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1 APPROACH TO TRAVEL BEHAVIOUR CHANGE 

AND COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT 

1.1 Relevant Previous Engagement and Consultation 

This project builds on a number of active travel projects that have explored the 

concept of improving walking and cycling connections. The project seeks to 

explore the feasibility of creating pedestrian links between the ferry terminal at 

Tarbert linking the ferry terminal at Kennacraig to the community of Whitehouse 

to both support current and potential future walking and cycling demand. 

The study is aligned with the 2017 Tarbert Community Action Plan and aligned 

with the community’s long-term support to establish an alternative travel route 

along the A83 trunk road. 

Stakeholder Mapping 

A stakeholder mapping matrix was developed in conjunction with the design 

team's relevant experience.  The stakeholder mapping provides a contact 

database for those to be involved within the study setting out each stakeholders 

forecast level of influence in the design process. 

The mapping process was led by the council and supported by the community 

council using their knowledge of the locality.  The stakeholders were categorised 

into engagement tiers reflecting their engagement hierarchy using the mapping 

matrix (shown opposite).  

The process was collaborative with members of the study steering group 

including the community council helping to define the map which evolved through 

the project lifecycle. 

1.2 Engagement Planning 

A consultation and engagement plan were developed setting out the studies 

stage 1 engagement programme.  The plan was used to identify all proposed 

activities, the activity order, potential audience and engagement method.   

Tiered stakeholder mapping  
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The plan provides a reference point during the studies progress meetings to 

ensure that all parties were aware of forthcoming actions and had a chance to 

contribute or influence the approach. This provided the opportunity to incorporate 

local knowledge and procedural best practices. The plan identified a range of 

activities, which, if realised, would support comprehensive engagement.   

A summary of the key project engagement activities considered in support of 

stage 1 is summarised as follows: 

• Study Branding Identity. 

• Project Press Release. 

• Study Facebook Page. 

• Regular Community Visits. 

• Study Website Space. 

• Engagement with Local Groups. 

• Press and Media Support. 

• Community Feedback Tool (CFT). 

• Schools Engagement. 

• Public Community Engagement Event. 

• Community Group Meetings. 

• Stakeholder Meetings (virtual and face to face). 

 

A summary of each action plan is provided in the remainder of this chapter. 

 

 

1.3 Study Branding / Study Identity 

Whilst active travel studies do benefit from the development of a bespoke study 

branded title and logo, it was agreed with the project steering group, at the 

project outset that no branding should be applied to this project.  The primary 

reason being that the study is considered to be of strategic lower importance. 

1.4 Project Press Release (PPR) 

Public Notification 

The council’s Marketing and Communications (M&C) team was engaged for 

support.  The PPR is typically authored by the lead council sponsor in conjunction 

with the M&C team.  The resulting PPR would then be circulated internally to all 

council departments and issued externally to local press and media outlets. 

Council Services Notification 

From our experience of other active travel projects, whilst the project is managed 

by Argyll and Bute Council (ABC) Strategic Transportation Team, other council 

services have an important role to play in enabling active travel projects to 

progress. This means it is important that all council services which have a role to 

play or interest in the project are informed and engaged from the start of the 

project. ABC manage a portfolio of active travel projects, where all projects are 

advertised and communicated within and across the council.  The portfolio 

supports the sharing of project information. The PPR was issued to this portfolio 

by ABC. 
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1.5 Facebook Study Page 

As part of the study lifecycle, a bespoke study Facebook Page was developed. 

The ‘All Things Tarbert’ community Facebook page was also utilised.  Our design 

team posted project updates that encouraged anyone with an interest in the 

study to engage.  The All Things Tarbert Facebook page was effective, accessing 

an audience of 12.5k community members, with some reaching out to ask 

questions throughout the duration of the study.  The page was used as a direct 

channel of communication between the design team and the community. 

Our study team managed the page regularly to maintain responsiveness.  The 

page was used to inform the community of upcoming project events, advertise 

the team’s visits to the community and publish our visit itinerary.  The page was 

also used to share visit photos and videos. These were produced to provide a 

post event snap-shot of the design team's community interaction and would 

assist those unable to attend in person. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1.6 Community Visits 

A key ambition of the project delivery was to ensure the community remained 

central to the project delivery and would feel a strong collaboration through ‘face 

to face’ meetings.   

To achieve this aim, our engagement strategy centred around the design team 

being physically present within the community, where appropriate. 

Using the community Facebook pages, we advertised our forthcoming community 

visits which included a day within the community where the design team invited 

and met with local groups, school and community councils. We advertised an 

itinerary of our visits providing an opportunity for the community to ‘drop-in’ to 

our evening public event. 

To support the conversations, we used our digital ‘platform’ of materials.  These 

included our pre-prepared constraints mapping, used to record ideas and note 

comments, barriers and aspirations.   

The plan was then digitised, comments added to our Community Feedback Tool 

(CFT) and used as the foundation of the constraints mapping process and route 

development.  

The ability to demonstrate to the community how their comments had been 

considered is key to developing trust and engagement between the design team 

and the community.  

 

The community facebook page was well used to support the project 
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1.7 Study Website  

To support the lifecycle of the project, a study webpage was developed and 

hosted within the Connected Transport Planning Ltd (CTP) website.  The use of 

our study website removes the constraints of traditional website hosting costs.  

The website utilised our project template which was personalised to reflect the 

community using images of Tarbert to assist in making the space familiar and 

relatable to the public.  

The website provided the ‘spine’ of the project, designed to be accessible at any 

point and not just a ‘bolt on’ point of reference.  The site provided access to all 

public exhibition and project material, videos, a range of feedback tools and 

general project information.  The site also incorporated a range of functions 

including a news feed, a Facebook link and an interactive constraints and option 

map from where a series of micro-animations visualisations could also be 

accessed. These animations were developed from local photos taken at key 

points along the study route and designed to present a vision to the audience 

that would assist their understanding of the project’s possible outcomes. 

The website enabled those unable to speak with us in-person to view and 

comment on any of the materials at any point that suited them.  Noting the 

challenges of consultation within a rural community, the use of the website was 

an effective tool to support wide-reaching engagement across the peninsula. The 

website was open to access by the public for a period of six weeks following the 

stage 1 public event.   
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1.8 Bespoke Survey Questionnaire  

A survey questionnaire was developed for the project to provide a platform for 

the community to share with us their concerns and barriers to active travel.  The 

survey was designed using our experience of supporting similar projects, where 

we noted that to maximise community feedback, the survey should be less than 

15 questions to minimise survey fatigue and maximise the chance of receiving 

complete responses. 

Using the questions from previous studies as a reference, a bespoke stage 1 

survey questionnaire was developed that would capture core community 

demographics relating to age and health and sought to learn how the community 

used the existing network and their aspirations for future improvement. The 

survey formed a core component of the engagement process and was the 

primary informant of quantitative feedback, used to support the design process. 

To maximise accessibility by all possible user groups and abilities, the survey was 

hosted online via the study website using QR codes, website URLs and by contact 

email.  The survey also included links to the study website tools such as the 

Community Feedback Tool (CFT) which would assist the community in providing 

comments by location on a map. 

Physical copies of the survey were also distributed at various locations including: 

• Templar Art and Leisure Centre (TALC)  

• Library, 

• Local Retailers and  

• Co-op noticeboards.   

 

1.9 Media Support 

To raise the community’s general awareness of the study, the local press and 

media platforms that cover the study area were contacted.  The main news 

publication in the community is West Coast Today and the community Facebook 

page.  The paper prints provided physical and digital advertisement of the study 

and was again used to advertise our contact details. ABC’s Marketing and 

Communications (M&C) team were also approached for marketing engagement 

support.  

Around 20 event advertisement leaflets were developed to advertise the 

community events. Photos can be found on Appendix B. A number of the 

locations planned to post the flyers either couldn’t accept the flyer or were unable 

to display it. Notwithstanding, the flyers were successfully posted at various 

locations. These included: 

• Various Harbour Street frontage businesses, 

• Templar Arts and Leisure Centre (TALC); 

• Local residential properties; 

• Co-op; 

• Local businesses; 

 

Flyers were also utilised to communicate a post-event ‘Thank You’ to the 

community and to continue the promotion of the digital feedback options offered 
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via the project website. This approach meant that those members of the 

community unable to attend the advertised event would still have the option to 

provide feedback or ask the design team questions, enabling wide-reaching 

community engagement. 

 

West Coast Today printed a number of articles to advertise the event including 

paid promotion (leaflet and project synopsis) and editorial pieces written in 

support of the project. 

 

A total of four weekly publications were provided which contributed towards 

increased public awareness and subsequent participation in the project’s 

consultation. 

 

The project was also advertised within the Scottish Construction Now publication, 

extending the project advertising across a national platform. 
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1.10 Pre-Site Visit Event  

Community Council Group Meeting 

A meeting with the Community Council (CC) was agreed to discuss the project 

and learn more about the areas of Tarbert from their knowledge and perspective. 

Members of the CC very helpfully explained the different route corridors that were 

proposed. They noted some historic routes around the castle which haven’t been 

used for a long time but might be project beneficial. These routes would require 

support from landowners including Historic Environment Scotland (HES). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Tarbert Routes Walk Along 

The team and CC members attended a walkthrough of Tarbert. The first location 

was examining the Kintyre Way & Tarbert Castle. This route had many potential 

routes including the historic routes previously identified.  The Kintyre route led to 

Bruce Hill which has a road connection to High Park where Tarbert Academy is 

located.  This route was agreed to warrant further investigation. 

The team walked School Road that led to Croft Park (Astro turf), noting two 

alternative route options which are connected to the A83 from Croft Park (Street). 
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A83 Route Walk Along 

The team undertook a review of the A83 trunk road to investigate the potential 

for walking cycling routes. This helped the design team to determine which areas 

are eligible and which would need an alternative route reconsideration. The event 

was supported by the CC. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Community ‘Drop-In’ Session 

As part of the site visit, the team setup within the Templar Arts and Leisure 

Centre (TALC) where, through previous social media and poster advertisement, 

the community was encouraged to drop in and visit to discuss the project.  

A large format print of the route corridor was the centre piece of the session 

which showed potential route corridors shortlisted from previous studies and 

included the first extraction of land ownership boundaries as extracted from the 

Land Registry of Scotland. The event was a useful pre-advertisement to a future 

public consultation whilst also providing the community with an opportunity to 

sketch and amend the plan to help identify a potential route corridor. 

A total of 67 members of the public visited the team with substantial feedback 

provided regarding landownerships and local route challenges.  The community 

also suggested an extension of the route to Whitehouse. 
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1.11 Social Media Promotion 

The project was promoted within the project study Facebook page and also 

within the All Things Tarbert Community Page. 

Regular project updates were posted and the community encouraged to engage 

with design team to discuss the project. 

Local project ambassadors provided invaluable support ensuring the distribution 

of leaflets and suggestions on how best to work with the community to maximise 

community participation. 
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1.12 Pre-Community Event Pop-Up 

To raise the community’s general awareness of the study, the study team set up 

a pop-up event within the foyer of the Co-op food store.  The event lasted for 

around 1 hour within which the team issued advertising leaflets to passers-by, to 

raise awareness of the evening’s public event within the TALC. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1.13 Other Pre-Event Promotion 

In addition to the Co-op pop up event the design team sought to undertake 

additional events, which for varying reasons were not possible.  These include: 

• Library drop in- Library was closed on the proposed event day; 

• One hour on-street cyclist interviews. Only two cyclists stopped to take away 

project feedback leaflets;  

• On-street leaflet and QR handouts. 

• Short discussions with local business who had posted our event advertising 

leaflet. 

• Multiple landowner and community phone calls to discuss the project, aims 

and aspirations.  

• Pop-up at Tarbert Medical Practice. No response received to allow event 

booking. 

• Radio Station support from ARGYLL FM. 
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1.14 Project Podcast 

To support the communities understanding of the project and drawing reference 

from previous project experience, a podcast was produced in support of the 

project.  

The podcast had a running duration of 45 minutes and provided an explanation of 

the project, funding source and funding limitations.   

The podcast was split into 12 separate question and answer extracts to aid the 

public in accessing information quickly.   

The podcast was used to support the projects Frequently Asked Questions (FAQ) 

within the project website. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1.15 Project Infomercial 

Recognising that the challenges in communicating with the public the limitations 

of project funding and project aims, the public consultation material was 

supported through the production of a digital information video.  The video was 

graphically produced and appeared as an infomercial. 
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The infomercial was narrated by the design team and placed on a loop video and 

displayed using a large format screen and projector.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1.16 Project Visuals 

The visual transition animations lasted 10 seconds and showed the 

transformation of the existing viewpoint to a proposed future vision. 

The animations were hosted as part of the study website experience and 

embedded within the large format constraints and options maps. 
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1.17 Landowner Discussions 

The A83 route corridor is fronted by over 80 landowners who would require to be 

engaged in support of any route concept.  An extensive part of the stage 1 

project was associated with the development of land owners contact details and 

ensuring that all frontage owners were aware of the project and willing to 

participate in the consultation process. 

To support the process a number of one-one calls were undertaken with 

individual landowners to discuss the project. These calls included Foresty Land 

Scotland and some of the largest landowners located along the route. 

1.18 Stage 1 Public Event 

Following the physical and digital advertisements, an event was hosted by the 

design team and ABC within Templar Arts & Leisure Centre (TALC). 

10 x A3 format, graphically designed presentation boards were displayed to 

provide the audience with a story map of the study, process and consultation 

purpose.  

The team had set up the infomercial video at the entrance to give the public an 

informative insight of the project and answer questions regarding funding and 

processes. 

All visitors were given the choice of completing the project paper survey 

questionnaire or accessing our range of digital tools to provide feedback via QR 

codes and URL links.  A key advantage of the digital platform is the materials 

could still be accessed and commented upon at a time that best suited the 

consultees. Event attendance was noted to be greater than previous visit back in 

June. The numbers recorded for attendees in June was 67 and September’s visit 

had increased to 75. The registration form can be found in Appendix C. 
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1.19 Schools Engagement  

Tarbert Academy  

Tarbert Academy catchment extends to include the community of Tarbert and 

Whitehouse.  The school role includes 111 primary pupils from primary 1 to 

primary 7 and 99 secondary pupils from S1 year to S6. 

The team had arranged with the head master to visit the 6th year pupils (17 

pupils total) for a 1-hour period to talk about the ongoing project. This was an 

opportunity for the team to learn and take suggested feedback from a younger 

generation's concerns regarding walking and cycling.  The timing of the meeting 

worked well as it developed on the classes ongoing theme of problem 

identification and solutions.   

The group participated in a structured chat to ascertain how they travel to and 

from school e.g. by car, bus, or cycle.  Five pupils stated they walk, with two 

pupils cycling to school from Whitehouse. 

The team discussed with the pupils and a teacher how they would feel about the 

project improvements.  100% of the Pupils (17) and 100% (1) teacher supported 

the proposal and agreed it would be a positive addition.   

With the pupils in ‘problem-identification mode’, the team began asking questions 

about what sort of things they would want change or improve.  

The pupils identified a need for a cycle walk route, a safer crossing near the Co-

op, improvements to the playpark near the football pitch near the school. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1.20 Parent Teacher Association (PTA) 

To maximise the reach of the engagement, the school was approached to 

advertise awareness of the project through communication with parents via the 

Parent Teacher Association (PTA). All pupils S4 and above were emailed by the 

school to raise project awareness.  The head teacher has offered to send out a 

survey / project link as part of the school’s wider information sharing newsletter. 

Group discussion with S6 pupils from Tarbert Academy. 
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1.21 Micro-Visual Transition Animations 

To assist the public in understanding how and what an active travel route may 

look like within their community a series of transition animations and sketches of 

the future were developed.  Each animation was based on a photographed 

viewpoint of locations along the route that the public would recognise. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

  

Micro-Visual Transition Animations sketches of Tarbert. 
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2 STAGE 1 SURVEY QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS 

2.1 Sources of Community Feedback 

The multiple engagement platforms made available to the community supported 

the community to engage with the project providing feedback both digitally and 

physically.   

A summary of the received feedback by the various engagement platforms used 

is summarised in the following table. 

Format Responses Received 

Survey (Paper) 5 

Survey (Digital) 158 

Community Feedback Tool (Digital) 0 

Total Quantitative Responses 163 

Site visit drop-in session – 27/06/24 67 

Stage 1 Public Event 10/09/24 75 

Stakeholder Meetings 9 

Total Non-Quantitative Responses 152 

 

 
1 https://www.citypopulation.de/en/uk/scotland/argyll_and_bute/S19002472__tarbert/ 

2.2 Survey Sample Validation 

A total of 163 quantitative responses were received from Tarbert’s population of 

1,1291 residents.  This represents a sample size of 14% which is aligned with the 

10 – 15% typically received on other similar projects.  It is noted that the 

population total accounts for multiple other small villages located along the north, 

east and west of Tarbert including Erines, Muasdale and Crossaig.   

The stage 1 event was undertaken during a wet and windy summers night which 

will have had an adverse impact on the community’s appetite to participate. 

The total number of in person attendance at 75 people was however noted to be 

more than three times that achieved during the 2019 study and achieved over a 

shorter event duration.   

The higher stage 1 level of response is a positive reflection on the additional 

methods invested to engage with the community and the value of utilising an 

extended six-week consultation period. 

The combined level of quantitative and non-quantitative feedback reflects a 

strong sample rate.  

An analysis of the survey responses received is provided in the remainder of this 

chapter. The free text comments provided as part of the survey responses are 

included in Appendix C. 
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Survey Participant Demographics 

2.3 Participant Demographics 

This question was asked as it is important to capture the views of people with 

varying levels of life experience to assist in the design process. 

Of the participant responses received:  

• 42% were between 40-59 years old (28% Census 2022).   

• 41% were aged between 60-79 (29% census 2022).  

• 1% were older than 79 (6% census 2022). The results indicate that the survey 

was completed by a disproportionately greater number of people between 40-

59-year years of age.  This indicates an underrepresentation from under 40’s 

and over 79’s.   

Only 15% of participants were younger than 40 (36% Census 2022). 3% 

preferred not to say how old they were.  

These results highlight that the survey has captured the views of the younger 

community (6% younger than 21-year-old). The survey therefore provides an 

underrepresentation from under 40’s    

However, the school discussion event was well attended and their views have 

been recorded through less prescriptive measures than the survey questionnaire 

and are not therefore included in this summary. 
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2.4 Participants by Gender 

This question was asked as it is important to capture representative views of 

people by gender.  Of the participant responses received: 

• 58% were female (50% Census 2022).   

• 34% were male (50% census 2022).  

• None were trans male 

• 1% were trans female 

• 7% preferred not to say or responded other what their gender category is.  

Overall, the results reflect a reasonable cross-section of the community and are 

broadly aligned with the census demographic split, albeit slightly less respondents 

identifying as men / boys.  

Most gender categories were represented through feedback received. 
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2.5 Participants Relationship with the Area 

Respondents were asked if they lived in Tarbert.  This question was relevant to 

ask as it is important to understand if the respondent is replying with longer term 

experience of the community or as a tourist/visitor.   

• 76% of respondents are full time residents in the community; and  

• 22% of the respondents have either lived in the community historically, or 

visited at least once a year. 

• 2% of the respondents said No, but visit less than once a year and have never 

lived in the study area. 

The results indicate that ¾ of survey respondents are familiar with the area or 

currently live there.  A small proportion of 2% are noted as visitors. 
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2.6 Participants Health 

• The majority of participants (84%) considered themselves to be able-bodied 

and did not have a health or disability that impacted on their everyday 

mobility. 

• 10% indicated their disability or health issue would affect them a little  

• 1% responded with they are limited a lot due to their health.   

• 4% of respondents indicated that they would prefer not to say and 1% have 

answered other. 

Overall, the results have captured the views of a wide range of the community 

including those able bodied and those with mobility related health issues. 
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2.7 Participants Health Issues 

Following on from the day-to-day activities question for the respondents who 

answered yes to indicating they did have a health-related disability. 

• 38% indicated their disability was related to mobility issue such as walking 

short distances and climbing stairs etc. 

• 38% have stamina issues relating to breathing difficulties.   

• 12% indicated learning, concentrating and remembering difficulties. 

• 12% noted they have different mental health issues.  

• 12% have social or behavioural issues due to neuro diverse conditions 

(Autism, Attention Deficit Disorder or Aspergers Syndrome) 

• 8% responded to they have other impairment 

• 4% related to poor vision from blindness or partial sight loss. 

• 15% indicated they’d prefer not to say.  

These questions are important to ask as they assist the design team in 

considering all route user groups, including those with protected characteristics: 
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2.8 Participants Employment Status 

Participants were asked to qualify their employment status. This question was 

relevant to ask as the design team will need to consider how the project would 

support economic activity and the movement of people from places of work.  

• 9% of respondents indicated that they are currently not employed.  

• 52% indicated they were employed either part time or full time.  

• 15% indicated they were self-employed; and  

• 24% of respondents said they were retired or not applicable.  

Overall, the study results are considered to capture a good sample of the 

community, capturing the views of both able bodied and those less able, those in 

work and those unemployed. 
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2.9 Comparison with 2022 Census 

To assist in understanding more about how representative the study 

demographics are, the survey results were compared with the 2022 Census for 

Tarbert2.   

The results indicate that the project feedback demographic by age and all 

genders are broadly comparable with the census analysis. It is noted that the 

views of younger community members have not been as well represented and in 

comparison, the views of people aged over 40 appears slightly skewed. 

The community has a marginally higher proportion of males to females by 0.4% 

and a mature population with 27% over 65 years of age. 57% are ages between 

18 – 64. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
2 

https://www.citypopulation.de/en/uk/scotland/argyll_and_bute/S19002469__tar

bert/ 

Stage 1- Community’s Travel Habits 

This section of the survey was designed to assist in understanding the 

communities travel habits and travel demand for differing sections of the overall 

route between Tarbert Ferry Terminal and Whitehouse. 
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2.10 Route Travel Frequency - Tarbert Ferry to Harbour Car Park 

This question is relevant as it helps us understand the popularity of walking and 

cycling between these two destinations.  

Participants were first asked how often (frequency) they typically travel between 

Tarbert Ferry Terminal and Tarbert Harbour Car Park (located mid-way along the 

waterfront). The community noted the following: 

• 22% of respondents indicated they travel once a week.  

• 28% use the route at least twice a week.  

• 38% use the route at least 3 times a week. 

• 12% say they never travel this route.  

Overall, this section of the route is used by the community but not extensively.  

This was unexpected as the route is the primary road connection to the Ferry 

Terminal. 

The community was then asked what their most frequent mode of travel was 

when travelling this section of the route.  

• 38% said they walk along this route. 

• 5% said they cycle.  

• 57% said they travel along this route by car.  

Not surprisingly, car-based travel being the most favoured travel mode. A good 

portion of people also walk and some cycle highlighting the competing users’ 

groups needs within a limited road corridor. 
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2.11 Route Travel Frequency - Tarbert to West Loch Shores 

This question is relevant as it helps us understand the popularity of walking and 

cycling between these two destinations.  

Participants were first asked how often (frequency) they typically travel between 

Tarbert and West Loch Shores, the community noted the following: 

• 13% of respondents indicated they travel once a week.  

• 31% use the route at least twice a week.  

• 19% use the route at least 3 times a week. 

• 38% say they never travel this route.  

Overall, this section of the route is used by a good portion of the community at 

least twice a week.  However, a similar proportion the community (38%) never 

use the route. 

The community was then asked what their most frequent mode of travel was 

when travelling this section of the route.  

• 17% said they walk along this route. 

• 8% said they cycle.  

• 75% said they travel along this route by car.  

Not surprisingly, car-based travel is currently the most favoured travel mode for 

this route section and likely reflects the lack of an established infrastructure along 

the route. 
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2.12 Route Travel Frequency - West Loch Shores to Kennacraig 

This question is relevant as it helps us understand the popularity of walking and 

cycling between these two destinations.  

Participants were first asked how often (frequency) they typically travel between 

West Loch Shores and Kennacraig, the community noted the following: 

• 8% of respondents indicated they travel once a week.  

• 24% use the route at least twice a week.  

• 16% use the route at least 3 times a week. 

• 53% say they never travel this route.  

Overall, this section of the route is not frequently utilised by the community and 

likely reflects the limited need to travel and lack of established route. 

The community was then asked what their most frequent mode of travel was 

when travelling this section of the route.  

• 2% said they walk along this route. 

• 6% said they cycle.  

• 92% said they travel along this route by car.  

Not surprisingly, car-based travel is currently the most favoured travel mode for 

this route section and likely reflects the lack of an established infrastructure along 

the route.  It is noted that further south along the route, travel demand is 

decreasing and car use is increasing. 
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2.13 Route Travel Frequency – Kennacraig to Whitehouse 

This question is relevant as it helps us understand the popularity of walking and 

cycling between these two destinations.  

Participants were first asked how often (frequency) they typically travel between 

Kennacraig and Whitehouse, the community noted the following: 

• 10% of respondents indicated they travel once a week.  

• 24% use the route at least twice a week.  

• 16% use the route at least 3 times a week. 

• 51% say they never travel this route.  

Overall, this section of the route is used by the community but not extensively.  

The results are broadly comparable with the West Loch Shores to Kennacraig 

section. 

The community was then asked what their most frequent mode of travel was 

when travelling this section of the route.  

• 2% said they walk along this route. 

• 6% said they cycle.  

• 92% said they travel along this route by car.  

Not surprisingly, car-based travel is currently the most favoured travel mode for 

this route section and likely reflects the lack of an established infrastructure along 

the route.  It is noted that further south along the route, travel demand is 

decreasing and car use is increasing. 
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Community Views on What We Need to Consider for the future 

2.14 Opportunities to Improve Active Travel by Walking 

Participants were asked which route section, if developed, would encourage them 

to walk instead of driving. 

• 25% preferred to only walk within Tarbert.  

• 32% of respondents said they would walk between Tarbert to West Loch 

Shores. 

• 24% of the respondents would walk between West Loch Shores to 

Kennacraig.  

• 15% would walk between Kennacraig to Whitehouse and 5% would never 

travel or use the routes. 

The results overall show community support for all route sections although the 

section from Tarbert to West Loch Shores is unsurprisingly preferred most.  This 

reflecting the increasing number of properties being developed within this 

section.   

The section from Whitehouse was the least popular in terms of percentage 

feedback.  This may however be the result of the comparably smaller community 

of Whitehouse which has less voices to be heard in the survey. 
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2.15 Opportunities to Improve Active Travel by Cycle 

Participants were asked which route section would likely encourage them to cycle 

more in lieu of using a car.  

• 19% preferred to only cycle within Tarbert.  

• 29% of respondents said they would cycle between Tarbert to West Loch 

Shores.  

• 26% of the respondents would cycle between West Loch Shores to 

Kennacraig.  

• 18% would cycle between Kennacraig to Whitehouse and  

• 8% would never cycle or use any of the routes to travel. 

The results overall show community support for all route sections although the 

section from Tarbert to West Loch Shores is unsurprisingly preferred most for 

cycling potential.  This reflecting the increasing number of properties being 

developed within this section.   

The route section between West Loch Shores and Kennacraig Ferry was also 

popular, perhaps indicating that links with the ferry terminal to the south was as 

important as improved links to Tarbert Ferry Terminal to the north.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  

   

34 | P a g e  

www.connectedtp.com  

 

2.16 Community Route Development Preference 

Participants were asked to choose from all the route corridor sections, which 

section should be the main route to consider to going forward.  

• 26% preferred to develop routes within Tarbert.  

• 28% preferred to develop a route between Tarbert and West Loch Shores.  

• 24% preferred to develop a route with between Tarbert and Kennacraig  

• 20% think the focus should be between Tarbert to Whitehouse (full route).  

• 3% don’t think a route is needed. 

These results indicate that routes within Tarbert to West Loch Shores would be 

most supported with just under 1/3rd of responses showing support for these 

sections. 

Despite the low level of use for the route south of West Loch Shores as evidenced 

from previous questions, 20% of all recipients would support completion of the 

full route from Tarbert to Whitehouse. 
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2.17 Community Views on Parking within Tarbert 

The community was then asked whether or not the public parking could be 

removed within the town to support improved footway and cycle provision. This 

question was designed to test if the community are accepting of a loss of parking 

spaces to compensate for active travel.  

• 40% of respondents had said yes and would be fine with this option;  

• 30% of respondents said no to parking space loss; and  

• 30% said they didn’t know or were unsure. 

These results are surprising as community parking is typically fiercely protected 

by the community due to perceptions of links with passing trade and economic 

vitality.   

Noting the limited corridor space on some sections of the route corridor, this 

question may be more relevant / have a direct impact to some respondents than 

others. 
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2.18 Landowner Participation 

To assist in identifying frontage landowners along the route corridor, the 

community was asked if they are a land owner in the study area and if they said 

yes, a comment box was available for the landowner to give contact details 

(GDPR Protection).  

• Only 6% of respondents indicated they are landowners and provided contact 

details.  

• 94% of respondents said they didn’t own any land or have any title holdings 

of the study area. 

This information has been recorded separately in a private and confidential land 

register.  

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

2.19 Project Support 

The community was asked a final question if they supported the project and felt it 

was necessary. 

• A ‘strong’ 90% of respondents indicated that they support the project and 

the concept would be welcomed; 

• 6% of respondents said no, they didn’t want it; and  

• 4% said they didn’t know or may have more questions that would need 

clarification before committing support of otherwise. 
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2.20 Summary of Respondents Views by Category 

In order to enable processing of the wide range of comments received, an 

analysis of the stage 1 community comments was undertaken.  From an initial 

review of the comments a number of categories were developed to assist in 

grouping comments into a format that would assist in reporting.    

By grouping comments into categories, a better understanding of the 

community’s overall views on the concept can be understood.   

Each individual locational specific comment will be utilised as part of the stage 2 

design development. 

A review of the data indicates that: 

• 23% of the comments made related to support for the project and 2% 

were non supportive. Supportive comments accounted for 84% of the 

total comments received and show a very strong community support for 

the project to be progressed. Non supportive comments equated to only 

7% of all comments received. 

• 19% of comments related to safety concerns due to vehicle number and 

type which equate to 68% of all comments received. In reality, the 

project will not be able to make any change to the type and impact of 

trunk road traffic. 

• 13% of comments related to trunk road speeding concerns due to vehicle 

which equates to 47% of all comments received. In reality, it will be 

unlikely that the project will be able to make any change to traffic vehicle 

speeds on the trunk road. 

• 12% of comments related to the route being too hilly or too long to travel 

by non car modes.  This equates to 44% of all comments received. 

• 8% of comments related to support for more street lighting and crossing 

opportunities to be provided along the route.  This equates to 28% of all 

comments received. 

• 7% of comments acknowledge that there is no existing safe route to walk 

or cycle.  This equates to 25% of all comments received. 

• 6% of comments acknowledge that there are no reasons to travel the 

route.  This equates to 21% of all comments received. 

A summary of this analysis by reported category is provided in the following 

charts.  
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STAGE 1 COMMUNITY FEEDBACK TOOL (CFT) RESULTS 
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3 STAGE 1 COMMUNITY FEEDBACK TOOL (CFT) 

RESULTS 

Our bespoke engagement platform that supports community feedback using a 

project map and comment pins.  

The tool allows comments to be added by location with comments visible to 

everyone.  The tool was hosted within the project website and again used a 

series of QR codes, website URLs and a named email contact to support access to 

other feedback methods and information platforms.  The CFT was pre-populated 

with some of the designs teams own observations using the constraints plan.  

Disappointingly, zero responses were received through the project Community 

Feedback Tool (CFT).   

This may reflect the fact that at stage 1 on this project it has not been possible to 

present the community with route corridor concept or options for them to 

comment on. 

The use of the CFT during Stage 2 is anticipated to generate a greater level of 

response once used in conjunction with an emerging concept corridor.  

Community Feedback Tool (CFT) allows Comments to be added by Location 
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4 STAGE 1 STAKEHOLDER FEEDBACK 

To support the design optioneering process, a number of stakeholders were 

identified and stakeholder mapping engaged with. A range of engagement 

methods were used for each group. 

Stakeholder Meetings 

The study team met with a range of stakeholders identified through the study 

mapping process.  We utilised consultation mandates to plan 1 to small group 

workshop sessions with key stakeholders to introduce the team and discuss the 

study.  Stakeholders included: 

• Key council staff; 

• Key local groups; 

• Local Community Council; 

• Other key stakeholders. 

 

The workshops followed a similar format providing an introduction to the study, 

setting ambitions, and introducing the team.   

4.1 Council Statutory Consultees 

A summary of the other stakeholder feedback received is summarised as follows. 

 

 

 

ABC Network Management 1 

The team met with James Ross of ABC Network Management virtually to discuss 

the Tarbert project. Following a presentation of the project to date, a constructive 

conversation explored a number of topics including: 

• Route alignment challenges, particularly relating to the marina access 

along the A805 Pier Road will require planning approval, details of the 

Roads Construction Consent (RCC) and implications arising through 

changes introduced by this project. 

• A key outcome of the session noted that the route is well used by a wide 

range of people including school children travelling to the ferry. The 

narrow road is a key constraint; 

• A 30mph speed limit is already in place along the route.   

• Any proposal to change the speed limit is not publicly known and is 

subject to a separate public Traffic Regulatory Order (TRO).  Whilst the 

outcome of the TRO cannot be prejudged, the process will only be 

progressed if it is highly likely to be positively concluded. 

• Coastal flooding along Harbour Street is noted as a point of concern. 

• Any development of the Active Travel route on the seawards side of the 

road is noted to be only achievable through creation of a new causeway. 

Cantilevering a facility is not considered possible as the existing wall is 

not structurally suitable.  The Harbour Authority will require to be 

consulted. 
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ABC Network Management 2 

The team met a second time with James Ross of ABC Network Management 

virtually to discuss the project in greater detail. The focus of the conversation 

being Harbour / Pier Road and the Harbour Authority concept footway explored 

separately from this project during 2022.  Key points of feedback include: 

• Any development of the Active Travel route on the seawards side of the 

road is noted to be only achievable through creation of a new causeway. 

Cantilevering a facility is not considered possible as the existing wall is 

not structurally suitable.  The Harbour Authority will require to be 

consulted. 

• Any freestanding structure formed within the coastal side of the sea 

defence would not be maintained or adopted by ABC. 

• Potential ecological impacts were noted. 

• General corridor space available was noted to be lacking to support a 3m 

wide facility. 

• The use of advisory walking and cycle road markings will not be 

supported by ABC. 

• Parking in Tarbert is at a premium so any proposals to remove parking 

will not be looked on favourably by Tarbert residents. ABC wouldn’t want 

to see any reduction on parking.  

• Road levels are tricky at the shops, hardly any longitudinal fall and low 

thresholds introduce drainage and storm flood risk.  

 

4.2 Caledonian Macbrayne Ferry Operations and ABC Piers and 

Harbours 

A stakeholder workshop was held to discuss the concept and proposed alterations 

to the Tarbert ferry terminal junction and project ambition. The following points 

were noted: 

• Supportive of concept overall; 

• Passenger service numbers are increasing; 

• Access along Pier Road noted to be a challenge. 

CalMac was consulted by email to obtain cycle and pedestrian data. Three 

Freedom of Information (FOI) requests were subsequently generated to assist in 

providing passenger data.  

No significant road safety concerns were noted by the operator relating to the 

existing ferry operation. 

4.3 Non-Council Statutory Consultees 

A summary of the non-council stakeholder feedback received is summarised as 

follows. 

SEPA Not Consulted as no concept to comment 

on 

Scottish Water No Issue at this stage as no concept to 

comment on 

SSE No Issue at this stage as no concept to 

comment on 
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4.4 Community Groups 

Community groups have been engaged through the public engagement process.  

No direct response has been provided to requests to meet the mother and toddler 

group and the arts and crafts group. 

4.5 Traditionally Harder to Reach Groups / Individuals 

The Royal National Institute for the Blind (RNIB) was consulted and highlighted 

that there is no specific representation for Tarbert. 

4.6 Landowners and Affected Parties 

The design team worked with the local community / stakeholder feedback to 

identify potentially impacted landowners.  To make the scale of the process 

achievable, an initial route corridor review was undertaken. The review sought to 

identify a potential route corridor based on close proximity with the A83 as this is 

likely to provide the most direct and cohesive route for everyday journeys. 

The Registry of Scotland (ROS) was contacted to obtain current legal land 

ownership details for the identified corridor and frontage ownerships.  The ROS 

was only able to provide partial land ownership details as many of the frontage 

properties have not been bought or sold recently.  The website, ‘Who owns 

Scotland’ was therefore used to identify a number of the missing owners. 

Finally, the local community provided invaluable support to identify the ‘missing’ 

owners whilst Transport Scotland property and commercial team were able to 

undertake more targeted searches. 

Landowner contact details were included within our landowner engagement 

tracker and recorded within our stakeholder mapping and constraint mapping. 

Where possible, each of the frontage owners were initially consulted using a 

combination of phone calls, emails and face to face meetings. Their support (or 

otherwise) for the project was noted along with an initial indication of their 

support for a route passing within their property. 

A copy of the landowner’s engagement tracker is supplied separately. 

4.7 Tarbert Harbour Authority 

The Tarbert Harbour Authority (THA) have commissioned an Active Travel route 

feasibility study as part of the Tarbert Regeneration Project, building on the 

previous 2019 Tarbert Active Travel Study. The Regeneration Project was 

undertaken during 2022 and examined the options to improve the walking and 

cycling connection between Fish Quay via a continuous 1.5m wide pedestrian 

route along Pier Road, from the termination of the footpath at the edge of 

Tarbert (adjacent to the old Harbour Master’s Office), through to the East Pier. 

The provision of a segregated pedestrian access route was identified as having 

significant support from the local community. 

The route concept developed favoured a combination of new formed suspended 

deck walkway structure constructed offline and independently of Pier Road and its 

associated retaining wall structure, avoiding any interaction between the two 

structures.  Sections of grass verge and coastal protection reprofiled to provide 

extra corridor width. 
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This project has not progressed further than concept plan with no engagement 

undertaken with ABC stakeholders.  The project does however highlight the 

criticality and appetite for a route by the community in terms of supporting 

walking and cycle access for a wide range of user groups.  

It is also noted that a significant proportion of the community expressed support 

for route improvements within the town. 

 

 

 

 
 

  

Tarbert Harbour project concept cross sections 

Tarbet A83 Cross Sections – 0.5m buffer 
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STAGE 1 BARRIERS AND OPPORTUNITIES  
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5 STAGE 1 BARRIERS AND OPPORTUNITIES  

5.1 The Challenges to Active Travel 

The community engagement programme has identified a number of barriers to 

travelling sustainably.  These have been categorised and summarised as follows: 

• Land owners having concerns about the route being partially close to 

their land boundary or seeing the route corridor concept passing into 

their land. 

• The A83 is viewed by the community to be a dangerous road with 

speeding vehicles passing through the Tarbert, West Tarbert, Kennacraig 

and Whitehouse. 

• Cycling in groups on carriageway along the A83 presents a safety 

challenge when encountered by drivers travelling at 30mph.  The roads 

varying horizontal and vertical alignment contributes to the perceived 

road safety risk. 

• Vehicle speeds and vehicle type limits travel appetite. 

• More pedestrian and cycle crossing are desirable for people to cross 

safely along the A83 in the centre of Tarbert. 

• A route with a barrier that separates cars from pedestrians after West 

Tarbert is desirable. 

• 20% of the community support is for delivery of the whole route from 

Tarbert Ferry Terminal to finish at Whitehouse. 

• A safer route for cyclists to get between Kennacraig and Tarbert is 

supported by the community. 

• Implementation of speed cameras along the Kennacraig and Tarbert A83 

has been suggested. 

• 25% of the community would likely only walk within Tarbert.  

• 32% of respondents said they would walk between Tarbert and West 

Loch Shores.  

• 24% of the respondents would walk between West Loch Shores and 

Kennacraig.  

• Only 15% would walk between Kennacraig and Whitehouse and 5% 

would never travel or use the routes. 

• 40% of respondents indicate that they would regularly use their car to 

travel the length of the route. 11% said they use other transport 

methods. 9% of respondents indicated they walk between these two 

destinations and 4% cycle on the route.  

• 8% of the community travel the route length three or more times a week, 

12% twice a week and 5% roughly once a week.   

• Evidence of support for route improvements along Pier Road which due 

to its constrained corridor width and high level of use is viewed as a 

barrier to travel by a proportion of the community. 

 

Overall, the A83 is perceived by the community to be a barrier to walking and 

cycling with less than 10% of the population likely to walk or cycle the route.  

Travel demand for the whole route from Tarbert to Whitehouse is estimated 
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to be low with the majority of the community making the journey less than 

twice a week. 

 

Appetite for a route is however reasonable with many viewing the existing 

road corridor to be unsafe and discouraging to walking and cycle activity.  

The provision of a route being forecast to support a doubling of walking and 

cycling numbers.  

 

However, overall noting the relatively small local population, even a 30% 

increase in walking and cycling activity will still likely result in less than 300 

cycle / walking users per day. 
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STAGE 2 – COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT  
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6 STAGE 2 – COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT  

6.1 Further Engagement 

Following the conclusion of the stage 1 consultation and completion of the stage 

1 options feasibility report, the road based route was further developed through 

consultation with a range of stakeholders and to show to the community in order 

to receive further feedback a flythrough was created. The decision was partly due 

to the limited responses received during stage 1 and the anticipation that by 

providing an example of what could be achieved, a greater proportion of the 

public would engage during stage 2. 

To support the process, the engagement plan as described within the stage 1 

section of this report was repeated.  This included: 

• A public event was held on the 20th August 2025 at the Templar Arts and 

Leisure Centre from 17:30 to 20:30 as part of Tarbert and Skipness 

Community Council’s event;  

• An interactive discussion session with high school pupils of Tarbert Academy 

to review the ongoing project, with a video flythrough, a question-and-

answer session and a survey that was both done online and on paper. 

• An interactive discussion session with primary school pupils of Tarbert 

Academy using CTP’s school engagement kit and a hands up survey. 

• Reuse of a 45-minute-long Project Podcast to explain the Frequently Asked 

Questions (FAQ). The podcast was hosted on-line within the project virtual 

room. 

• Designing and sticking new “Footprint” stickers around the community in 

order to advertise the project with QR codes printed on them providing easy 

access to the virtual room. 

• The virtual room was open for a six-week period providing the community 

with access to the project materials and the ability to complete a survey and 

provide feedback online.   

All visitors attending the event were given the choice of completing the project 

survey questionnaire or accessing our range of digital tools to provide feedback 

via QR codes and URL links.  A key advantage of the digital platform is it allows 

people to still take part if they cannot attend the event, the materials could still 

be accessed and commented upon at a time that best suited the consultees, with 

the virtual room open for a period of six weeks post event. 

A total of 49 people managed to meet the team (a slight decrease from the 75 

attendees for stage 1).  A register extract of those attending the event is shown 

in Appendix B. 

During the event, the majority of visitors were observed by the design team to 

bypass the project information boards provided and congregated around the ‘fly 

through’ video.  A number of visitors attended promptly and prior to the 



  

   

52 | P a g e  

www.connectedtp.com  

 

completion of video / event set-up. Many of the visitors were noted to ask 

questions regarding project funding, the journey so far and next steps.  

Due to there being a smaller number of the public showing up, this allowed the 

team to have a more in-depth discussion with each member at a slower pace 

instead of being rushed in order to get around everyone. 

Post event, leaflets and surveys were left on the counter of the Templar Arts and 

Leisure Centre’s front desk and the virtual room was advertised. 

During the school visit, all school pupils engaged in project conversation and 

completed surveys either online or using paper copies.   

6.2 Event Advertising 

The advertising approach to stage 2 was similar to stage 1 with the key 

difference of placing “footprint” stickers around the area to promote the virtual 

room which the community could access by scanning a QR code. 

20 leaflets advertising the Stage 2 community engagement event were displayed 

on noticeboards at local venues and by businesses through the town leading up 

to the event.   

Posts advertising the event were added to the All Things Tarbert and the Tarbert 

& Skipness Community Trust Facebook pages.  The Harbour Authority also 

promoted the event.   

West Coast Today also wrote an article on the event. 

Tarbert Academy also agreed to circulate information to parents and pupils 

through the PTA and student council. 
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Stage 2 Advertisement leaflets and “footprint” stickers 
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Stage 2 Templar Arts and Leisure Centre 

Stage 2 Video Flythrough 

Stage 2 Media articles  
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7 STAGE 2 - SURVEY QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS 

7.1 Sources of Community Feedback 

The multiple engagement platforms made available to the community 

supported the community to engage with the project providing feedback 

both digitally and physically.   

A summary of the received feedback by the various engagement platforms 

used is summarised in the following table. 

Format Responses Received 

Survey (Paper) 15 

Survey (Digital) 98 

Community Feedback Tool (Digital) 1 

Total Quantitative Responses 114 

Stakeholder Meetings 5 

Community Council Public Meeting Attendance 46 

Total Non-Quantitative Responses 51 

 

 

 

 

 
3 Census 2022 

7.2 Survey Sample Validation 

A total of 114 quantitative responses were received, from a local population of 

1,129 residents (c.620 households)3.  This represents a sample size of 10% which 

aligns with the 10 – 15% typically received on other similar projects. This equates 

to small sample size when considering the population of Tarbert. 

The higher stage 2 level of response is a positive reflection on the additional 

methods used to engage with the community.   

An analysis of the survey responses received is provided in the remainder of this 

chapter. The free text comments provided as part of the survey responses are 

included in Appendix D. 
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Stage 2 – Section A - Participant Demographics 

7.3 Participants Age 

This question was asked as it is important to capture the views of people with 

varying levels of life experience and perspectives.  

Of the participant responses received: 

• 66% were aged under 18 (15% Census 2022) 

• 0.8% were aged 25-34 (9% Census 2022) 

• 3% were aged 35-44 (10% Census 2022) 

• 12% were aged 45-54 (12% Census 2022) 

• 7% were aged 55-64 (16% Census 2022) 

• 10% were aged 65 and over (25% Census 2022) 

• 2% preferred not to answer 

These results highlight that a wide range of age groups across the community 

have been consulted. The results indicate a slight over representation of under 

18-year-olds (66% project vs. 15% census).  However, all other age bands are 

well aligned with the Census 2022 for the Tarbert area.  
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7.4 Participants Gender 

Of the total respondents, 51% were women / girls (50% census 2022) and 41% 

as men / boys (49% census 2022).  4% of respondents identified as non-binary, 

and 4% of the respondents indicated that they would prefer not to say. 

Overall, the results reflect a reasonable cross-section of the community and are 

broadly aligned with the census demographic split, albeit slightly less respondents 

identifying as men / boys.  A key difference from the stage 1 results is that the 

views of females are better represented aligning well with the census data (51% 

project vs. 50% from 2022 census). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

7.5 Participants Health 

The majority of participants considered themselves to be able-bodied and did not 

have a health or disability that impacted on their everyday mobility (86%). A 

small number of participants (6%) indicated they have some health or disability 

which limits their day-to-day activity a lot, However, 8% of participants preferred 

to not say anything. 

 

What this tells us is most participants stated that they did not have any health 

conditions which is important to note for the design progress with regards to the 

inclusion of rest areas on the route.   
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7.6 Details of Participant Health 

Of the respondents indicating they did have a health-related disability, 40% 

preferred not to say, while 24% mentioned they suffered from Mental Health, and 

a combined 24% mentioned they gave mobility and stamina health issues.  

These questions are important to ask as they assist the design team in designing 

for all user groups, including those with protected characteristics. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

7.7 Participants Employment Status 

Participants were asked to qualify their employment status. This question was 

relevant to ask as the design team will need to consider how the project would 

support economic activity and support the movement of people to and from 

places of work as part of ‘everyday’ journeys. 

 

 

38% of the respondents indicated that they are currently not employed.  35% 

indicated they were employed either part time or full time, 10% indicated they 

were self-employed and 18% of respondents said they were retired or not 

applicable. 
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7.8 Results Comparison with 2022 Census 

To assist in understanding more about how representative the survey 

demographics are, the survey results were compared with the 2022 census4 for 

Tarbert.  The results indicate that the project feedback demographic by age and 

all genders is broadly comparable with the census analysis noting that the under 

21 years olds is a small proportion of the community at only 15%. 

Overall, the study results are considered to capture a good sample of the 

community, capturing the views of both able bodied and those less able, those in 

work and those unemployed or studying. 

The results also show an improvement on the stage 1 results with the 

demographics presenting a more representative match with the census. This is 

partly due to the increased sample size. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
https://www.citypopulation.de/en/uk/scotland/argyll_and_bute/S52000604__tarbert/ 

7.9 Participants Residential Status 

Respondents were asked if they lived in Tarbert.  This question was relevant to 

ask as it is important to understand if the respondent is responding with longer 

term experience of the community or as a tourist/visitor.   

• 69% of respondents are full time residents in the community. 

• 23% have either lived in the community historically, or visited at least once a 

year. 

• 8% do not live in the community and visit less that once a year. 

The results indicate that ¾ of the respondents are commenting as longer-term 

members of the community. 
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Stage 2 – Section B - Participant Travel Habits 

7.10 Walking and Wheeling between Tarbert Ferry and Harbour Car 

Park 

All participants (residents and visitors) were first asked how often they currently 

walk or wheel between Tarbert Ferry and Harbour Car Park. A summary of the 

results is presented below. 

• 25% of the participants said they travel this section less than once a week or 

never. 

• 43% say they travel this route more than once a week.  

• 22% indicated they travel the route more than once a day. 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The community was then asked what their most frequent mode of travel was 

when travelling this section of the route.  

• 41% said they walk along this route. 

• 16% said they cycle.  

• 28% said they travel along this route by car.  
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7.11 Walking and Wheeling between Tarbert to West Loch 

Shores 

 

This question is important as it provides insight into how frequently people walk 

or cycle between these two locations. Participants were first asked how often 

they travel between Tarbert and West Loch Shores, and the community noted: 

• 21% make the journey once a day. 

• 33% travel the route at least twice a week. 

• 11% make the trip three or more times a week. 

• 35% never use this section of the route. 

This indicates that a substantial proportion of residents use the route at least 

twice a week, although a similar share (35%) do not use it at all. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Participants were then asked about their most common mode of travel along this 

section: 

• Walking — 18% 

• Cycling — 10% 

• Car travel — 52% 

 

 

Car travel is clearly the dominant mode at present, which likely reflects the 

limited active travel infrastructure available along this section of the route. 
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7.12 Walking and Wheeling between West Loch Shores to 

Kennacraig 

 

This question helps build an understanding of how commonly people walk or 
cycle between West Loch Shores and Kennacraig. When asked how often they 
typically travel between these two points, participants reported  

• 13% make the journey once a week. 

• 31% use the route at least twice a week. 

• 11% travel the route three or more times a week. 

• 46% never travel this section at all. 

 

These results indicate that this part of the route is not widely used, likely due to 

limited travel demand and the absence of a defined or an attractive route 
option. 

 

 

 

Participants were also asked about their most common mode of travel along 
this section 

• Walking — 2% 

• Cycling — 8% 

• Car travel — 60% 

• 31% said they do not travel along this route 

 

 

Car use dominates this stretch, which is consistent with the lack of established 

active travel infrastructure. It is also evident that, further south along the route, 
overall travel demand decreases while reliance on the car increases. 
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7.13 Walking and Wheeling between Kennacraig to Whitehouse 

 

This question helps illustrate how commonly people walk or cycle between 

these two locations. When residents were asked how often they typically travel 
between Kennacraig and Whitehouse, the responses were: 

• 14% make the journey once a day. 

• 34% use the route at least twice a week. 

• 8% travel the route at least three times weekly. 

• 45% never use this part of the route. 

 

These findings suggest that while the route is used by some members of the 

community, overall usage remains modest. The pattern is broadly similar to the 
West Loch Shores–Kennacraig section. 

 

 

Participants were also asked about their most common mode of travel along 
this stretch. 

• Walking — 4% 

• Cycling — 10% 

• Car travel — 60% 

• 27% said they do not travel along this route 

Car travel dominates this section, which likely reflects the absence of dedicated 
active-travel infrastructure.  
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7.14 Parking Along the Route on Harbour Street or Pier Street Tarbert 

All participants (visitors and residents) were asked if they park on Harbour Street 

or Pier Street Tarbert.   

• 54% of the participants said they do not park on either street 

• 46% say they do park on either street. 

Overall, the total survey gives a balanced response of respondents both parking 

or not parking within the study area on a regular basis.   
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Community Views on the Proposed Design 

7.15 Respondents Views on the benefit to the community  

In order to keep moving forward with the design, the community was asked if 

they felt the design would offer any benefits to the community, this question is 

important because it allows us to get a better understanding on how the 

community feels. 

The responses were:  

• 64% agreed that the route was a benefit 

• 19% disagreed that the route was a benefit  

• 17% were unsure of the decision  

 

 

 

The findings show that most residents felt the proposed route would 

bring a clear benefit to the community. Overall, the sentiment leans 

strongly toward the design being viewed favourably by local residents, 

while only a small number disagreed. 
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7.16 Respondents Views on which of the following would like to 

be seen 

To support continued progress on the design, residents were then asked what 

they would like to see bring more benefits to the design. This question was 

essential, as it provided insight into the community’s overall sentiment toward the 

project. 

• 19% would like more litter bins added 

• 19% would like more benches added 

• 15% would like more picnic tables added 

• 14% would like more signage added 

• 12% would like more information points added 

• 11% would like more cycle parking added 

• 10% were unsure on what they would like added 

 

 

 

 

 

 

While percentages are low, it is important to note that many feel adding these 

additions would greatly benefit the community, especially litter bins as many feel 

there are not enough right now.  Benches and picnic tables also had a higher 

response showing that an element of placemaking is important to the community, 

and these would also benefit those with poor health.    
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STAGE 2 – COMMUNITY FEEDBACK TOOL  
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8 STAGE 2 - COMMUNITY FEEDBACK TOOL 

(CFT) RESULTS 

8.1 Summary 

Only one response (stage 2) was received through the Community Feedback Tool 

(CFT) for the stage 2 consultation.  The response was provided anonymously. 

The Participant's comment was located along the route.  The comment 

mentioned how using the old road would help to avoid the hill at the cemetery 

and also be more remote from the A83. 

The stage 2 CFT feedback received is presented by location and ad verbatim in 

the following figure and table. The stage 2 comment reference is shown in the 

figure.   
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Stage 2 -Community Feedback Tool comments by location (all comments) 
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01 

Consider using the old road along the shore for the part between West Loch pier and Escart 

Bay. This would avoid the hill at the cemetery and also be remote from the existing A83 
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Summary of Respondents Views by Category 

Given that only one comment was received, this was reviewed and assigned to 

the category that most accurately reflects the point raised.  

Although limited in number, categorising feedback helps maintain consistency in 

reporting and ensures the comment is captured within the wider thematic 

framework.  

The specific locational comment will be incorporated into Stage 3 design 

development.  

The data review highlights that: 

• 64% believe the proposed design will offer benefits to the community 

while a small number disagree, this is however a decline from the 90% 

who were in support of the project during stage 1, this can also be put 

down to a much smaller turnout in stage 2 (49) compared to the turnout 

from stage 1 (75)  

• Around 20% believe adding in extra benefits like litter bins and benches 

would be beneficial, while other added benefits like picnic tables, signage 

and cycle parking also scored high with support. 

• 40% walk regular along the route an would like to see the new design 

developed, even though car travel still does dominate the preferred 

choice of travel. 

• Both male and female attendance were almost balanced with female 

attendance being slightly higher at 50% and 41% being male, only a 

small amount chose not to say or identified as being non-binary, this 

result showed a slightly higher attendance with males compared to stage 

1 (34%) and a slightly lower turnout from females compared to stage 1 

(58%) providing a slightly more balance in respect of gender. 

• The ages showed a high result with the under 18s at 65% due to the 

involvement with both the local primary school and the local high school, 

but the ages between 25-44 are still underrepresented at only around 

4%, while the over 60s are still showing a high percentage at 10%. 

• 86% said there was no limitation to their physical or mental health 

showing that the majority are able bodied, this is very much in line with 

stage 1 (85%) results, only 6% mentioned they had some limitations 

which is a decline from the stage 1 (12%) results  
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9 STAGE 2 - STAKEHOLDER FEEDBACK 

Following the public engagement process, the emerging network was refined 

through a workshop with key stakeholders. A range of engagement methods 

were used for each group. These included: 

• Face to Face meetings; 

• Digital meetings; and 

• Emails of proposals / details. 

9.1 Project Consultees 

To support the development of each route section, a series of workshops were 

progressed with both Transport Scotland and Argyll and Bute Council to discuss 

the design options for their relative sections.  For each route section the route a 

forecast of future user numbers in conjunction with existing flows (where this 

information is known). For locations on the trunk road which were constrained 

due to topography, land ownership and watercourse, a number of local design 

options were presented for discussion. 

9.2 Argyll and Bute Network Management (Workshop 1) 

A stakeholder workshop was initiated to discuss the approach to review the 

emerging concept. The following points were noted. 

• Proposed loss of Harbour Road on-street parking (inland side) to support 

continuous path route from the Ferry Terminal is not consider feasible or 

sensible and would not be accepted by ABC RIS due to impacts on 

adjacent residential properties. 

• Noted that a number of planning applications had been received from 

Tarbert Harbour Authority relating to redevelopment of the coastal side 

route. 

• The loss of road side parking between the Harbour Master’s cottage and 

the ferry terminal is a point of concern as frontage properties do not 

benefit from driveways. 

• A proposed give and take traffic management solution would not be 

supported due to the narrow corridor width and lack of forward visibility.  

• Retention of the existing road operation with further coastal widening is 

the only feasible option to consider. 

• The low level of door thresholds of properties located along Harbour 

Street presents a key flooding challenge to any change in surface level to 

accommodate a segregated path.  Flooding of frontage properties a very 

high risk. 

Based on the feedback received, the concept design was developed considering 

the above noted points. The design changes included: 

• Non promotion of the route between the Harbour Master’s cottage and 

Castle Street. 
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• the introduction of an uncontrolled at grade crossing to transfer path 

users from the coastal side of the road to the inland side and onto the 

existing substandard 0.5m wide existing path. 

• Removal of the give and take traffic management solution. 

• Removal of any parking changes to Harbour Street inland side due to 

disproportionate impacts on adjacent residential properties. 

The emerging design was again subject to review by ABC network management 

and maintenance representatives. 

The proposed route crossing and design of Harbour Street is shown in the 

following figure. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

9.3 Argyll and Bute Network Management (Workshop 2) 

A second stakeholder workshop was initiated to discuss the approach to review 

the emerging concept. The following points were noted: 

• The design is generally acceptable noting however that the route is no 

longer continuous (Harbour Street) and requires cyclists to continue on-

street.  Whilst a continuous footway would be provided, it would be 

limited to a width of 0.5m for a section <100m in length. 

• Any coastal structure will require further investigation and planning to 

determine appropriateness although a reduced maintenance structure 

incorporating rock armour is generally supported in favour of a designed 

structure (stilts). 

• The proposed road narrowing at the school is a point of concern. A 

minimum carriageway width of 5.5m must be maintained at this location. 

This may require purchase of part of the garden of the former police 

station cottages, now owned and recently upgraded by ACHA. 

• With the retention of Harbour Street parking, consideration to be given to 

widening existing footway whilst not changing the existing layout. 

The design section at Tarbert Academy requiring land purchase of ACHA housing 

is shown in the following figure. 
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Tarbert to Castle Street (along Harbour Street) 

A further redesign was considered along Harbour Street adjacent to the existing 

harbour parking.  The design unfortunately concluded that the existing inland 

footway could not be widened without a loss of parking.  As a result, the short 

section of footway would not be upgraded with cyclists expected to cycle on-

street. 

The resulting design would include creation of a shared use footway from the 

Ferry Terminal to the coast guard cottage with the existing 0.5m wide footway 

being used by pedestrians.  

The proposed route section is shown in the following figure. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The tabulated summary of ABC’s design stakeholder review of the route sections 

is attached in Appendix E. 

Croft Park West 

To avoid challenge of route development along the A83 near Croft Park, the route 

is proposed to utilise Croft Park and Glenfield.  The decision to utilise Croft Park 

vs. the A83 is based on a number of factors including: 
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• The A83 is constrained at this location due to extensive cliff face. The 

route would therefore need to be formed on the northern side of the A83 

resulting in additional crossings; 

• Croft Park and the A83 are both steep at this location with the A83 

sloping west before rising sharply at West Loch House with the route 

formed on an embankment.  The route is less direct than using Croft Park 

which would also avoid changes in gradient by following the hillside 

contour towards the cemetery. 

• Croft Park will result in a short 200m section which could be in excess of 

the recommended 7% gradient. The short steep section would however 

be offset by the overall route to the cemetery being shorter and level, 

compared with the A83. 

• The route along Coft Park is already formed and would support mixed 

street shared use design due to very low levels of existing traffic. 

The gradient of Croft Park is not considered to be an insurmountable barrier to 

travel but will require further analysis at the next stage once suitable gradient 

mapping is known.  The section of Croft Park is shown in the following figure. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Transport Scotland Network Management (Workshop 1) 

Similar to the approach applied with ABC, a stakeholder workshop was initiated to 

discuss the approach to review the emerging concept. The following points were 

noted: 

• TS have agreed that the decision to promote any new structures adjacent 

to existing road side structures would need further investigation due to 

maintenance obligations. At the time of writing the style and type of 

structure has not been investigated. 

• The path’s route standard along the trunk road must align with CbD and 

there is limited appetite within Transport Scotland to reduce the 

standards as solutions to local challenges.  Where reduction in standards 
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is proposed, these should be presented through the CbD template for 

consideration. 

• A proposed Toucan style crossing of the A83 at the Co-op within Tarbert 

is in principle acceptable subject to appropriate design checks. 

The tabulated summary of Transport Scotland’s review of the route sections is 

attached in Appendix E. 

Tarbert Harbour Authority (Workshop 1) 

A workshop was held with the Tarbert Harbour Authority to review and discuss 

the emerging concept. Overall, the authority was generally supportive of the 

project and aligned with the authority’s own aims. 

• Noted that a design team had been progressing a redevelopment 

feasibility and had developed a similar route solution of structured 

boardwalk to address the corridor constraints along Harbour Street. 

• There is limited scope to redesign the frontage layout of the Harbour to 

support additional corridor space along Harbour Street. 
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APPENDIX A – EVIDENCE OF EVENT POSTERS 

AROUND TARBERT 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Tarbert Poster Advertising on community notice boards and shop 

windows 
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Stage 2 Advertisement leaflets and “footprint” stickers 
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APPENDIX B – EVIDENCE OF EVENT 

REGISTRATION FORMS FROM PUBLIC EVENT 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 

Event Registration from 10/09/2024 - Page 1 / 2 28/06/2024 Event Registration from 28/06/2024 
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Event Registration from 20/08/2025 
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APPENDIX C – STAGE 1 SURVEY COMMENTS  

Within the Stage 1 survey respondents were offered the opportunity to provide a free text comment to three questions.  Each respondent had the opportunity to 

provide multiple comments to each question. 

 

How is the design aligned with the needs of the community? 
Fear too much traffic 

 Too many heavy vehicles 

 Too many blind corners 

 Yes 

 It is very far. 

 I dont really go to Kennacraig. 

 I cant think of anything else. 

 Yes 

 Danger 

 Iâ€™ll-prepared cyclists (clothing and road savvy) 

 Bad light and bad weather 

 Yes 

 No path on part of route 

 Vehicle speed 

 Driver behaviour  

 Yes 

 Danger of walking on A83 

 Yes 

 DIstance 

 Weather 

 terrain 

 Not Sure 

 Traffic in general 

 Big lorries in particular 

 Poor driving esp re overtaking 

 Yes 

 Unable to walk that distance. 

 No 

 Need a cycle path that is safe. 

 Better weather. 
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 Yes 

 No footpath or safe area to walk 

 Speed of traffic using A83 

 Nowhere to park the car to continue on foot and poor public transport provision 

 Yes 

 It's unsafe 

 There's no path 

 There's no lighting  

 Yes 

 Too dangerous road traffic 

 No space to climb hills with bike safely 

 Yes 

 Traffic  

 Traffic  

 Traffic  

 Yes 

 The high amount of vehicular traffic on this stretch of road  

 The speed of vehicular traffic on this road  

 The lack of cycle lane  

 Yes 

 Not safe 

 lorries 

 traffic speed 

 Yes 

 Speed of other traffic  

 Road bends making it hazardous for traffic to see you  

 Narrow roads, lack of street lighting  

 Yes 

 Very busy and fast road (nothing wrong with that, per se!) 

 I just wouldnâ€™t want to walk and/or cycle that route unless a safe dual purpose path was built! 

 Yes 

 Cycling not safe on main road 

 Walking not safe on main road. No path 

 Time 

 Yes 

 the road is not safe for walking or cycling  

 Yes 

 Heavy/fast traffic  
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 Large/commercial traffic  

 Nowhere to walk safely. 

 Yes 

 Lack of dedicated space for cycling/walking 

 speed of traffic 

 Yes 

 Road too fast and unsafe 

 Alternative. Track muddy and dangerous on cycle 

 Poor signage 

 Yes 

 Fast cars 

 Speeding lorries 

 Boy racets 

 Yes 

 Speed of traffic 

 Lack of off-road path 

 Yes 

 Thereâ€™s no way I would cycle in that road, its a nightmare, so dangerous! 

 Dangerous!! 

 Very dangerous!!! 

 Yes 

 Iâ€™m usually passing through on a longer drive  

 Itâ€™s incredibly fast and twisty with blind bends and no consistent footpath or lighting 

 Traffic on the A83 includes HGVs, farm vehicles and a lot of tourists who donâ€™t know the road- and a lot of locals who do but drive fast and take risks  

 Yes 

 Path condition  

 Yes 

 Busy traffic on A83, dangerous corners.   

 The hill  

 No cycle path 

 Yes 

 traffic on road 

 narrow road 

 no cycle walking track 

 Yes 

 Yes 

 There are private gardens and houses on this route and it is ridiculous to expect them to want cyclists etc going through their land 

 Ridiculous idea. Money would be better spent on Test and be Tgabkful 
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 No one is going to get off a ferry and walk all that way to another ferry. Use will be very limited and the cost will just escalate and you cannot expect people just to give up their land for this 

 No 

 Traffic speed 

 No separation from traffic 

 Blind corners 

 Yes 

 Road spped limit 

 Cars racing for the ferry 

 Large queues when a ferry has arrived goign to Tarbert 

 Yes 

 Nasty road from kennacraig to tarbert - I have cycled it and would do so more often if off road route provided. 

 Would walk from ferry in summer but quite often raining. 

 Yes 

 The road is far too busy 

 It is very unsafe for walking and cycling  

 The road isn't wide enough  

 Yes 

 Traffic 

 Weather 

 Parking 

 Yes 

 Busy road  

 Soft verges  

 Yes 

 No Footpath 

 Speed of traffic on the road 

 Volume and type of traffic (freight and buses) 

 Yes 

 The traffic levels and speed on the A83 both on this section and between Ardrishaig and Tarbert 

 Yes 

 The amount of cars on the road 

 The lack of a proper path 

 I can't cycle 

 Yes 

 Busy road 

 No 

 No footpath 

 Yes 
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 Busy roads 

 No reason 

 Yes 

 Yes 

 There is no cycle or walking path  

 There is no clear safe route 

 Yes 

 no routes  

 no routes away from road 

 no proper path 

 Yes 

 dangerous road 

 lorry/HGV traffic. 

 getting back to Tarbert or Kennacraig - poor public transport. 

 Not Sure 

 the road  

 Not Sure 

 road can be dangerous 

 no real reason when car is avaliable 

 Yes 

 Heavy traffic  

 Speed of traffic 

 Yes 

 No pavement or separate cycle path 

 Amount of traffic 

 Speed of traffic 

 Yes 

 I run and it would be too dangerous to run 

 There's little/no provision for pedestrians  

 Yes 

 Speed of traffic 

 No designated footpath 

 Very busy road  

 Yes 

 Road is far too dangerous 

 I would present a significant hazard to other road users 

 Too many corners on road tp prevent safe overtaking of walkers/cyclists 

 Yes 
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 A83 is dangerous on foot or by bicycle  

 Lorries  

 Yes 

 I don't like cycling within A83 traffic  

 Large vehicles on the route 

 I feel vulnerable on the A83 

 Yes 

 Unsafe for walking 

 Weather  

 Lack of requirement to do it  

 Not Sure 

 Safety-No footpath 

 Speed of traffic 

 Not a safe route to walk with children 

 Yes 

 No pavement/walkway  

 Fast traveling cars 

 Hgv's 

 Yes 

 Walking or cycling on road is dangerous 

 It is unpleasant...can't enjoy it because of proximity, noise and smell of traffic 

 Lack of secure storage of bike at desination 

 Yes 

 No need to 

 Too far to walk/cycle 

 No 

 Busy road 

 Blind corners  

 Lack of laybys 

 Yes 

 Having to ride on a busy road 

 Aggressive drivers 

 Poor road surface 

 Yes 

 Too dangerous  

 Uneven surface on the pavement out of the village 

 Large lorries passing  

 Yes 
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 Busy road 

 Yes 

 No safe space to walk/cycle all the way 

 Volume of traffic for cycling 

 Narrow road for cycling 

 Yes 

 No safe route 

 Yes 

 Busy road 

 Yes 

 age 

 health 

 time 

 Yes 

 No path 

 No streetlight  

 Speed of drivers 

 Yes 

 No safe means for walking or cycling 

 Too much traffic on the road 

 Yes 

 Road too busy 

 Too many bends 

 Large traffic 

 Yes 

 The road is far to busy 

 Bushes overgrown  

 Thereâ€™s not much to do in Kennacraig  

 Yes 

 Traffic 

 No reason to walk or cycle there 

 Don't want to 

 Not Sure 

 Carâ€™s speed  

 Weather 

 Poor road 

 Not Sure 

 No 
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 Traffic  

 No pavement 

 Weather 

 Yes 

 Fast road  

 No path/pavement past the cemetery  

 Yes 

 West Loch Hotel to bottom of hill from cemetery 

 West Loch shores to Kennacraig on main Campbeltown Road 

 Yes 

 Road is too fast to walk on pavement. 

 No signs, not sure how to get there. 

 No sure if there even is a footpath at the moment. 

 Yes 

 Would have to walk down the A83. 

 Yes 

 No path in places - danger from traffic 

 Lack of adequate lighting at night 

 Yes 

 Visibility on road 

 Volume of traffic 

 Yes 

 W 

 W 

 W 

 Not Sure 

 Fast traffic 

 Yes 

 Thereâ€™s no safe running route past corranbuie 

 Yes 

 Speed of traffic 

 Speed of traffic 

 Speed of traffic 

 Yes 

 No safe route to walk  

 No safe route to cycle 

 By road itâ€™s long walk  

 Yes 
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 Road busy 

 Road fast  

 No safe place to walk 

 Yes 

 Busy road with a 3 year old 

 Yes 

 Traffic 

 Bus frequency 

 Yes 

 The amount of heavy traffic on the road. 

 Lack of pavement 

 Narrow road and lots of corners making it a danger to myself and road users. 

 Yes 

 The road is not great for cyclists  

 Heavey traffic at boat times  

 Poor visibility due to the trees for cycling  

 Yes 

 No path off the main trunk road 

 Big artic lorries are constantly up and down this road  

 Itâ€™s a main trunk road and vehicles are travelling at 60mph not thinking whatâ€™s round the corner 

 Yes 

 The busy road with cars and Lorrys 

 Same as above 

 Same as above 

 Yes 

 The road is too dangerous to cycle on 

 There is no path, car is the only option 

 Speed of the cars and lorries 

 Yes 

 No requirement 

 Why 

 Waste of time 

 No 

 No footpath for much of the way 

 Heavy traffic  

 Fast traffic 

 Yes 

 Lack of footpath/cycle path 
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 Danger from fast moving traffic 

 Noise and wash from heavy lorries passing along the road 

 Yes 

 Cars go so fast 

 There is not safe pathway  

 My child would be scared 

 Yes 

 Having to use the main road 

 Heavy vehicles passing 

 Speeding vehicles  

 Yes 

 No consistent path  

 Dangerous road with heavy goods vehicles  

 No safe cycle lane  

 Yes 

 Volume of traffic (cars and lorries) 

 Speed of traffic (cars and lorries) 

 Walking distance and danger from traffic  

 Yes 

 Speed of cars 

 Lack of footpath / cycle path  

 Lack of street lighting 

 Yes 

 Speed of traffic on A83 and unsafe driving practices  

 No safe off road routes to cycle 

 Yes 

 It's suicide to walk or cycle along that road, with the type, volume and speed of traffic on that stretch combined with all the bends. 

 There is no footpath or cycleway. 

 Huge logging lorries 

 Yes 

 Traffic  

 Lack of pavement / dedicated pedestrian path 

 No reason to go to kennacraig  

 Yes 

 Busy road 

 No cycle lane 

 No safe path 

 Yes 
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 Too much traffic 

 No proper cycle path 

 Traffic going too fast 

 Yes 

 No safe off road walking or cycle route 

 Poor road  

 Driver behaviour  

 Yes 

 Traffic 

 Road too narrow  

 Lorries and Buses 

 Yes 

 Traffic  

 Access 

 Time 

 Yes 

 Not safe 

 60mph limit  

 Nowhere to cycle or walk apart from main road. 

 Yes 

 Traffic 

 Uneven ground 

 Weather 

 Yes 

 No path 

 Travel on the road  

 Weather 

 Yes 

 Traffic 

 Yes 

 Walking : No path beyond Carrick Cemetary - feel unsafe walking on any main road. 

 Cycling - road can be very busy with many large vehicles and vehicles travelling without due caution and at excessive speed.  

 Cycling - sections of road are in a poor condition, particularly towards verges, potholes/mud/bushes encroaching.road, requiring cycling further out in the lane.  

 Yes 

 Lack of traffic free route 

 Size speed and nature of vehilcles on the road 

 Not sure 

 Yes 
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 Crazy traffic on roads  

 Lack of actual path for walking /cycling  

 Yes 

 Too much traffic on roads  

 No walkable safe path 

 Steep access to hillside  

 Yes 

 Traffic 

 No path 

 Yes 

 Too much traffic on roads  

 No safe path 

 Too many bushes on hillside  

 Yes 

 Having to go on main road which is busy with fast traffic 

 Yes 

 Busy road  

 No safe routes to walk  

 Overgrown grass, bracken on hills  

 Yes 

 Road danger  

 Yes 

 Non 

 Non 

 Non 

 No 

 Dangerous road to cycle or walk 

 No designated path for waking or cycling 

  

 Yes 

 Traffic  

 No clear path 

 Too busy on the road 

 Yes 

 Distance 

 Dangerous A83 

 Need 

 Yes 
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 No safe path 

 Having to travel on a main busy road 

 Yes 

 Dangerous road 

 Dangerous road 

 Dangerous road 

 Yes 

 No designated foot or cycle path  

 Amount of traffic on the road 

 Previous injury from cycling on A83 

 Yes 

 Volume and speed of traffic 

 No pavement. 

 No cycle route 

 Yes 

 Busy road 

 Fear of death or injury from traffic 

 No alternative to car 

 Yes 

 The traffic on the main road 

 Safety while walking 

 Not very scenic  

 Yes 

 Lack of a safe path  

 Big Lorries on the A83  

 Far too dangerous to walk along the road  

 Yes 

 The speed of the cars 

 The state of the road 

 Not a good enough sight for car drivers to see cyclists early enough 

 Yes 

 Walking, too far 

 Cycling, too far 

 No 

 Lorries on the road 

 Volume of traffic  

 Speed of traffic 

 Yes 
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 Too much traffic  

 Heavy vehicles 

 Dangerous road 

 Yes 

 Traffic 

 Traffic  

 Traffic  

 Yes 

 Cars 

 Speed of traffic 

 No pavement all the way 

 Yes 

 Traffic  

 Hills 

 Weather 

 Yes 

 The road is dangerous because of the speed of the cars and trucks 

 Yes 

 Safety  

 I don't cycle  

 Distance  

 Yes 

 Speed and size of Traffic on A83 

 Limited places for vehicles to overtake if cycling would stress me out having a row of traffic behind me  

 Yes 

 Main road for parts of the route puts me off walking 

 Safety 

 Yes 

 No safe cycle route  

 Road is very busy with dangerous corners  

 Yes 

 Traffic on the road 

 Lack of safe area to walk 

 Distance 

 Yes 

 Traffic 

 No cycle route 

 Yes 
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 A83 being the main arterial road  

 Speed of vehicles on the road 

 Poor visibility of bikes 

 Yes 

 No 

 Not safe  

 Distance   

 Hilly if on bike  

 Yes 

 No pavement 

 Very busy road  

 Blind bends on road 

 Yes 

 A83 is a very fast and busy trunk road  

 No safe way to walk or cycle beyond west loch shores 

 Yes 

 Traffic / Safety 

 Route Surface 

 Clear route for walking on 

 Yes 

 Heavy traffic 

 Fast traffic 

 Yes 

 No cycle path  

 Time-I am usually travelling for school drop off and pick up  

 Other road traffic  

 Yes 

 


