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Frampton Cotterell – B4058 Casualty Reduction Scheme 

Proposed 30mph Speed Limit  

Feedback Report 

 

 
Purpose of the report  

 
The purpose of this report is to feedback the results from the recent consultation on the proposed 30 
mph speed limit on the B4058 in Frampton Cotterell. 

 

Background 

  
The scheme has been included in the 2017/18 Local Transport Capital Programme to introduce a 30 
mph speed limit on the B4058 between Perrinpit Road and the start of the existing 30 mph speed limit in 
Frampton Cotterell. 

 

Purpose of Scheme 

 
During the 5 year period between November 2011 and November 2016, there were 8 injury accidents. 
The purpose of the scheme is to address the injury accident record by reducing speeds on the B4058 
through Frampton Cotterell and amending the existing carriageway markings. 
 

Proposed Scheme 

 
The proposed scheme is to: 

 Introduce a new 30 mph speed limit from the existing 30/40 mph speed limit terminal signs 
east of Winterbourne to 48m north east of Perrinpit Road/Church Road. 

 Install new hatched roadmarkings, from Perrinpit Road/Church Road to Court Road. 

 Install improved junction warning signs. 

 
Drawing reference 

 
Drawing number T414-202-003 shows the existing 40 mph speed limit and T414-202-004 shows the 
proposed 30 mph speed limit. Drawing number T414-202-001 shows the proposed road markings and 
T414-202-007 shows the proposed junction warning signs. 

 

Consultation 

 
Consultation took place between the 27th October and 17th November 2017. Details of the proposals 
including a plan and statement of reasons were posted on the South Gloucestershire website. The 
Council sent letters advising of the consultation to all properties affected by the proposals. In addition, 
notices were posted and maintained in the area for the 3 week consultation period and A Frames traffic 
signs were placed in each direction on the B4058 informing road users of the consultation. Local 
members, the Town Council, and emergency services, amongst other statutory stakeholders were invited 
by email to view the consultation.  
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Feedback from the consultation 

 
The online proposed speed limit consultation drawing was viewed a total of 315 times. There were 74 
individuals and organisations that responded to the consultation via the questionnaire and 1 other 
response received by email. 
The comments received as part of the consultation have now been reviewed.   
The respondents were asked to fill out a questionnaire. Figures 1, 2, 3 and 4 show the results of the 
questionnaire responses. 
The respondents were asked whether they supported the scheme as a whole, the results for this 
question are shown in figure 1. Figure 2 presents a breakdown of responses to this question (Note; a 
respondent can select more than one option to this question).  
The respondents were asked to select the option which they most agreed with out of: 
A) The length/area the speed limit covers should be shorter/smaller  
B) The length/area the speed limit covers should be longer/larger  
C) The length/area of the speed limit is about right 
D) The speed limit should not be introduced at all. 
The results of this question are shown in figure 3.  
The respondents were asked whether they agreed with the proposed road markings, the results for this 
question are shown in figure 4.  
The respondents were asked whether they agreed with the proposed warnings signs, the results for this 
question are shown in figure 5.  
 
 

Figure 1 
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Figure 2 

 
 

 
 
 
 

Figure 3 
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Figure 4 

 
 
 

Figure 5 
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The comments received as part of the consultation have now been reviewed.  The comments/concerns 
received via the online questionnaire are in appendix A, all other comments received are in appendix B.  

 

Future Programme 

 
In light of the responses received at consultation and the fact that the majority supported the proposals, 
the scheme will be forwarded to the Councils Legal Team for formal advertisement. The Councils Legal 
Team will draft a Traffic Regulation Order and advertise it for a period of 3 weeks. During this time 
notices will be placed in the local paper and on street in the affected roads. Details of the proposals will 
also be published on the Council’s website, giving people an opportunity to formally object to or support 
the proposed scheme. It is anticipated that advertisement of the proposals will take place early 2018. 
 
Depending on the outcome of the advertisement, it is anticipated that works will commence on site 
shortly after the Traffic Regulation Order has been signed and sealed. However, if objections are 
received during the advertisement stage, the Council will be required to consider objections in a report 
before reaching a decision.  

 

Additional Information and Councils Response 

 
1. Speed limits should reflect the nature of the road. Speed readings taken on the B4058, east of 

Court Road show a mean average speed of 30 mph and an 85th percentile speed of 35 mph. 
Speed readings taken on the B4058, south of Cogmill Farm show a mean average speed of 39 
mph and an 85th percentile speed of 45 mph. This indicates a change in the nature of the road 
past the Church Road/Perrinpit Road junction, therefore making the B4058 unsuitable for a 
reduction in speed limit between the Church Rd/Perrinpit Rd junction and Poplar farm shop 
without the implementation of traffic calming which is beyond the remit of this scheme.  

2. Frome Vale Scheme FV125 for Bristol Rd/Court Rd, Frampton Cotterell (“Investigate the 
installation of a pedestrian traffic island in Bristol Road near the junction of Court Road”) was 
requested by the local Members for Frampton Cotterell in February 2015. Bristol Rd is a main 
through route and there is a bus stop opposite the above junction. There are no immediate 
crossing points in this vicinity. A 12-hour pedestrian survey was carried out at this location 
between 7am and 7pm on the 11th of June 2013 which indicated a very low total of 59 pedestrians 
using this crossing point. To obtain more up to date information in support of this scheme, a 
subsequent 12-hour assessment was carried out at the same location on the 18th of July 2017 
which indicated another low pedestrian flow of 119 pedestrians (an average of 9 pedestrians an 
hour). This count was not considered adequate to justify the expense of the scheme, 
notwithstanding the fact that the current speed limit will be reduced to 30 mph and that there is 
good visibility in both directions.  

It has been agreed that the scheme should be downgraded to pedestrian dropped kerbs on either 
side of the road with integral tactile paving.  

The crossing point near “Snailsham lane” has a low pedestrian flow and good accident record. 
Therefore there is currently no justification for any further investigations. 

3. Changes to the Church Road/Perrinpit Road junction are beyond the remit and budget of this 
scheme. Any revision to the site would most likely require a complete rebuild due to its age. The 
accident record for the junction is relatively good, with one injury accident involving turning 
reported at the junction in the past 5 years, therefore changes to the junction are very expensive 
relative to the injury accident record.  

4. A high proportion of the reported accidents (5/8) on the B4058 in Frampton Cotterell involved 
serious injury - the average for urban ‘A’ and ‘B’ class roads in South Glos over the last 5 years is 
less than 10%. The Council has set a target in the Joint Local Transport Plan 3 (JLTP3) to reduce 
the number of deaths & serious injuries on its roads.  
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For every 1 mph reduction in average speed, collision frequency reduces by approximately 5% 
(Taylor, Lynham and Baruya, 2000). For typical types of road traffic collisions, the risk of death for 
drivers and pedestrians involved also reduces with reduced vehicle speeds 

Research has shown that the risk of a pedestrian dying in a collision with a car increases slowly 
up to an impact speed of around 30mph, but at speeds above 30 mph, the risk of death increases 
rapidly (Rosen and Sander, 2009). 

5. Reducing the speed limit from 40 mph to 30 mph will only increase the theoretical travel time by 
23 seconds. However, speed readings taken on the B4058, east of Court Road show a mean 
average speed of 30 mph and an 85th percentile speed of 35 mph. Therefore any increase in 
travel time as a result of reducing the speed limit will be negligible for the majority of drivers. 
Evidence also suggests that when traffic is travelling at constant speeds, even at a lower level, it 
may result in shorter and more reliable overall journey times, and that journey time savings from 
higher speeds are often overestimated (Stradling et al., 2008). 

6. Hatched road markings act as a traffic calming measure and therefore change the nature of the 
road.  

7. Upon completion of the scheme, speed readings will be taken and the injury accident record will 
be monitored closely. 

8. Police currently enforce speed limits along the B4058 in Winterbourne and Frampton Cotterell. 

9. The cost of this scheme (including consultation and legal costs) is £24000. The cost to the 
community of an injury accident is almost £84k, according to the DfT (Source RAS60001). There 
has been a number of reported injury accidents on the Bristol Road in recent years, including 
some involving serious injury. If the measures proposed result in one accident being saved over a 
three year period, the scheme will have paid for itself in accident savings in its first year. 
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Appendix A 

 

Comments received at Consultation via the online 

questionnaire 

Officer’s response 

Below are the comments from the respondents who chose 
option B) The length/area the speed limit covers should be 
longer/larger 

 

The reduction in speed limit should be extended to include:  
Entrance to Poplar Farm Shop  
New development at Cog Mill. 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 1 above. 

30 mile limit should extend to Farm shop entry Thanks for your comments. See Note 1 above. 

Certainly welcome the proposal in principle but would appreciate 
consideration of extending road calming measures beyond the 
proposed limit along Bristol Road towards Yate, at least as far as 
Poplars Farm entrance/exit. Have fortuitously avoided head on 
collisions on two occasions in the past 12month period on exiting 
Poplars Farm, endeavouring to turn left, & encountering a vehicle 
on the wrong side of the road having, presumably, accelerated 
sharply & overtaken another vehicle just after the bend in the 
road & thereby travelling in excess of the current speed limit & 
critically on the wrong side of the road. 
Perhaps a variety of road calming measures could be considered 
(speed limit, reduction, solid white line in centre of road.............) 

Thanks for your comments. See Notes 1 above. 

A larger number of persons, including children, are using the 
Winterbourne Parish Newleaze Community Wood between 
Winterbourne & Frampton Cotterell and cross the road. A 
pedestrian crossing would be useful at this point but if this would 
prove too costly could there be signage indicating "Caution - 
Pedestrians Crossing". 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 2 above. 

A pedestrian crossing needs to be put in at the lights, my 
children cross here morning & night to get to school & drivers run 
red lights daily. At ages 13 & 11 I have to cross them myself as I 
don’t trust drivers. 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 2 and 3 above. 

Reducing the speed of traffic should minimize casualties. 
However the sheer volume of traffic travelling on this road 
suggests that a proper traffic lighted pedestrian crossing should 
be installed. I am a new resident and I am astounded by the 
amount of vehicles travelling through Winterbourne. 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 2 above. 

I am responding on behalf of horse riders, who are helped by any 
reduction in traffic speeds. 

Thanks for your comments. 

The traffic drives well above the 40mph limit presently; in fact 
drivers seem to think that 40mph is the lowest speed that they 
should race down this road. The traffic is too fast and dangerous 
for a residential area. 
 
I note that an accident occurred outside 136 Bristol road in broad 
daylight and good road conditions some two years. The occupier 
indicated correctly to turn into his drive and another driver, 
driving too fast, ploughed into the back of him. 
Also, the road beyond the former western coach house towards 
the farm shop is very dangerous with serious injuries and death 
occurring in this area. 

Thanks for your comments. 

I would like to propose that a mini roundabout is put on Bristol 
Road opposite the turning into Court Road. Trying to turn right 
onto Bristol Road from Court Road is dangerous as streams of 
traffic comes from left and right and with the Doctors surgery on 
the corner and cars parked on the left of court road leading onto 
Bristol Road it’s is a nightmare trying get out of Camberley drive. 
Also we have a blind corner to deal with getting out of Camberley 
Drive onto to Court Road. Reducing speed limits are all very fine, 
but drivers do not stick to them. A roundabout would slow the 

Thanks for your comments. 
1. Introducing a mini roundabout opposite the turning 

into Court Road is beyond the remit and budget 
of this scheme. It would be very costly due to 
requiring kerb work to achieve the required 
deflection on the B4058 Bristol Rd.  

2.  A mini-roundabout would make crossing the Road 
near Court Road even more difficult for 
pedestrians. There have been a number of 
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traffic up, this is proven to be so take a look at the one just by 
Parkway and the one on Goose Green Way half the way along 
on the right hand side is a small housing estate, you 
automatically slow down when approaching these mini 
roundabouts. Please consider this, as I feel it would make a lot of 
difference to a lot of people living in this area. 

complaints from pedestrians who cross Bristol 
Road near this point to reach the bus stop. 

3. Mini-roundabouts can be challenging for cyclists to 
traverse, potentially discouraging cyclists from 
travelling along the B4058.  

4.  Introducing a mini-roundabout at the junction 
could potentially encourage rat running along 
School Road. 

Below are the comments from the respondents who chose 
option C) The length/area of the speed limit is about right 

 

This is a long overdue safety improvement which I welcome. The 
existing 40 mph limit is anomalous in such a built-up area. 

Thanks for your comments. 

Never understood why there was a 40mph limit in the first place. Thanks for your comments. 

At 30 mph it will only take tens of seconds extra to travel that 
distance (from 40 mph), and in peak times that will seem fast. 

Thanks for your comments. 

This proposal is wholly appropriate for the circumstances and 
reasons for making it. 

Thanks for your comments. 

Being a resident on Road the cars accelerate frequently, it’s 
difficult to access and exit my drive safely, without drivers getting 
frustrated entering my drive.  
 
A positive change moving forward it has my full support. 

Thanks for your comments. 

As someone who lives on this road I feel this is long overdue and 
will have a positive impact on the area. The current change from 
30 to 40 is regarded as a green light for excessive speed for a 
minority of motorists and the introduction of a single limit speed 
along the length will hopefully stop this. Maybe some 30mph 
reinforcement signs could be added. 

Thanks for your comments. 

Good idea. This is a built up area and all measures to cut traffic 
speed are to be welcomed 

Thanks for your comments. 

I use this road regularly and would like to see this limit introduced Thanks for your comments. 

I believe this proposal will also complement the reduction of the 
speed limit to 20mph in the roads around Frampton Cotterell C of 
E School. 

Thanks for your comments. 

I don't believe anything other than speed measures such as 
speed warning lights, cameras or speed bumps makes much 
difference and whilst I agree with the need for some sort of 
action, I personally don't believe this is a value for money 
solution to the public purse. More use of the above is needed 
where the law permits it rather than speed limit signs which 
people who speed consistently ignore anyway. 

Thanks for your comments. 

Rather than a central hatching, I'd rather see a cycle Lane on 
both sides. Or if there is just space for one cycle Lane, then the 
east side because it would make it safer for cyclists to pass the 
queuing traffic in the morning.  

Thanks for your comments. See Note 6 above. 

More signs would unnecessary with a lower speed limit. 
I travel 4 times a week along the B4058 from the Yate direction 
to Winterbourne and back again. The traffic lights at the Perrinpit 
junction need adjusting to allow traffic to turn right into Perrinpit 
road unimpeded as at present if more than 3 vehicles queue 
waiting for a break in oncoming traffic they block through traffic 
from Yate to BRISTOL. Alternatively two lanes could be created 
for traffic travelling towards BRISTOL. 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 3 above. 

I think the main problems on this road are the junctions of Court 
road and the traffic lights at Perrinpit. The Court Rd junction is 
very hard to exit at busy times due to volume of traffic, a speed 
change wouldn't help because the traffic travels nose to tail and 
they just won't let you out, you've always got to push out. 
The Perrinpit lights allow cars in a never ending stream of cars 
come out of Church Rd and either turn left (mostly without any 
indication) or straight over, this leaves cars turning right from the 
Perrinpit Rd side with little chance of completing their manoeuvre 
until after the lights have turned red. 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 3 above. 
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Also if you are turning right into Perrinpit Rd from the Iron Acton 
side, there are no traffic lights you can see after you have 
crossed the Halt line, often you are stuck in the middle of the 
road after the lights have gone red. 
I have lived in this area all my life and I have seen that most of 
the accidents have happed in the areas I have mentioned 
My conclusion is a speed change would have little effect on 
safety of this road 

This is a very good idea. I've always thought that driving at 
40mph across the traffic light junction was always unsafe, with 
drivers a bit blinded coming from the Yate direction turning 
across traffic. Also, would it be possible to add a right filter to 
allow traffic from the Yate direction a safe passage across traffic 

Thanks for your comments. Seen Note 3 above. 

This is long overdue. Cars and motorbikes race away from the 
Swan Lane junction towards Frampton and often overtake on the 
stretch in front of our house. It’s a very dangerous section of 
road and I’m fully in favour of this scheme. I would like to see the 
introduction of additional pedestrian crossings which would assist 
in the reduction of overtaking manoeuvres and provide much 
safer facilities for pedestrians. (One such location to cross from 
the pavement opposite our house to the public footpath which 
goes along the lane to the north side of our boundary). This 
would promote a much safer route for pedestrians along the road 
too. I’d be grateful if this could be considered please. 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 2 above. 

It should be noted that pedestrians often cross the road in order 
to access the Winterbourne Nature Reserve and fields beyond. 
Street lighting is fairly limited in this area and during the winter it 
makes it extremely dangerous. I would encourage the scheme to 
consider including a warning to drivers about pedestrians 
crossing. I would also encourage the scheme to consider 
including improved lighting or a safe place to cross in order to 
safely access this community amenity. 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 2 above. 

I strongly support this proposal and feel it should have been 
done years ago. Please also consider putting a pedestrian 
crossing across Bristol Road close to Court Road for the benefit 
of bus users traveling from the direction of Winterbourne and 
Bristol accessing the residential streets on the south side of 
Bristol Road and particularly the doctors surgery on the corner of 
Court Road and Bristol Road.  
 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 2 above. 

I live near the Winterbourne Community Woodland, in the end of 
a lane sometimes called Snailhams Lane. Everyday I cross the 
road twice with children. It is very dangerous as the cars coming 
from Frampton Cotterell are speeding in the bend as there is no 
sign indicating a junction or a pedestrians crossing. It is not just 
us who have to pass this dangerous crossing but the woodland is 
used by children and youth clubs like Scouts and Beavers and 
was also the location for a "forest school" in the past. 
Furthermore there are the families that visit the wood at the 
weekend. It is extremely dangerous and I am afraid that the 
situation could cause a serious accident. My children are not 
allowed to cross the road themselves and even with my 
supervision we nearly had an accident with a car that was 
speeding in the bend. It is necessary to have a speed limit from 
30mph and a sign indicating crossing pedestrians. 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 2 above. 

A crossing to Newleaze would be of safely for residents and 
children visiting the nature reserve. 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 2 above. 

With the Frome Valley Medical Centre being on one side of 
Bristol Road, and the Bus Stop on the other side, I feel that there 
should be a pedestrian crossing controlled by traffic lights to 
allow people to safely cross this B4058 Bristol road. The reduced 
speed limit will be of help but you often have to risk your life 
trying to cross the road, as it can be so busy. There are lights 
controlling a crossing at Tesco's in Winterbourne and I believe 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 2 above. 
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there should be the same type of crossing close to Frome Valley 
Medical Centre. 

The Parish Council have a Community Woodland along this 
stretch of road. A suggestion has been made that there could be 
crossing here. Groups such as the Scouts regularly use this 
facility and a lot of children cross over the busy road. 
Alternatively, could there at least be some signs erected advising 
drivers pedestrians crossing. 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 2 above. 

Below are the comments from the respondents who chose 
option D) The speed limit should not be introduced at all 

 

No map of accident positions has been provided to indicate the 
validity of what type of accidents or their location (at junctions / 
away from junctions etc). The proposed Road markings on 
Bristol Road at the junction of Court Road appear confusing - 
there is obviously not enough width for a right turn lane so what 
benefit do these provide? Will any carriageway defects along this 
stretch be permanently rectified before the demarcation of the 
lines to avoid any unnecessary extra cost? 

Thanks for your comments. See Notes 4 and 6 above. We 
will liaise with maintenance teams prior to carrying out the 
works.  
 
The markings should highlight the junction to approaching 
drivers and reduce the possibility of vehicles either 
overtaking at the junction or running into the back of 
stationary vehicles waiting to turn off the Bristol Road. 
There should be just enough room for a northbound car to 
pass a stationary car waiting to turn right into Court Road 
 

It is unclear how many of the accidents cited as the reason for 
the change to the speed limit were speed-related. If they are 
directly correlated then fair enough; if not time and money should 
not be spend on these changes. What metric will be used to 
determine whether the change to the speed limit/ signage has 
improved safety as a result? 

Thanks for your comments. See Notes 4 and 7 above. 

You have made no evidence available that speed was the cause 
of the 8 incidents that you believe will be addressed by this 
scheme.  
As a regular commuter cyclist, the recent trend of widening 
central road markings increase risk for cyclists as they reduce 
the space for cars to overtake. A reduction of the speed limit 
further increases risk to cyclists as it increases that time and 
distance that it takes for a vehicle to overtake a cyclist. As a 
cyclist I prefer roads that allow adequate space for faster 
vehicles to overtake me quickly and not get held up and 
frustrated by lack of overtaking opportunities. If you do want to 
reduce the speed of vehicles, please do not use vulnerable users 
like cyclists as rolling roadblocks. 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 4 and 6 above. 
Implementing hatched road markings increases the space 
which vehicles have to overtake cyclists (as they use the 
hatched road markings). Reducing the speed limit reduces 
the number of vehicles overtaking cyclists and reduces the 
difference in speeds between cyclists and vehicles, 
therefore improving cyclist safety. This hatching 
arrangement has been used in other parts of the 
B4058/B4059. 

Eight injury accidents in a five year period, none of which are 
attributed to speed, scarcely justifies the imposition of a reduced 
speed limit on this stretch of road, of which I am a frequent user. 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 4 above. 

The statement of reasons provides no evidence that the 
accidents on this stretch of road were caused by speed or that 
the number of accidents would have been reduced if the speed 
limit was lower. The stretch of the B4058 between Beacon Lane 
and Swan Lane which is already a 30mph limit and shorter in 
length than the stretch involved in this proposal had 13 accidents 
on it during the same period. 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 4 above. The 
stretch of road between Beacon Lane and Swan Lane is in 
a heavily built up area where the majority of accidents 
occur. A high number of crossing pedestrians and minor 
junctions will increase the number of accidents. 

You have provided no evidence that excessive speed was a 
factor in any of the accidents you quoted, or that a lower speed 
limit would have prevented them. That road is regularly patrolled 
by your speed camera vans but it seems accidents still happen, 
clearly speed is not the issue. 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 4 above. 

No information is provided around the 8 injury accidents - not 
even if they were speed related. Does the reduction in speed 
limit proposed just further reduce the ability of traffic in the wider 
Bristol to flow, make journey times longer and extend the already 
lengthy time it takes a bus to get from the outskirts into Bristol. 
This stretch of road is more than sufficiently wide enough to 
accommodate safely the existing 40mph and a change is not 

Thanks for your comments. See Notes 4, 5 and 6 above. 
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required. Funds could be far more wisely invested. The junctions 
are perfectly visible from quite a distance, including at night, 
further signage cluttering the roadsides is unnecessary.  
Whilst I object to this proposal, in the event that the Council 
ploughs on regardless, rather than creating dead space down the 
middle of the carriageway with hatch markings, surely it would 
make more sense to take the opportunity if you want to reduce 
the width of the carriageway to make use in a positive way e.g. 
create a marked cycle lane along each side of the carriageway - 
a positive, instead of dead space down the middle. 

The southbound warning sign seems much too close to the 
junction - it should be sited further away. The northbound 
warning sign seems fine.  
 
I object to implementing a 30mph speed limit. The 'Purpose of 
the Scheme' declares loftily that it will address the injury accident 
record by reducing speeds. However, the accident statistics 
provided show very clearly that speed is not an issue in nearly all 
of the 8 accidents over the 5 year period. The new junction 
warning signs are likely to much more effective at reducing 
accidents in the locality. In fact, only two accidents relate to the 
junction with Court Road; the first when an elderly driver pulled 
out and collided with a vehicle on the Bristol Road, the second 
when a car turning right into Court Road from the Bristol Road 
was in collision with a motorcycle that had overtaken other 
vehicles. 2 of the accidents were the result of a medical episode, 
1 occurred when a dog jumped up at a pedestrian, 1 when 
someone misjudged overtaking a cyclist and hit the cyclist, 1 
when a motorcyclist on a small engine motorcycle inexplicably hit 
a parked car and lastly, someone was stationary in Court Road 
at the traffic lights and was rear-ended. This latter accident 
should not even be counted as it did not occur on the Bristol 
Road.  
 
SGC's officers seem to be of the view that reducing speed limits 
everywhere will reduce or eliminate accidents. Sadly, this is a 
mistaken belief because human beings are prone to making 
mistakes and errors of judgement. The accident statistics have 
been used in the statement of reasons to justify reducing the 
speed limit when speed was only mentioned in 2 of the 
accidents. Such an approach is disingenuous. 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 4 above. 

The stated reason for the proposed speed limit reduction is to 
reduce the number of injuries resulting from road traffic 
accidents with the inference being that the 8 incidents mentioned 
being primarily attributable to excessive speed. 
Having requested, and received, information pertaining to these 
incidents, I have made the following observations: - 
 
Vehicle Speed. 
In all of the incidents considered, the stated speed of vehicles 
involved is stated as being unknown. 
 
Incident 1. 
The vehicle driver “was diabetic and had not taken medication”. 
This should be considered to be a genuine accident, even 
though avoidable on the part of the driver, whereby speed cannot 
be the reason for the collision. 
My conclusion: - avoidable accident caused by failure of driver to 
take presumably prescribed medication. 
 
Incident 2. 
A pedestrian leapt “backwards into the road into the path of a 
vehicle” due to the actions of a dog jumping up. The speed of the 
vehicle involved is therefore not the reason for the accident 

Thanks for your comments. See Notes 4 and 9 above. 
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although it would have been a factor in the level of injuries 
suffered.  
My conclusion: - avoidable accident caused by failure of dog 
owner to be in full control of dogs whilst walking along a public 
highway. 
 
Incident 3. 
A vehicle collides with a cyclist whilst attempting to overtake the 
cyclist. Driver of vehicle manoeuvred back towards cyclist to 
avoid oncoming vehicle therefore the speed of the vehicle 
involved is not the reason for the accident although would have 
been a factor in the level of injuries suffered. 
My conclusion: - avoidable accident caused by failure of driver to 
ensure it was safe to proceed with an overtake manoeuvre. 
 
Incident 4. 
A vehicle “waiting to enter the B4058 from Church Road” is hit in 
rear by a second vehicle. The accident has occurred at the traffic 
light controlled junction between the B4058 and Church Road on 
a road (Church Road) already subject to a 30MPH speed limit. 
My conclusion: - avoidable accident caused by second vehicle 
driver failing to fully observe other traffic. 
 
Incident 5. 
A motorcycle travelling along the B4058 collides with another 
vehicle attempting to turn across the path of the motorcycle from 
the B4058 into Court Road. The narrative report states the 
motorcycle, prior to the collision, had been overtaking other 
vehicles. Whilst the speed of any of the vehicles is unknown, it is 
possible the motorcycle may have exceeded the existing 40MPH 
speed limit whilst overtaking. 
My conclusion: - avoidable accident caused by a combination of, 
possibly, excessive speed on the part of the motorcyclist, and 
failure to ensure safety to proceed with change of direction on 
the part of the other vehicle driver. 
 
Incident 6. 
A vehicle collided with railings after driver “suffered a medical 
episode”. This, again, should be considered to be a genuine 
accident however, in this case probably unavoidable on the part 
of the driver, whereby speed cannot be the reason for the 
collision. 
My conclusion: - unavoidable accident. 
 
Incident 7. 
A motorcycle travelling along the B4058 collided with another 
vehicle “which was parked at the side of the road”. The speed of 
the motorcycle involved is therefore not the reason for the 
accident although it would have been a factor in the level of 
injuries suffered. 
My conclusion: - avoidable accident caused by motorcyclist 
failing to fully observe other traffic. 
 
Incident 8. 
A vehicle collides with a second vehicle turning right from Court 
Road onto the B4058. The speed of the vehicle travelling along 
the B4058 is unknown and cannot be considered to be the 
reason for the collision. 
My conclusion: - avoidable accident caused by failure of the 
driver of the second vehicle to fully observe other traffic and 
ensure safety to proceed with manoeuvre. 
 
With the exception of incidents 1 and 6, there would appear to be 
a common theme with the other incidents of failure to drive with 
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due care and attention. 
I would, therefore, suggest that the proposal to reduce the speed 
limit on this section of road from 40MPH to 30MPH will lead to a 
reduction in accidents where injuries occur has not been proven 
as it is by no means clear speed is the reason for the incidents. 
Indeed the council supplied information supplied in response to 
my query, clearly states that the speed of the involved vehicles is 
not known. 
In view of this, I would suggest therefore that the Transport 
Services team has failed to provide sufficient evidence or 
argument to support its claim that a reduction in speed will lead 
to a consequential reduction in accident related injuries and that 
the proposal should be rejected in favour of using public funds 
for other, more deserving and relevant proposals. 

 

 

The objective is to reduce the injury accident record for this 
stretch of the road which reportedly has had 8 injury accidents 
over 5 years. On asking for details of 'accidents' a list of 11 
incidents presented (unverified). Of the incidents 7 appear to be 
due to careless/reckless driving/riding, 2 due to medical 
episodes, 1 pedestrian injury and 1 was out of area! So none of 
the 'accidents' were caused or resulted from 'speeding' vehicles. 
Nor were any related to vehicles exceeding the current 40 limit. 
In summary, none of these incidents would probably be avoided 
if the speed limit was 30 mph. So there is absolutely no 
reason/factual basis that a reduction in the limit will reduce such 
incidents. Hence, the premise of the objective is false and 
without foundation. This is not an 'urbanized' built-up area of the 
village and has houses mainly on one side. It is a semi-rural 
environment, more akin to a country lane. The 40 limit is suitable 
and safe for all road users. No justification for this proposed 
change exists and should be rejected. Funds saved would be 
better spent elsewhere. 

Thanks for your comments. See Notes 1, 4 and 9 above. 

 

The Statement of Reasons contains 0-speed data for that road, 
what are the average speed on that road and the 85th percentile 
of speed, I've also sent an FOI request for this to force a 
response.  
How many accidents occurred when people were either not 
exceeding the current 40mph speed limit or were deemed to 
have been driving too fast for the prevailing conditions. It also 
doesn't say why a 40mph speed limit was introduced there in the 
first place, I would assume it's down to the width and standard of 
the road? Has this changed, is it going to? 
 
Remember you're not putting the prohibition on people going 
40mph+ more, it's a prohibition on people going under that 
already, I know my Granny thinks it works because people who 
speed only go X amount of the posted limit, but you should know 
better than that.  
 
Some people do go ridiculous speeds along that stretch of road, 
and that's facilitated by the width and standard of it and has got 
nothing to do with the speed limit, one thing I taught my young 
niece to look out for as a good indication that the road is more 
dangerous than normal is 40mph repeaters, you want to take 
that away, but this will do nothing to deal with nutters along that 
road.  
 
Speed limits are not traffic calming, they put the prohibition on 
people who seek to drive in a manner that disregards both their 
own and other people's safety, they cannot function in that 
regard if they are set below the mean average, it should not feel 

 
Thanks for your comments. See Notes 1, 4 and 6 above. 

mailto:TransportServices@southglos.gov.uk


  14 

 

Steve Evans,  

Director for Environment and Community Services  

Streetcare, Transport and Waste, Design & Operations Team, P O Box 1954, Bristol, BS37 0DD 

Tel: 01454 868004 E-mail: TransportServices@southglos.gov.uk 

www.southglos.gov.uk 

safe for the majority of drivers to exceed the speed limit.  
They also should assume ideal conditions and that the majority 
of drivers are competent. You increasingly seem to want to treat 
drivers like they're incompetent and expect those same people to 
obey lower speed limits that increasingly don't match the 
engineering of the road or DfT guidelines.  
You already quite knowingly have roads with 40mph speed limits 
that have lower average speeds and 85th percentiles to other 
roads nearby with 30mph speed limits, so something like that 
should tell you, you're on the wrong tack.  
Also, this would mean that traffic entering Winterbourne would 
no longer be subjected to a drop in speed limit as the road 
changes in the standard, this is important, it's important that 
speed limits change inline with changes in the road conditions. 

The road has had only 8 injury accidents over five years and I do 
not consider that record justifies a lower speed limit unless all 
those accidents were caused by speeding and this information 
has not been provided 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 4 above. 

How does 8 injury accidents in 5 years compare to other roads of 
similar speed and location? No further information is provided 
about these accidents, such as what was the primary factor or 
would a lower speed have prevented the accident? On the face 
of it 8 doesn't seem very high given the number of users. Also it 
is not mentioned the level of injury and if any were fatal or life 
changing/threatening. 
What is the 80th percentile speed on this road? If the majority of 
safe, competent drivers, drive at a speed suitable for the road 
conditions then they will be forced to drive at a speed artificially 
lower than it is safe to do so. The effect will be drivers paying 
more attention to their speedometer than the road (as no doubt 
speed enforcement measures will need to be considered to force 
users to drive at an, arguably, unjustifiably low speed) and as 
such causing more accidents trying to avoid a speeding ticket. 
IF the scheme is introduced, will the accidents statistics be 
measured over a given time, and if no significant reduction 
achieved then the road increased back to 40mph?  
I use this stretch of road on an almost daily basis and have done 
so all of my life, as such I feel I have a vested interest in this 
consultation. 

Thanks for your comments. See Notes 1, 4 and 6 above. 

There appears no evidence that speed was the cause of these 
accidents. Overuse of speed limits is a distraction rather than aid 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 4 above. 

Instead of lowering speed limit over longer distance, just enforce 
the current ones! You need to state whether the injuries referred 
to are serious, or to pedestrians (if so then consider pedestrian 
crossings instead) as simply one or two a year may not warrant 
this and how many of the accidents were at what speed ie were 
they breaking existing limits? Without detailed info it is hard to 
see whether this is proportionate as a response. Please publish 
the accident details to enable us to make informed comments. 

Thanks for your comments. See Notes 4 and 8 above. 

This looks like another scheme to arbitrarily reduce speed limits 
at great cost to the taxpayer on flimsy safety grounds. No 
evidence is provided that the tiny number of accidents on this 
road were even related to the existing speed limit being too high. 
No costings are provided (though no doubt they are huge for little 
or no benefit). The upkeep of all these new ugly road markings 
also adds extra cost...what is wrong with the existing single white 
broken line anyway.  
I suspect this scheme is simply a precursor to the introduction of 
even lower limit through Winterbourne itself.  
These schemes treat drivers as though they are idiots. 

Thanks for your comments. See Notes 4, 6 and 9 above. 
 

 

I have lived at this address for more than 30 years and believe 
the current speed limit is about right. This is a straight section of 
road with good visibility along the entire length. During busy rush 

Thanks for your comments. 
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hour periods you cannot reach the existing speed limit anyway. 
At quieter times I believe a reduction is not necessary 

Speed limit should not be reduced, journey times and traffic 
volumes will increase as a result of the reduced limit 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 5 above. 

Already enough traffic in the area during peak times. Slowing the 
traffic will just cause bottlenecks and more traffic causing people 
on school runs etc to rush even more. 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 5 above. 

There is no need for further nanny state speed restrictions. The 
needs of the working people (who generate the wealth to pay the 
council tax) to get to work without further restrictions and 
hindrance should take priority. 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 5 above. 

The existing junction signs are adequate as is the speed limit. 
Reducing it will further increase congestion. I do not see the 40 
limit as a safety issue. 

Thanks for your comments. See Notes 4 and 5 above. 

Current scheme is sufficient, why don’t you turn down speed limit 
to 20mph or less? Road is busy as it is. Don’t need more not 
moving cars on it causing congestion and too much co2 
emissions. I bet residents will be pleased. You should thinking 
how to make flow of traffic more efficient and there is bottle neck 
as soon you reach winterbourne. 

Thanks for your comments. See Notes 1 and 5 above. 

Existing speed limits are suitable. In recent accidents drivers 
have been over the current speed limits, reducing them will not 
reduce this behaviour/have desired impact or outcomes. 
More speed awareness promotions, and offences being captured 
and publicly reported would be more effective control. 

Thanks for your comments. See Notes 1 and 4 above. 

40mph is appropriate for this section of road. Due to the 
straightness of this road, you will encourage overtaking if you 
change this section to 30mph. 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 1 above.  

The speed on this portion of the road is adequate and does not 
require council money being spent on this scheme. There is 
minimal housing on this section of Road all of which have good 
visibility to exit their properties, and the level of accidents over 
the period being considered is not at a level that warrants council 
money being spent on this with so many other needy causes 
requiring rate payers money. 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 9 above. 

Speed limits are supposed to reflect the nature of the road, the 
nature of this road does not lend its self to a 30mph speed limit. 
Secondly by imposing a 30mph speed limit that means that there 
will be no signs (because it will be by virtue of street lighting) to 
remind drivers that they are within a 30mph speed limit and will 
therefore lead to more people speeding and more enforcement 
needed by the police which they do not have the time or resource 
for. I think that erecting the new warning signs will be sufficient. 

Thanks for your comments. See Notes 1 and 6 above. 

I live on Bristol Road and do not think a 30mph speed limit is 
necessary. It is a fairly wide road with minimal pedestrians. I 
would prefer to see more policing of the 40mph limit - A mobile 
speed camera in use every so often would be a better deterrent 
but I have never seen one in the 10 years I have lived here. 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 8 above. 

The current speed limit is correct it should not be reduced Thanks for your comments. 

A 30 limit on that open road is not required and I don’t believe 
many people will adhere to it anyway  

 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 8 above. 

Do not understand why you are proposing doing this work when 
there yet the junction with the traffic lights (Church Rd/Perrinpit 
Lane) is very poorly designed and causes long queues almost on 
a daily basis – this then possibly encourages drivers to speed 
once through the lights to make up lost time. I really think you 
should change the junction design, especially the single lane as 
you approach from Iron Acton as even when on green a long 
queue forms as drivers waiting to turn right block the way, it is 
ridiculous. Even more so when you see the size of the grass 

Thanks for your comments. See Notes 1, 3 and 6 above. 
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verge and pavement there is plenty of space to widen the road 
into 2 lanes, probably reducing congestion significantly here. 

I feel that introducing a reduced speed limit is unnecessary as 
during busy periods it is not possible to drive above 20mph 
anyway. This section of road is wide and has good visibility. The 
junction should be marked better with filters on the traffic lights 
for turning right from Church Rd or Perrinpit Rd. 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 3 above. 

I drive on this road daily on my commute to work. Speed I don’t 
think is an issue as the road is regularly congested. I feel the 
junction at perrinpit needs to be improved to allow traffic to flow 
more freely. I feel the proposed speed limit may make 
congestion worse. I feel the road markings must be looked at to 
ensure it doesn’t contribute to further congestion. With a 
considerable amount of homes being built in Yate this road is 
only going to get busier and the council have not done anything 
yet to fix routes to the Filton area. 

Thanks for your comments. See Notes 1, 3, 5 and 6 
above. 
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Appendix B 

 

Comments received at Consultation via other methods Officer’s response 

  

I note with a degree of interest the proposal to extend the 30MPH speed 

limit in Frampton Cotterell on the B4058. 

 

My observations relate merely to any enforcement. Living in South Glos I 

regularly drive on this road and also the B4059 through Latteridge.  

 

Realistically all that will happen if I travel at 30MPH at any quiet time of 

the day is that I will be overtaken. Try driving between Iron Acton and 

Rudgeway, say at 8pm or 6am. I would wager that if you comply with the 

posted speed limits  and there is a following car you will be overtaken. 

Not really certain if that makes for a safer road. 

 

I imagine that your "get out of jail" card is that it is up to the Police to 

ensure the speed limits are enforced, again realistically this is not going to 

happen. 

 

Just my observations, but seriously you ought to try the B4059. 
 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 
8 above. 
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