don't know whether we would 

benefit? 

Solar panels ugly and take years to recoup any benefits.  Wind turbines also 

ugly...they would be a blot on the landscape. 

The only feasible option is hydro-electricity but the Forestry England has taken 

the only viable water course (Comb Beck) to feed power up to the Whinlatter 

visitor's centre. 

Don't know - have to see a proposal and weigh up the pros and cons 

Providing it had minimal environmental impact. 

If it could be proved it was beneficial to the village 

As long as it did not visually impact on the area - we cannot complain about 

the proposed Gondola and then install a renewable energy scheme which 

does the same 

It would depend on the source and how it would look. We wouldn’t want it to 

be metal structure standing out like a sore thumb 

A renewable energy scheme, large enough to supply Thornthwaite, could have 

a detrimental landscape impact.  Any introductory or longer term government 

subsidy incentives push up prices for regular power users.   

Yes I would definitely wish to explore all the options 

A hydro scheme is being looked into in the Lorton valley area and the cost is 

£500K approx.  A recent approved turbine for the national trust in Borrowdale 

stated that it was unlikely to run during summer months and other dry 

periods.  It makes one think how viable a such project will be.  Other 

renewable energy sources could be considered 

I suspect it would be costly and only directly affect the people close to it.  But 

definitely no to anything that will spoil the natural landscape 

As long as it’s not highly destructive to the environment or wildlife 

If it is extended to Beck Wythop 

25 Sometimes, but rarely, in my experience 
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25 (cont) 

It will be with increased residents/holiday makers 

Further development of parking etc would only attract more footfall and 

hence risk to walkers, bikers etc 

Sometimes 

Only a problem if wedding, funeral or similar 

Problems, do occur to a lesser degree. at events such as weddings and 

funerals at St Marys. During big events at Whinlatter parking has been a more 

contentious issue.   As long as these aren’t too frequent or lengthy, villagers 

manage.  If a Gondola gets built or Whinlatter is expanded there will, no 

doubt, be more serious parking problems. 

The only real problems are during events such as weddings and funerals at St 

Marys, and big events at Whinlatter. As long as these aren’t too frequent we 

can manage.  But if a Gondola gets built or Whinlatter is expanded?  

The road that runs opposite Jenkin Hill often has cars parked on the road, 

most of the time, these cars take over almost a full lane, which I believe is a 

real hazard for cars, cyclists, walkers...etc. Some double yellow lines areas 

should be arranged to avoid any further dangers in the future. 

Affecting verges.  Buses move out too far 

To date I have not encountered parking problems, but imagine any increase in 

traffic and parking will cause problems. 

Hasn't been but it is increasing. Cars opposite the old garage, in lay- by by 

Hallgarth Farm road. Certainly if Whinlatter gets busier so will our road. 

Lack of parking, as there is, means that generally, with the exception of the 

concreted area on the site of the old village hall, they can't park anyway. 

Although the Tour of Britain experience shows, as always, they'll park 

anywhere when they want to. Limited parking at the bottom of The Ravine is 

an issue. As at the village hall site, vans with mountain bikes, although 

currently uncommon, are an increasing issue. 

Inconsiderate parking by some visitors on the narrow lanes can sometimes 

restrict access by emergency vehicles 
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Does not seem a great problem?  Only the odd day when there is a wedding / 

funeral etc. 

It is only a problem if there is a large funeral at St Mary's or there is a large 

event being held at Whinlatter. 

Not at the moment, but could be in the future. 

I am not aware of parking causing a problem 

We have more than adequate parking at Ladstock Hall. I cannot comment for 

the village as a whole. 

There is insufficient parking in the middle of the village but where to put it? 

I continually have problems caused by visitors to the holiday cottages around 

me.  Several cars can come to each cottage, and l am continually having to ask 

visitors not to block my driveway... even had to knock on doors to ask two to 

move their cars at 10.30pm as ambulance could not turn.  I would like the 

holiday cottages to be stricter with their parking information. 

NOT AT THE MOMENT.  IF, HEAVEN FORBID, THE GONDOLA PLAN WERE TO 

GO AHEAD, IT WILL BECOME A VERY DIFFERENT STORY! 

Not to my knowledge but we have our own parking.    If off street car parking 

is introduced car traffic will increase 

It doesn't cause us a problem because we have our own parking and we don't 

live in the centre of the village.    If there was to be a designated parking area 

wouldn't it attract more traffic with associated problems? 

On occasions visitors park on narrow lanes leaving enough space for a small 

car to pass but limiting access for emergency vehicles 

Not at current traffic volume 

Not usually, only when events take place at Whinlatter  

Special events are uncommon and said car parks are rarely full. 

It can be and is almost always caused by tourists, bringing more than one car 

to the holiday houses 

Only for funerals and wedding days. Perhaps a landowner could open up a 

field for those days having been notified by the PCC. 
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With the current number of people parking in various places this has a positive 

impact in traffic calming  

26 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Possibly.  It would make walking safer, but not too many people walk the 

whole distance.   NB recent surfacing of the road has largely removed the 

escape-verges… 

This is further destruction of a rural village.  Creeping urbanization! 

Where? 

Only in the village - providing footpaths is only nannying individuals who 

should follow the highway code 

Narrowing the road to make a footpath/pavement, would slow traffic down 

too.  

And a cycle path. 

Should there be both cycle paths and foot paths??  If so, then I would have no 

objection to a footpath through the village (earlier question refers) 

It's a good idea, in principle, but given the structure of the village road it 

seems unrealistic, ie, where actually would be go? 

In principle it’s a great ambition, but I’m not sure how it would be achieved.  

Safety is a concern.  I only walked the Thornthwaite loop once and refrain to 

do so out of my concern for safety.  The short section I use between 

Thornthwaite and up to the beginning of the lane up towards the Barf side of 

Powter Howe, is within the 30mph speed limit.  I find that is short and 

acceptable.  Otherwise cars travel too fast through Powter Howe as well as 

the other side towards Keswick. 

To be safe it needs to be in the fields side of the walls, not simply on the 

verges. 

If left or made as ‘naturalised’ as possible. Large eyesores such as that which 

drives its way up Skiddaw from Latrigg are not in keeping with the beauty of 

the area. The same goes for footpaths lower down. We do not need wide 

tarmacked mini-motorways to walk on.  

If the scheme goes ahead but it’s not needed now   

Yes some of the bends are blind and tourists walking from the campsite in 

Thornthwaite to Braithwaite are at risk. 
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It is a good idea but where would the land come from? 

If possible 

It would make the road safer for pedestrians, but could be costly.  Need to 

wait for the outcome of the gondola scheme. 

The people having to walk on the road, particularly between the village and 

Braithwaite are at considerable risk as there are blind bends and no speed 

limit outside the village - sadly it's an accident waiting to happen. 

It is very dangerous for pedestrians to walk on the road without a footpath. 

So that we can consider walking to Braithwaite and Keswick - currently I 

wouldn't even consider it as traffic does not have adequate visibility on the 

road to be aware of pedestrians in a timely manner  

ESSENTIAL if the gondola were to go ahead 

It would be nice to have a separate footpath. However, I would add that I 

regularly run along the road and find that almost all drivers give me a wide 

berth - especially the bus drivers who are most courteous. 

Not sure as many places do not have room for this 

Personal safety should be a priority. 

I think there should be a footpath from Braithwaite to Thornthwaite to the 

road up C2C track and road towards Beckstones - that is a quiet road towards 

Powter Howe....for there - is there a need for a footpath to Powter Howe?  

how many people walk to and from Powter Howe? 

THAT WOULD BE WONDERFUL - BUT WHO WILL PAY FOR IT? 

This would be a good safety development 

No strong views. I often run along the road and don’t feel in danger from 

traffic 

Not affordable - signs warning of pedestrians should be erected especially in 

areas where there is additional pedestrian activity – eg Lanefoot Farm, the 

church etc 

This would encourage walking for the less able 

I walk on the road a lot.  Money would be better spent on maintaining its 

surface.  It’s a country road and pedestrians and motorised traffic must be 
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aware of each other.  There’s a 'walkers in road' sign.  Could it have a 'Beware 

on bends' banner underneath? 

There should be speed reduction with speed cameras to enforce 

At a cost. this would have to be a segregated footway /cycle route and not a 

reduction of the carriageway. obtaining land would be difficult.   

I have never experienced an issue. 

This is further destruction of a rural village.  Creeping urbanization! 

Where? 
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Yes - but - I have failed to 'teach' very local holiday-renters to sort out the 

recycling correctly…. 

Yes, but who will monitor them.  The holiday let here has three bins and 

visitors do not use them correctly even though they are clearly marked.  The 

neighbours sort them out!  It's not her job! 

As well as paying considerably more for the privilege 

Then we could remove the bottle banks at the bottom of our garden, which is 

used as a site for the general disposal of rubbish at busy times.  

One of the problems is that the recycling bins have to be taken down to the 

route of the relevant vehicle and that would be a lot to ask of our guests - the 

ordinary refuse vehicle comes up the drive and collects the bin? different sized 

vehicles 

Everybody be encouraged to recycle.  Many visitors who recycle at their own 

homes would be happy to do so in holiday accommodation.  Owners of 2nd 

homes should be encouraged to do the same. 

Seems obvious to me. Shouldn’t everybody be encouraged to recycle?  

Any increasing of recycling should be encouraged.... provided the council has 

the means to recycle at their end.  

Better bin labelling needed to. Examples of visitors putting bottles and cans 

into the paper bin. One paper bin this last week had bottles in it - heard 

emptying into the wagon from afar. This unnecessarily complex Allerdale 

system is the problem. Cambridgeshire had all recycling in one bin. Easier for 

outlanders to understand hence easier to get the compliance that council 

needs. 
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They should pay for their own rubbish collections 

Everyone should HAVE to recycle - that is crazy they only have one bin?! 

They should pay suitable rates for recent cling as a business 

There should be a small charge for these premises, as it is it's not recycling. 

The current arrangement does not make sense. 

If they are paying business rates, most are not 

Awareness of the need to recycling is countrywide.  Visitors, given the right 

information and containers, are capable of separating recycling. 

We use our property at Ladstock Hall both as a holiday home, perhaps for two 

months of the year and as a holiday let for the remainder. We have tried 

recycling bins but find that they are not used correctly by all guests. Allerdale 

will not empty a recycling bin if it has just one thing in it that should not be 

there. We now just have the one red topped bin that we pay for. On a general 

note I would add that I feel that the provision of recycling facilities by Allerdale 

Council is very poor. I base this on a comparison with our council at home 

which is East Northants. 

Every bit of recycling can only be a good thing. 

It seems like a good idea but some visitors do not even use the current bins 

correctly eg wine bottles are not infrequently dumped! 

but recycling rules are different all over the country and therefore I don't 

know if visitors will get it right often enough for it to make a difference. (EG 

what can go in which bin) 

We have tried to implement recycling but if a guest inadvertently puts a non-

recycling item in the recycling bin, the whole bin does not get emptied. So it 

proved to be counterproductive to try.  

I have previously requested the from Allerdale  

Holiday houses that I have rented have had ordinary domestic recycling 

bins/bags/boxes, with clear instructions as to their use.  Why would a greater 

proportion of holiday makers than permanent residents get this wrong? 

Holiday homes can and should pay for additional bins and should notify their 

guests to use them properly. Visitors from parts of the UK are used to 
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recycling. The trick is to provide them with sufficient information to 

understand how Allerdale recycling process works ie purple bags for ..... 

Holiday properties ARE currently provided with the same free paper recycling 

bins, free purple bag collection and garden waste bins as for residents (general 

rubbish we have always had to pay for). From April however this is about to 

change. If holiday lets want recycling (the paper bin and purple bags) 

collection from holiday lets then Allerdale are starting to charge for this. 

Because of this I have cancelled our recycling provision for the cottages as 

from April (I pay a large amount of business rates already) Allerdale have told 

me that guests cannot use the two bins at the end of the gallery road because 

their waste is classed as commercial (a rather ridiculous state of affairs) and 

that they will simply have to put it in their general waste. I will however find 

my ‘own way’ to recycle the holiday guests’ stuff as I will not be asking them 

not to recycle. My overriding experience is that guests want to recycle so 

Allerdale’s stance is not about to help.  

They could still be charged the current rate and have the recycling bins 

But it relies on owners / agents to ensure information is available to 

holidaymakers. Elsewhere we are frustrated by the lack of guidance when 

renting a cottage, and standards vary across the country re what can be 

included in recycling 

Yes, but who will monitor them.  The holiday let here has three bins and 

visitors do not use them correctly even though they are clearly marked.  The 

neighbours sort them out!  It's not her job! 

28 

 

 

 

 

 

I love living in Thornthwaite for its beauty and peace, but do not feel we 

should ringfence the village for our use only. It needs to remain an active, 

living area too. 

I feel that the future of the village is one of increasing holiday homes which 

leave residents without neighbours. I understand the reasons why this is 

happening, but we have enjoyed having next door neighbours these last thirty 

years, and miss them now. The factors causing this seem to be larger than 

those the village can tackle. Thank you for your efforts on our behalf. 

A pub! 
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One of the main reason that could potentially put younger people off from 

living in Thornthwaite is the lack of child friendly areas. There is a site by St 

Mary's church which could be used for this purpose.  A couple of swings, a 

slide, a little climbing area and a couple of picnic table/benches would make of 

the area a fantastic spot to take the little ones to on a sunny or even rainy 

day! 

next to Saint Mary's church, on the grassed area used for parking, a small 

children's play area would be ideal. Swing, small slide etc and a couple of 

picnic tables.     There is no play area for children in the village and I feel this is 

essential. 

My concern is that Thornthwaite is by its nature a small place and so the 

residents views will be ignored. Thornthwaite will Be overwhelmed by the 

Gondola scheme 

A big thank you to those on the Parish Council that give so much of their time 

and themselves to representing our community.  It really is very much 

appreciated. 

Thank you for giving us the opportunity to express our opinions 

This is a very negatively worded survey. Obviously written by someone 

opposed to the gondola and Whinlatter expansion. This is not right, a survey 

should not have bias. 

Let’s make sure that the residents see the result of the survey. 

I wish you well with your parish plan. I have been heavily involved in the 

production of the plan for my own village and appreciate the amount of work 

involved so good luck. 

Thank you to the Parish Council and to NoGo Gondola for all their hard work 

for the village.Business rates for holiday lets is a fiddle as they are exempt as 

below the threshold. All non-permanent residential property should pay 

double council tax. 

Thanks for continuing to help Thornthwaite village 

Irony— after the last No go gondola meeting the day after we saw a  new bus 

stop erected at the bottom of Ladstock Lane. This irony extends to ..... Handy 

bus transport should the park and ride be refused. At least they can catch a 

service bus then a ride in the gondola  
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Reasons for moving to Powter Howe: 

Rural – away from the crowds, quiet.   Easy access for kids to get to school as 

frequent busses to/from Keswick.  Bus turn round at Swan bringing visitors to 

Swan and walk to lake.  Sawn Hotel with excellent food, centre of a small 

community.  Very popular.  At least 12 children in immediate area – Swan, 

Beckstones, Leethwaite, Powter Howe, Woodend.  Mr Nelson grocery van 

delivered once a week.  Milk delivered from Todhunters every day.  

Fishmonger delivered once a week.  Library van each fortnight.  Garage and 

petrol station on village.  (no holiday homes)  At least half a dozen working  

farms in & around village with local families.  Swan provided employment for 

local people. 

Then…. 

During the late 90s the race for second/holiday homes began.  I was involved 

in a local housing survey  (I can’t remember the date) to ascertain need for 

question   comments 

affordable housing to keep youngsters in village.  There was a positive need 

for such.  Land by the petrol station (where Orchard Cottage now stands + 

other) was identified.  LDNP refused to allow local housing but gave 

permission for 2 dwellings!    I think….. why not build on the two fields where 

the gondola base camp is suggested.  That will stop the gondola dead and 

create local houses.   However why build houses on productive green field 

sites when at least a 1/3 of houses stand empty for most of the year?  Just 

provided an excuse for more houses to be sold as holiday/2nd homes.  The 

demise of village sealed when LDNP gave planning permission from Swan to 

be converted.  All but one stand empty most of the year.   There is no answer 

for this situation. 

 

 

 


