
Nigel Riglar,  

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 

 
Feedback Report 

A38 North of Falfield  
Proposed 40mph Speed Limit  

 
Purpose of Report 
 
The purpose of this report is to feedback the results of the recent consultation on proposals 
to introduce a 40mph speed limit on the A38 between Falfield and Stone. 
 
Background 
 
A report summarising a Review of Speed Limits on A and B roads in South Glos in 2010 
recommended changes to the speed limit on a number of roads including this section of the 
A38.  Recent speed monitoring recorded average speeds of 42.4mph, which supports the 
introduction of a 40mph speed limit. 
 
Funding has been secured for this scheme in the 2018-19 Capital Programme. 
 
The purpose of the scheme is to introduce a realistic speed limit for the A38 between Falfield 
and Stone. 
 
 
Proposed Scheme 
 
The proposed scheme is to reduce the speed limit from the national speed limit (60 mph) to 
40 mph on the A38 Bristol Road between the existing 40mph speed limits at Stone and 
Falfield, a distance of less than 1km.  It would result in fewer changes in speed limit along 
the A38. 
 
 
Drawing Reference 
 
Drawing number T412-210-01 shows the existing and proposed 40mph speed limit. 
 
 
Consultation 
 
Public consultation was undertaken between 21 January and 11 February 2019.  Letters 
advising of the consultation were delivered to properties in the vicinity of the proposed speed 
limit.  In addition A frame signs were erected on the A38.   
 
Details of the consultation were entered onto the Council’s consultation webpage.  E-mails 
advising of the consultation were sent to the local councillor, Parish Council emergency 
services and other statutory consultees. 
 
 
Feedback from the Consultation 
 
The drawing showing the proposals on the online consultation was viewed a total of 152 
times.  There were 78 individuals and organisations who completed the questionnaire.  
Overall respondents were opposed to the proposals with 25 in favour 52 against and 1 don’t 
know. 
 
When looking purely at the results from those with relatively local addresses (GL12 and 
GL13 post codes) opinions were more evenly split with 14 in favour and 14 against. 
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The local councillor Cllr John O’Neill said:- 
 
I am still supportive of the scheme to reduce the speed here to 40mph, those who reside on 
this piece of road have great difficulty in exiting their driveways at the current speed limit. 
Looking to the future the JSP and the Stroud Local Plan will see a large increase of use on 
the A38 where we are likely to see peak time figures for most of the day. 
Lindon Homes will be submitting a reserved matters planning application by the end of 
February for an 85 home development and the 100 car park and share at Henage Farm, 
Moorslade Lane, this factor alone is sufficient to reduce the speed to 40mph to allow safe 
access and egress to these facilities. 
I understand the frustrations of drivers also heading north who are being trapped at the 
A38/B4509 traffic lights where use has increased greatly with commuters accessing the M5 
and I have submitted a priority investigation scheme for the transport services to assess this 
junction. 
I would also point out that driving north on the A38 when transiting through the villages 
speeds are reduced from the national speed limit to 40mph, this would also give a consistent 
speed limit throughout the village of Falfield. 
. 
At a Falfield Parish Council meeting on 19 February the Parish Council overwhelming 
endorsed their support for the proposals.   
 
 
The responses to the individual questions are summarised below:- 
 
Do you support the scheme as a whole? 
Yes   25 (32%) 
No    52 (67%) 
Don’t Know  1 (1%) 
 
Do you think the proposed 40mph speed limit 
Is about right   20 (26%) 
Should be higher  18 (23%) 
Should be lower  1 (1%) 
Shouldn’t be changed at all  39 (50%) 
 
 
Looking purely at responses from post codes GL12 and GL13 (ie local to the proposed 
speed limit):- 
 
Do you support the scheme as a whole? 
Yes   14 (50%) 
No    14 (50%) 
Don’t Know  0  
 
Do you think the proposed 40mph speed limit 
Is about right   12 (43%) 
Should be higher  3 (11%) 
Should be lower  0 
Shouldn’t be changed at all  13 (46%) 
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Who responded? (Note respondents were allowed to select all that applied) 
 

 
 
 
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 residents and road users about the 
proposed speed limit and to ensure that their comments and concerns are considered at an 
early stage. 
 
In view of the continued support from the Local Councillor and Parish Council, the speed 
readings which support a 40mph speed limit and the future development of new housing and 
a park and share site on the northern edge of Falfield, it is proposed to progress the 
proposed 40mph speed limit to the public advertisement stage.  There will be an opportunity 
at the public advertisement stage to formally support or object to the proposals. 
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Additional Information and Council Response 
 

1. When analysing vehicle speeds we look at mean speeds over a 24 hour/7 day period.  
Data was collected at a point approximately 230 metres north of the existing speed 
limit terminal signs at the north end of Falfield.  The grey radar detection box used is 
so small that it is unlikely to be noticed let alone influence driver speeds.   

2. The scheme is not a casualty reduction scheme.  It has come about purely as a result 
of the DfT requirement to review speed limits on A and B roads.  The speed readings 
taken do support a 40mph speed limit.  The distance between the 40mph speed limit 
at Stone and the 40mph speed limit at Falfield s relatively short at 940 metres long 
and it makes sense to remove this short change in speed limit.  Locals have raised 
concerns about the difficult egressing from their accesses due to the speed of some 
vehicles.   

3. New developments are proposed at the north end of Falfield including 85 new houses 
and a 100 space park and share site.  This will make that part of the road feel more 
urban than it is at the moment 

4. Capacity improvements at the A38/B4509 junction and the M5/B4509 junction, 
changing lane arrangements, providing turning lanes, changing the speed limits on 
other roads providing improved cycling facilities, providing new pedestrian crossings 
or carrying out resurfacing work are beyond the scope of this scheme. 

5. Fewer changes in speed limit should reduce acceleration and braking and result in 
vehicles travelling at a more constant speed.  This would reduce rather than increase 
air pollution. 

6. We are not proposing to install traffic calming or restrict overtaking. 
7. Although 85th percentile speeds were once used to help determine speed limits, 

current guidance is to use mean speeds. 
8. The poor condition of the surface of the cycle lane has been reported to the 

Streetcare Helpdesk.  To report a dangerous pot hole or poor road surface directly, 
you can email streetcare@southglos.gov.uk. 

 
 
Questionnaire responses 
 

Comments received at Consultation 
(Note comments have been reproduced as submitted so include 

all spelling and grammatical errors uncorrected) 

Officer’s response 

Being both a cyclist and car driver along this length i object to the 
proposal. 
The limit is suitable for a largely rural and we'll aligned single 
carigeway road. Cycle lanes are already available. 
 
The average limit (I assume mean or median) already exceeds the 
proposed new limit. This stretch of road can get congested during 
day time so it is no surprise that the average limit is less than 50 mph 
when trucks and vans are already limited to this and thus the limit is 
self enforcing. At off peak and night times 40 is excessively slow. 
What was the average speed during these free flow periods? 
 
What is the need for the new limit? No case highlighting specific 
dangers that this limit would address on this otherwise well 
constructed road have been made. 

See note 1, 2 and 3  
above 

The stretch of road works well at the national speed limit. I have 
never encountered a problem at this speed limit. Lowering it to 
40mph is unnecessary and a waste of tax payers money. 

See notes 2 and 3 
above 

There is quite often traffic queuing towards Falfield in the proposed 
speed reduction area and this scheme will help to reduce the 
disparity of the speed between approaching and queueing cars. 
Another positive is the consistent speed for an extended stretch may 

Noted 
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lead to more people obeying the existing 40 mph zones either side of 
the proposal area. 
 

This is not a dangerous road, nor have there been any accidents on 
this stretch to back up that it is a dangerous road. The road is very 
wide and visibility is good. If the declaration into the 40 zone is an 
issue then narrow the road at the 40 sign in both directions using 
road furniture, this can also allow separation between the cycle lane 
and road further increasing safety for cyclists on this stretch. 

See notes 2 and 3 
above 

60mph is fine on that stretch of road. The average is lower than that 
because in the morning the traffic is queuing at very slow speeds. 
The traffic flow through the A38/B4059 junction at peak times needs 
to be addressed. All the new houses are placing massive pressure 
on this stretch of road due to the poor motorway junction structure. It 
can frequently take 7mins to get from Stone into Falfield viilage. 

See notes 2, 3 and 4 
above 

A pointless waste of time and effort which will achieve nothing, I have 
NEVER seen an accident on the stretch of road proposed to be made 
40mph. What does need resolving are the traffic queues at peak 
times to go off and on the Falfield M5 motorway junction 14. These 
queues back up to the traffic lights on the A38, causing delay and 
disruption to travellers on the A38! 

See notes 2, 3 and 4 
above 

Reduction to a speed limit consistent with that in place in Stone will 
hopefully help to reduce the speed of vehicles entering the village. 

Noted 

"The entire proposal is completely unnecessary. Firstly the only 
evidential basis for the proposal is the recording of a 42mph average 
speed on the road. This report is not only seemingly unavailable to 
the public but also outdated with the report being published almost a 
decade ago. From my more recent experience of the road, I and the 
over drivers I share the road with 
 
Secondly, the road with its current speed limit has only seen one 
accident described as ""serious"" in the past 10 years. This shows 
that there are no reasons on the grounds of road safety for a lowering 
of the speed limit. There have, in fact, been more serious accidents 
between Falfield and Whitfield in the same time span but under a 
lower speed limit. 
 
A reason given for the lowering of the speed limit is so there are 
""fewer changes in speed limit along the A38"". I wholeheartedly 
disagree that the consistency of a speed limit should be taken into 
account when determining the speed limit of a stretch of road. The 
Setting of Local Speed Limits 01/2013 document on gov.uk sets out 
in Table 2 where certain speed limits should apply in rural areas. The 
criteria for a 60mph speed limit is ""recommended for most high 
quality strategic A and B roads with few bends, junctions or 
accesses."" As is evident from the proposal map, this road features 
few bends, junctions or accesses. On the other hand, the 
recommendations for setting a 40mph speed limit are ""many bends, 
junctions or accesses, substantial development, a strong 
environmental or landscape reason, or where there are considerable 
numbers of vulnerable road users."" I do not believe that the stretch 
of road in the proposal features any of these recommendations, fitting 
the guidance for 60mph instead. I do acknowledge paragraph 125 of 
the aforementioned document states ""the final choice of appropriate 
speed limit for individual sections might need to be adjusted to 
provide consistency over the route as a whole"", however this is not 
an essential requirement when determining a speed limit. 
 

See notes 2 and 3 
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In conclusion, I disagree with proposal on the basis of the three 
reasons given above; outdated and seemingly publicly-unavailable 
research; no road safety concerns that would constitute a lowering of 
the speed limit and the government recommendations that set out 
how speed limits should be set." 

It does not seem unreasonable to attempt to reduce the number of 
speed limit changes along this road. I think 40 mph is too low, and 50 
mph would be more suitable. I would not be surprised if some road 
users did not adhere to a 40 mph limit. 
 
A more pressing concern for the council should be the traffic 
congestion at Falfield in the mornings on weekdays as people try to 
get on to the M5. There are often queues going most of the way back 
up to Stone. Can the council consider ways to help the traffic flow 
more freely and reduce congestion? 
 

See notes 2, 3 and 4 
above 

Instead of slowing road users as proposed the traffic authorities 
should ease road use by adding a hatched yellow box to the junction. 
If southbound traffic were not held up when the lights are green by 
northbound traffic turning right and blocking the junction, existing 
average speeds would be higher than claimed in this scheme. 
 

See note 3 and 4 above 

The money would be better spent on sorting out Juntion 14/ A38, 
such as switching the traffic lights off permently as the traffic flows 
better when there switched off. 
 

See note 4 above 

I believe the data to collect the 42.4mph average is flawed. The 
sensors were placed to close to the existing speed limits zone, 
therefore vehicles speeds would not higher are they were either 
accelerating out of the 40mph zone or deaccelerating to enter the 
40mph zone. 
 
The "Statement of Reasons" does not provide a good reason for 
reducing this speed limit. What is the reason for reducing the speed 
limit the fact that "it result in fewer changes in speed limit along the 
A38." is not a reason, that it outcome. 
 
I use this section of road daily and as far as I'm aware, there are no 
major issues with this section of road. I've not seen any accidents are 
the bust times, the speed limits are respected in the round. I cannot 
see a clear benefit of making this a 40mph zone. 
 
There are other areas of the South Glos road network that would 
benefit from this capital funding before investing here. For instance, 
very locally to this scheme, resurfacing the B4509 bridge over the M5 
to remove large potholes that regular appear would stop vehicles 
swerving to avoid them. Where is the Cost Benefit Analysis for this 
and other proposals/deserving needs. What is the ALARP (as low as 
reasonably practicable) argument for this change against other 
proposals/deserving needs? 
 
I cannot support this scheme as there is a lack of evidence being 
presented for a change and there is clearly other areas of the road 
network that are more deserving. This is not the best use of this 
funding. 
 

See notes 2 and 3 
above 

"I'm seeing nothing other than a potential misuse of public monies 
here. 

See notes 2 and 3 
above 
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The only rational reason for reducing the speed limit would be 
because of concerns about safety but no such case is made. 
Measurement of average traffic speed may well be misleading as the 
road frequently carries farm traffic causing an artificial slowing effect. 
The installation of speed measurement devices also tends to affect 
driving behaviour so you end up recording data which should rightly 
have a high degree of uncertainty attached. The speed figures 
quoted certainly bear no relationship to my experience of (regularly) 
driving on this road over the last 22 years. 
I think that things should be left as they are." 

The current speed limit is more than adequate at 60mph 
 
Lowering the limit will cause traffic to slow down then speed back up 
after the limit causing uneccessary pollution 
 
Any traffic calming measures implemented will cause unecessary 
noise for local residents including speeding back up and slowing 
down before and after the proposed limit 
 

See notes 5 and 6 
above 

Lower speed limits increase congestion and pollution. It also puts 
more strain on the vehicles engine and gearbox leading to abnormal 
wear and again increasing pollution. Best option would be to remove 
the existing 40mph limits. 

See note 5 above 

Although I am not a regular user of the relevant stretch of the A38, as 
a casual I am aware of the periodic speed limit adjustments so the 
proposed change will bring sensible uniformity along the A38. 

Noted 

"The average speed might be 42.2, but that's a good indication of 
what normal driver behaviour is, I'm why would you use normal driver 
behaviour as the point at which prohibition kicks in, as that's there to 
single out exceptional driver behaviour, what is the 85th percentile 
speed? 
 
I think if the speed limit was lowered to 50mph that wouldn't be too 
bad mainly I think a drop to 40mph would be a mistake drivers 
leaving both villages are still likely to speed up when leaving them 
then traffic entering Falfield Southbound and entering Stone 
northbound will not be subject to a drop in speed limit where the 
character of the road changes, something which I think you will 
understand is important." 

See note 7 above 

If the average speed is 42.2 mph why lower the speed limit to 40 mph 
Can't the speed limit be reduced from 60 to 50 mph . All seems to be 
a waste of money, surely the money could be better spent elsewhere 
on road safety 

See notes 2 and 3 
above. 

Reductions in speed limits in general are getting out of hand. They 
cause frustration, are often quite unnecessary and can actually 
contribute to an increase in bad driving or accidents. This policy 
needs to be reviewed by properly qualified experts in road safety. 

See notes 2 and 3 
above 

I am supportive of this speed reduction scheme that will allow 
residents on this stretch of the A38 to access and egress their 
driveways more safely. This scheme will also allow safer access to 
the 85 home development and park and share facility that will be 
located close to this scheme. 

Noted 

I think the current speed limit works fine. travelling southbound it 
often slows down when there are issues with the motorway junction. 
Never had to break quickly for anyone turning into any of the houses 
on that stretch. Seems an odd thing to do when it's worked well for 
years. 

See notes 2 and 3 
above 

The average speed limit measure seems to only reflect the feast and See note 1 above 
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famine that is the rush hour period. In the evening and over night 
which is the majority of the time, this will slow journey times. 
 

"The A38 has become a really slow road already and the council 
plans to slow it down further. The reason given doesn't include any 
safety issues, just that it wants to rationalise things! The fact that the 
average speed was given as being in the region of 42 mph might be 
because of the motorway junction's traffic lights being switched off 
during peak times, causing tailbacks through the area where the 
speed limit change is proposed. 
I'm not sure what advantage there would be to implementing this at 
all so we need more information as to why the council thinks it is 
worthwhile and what would be the benefit of it." 

See notes 2 and 3 
above 

The section of road in question is a single carriageway trunk road 
which has been improved over the decades. There is NO NEED 
WHATSOEVER for the speed limit to be artificially lowered from the 
National Speed Limit on this section. South Gloucestershire Council 
lately seem to be implementing speed limits quite unnecessarily and 
randomly, where no valid reason, for example, on safety grounds can 
be found. No matter what the authorities do, the private motor car is 
here to stay. Like it or lump it! 

See notes 2 and 3 
above 

Entering the A38 can be difficult either due to the volume of traffic 
coming from either direction or due to the speed at which traffic can 
catch up with you while you are accelerating away. 

Noted 

The proposal is a total over-reaction and not necessary. There is no 
evidence of speed related accidents. The proposal would lead to 
traffic 'bunching' increasing frustration and the accident risk. 

See note 5 above 

"The problem with that stretch of A38 is the traffic lights and the 
increased traffic using the Falfield motorway junction from the new 
housing developments in Thornbury. 
The traffic lights and road layout on the A38 getting onto the 
motorway including the motorway junction needs looking at, I would 
suggest widening the road from the falfield traffic lights to the 
motorway traffic lights allowing north bound traffic to have a sperate 
lane to free up a lot of the congestion." 

See note 4 above 

As a regular driver up and down this stretch, and someone who grew 
up in one of the villages mentioned, I wholeheartedly agree with the 
proposal. With increasing levels of road users along the stretch, there 
needs to be consistency - particularly useful for those not as familiar 
with (or aware of) the various limits 

Noted 

"It is not necessary to reduce the limit as the traffic control at the 
Falfield lights and M5 junction 14 are totally inadequate for the 
amount of traffic using this junction. 
This results in many morning commutes involving near stationary 
queues from the centre of Stone down to Falfield. 
The consultation would be better focusing on resequencing / 
remodelling the traffic lights and the motorway junction." 

See note 4 above 

I don't see the point of wasting money on altering the speed limit here 
where speed isn't an issue. I understand from discussions with our 
parish council that changing a speed limit costs several tens of 
thousands of pounds. If speed limits had to be changed I would much 
rather the effort went into reducing the speed limit in narrow lanes - 
our lane (Ryalls Lane in Cambridge) has a 60mph limit (it connects to 
the A38 which is 40mph), yet it is a single track lane with frequent 90 
degree blind bends, houses scattered along the length of it with 
cyclists, walkers and horse riders. Government guidelines indicate 
that the limit in the lane should be 30 but changing ti, I was told, 
would cost too much and since there had been no accidents there 

See note 4 above 
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was no reason to change it (ironically at around about the same time 
one of our aged neighbours was knocked from her bicycle and put in 
hospital). 

As far as I am aware there have been next to no accidents on this 
stretch. Surely the money it would cost to implement this change 
would be better spent elsewhere. If it works as it is, why change it? 

See notes 2 and 3 
above 

I travel through the area at approx 06:30 and 15:50at those times the 
road is generally quiet. So imposing a lower speed limit will be 
frustrating. 

See notes 1, 2, 3 and 7 
above 

It is one of the few places on the A38 where is is possible to overtake 
any of the numerous agricultural vehicle that use this road. 

See note 6 above 

The current speed limit allows for better traffic dispersion rather than 
all having to stick to limiting 40mph. I feel the changing speed limit 
(from 40 - 60) is also more engaging for drivers as you need to pay 
attention rather than just going at the same speed. Allows people to 
overtake road users which are going below the limit 30 in a 40 or 50 
zone. Rarely the traffic goes at a slower pace than 55-60, usually at 
peak times when there's queuing traffic for the motorway which can 
be clearly seen and speed adjusted according which is likely to skew 
the average speed limit on this stretch of road and makes it not a true 
reflection. 

See notes 2 and 3 
above 

"I am a Chartered Civil Engineer and I agree that the speed limit 
should be lowered to 40mph. However, the scheme does not go far 
enough in my opinion. Going north, the road is on a left hand curve 
and, to gain access to Arlington House, the Old Police House, the 
properties on Green Fam and Mars Manor, vehicles have to move 
closer to the centre of the road. Whilst the carriageway is fairly wide, 
the introduction of cycle lanes a number of years ago has effectively 
reduced the width of the road for vehicles. The current markings 
guide drivers nearer to the road centre line compared to a simple 
two-way carriageway without cycle lanes. As a result, due to the 
'narrowed' carriageway and the curvature of the road, drivers of 
vehicles in a line of traffic are poorly sighted of any vehicle slowing 
down to turn right or indeed, a stationary right-turning vehicle. 
Turning right into the above mentioned properties is therefore now 
extremely hazardous. 
There have been a number of incidents involving right-turning 
vehicles in recent years (see attached photo of a neighbour's 
accident). My small car was also nearly hit by a HGV 'full-on' from the 
rear one night. The lorry, swerving to avoid me, missed my car by 
millimetres and the lorry driver then almost lost total control, as the 
HGV swung from side to side, almost tipping over. 
I therefore contend that 'right-turning box' road markings should be 
provided in the vicinity of the properties listed, whilst still retaining the 
cycle lanes. This is an ESSENTIAL additional element of the 
proposed scheme. 
In summary, it's not only about slowing the traffic down, it's also 
necessary to provide safer road markings for residents living 
alongside the road and for road users in general." 

See note 4 above 

"This is a waste of resources.The Statement of Reasons summary is 
that the average speed of traffic already is at about 40mph, (the 
proposed limit anyway) and that it reduces the number of changes of 
speed limit along the A38. Distilled, this means there's a proposal to 
reduce the limit to match the traffic speed. 
Preserving fluctuations of speed limit, causes road users' particular 
attention / concentration to be drawn to lower limits (e.g. 40 and 30) 
at sections of A38 where it's appropriate for <road safety reasons> 
Furthermore, when this section of A38 is relatively clear of traffic, 

See notes 2 and 3 
above 
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there will be bound to be road users that will exceed the 'new' 40mph 
limit. Thus, perversely, this scheme will have a tendency to 
encourage law-breaking. 
Overall, resource is being spent to change something that doesn't 
need changing for any substantial reason, and which is also likely to 
have unintended, undesirable consequences." 

There would appear to be no need to alter the speed limit in any way 
it is not an accident black spot. It would appear to be funds wasted 
which could actually be better invested in road surface improvements 
which are more likely to cause damage or accidents. The investment 
in better street lights for example through the village of Newport by 
the old Motel. 
 

See notes 2, 3 and 4 
above 

Having used this section of road at least twice a day weekdays and 
often at the weekends for almost 10 years now, I have never deemed 
this section of road dangerous, or felt that the speed limit needed to 
be reduced. This section of road is relatively wide and visibility is 
good. During busy periods or when farm vehicles use the road, the 
speed of vehicles travelling along this stretch is reduced anyway - as 
found by the speed survey conducted. Furthermore, given that the 
speed survey concluded that the average speed travelled along this 
road was only 42mph, it seems like a complete and utter waste of 
public money to reduce the speed limit by what would effectively be 
2mph. Spending this money fixing the increasing number of potholes 
across the region, which make roads dangerous even at reduced 
speeds, would be far better. 
 

See notes 2 and 3 
above 

Thank you for taking the time to continually review and evaluate 
speed limits in South Gloucestershire. I support this scheme and any 
reduction in vehicle speed has to be a benifit. 
 

Noted 

The basis for the change seems to be that the average speed is only 
just over 40MPH and that it will avoid a change in speed limits. 
I would challenge the average speed data - is there a breakdown by 
time of day? 
My experience is that outside of rush-hour in the morning the 
average speed is more like 50MPH. The road is suitable for higher 
speeds and there is no evidence given of accidents. 
I believe this is an unnecessary change and money would be better 
spent elsewhere. 
 
When busy southbound in the morning there is no need to change 
the limit as speed is restricted by traffic flow. 
 

See note 1 above 

The speed limit as it is has been in place for many years with to my 
knowledge without major issue. If I am correct in this assumption, I 
can see no reason to drop the limit to 40mph. If there is a limit 
introduction then 50 mph would seem more appropriate as this would 
fit the limits currently in place for the majority of the A38. 
 

See notes 2 and 3 
above 

If it is for the reason of making fewer changes in speed then increase 
the limit to the national single caridgeway limit for the whole amount 
and liaise with Gloucestershire highways to do the same.All you ever 
do is reduce limits for no reason.The road is safe to take a national 
limit so make it one. 
 

See notes 2 and 3 
above 

Why waste money lowering a speed limit when the average speed is 
only 2mph higher. It seems you have more money than you know 

See notes 2 and 3 
above 
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what to with. How about resurfacing a few roads instead. 
 
 

I view this as expenditure for no worthwhile change. It may be nice to 
do but surely the budget could be spent in a more worthwhile way . 
As an example pothole repair or school budget. 

See notes 2, 3 and 4 
above 

Since the statement does not provide any of the compelling reasons 
for a reduction in speed limit that have been given for past schemes 
such as major accidents and fatalities, it would appear that the 
Council has some underlying reason for this proposal. The average 
speed recorded being not far above the proposed limit adds weight to 
this speculation. One obvious reason for reducing the speed limit 
would be to allow the building of new roads off the A38 for new 
housing estates. 
 
In my experience, the traffic along the A38 observes the changes in 
speed limit going into and out of settlements.This stretch of the A38 
is regularly used by farm machinery and other slow-moving traffic so 
the higher speed limit allows other roadusers to pass. 
 

See notes 2 and 3 
above 

Setting a limit below the avg traffic flow speed means the limit is 
inappropriate and will simply increase non compliance and damage 
respect for speed limits and their enforcement. 
It will also reduce the impact of the lower limits for both Falfield and 
Stone. 
 

See note 5 above 

I am not sure the cost benefit of the scheme is proven. As a regular 
user on the A38 it appears to have no justification or offer any clear 
benefit other than creating a longer section under a 40mph maximum 
limit and paying a contractor for the privilege. This area is regularly 
congested due to the "part time" lights at Jnc 14 that are generally 
ineffective and switched off at peak hours in the morning. In the 
evening their is additional congestion when they are switched on or 
during serious M5 closures. The result is the A38 can run quite slow 
anyway. At quiet times it's free flowing, therefore the area naturally 
regulates itself and the national limit is a maximum so many users 
will drive at lower speeds at times. The proposal does not mention a 
record of collisions which tends to drive the biggest savings and 
benefits. Often farm vehicles join from the villages either side of 
these 40 mph sections from South Glos and Glos and the 60 mph 
hasn't caused any major problems. My assertion is that there is no 
reason to change the limit, it is currently safe and the benefits are 
negligible as it will cost money with no return. A speed limit should 
not be set for no clear reason, if it is, it runs the risk of not being 
followed by road users at times requiring additional costs in 
enforcement, signage, etc when all along it's not sufficiently justified. 
I don't believe the Risk of not adopting this scheme and staying as 
we are has been articulated. It's iimpact in cost, has not been 
expressed and the cost of the mitigating ie managing the Risk. If it 
was and was less than the Risk then perhaps it is justified. 
 

See notes 2 and 3 
above 

Many cyclists (including school children) commute this road to get to 
the North Bristol Fringe areas of employment and schools. Please 
make it as safe as possible for them to ride on it. If you can improve it 
by added good quality, wide, cyclepaths, this would be appreciated. 
Look to the Gold Standard Cyclepaths, such as the ones on the 
Stoke Gifford Bypass - these are excellent and nice and wide. If the 
A38 and surrounding areas had ones as good quality as this, you 

See note 4 above 
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would get a lot more people cycling to work and school, who would 
swap across from driving. 

 

As a resident of Stone and a daily user of tge A38 the proposed 
speed limit of 40 mph is too slow and will lead to drivers ignoring and 
exceeding it along the proposed length of the A38. The stretch of 
road is not straight but nor does it have tight bends along its route. 
The Government website indicates that a single carriageway road 
should have limit of 50mph (40mph for HGVs) and I suggest we 
follow this rule as it is consistent with national speed limits so drivers 
who do not live locally are not caught out by an unusually slow limit. 
A 50mph limit for cars between Falfield and Stone is the best 
solution, a 40mph sign for HGVs would be good but probably 
unaffordable. 
 

See notes 2 and 3 
above 

The A38 north of Falfield to the motorway at junction 14 is very 
congested in the morning rush time. The traffic frequently reaches 
standstill during the peak. As the average speed limit is 42mph I 
believe other traffic is travelling faster than 60mph. The proposed 
limit of 40mph will need to be monitored until folk are used to it. 
As I walk to deliver some of the village magazines it is difficult to 
cross the road and sometimes downright dangerous at the moment. 
A reduction in the speed limit is very welcome. 
 

Noted 

The present speed allows for reduced transit times when traffic 
congestion does not already slow drivers down. When traffic lights 
were added to exit 14 of the M5 they have to be turned off in the 
morning to clean up the traffic jams it caused. Now, late at night with 
no traffic at the exit I have to wait for the green light if it is red when I 
arrive. Let's not "fix" something that I believe is working fine. Most of 
the accidents I have witnessed on this section of the A38 has been in 
the present 40mph zone. 

 

See notes 2 and 3 
above 

Whilst being an avid cyclist and in the summer months regularly cycle 
between Dursley and Bristol for commuting purposes this stretch of 
road has not concerned me with regards to my safety. This stretch of 
road is adequately wide enough for all road users as it incorporates 
cycle lanes to both sides as well as the road lanes being spacious, 
even for HGV use. The issue I have with this stretch of road is the 
condition of the cycle lane. heading north the road surface is rippled, 
causing discomfort for cycling on and heading north there are large 
sunken drains/man hole access which must be avoided to prevent 
injury and/or damage to my bicycle. 
 

See note 4 and 8 above 

1 The reduction in speed will make the road more acceptable for 
walkers and cyclists alike. 
2 The cycle lane could be greatly improved if it were continuous 
between Stone and Falfield 
3 The quality of the road surface in the cycle lane is dreadful in parts, 
the day t was laid some years ago, it was warm and the cars driving 
over the shifted lanes picked up the tarmac on their tyres leaving 
great holes in the cycles lane. I feel that because cars are not 
impacted then it has not been felt necessary to resolve the issue. 
 

See note 4 and 8 above 

I don't see how reducing the speed along this stretch of road is going 
to help anything.The traffic lights by the motorway junction, and the 
motorway junction itself is the problem. Traffic is backing up all the 
way to Stone in the mornings, so at morning rush hour the speed limit 

See note 4 above 
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is irrelevant. The junction and traffic lights before it need to be 
rethought to allow the traffic coming from A38 North and turning left 
towards the motorway junction can flow more easily. We have to stop 
multiple times to avoid yellow hatched areas and let people onto the 
road from the Southbound carriageway and then also to allow people 
to cross in front of us to head North on the M5. And then for us to get 
onto the Southbound slip road we have to wait even longer for the 
traffic coming from Tortworth direction to be kind and stop to allow us 
out onto the slip road because that traffic flows unhindered. It's 
ridiculous most mornings. 
 

As both a cyclist and car driver that uses this road everyday, I don't 
feel that there is any need to reduce the speed limit in this area. I 
have never felt endangered as I cyclist along this piece of road on my 
bike, with the exception of the fact that there is a cycle lane which 
seems to suggest to some drivers that they can close-pass because 
I'm in my lane and they are in theirs. 
This is an open, wide piece of road that has no reason to be a 40 
limit. I have been using this section of road daily for over 11 years 
and have never seen anything that would persuade me that the limit 
need to be reduced. 
The 'available funding' would be far better spent improving the road 
surfaces and filling pot holes. This section of road was 'surface 
dressed' a couple of years ago and the surface is like riding on a 
wash-board in the cycle lane! 
 

See notes 2, 3, 4 and 8 
above 

There is no justification for lowering the speed limit 
Simply stating current average speed of 42mph vs current speed limit 
of 60mph does not mean the limit should be lowered 
This is not wise use of money and there is no requirement for it - drop 
it and use the money on more appropriate things (or lower our 
council tax) 
 

See notes 2 and 3 
above 

I disagreed with the proposed new Speed limit, as I don't feel it is 
justified along the entire stretch of road. 
I travel this route daily on my commute to work, and feel a more 
pressing issue is the recent build up of traffic, often queuing for over 
a mile up to the lights at the junction to the M5. 
 
In addition I feel any funds allocated to this would be better spent 
proving a crossing for the school children who catch the bus 
(opposite to Stone Garage) They are often stood in the middle of the 
road, while waiting for a break in the traffic to cross. 
A crossing here would then result in a reduced speed both prior and 
after the bus stop. 
 

See notes 2, 3 and 4 
above 

Open road with good vision in a non residential area on route to the 
motorway 
 

See notes 2 and 3 
above 

The proposal will slow traffic speeds, the current average is 40, 
making the max 40 will reduce the average speed. How many 
accidents will it prevent? The traffic lights at J14 are only active when 
they are not required, is this another change for changes sake? 
 

See notes 2 and 3 
above 

The analysis conducted (average speed) does not take into account 
multiple factors such as queuing traffic and slow to accelerate traffic 
(lorries from the m5 junction) at peak times and there the results are 
skewed. There are limited numbers of pedestrians or non motorists 

See notes 2, 3 and 5 
above 
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that use this area and therefore there is limited additional protection 
for those provided by a reduction of the speed limit. The decrease in 
speed limit, on a clear open road, is likely to just cause frustration 
and to increase journey times with little to no benefit. Of more benefit 
would be to save this funding for alternative projects, such as 
investigating an additional junction for the M5 at Dursley, to reduce 
traffic on the a38. 
 

I usually drive along this section on my commute to/from work; and at 
other times whenever heading south on the M5. I do also use this 
section when cycling to/from work (though that's only about once per 
week as it's a 43-mile round-trip). 
 
40mph on a section that is otherwise relatively free of hazards will be 
frustrating for drivers - perhaps 50mph will be more acceptable. 
 
I think more effort should be put into introducing a new motorway 
junction to serve Cam, Dursley and Berkeley, and should be situated 
somewhere like Taits Hill on the way into Dursley. I'm sure this will 
greatly reduce the number of vehicles needing to travel along the 
section of A38 in the proposal, and will help alleviate the congestion 
at J14 in the mornings, which often backs up to Stone on the A38. 
 
Finally, it would be much appreciated if someone could actually 
properly surface the 'cycle lane' on this section of the A38, as it is in a 
very poor state of repair. 
 

See note 5 above 

"Recent speed monitoring recorded average speeds of 42.4mph, 
which supports the introduction of a 40mph speed limit" 
 
Why does the above statement support the introduction of a 40mph 
limit? I use this stretch of road outside of peak hours, and the 
average speed is certainly more than 42.4mph at these times; this 
facilitates people getting where they need to go in a timely manner, 
allowing safe overtaking of slow moving vehicles etc. especially going 
up the hill (north). I also know that traffic regularly backs up along this 
stretch of road at peak times; This will result in the average speed 
being artificially skewed toward lower numbers. Also, people will 
gradually speed up and slow down when leaving/approaching the 
40mph limits at each end of the road in question, which will again 
reduce the average speed, but that does not mean that the peak 
speed of 60mph is not safely attained. 
 
If statements such as this are going to be included in an argument, 
you must include some indication of standard deviation from the 
mean and preferably the report detailing time of day, the position of 
the monitoring equipment, the quantity of cars using the road per 
hour at the time, the direction of monitoring etc.. Just quoting a single 
average number as evidence of typical use is, at best, an over-
simplification, at worst it is fraudulent. If you are not prepared to 
include the average speed report, then the average speed should not 
be included. 
 
"Lies, damned lies, and statistics." - Benjamin Disraeli 
 

See notes 2 and 3 
above 

1. There is no justification for this change. If the average speed is 
42mph, there is no need to introduce a 40 mph limit as the road is 
clearly self regulating. 

See notes 2 and 3 
above 
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2. The justification is that it will "result in fewer changes in speed limit 
along the A38." This rationale could be applied to many roads in the 
authority's area, not least, the whole length of the A38 south of 
Falfield to Bristol. 
3. There is no safety justification in the proposal. 
4. Implementation of this proposal will consume funds that could be 
more profitably used elsewhere. 
 

There are no reported accident figures in the "reasons" for this 
section of road and I have never witnessed any accident on this 
section in the last 12 years of using this road on a daily basis. 
There are very few pedestrians using the footpaths along this section 
no reason for them to cross over the road. 
I have no idea how the "average speed" was recorded as I have 
never seen any evidence of any recording along the section. (is data 
available, when and time periods). 
As the "average speed" along this section is only very slightly above 
the proposed limits it seems a waste of money to carry out this 
consultation and the cost of changing and adding additional signage, 
Money which could be better spent maintaining the road surface and 
keeping the adjacent footpaths clear. 
This is a relatively straight, wide and open section of road where it is 
useful to be able to accelerate round slower moving vehicles such as 
farm traffic particularly during the summer. 
Slowing or stopping at the Falfeild end heading south is quite normal 
approaching the traffic lights so the argument of maintain a constant 
traffic speed is flawed.. 

 

See note 1, 2 and 3 
above 

If the average speed along the road is just over 42 mph why is it 
necessary to formally alter the limit? No safety reasons for the 
change have been given. 
 

See notes 2 and 3 
above 

The real problem you should be dealing with is the noisy HGV rolling 
throug falfield all night south bound towards thronbury or alternatively 
sort the traffic lights at the motor way junction 
There are bigger fish to fry. 
 

See note 4 above 

A speed reduction here is a good idea but it should not be limited to 
north of Falfield. The 40mph limit should be extended south of 
Falfield village up to and through Whitfield. There are more domestic 
driveways directly off the A38 south of Falfield and there are more 
reasons for pedestrians to be crossing the road south of Falfield e.g. 
to access Eastwood Garden Centre, Eastwood conference centre, 
Park Hotel, to access a number of isolated bus stops (a number of 
local children have to do this every day) and to access the B road to 
Thornbury. 
 

See note 4 above 

I think it should be 50mph. There are a relatively small amount of 
dwellings along this road and no main roads junctions along this 
stretch. 

See notes 2 and 3 
above 
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