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Feedback Report 

 
Alveston – Strode Common  

Proposed Changes to Speed Limits  
 
 

Purpose of the Report 
 
The purpose of this report is to feedback the results of the recent consultation on proposals 
to change speed limits in Strode Common, Alveston. 
 
Background 
 

Concerns have been raised by the Local Councillor about the appropriateness of the speed 
limits on Strode Common between Strode Gardens and Pump Lane.  At Pump Lane the 
speed limit is 40mph.  This changes to derestricted (60mph) east of Pump Lane to West of 
Lime Grove, then changes back to 40mph on the edge of Alveston village before dropping to 
30mph east of Strode Gardens.  There are currently 3 changes of speed limit on this road in 
less than two thirds of a mile.   
 
The local member has requested that the derestricted section be reduced to 40mph, 
matching the speed limit in Old Down and the buffer zone speed limit be reduced to 30mph, 
matching the speed limit in the village. 
 
Speed monitoring recorded average speeds of 41mph on the derestricted section of Strode 
Common, which supports the introduction of a 40mph speed limit. 
 
Purpose of Scheme 
 

The purpose of the scheme is to introduce a realistic speed limit for the road and encourage 
those travelling at above the current average speed to reduce their speed.  It should also 
reduce the frequent changes in speed limit which can cause confusion and has resulted in 
excess signage.  Reduced speeds should also make the route more attractive for walking 
cycling and horse riding. 
 
The scheme is not being promoted as a road safety scheme and in the last 5 years there 
have been no recorded injury accidents here. 
 
Proposed Scheme 
 

The proposed scheme is to reduce the current derestricted speed limit on Strode Common to 
40 mph and the current 40mph buffer zone to 30mph.  
 
Drawing Reference 
 

Drawing number T403-105-03 shows the existing speed limits and T403-105-04 shows the 
proposed speed limits. 
 
Consultation 
 
Public consultation was undertaken between 25 May and 15 June 2018.  Letters advising of 
the consultation were delivered to properties in the immediate vicinity of Strode Common.  
Colour notices were erected on site and A Frames were erected on the verge informing 
passing motorists of the consultation. 
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Details were also posted on the Council’s consultation website.  Emails advising of the 
consultation were sent to local councillors, the 2 affected parish councils, emergency 
services and residents who have registered their interest on the consultation website. 
 
Feedback from the Consultation 
 
The drawing showing the proposals on the online consultation was viewed a total of 122 
times.  There were 78 individuals and organisations who completed the questionnaire.  
Overall there was support for the proposals with 53 in favour and 25 against. 
 
In addition 2 other written responses and one telephone response were received, of which 
one was in favour, one was neutral and one was negative. 
 
 
The responses to the individual questions are summarised below:- 
 
Do you support the principle of reducing and rationalising the speed limits on Strode 
Common? 
YES    68% (53 No)  
NO    32% (25 No)  
DON’T KNOW  0 % (0) 
 
Do you think the proposed 40mph speed limit is  
ABOUT RIGHT      59% (46 No) 
TOO SLOW      8% (6 No)  
TOO FAST      9% (7 No) 
DON’T AGREE ANY CHANGE IS NECESSARY 24% (19 No) 
 
Do you agree with reducing the speed limit on the short section of 40mph buffer zone at the 
edge of Alveston village to 30mph? 
YES        64% (50 No) 
NO       33% (26 No) 
DON’T KNOW      3% (2 No) 
 
 
Who responded? (Note respondents were allowed to select all that applied) 
 
Resident inside the affected area      23 No 
Resident outside the affected area     43 No 
A commuter/someone who works in the affected area  5 No 
Local councillor       0 No 
A member of the Parish Council     0 No 
Other          6 No 
Prefer not to say       2 No 

 
No response was received from either Alveston or Olveston Parish Councils 
 
Councillor Matthew Riddle commented as follows:- 
 
I am very pleased to be able to support these plans.  
 
1. Reduction of speed limit from 60 mph to 40 mph between Alveston and Old Down. 
This is a busy road and with the introduction of a pavement, many more pedestrians are 
walking it. The road in some parts does camber quite badly. There are two farms that access 
the road with slow moving machinery and when they are turning out, fast traffic can quickly 
appear. 
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2. Starting the 30 mph at the beginning of Alveston village (instead of near the junction 
of Strode Gardens). This tidies up the current speed limit arrangements, makes them more 
simpler and more logical. 
 
Councillor Maggie Tyrrell commented as follows:- 
 
I’m happy to see this change to the speed limits being progressed as suggested in the report. 
It’s been a long held ambition in the village to have the 30mph limit extended to the perimeter 
of the village. Shirley Holloway and I made a request some years ago, which we understood 
was on the task register awaiting a more comprehensive review of the limits around 
Alveston, including Vattingstone Lane and the Marlwood School area. However I’m pleased 
that this route is now to have action on it and the reduction from 60mph is logical. 

 
 

Other comments 
 

A full list of comments and the engineer’s response is provided in the questionnaire 
responses section towards the end of this report. 

 
 

Future Programme 
 
The initial consultation was carried out to inform the local residents about the proposed 
speed limits and to ensure that their comments and concerns are considered at an early 
stage. 
 
In view of the support shown for the scheme, the next stage will be for South Gloucestershire 
Council to formally advertise a Traffic Regulation Order reflecting the proposal.  This involves 
preparation of legal documents, placing notices in the local paper and along the affected 
road, and also publishing details on the Council’s website, giving people an opportunity to 
formally object to or support the proposed scheme. 
 
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 which is 
anticipated to be towards the end of 2018.  However, if objections are received during the 
advertisement stage, South Gloucestershire Council will be required to report objections to 
the Director of Environment and Community Services for a decision on how to proceed. 
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Additional Information and Council response 
 

1. Speed monitoring for this section of Strode Common supports the introduction of a 
40mph speed limit west of Alveston village.   

2. The limitations of scheme budget and scope prevent major expansion of the scheme 
beyond current proposals.  Carriageway surfacing and pothole repair is separately 
funded. 

3. The police will enforce permanent speed limits in response to concerns raised by the 
community.  However, they are unable to enforce part-time advisory 20mph speed limits. 

4. The speed limits will be signed in accordance with national regulations.   
5. Higher vehicle speeds make other more vulnerable road users feel uncomfortable.  The 

consultation results indicate there is majority local support for this scheme. 
6. A budget of £28,000 has been allocated to the scheme. This includes design and 

consultation costs, public advertisement of the proposals, implementation of signage and 
alteration of speed roundel markings. 

7. Lower speed limits are generally associated with lowering the injury accident risk. 
8. When referring to traffic signs you are correct in saying that the term ‘de-restricted’ is no 

longer used.  However, the Road Traffic Regulations Act 1984 still refers to whether or 
not a road is restricted.  To avoid confusion at the advert stage we will use the term 
National Speed Limit where possible   

9. Unfortunately changes to the Cross Hands junction, changes to the speed limit through 
Old Down and installation of a speed camera or traffic calming are all beyond the remit of 
this scheme.  Any suggestions for new schemes need to be submitted via the online 
Highways Investigation Request Form. Each suggested scheme requires the support of 
at least one local ward member and parish councillor on behalf of the parish council. In 
unparished areas, only the support of the local member is required.  
Once submitted, requests will be assessed for viability. All viable schemes will be entered 
onto the Local Transport Investigation List. Once a year all investigation list schemes will 
be scored and prioritised for investigation against the council’s Joint Local Transport Plan 
goals. In any given year the 15 highest scoring prioritised schemes will be published in 
the council’s Capital Program and fully investigated. 
There are three possible outcomes of each investigation: 
1. A simple low cost affordable solution is identified and programmed for immediate 
implementation. 
2. No scheme is recommended and the applicant(s) is informed no further action will be 
taken. 
3. A more involved scheme is identified and entered as a priority scheme on the Local 
Transport Priority List 
Please follow the link below for more details:  
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-
schemes/local-transport-priority-list/  

 
 
Questionnaire and written responses 

 
Comments received at Consultation 

(Note comments have been reproduced as submitted so include all 
spelling and grammatical errors uncorrected). Personal information such 

as names and house numbers have been redacted  

Officer’s 
response 

I think that 30mph throughout this area is best for safety to all road users Thank you for 
your 
comments. 
See note 1 
above 

The road surface is very uneven making it dangerous at speeds above about 
40 so the proposed changes are sensible 
 
 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 
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I support the scheme on behalf of the British Horse Society. We are in favour of 
lower speed limits on roads that are used by horse riders. This road forms part 
of the network of bridleways and toll rides in the district. I have ridden along this 
road and experienced the speed of the traffic. 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 

I have been meaning to raise this issue myself, as I always felt 30mph should 
continue to Lime Grove, and 60mph was much too fast for the undulating 
surface and type of road.  
We have lived here for two years and I have noticed the increased amount of 
traffic, especially when the A38 is busy - using the route to miss traffic jam-, 
through the village, so I am pleased that steps are being taken. 
 
I would also like to point out that many do not keep to the 30mph, let along the 
part-time 20mph, so maybe some traffic calming needs to be considered as 
well. 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 
 
 
 
 
See notes 2 
and 3 above 

It is not sensible to frequently change speed limits. It brings the speed limit into 
disrepute and the managing authority. Generally the limit should be set at the 
median speed of the traffic on that road.  

Thank you for 
your 
comments 

The road surface is uneven and below any normal standard 
 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 
See note 2 
above 

"Speed monitoring shows that average speeds are not excessive along this 
stretch of road and in the last 5 years there have been no recorded injury 
accidents here. This indicates that drivers already moderate their speed to the 
appropriate speed for conditions. 
 
On the other hand if the speed limit were reduced it would reduce the upper 
bound of legal speed to the current average speed (and by implication reduce 
the average speed and increase journey times, reducing the economic benefit 
of car transport). It would mean that it would no longer be legally possible to 
drive at a speed greater than 40mph when conditions permit. Thus this scheme 
means responsible driving above 40mph could be penalised, even though it 
has been proven to be safe for at least 5 years. 
 
It is impossible for signage to dictate the correct safe speed for 100% of the 
time in any conditions. The speed limit signs should indicate the maximum 
permissable speed in good conditions, and drivers should follow the Highway 
Code to reduce their speed when conditions render it necessary. 
 
Furthermore, studies indicate that strict speed enforcement could have a 
detrimental impact on road safety because drivers are dedicating more 
attention to monitoring their speed than detecting hazards. 
Link: http://www.abc.net.au/news/2016-10-26/speed-enforcement-detrimental-
to-road-safety-study-finds/7965082" 
 
 
 
 
 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 
See note 5 
above 

What a waste of tax payers money not only the consultation but the cost of new 
road signs and sign writing on the road, there is already a pedestrian path on 
this route so it is safe to walk there is no need to change the existing 
arrangements other than for the local councillor to benefit from a photo 
opportunity to further their own political career. Stop wasting council tax money 
on ridiculous schemes like this instead spend it on repairing the road surfaces 
so they are safe to drive and ride a bike on instead!!!! 
 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 
See notes 2 
and 5 above 
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"This scheme is a waste of money which could be spent on something useful, 
like filling in a few potholes or cutting back hedges which have obstructed the 
footpaths. 
 
Furthermore, despite the proposal not being for safety reasons, no doubt the 
police will use the reduced limits as an excuse to raise some extra cash when 
they run a bit short, like they do on Alveston Hill, where the limit was reduced a 
few year ago for the same reason." 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 
See notes 2 
and 5 above 

"Reducing the speed limit is unnecessary and unjustified...it does not have a 
high RTC record (by your own data) and is a perfectly good example of a 
National Speed Limit road with no outstanding hazards. 
 
You should not reduce speed limits without good cause and would suggest 1 
person asking for this is not good cause." 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 
See note 5 
above 

Strode common is getting to be a very fast road with people ignoring for and 
going from 30 to 60mph it is also getting busier. I have lived here for 4 years 
and have noticed a change within this time. Speed also makes it difficult at 
times pulling off my drive. 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 

Needs speed bulbs and a speed camera. People travel down strode common 
way to fast, 30mph is a better speed limit but people don't take any notice of 
just speed signs! 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 
See note 2 
above 

I have written before to suggest that this would be a good idea, having 
observed 4 car and a motor cycle accident along this stretch in the last 30 
years 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 

No indication of any increased risk of accidents. Expense of this process and 
the works to implement the change. 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 
See note 6 
and 7 above. 

I do strongly believe that a 40mph speed limit should be in effect this road.. It is 
a very busy road but not that wide and I do feel that now with the addition of the 
pavement, which is well used, 40 kph would be a safer option. 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 

I don't believe there is any change necessary and feel reducing the limit will 
only hinder progress and bring additional cost to the taxpayer with new road 
signs, road markings and labour. This money could be spent in much more 
productive and helpful ways in our area, this proposal appears pointless. I have 
found driving standards across the road to be fine and the speed limit does not 
cause concern and is well planned, I am Police officer. 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 
See note 5 
above 

"This change is unneeded. 
 
Speed monitoring recorded average speeds of 41mph on the NSL section of 
Strode Common, which supports that the existing NSL section is just fine as it 
is. (Derestricted is the wrong term to use, unless there truly is no limit). 
 
How much has this cost so far? How much will the changes cost to implement? 
Presumably South Gloucestershire council must have a budget surplus if 
unneeded projects such as this can be funded. Perhaps i missed that memo. 
 
On a less flippant note both our local mp and the minister for the department for 
housing, communities and local government should be informed: there will be 
better and more deserving causes out the for funding; Spending such as this 
only further supports a policy of cutbacks from national government." 
 
 
 
 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 
See notes 5 
and 6 above 
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I see no valid reason for changing the current speed limits. The consultation 
document makes clear that there have not been any accidents on this stretch of 
road in recent years. 'If it's not broken why fix it'? 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 
See note 5 
above 

I see no reason why the speed limit between pump lane and the bridle path 
coming into Alveston should be reduced to 40mph. There is no evidence to 
support the proposal that this speed limit is inappropriate. 
 
I do see some validity in the argument related to the limit within the bounds of 
Alveston or even to the bridle path where the pavement adjoins the road. 
 
Arguments about the average speed and confusion of changing speed limits 
are entirely spurious. 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 
See note 5 
above 

Firstly: It is important that you understand there are NO 'derestricted' speed 
limits in the UK. Derestricted roads ceased around the late 1960s - early 1970s. 
Your use of the phrase 'derestricted' may lead readers of this proposal to 
imagine/believe that there are indeed no restrictions to the speed at which one 
can travel along the section. 
 
All roads in the UK are restricted. 
 
I have travelled this section in order to measure and gauge the available overall 
safe stopping distance of a vehicle and can report that on no stretch did the 
available view, or limit point of vision (The Limit Point), fall below 150m and 
rarely was it below 200m. You will see from the Highway Code figures that 
150m is the overall stopping distance (= drivers' reaction times and stopping 
distance) required for an average saloon car to stop safely at c100 miles per 
hour. 
 
Of course I am not suggesting that drivers should be left free to negotiate this 
section at 100mph! Indeed, there are few drivers who have the advanced 
driving skills to be able to achieve this speed safely - and indeed your own 
survey shows that average speeds in this section are just c41mph which 
suggests that on average drivers feel that the road configuration itself, without 
further intervention, is sufficient to achieve their own comfortable 'top' speed. 
 
The proposal appears not to be linked to safety in any way - but rather to make 
it more attractive to cyclists and horse riders. If this really is the case you should 
consider erecting signs warning of cyclists and horse riders. 
 
The answer is education on the 5 pivotal driving skills i.e., Attitude, 
Concentration, Observation, Anticipation and Planning. 
 
I can see no road safety or environmental benefit in this proposal and would be 
very pleased to arrange an advanced driving demonstration drive along this 
route for the proposer or staff of South Gloucestershire Council so you can 
more clearly understand the advanced driver's perspective and requirements 
on this section of road. 
 
xxxxxxxxxxxx 
Chief Observer 
Bristol Advanced Motorists 
Affiliated to IAM RoadSmart 
The largest organisation in the UK dedicated entirely to road safety 
 
 
 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 
See note 5 
and 8 above 
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I feel the scheme is suitable and should be encouraged. But feel this a missed 
opportunity to address the dangerous cross road junction at the Cross Hands 
and the extremely poor signage and approach to the adjacent Down Road 
pedestrian crossing. 
I have countless times witnessed near misses at this junction and regularly 
vehicles ignore the crossing with people waiting or continue when they are 
already crossing. It would make perfect sense that this junction should be 
looked at too, it's only a matter of time that someone will be hurt which a 
reduction in speed limit won't prevent. 

Thank you for 
your 
comments. 
See note 9 
above 

The speed limit on Alveston Road in Old Down should be reduced from the 
present 40mph to 30mph to be consistent with the speed limit in the rest of Old 
Down. Also there are a number of driveways, two side roads and a sharp bend 
on this section of road. 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 
See note 9 
above 

Cycling along this route can be nerve racking when cars pass at fast speed Thank you for 
your 
comments. 

"There is really no need to add more costs and signage to this road. People 
drive down it sensibly and it isn't an accident black spot. 
Just change for changes sake!!" 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 
See note 5 
above 

This section of road is narrow, due to the footpath put in a few year ago. There 
is little clearance between vehicles when passing in opposite directions, but at 
the moment, vehicles can both be doing 60 mph (with a closing speed of 
120mph between them!!). It is very sensible to reduce the speed limit to 40 
(with the closing speed between vehicles then limited to 80mph). Also, many 
cyclists use this minor road, and I feel 60mph is far too fast to be passing 
cyclists on a narrow road such as this. 

Thank you for 
your 
comments. 
 

Whilst I agree with this proposal, I do not think that it goes far enough. I believe 
that the existing 30 m.p.h limit on Haw lane should be extended through the 
hamlet of Old Down to the new proposed 40 m.p.h limit to Strode Common. The 
current 40 m.p.h limit extends past two 
hidden junctions ( the scene of a number of accidents) past a playing field, 
(which has an obscured turn on the main road,) a elderly peoples home, a 
crescent peopled by young families and a sharp right hand bend (again the site 
of accidents), 
 
The speed of the traffic through the village is generally far in excess of 40 m.p.h 
(check it out!)and the proposal presents an opportunity to address a long 
standing problem. 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 
See note 9 
above 

"The existing speed limit signs are perfectly clear. There is absolutely no need 
for anyone driving along the road to be confused, if they are concentrating as 
they should. 
If the current average speed along this section is 41 mph, there is clearly no 
need for anything to change as people are obviously generally accepting the 
limitations of the road conditions along that section. I would say, however, that 
for a road that has a bus route the surface could do with being replaced along 
the section in question. 
As there have been no accidents in the past 5 years on this section of road, it is 
unnecessary to change anything as it currently stands. This proposal is 
interference for the sake of it and an unnecessary expense." 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 
See note 5 
above 

I strongly support the proposal - it makes for more sensible and safer driving to 
have fewer speed limit changes 
 
 
 
 

Thank you for 
your 
comments. 
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How will the speed of vehicles be checked - many vehicles race down the road 
from The Cross hands, certainly going a great deal faster than 40mph, with 
noise to match. 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 
See note 3 
above 

"The sight of the straight road from the Aust junction (by the Cross Hands pub) 
seems to encourage motorists to increase their speed in anticipation of exiting 
the village in the direction of OldDown. At least 10 times a day we endure 
speeding motorists reving up and sometimes going at speeds very much in 
excess of the current 40 limit. We also endure the opposite, motorists are 
engaged in a slow/ late decrease of their 60 mph speed in anticipation of 
reaching the 30 limit, as they pass our home they are often moving far in 
excess of 40mph 
 
There is a lot more traffic using this road than there was. There are also more 
houses whose drives exit onto Strode Common. It is a very busy road in term 
time and at the start and the end of the day, it is also now a commuter rat run if 
the A 38 or the motorways are busy. 
 
There are a lot more students who have to cross Down Road to get to the local 
schools and generally I notice motorists tend to ignore the 20 mph speed limit 
signs and carry on speeding. It is only a matter of time before a child is run 
over, it has happened in the past and we are waiting for it to happen again. 
 
Sadly we have had 4 cats killed on Strode common by speeding cars. Whilst 
this is not important or of note to the local authorities, I can assure you it was 
very distressing for our children to witness. 
 
I fully Support the lowering of the speed limit and would encourage you to think 
about lowering it even more, right through the village. I would suggest you 
make it 20mph limit as it is in Lower Almondsbury." 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 

"My husband and I think that this section of the road needs a speed camera to 
keep cars 
from going over the speed limit." 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 
See note 9 
above 

Changing signage seems a bit of a waste considering there have been no 
serious accidents in five years (as you mention). I'd keep the 40-30 buffer zone 
- it's a buffer giving drivers time to reduce instead of a sudden drop. I'm more 
concerned by the bumpy road, its potholes and the encroachment of the verges 
onto the road, thereby narrowing it. 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 
See notes 5 
and 2 above. 

As stated on this very website, there have been zero incidents in the last 5 
years on this stretch of road, therefore the current speed limit seems adequate 
and safe. I drive on this stretch of road every day both to and from work, and 
drive (in the 60mph zone) probably at an average of 50-55mph. Sometimes in 
the summer I'll do the max 60mph, and sometimes closer to 40. I think people 
should be able to be able judge the road conditions and drive accordingly, if it's 
busy then I think people naturally drive closer to 40, but if it's late at night and 
no one is around then 60 is completely appropriate and safe. 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 
See note 5 
above 

Have used this stretch of road for years without problems. Don't fix what isn't 
broken. This road is safer than most in Thornbury. Seems like an excuse to 
catch people out speeding. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 
See note 5 
above 



Tim Gregory,  

Interim 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 

I disagree with the scheme as it represents yet another waste of public money. 
Please use public assets where they are needed rather than satisfying a 
politically correct point. 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 
See note 5 
above 

Unnecessary work. Taxpayers money spent for no benefit. Thank you for 
your 
comments 
See note 5 
above 

"I live in Holly Close, off Lime Grove. On many occasions I have seen 
overtaking, or been overtaken whilst I am driving at the speed limit, by vehicles 
accelerating hard as they approach the change from 30mph to 40mph, 
travelling in the direction of Old Down. This behaviour has made it difficult to 
pull out from Lime Grove safely. Many vehicles anticipate the increase in speed 
limit and seem to drive in the 30mph zone at a much higher speed. I appreciate 
that there have not been any incidents with speeding vehicles hitting 
pedestrians, but in view of the behaviour I have observed, I am concerned 
about this risk. 
Also, the noise from vehicles accelerating from 30mph to 60mph as they leave 
Alveston significantly disturbs my peaceful enjoyment of my garden - which 
overlooks this derestricted stretch of road. I would support a reduction in the 
buffer zone to 30mph, as well as changing the derestricted zone to 40mph, as I 
hope this will reduce the traffic noise." 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 

There is no logic to this proposal. The current average speed as stated in the 
consultation letter is 41 mph and there have been no recorded incidents in the 
last 5 years. The money would be better spent on other projects like road 
resurfacing and reducing the vast amount of potholes in the area which are 
dangerous to all road users especially motorbikes. 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 
See notes 5 
and 2 above 

There is a problem of speeding traffic through Greenhill Down and The  Down. 
Its usually when school starts and finishes along with traffic that uses it heading 
towards the  Severn Bridge. 
Would any TM measures would be possible.  
 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 
See note 9 
above 

Whilst I see the reasoning behind the proposal, there appear to be no tangible 
benefits arising from it. A far higher priority would be to improve the road 
surface of Strode Common and any cost associated with the proposal would be 
far better directed towards that end. 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 
See notes 5 
and 2 above 

Having lived on this road for 25 years I have seen the traffic volumes increase 
exponentially during this time. You can sit and watch cars travelling in excess of 
60 MPH in the 40 zone out of Alveston - it's a long straight stretch of road with 
easy visibility beforehand that the limit rises to national speed limit. 
Now the footpath has been put in place it's even more important the speed limit 
is lowered as walking down this road with young children or dogs at present 
feels really dangerous. 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 

I walk around Alveston almost every morning, including the section from Lime 
Grove to the Crossroads by the Cross Hands Pub. I have felt for may years that 
this section should be in the 30mph zone. My observation is that 50% of drivers 
heading towards Old Down are already speeding above 40 mph. Incidentally 
very few drivers respect to 20mph from the sign to the crossroads. 
The section Lime Grove to Old Down Pump being narrow with significant bends 
is too dangerous for speeds over 40mph, particularly when there are cyclists . 
 
 
 
 
 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 
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There is no reason to reduce the speed limit on this stretch of road, there have 
been no accidents and it is not dangerous. 
Generally across the Bristol and South Gloucestershire too many roads are 
having speed limits lowered and all it does it cause people to ignore speed 
limits as they are disproportionate to the road itself. If it is for safety due to 
many accidents or near misses then that is a valid reason, but don't do it for for 
the sake of it. 
Drivers are getting annoyed with lower speed limits. 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 
See note 5 
above 

I could only support this if the road surface were improved. Ever since I have 
lived in the area (20+ years) it has been extremely uneven. From a long 
experience of driving all over the world, I know that the best way to deal with 
such surfaces is to increase speed so that the car, instead of falling into each 
trough and variation of level, passes across and the road becomes far more 
comfortable - always assuming that the vehicle's suspension is able to cope. I 
realise that this response is quite counter- intuitive, but as any advanced driver 
knows, better and safer driving is at times counter-intuitive. I hold an IAM 
advanced driving pass as well as a Silver pass from RoADAR (RoSpa 
Advanced Drivers and Riders Association). 

Thank you for 
your 
comments 
See note 2 
above 

What a pointless waste of money this road is not known for accidents  
Having a national speed limit between Alveston and old down defines and 
separates the two villages.  Talking about increased signage a 40 limit needs 
repeater signs so there would be more.  There is already a cycle path and 
footpath to old down.   
This change is pointless 
The simplest solution is to move the 30 mph sign to where the 40 is and leave 
the national speed limit alone,  you have two less signs and only one change of 
limit 

See notes 5 
and 6 above 

Avon and Somerset Police 
I understand from the Statement of Reasons that “Concerns have been raised 
by the Local Councillor about the appropriateness of the speed limits on Strode 
Common between Strode Gardens and Pump Lane. At Pump Lane the speed 
limit is 40mph. This changes to derestricted (60mph) east of Pump Lane to 
West of Lime Grove, then changes back to 40mph on the edge of Alveston 
village before dropping to 30mph east of Strode Gardens. There are currently 3 
changes of speed limit on this road in less than two thirds of a mile. 
The local member has requested that the derestricted section be reduced to 
40mph, matching the speed limit in Old Down and the buffer zone speed limit 
be reduced to 30mph, matching the speed limit in the village. 
Speed monitoring recorded average speeds of 41mph on the derestricted 
section of Strode Common, which supports the introduction of a 40mph speed 
limit.“ 
 
I further understand that the purpose of the scheme is “to introduce a realistic 
speed limit for the road and encourage those travelling at above the current 
average speed to reduce their speed. It should also reduce the frequent 
changes in speed limit which can cause confusion and has resulted in excess 
signage. Reduced speeds should also make the route more attractive for 
walking cycling and horse riding.  
The scheme is not being promoted as a road safety scheme and in the last 5 
years there have been no recorded injury accidents here”, and that the 
proposed scheme is “to reduce the current derestricted speed limit on Strode 
Common to 40 mph and the current 40mph buffer zone to 30mph.” as shown 
on  
Drawing number T403-105-04 Rev A (attached). 
 
As previously discussed, we have a Force stance regarding the introduction of 
speed restrictions, which has been written to reflect the current speed 
environment.  I copy this below for your information.  
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“Speed limits are only one element of speed management and local speed 
limits should not be set in isolation. They should be part of a package with other 
measures to manage speeds, which include engineering, visible interventions 
and landscaping standards that respect the needs of all road users and raise 
the driver’s awareness of their environment, together with education, driver 
information, training and publicity. 
 
The police service has to ensure all resources are used effectively in 
responding to community priorities. 
Avon and Somerset Constabulary will support all appropriate speed limits, 
including 20mph roads, where; 
 
The limit looks and feels like the limit, giving visiting motorists who wish to 
conform that chance; 
the desired outcome has to be speeds at the limit chosen so as to achieve safe 
roads for other and vulnerable users, not high speeds and high enforcement; 
the limit is self-enforcing ( with reducing features) not requiring large scale 
enforcement; 
the limit is only introduced where mean speeds are already close to the limit to 
be imposed, (24mph in a 20mph limit) or with interventions that make the limit 
clear to visiting motorists; 
speeding problems identified in an area must have the engineering, site clarity 
and need re-assessed, not simply a call for more enforcement. 
 
Enforcement will be considered in all clearly posted limits, given other priorities, 
and this will be by: 
 
Targeted enforcement where there is deliberate offending and the limits are 
clear; 
 
Where limits are not clear ( that is they don’t feel like or look like the limit or are 
on inappropriate roads), they will not be routinely enforced, only targeted where 
there is intelligence of obvious deliberate disregard which may result in 
increased threat, harm or risk to other road users. 
 
Deliberate high harm offenders will always be targeted and prosecuted 
whereas enforcement against drivers who simply misread the road may not be 
appropriate. 
 
None of the above should in anyway leave the impression that we will not 
enforce the law, As with all speed limits, and other enforcement work, we will 
use evidence to ensure that our resources are allocated in the most appropriate 
way using appropriate tactics. Enforcement of limits that do not comply with the 
above representations could lead to mistaken offending and could risk the loss 
of public support. 
 
Enforcement cannot and must not take the place of proper engineering and or 
clear signing 

 


