
Weston to Bath city centre 
 Code  Supportive Comments  

 

WB1  Support the Proposals generally 
WB2  Comment supportive that the Project will lead to a shift to active modes / provide sustainable choices 
WB3  Support the Proposals from Weston to Bath City Centre 
WB4  Comment supportive of the Bath Experimental Traffic Restrictions Orders (ETROs) / Liveable Neighbourhood (LNs) / Low Traffic Neighbourhoods (LTNs) 
WB5  Support the Proposals at Weston High Street (in full or in part) 
WB6  Support the Proposals at Crown Hill, Weston Park (in full or in part) 
WB7  Support the Proposals at Weston Road (in full or in part) 
WB8  Support the Proposals at Royal Victoria Park (in full or in part) 
WB9  Support the Proposals at Royal Victoria Park to Queen Square (in full or in part) 
WB10 Support the Proposals at Queen Square (in full or in part) 

 
 Code  Suggestions  
WB15  Suggest provision of cycle parking (including secure cycle parking) 
WB16 Suggest removing on street parking / limiting access to on street parking (e.g. access to residents / permit holders only) 
WB17 Suggest pedestrian only areas (pedestrianisation) 
WB18  Suggest public realm improvements (e.g. seating in public areas, planting, improvements to green spaces) 
WB19 Suggest improvements to make the Proposals more inclusive (e.g. provision of Step-Free Access, additional seating) 
WB20 Suggest considering accessibility for non-standard bikes (e.g. cargo bikes) 
WB21 Suggest cycling improvements / routing (including alternative and additional) 
WB22 Suggest additional pedestrian improvements (e.g. crossing points) 
WB23 Suggest cycleways use alternative colours to denote as cycleways 
WB24 Suggest segregated cycle infrastructure 
WB25  Suggest provision of signage / wayfinding for pedestrians / cyclists 
WB26  Suggest maintenance of existing walking / wheeling / cycling infrastructure 
WB27 Suggest Travel Demand Management (TDM) measures (e.g. behaviour change, promotion of Active Travel / Park and Ride site, reduced car ownership etc) 
WB28 Suggest improved lighting / hard measures to improve actual and perceived safety and security 
WB29 Suggest infrastructure / enforcement / improvements to reduce traffic speeds (e.g. speed bumps, speed cameras) 
WB30 Suggest use of the Bristol diagonal kerb 
WB31 Suggest that traffic light phasing be altered to benefit / provide greater benefit to pedestrians and cyclists 
WB32 Suggest improvements for motorised vehicle users 
WB33 Suggest changes to speed limits (e.g. reduction from 30mph to 20mph) 
WB34 Suggest Public Transport / Community Transport improvements 

 
 

 Code  Criticisms  
WB50 Oppose the Proposals generally (e.g. waste of money / not needed / will not be used / negative impact on drivers) 
WB51  Oppose the Proposals from Weston to Bath City Centre (e.g. waste of money / not needed / will not be used) 
WB52 Oppose the Proposals at Weston High Street (in full or in part) 
WB53 Oppose the Proposals at Crown Hill, Weston Park (in full or in part) 
WB54 Oppose the Proposals at Weston Road (in full or in part) 
WB55  Oppose the Proposals at Royal Victoria Park (in full or in part) 
WB56 Oppose the Proposals at Royal Victoria Park to Queen Square (in full or in part) 
WB57 Oppose the Proposals at Queen Square (in full or in part) 
WB58  Oppose the removal of parking spaces (e.g. to facilitate Active Travel) 
WB59 Criticism that the Proposals focus too heavily on cycling / Criticism that the Proposals do not focus enough on walking 
WB60 Criticism that the Proposals are not fully inclusive (e.g. for elderly users / users with disabilities) 
WB61 Criticism of existing pedestrian facilities (e.g. kerb depths to pavements) 
WB62 Criticism of existing cycling / wheeling facilities 
WB63 Criticism of the impact of the project on the historic environment / heritage 
WB64 Criticism of Shared Use Paths (generally, or in specific areas) 
WB65 Oppose the use of contraflow cycle arrangements 
WB66 Criticism of road closures 
WB67 Oppose Bath Experimental Traffic Restrictions Orders (ETROs) / Liveable Neighbourhood (LNs) / Low Traffic Neighbourhoods (LTNs) 
WB68 Criticism of existing road conditions (e.g. lack of maintenance / poor surface condition, etc.) 
WB69 Criticism of changes to speed limits (e.g. reduction from 30mph to 20mph) 
WB70 Oppose centre line removal 
WB71 Criticism that the Proposals are not ambitious enough 
WB72 Criticism of the 2026 construction year 

 
 Code  Concerns  
WB85 Concerned about the removal of parking spaces (e.g. to facilitate Active Travel) 
WB86 Concern about poor pedestrian behaviour 
WB87  Concerned about poor cycling / cyclist behaviour 
WB88 Concerned that advisory / non-segregated cycle lanes are included in Proposals (e.g. safety, enforcement, etc) 
WB89 Concern around the use of of shared-space infrastructure (e.g. safety concerns) 
WB90 Concern about ongoing maintenance of the routes / Suggest that routes need to be continually maintained 
WB91 Concerned about poor driving / dangerous driver behaviour 
WB92 Concerned about the impact of the Project on those who are dependent on private vehicle / public transport (e.g. large families, elderly) 
WB93 Concerned about a localised issue with road network (e.g. congestion, rat running) 
WB94 Concerned about the safety of floating bus stops 
WB95 Concern about the safety of the Proposals 
WB96  Concern about the impact on businesses / deliveries 
WB97 Concern that the topography of the city is a barrier to active travel 
WB98 Concern about the cost of the project to the taxpayer 
WB99 Concern about the impact of the Project on the Royal United Hospital / other medical facilities (e.g. delays to ambulances, impact on staff / patients) 
WB100 Concern about reduced access to Victoria Park 
WB101 Concern about the impact on tourism 
WB102 Concern about the inclusion of roundabouts as part of the Proposals 

 
 Code  Other codes  
WB900 Criticism of consultation (e.g. will not be listened to / will not make a difference) 
WB901 Criticism of Bath & North East Somerset Council 
WB902 Criticism of questionnaire 
WB903 Criticism of the word limit in the consultation 
WB904 Criticism of consultation materials (e.g. consultation maps, website) 
WB905 Criticism of consultation advertising 
WB906 Suggest that the money to be spent on the Proposals should be spent in other areas of Bath (on active travel) 
WB907 Suggest that the money to be spent on the Proposals should be spent on other forms of transport (e.g. Public Transport, Private Vehicles) 
WB908 Criticism that the money to be spent on the Proposals should be spent on other public services (e.g. on Social Care) 
WB909 Request for more information 
WB910 Not sure / confused by the proposals 
WB911 Criticism of Net Zero / Climate Emergency / Green Agenda 
WB912 Criticism of accessibility (e.g. lack of access for those without internet, other languages) 
WB913 Need for further consultation and engagement 
WB914 Request for contact 
WB915 Non-relevant comment (out of scope) 
WB916 No comment / nothing / nothing to add / N/A 
WB917 Support of Bath & North East Somerset Council 



Links to Royal United Hospital 
 Code Supportive Comments  

 

RUH1  Support the Proposals generally 
RUH2  Comment supportive that the Project will lead to a shift to active modes / provide sustainable choices 
RUH3  Support the Links to Royal United Hospital 
RUH4  Comment supportive of the Bath Experimental Traffic Restrictions Orders (ETROs) / Liveable Neighbourhood (LNs) / Low Traffic Neighbourhoods (LTNs) 
RUH5  Support the Proposals at Weston High Street to the RUH (in full or in part) 
RUH6  Support the Proposals at RUH to River Avon towpath at Fieldings Road bridge (in full or in part) 

 
 Code Suggestions  
RUH15 Suggest provision of cycle parking (including secure cycle parking) 
RUH16 Suggest removing on street parking / limiting access to on street parking (e.g. access to residents / permit holders only) 
RUH17 Suggest pedestrian only areas (pedestrianisation) 
RUH18  Suggest public realm improvements (e.g. seating in public areas, planting, improvements to green spaces) 
RUH19 Suggest improvements to make the Proposals more inclusive (e.g. provision of Step-Free Access, additional seating) 
RUH20 Suggest considering accessibility for non-standard bikes (e.g. cargo bikes) 
RUH21 Suggest cycling improvements / routing (including alternative and additional) 
RUH22 Suggest additional pedestrian improvements (e.g. crossing points) 
RUH23 Suggest cycleways use alternative colours to denote as cycleways 
RUH24 Suggest segregated cycle infrastructure 
RUH25  Suggest provision of signage / wayfinding for pedestrians / cyclists 
RUH26  Suggest maintenance of existing walking / wheeling / cycling infrastructure 
RUH27  Suggest Travel Demand Management (TDM) measures (e.g. behaviour change, promotion of active travel / Park and Ride site, reduced car ownership etc) 
RUH28 Suggest improved lighting / hard measures to improve actual and perceived safety and security 
RUH29 Suggest infrastructure / enforcement / improvements to reduce traffic speeds (e.g. speed bumps, speed cameras) 
RUH30 Suggest use of the Bristol diagonal kerb 
RUH31 Suggest that traffic light phasing be altered to benefit / provide greater benefit to pedestrians and cyclists 
RUH32 Suggest improvements for motorised vehicle users 
RUH33 Suggest changes to speed limits (e.g. reduction from 30mph to 20mph) 
RUH34 Suggest Public Transport / Community Transport improvements 
RUH35 Suggest that Fieldings Road Bridge is widened to accommodate both pedestrians and cyclists 
RUH36 Suggest road maintenance improvements 

 
 

 Code Criticisms  
RUH50 Oppose the Proposals generally (e.g. waste of money / not needed / will not be used / negative impact on drivers) 
RUH51 Oppose the Links to Royal United Hospital (e.g. waste of money / not needed / will not be used) 
RUH52  Oppose the Proposals at Weston High Street to the RUH (in full or in part) 
RUH53 Oppose the Proposals at RUH to River Avon towpath at Fieldings Road bridge (in full or in part) 
RUH58 Oppose the removal of parking spaces (e.g. to facilitate Active Travel) 
RUH59 Criticism that the Proposals focus too heavily on cycling / Criticism that the Proposals do not focus enough on walking 
RUH60 Criticism that the Proposals are not fully inclusive (e.g. for elderly users / users with disabilities) 
RUH61 Criticism of existing pedestrian facilities (e.g. kerb depths to pavements) 
RUH62 Criticism of existing cycling / wheeling facilities 
RUH63 Criticism of the impact of the project on the historic environment / heritage 
RUH64 Criticism of Shared Use Paths (generally, or in specific areas) 
RUH65 Oppose the use of contraflow cycle arrangements 
RUH66 Criticism of road closures 
RUH67 Oppose Bath Experimental Traffic Restrictions Orders (ETROs) / Liveable Neighbourhood (LNs) / Low Traffic Neighbourhoods (LTNs) 
RUH68 Criticism of existing road conditions (e.g. lack of maintenance / poor surface condition, etc.) 
RUH69 Criticism of changes to speed limits (e.g. reduction from 30mph to 20mph) 
RUH70 Oppose centre line removal 
RUH71 Criticism that the Proposals are not ambitious enough 
RUH72 Criticism that cycling / walking to the Royal United Hospital is unrealistic 

 
 Code Concerns  
RUH58 Concerned about the removal of parking spaces (e.g. to facilitate Active Travel) 
RUH86 Concern about poor pedestrian behaviour 
RUH87  Concerned about poor cycling / cyclist behaviour 
RUH88 Concerned that advisory / non-segregated cycle lanes are included in Proposals (e.g. safety, enforcement, etc) 
RUH89 Concern around the use of shared-space infrastructure (e.g. safety concerns) 
RUH90 Concern about ongoing maintenance of the routes / Suggest that routes need to be continually maintained 
RUH91 Concerned about poor driving / dangerous driver behaviour 
RUH92 Concerned about the impact of the Project on those who are dependent on private vehicle / public transport (e.g. large families, elderly) 
RUH93 Concerned about a localised issue with road network (e.g. congestion, rat running) 
RUH94 Concerned about the safety of floating bus stops 
RUH95 Concern about the safety of the Proposals 
RUH96  Concern about the impact on businesses / deliveries 
RUH97 Concern that the topography of the city is a barrier to active travel 
RUH98 Concern about the cost of the project to the taxpayer 
RUH99 Concern about the impact of the Project on the Royal United Hospital / other medical facilities (e.g. delays to ambulances, impact on staff / patients) 

 
 Code Other codes  
RUH900 Criticism of consultation (e.g. will not be listened to / will not make a difference) 
RUH901 Criticism of Bath & North East Somerset Council 
RUH902 Criticism of questionnaire 
RUH903 Criticism of the word limit in the consultation 
RUH904 Criticism of consultation materials (e.g. consultation maps, website) 
RUH905 Criticism of consultation advertising 
RUH906 Suggest that the money to be spent on the Proposals should be spent in other areas of Bath (on active travel) 
RUH907 Suggest that the money to be spent on the Proposals should be spent on other forms of transport (e.g. Public Transport, Private Vehicles) 
RUH908 Criticism that the money to be spent on the Proposals should be spent on other public services (e.g. on Social Care) 
RUH909 Request for more information 
RUH910 Not sure / confused by the proposals 
RUH911 Criticism of Net Zero / Climate Emergency / Green Agenda 
RUH912 Criticism of accessibility (e.g. lack of access for those without internet, other languages) 
RUH913 Need for further consultation and engagement 
RUH914 Request for contact 
RUH915 Non-relevant comment (out of scope) 
RUH916 No comment / nothing / nothing to add / N/A 
RUH917 Support of Bath & North East Somerset Council 



Bath City Centre to Kennet and Avon Canal (KA) 
 

Code Suggestions 

Code Criticisms 

Code Concerns 

 
KA1 Support the Proposals generally 
KA2 Comment supportive that the Project will lead to a shift to active modes / provide sustainable choices 
KA3 Support the Proposals from Bath City Centre to the Kennet & Avon Canal 
KA4 Comment supportive of the Bath Experimental Traffic Restrictions Orders (ETROs) / Liveable Neighbourhood (LNs) / Low Traffic Neighbourhoods (LTNs) 
KA5 Support the Proposals at Great Pulteney Street (in full or in part) 
KA6 Support the Proposals at the A36 Sydney Place (in full or in part) 
KA7 Support the Proposals at the A36 Beckford Road (in full or in part) 

 

KA15 Suggest provision of cycle parking (including secure cycle parking) 
KA16 Suggest removing on street parking / limiting access to on street parking (e.g. access to residents / permit holders only) 
KA17 Suggest pedestrian only areas (pedestrianisation) 
KA18 Suggest public realm improvements (e.g. seating in public areas, planting, improvements to green spaces) 
KA19 Suggest improvements to make the Proposals more inclusive (e.g. provision of Step-Free Access, additional seating) 
KA20 Suggest considering accessibility for non-standard bikes (e.g. cargo bikes) 
KA21 Suggest cycling improvements / routing (including alternative and additional) 
KA22 Suggest additional pedestrian improvements (e.g. crossing points) 
KA23 Suggest cycleways use alternative colours to denote as cycleways 
KA24 Suggest segregated cycle infrastructure 
KA25 Suggest provision of signage / wayfinding for pedestrians / cyclists 
KA26 Suggest maintenance of existing walking / wheeling / cycling infrastructure 
KA27 Suggest Travel Demand Management (TDM) measures (e.g. behaviour change, promotion of Active Travel / Park and Ride site, reduced car ownership etc) 
KA28 Suggest improved lighting / hard measures to improve actual and perceived safety and security 
KA29 Suggest infrastructure / enforcement / improvements to reduce traffic speeds (e.g. speed bumps, speed cameras) 
KA30 Suggest use of the Bristol diagonal kerb 
KA31 Suggest that traffic light phasing be altered to benefit / provide greater benefit to pedestrians and cyclists 
KA32 Suggest improvements for motorised vehicle users 
KA33 Suggest changes to speed limits (e.g. reduction from 30mph to 20mph) 
KA34 Suggest Public Transport / Community Transport improvements 
KA35 Suggest extending the Proposals to include Pulteney Bridge 
KA36 Suggest that the Proposals are rerouted to redirect cyclists away from Pulteney Bridge 

 

KA50 Oppose the Proposals generally (e.g. waste of money / not needed / will not be used / negative impact on drivers) 
KA51 Oppose the Proposals from Bath City Centre to the Kennet & Avon Canal (e.g. waste of money / not needed / will not be used) 
KA52 Oppose the Proposals at Great Pulteney Street (in full or in part) 
KA53 Oppose the Proposals at the A36 Sydney Place (in full or in part) 
KA54 Oppose the Proposals at the A36 Beckford Road (in full or in part) 
KA58 Oppose the removal of parking spaces (e.g. to facilitate Active Travel) 
KA59 Criticism that the Proposals focus too heavily on cycling / Criticism that the Proposals do not focus enough on walking 
KA60 Criticism that the Proposals are not fully inclusive (e.g. for elderly users / users with disabilities) 
KA61 Criticism of existing pedestrian facilities (e.g. kerb depths to pavements) 
KA62 Criticism of existing cycling / wheeling facilities 
KA63 Criticism of the impact of the project on the historic environment / heritage 
KA64 Criticism of Shared Use Paths (generally, or in specific areas) 
KA65 Oppose the use of contraflow cycle arrangements 
KA66 Criticism of road closures 
KA67 Oppose Bath Experimental Traffic Restrictions Orders (ETROs) / Liveable Neighbourhood (LNs) / Low Traffic Neighbourhoods (LTNs) 
KA68 Criticism of existing road conditions (e.g. lack of maintenance / poor surface condition, etc.) 
KA69 Criticism of changes to speed limits (e.g. reduction from 30mph to 20mph) 
KA70 Oppose centre line removal 
KA71 Criticism that the Proposals are not ambitious enough 

 

KA85 Concerned about the removal of parking spaces (e.g. to facilitate Active Travel) 
KA86 Concern about poor pedestrian behaviour 
KA87 Concerned about poor cycling / cyclist behaviour 
KA88 Concerned that advisory / non-segregated cycle lanes are included in Proposals (e.g. safety, enforcement, etc) 
KA89 Concern around the use of shared-space infrastructure (e.g. safety concerns) 
KA90 Concern about ongoing maintenance of the routes / Suggest that routes need to be continually maintained 
KA91 Concerned about poor driving / dangerous driver behaviour 
KA92 Concerned about the impact of the Project on those who are dependent on private vehicle / public transport (e.g. large families, elderly) 
KA93 Concerned about a localised issue with road network (e.g. congestion, rat running) 
KA94 Concerned about the safety of floating bus stops 
KA95 Concern about the safety of the Proposals 
KA96 Concern about the impact on businesses / deliveries 
KA97 Concern that the topography of the city is a barrier to active travel 
KA98 Concern about the cost of the project to the taxpayer 
KA99 Concern about the impact of the Project on the Royal United Hospital / other medical facilities (e.g. delays to ambulances, impact on staff / patients) 
KA100 

 

 
KA900 

Concerned about the "right-turn pocket" junction on Great Pulteney Street 
 

 
Criticism of consultation (e.g. will not be listened to / will not make a difference) 

KA901 Criticism of Bath & North East Somerset Council 
KA902 Criticism of questionnaire 
KA903 Criticism of the word limit in the consultation 
KA904 Criticism of consultation materials (e.g. consultation maps, website) 
KA905 Criticism of consultation advertising 
KA906 Suggest that the money to be spent on the Proposals should be spent in other areas of Bath (on Active Travel) 
KA907 Suggest that the money to be spent on the Proposals should be spent on other forms of transport (e.g. Public Transport, Private Vehicles) 
KA908 Criticism that the money to be spent on the Proposals should be spent on other public services (e.g. on Social Care) 
KA909 Request for more information 
KA910 Not sure / confused by the proposals 
KA911 Criticism of Net Zero / Climate Emergency / Green Agenda 
KA912 Criticism of accessibility (e.g. lack of access for those without internet, other languages) 
KA913 Need for further consultation and engagement 
KA914 Request for contact 
KA915 Non-relevant comment (out of scope) 
KA916 No comment / nothing / nothing to add / N/A 
KA917 Support of Bath & North East Somerset Council 

Supportive Comments 

Other codes 



Oldfield School to Newbridge Hill (NH) 
 

  

  

  

 
NH1 Support the Proposals generally 
NH2 Comment supportive that the Project will lead to a shift to active modes / provide sustainable choices 
NH3 Support the Proposals from Oldfield School to Newbridge Hill 
NH4 Comment supportive of the Bath Experimental Traffic Restrictions Orders (ETROs) / Liveable Neighbourhood (LNs) / Low Traffic Neighbourhoods (LTNs) 
NH5 Support the Proposals at Kelston Road (in full or in part) 
NH6 Support the Proposals at Newbridge Hill (in full or in part) 

 

NH15 Suggest provision of cycle parking (including secure cycle parking) 
NH16 Suggest removing on street parking / limiting access to on street parking (e.g. access to residents / permit holders only) 
NH17 Suggest pedestrian only areas (pedestrianisation) 
NH18 Suggest public realm improvements (e.g. seating in public areas, planting, improvements to green spaces) 
NH19 Suggest improvements to make the Proposals more inclusive (e.g. provision of Step-Free Access, additional seating) 
NH20 Suggest considering accessibility for non-standard bikes (e.g. cargo bikes) 
NH21 Suggest cycling improvements / routing (including alternative and additional) 
NH22 Suggest additional pedestrian improvements (e.g. crossing points) 
NH23 Suggest cycleways use alternative colours to denote as cycleways 
NH24 Suggest segregated cycle infrastructure 
NH25 Suggest provision of signage / wayfinding for pedestrians / cyclists 
NH26 Suggest maintenance of existing walking / wheeling / cycling infrastructure 
NH27 Suggest Travel Demand Management (TDM) measures (e.g. behaviour change, promotion of Active Travel / Park and Ride site, reduced car ownership etc) 
NH28 Suggest improved lighting / hard measures to improve actual and perceived safety and security 
NH29 Suggest infrastructure / enforcement / improvements to reduce traffic speeds (e.g. speed bumps, speed cameras) 
NH30 Suggest use of the Bristol diagonal kerb 
NH31 Suggest that traffic light phasing be altered to benefit / provide greater benefit to pedestrians and cyclists 
NH32 Suggest improvements for motorised vehicle users 
NH33 Suggest changes to speed limits (e.g. reduction from 30mph to 20mph) 
NH34 Suggest Public Transport / Community Transport improvements 

 

NH50 Oppose the Proposals generally (e.g. waste of money / not needed / will not be used / negative impact on drivers) 
NH51 Oppose the Proposals from Oldfield School to Newbridge Hill (e.g. waste of money / not needed / will not be used) 
NH52 Oppose the Proposals at Kelston Road (in full or in part) 
NH53 Oppose the Proposals at Newbridge Hill (in full or in part) 
NH58 Oppose the removal of parking spaces (e.g. to facilitate Active Travel) 
NH59 Criticism that the Proposals focus too heavily on cycling / Criticism that the Proposals do not focus enough on walking 
NH60 Criticism that the Proposals are not fully inclusive (e.g. for elderly users / users with disabilities) 
NH61 Criticism of existing pedestrian facilities (e.g. kerb depths to pavements) 
NH62 Criticism of existing cycling / wheeling facilities 
NH63 Criticism of the impact of the project on the historic environment / heritage 
NH64 Criticism of Shared Use Paths (generally, or in specific areas) 
NH65 Oppose the use of contraflow cycle arrangements 
NH66 Criticism of road closures 
NH67 Oppose Bath Experimental Traffic Restrictions Orders (ETROs) / Liveable Neighbourhood (LNs) / Low Traffic Neighbourhoods (LTNs) 
NH68 Criticism of existing road conditions (e.g. lack of maintenance / poor surface condition, etc.) 
NH69 Criticism of changes to speed limits (e.g. reduction from 30mph to 20mph) 
NH70 Oppose centre line removal 
NH71 Criticism that the Proposals are not ambitious enough 
NH72 Criticism that Newbridge and St Mary's Primary Schools have been ignored / not been considered fully 

 

NH85 Concerned about the removal of parking spaces (e.g. to facilitate Active Travel) 
NH86 Concern about poor pedestrian behaviour 
NH87 Concerned about poor cycling / cyclist behaviour 
NH88 Concerned that advisory / non-segregated cycle lanes are included in Proposals (e.g. safety, enforcement, etc) 
NH89 Concern around the use of shared-space infrastructure (e.g. safety concerns) 
NH90 Concern about ongoing maintenance of the routes / Suggest that routes need to be continually maintained 
NH91 Concerned about poor driving / dangerous driver behaviour 
NH92 Concerned about the impact of the Project on those who are dependent on private vehicle / public transport (e.g. large families, elderly) 
NH93 Concerned about a localised issue with road network (e.g. congestion, rat running) 
NH94 Concerned about the safety of floating bus stops 
NH95 Concern about the safety of the Proposals 
NH96 Concern about the impact on businesses / deliveries 
NH97 Concern that the topography of the city is a barrier to active travel 
NH98 Concern about the cost of the project to the taxpayer 
NH99 Concern about the impact of the Project on the Royal United Hospital / other medical facilities (e.g. delays to ambulances, impact on staff / patients) 

 
NH101 

 

 
NH900 

 
Concern about the impact of the scheme on schools on the route (e.g. Newbridge Primary School; St Mary's Primary School; Oldfield School) 

 

 
Criticism of consultation (e.g. will not be listened to / will not make a difference) 

NH901 Criticism of Bath & North East Somerset Council 
NH902 Criticism of questionnaire 
NH903 Criticism of the word limit in the consultation 
NH904 Criticism of consultation materials (e.g. consultation maps, website) 
NH905 Criticism of consultation advertising 
NH906 Suggest that the money to be spent on the Proposals should be spent in other areas of Bath (on active travel) 
NH907 Suggest that the money to be spent on the Proposals should be spent on other forms of transport (e.g. Public Transport, Private Vehicles) 
NH908 Criticism that the money to be spent on the Proposals should be spent on other public services (e.g. on Social Care) 
NH909 Request for more information 
NH910 Not sure / confused by the proposals 
NH911 Criticism of Net Zero / Climate Emergency / Green Agenda 
NH912 Criticism of accessibility (e.g. lack of access for those without internet, other languages) 
NH913 Need for further consultation and engagement 
NH914 Request for contact 
NH915 Non-relevant comment (out of scope) 
NH916 No comment / nothing / nothing to add / N/A 
NH917 Support of Bath & North East Somerset Council 
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