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MINUTES 
 

Barrow Upon Soar and Quorn Parish Meeting re Raised Footpath 
 

Wednesday 18 December 2019 
 County Hall, Glenfield 

 
Attendees:  

Lee Quincey (LQ) Head of Service, Network Management, LCC 

Fiona Blockley (FB) Team Manager, Traffic & Signals, LCC 

Steve Danby (SD) Senior Engineer, Engineer Services, LCC 

Amanda Perkins (AP) Special Projects Delivery Officer, LCC 

Alice Gardam (AG) Clerk, Barrow Upon Soar Parish Council  

Cllr Sandie Forrest (SF) Chair, Barrow Upon Soar Parish Council  

Christina Gibbs (CG) Clerk, Quorn Parish Council 

 
Apologies: 
 
Cllr Dennis Marchant, Chair, Quorn Parish Council  
 
 

 

Welcome and Introductions 

Apologies were noted and introductions were given by all attendees.  
 
The Chair, Lee Quincey (LQ) provided a background summary and outlined the purpose of the meeting.  
 

Raised footpath 
 
AG/SF/CG stated that the raised footpath is located in the parish of Quorn but is mostly used by 
residents living in Barrow Upon Soar. 
 
LQ provided an explanation to how the estimate of £474,377.92 (excluding VAT) had been reached. He 
explained that it was a preliminary estimate with a level of contingency in there due to the various 
unknowns at this stage e.g. drainage requirements, utilities etc.   
 
LQ asked if this was still something the parishes wanted to pursue, particularly with the estimated cost 
of provision being so high and the fact that there is an alternative footpath linking the two villages. LQ 
asked what evidence/data the parish had of current use of the raised footpath. LQ also recommended 
that a consultation exercise with the community be undertaken to seek their views on funding this 
work through parish funds. 
 
AG/SF explained that they did not have specific data, but there had been a good deal of interest in 
restoring the raised footpath from the community. They have also had discussions with the landowner 
adjacent to the footpath to see if there is any scope to secure some land to include a cycle path. SD 
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clarified that the cost estimate was for pedestrians only and not cyclists. The facility would need to be 
wider to cater for cyclists and that would increase costs. 
 
They went on to say that the footpath is a key entry point into Barrow Upon Soar and is used by 
commuters to access the train station. They also advised that people use it to access the Flesh Hovel 
Lane allotments and Pillings Lock Marina and it is a more desirable route between the villages because 
it is quicker. 
 
CG enquired about the possibility of S106 funding being utilised to improve the footpath.  FB advised 
that S106 monies could not be used for the maintenance of existing assets.  
  
LQ confirmed that LCC do not have the funding to re-construct this footpath and it would not be a 
priority to do this work in the future as there is a well maintained suitable alternative footpath link 
between both villages ‘The Slabs’.  LCC would continue to assess the risks with mitigation more than 
likely to be the closure of the footpath.  
 
If the parish council would still like to explore the potential for funding the reconstruction of this 
footpath. the next step would be for a preliminary and detailed design to be completed to establish 
what drainage works etc would be required. This work can be completed by external consultants rather 
than LCC if parishes prefer. A full design would also help parishes if bidding for the third party funding.  
  
LCC’s estimate to undertake the preliminary and detailed design stages of the work would cost in the 
region of £59,000. It should be noted that this is an estimate and the parishes would be invoiced 
accordingly should actual costs be more or less than this estimate. 
 
SD did stipulate that the whilst the estimate that has been provided is conservative and contains 
contingency for unknowns, he expects that any estimate following a more detailed design would be in 
that region. 
 

Other Options 

There was a discussion regarding the alternative footpath that links between the two villages ‘The 
Slabs’ and whether it would be more advantageous to review how this could be made more attractive 
to users. AG/SF/CG advised that they are concerned that this footpath it too far out of the way for 
commuters, it feels unsafe due to no lighting and isn’t cyclist friendly. LQ advised that lighting or solar 
panel bollards are possible improvements that could be considered and would likely be a lot less costly 
for the parishes than reconstructing the raised footpath. Educational literature on shared 
footway/cycleway use could also be provided through parish newsletters, web site, notice boards etc. 
to encourage appropriate use of the facility.   
 

Next Steps 
 
AG/SF/CG to report back to their respective councils on the outcome of this meeting and discuss how 
they may wish to move forward. They stated that the project wouldn’t move forward without 
consulting with residents first. LQ confirmed that LCC would send through notes of this meeting, the 
costs for undertaking a detailed design (contained within these notes) and then wait to hear from the 
parishes on how they would wish to progress things forward. 
 
 


