
MINUTES OF A ZOOM MEETING HELD ON THURSDAY 12th NOVEMBER 2020. 

Held at 6 pm 

 

The Chairman Justin Draeger opened the meeting and welcomed everyone. 

1. There was to be a correction to the previous minutes of 8th October.  Nigel Websper had 
mentioned that his Association (PERA) would not be able to support the paper whole 
heartedly, the Secretary was asked to change this in the minutes. With this in mind the 
minutes were accepted. 

2. LTN. There had been 1,600 responses to the Council about LTNs, this was perhaps a low 
number.  Sally Painter noted that she had put on her answer that with any proposed LTN 
the neighbouring streets should be consulted, in theory one area could cut off another.  
Jeremy Labram stated that he had had an email from Johanna Wright in which she said 
the Council will decide whether to adopt strategy as policy on the 9th December.  Mike 
Wrigley stated that implementation of LTNs did not mean a street was cut off.  Mark 
O’Sullivan pointed out that there had been an article in the Guardian about LTN in 
London some of which had been rescinded.  Rachel Hushon said that there had been 
another article stating that there was a vocal minority against LTN whereas there was a 
silent majority who are pro LTNs.  It was considered that the Council will have to look a 
both point of views. 

3. Cleveland Bridge. The petition issued by Wera Hobhouse (MP) was on the Lib. Dem. 
Web site and therefore FoBRA could not sign it.  The Chairman felt that Wera 
Hobhouse’s change of mind about the bridge was encouraging; two years ago she had 
refused to participate in the discussion, now she sees the importance of the A350 and the 
East/West issues.  Petitioning parliament is not really the answer. WECA, Bradford on 
Avon, Wiltshire, BANES et al should be talking.  Rachel Hushon noted the large logistic 
warehouses being build near Chippenham, these could increase the traffic.  We should not 
be diverted by the petition.  Ceris Humphreys said that the A350 is not firm Government 
Policy, it is to be reviewed within the national Road Investment Strategy 2 2020-2025. 
We should push as hard as we can with issues, the listed building had been decided in the 
wrong way. 

4. Transport. Patrick Rotheram said he had two items to add to his Transport paper.  
a. The Primary Road Network is not strategic, it rests with the Council - it is primarily 

their responsibility and they must consult, they are saying that they have to return to 
over 40 tons over the Cleveland Bridge, the whole thing should be put on hold and 
the A350 be used for leverage.  The MP said that the Secretary of State had said it 
had to go ahead, but this was in 2012 and since then there has been a Climate 
Emergency declared, the CAZ and the LTN, he agreed that the petition is a 
distraction. 

b. When FoBRA put in objection to the listed building applications it was noted that 
diversion arrangements are inadequate, everything is to be diverted through the town, 
over the Churchill Bridge.  In reality all traffic should be diverted away.  There had 
been no response from Joanna Wright about diversion.  Rachel Hushon pointed out 
there here are no plans as to what will happen when the bridge closes, even for the 



people who actually live on the bridge.  The impact on North South traffic will be 
massive.  Ceris pointed out that the application was disingenuous, no details, refusal 
to say anything about arrangement for when the work is to be carried out, there was a 
construction management plan with no consultation.  Charles Draper said that the 
Council had real issues re repairs, he said how inappropriate the Council Committee 
was.  He wondered whether we needed legal representation.  The Chairman asked 
whether the money from Government had yet been given to the Council, as if it has 
they could say having taken the money they were obliged to get on with the work.  
Ceris believed that they had not received the money and anyway they could always 
say no to it. Patrick pointed out that they could still put a limit on the bridge despite 
doing the work, but the Council had never applied for a limit.  He also felt it unlikely 
that the Council had yet received the money.  It was agreed that the Chairman should 
write to the Council setting out our concerns.  Emily asked whether people in the 
CAZ area close to the bridge would have to pay.  Jeremy suggested that operators 
were using other routes..  He also asked whether we were aware of the Weston 
Gateway Draft Strategy Plan, which included more than WECO, included Wiltshire 
and discussed the A350 upgrade.  BANES should be talking to everyone but the 
Weston Gateway seems a ‘good horse to back’  There is now a problem in that 
HGV’s are now going through Bradford on Avon over the ancient stone bridge.   

Patrick then wanted to review what had been achieved over the 15 years that he had been 
on the Transport Committee, as he was stepping down as Transport Lead with effect 
from the end of November.  12 Years ago FoBRA had asked for a Transport  plan, yet 
we still don’t have a traffic reduction plan.  Neither the CAZ nor the LTN  reduce 
traffic, they disperse traffic.  The reduction in pollution in the London Road is minimal, 
the legal limit is 40 and the hope is to reduce London Road to 39.5.  There is  no plan for 
the Climate Emergency.  The Bath Transport Strategy of 2014 had been a  false dawn, 
the Council changed and although the Conservatives had voted for it,  once in power 
they ignored it.  Road Charging is not easy, to stop traffic entering  the  Council 
are moving towards parking control including Sundays etc, this will  only work with 
better public transport. 

FoBRA had produced a traffic reduction plan, sent it to the Council, who had shown 
little interest, they don’t seem to wish to discuss working on reduction of traffic.  In 
reality it is difficult to get people out of cars.  There should be a stakeholder group,  the 
Council is so reluctant to discuss with the population.  Justin the Chair then thanked 
Patrick for his sterling service in the interests of FOBRA and the city of Bath and looked 
forward to his continuing involvement on behalf of Vineyards. 

 
5. Planning.  The good news about the Rec was that the High Court had found in favour of 

the covenants.  The Judge had declined permission to appeal but the request is being 
taken to the Court of Appeal, it should be dealt with quickly, if it is declined then the plan 
will have to go back to the drawing board.  The CEO is still committed to a new stadium.  
Emily asked whether the lack of building retail etc will effect probable employment for 
students, who struggle to live in Bath without employment.  



       Graham Feltham had issued a report but he wished to comment on the 5g mast in        
 Widcombe, Wera Hobhouse had said that there was a code of practice.  There was now  
 a new application on a University of Bath Building, Mike Wrigley said that the one may 
 not affect the other, and we need to find out how many 5 g masts are needed as they 
 seem  to be popping up randomly, the whole process is concerning, we should push the       
 council  to find out the criteria 

       The plan for the Co-op in Shaftesbury Road is meant to be considered in November, the 
 hoped for agreement with Norland has fallen through as they did not have the money so 
 there is hope that it may not be more PBSO. 

 The Regency Cleaners Building has had an application for 155 shared co-living 
 apartments, which sounds suspiciously like student accommodation! 

 The Homebase site.  Very large and there have been 2 revisions. September was meant to 
 be the decision date, but nothing happened.  Nick Tobin was asked whether he could add 
 anything but he could not apart from the fact that on behalf of FoBRA he had objected 
 twice.  Although the Developers are adjusting the plans he did not think it is going to 
 be satisfactory, more work needs to be done before it goes to the planning committee. 

 The Chairman said how concerned he was by the hollowing out of retail in the City 
 centre, some from Covid 19, some from decisions over the last 5-10 years.  Would it be 
 possible to encourage the Council to become engaged with business, at the moment they 
 appear to  refuse to accept rent reductions or to give a rates holiday during this difficult 
 period.  They appear to prefer to have empty buildings.  He was amazed by how on a 
 visit to Sherborne a few weeks ago he noted the number of interesting independent 
 shops. This was reiterated by others, Tetbury and other local towns have 
 independent shops. Kari  Erickson suggested that a sub group of FoBRA should form an 
 organisation and talk with Alison from BID, the Council should be encouraged to 
 help pop up shops, she is already talking to business people.  Nick Tobin said as an ex 
 retailer in Bath he would be happy to join forces with Kari.  Mark O’Sullivan said that he 
 had raised this 10 years ago, the  Local Government act of 1972 stated that the 
 Council was duty bound to get the best  return from property, but that in some cases  a 
 good offer might lead to higher return in the long run, if it encourages others.  
 Mark wrote a paper, which if he can find it he will share with the Chairman, Nick and 
 Kari. Jeremy pointed out that while we were trying to reduce traffic this made it difficult 
 for Bath to be a destination for shopping.  He also pointed out that although Milsom 
 Street had far too many empty shops, the bottom end of town in Southgate was usually 
 crowded.  Elizabeth Hallam said that perhaps reducing  the cost of parking might make 
 the centre more vibrant.  Rachel said that excellent Park and Ride, with out queues, was a 
 long term answer.  Emilio Pimentel Reid suggested that one of the reasons that the retail 
 scene was appalling was because civil servants were in charge, in other places Landlords 
 were good and yet Bath consistently fails.  He would also like to join Nick and Kari. 

6. Local Council.  The Chairman brought up the problem that Bath is one of only two  
Cities in the country which does not have elected representation at parish/town level  
Keynsham, Midsummer Norton etc all have their own town council within BANES.  The  



Council had been approached but they said it was yet another layer of expense.  Why    
should Bath be so anti democratic.  Graham recalled that before the last election the Lib 
Dems had said that there should be local representation; they now appeared to be 
contradicting their own manifesto.  There was general discussion; some felt that this was 
not the right time to be urging the Council to change, others that as it would take time to 
achieve so now was the right time to start.  Ceris believed that this Council would never 
condone elected representatives and that they disrespect the residents associations.  
Chester is the only other place not to be represented but even their collection of Residents 
Associations is given a public voice.  It was felt that we need better dialogue with the 
Council.  It was suggested that a Councillor should attend on a regular basis.  Justin 
Draeger proposed and Elizabeth Hallam seconded that this should happen 

7 AOB.  Katina Beckett wished to inform FoBRA as to what is happening at the Entry Hill 
 golf course.  6 or 7 bids have been put in, only one has had any consultation with the 
 local inhabitants, and that is a proposed golf course.  The bids include one from the Wild 
 Life Trust, an Out door adventure park, a BMX circuit.  The Council, without 
 consultation with the locals, is sifting it down to 2 or 3.  Could FoBRA write a letter in 
 support of the neighbourhood, to ask that locals should be consulted and given and 
 opportunity to comment? 

 Emilio then said that they were awaiting decision on the Approach Golf course which 
 was part of High Common.  Paul Crossley had assured them that the golf course will 
 remain, but Emilio felt that the community must be involved.  Justin said he will join 
 with Emilio and Katina to draft a requirement that local residents are taken into 
 account and talked to.  Elizabeth said that some of the plans for Entry Hill could be 
 huge tourist attractions which would alter the neighbourhood totally and would also 
 reduce the green  open spaces in the City.  It was suggested that perhaps the Entry Hill 
 course should apply for Public Green space status, which, if granted, is in perpetuity. 

 There is a potential for a number of green spaces in Bath to be lost, the land at 
 Englishcombe has planning for Aquis (The Council’s own developers) which has 
 been granted by the Council to themselves, against the advice of Council experts.   The 
 Chair had been approached by residents of Englishcombe Lane who were distraught at the 
 destruction of slow worm habit by the developers. The destruction had been cleared by an 
 investigation carried out by the council itself. The residents were seeking FOBRA’s input as to 
 what more could be done in the face of the council’s own report, other than judicial review. At 
 Ceris asked whether the  locals had formed a RA, if they have then they could join 
 FoBRA and we could offer help.  If we were to help otherwise on what basis would  we 
 be  involved?  It was suggested that Englishcombe be asked whether they want to join 
 FoBRA if they have an Association. 

 The Chairman has been asked by Council Officers to write to complain to the owners of 
 the King Edward’s School building in Broad Street.  It should either be developed or sold 
 as it is deteriorating and it is a worthy building. 

 Ian Herve said that PERA had not been involved in the court case about the Rec.  He 
 also reported on data collected re the noise from the Rugby ground.  The Data is now in 
 the public realm.  The consultants reported both noise and nuisance, continuous noise at 



 2 matches and the Bath festival.  They reported it was over the top, unreasonable and that 
 buildings shook.  The inhabitants cannot have quiet enjoyment of their own properties.  
 The Council has been dismissive, the Environmental Officer’s response has been 
 appalling, the treatment of residents has been indefensible. 

 Mary said that there should be more students on FoBRA. 

 

The meeting concluded with the intention of a new date in the New Year. 

 

Kirstie Rowlandson, Secretary      14.11.2020 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 
The Chairman drew the meeting to a close by recommending that the paper as it stood 
should go forward as FoBRA’s agreed response, with the addition to paragraph 14 of 
a reference to our opposition to any new car park in the central area. 
 
The Council should understand that FoBRA is in favour of what they are trying to do. 
 
This was agreed by all. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Kirstie Rowlandson 
 


