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Thatcham 20mph Speed Limit  

Committee considering report: Individual Executive Member Decisions 

Date of Committee: 31 July 2026 

Portfolio Member: Councillor Stuart Gourley 

Report Author: Andy Alty 

Forward Plan Ref: ID4821 

1 Purpose of the Report 

1.1 The purpose of the report is to inform the Portfolio Holder for Environment and Highways 
of the responses received during the statutory consultation on the introduction of 20mph 
speed limits in Thatcham and to seek approval of officer recommendations.  

2 Recommendations   

2.1 It is recommended that the Portfolio Holder for Environment and Highways approves 
the following actions: 

(a) The 20mph proposal for Thatcham is not progressed. 

(b) Requests for individual speed limit changes to roads within Thatcham are 
encouraged and supported through the Local Ward members/Town Council. 

3 Implications and Impact Assessment 

Implication Commentary 

Financial: None resulting from the recommendations of this report.  
Should further 20mph requests be received this will be costed 
and included in future year’s Network Management capital 
programme. 

Human Resource: None.   

Legal: None resulting from the recommendations of this report. 

Risk Management: None.   
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Property: None.   

Policy: None.   
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Equalities Impact:     

A Are there any aspects 
of the proposed decision, 
including how it is 
delivered or accessed, 
that could impact on 
inequality? 

 x   

B Will the proposed 
decision have an impact 
upon the lives of people 
with protected 
characteristics, including 
employees and service 
users? 

 x   

Environmental Impact:  x   

Health Impact:  x   

ICT Impact:  x  None. 

Digital Services Impact:  x  None. 

Council Strategy 
Priorities: 

 x   

Core Business:  x   
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Data Impact:  x  None. 

Consultation and 
Engagement: 

Local stakeholders and road users were consulted on the 
proposed speed limit by way of the statutory advertisement of 
a Traffic Order, including newspaper and publication on the 
Council’s online Consultation and Engagement Hub, in 
October and November 2025. 

This report has been circulated to all affected ward members, 
the shadow portfolio holder and minority group leader. 

 

4 Executive Summary 

4.1 The purpose of this report is to inform the Portfolio Holder for Environment and 
Highways of the outcome of the statutory consultation on the proposed introduction of 
20mph speed limits on the majority of residential roads in Thatcham, and to seek 
approval of the recommended way forward. 

(a) The proposed 20mph scheme for Thatcham is not progressed. 

(b) A mechanism is developed through which Ward Members and Thatcham Town 
Council can support future requests for individual speed limit reductions on roads 
where there is clear local support and the relevant criteria are met. 

4.2 The consultation related to a proposal to reduce the speed limit from 30mph to 20mph 
on the majority of residential roads within Thatcham. Roads were selected using agreed 
criteria, excluding main distributor roads, strategic diversion routes, and roads that were 
not considered self-compliant for a 20mph limit. 

4.3 A total of 1,124 responses were received during the statutory consultation, comprising 
301 expressions of support, 772 objections, 49 neutral responses and 2 responses with 
no stated position. The objections have been analysed and the principal themes 
included concerns about cost, congestion, pollution, enforcement, the absence of 
supporting measures, and the view that a wider 20mph approach was not justified. 
Although the roads included in the proposal were assessed as suitable against the 
agreed criteria, the weight of public objection means it is recommended that the current 
proposal is not taken forward and that future road-specific requests are instead 
supported where there is clear local backing. 

5 Supporting Information 

Introduction 

5.1 One of the five priorities in the Council Strategy 2023-2027 is to 'build thriving 
communities with a strong local voice'. This priority commits to actions such as to work 
with local communities and partners to enhance our main towns and large villages. Part 
of this is to enable 20mph limits for residential streets where residents want them. 
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5.2 Speed limit changes are subject to a statutory consultation process. Where no 
objections are received, the speed limits are implemented and new signs are erected 
on-street, but where proposals attract statutory objections, these must be referred to 
the Executive Member for a decision as to how to proceed. 

5.3 A statutory consultation on a proposal to introduce lower speed limits on the majority of 
residential roads in Thatcham was held during October and November 2025. Plans of 
the proposed speed limit reduction are included in Appendix C. 

5.4 All existing roads in Thatcham were assessed for inclusion in this proposal using the 
following criteria as a way to select them.  

(a) If they were a main or local distributor road or part of a strategic network diversion 
route the road was not included. 

(b)  Roads that were not self-compliant in terms of supporting a 20mph speed limit 
were not included.  

(c) Existing 20mph zones and traffic calmed roads were included along with all estate 
roads especially as a large majority of them had been designed and constructed 
over the last 20 years to be 20mph compliant. 

5.5 The Council, as the Local Highway Authority, has powers under the Road Traffic 
Regulation Act 1984 to set the speed limits on the roads for which it is responsible. In 
order to be legally enforceable, speed limits require a legal Order to be made under 
Section 84 of the Act. The process of consulting on and making speed limit orders is set 
out in the Local Authorities’ Traffic Orders (Procedure) (England and Wales) 
Regulations 1996. The signing of speed limits is governed by the Traffic Signs 
Regulations and General Directions 2016, and a Local Highway Authority is not 
permitted to erect speed limit signs unless a legal Order is in force 

5.6 1,124 responses were received to the consultation, receiving 772 objections and this 
report summarises those objections and makes a recommendation to the Executive 
Member. These objections have been analysed, and common themes have been drawn 
from them with summary responses provided in the sections below. All individual 
consultation responses can be found in the excel sheet in Appendix B.  

Background and responses to common themes raised in the statutory consultation 

5.7 The 772 objections to this consultation have been analysed and eight common themes 
have been drawn out of the responses and comments have been made in response to 
each theme below.  

a) 209 objections mentioned concerns around the cost of the implementation. Within 
this theme some mentioned that the money should be spent on road repairs, 
increased waste collection and other service improvements.  
 
Officer comment:   Implementing the 20mph would have been funded through the 
Community Infrastructure Levy contributed from developments which cannot be 
used for maintenance activities. 
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b) 137 objections raised concerns that lowering the speed to 20mph will lead to an 
increase in congestion across the network and lead to delays in journey times. 
 
Officer comment: Research indicates that slower speeds encourage a smoother 
driving style with less stopping and starting which helps traffic to flow. Evidence 
from other 20mph areas shows that, over the longer term, slower speeds 
encourage more people to walk and cycle, easing congestion on the road. 
 

c) 115 objections raised concerns that lowering the speed limit to 20mph will lead to 
an increase in pollution.  
 
Officer comment: Studies have not proven either a positive or negative effect on 
the environment: driving at 20mph causes some emissions to rise slightly and 
some to fall. Reduced acceleration and braking may help to reduce fuel 
consumption and associated emissions. Some environmental benefit from the 
change in speed limit is expected from helping to unlock the potential for walking or 
cycling short distances instead of driving.  
 

d) 92 objections mentioned that a blanket 20mph is not required and that part time 
limits outside schools and 20mph speed limits around parks, hospitals, shops and 
residential streets would be sufficient. 
 
Officer comment: This is not a "blanket" restriction in the same way as was done in 
Wales, for example. All roads have been considered on their merits in line with an 
agreed criteria before being included in the proposal, with many of these streets 
being residential or including the trip generators mentioned in the objections.  
 

e) 64 objections highlighted that no collision analysis or speed survey data has been 
provided to support the need for implementation to improve road safety.  
 
Officer comment: It is accepted that the proposed 20mph limits would not lead to a 
demonstrable reduction in collisions. The reduction in limits is based on policy 
supported by the administration's wishes to see more 20mph limits, rather than an 
objective need to improve safety based on historic collision figures. 
 

f) 62 objections mentioned that the current 30mph limits are not enforced and the 
police have stated they will not carry out any additional enforcement of 20mph 
limits. 
 
Officer comment: The Police are supportive of improved road safety across West 
Berkshire and will continue to work with the Council to achieve this. It is recognised 
that speed management is an important element of this and the police will continue 
to enforce speed limits across the road network as appropriate.  The new 20mph 
limit will rely on a shift in driver behaviour which will take time to embed. The 
Council is working with the Police to raise awareness of the new speed limits 
through road safety education and prevention activities. 
 

g) 27 objections raised that no additional measures such as vehicle activated signs, 
speed cameras or speed humps are being implemented to support the proposed 
speed reductions.  

Page 7



 
Officer comment: Large 20mph signs mark the entrance and exit of a 20mph area 
where the speed limit changes. These signs are supplemented by smaller repeater 
signs or road markings with speed limit roundels. The signage requirements for 
enforceable 20mph speed limits are set out in the Traffic Signs Regulations and 
General Directions 2016. Monitoring will be undertaken and where regular non-
compliance with the speed limits is recorded, additional measures may be 
implemented where appropriate. It should also be noted that many of the roads 
proposed for a reduction to 20mph already have significant traffic calming in place. 
 

h) 26 objections mentioned that the council are implementing reduced speed limits so 
they can fine motorists to raise money.  
 
Officer comment: The Council will not profit financially from the introduction of 
20mph speed limits. Speeding fines are submitted to the UK Treasury and any 
20mph fines issued by the Police will be treated in exactly the same way. 
 

5.8 The following comments were also made, but these were all mentioned less than 25 
times in the objection responses.  

(a) Inconsistencies in speed limits make it difficult for drivers to know what the speeds 
are, especially as no neighbouring towns and villages are 20mph. 

Officer comment: 20mph limits are being considered across West Berkshire as 
part of a programme of work, there will be consistency when all areas within the 
council boundary have been looked at. This project aims to promote consistency, 
for example by reducing traffic calmed roads to 20mph. Most traffic calmed roads 
in Newbury are already 20mph (e.g. Eastfields, Westfields) but not in Thatcham 
(e.g. Henwick Lane, Northfield Road). 

(b) That the public do not want or support this and it is not part of any mandate. 

Officer comment: The proposal is in line with the adopted Council Strategy. 

(c) More effort should be made on improving pedestrian crossings and stopping 
people parking on the pavements. 

Officer comment: This is not within the scope of this project or consultation but has 
been noted by officers.  

(d) Would like Tull Way and Floral Way to also be included and reduced to 30mph. 

Officer comment: This would have to be deal with as a separate request. 

5.9 The 301 responses supporting this consultation have been analysed and they have 
been summarised in Appendix D. 
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Proposals 

5.10 In view of the above, and giving consideration to all responses, it is proposed that: 

(a) Although the roads selected for the proposed speed limit change are suitable, 
appropriate and meet the assessment criteria, the weight of public feeling means 
that it is recommended this proposal is not taken forward 

6 Supporting Information 

6.1 All consultation responses for all objections, notes of support, neutral positions and 
blank records can be found in the excel spreadsheet in Appendix D.  

6.2 All personal information collected through the consultation has been removed from this 
document in compliance with GDPR.  

7 Options for consideration  

7.1 To proceed as advertised and go against the result of the consultation where 
overwhelming objection for this proposal was recorded. 

7.2 To modify the proposal and select individual roads within this proposal that gained 
support and take them forward. As these roads already had support they wouldn’t 
technically need to reconsult on them. However, due to the number of objections 
received overall during this consultation it would be advisable to reconsult.  

7.3 To withdraw the proposal and take no further action on this proposal but develop a 
mechanism that allows Ward Members and Town Councils to support residents in their 
request for speed limit reductions on roads where there is a majority support for such a 
proposal and the road meets the required criteria. 

8 Conclusion 

8.1 Having considered the outcome of the statutory consultation, including the significant 
level of objection to the proposal, it is concluded that the Thatcham 20mph scheme 
should not be progressed. While the roads identified were considered suitable against 
the assessment criteria, the weight of public feedback does not support implementation 
at this time. The recommended approach is therefore to withdraw the current proposal 
and instead develop a mechanism through which Ward Members and Thatcham Town 
Council can support future requests for individual speed limit reductions on roads where 
there is clear local support and the relevant criteria are met. 

9 Appendices 

Appendix A – Equality Impact Assessment 

Appendix B – Data Protection Impact Assessment – Stage One 

Appendix C – Proposed Speed Limit Plans 

Appendix D – Consultation Responses 

Page 9



 

 

Background Papers: 

N/A 

Subject to Call-In:  

Yes:  No:  

The item is due to be referred to Council for final approval  

Delays in implementation could have serious financial implications for the 
Council 

Delays in implementation could compromise the Council’s position 

Considered or reviewed by Scrutiny Commission or associated Committees or 
Task Groups within preceding six months  

Item is Urgent Key Decision 

Report is to note only 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

Wards affected: Thatcham West, Thatcham North East, Thatcham Central and 
Thatcham Colthrop & Crookham. 

Officer details: 

Name:           Gareth Dowding 
Job Title:  Principal Engineer (Traffic & Road Safety) 
Tel No:  01635 519226 
E-mail:  Gareth.dowding@westberks.gov.uk 
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Appendix A 
 

 

West Berkshire Council 

Equity Impact Assessment  

TEMPLATE 

March 2023 

1 Contents 

 

Section 1: Summary details ................................................................................................................................................................ 10 

Section 2: Detail of proposal .............................................................................................................................................................. 11 

Section 3: Impact Assessment - Protected Characteristics ................................................................................................................ 13 

Section 3: Impact Assessment - Additional Community Impacts ........................................................................................................ 14 

Section 4: Review............................................................................................................................................................................... 15 
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Section 1: Summary details 

Directorate and Service 
Area  

Environment, Highways 

What is being assessed 
(e.g. name of policy, 

procedure, project, service 
or proposed service 

change). 

Reduction in speed limit on the Public Highway to 20mph for those roads shown in the plans in Appendix C. 

Is this a new or existing 
function or policy? 

N/A 

Summary of assessment 

Briefly summarise the policy 
or proposed service change. 

Summarise possible 
impacts. Does the proposal 
bias, discriminate or unfairly 
disadvantage individuals or 

groups within the 
community?  

(following completion of the 
assessment). 

N/A as the proposal does not bias, discriminate or unfairly disadvantage individuals or groups within the 
community. 

Completed By Gareth Dowding 

Authorised By  

Date of Assessment 1st May 2026 
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Section 2: Detail of proposal 

Context / Background  

Briefly summarise the 
background to the policy or 
proposed service change, 
including reasons for any 
changes from previous 

versions. 

 

 

One of the five priorities in the Council Strategy 2023-2027 is to 'build thriving communities with a strong 
local voice'. This priority commits to actions such as to work with local communities and partners to 
enhance our main towns and large villages. Part of this is to enable 20mph limits for residential streets 
where residents want them. 

Proposals 

Explain the detail of the 
proposals, including why this 
has been decided as the best 

course of action. 

 

 

 

Reduction in speed limit on the Public Highway to 20mph for those roads shown in the plans in Appendix 
C.   

Although the roads selected for the proposed speed limit change are suitable, appropriate and meet the 
assessment criteria, it is recommended that this proposal is not taken forward and the proposal is 
abandoned and no further work on this is undertaken. 

Evidence / Intelligence Consultation feedback from October and November 2025. 
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List and explain any data, 
consultation outcomes, 

research findings, feedback 
from service users and 

stakeholders etc, that supports 
your proposals and can help to 

inform the judgements you 
make about potential impact 

on different individuals, 
communities or groups and our 

ability to deliver our climate 
commitments. 

In total, 1,124 responses were received to the consultation. There were 301 expressions of support for the 
proposals and 772 objections to the proposals. 49 respondents recorded a neutral position and 2 did not 
select a position. 

Alternatives considered / 
rejected 

Summarise any other 
approaches that have been 

considered in developing the 
policy or proposed service 

change, and the reasons why 
these were not adopted. This 

could include reasons why 
doing nothing is not an option. 

 

To proceed as advertised and go against the result of the consultation where overwhelming objection for 
this proposal was recorded. 

To modify the proposal and select individual roads within this proposal that gained support and take them 
forward. 
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Section 3: Impact Assessment - Protected Characteristics 

Protected 
Characteristic No 

Impact 
Positive Negative Description of Impact 

Any actions or 
mitigation to reduce 

negative impacts 

Action 
owner* (*Job 

Title, 
Organisation) 

Timescale and 
monitoring 

arrangements 

Age ☒ ☐ ☐     

Disability ☒ ☐ ☐     

Gender 
Reassignment 

☒ ☐ ☐ 
    

Marriage & 
Civil 
Partnership 

☒ ☐ ☐ 

    

Pregnancy & 
Maternity 

☒ ☐ ☐ 
    

Race ☒ ☐ ☐     

Sex ☒ ☐ ☐     

Sexual 
Orientation 

☒ ☐ ☐ 
    

Religion or 
Belief 

☒ ☐ ☐ 
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Section 3: Impact Assessment - Additional Community Impacts 

Additional community 
impacts 

No 
Impact 

Positive Negative Description of impact 
Any actions or 

mitigation to reduce 
negative impacts 

Action 
owner 

(*Job Title, 
Organisation) 

Timescale and 
monitoring 

arrangements 

Rural communities ☒ ☐ ☐     

Areas of deprivation ☒ ☐ ☐     

Displaced 
communities 

☒ ☐ ☐ 
    

Care experienced 
people 

☒ ☐ ☐ 
    

The Armed Forces 
Community 

☒ ☐ ☐ 
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Section 4: Review 

Where bias, negative impact or disadvantage is identified, the proposal and/or implementation can be adapted or 
changed; meaning there is a need for regular review. This review may also be needed to reflect additional data and 
evidence for a fuller assessment (proportionate to the decision in question). Please state the agreed review timescale for 
the identified impacts of the policy implementation or service change.  

Review Date 1st May 2026 

Person Responsible for 
Review 

Gareth Dowding 

Authorised By  

 

Please now forward this completed form to Pamela Voss, Equality and Diversity Officer (pamela.voss@westberks.gov.uk), 
for publication on the WBC website. 
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Appendix B 
 

Data Protection Impact Assessment – Stage One 
 
The General Data Protection Regulations require a Data Protection Impact Assessment 
(DPIA) for certain projects that have a significant impact on the rights of data subjects. 
 
Should you require additional guidance in completing this assessment, please refer to the 
Information Management Officer via dp@westberks.gov.uk 
 

Directorate: Environment 

Service: Highways 

Team: Traffic & Road Safety 

Lead Officer: Gareth Dowding 

Title of Project/System: Thatcham 20mph speed limit proposal 

Date of Assessment: 1st May 2026 

 
Do you need to do a Data Protection Impact Assessment (DPIA)? 

 

 Yes No 

Will you be processing SENSITIVE or “special category” personal 
data? 

 

Note – sensitive personal data is described as “data revealing racial or ethnic origin, political opinions, 
religious or philosophical beliefs, or trade union membership, and the processing of genetic data, biometric 
data for the purpose of uniquely identifying a natural person, data concerning health or data concerning a 
natural person’s sex life or sexual orientation” 

  

Will you be processing data on a large scale? 

 

Note – Large scale might apply to the number of individuals affected OR the volume of data you are 
processing OR both 

  

Will your project or system have a “social media” dimension? 

 

Note – will it have an interactive element which allows users to communicate directly with one another? 

  

Will any decisions be automated? 

 

Note – does your system or process involve circumstances where an individual’s input is “scored” or 
assessed without intervention/review/checking by a human being?  Will there be any “profiling” of data 
subjects? 
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 Yes No 

Will your project/system involve CCTV or monitoring of an area 
accessible to the public? 

  

Will you be using the data you collect to match or cross-reference 
against another existing set of data? 

  

Will you be using any novel, or technologically advanced systems 
or processes?  

 

Note – this could include biometrics, “internet of things” connectivity or anything that is currently not widely 
utilised 

  

 
If you answer “Yes” to any of the above, you will probably need to complete Data 
Protection Impact Assessment - Stage Two.  If you are unsure, please consult with the 
Information Management Officer before proceeding. 
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Thatcham 20mph Speed Limit TRO (Ref: TM442)Number of Responses: 1122 Download Date: 06/11/2025

A local 

resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

A visitor to 

West Berkshire

A statutory 

consultee – 

please specify 

below

Other - please 

specify below

Additional information 

e.g. group/organisation 

name (if applicable):

14038384950
I object to the 

proposal

It’s not needed and not wanted. Spending a lot of our money on zero gain. I’d rather the money actually fix potholes or empty bins than this.     The streets are already 

designed to reduce the ability to drive fast with curves and speed bumps so the current 30 limit is grand.     Also, evidence from other areas that have dropped to 20, soon 

become targets for over zealous traffic enforcement. The only people it will affect are the residents who don’t want it. Did you not see the outrage in Wales?     

A local resident RG18 4

14038384778
I object to the 

proposal

I do not believe this proposal is something residence of Thatcham want or require. Although I support reduced speed restrictions in areas around schools a blanket speed 

reduction as proposed does not comply with criteria set out as principles for evaluating the need for a 20mph limit. The proposal provides no additional elements of safety as 

most areas within the proposal already have good safety records as well as already having a number of features that control/limit speed within these areas which are more 

than adequate. The cost of implementing this proposal with no or little benefit is a waste of tax payers money especially as this money could be used to improve the poor 

road infrastructure in this area something residence would like to see happen more than this proposal and something this council proposed to deliver in the last election.

A local resident RG18 3

14038384226
I object to the 

proposal

From our experience driving in Wales, it is difficult keeping to 20mph. Most drivers are doing 30mph. Having to keep changing from 20/30 & 40mph is tedious. Keep the 

30mph
A local resident RG18 3

14038383746
I object to the 

proposal
It is a unnecessary speed limit which can’t be regulate and will also be a cost which West Berks Council can ill afford. RG18 3

14038383818
I object to the 

proposal
A local resident RG19 4

14038383465
I support the 

proposal

Although I support changing the speed limit to 20, on the estates, most of the roads are difficult to drive on at more than 20. There are often quite a number of cars parked 

which usually reduces the ability to drive faster than 20 anyway.   However, in Skillman Drive there are often quite a number of early morning parent drivers who spend 

down this road, desperate to drop of their children as quickly as possible with no consideration for the people that live here or pedestrians walking next to the road. It is 

supposed to be a safer street but not at 7.30 am  I would like Falmouth way to have a reduced speed limit as although 30, I have witnessed may cars being driven in excess of 

this. The same applies on Pipers way, where once again drivers exceed the speed limit on that road. Perhaps consider reducing the speed limit on these two roads. 

A local resident RG19 4

14038381675
I wish to record a 

neutral position

My response is on behalf of Transport Services team, whilst the change in speed limits in Thatcham may encourage more accessible routes or safer walking routes for many 

residents there may be a direct impact on the journey times of service users already allocated onto many of our Home to School Transport (HTST) and Adult Social Care 

contracts.     We have not yet been able to undertake any detailed modelling on how the proposal may impact the overall service we offer.  But we are aware that the routes 

will see an increase in time to fulfil and this in turn may require the Local Authority to provide further assistance and vehicles to ensure we remain within the parameters of 

our policy and ensuring we do not cause undue stress to the users of our services.    There may be a financial risk to the Local Authority as we may be forced to procure 

further vehicles at a cost unidentified to us at this time due to the potential increase in journey times making transport unsafe for some users.    As part of our HTST offer we 

will utilise public transport where available and this may become less favourable with the younger generations should further time be needed to make the shorter journeys. 

We already experience a negative response to the public bus routes from secondary school aged pupils and this will add further humps in the road.    There is some evidence 

that reducing speed on roads actually improves the flow of traffic and leads to more efficient use of the road space.  However, we are not sure that would be the case on 

these residential roads which never seem particularly busy outside the peaks.       The positives that implementing the proposal would be that we would be able to offer 

more students the opportunity to walk to a collection point there would be less risk of injury whilst using the services.    Further investigations will be required to fully 

explore any potential financial risks this proposal may cause.  

Other - please 

specify below

Senior Transport Officer 

@ WBC
RG14 5

14038379622
I support the 

proposal

Busier roads, parked cars and children around my local area mean I would welcome a 20mph limit.    People use these speeds as a target more than a limit so a 20mph 

residential limit makes everyone safer.
A local resident RG18 3

14038377233
I object to the 

proposal

Unnecessary use of funds.  I've lived here around 30 years. Things change all the time. The number of cars parked on the streets listed make it dangerous and no way can I 

go the speed limit.  So to lower the limit is not necessary.  I don't see any data to show that the average speed is anywhere near 30. Speed humps slow traffic down and with 

cars parked as well limits the speed a car can go.  I wonder how the speed limit will be monitored.  Does that mean extra cars around doing speed checks?  Also some of the 

roads listed are around 3-4 houses long, some are dead ends.

A local resident RG18 4

14038374870
I object to the 

proposal

30pmh is acceptable on these roads that the proposed changes are for so therefore should remain at 30mph or more.  I do not think this will improve the situation I actually 

think this will make the situation worse as 20pmh is too low for these roads and will increase the levels of incidents that are trying to be reduced.  Most people drive to the 

conditions and set limits, and I am fed up with changes be made for minority of people who cannot adhere to what is already a low enough speed limit, why are the majority 

always penalized for the minority.  

A local resident RG18 3

14038370672
I object to the 

proposal

• Increased Travel Times: Slower speed leads to longer journeys and potential traffic congestion.  • High Implementation Cost: Replacing signage and installing calming 

measures demands significant public funds.  • Worsened Vehicle Efficiency: Low speeds can increase fuel consumption and exhaust emissions in many cars.  • Public 

Frustration: Wide-area limits are often met with driver opposition and low compliance.  • Limited Safety Gain: The safety benefit is often marginal on main roads without 

physical traffic calming.

A local resident RG18 3

14038368039
I object to the 

proposal

Speed limikts are only effective when they are enforced.  Road safety with an enforced 30 mph speed limit should be adequate.  Most motor vehicles are harder to control at 

20mph with a more delicate use of the throttle needed to maintin this lower speed efficiently.    I use my cruise control to stick to 30mph on my car and on my motorcycle - 

but that will not work at speeds under 30mph.    Do the council - already short of funds - really think this is effective use of their budget when so many of the roads are in 

urgent need of repair.    The welsh assembly have already put in place legislation that allows individual councils to revert to 30 MPH due to pressure from the local 

population.  My sister lives in Abergavenny, and in her area it is painfully apparent that the 20MPH limit is being ignored - and NOT being policed by an already overloaded 

local police force.    I firmly beleive this is a complete waste of money - and unless the council can convincingly illustrate how it is going to be enforced EFFECTIVELY - than the 

money may as well be thrown away as it will be just as effective.     Finally - I am a blood bike rider and deliver urgent blood and other products overnight.  We are not 

allowed to exceed the speed limit, and this reduction of the current limit will delay urgent medical supplies unneccessarily.

A local resident RG18 3

14038365299
I object to the 

proposal

I object to a blanket 20 mph.  1. High cost of signage with no evidence that just signage changes people’s driving. And I thought there was no money!!!  2. Longer travel times 

for carers/ delivery drivers etc.  3.we already have excessive numbers of speed bumps which are damaging the car suspension of smaller more economical cars.  4. I have not 

seen any problems with the current speeds. This seems like doing something for the sake of it rather than evidence based, or because it’s in the manifesto…that’s what 

labour do whether it’s right or wrong.  5. It does nothing to stop pedestrians walking out in front of you while they are on theirs phones and not paying attention. Teach 

people to cross the roads properly.  6. Drivers will spend half their time looking at the speedometer rather than the road. I would rather drivers have their eyes on the road.  

7. Some of the roads proposed you wouldn’t be able to drive more than 20 if you tried… what a waste of money which is in short supply, so we are told. This doesn’t seem 

like it. I can think of many better ways to spend all this money that seems to be washing around.    Please let us use our own brains.   We all passed a driving test. Didn’t we?  

A local resident RG18 3EZ 

14037736125
I support the 

proposal

I don't drive, and as a pedestrian, I find many roads in Thatcham feel unsafe.     In the absence of active road policing, motorists ignore the current speed limit, knowing that 

they are unlikely to face any consequences.    Thames Valley Police need to start hassling motorists the same way they do with people using e-bikes and e-scooters.    If the 

council is serious about promoting Active Travel, it needs to create an environment where people feel safe walking and cycling.      

A local resident RG19 4RN

14038356310
I object to the 

proposal

I don't see any benefits. It will cause more delays and traffic on the roads and pollution. As a Thatcham resident with a young family I don't see an issue with the current 

speed limit and this will also cause additional spend on an item which is not needed. Put the money into a public service that is 
A local resident RG19 3

14038355677
I object to the 

proposal

I do not feel that in this time of increasing costs, potential income tax rises and a bankrupt local council that west berks should wasting tax payers money on a scheme such as 

this.    I don’t believe that driving at 20 as opposed to 30 is any safer. In actual fact I think people will spend more time looking down at their speedo. 30mph is clearly marked 

on my speedo in large numbers , 20 is not.     I am not aware of masses of speed related deaths in west berks.    This seems like a huge expense for no gain, most of the public 

will not want it. Like the bin collections. But you probably won’t listen. 

A local resident Rg194gq

14038344727
I object to the 

proposal

The proposal to impose a town-wide 20mph speed limit across all roads in Thatcham, while motivated by admirable safety concerns, represents an inefficient and 

disproportionate application of traffic management policy. This measure risks increasing congestion, negatively impacting local air quality, and diverting resources from more 

effective, targeted safety interventions where they are most needed.  1. Increased Congestion and Economic Inefficiency  Applying a 20mph limit uniformly across main 

distributor and arterial routes, such as the A4 or major link roads connecting residential areas to the town centre and bypass, will inevitably lead to decreased traffic flow 

efficiency.  A key function of these roads is to move vehicles safely and promptly through or around the town. Reducing the speed limit from 30mph to 20mph on these 

routes disproportionately increases average journey times. This not only frustrates commuters and local businesses reliant on efficient logistics but also increases the time 

vehicles spend idling or operating in lower gears, a phenomenon known to contribute to increased fuel consumption and elevated emissions of CO2 and NOx. A study by the 

Royal College of Surgeons in Ireland (RCSI) examining urban speed limits noted that excessive stops and starts caused by slow average speeds in dense areas can often lead 

to worse localized air pollution than steady cruising at a slightly higher speed.  2. Low Compliance and Difficult Enforcement  Experience from other localities shows that 

blanket 20mph limits are often selectively observed. Compliance is generally high on quiet residential streets and near schools, where the limit feels naturally justified, but 

compliance drops significantly on major roads designed for higher speeds.  When a speed limit is perceived as arbitrary or unnecessary by drivers on a major route, it 

becomes difficult to enforce without significant policing resources. The blanket nature of the proposal would stretch Thames Valley Police resources thinly across the entire 

town. Instead of focusing enforcement efforts on known accident blackspots, school drop-off times, or specific residential areas where vulnerable road users (pedestrians 

and cyclists) are most active, resources would be diffused across low-risk, high-volume routes, resulting in poor overall compliance and diluting the intended safety benefit.  

3. The Need for Targeted, Evidence-Based Intervention  The central failing of a blanket policy is its lack of proportionality to risk. Safety interventions should be based on 

collision data and the environment of the road.  • Residential Roads: 20mph is highly effective near schools, parks, and narrow residential streets, where it reduces stopping 

distances and severity of injury.  • Arterial/Distributor Roads: On wider, straighter roads with few side junctions and good sightlines, the marginal safety benefit of dropping 

from 30mph to 20mph is far outweighed by the resulting loss of economic and traffic efficiency. The primary safety strategy here should involve appropriate junction design 

and separation of road users, not simply speed reduction.  A more effective strategy for Thatcham would be to ring-fence known high-risk areas using existing collision data 

and to apply targeted physical calming measures (e.g., speed cushions, chicanes, 20mph zones with enforceable entry/exit points) only where the vulnerable road user 

population is highest. This approach provides maximum safety returns for the investment without unnecessarily penalizing the movement of vehicles on the main road 

network.  Conclusion  While the pursuit of safer roads is paramount, a blanket 20mph speed limit across Thatcham constitutes an overreach that fails to account for the 

varied function of the town's road network. It risks increasing congestion and pollution on key routes, undermining compliance, and diverting limited enforcement funds. A 

more pragmatic, proportional, and ultimately more effective solution involves the strategic implementation of targeted 20mph zones supported by physical calming, 

combined with data-driven enforcement in areas proven to be high-risk.

A local resident Rg14 1

14038344037
I object to the 

proposal

Very limited impact, on many of the road it would be difficult to get over 20mph anyway. Haven't seen a problem that needs such a solution therefore a waste of public 

money. Probably very difficult to enforce.
A local resident RG19 3

14038343547
I object to the 

proposal

I support the imposition of 20mph limits near to schools and in areas of high pedestrian activity such as Thatcham Town Centre (Theale High Street, Newbury Town Centre as 

existing etc) and acknowledge that injuries are less severe if they happen ar lower speeds.   However, although I am not a resident of Thatcham, I  am a West Berkshire tax 

payer and I firmly believe that a "blanket" 20mph limit on all residential roads is unnecessary and will have a minimal impact (no pun intended!) on the speed of traffic caused 

invariably by some residents themselves without significant traffic calming or enforcement. The police have always insisted that merely reducing a speed limit does not 

eradicate excessive speed by the irresponsible few who are the ones that cause the concern.   Most of the roads proposed in this consultation are self regulating with parked 

vehicles and the general layout of the local road network so I firmly believe this widespread approach is unnecessary (there may well be "hotspots" that need addressing 

individually I accept) both in it's implementation and especially cost! It was announced at the recent District/Parish Conference that the budget for this proposal is £100,000 

and, following the recent admission about the Council's current budget pressures I wonder how this proposal can be justified.  The whole speed limit policy which has 

existed for many years evolved very much with the support of the police at every step of the way and I would be interested if they support this proposal and are prepared to 

enforce such a speed limit...in the past the police have always said that 20mph limits should be self regulating which, again,  implies many traffic calming measures would be 

required which would add a very significant extra amount to the budget.     I therefore strongly object to this approach of a widespread and unnecessary blanket 20mph 

speed limit as a WBDC tax payer,

A local resident RG7 6

14038195843
I object to the 

proposal

I agree with the proposal however, I don't understand why the 20mph would not take place on the A4, my daughter attends Francis Bailey Primary school and a lot of 

children use the gates on the road side and in the morning and afternoon it's very busy and you have lots of children crossing, furthermore many children from Kennet also 

cross this road. Outside most schools the limit is 20 mph and rightly so. So I find it baffling that there's a proposal to bring in a 20mph limit but a busy road outside a primary 

school would not be included on this? Even if it was just 20 mph from the roundabout to stoney lane or the skatepark, the idea is to make it safer for road users and 

pedestrians so surely a primary school on a busy road is for more logical than a quieter road with less traffic and children crossing? You either need to include this part of the 

road or not change it all. 

A local resident Rg18 4

14038338526
I object to the 

proposal
20 hurts many cars. A local resident RG18 3

14038338043
I object to the 

proposal

If this proposal comes into effect it will prolong the 'on road' time for motorised vehicles, therefore increasing the amount of air pollution in the area.    Nothing has been 

said to support the possible safety benefits to pedestrians, so I can assume this is not a consideration in this matter.
A local resident RG14

14038336114
I support the 

proposal

I agree completely with proposal because it reduces the likelihood of serious injury and even death on our minor roads. As a partially sighted pedestrian I feel particularly 

vulnerable when crossing such minor roads which rarely have safe crossing areas and I believe that the proposed speed reduction would bring greatly benefit pedestrian 

safety jn general on these local roads.

A local resident RG193

14038336454
I support the 

proposal

I consider this a long overdue and essential measure to help minimise traffic accidents and deaths on our smaller, inner streets, which are often heavily parked on both sides 

of the road and used freuquently by several categories of pedestrian including mothers with children and/or prams, wheelchair-bound individuals, the disabled/elderley and 

otherwise vulnerable. I can see no downside to this measure and sincerely hope that it will be enacted.

A local resident RG193

14038334061
I object to the 

proposal

I’m in support for 20 mph  limits on most of the roads in Thatcham. The ones I object to are as follows.   Also, my first query would be enforcement and if the use of cameras 

to be used at what expense and who’d pay?  I am not in support for 20 mph on Tull way from Heath Lane to Garden Centre round about, I think that should stay at 40mph. It 

is not right in a built up area. There is an excellent shared cycle and footpath.   I do not support 20 mph on Floral Way. There’s an excellent shared cycle and footpath. It is 

not right in a built up area.   I am not in support for 20 mph on all the A4, the parts in Thatcham that are 30 mph should stay that way. I don’t believe lowering the speed limit 

would benefit anyone, pedestrians, cyclists or motorists. At great expense cycle paths were put in that cut the size of the road. It is a thoroughfare, not a side road.  What I 

do support is making the pedestrian controlled crossing lights in front of Thatcham Medical Centre Walk signal long enough for all people to get across the A4. I am able 

bodied and it is barely long enough for me to cross.

A local resident RG18 3

14038333458
I object to the 

proposal

Typically all 20mph restrictions do is bring honest motorists into the same bracket as those who would speed anyway. Many wil initially not realise they are breaking the 

speed and whilst this will generate more revenue through fines it won't stop those that already break 30mph. It would be worth more to have the smily face warn signs or 

even traffic cameras to ensure the current speed limit is observed rather than pull down the speed limit without any checking.    This resolution of just reducing the speed 

will not be effective without physical measures and those measures will ultimately start with police spending their time catching those breaking 20mph and not reducing 

other criminal offences (which are becoming plenty in Thatcham).    On sites like CrashMap Thatcham isn't even in the amber (slight) zone for car accidents - the serious ones 

only sit around Waitrose and St Marys Church and there have been no fatal ones. So the sudden interest of reducing traffic as opposed to focusing police activities to 

reducing crime or drug abuse seems very odd and more like a money raising activity.

A local resident RG183DL

14038095814
I object to the 

proposal

There are multiple reasons why I object to this approach to impose a blanket 20mph TRO in an attempt to calm traffic in the Thatcham residential road areas. Moreover, I 

also object to the total exclusion of those roads where most benefit would be returned in terms of reduced traffic collisions and inevitable casualties that are the result of 

these collisions.    Details for my reasons to object to the proposed 20mph TRO  are laid out below, but in summary I don't believe the funds from the council purse that will 

be spent on this emotive proposal justify the suggested outcome of safer streets and encouraging non-vehicular travel. If funds are to be spent then they should be 

targetting those areas where most collisions and casualties are occurring.    Furthermore, any TRO should be proposed with full disclosure of evidence and reasoning to allow 

debate and consultation with the residents and businesses in Thatcham, not letters posted on lamp-posts nor the use of ad-hoc web forms under the guise of 'consultation'.    

  1. Using the Government's Mapping Application for Visualising Road Injury Casualties or the Thames Valley Police Road Collisions Map, both of which show the most recent 

5 years of collision and casualty data from the DfT Road Safety dataset (STATS19), covering the period from 1 Jan 2020 to 31 Dec 2024. Collision locations are plotted on the 

area map of Thatcham and detailed information of each collision is presented.    The evidence is clear that the residential roads in the proposed 20mph TRO do not present a 

picture of significant pedestrian risk compared to the rest of Thatcham's roads. Examining the extent of the area covered by the proposed 20mph TRO, the most recent 5 

years of data plotted on these maps shows there were a total of 61 collisions resulting in 69 casualties.    Of the roads included in the proposed 20mph TRO there were 12 

collisions resulting in 13 casualties (no fatalities).    Looking at the A4 alone, there were 32 collisions resulting in 38 casualties. That accounts for around half of the collisions 

and casualties, the balance of which are on the key roads that are excluded from the proposed 20mph TRO.    Over the whole of Thatcham during that period, there were a 

total of 9 pedestrian casualities of which 2 were children under 16, both near Francis Baily school. There was a further child pedestrian casualty under 16 on Northfield Road 

near the junction with Westfield Road, not far from Whitelands Park Primary School.    Using alternative mapping platform, crashmap.co.uk, that uses DfT data going back to 

1999 and plotted on google map, the plotted data further confirms that the balance of collisions and casualties for the previous 5 years is similarly split. However, there are 

two fatalities noted, one in Henwick Lane, covered by the proposed 20mph TRO, and one in Lower Way which is not.    Either way, each of these services show, very clearly, 

that the collisions are mainly on the A4 and feeder roads (Tull Way, Bowling Green Road, Northfield Road, Floral Way, Sagecroft Road, Park Lane, Lower Way, The Moors, 

Urquhart Road, to name just a few).    2. Councillor Pike shared with me the data that he was sent from a FoI request he submitted to West Berkshire District Council for data 

related to collisions in Thatcham. In the table he was sent, it stated that there were 12 collisions in the roads covered by the proposed 20mph TRO which matches the 

information for the most recent 5 years DfT Road Safety dataset mapped by the Government and TVP.    However, it further stated there were only 13 collisions on the A4 

during the same period. If the data for the 12 collisions on streets covered by the 20mph TRO matches the 12 I have found for the past 5 years, then the data returned in the 

FoI request for Thatcham roads not included in the proposed 20mph TRO doesn't match the DfT or TVP data presented on their websites.    I am inclined to think the A4 

collisions in the data supplied in the FoI request may be mistyped '31 collisions' for the A4, which is near to that presented on the Government and TVP maps.    I suggest that 

this discrepency in evidence and data values sent in response to the FoI request clearly demonstrates factual inaccuracy for the argument in support of the proposed 20mph 

TRO. The proportional split of the data values returned in the FoI request for collisions between the roads covered by the proposed 20mph TRO and those that are not, is 

therefore misleading.    3. Continuing the observation of the collisions plotted on these maps it is clear that the feeder roads around Thatcham and linking roads are the 

source of most collisions. However, there is evidence that the existing 20mph zone in Thatcham centre, such as The Broadway has similar counts for collisions in each of the 

5 years going back to 2010 prior to the 20mph TRO, so that hasn't helped reduce collisions in that area.    4. Speed along many of these residential roads is not an issue, but 

A local resident RG18 4

14038329096
I object to the 

proposal

I have been a Thatcham resident for the last 10 years, and have never seen an accident on the estate roads.  I do often see speeding vehicles, which are most likely to cause 

accidents.    20 mph limits are fashionable in London (where the estate roads are older and narrower).  When extended to Wales, there was considerable protest and some 

of the 20mph limits were put back to 30. Thatcham estate roads are wide and well designed, adequate for the traffic load.  A 20mph limit is not needed.    You do not enforce 

the current 30mph limits on the estate, relying on a few speed cameras and totally unsuitable speed bumps, which just aggravate those driving commercial vehicles (which 

are wide enough not to be affected).  I have been overtaken numerous times along Station road when slowing down for the speed bumps (11 in 800 yards - guaranteed to 

cause frustration)  If you do not enforce the current limits then you cannot claim that a lower limit is needed.    As happened in Wales, there may be apathy about the initial 

proposal, but if it passes, I anticipate considerable protest.  It's such a bad idea that estate residents expect it to be rejected.  It is certainly not a vote-winner.

A local resident RG19 4

14038327803
I wish to record a 

neutral position
I agree to 20mph speed limit for all roads around schools during school hours, otherwise I am entirely happy with 30mph limits. A local resident RG18 3

14038325157
I support the 

proposal

I have had no personal info to houses!  No form o complete, other than online to access through different links?      Bowling Green Rd is a particularly busy road, and needs a 

crossing for the Ashmore Green Rd as difficulty to cross with may vehicles travelling at speed- a main alternative route.     Lowerway Ln is a similarly main alternative  to the 

south and bus route.      

A local resident rRG18 3

14038324373
I support the 

proposal
Twenty miles is safer for pedestrians, we must consider elderly people and children safety . A local resident

A resident in Great Barn 

Court , Thatcham 
RG19 3RW

14038322577
I object to the 

proposal
20 mph outside school areas is adequate     It's well proven that 20 mph limits do not contribute to less accidents And only cause additional congestion for no reason A local resident Rg183

14038322249
I object to the 

proposal
A number of roads named are not residential areas. I can see that there will be many frustrated drivers. Would it not be better to install physical traffic calming measures. A local resident Rg18 3

14038320681
I object to the 

proposal
I think it is good to have 20mph around schools but to have it ALL around the area is  a step too far. A local resident RG18 3

14038319171
I object to the 

proposal

As a resident of Thatcham, I see no benefit in this as due to the number of vehicles parked on the roadside it is currently impossible to drive at over 20mph.    This it not 

needed and likely incur expenses implementing new signage. 
A local resident RG18 3

14038317983
I object to the 

proposal

Keep it at 30 and spend the money on policing the existing 30 limits.    The stated reason for the change which will impact the lives of everyone living in Thatcham to "make 

the local area more  attractive and accessible by non-motorised highway users" seems very vague without any real justification.  I cannot see how people driving everywhere 

staring at their dashboards to make sure they are under 20 will be safer, more attractive or make it more accessible for "non-motorised highway users".  Will cyclists be 

restricted to this 20 limit also?    20 is too slow, it will have the effect that many people will be caught speeding, whilst driving at safe speeds as 20 in a modern car feels slow 

and many cars are not geared to drive at 20 well.  Having lived in Thatcham my whole life bar a couple of years I have never felt unsafe with the roads at 30, only when 

people do not drive at 30, which this new limit will not affect.  Neither am I aware of many accidents or near misses from people traveling at 30 to warrant a reduction in the 

limit.    This will negatively impact Thatcham, yes it will put us in the press for a bit but this is a very poorly thought out idea without any tangible benefit to offset the impact.  

I hope this will not impact house prices as I for one will find Newbury or elsewhere more attractive when moving.

A local resident RG19 3

14038317890
I object to the 

proposal

The 30mph speed limit, if policed and controlled, is perfectly sufficient.     On most residential roads, due to the number of vehicled parked on the roadside, it is almost 

impossible to exceed 20mph anyway.     Those that drive recklessly will do so regardless of the limit and if it is not policed and enforced, what difference does it make?    A 

lower limit in many areas will not reduce accidents/casualties because these are already low it will cause congestion, greater air pollution and aggravation to motorists.    If 

the speed bumps and limits in place are not working, how will reducing the limit further work?    At a time when the council is almost bankrupt, how about spending money 

wisely?   We do not need more "Emperors New Clothes" simply as a vanity project.    Appreciate that the Council has recently demonstrated that consulation is something it 

appears to pay lip service to, but hopefully they can find better and more positive ways to spend ratepayers money.......

A local resident RG189

14038316064
I object to the 

proposal

I object to the proposed 20mph speed limit which affects nearly all of Thatcham. As a resident of Glaisdale, I am aware that this will affect Ilkley way. The current 30mph 

speed limit is sensible for Ilkley way. Driving this road daily, a 20mph limit would be a hinderance. Having spoken to neighbours about this, they too are very unhappy with 

the proposal. The layout of Ilkley way easily and safely allows for driving at 30mph. It is the driver’s responsibility to ensure that they exercise good judgement and drive with 

due care. A 20mph removes that ability all together and needlessly slows progress. Having driven through South Oxfordshire a number of times, the new 20mph limits are 

completely over the top. This has resulted in unsafe driving attitudes towards me, as I am sticking to the 20mph limit. This then increases the risk of an accident involving 

multiple vehicles - should I or another road user have to break. This has now led me to avoid certain roads and routes which are 20mph. If people’s own residential roads are 

downgraded to 20mph, we cannot find an “alternative route”. People who stick it these limits, like myself, will be put in uncomfortable positions daily, as I have found a 

majority of other road users do not stick to these.  West Berkshire Council is in debt of millions, how can it be justified wasting money on a scheme that I and many other 

residents object to? The main positive of a 20mph limit is that they have found to reduce traffic volumes. The issue with this though, is that many residential roads in 

Thatcham are not through routes for unnecessary traffic, this is where people live and need to get back home through. Please re-think this scheme and save the council 

A local resident RG19 3XJ

14038316070
I object to the 

proposal

The local school already has a 20mph zone, however, due to cars parking it already keeps roads on Whitelands estate at 20 or below. I for one do not believe I have ever 

driven down Shakespeare Road higher than 20.  I object to the cost on implementing, far better to spend on enforcing current rules. I also object to signage that will be put 

up, far too many signs around. 

A local resident RG18 3

14038314271
I object to the 

proposal

The proposals do not explain how the local area will be made more attractive and accessible by non-motorised highway users.    Reducing the average speed of vehicles will 

probably:  - increase the traffic on the roads (journey times will be increased, so vehicles will be on the roads for longer)  - increase pollution (vehicle engines will have to be 

run for longer given the longer journey times)  - increase the travelling time e.g. for visits from NHS workers (district nurses etc.), for deliveries of goods, for travelling to and 

from work. This will therefore increase the associated costs for people’s time. Who will be paying for these cost increases?  

A local resident RG14 7

14038314754
I support the 

proposal

Generally in agreement because you have considered the roads which have limited or no housing but are in use as much as the A4.  However, one of the problems with 

driving down these roads is the number of cars parked on them - often in an unhelpful way - because of limited driveways.   In some areas - within walking distance of the 

station and near the Byrdwood Centre - people are parking unhelpfully in other side roads to avoid parking costs. A few more yellow lines might also help and make it safer 

in Agricola Way, for example.  Being kind to cyclists is hard for those of us not able to cycle when their behaviour on the roads ignores their legal responsibilities - such as 

cycling the wrong way down the High Street in the town centre.    

A local resident Thatcham Methodist RG19 4

14038313593
I object to the 

proposal

The vast majority accidents, in Thatcham,  over the past five years, (according to the DFT Road Safety data set (STATS90)) have been on A4 and key routes, those roads you 

are NOT proposing a 20pmh limit. I would prefer you spent the money this scheme would cost on speed reduction of speed to 20mph on the A4 and key routes, as there is a 

clear problem here. Also, a 20mph limit outside all schools in Thatcham should be brought in. There does not, in my experience seem to be a speed issue on my road or 

estate,  cars are doing less than 20mph as a matter of course. I view your proposal as a waste of council funds and the money would be better spent on tackling the real 

problem on the A4 and major routes, as stated above. 

A local resident RG18 4DQ 

14038313645
I object to the 

proposal

95% of road users already obey the 30mph speed limit.  The parking in the area also forces drivers to go at 20mph or slower.  The other 5% will not be interested in 20mph 

restrictions and willl continue at 40 or 50 mph.  If you are going to reduce the speed limit how are you going to enforce it?  You can’t enforce the current 30 mph limit.
A local resident Rg18 3gd

14038312206
I object to the 

proposal
A local resident RG7 5BF

14038311792
I object to the 

proposal

Not needed, Thatcham residential streets have not had a large number of accidents over previous years, so will be a waste of money and will be reversed in future years as 

has happened in other areas who have implemented. 
A local resident Rg19 3xr

14038309689
I support the 

proposal
Because it,s a sensible thing to do A local resident Rg18 3

14038300748
I object to the 

proposal
A local resident Rg194

14038300172
I object to the 

proposal
the speed limit is too low

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG20 0

14038299603
I object to the 

proposal

Having driven in Wales after 20mph restrictions were introduced. It was clear that the supposed benefits changes were wholly disproportionate to the inconvenience to 

travel. I cannot conceive of any significant improvements to safety unless there are major long term studies that you can provide data for to support this proposal.
A local resident RG20 0LX
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14038275400
I support the 

proposal

I agree that the speed limit should be lowered to 20mph in built up areas so to increase the safety of all road users, including pedestrians. I regularly drive in Dunstan Park 

and it is impossible to drive at 30mph anyway, at any time of the day due to cars parked along the roads, also parked on the pavements. Clear visibility to the oncoming 

traffic at some of the roundabouts is only achieved when you are practically on the roundabouts. All that said, I’m not aware of any accidents taken place in Dunstan Park, 

whereas the roundabout on Floral Way at the Mill House pub has had many, due to traffic approaching too fast and not being able to stop in time, hitting the roundabout - 

usual evidence being the broken signs on the roundabout and tyre marks in the grass. Also a bad accident at the junction of Foxglove Way approximately 2 years ago, I’d 

guess due to a misjudgment of speed. I’d like to see a 30mph speed limit on Floral Way, given the many junctions/roads leading off. It’s often used as a race track, very often 

late at night, with cars and motorbikes leaving the Bradley Moore Square. If not a reduced speed limit, then most certainly speed cameras put in place.

A local resident RG18 4

14038298315
I object to the 

proposal
It’s not needed unless there is a school, total waste of the tax payers money yet again A local resident Rg18 4

14038298226
I object to the 

proposal
30 is ideal. Add more speed cameras as people who speed will ignore the 20 signs anyway. The slower road speeds will cause frustration and congestion at peak travel times A local resident RG19 4

14038297346
I support the 

proposal
To make our roads safer. A local resident RG18 3

14038297189
I object to the 

proposal
Other than school time i do not see the nessessity it works as it should how it is now. A local resident Rg19 3

14038296279
I object to the 

proposal
I feel there are more appropriate ways to improve safety and reduce emissions A local resident RG19 4

14038294968
I support the 

proposal

1. Small towns like Thatcham  should be made safe for sustainable transportation modes such as walking and cycling.      2. All roads and lanes such as Park Lane which is 

adjacent to a Pre-school and Primary school must be made safer environments considering such schools have pick up and drop offs multiple times per day, not just the 8.30 

and 3.15 times.       3. It is the young children now and in the future that should be considered as they are the ones that feel unsafe when being faced with traffic appearing 

larger than them and at speeds that make them feel unsafe next to the lane. Refer to published reports regarding children and speed and how it makes them feel.      4. The 

policy of the Authority is to create safer and sustainable environments and therefore the 20mph zones are a good fit to this.      5. People voted for the Lib Democrats 

manifesto which included 20mph for school zones, not just where residents wanted it.      6. There will be some persons living on a lane/road where they don’t want 20mph 

however they are not thinking of young children and pedestrian safety as they probably drive everywhere and or don’t have young children who walk around or have to get 

to local schools.      7. There is a very narrow pavement on the East side of Park Lane (a narrow lane with. I centre line) where vehicles including heavier vehicles pass within 

centimetres of young children as it is a narrow carriageway.  A lower speed driving environment must therefore be introduced to change driving attitudes where WBC own 

data confirmed that circa 200 vehicles per day exceed the 30mph limit.  Refer black cat traffic speed data collected a couple of years ago or so by the Authority.      8. 30mph 

contacts between a vehicle and pedestrian will likely seriously injure or kill (especially young children) whereas 20mph is likely to only cause injuries. Plenty of research to 

support this.       9. Pollution is lower where speeds are more consistent vs the start stop of 30mph zones.  The Reform party claim that pollution will increase with 20mph yet 

provide no evidence to back this claim.  Reports actually show pollution is likely to be less where 20mph is introduced in an area which supports the healthy air campaign and 

policies regarding the environment.      10. Schools support park and stride or walk to school which would be supported by a 20mph zones because existing 30mph allows 

people to drive faster, drop and drive faster after dropping this creating an incentive to drive.     11. A circa 1km journey via 20mph only adds approx 15 seconds or so to a 

journey via a 30mph route so arguments that 20mph unnecessarily increase commuter times is not really significant or valid.  Just leave the house 20 or so seconds earlier!    

12. Only zones that are easily driven at speeds around 30mph (such as Park Lane) require appropriate traffic calming measures (such as raised tables) to ensure vehicles 

actually travel at the required speed.   Many residential streets in Thatcham are on bends and have parked cars on them most of the day and therefore it is difficult to drive 

at much more than 20mph as you can’t see what’s coming the other direction.      13.  Please look at what is done in French villages and towns.  You will find 20KMH (not 

mph) is normal for all urban environments especially around schools and town centres.  There will be plenty of data and reports regarding their justification for such and it 

creates a much safer and healthier environment for pedestrians.      14.  Please refer to my 2022 Report regarding safety around Thatcham Park Pre and Primary school which 

has been previously submitted to WBC Highways Team (Mr G Dowding has a copy as does Clr Stuart Gourley).            

A local resident RG18 3

14038295655
I support the 

proposal

Regarding the proposals to reduce the speed limit on many residential roads in Thatcham, i think this is a good idea but only if there are resources to enforce the 20mph 

limit, otherwise it could prove a waste of money, as so many motorists are breaking the current speed limit on a daily basis, just because they can, there is nobody to stop 

them.     I’ve seen cars approaching the Northfield Road/A4 junction speed up to catch the green light; there are motorcyclists who flagrantly avoid the speed camera road 

markings, drive around the speed humps (or bunny hop off them) and use the cycle lane to undertake vehicles. All these examples from personal experience.    So yes 

please, do reduce the speed limit but only if it is enforceable.

A local resident RG18 3EX

14038295535
I support the 

proposal

I see no reason why 20 shouldn’t be imposed, the speeds I see are dangerous!   In fact I don’t think it goes far enough, I think a blanket 20mph across the whole of Thatcham 

would be better. The speeds on the A4 out of rush hour is appalling.
A local resident RG18 4

14038294962
I object to the 

proposal

It depends on the reasons for introducing the speed limit. It sounds like a vanity project rather than a road safety measure. If it is a road safety measure, the accident and KSI 

statistics would need to scrutinised.  I doubt the issue of driver behaviour has been considered. If someone speeds in a 30 MPH speed limit, they will continue to this 

behaviour irrespective of the speed limit imposed.  Finally, what is the budget proposed for these works? This money which is raised from council taxation can be put to 

better use within the community.

A local resident RG19 4

14038294221
I object to the 

proposal

Firstly it seems an unnecessary cost to introduce a 20mph limit in roads where like mine where  it is either  a close or similar situation and almost impossible to exceed the 

proposed limit.  This new limit will no doubt  involve additional signs and road markings where this cost would be better put to use repairing the existing infrastructure.  It will 

also be extremely unlikely that monitoring of speed in the majority of the roads will be possible.  I have been followed at 30mph by a child on a motorised scooter and it may 

contribute to safer roads and paths to remove these illegal machines from the roads and paths. It is indisputable that a low speed limit around schools hospitals and the like 

is sensible but a blanket low level is unnecessary and possibly dangerous and will almost certainly cost a lot of money which could be much better used in better the 

maintenance of road, path and bordering hedges and  verges.  You should, I believe,  publish the past history of road accidents injuries and deaths over the last 20 years  so 

we can see how much improvement we achieve from this unnecessary proposal and associated costs.   Sadly though my considerable experience dealing with local 

authorities has shown that these so called consultations all follow the same mantra of " don't confuse me with facts my mind is made up".

A local resident RG18 4EL 

14038294630
I support the 

proposal
We have more vehicles of all sorts of descriptions on our roads in THATCHAM and this has increased considerably recently.  Potentially more accidents on all our roads. A local resident RG18 3

14038293482
I object to the 

proposal
20mph is too slow on many of the roads in Thatcham. I am in favour of 20mph limit in school areas and car homes. A blanket speed limit is to excessive. A local resident RG19 3

14038293039
I object to the 

proposal

I don’t feel that the speed limit needs reducing, it would make movement around Thatcham much slower for those who obey the limit, which is often slow anyway due to 

traffic. This would make it more appealing to go to other towns for my shopping and errands which would mean a greater co2 footprint.   It could be more dangerous as 

those who don’t obey the limit will be going significantly faster than pedestrians expect with a 20mph movement making it more dangerous than currently where 

pedestrians expect traffic to be moving fast.   The a4 is also a main route for traffic and used as an alternative to the m4 when it is closed, 20mph on it would make moving 

round the town impossible with the weight of traffic that is regularly using it. 

A local resident Rg74th

14038292422
I object to the 

proposal
It's not good for the engines of vehicles to drive that slow and it's totally unnecessary. A local resident RG194

14037785558
I support the 

proposal

1	Introductory comments    I drive frequently into London. There are 20mph speed limits throughout London , including all of central London, Richmond, Kingston and 

Camden. The 20mph speed limit applies on most major roads that have adjacent footways or vehicle access to premises, including the A41 Finchley Road, which is a trunk 

route, and the A4 east of Earls Court.     My experience is that the 20mph speed limit is self regulating with a small amount of enforcement, because professional drivers 

(buses, taxis, lorries etc) need to avoid receiving a PCN. Because the 20mph speed limit is applied universally (apart from traffic-only routes like the Kingston Bypass), you get 

into the habit of driving at 20mph, rather than continually changing between 20mph, 30mph and 40mph. Because of the gears on my car, I find it easier to maintain a speed 

limit of 20mph than 30mph.    In Oxfordshire, the main roads through towns are included in 20mph speed limits.    2	Support for the draft TRO, with some modifications    I 

support the proposed traffic regulation order for residential streets in Thatcham. However, I believe that it should have included all streets in Thatcham Town, including the 

A4 (Bath Road, Chapel Street and London Road), Lower Way, all of Station Road to the railway station, and all roads within the northern distributor road. This would give a 

clear signal that the speed limit for residential streets is 20mph, which would make it more understandable to drivers and this encourage compliance. The usual practice for 

20mph schemes elsewhere in England seems to be to include all residential roads.    If these additions go beyond what can be included as modifications to the draft TRO after 

Statutory consultation, I urge the Council to consider them for future action.    3	The case for a 20mph speed limit for A4 Bath Road    There are two Department for 

Transport guidance documents that are relevant to the appropriate speed limit for the A4 through Thatcham - Circular 01/2013 (revised in March 2024): Setting local speed 

limits and Local Transport Note LTN1/20: Cycle Infrastructure Design. (There may be others that I am not aware of.)    Circular 01/2013 has the following characteristics:  -	It 

is generic to all types of road (including the strategic road network managed by National Highways).  -	Its advice is purely qualitative.  -	The ‘strength’ of the advice is relatively 

weak: “ Local speed limits are determined by traffic authorities having regard to guidance issued by DfT” (paragraph 5).    LTN 1/20 has the following characteristics:  -	It is 

specific to roads that have cycling infrastructure.  -	It is quantitative, both in relation to traffic flows and dimensions of elements of the carriageway.  -	-	The ‘strength’ of the 

advice is relatively strong: “There will be an expectation that local authorities will demonstrate that they have given due consideration to this guidance when designing new 

cycling schemes and, in particular, when applying for Government funding that includes cycle infrastructure” (paragraph 1.1.1, this is also paraphrased in the  Minister’s 

Forward. I understand that the active travel schemes in Thatcham have received Government funding).    The A4 is a very busy road, with a two way daily traffic flow of more 

than 20,000 vehicles (this is comparable to some motorways). The 2.5km section of the road from Henwick Lane to Floral Way is clearly a residential road, as it has 25 side 

roads and the entry to a significant proportion of properties is directly from the highway. Francis Baily primary school is immediately adjacent to this road.    This section of 

the A4 has a complicated mix of non-segregated cycle lanes and no cycle lanes in one or both directions. A substantial proportion of journeys by cycle in Thatcham and to 

Newbury will be in part along the A4. The A4 also forms part of the NTN 422 promoted cycle route from Newburyto Reading. The Government guidance Local Transport 

Note LTN1/20: Cycle Infrastructure Design provides advice and good practice to Local Authorities for the design of cycle infrastructure, in support of the Cycling and Walking 

Investment Strategy. Figure 4.1 of this guidance defines appropriate protection for cyclists from motor traffic on highways, but only provides information for up to >6000 

vehicles per day.     For the traffic flow of >6000 vehicles per day, LTN 1/20 figure 4.1 advises that with a speed limit of 30mph the sections of the road with non-segregated 

cycle lanes will be “not suitable for all people and will exclude some users and/or have safety concerns”, and for sections without a cycle lane it will be “suitable for few 

people”. With a speed limit of 20mph, the provision is still not suitable for all users. For a traffic flow of 20,000 vehicles per day, the proportion of people who feel that the 

route is unsuitable is likely to be higher.    The A4 through Thatcham forms the eastern part of Prioritised Strategic Cycle Route Corridor 2 in the LCWIP. This describes the 

A local resident
Other - please 

specify below

A Thatcham Town 

Councillor (responding 

in a personal capacity)

RG18 3

14038291240
I object to the 

proposal
Driving through the village is slow enough already.

A visitor to 

West Berkshire
RG4 5

14038290953
I object to the 

proposal

I object because we do  not live in Wales.  I have not seen a problem with the speeds at 30mph, having lived here since 1998.  What you do see is the odd driver doing in 

excess of 50mph, how will 20mph stop this?  You are currently needing to borrow yet more money to fill your own black hole, so why waste what you have left on a scheme 

only a minority want?  Often, parked cars and pot holes keep your speed below 20mph.

A local resident RG18 3

14038290683
I support the 

proposal

I am generally in support of reduced speed limits.  However I can't understand why Tull Way from the garden centre to Heath Lane is not monitored more. Some cars use 

that as a racetrack.   Also it is often difficult to get out of the Rivers estate and perhaps a roundabout would be in order.
A local resident RG18 3

14038290532
I object to the 

proposal
Waist of money . Can’t see the point as a lot of the roads you can’t get to 30 mph 

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

Rg76pa

14038289259
I object to the 

proposal

So much unnecessary money will be spent on signage.    Due to amount of parked cars in residential roads, no one really drives over 20mph in a lot of these roads anyway- 

so would be redundant.    How would this be policed? Can’t put speed cameras on every road in Thatcham?!    Please use your resources to help more pressing issues 

(housing/food banks etc)

A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG19 4

14038287164
I object to the 

proposal

Reducing the road speed will NOT stop drivers doing over the speed limit, most drivers a distracted by mobile phones, talking and generally not paying attention to the road 

or its conditions.    Police need to be seen imposing the speed limits and tackle drivers that are driving poorly or using mobile devices.
A local resident RG18

14038285404
I support the 

proposal

Members of the Forum agree with this assessment and therefore support the principle of the proposed Order. As most Forum members are not familiar with the residential 

streets in Thatcham, we express no opinion on its details. Full response and suggestions for the scheme were received by T&RS Team on 2nd Nov 2025. 

A statutory 

consultee – 

please specify 

below

Mid and West Berkshire 

Local Access Forum 

14038285133
I object to the 

proposal

I object due to the lack of engagement with the local community.   There has been no research on social media promoting this in saving lives or statistical data shown on how 

bad the local roads Thatcham are.   It’s hasn’t stated how many accidents have happened to cause a reduction in speed.     Research in Germany has shown that the greater 

the speed of vehicles in built-up areas, the higher is the incidence of acceleration, deceleration, and braking, all of which increase air pollution.  I would rather the council not 

spend money on changing signage when it is nearly bankrupt. This money could go back in the pot. 

A local resident RG19 3xq

14038283852
I object to the 

proposal

I object to the proposals as most of the roads included in the 20 mph zone do not need to be at this speed.  In most of the housing estates it is not possible to go above 20 

mph anyway.  Making these 20 mph zones would necessitate the erection of signs at an exorbitant cost.  These extra costs of public money in the present economic 

environment will not make our roads safer.  What "evidence from other areas shows that lower speeds can significantly reduce the number and severity of accidents".  How 

many accidents are there in Thatcham?  Also people need to be educated to use the roads safely.  Would people get used to the lower speed limits and get complacent?  The 

other objection I have is who is going to police this?  I do not think that there is sufficient police time to add this to their more important duties. Or perhaps you want people 

to report their neighbours.  Smacks of big brother to me!

A local resident RG18 3

14038282418
I support the 

proposal
Traffic goes to fast A local resident Rg184

14038281469
I object to the 

proposal

I feel that firstly; it has been proved not to work in other parts of the country; secondly, I feel that there are other priorities for council money;  and thirdly, there are roads - 

such as Northfield Road, where the speed humps installed limit speeding - I think this is the same on other roads with similar speed humps. I would prefer to see more 

electronic signage which tells you your speed. This is very effective. The two that have been installed near me are excellent.

A local resident Rg18 3

14038279304
I object to the 

proposal

Completely unnecessary,  inot wanted. Lots of Thatcham residential areas already have speed humps anyway. Those that don’t have cars parked everywhere, which act as 

traffic calming measures.    These schemes have failed in Wales etc.    More low effort, simple solutions to non existent problems, nonsense from our out of touch Political 

class.    How about actually fixing the roads in our area? They are some of the worst in the country.

A local resident RG18 3

14038279315
I object to the 

proposal

Your statement of reasons is poor; there is no financial benefit & no risk to life benefit, this appears to be a tick box exercise on behalf of Lib Dems. You will not be able to 

police this. On many of the roads a driver will be unable to drive over 20mph anyway through congestion or lack of road to reach speeds in excess. The council does not have 

the funds to finance this.

A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG19 4

14038279421
I support the 

proposal
There are a lot of cars speeding in built up areas, driving at dangerously high speeds.  There have been several near misses involving people and animals.  A local resident RG18 3EU

14038278789
I support the 

proposal

Reducing the speed to 20 mph in residential areas will have safety and also environmental benefits. However, I'd like to suggest a couple of changes to the proposed plan 

TM442004 North West:     1. The national speed limit on Lawrences Way should be lowered to 30 mph.    2. Floral Way - the speed limit between the roundabout at the top of 

Park Lane and the roundabout at the bottom of Lawrences Way should also be 30 mph. This will aid those coming out of Lawrences Way onto Floral Way as currently the 

traffic races up that section and it's difficult to get out safely!    3. Acorn Drive - this should also be a 20 mph zone.

A local resident RG18 4

14038278753
I object to the 

proposal

The limit should be imposed on Lower Way and the Moors Road. Most residential roads in Thatcham have limited access, many cul de sacs and aren’t long enough to get 

past 20mph.  And those that are longer already have speed bumps or a reduced limit.     If safety is the concern, then include the above mentioned roads and stop lorry’s 

over 7.5 ton from using lower way and the moors road. Who’s going to enforce the limits?  Seems a waste of our tax money. It would be better spent restoring bi-weekly 

black bin collections. 

A local resident RG19 3

14038278549
I object to the 

proposal

I object to the proposal to introduce a 20mph speed limit across most of Thatcham because it lacks clear evidence, justification, and practicality. There is no presented data 

showing that the existing 30mph roads have a significant collision history or a measurable safety problem caused by excessive speed. National and local guidance both state 

that 20mph limits should be used only where a safety case exists and where roads are naturally self-enforcing through design, not by signage alone. Applying a blanket 

20mph restriction without targeted analysis risks being symbolic rather than effective. Thames Valley Police have already stated they will not carry out additional 

enforcement for new 20mph limits, meaning compliance is likely to be low and many drivers will continue travelling at or near 30mph. That undermines respect for traffic 

laws and may even create frustration, leading to erratic driving behaviour. There are also environmental and economic downsides: slower travel increases journey times, 

fuel use, and emissions, particularly for delivery vehicles and older engines that operate less efficiently at lower speeds in lower gears. Slower movement of goods and 

services impacts residents, local businesses, and operational council services such as enforcement and maintenance. There is a further risk of displacement, as drivers may 

avoid the slower roads and divert onto residential side streets or rat-runs, increasing congestion and risk in areas not designed for higher traffic volumes. Experience from 

similar schemes in other towns has shown negligible reductions in collisions but higher driver frustration and enforcement issues. The cost of implementing signage and road 

markings across such a wide area is also hard to justify given the limited benefit. A more sensible approach would be to identify and treat only roads with proven safety 

problems, high pedestrian activity, or poor visibility, combining speed reduction with physical calming or crossings, rather than imposing a blanket limit. The major roads 

such as the A4 are already excluded because they are unsuitable for 20mph, yet many other roads within the town share similar design characteristics, good visibility, and 

low collision rates. A one-size-fits-all speed reduction across an entire town will not necessarily make it safer but will create confusion, additional cost, and compliance 

problems. For all of these reasons, I believe the proposed 20mph limit for the whole of Thatcham is poorly targeted, difficult to enforce, likely to cause unintended 

consequences, and does not represent value for money. A more selective, evidence-based approach would achieve better outcomes for safety, traffic flow, and public 

support.

A local resident

14038274809
I object to the 

proposal

How will this order be policed? If the issue is for speeding where is the evidence, number of accidents over the last 3 years on these roads!    Will this save money? If so 

where will it be used?    These roads on estates are very short so how do drivers build up speed? Are all the residence "boy racers"!    
A local resident RG18 3

14038274721
I object to the 

proposal
This idea that the council have is of no use this will make traffic slow and most likely encourage people to speed out of frustration and leading to more danger A local resident rg19

14038273194
I object to the 

proposal

I live in Dunstan park and there are plenty of road calming measure already built into the layouts of the roads. 20mph is rarely breached by drivers here. I don't think we 

need to add the costs of this proposal to our taxes.    Conversely I don't think the 20mph is not justified. The 30 mph limit for local inner roads were set a long time ago after 

safety assessments. Since then cars have gotten safer and many come with collision avoidance systems that slow the cars down to lower the speeds of impacts if they don't 

totally avoid them.    If rash driving is the issue, just putting up signs will not deter them. This means more cost towards enforcement.    Is there an increase in fatalities on our 

roads? Why are we even spending time and money on this conversation?

A local resident RG18 4BW

14038271147
I wish to record a 

neutral position

Further to our previous response. Please also find below the reason for Thatcham Town Councils neutral response, plus suggestions for refinements:    1	Position of 

Thatcham Town Council  Thatcham Town Council welcomes and supports this consultation by West Berkshire Council on a proposal for 20mph Speed Limit for residential 

streets across Thatcham. It agrees that it would make the local area more attractive and accessible by non-motorised highway users.  The Town Council notes the objective in 

the West Berkshire Council Strategy 2023-2027 to “enable 20 mph limits for residential streets where residents want it”. We agree on the importance of the views of 

residents. As West Berkshire Council is currently undertaking a public consultation on this proposal, we believe that it is premature for the Town Council to take a position on 

the proposed 20mph speed limit, and we therefore take a neutral stance for this consultation.  In assessing the responses to the consultation, it will be important to give full 

weight to the reasons given as well as the proportion in each response category.   Particular regard should be given to the interests of people with protected characteristics 

and children, as they may take longer to cross a street, be less aware of approaching vehicles and mobility scooters and buggies may need to use the carriageway if the 

footway is obstructed by parked cars.  We also observe that people have a greater propensity to respond to a survey if they disagree with a proposal than if they support it.    

2	Suggestions for refinements  2.1	Station Road  The 20mph limit in the proposed TRO currently extends from the town centre to just beyond Wheelers Green Way (the 

roundabout by the Burdwood Centre).  The West Berkshire Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan (LCWIP) identifies a number of Prioritised Strategic Cycle Route 

Corridors and Key Walking Routes. Station Road forms part of the Cycle Route Corridor 8 and Key Walking Route W7 between Thatcham Station and the town centre. The 

LCWIP identifies a number of shortcomings in these routes and recommends a number of infrastructure improvements to address them. However, these improvements 

have generally not been implemented – in many cases because of conflicts with other priorities or constraints of land ownership.  The Kennet Heath estate (Urquhart Road 

and surrounding Streets) is within the proposed area of the 20mph limit, but is separated from the rest of the 20mph limit in the rest of the town by a section of Station Road 

with a 30mph limit. This also means that residents of Kennet Heath wishing to catch a bus from the bus stop on the north side of Station Road or residents of the estate to 

the north of station road wishing to catch a bus from the bus stop on the south side will need to cross a busy road with a 30mph limit.  The Town Council therefore suggests 

that the 20mph speed limit should extends at least as far as Urquhart Road, and preferably all of the way to the station. This would support the strategy in the WBC Local 

Transport Plan 4 for “50% of trips within Newbury and Thatcham made by walking and cycling”.  2.2	Side roads to the A4  The Town Council would like to minimise the clutter 

from road signs along the A4. There are 25 side roads along the A4, which would all require 20mph signs if the A4 has a 30mph limit and all side roads have a 20mph limit.  

However, many of these side roads are short cul-de-sacs, where a reasonable driver could not exceed a 20mph speed limit in any case. We therefore suggest that the 

following cul-de-sacs are removed from the 20mph speed limit Order:   Along the A4: Bath Road - Service Road to 150-168,  Bath Road - Service Road to 130 – 148, Faircross 

Court, Fortuna Mews*, Matthews Close, Crown Mead*, access road to Thatcham Court nursing home*, access road to 24-28a Bath Road, Anvil Court*, Chapel Court, 

Prancing Horse Close, Elms Avenue.   Along Station Road: Langford Way.   Along Lower Way: Cleerwater Place (including Jubilee Way)*, Prince Hold Road*, Tarn Howes Close, 

Muddy Lane*.  Along The Moors: The Thackerays.  This will also reduce the cost of installing signage.  Note: Roads marked with an asterisk* are listed in the Local Street 

Gazetteer but not mentioned in the Notice or draft TRO.  The access road to Thatcham Court nursing home is not listed in the Local Street Gazetteer but is at a major junction 

on the A4 with traffic lights.  2.3	Inconsistencies in documentation  Point 3 of the draft Order says that “The West Berkshire District Council (Stoney Lane, Station Road, Victor 

Road, Hartmead Road, Coombe Court, Kennet Close, The Hollands and Adwood Court, Thatcham) (20mph speed limit and prohibition of waiting) Order 2003 is hereby 

revoked in its entirety”. That will presumably revoke the prohibition of waiting as well as the speed limit.  Some significant roads are not mentioned in the Order, including 

A statutory 

consultee – 

please specify 

below

Stakeholder - Thatcham 

Town Council 
RG18 3

14038270100
I object to the 

proposal

The roads selected are excessive and have very little added value to the reducing the impact on the environment     I used to live in Wales when the 20mph was imposed 

across the country only to have this rescinded where it was impractical for traffic- I believe a 20mph restriction on the A4 is impractical and will cause traffic chaos     The 

reason being many motorists out of fear travel at 15-17 miles an hour causing frustration for others. 

A local resident RG183DP

14038269437
I object to the 

proposal
A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

Rg19 3

14038269321
I wish to record a 

neutral position

In principle I have no objections unless there will be new / additional speed bumps put in place.   The newer black screw in speed bumps in the area are so sharp and 

impossible to drive smoothly over even when driving at the slowest speed possible 
A local resident RG18 3

14038268883
I object to the 

proposal

You have not included any statistics to confirm the danger to the public. You have not stated any stealth cameras to be installed and therefore how do you propose to 

monitor defaulters?  It seems to me that this is a publicity exercise with NO merit whatsoever.  The bicycles lanes installed by the council is already a big joke, squeezing an 

already narrow road with little to no takers, makes for more dangerous situations - not better.  Even the speed cameras are only there to make money for the Council, I have 

proof supplied by the Police under the FOI Act. Do something that improves our lives, not more unjustified money for the Council.  

A local resident Private RG18 3

14038268123
I object to the 

proposal
I think more crossings would be more appropriate A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

Rg19

14038268118
I object to the 

proposal
Not required therefore a Waste of money A local resident Rg193xe

14038260099
I support the 

proposal
Drive to fast down baily Avenue and link Way in a built up area. A local resident Rg18 3

14038257093
I object to the 

proposal

Reducing the speed limit is a poor way of spending money and will cause more inconvenience than it will improve road safety. With the exception of smaller roads and roads 

immediately outside schools, 30mph is a safe speed for everyone to drive at. Arguing 20mph is safer is too simplistic an argument. 15mph would be even safer still but 

10mph would be better or 5mph or the safest option; banning cars altogether! Spend the money you would spend on this adding cameras to catch people speeding in 

30mph zones as well as drivers who are driving without insurance or a licence as this group account for the majority of the accidents on our roads.

A local resident RG19 3YW

14038256445
I wish to record a 

neutral position

I am pleased that Tull Way will not be included as it has had only one accident in three years which was not even speed related. I could not find any data for the roads you 

intend to reduce to but looking at the data for Tull Way a 40 mph road is the reduction really justified on safety reasons? If the roads are reduced to 20 will there be in force 

and speeding fines? Where will those fines be used? Will each Road then have 20mph repeat signs on them and 20mph Road markings? Many of the roads you are 

proposing already have speed humps on so speed should already be limited to below 30mph.

A local resident RG18 3DD

14038256394
I object to the 

proposal

West Berks Council's approach to motorists and in particular commercial vehicles shows no sympathy towards allowing vehicles to move around a road system at a sensible 

speed. Slowing traffic to 20mph will add to congestion and increase harmful pollutants to residents. The Council has already squeezed shoppers from the town centres by 

implementing extortionate car parking charges and making pedestrian areas. Leave the speed limits alone!

A local resident RG18 9

14038254273
I object to the 

proposal

I see no reason for spending money legally instigating a 20mph limit and painting or erecting signage  - in most of the small roads and cul de sacs as they regulate themselves 

to slow speeds anyway due to the amount of cars always parked along the the sides of the roads that have to be navigated by everyone and most residents of these roads 

will adhere to travelling less than 30mph anyway along these routes for safety reasons already.  In the case of St. Johns Road, any money should be being spent on the 

resurfacing of the road as it is in dire need of doing (especially as it was on a list to be done about 20 years ago but has never been done and therefore has degraded even 

more since then)

A local resident Rg19 3

14038253531
I object to the 

proposal

I would ask how many deaths, injuries, serious and non serious have occurred in Thatcham in the last 12 months, directly due to vehicles travelling at 30 mph. Council needs 

to look at the major hazards in these roads, vehicles parked dangerously, blocking pavements, e bikes and scooters which travel in excess of 20mph on pavements and 

roads. The council recently spent a small fortune in blue cycle signs, which nobody reads, to tell us how long it will take to cycle to Thatcham etc!   When the 30mph limit was 

introduced, cars were very inefficient, but modern vehicles can stop on a sixpence, particularly electric vehicles which self brake when you take your foot off the excelerator.  

 You will never stop the inexperienced young drivers charging around at 40-50 until you start to Police bad driving, and on that note who is going to Police 20mph, the 

answer no one will. Speed humps are a blight on vehicle shock absorbers, if there is 20mph, then surely the council should remove them all.  Take a look at Henwick Lane up 

by the traffic lights, every day there a 3-4 vehicles parked on the pavement and by the speed humps, these vehicles cause a constant problem for vehicles approaching the 

lights swinging to the other side of the road, try double yellow lines, a big hazard disappears there. There must be be many other examples of bad practice/planning where 

problems are evident through lack of foresight.  I cannot understand why the Councillors bring about these hair brained ideas, when they should deal with anti social 

behaviour, safety in the town centre, drug taking/drug abuse, pavement cyclists, e scooter riders and the many things to help improve the lot for residents. Dont waste 

Council Tax payers money on these hair brained schemes, reduce our tax burden instead.

A local resident RG18 3

14038252636
I support the 

proposal

Having moved from SW London, where i have lived for 20 years, it is common for road limits to be dropped to 20mph and sounds sensible,especially as you are maintaining 

30/40 limits on A4 and Floral Way bypass.    I have a young family so appreciate the proposal for their safety.
A local resident RG18 3BS
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14038251941
I object to the 

proposal

The money it would cost for all the changes and signs etc could be spent on improving the current roads eg potholes and repainting of road markings. Also who would 

enforce the changes as the local police are already stretched.
A local resident RG18 3

14038245706
I support the 

proposal

Most of thatchams roads aren't suitable for 30mph.  I would even suggest that 20mph zones are also put in place during school start and finish times outside Francis Bailey's 

school on the A4 and parsons down on lower way to make it safer for children when arriving or leaving school.  
A local resident RG19 3sg

14038243440
I support the 

proposal

As a previous resident on athe Moors road the impact of the increasing volume of traffic has is detrimental to residents and local school route:   - I have witnessed several car 

accidents along this residential road as cars exceed the existing speed limit  - considerable noise pollution  - the smell of fumes is obvious, objective data on concentration of 

pollution would be interesting to review

A local resident Rg14

14038240046
I support the 

proposal
It would make residential areas safer for everyone A local resident RG19 3

14038239553
I object to the 

proposal

Current speed limits are pertinent to the zone. Low speed decreases driver’s attention and makes people more prone to get distracted. And that’s something regrettable in 

an areas so densely populated.
A local resident RG14 6

14038236382
I object to the 

proposal

I believe it will lead to congestion and therefore potentially more instances of aggressive driving. I feel the 30mph speed limit is already effective for safety in residential 

areas.
A local resident RG183

14038235972
I support the 

proposal
Good idea A local resident RG18 3HJ 

14038235256
I object to the 

proposal

I think a blanket 20mph limit, e.g. Entire length of A4, is difficult to drive because it requires constant monitoring by the driver of speed and gear selection, thereby reducing 

the time available for watching the road for vehicles, pedestrians and other objects.
A local resident RG7 3

14038235106
I object to the 

proposal

No-one is asking for it, no-one wants it. It will create delays on all roads and will force more traffic on to the A4.    It's not going to be enforced by the police so will be 

ignored.    There is no safety problem currently.   I don't remember the last RTA in Thatcham where someone was injured on the proposed roads.    If this is about being 

greener, will you allow electric vehicles to still travel at 30?  As more electric cars appear on the roads in the future things will naturally become greener.    This is a financial 

cost for WBC, that doesn't have money to support it...  

A local resident RG19 4

14038234824
I support the 

proposal

I support the principle of 20mph on the roads specified. It moment the bigger risk I see if bicycles traveling more than 20 miles per hour which can’t be enforced and fast 

moving bicycles being ridden on pavements which are accidents awaiting to happen as most drivers look for pedestrians not cyclists when leaving homes.     
A local resident Rg184

14038231443
I support the 

proposal
This would be safer for school children and it help reduce accidents and fatalities. A local resident RG18 3

14038231431
I support the 

proposal
Because i think it is a better then 20 so then we don't have people spending A local resident Sawyer Rg189hr

14038229924
I support the 

proposal

The traffic is already too fast for the road infrastructure around Thatcham Town Centre. The existing 20mph speed limits particularly around Church Gate, Green Lane and 

the roads leading to and from the town centre have insufficient 20mph road markings to show the  motorists that the speed limit has changed, which I believe is one of the 

reasons that motorists generally speed on those roads.  I believe you need to improve the road markings, have electronic signs which show the speed of the cars to the 

motorists, put in traffic control measures particularly on Church Gate where the path around the 'The Grange School' narrows to single pedestrian use. This is an H&S issue 

for those choosing to use this foot path and needs to be widened urgently! At a last resort you could put in speed control cameras to slow the traffic down.

A local resident RG193UY

14038229528
I support the 

proposal
Cars go to fast A local resident Rg194

14038229378
I support the 

proposal
Cutting down on speeding A local resident RG19 4

14038229132
I support the 

proposal
I am a resident of Great Barn Court Lower/Church Lane. Older people take their live in their hands crossing the road outside the Great Barn at present. A local resident RG19 3

14038228676
I support the 

proposal

Important to keep the main roads, as you've marked, current speed limits.   Good to reduce the speed in residential roads.  "20 is plenty" is there for a reason.    If you have 

any statistics on road traffic accidents in the residential areas, and speed of vehicles, particularly if pedestrians or non-motor vehicles, were involved; that would make your 

argument stronger. For example, how many lives it will save, plus (if it) is more greener? 

A local resident RG18 4

14038228142
I support the 

proposal
We think that overall it will make the estate safer for children. A local resident RG18 3DT

14038228063
I object to the 

proposal

Visiting Wales at least twice  a month, I have seen the impact of reducing the speed limit. Crossing the road and coming out of junctions is far more difficult with traffic 

bunching up.    Increased  road rage.    Lowering concentration of drivers.    There are already  many speed restrictions around Thatcham. these need to be enforced before 

changing the limit.    I agree to the limits within housing estates and around schools.      I also object on the grounds of cost. West Berkshire do not have spare money to 

spend on theses needless changes

A local resident RG18 3

14038227608
I wish to record a 

neutral position
not sure about these proposals, why are only some roads being proposed when other roads are being  ignored A local resident RG183ES

14038227094
I support the 

proposal

I support the proposal for LIMITED restrictions for short stretches of road where there are concentrations of pedestrians, particularly children (ie: school zones).    I DO NOT 

support the proposal for a blanket restriction over entire lengths of road.
A local resident RG18 3

14038225532
I object to the 

proposal

I feel that it will be a huge waste of money to change the speed limits on roads where it isn’t possible to reach twenty miles an hour even if you wanted to. The limit won’t be 

policed and people who speed now will continue to do so. The council have already decided to do this and nothing anyone says will change a thing. Where are the figures 

that say there are deaths or injuries caused by traffic travelling at 30 miles per hour in Thatcham?  How much will it all cost? There are more important things to spend that 

money on .

A local resident RG18 4

14038219094
I support the 

proposal

As a driver, cyclist and pedestrian who lives in Thatcham I see this as significantly reducing the risk to me and  my family from possible collisions and injury.   The downsides 

are that it may take someone a few seconds extra in a journey, but not much more than this as no where is too far from the roads not included in this TRO
A local resident

Member of Newbury 

Velo
RG18 4

14038217726
I support the 

proposal
This is a must and should have been done ages ago but let’s get this done asap. A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG183

14038216099
I object to the 

proposal
This just seems to be unnessacary and a waste of money. The roads concerened are almost self governing by the amount of parked cars combined with traffic levels. A local resident RG18 9

14038214766
I object to the 

proposal

My experience is that at slower speeds you are not able to transit a road were cars are parked on the side so quickly and so more often experience cars coming towards you. 

This means you find yourself having to stop and weave in and out of the parked cars. Your engine is running why you wait for cars to clear the road so you can pass the 

parked cars and you also undertake unnecessary braking and acceleration which is much worse for the environment.

A local resident

14038215722
I support the 

proposal

20mph is only on smaller residential roads and I feel this is entirely sensible. Hopefully it will dissuade dangerously high speeds,  including by motorbikes and scooters which 

have become a real nuisance in my neighbourhood. Safety of residents must come first.
A local resident RG18 3

14038215268
I object to the 

proposal

I feel as though this will make traffic significantly worse.     I fail to see how this will benefit the area as we do not have a high accident rate.     This money could be put 

towards something more meaningful which will benefit and uplift the community.      As a teacher of a local secondary school, I know how desperate we are for funding, 

particularly in the SEN departments. 

A local resident
Live and work in the 

area
RG18 3

14038215248
I object to the 

proposal

I fail to see how this would improve safety in areas where there have been no road accidents, let alone injuries or deaths.    I believe the money required for the signage 

could be better spent on improving the local schools as they are underfunded and would need what they can get.    I fail to see how this will do anything but make the side 

streets more congested, resulting in pedestrians having poorer awareness due to more cars on a narrower street at once    

A local resident RG183DL

14038215283
I object to the 

proposal
Show me the statistics on car accidents in Thatcham, and explain how this is not a money grabbing scheme. A local resident Rg18 3dl 

14038212365
I object to the 

proposal

I don't see any benefit as the roads that will have the 20 mph limit are either small residential roads/cul-de-sacs where it is unlikely that the 20 mph speed limit will be 

exceeded anyway, or are roads which already have traffic calming measures in place which discourage excessive speed.  In addition, I doubt there will be much resource to 

police the limits, so there will be little deterrent to keep to the speed limit.  

A local resident RG19 4

14038212281
I object to the 

proposal

It’s not been proven successful in Wales. Driving at 20 miles an hour means concentrating looking at the speedo not the road. I’m sure the council had more important things 

to spend money on .
A local resident Rg194fq

14038210628
I support the 

proposal

Due to the large numbers of cars that families have, most of the smaller, side/estate roads have vehicles parked on them especially outside school/working hours.  This 

reduces road width and causes additional hazards to those driving through them.  By reducing the speed limit the effects from these hazards will be reduced, making the 

roads safer for pedestrians, and drivers as has been proven in many studies.    Most drivers, if driving sensibly through these side roads, will not be travelling at much more 

than 20 mph anyway and so shouldn't notice any real difference to their journeys.  The introduction of a 20 mph limit should encourage those who might otherwise "Drive 

within the limit" at 30 mph, because that is the limit, to slow down to the safer speed. 

A local resident RG18 3

14038210490
I support the 

proposal
Improved road safety and air quality A local resident RG183

14038210451
I object to the 

proposal
Absolutely a waste of council money and time...nobody want it and need it either. A local resident Rg18 3

14038209827
I support the 

proposal

Speed limits of 30mph don’t seem to matter much so perhaps the speed merchants will drop to the 20 to 30ish limits.  Eas  Can the these 20limits please be spread further 

west to include ALL of Turnpike Road,   FirTreeLane and all of Turnpike estate.    The ridiculous humps in Turnpike Road only seem to serve as a launching site  for joy seeking 

motorcyclists. As for general speed reduction measures these  Es  humps are pretty useless.    I know as I live in Turnpike Road.    Going back some years there had been a 

speed camera outside our   residence but that was removed some years ago unfortunately.

A local resident RG14

14038209829
I object to the 

proposal

Being a regular user of Love Lane. I am often the only motorist that adheres to the 20mph stretch much to the annoyance of others. Any more areas to be implemented will 

just cause more frustration and poor driving. The driving standards are already appalling. Having had my car written off by your bollards which apparently weren't faulty 

despite witnesses to the contrary going slower is not going to serve the district well. I would add that if you spent time fixing potholes and maintaining roads it would be 

beneficial. I do hope that residents opinions are considered instead if being ignored.

A local resident RG18 3DW

14038208469
I object to the 

proposal

Traffic is already incredibly slow through Thatcham and around it. The idea of slowing down the minimal free flowing traffic will end up making Thatcham a place to avoid 

and that is unlikely to be supportive of the local economy
A local resident RG14 2

14038207355
I support the 

proposal

I support the proposal as I feel it would help from a safety point of view to pedestrians and road users. There is no need for any driver to be driving any faster than 20mph in 

any built up areas.
A local resident RG14 3

14038207186
I object to the 

proposal
As a resident in  this area it will make travelling more dangerous as other drives will become frustrated and could lead to aggressive driving and behaviour. A local resident Rg19

14038206482
I object to the 

proposal

Research by Queens University Belfast, Edinburgh University and the University of Cambridge have all concluded that reducing speed limits from 30 MPH to 20 has had l‘little 

impact on road safety’ according to a report published by the RAC. See this for the full report  https://www.rac.co.uk/drive/news/motoring-news/do-20mph-speed-limits-

reduce-the-number-of-car-crashes-and-casualties/.  I’m sure the 10 s of thousands of pounds that this will take to implement, coils be better spend elsewhere.  I would be 

far more sympathetic to a new law of making the use of cycle lanes mandatory. Over the country millions have been spend on these and in my experience, rarely used.

A local resident RG18 3DN

14038206727
I object to the 

proposal

This is completely ridiculous, why are all of the main routes not directly linked to residential roads included, there are no safety impacts that can see here. Aside from the a4 

there are no schools directly on this route and it is too much 
A local resident Rg14 2pd

14038206562
I object to the 

proposal

object    Firstly, the impact on the vehicle or lorry, there will be more fumes as the vehicle will be in 2nd or 3rd gears. so will use more fuel in the long run and the strain on 

the engine.  

Other - please 

specify below
rg7

14038206453
I support the 

proposal

My support for a reduced speed limit reflects the learnings that many of the Welsh towns have seen, namely safer roads, less pollution, less noise and fewer serious injuries. 

My experience proves that pollution has a detrimental effect on my sense of smell. Holidays and lockdown restore my sense of smell, retuning home and it’s lost within days.    

   Living close to two roads one of which will have a 20mph limit and the other a 30mph limit will have little benefit for me. Many people speed on both roads now and unless 

there is police monitoring or speed cameras installed, I don’t see that there will be any change from those who currently ignore the limits. As for speed humps, these cause 

problems as many drivers drive in the middle of the road to avoid individual humps. It would be much better to have single humps spanning the full carriageway.    The 

Moors road passes through a housing estate. Although not many houses face that road, The Moors needs traffic calming measures. Floral Way and the A4 are different.    I 

would be quite happy to have averaging speed monitoring systems, as seen on motorway road works, installed in any road that is not a cull-de-sac and for the council to 

keep the net revenue from all fines.    Experience also tells that getting used to a 20mph limit takes a little time. There will be many who break the law simply because they 

have not yet learnt what 20mph looks like from inside the car.  

A local resident RG19 3

14038206463
I support the 

proposal
On housing estates roads safer for children and elderly to cross. A local resident Rg19 4

14038206216
I object to the 

proposal

Difficult to implement and causes more risk in drivers trying to stay under 20 without physical measures   Compliance is low  Increased congestion already difficult due to 

town closure   Journey time impact   Higher fuel costs and environmental change due to exhaust fumes   
A local resident Rg145 

14038205107
I object to the 

proposal

The biggest problem we have is illegal speeding through the streets so 20 mph limits will not reduce the speeds.    There are also increased use of electric scooters ,which are 

illegal, and electric bikes that don’t know how fast they are going. The police are having crackdown but there are still many of of them around.  The use of speed bumps 

would be more effective!

A local resident RG183

14038204549
I support the 

proposal
I support the proposals for the safety of other road users and pedestrians. A local resident RG183DN

14038203618
I object to the 

proposal
I don't think that 'main' roads need to be slwer than 30 mph A local resident RG18 3

14038199003
I object to the 

proposal

I drive quite a lot in London which has all 20mph limits. It’s incredibly difficult to keep the car that slow for a prolonged time. The car doesn’t naturally like it, and it’s quite 

painful on the legs. I also find I’m concentrating less on my surroundings because I’m too worried about the speed limits.  This also sounds like a very expensive project, 

replacing all the road signs, when the council is reducing services to save money.

A local resident RG19 3

14038198278
I support the 

proposal

When I initially received the letter explaining this proposal, I was concerned that this would be a blanket change, however after reviewing the proposal map, I can see no 

issues with this. I would be fully in support of the lowered limit being applied to the roads outlined in blue. Thatcham is a community which has a large number of vulnerable 

road users and certain roads at the moment have unsuitable speed limits.   My major concern with this proposal is that while it is admirable in it's objectives, there doesn't 

seem to be any viable way of enforcing such an order. I would wager that for the majority of the proposed 20mph roads, that the average speed is lower than this already.  

Given that spending budgets are already tight, how will this be funded? I can't imagine that changing road signs comes cheap.

A local resident RG18 3

14038197587
I object to the 

proposal
Complete waste of money as most of the roads you can’t do more than 20mph anyway and there is no one to inforce the speed limits. A local resident

14038197094
I support the 

proposal

Sirs, Mams,     My name is *********, I'm a Safeguarding Lead for an MOD and Home Office contract. I'm also a foster carer and family man.   My street is Mersey Way 

Thatcham. To navigate the parked cars, I have to drive at around 10mph as do most of my neighbours. More importantly, our street has around 10 children under 10 who 

play in the road on scooters, with balls ect. The amount of times I've witnessed near misses where drivers are speeding at 30mph on the tight roads is frightening.   On two 

occasions, I've left my house to ask drivers to slow down in this area.     I'm 100% for this reduced limit and would like to see it robustly enforced.  I do not doubt that this 

change will save a child from being injured or worse and encourage the council to peruse the change with determination with that in mind.     As for bowling green road........I 

have been overtaken on multiple occasions by young drivers, vans and this is putting My family back the plans and i speak for Mersey Way.     Many thanks for the 

consultation. 

A local resident RG18 3DL

14037774779
I object to the 

proposal

I don’t think that this is a necessary change and don’t think this will improve safety in the area either. It seems like wasted money to put all new signs up for something that 

isn’t necessary and will just add stress to those having to commute / use this area regularly 
A local resident RG19 4

14038196065
I support the 

proposal

I have often witnessed cars driving at unsuitable speeds on some of the smaller roads around Thatcham (e.g. Agricola Way being particularly bad for it). Reducing the limit to 

20 should improve safety for pedestrians, cyclists and children walking/cycling to the schools. Only concern is that for roads like Agricola Way, without additional measures, a 

20 sign on its own is likely to have little or no effect and cars will regularly be far in excess of the limit.

A local resident Rg19 4

14038189478
I object to the 

proposal
A local resident RG19 3

14038187595
I object to the 

proposal

Evidence from Wales shows the the introduction of 20mph speed limits made no difference to the rate traffic collisions were falling, and so an introduction of 20mph speed 

limits will simply be a waste of money. 
A local resident RG193

14038185652
I object to the 

proposal

The expenditure is not justified.  The inconvenience is not justified     Any evidence of lower casualties at 20mph, could also show even lower at 10mph and less at 0mph.  Its 

All about balance.    20 mph is an ideological aim for a few elitist people who think they are better that thise with a different opinion.  I  practice 20mph limits are eidly 

ignored, an train people to not respect speed limits. Just go to Wales to see that in action 

A local resident Rg14 2rr 

14038183168
I object to the 

proposal

Because there is insufficient evidence to suggest that the current 30mph limit, which  has been in existence for many many years, is not fit for purpose.  At approaches to 

schools it would indeed be sensible to reduce the limit to 20mph as  well as through housing estates and perhaps hospital and doctors surgeries.  Of course Reading town 

centre, as an example, should adopt the reduction as it is  very heavily trafficked.  Beyond the above, it is simply unnecessary and way over the top.  I’m of the opinion that 

councils are just following other councils like sheep! without any  justifiable reason for adopting this absurd reduction.      

A local resident RG7 5

14038176982
I object to the 

proposal

Apart from school areas, I feel this limit is annoyingly pointless, difficult to keep to, damages car engines, and once introduced in Thatcham, towns surrounding this will also 

then be plunged into this ridiculous speed limit. Even 25mph would be more sensible, but even that is ridiculous. I am a safe, thoughtful driver and I am sure most people are. 
A local resident RG14 7

14038175255
I support the 

proposal

We've lived on Northfield Road for 23 years and our 3 children (now adults) all went to Whitelands Park School.      We thoroughly support the 20mph proposal.  Northfield 

Road is regularly used by pedestrians going to and from the school and Tescos.    Speeding cars are regularly a problem, both during the day and night.      Over the last 5 

years or so, there's been an increase in cars being parked on both sides of the road, and not solely outside Tescos.  Some drivers are oblivious to the danger of not slowing 

down, particularly when they can't clearly see round parked cars.  Some drivers enjoy the 'slalom'.  

A local resident RG18 3ES 

14038175251
I object to the 

proposal

The 20 mph limits must be stopped as they clearly do not work and cause frustration, induce dangerous overtakes. They don’t work. Just look at London. They only make 

any sense if they are by a school. Otherwise they make no sense, nobody follows them, it’s a total waste of money in signage and it drums up more anger and induced 

dangerous driving.

14038174921
I support the 

proposal

As a resident of Northfield Road, my family, consisting of myself, my wife, my 9 year old daughter and my teenage son, daily face the risk of speeding and reckless drivers 

causing potential danger to us and our neighbours.    We use the pathways and road on a daily basis and always must be on high alert for speeding traffic, on occasions such 

as the school run, and also when moving out of our driveway onto the road.    My wife rides a bike to work and it is often very hazardous with drivers wanting to get past 

cyclists in general in the short space between the speed bumps.    Due to these and other reasons, my family and I are in full support to the proposals for Northfield Road 

and throughout the whole of Thatcham, to make the whole neighbourhood safer for all pedestrians and road users or all ages.    

A local resident RG18 3

14038172881
I object to the 

proposal

A 20 mph speed limit is acceptable near schools and playgrounds and even elderly care homes. However, this should not be the case throughout Thatcham. 30 mph is a safe 

speed to drive at.  
A local resident Rg19 3

14038172662
I wish to record a 

neutral position

In my experience (62 years and clean licence) many road users are not ready for 20mph speed limits.  There are many 20mph speed limits in neighbouring Oxfordshire. 

Frequently, when observing a 20mph limit in Oxfordshire and in other parts of the UK I have noticed aggressive tailgating. Sometimes this is accompanied by rude hand 

gestures or dangerous overtaking.  Apart from being unpleasant, it does not serve the cause of road safety.

A local resident RG7 6

14038172545
I object to the 

proposal

I do not think it is necessary to have a 20 mph speed limit enforcement in place. 30 mph is adequate and in my opinion a safe enough speed. I feel 20 mph could be enforced 

in areas close to schools and playgrounds. 
A local resident Rg19 3

14038172023
I support the 

proposal
People will continue to speed; most do at least 35 in a 30 so bringing it down to 20 probably means 25 in reality, every thing helps though. A local resident RG18 9

14038170290
I support the 

proposal

I live on Green Lane and it is used as a cut through to lower way and car speed down the road even though it is already a 20 mph road already.    I am in favour of the change. 

The roads need to be safer for our children and elderly.     My only worry is how will you enforce the change as car speed a lot. 
A local resident RG19 3

14038165487
I object to the 

proposal

I only moved to Thatcham last December and live on the north east edge (Farmhouse mews).   I have been struck by the amount of ‘speed humps’ on the local roads and it 

strikes me that they should be sufficient to control vehicle speed. Adding a 20mph limit may not really make a significant difference. I’m not aware that there is a problem to 

be fixed but perhaps those living more in the central areas would have a clearer position.   

A local resident RG18 4NW

14038163984
I support the 

proposal

I live on Longbridge Road and constantly hear cars speeding at the roundabout on station road by Kennet Heath in all directions.  There is no way motorists are driving at 30 

mph limit
A local resident RG19 4YG

14038160491
I object to the 

proposal

A4 Road  If the M4 is closed due to an accident the A4 Road is the only option for M4 traffic.  The congestion from Newbury to Thatcham will grind to a halt and cause 

problems at all traffic lights from Newbury to Thatcham.    To all other suggestions   I believe only all schools and emergency exits should be at 20 miles per hour 
A local resident RG18 3BT

14038160448
I object to the 

proposal

Thatcham is too busy a town to have 20 mph imposed on all the roads you want. Yes it’s acceptable anywhere near a school or vulnerable people and animal areas but it will 

cause such traffic delays that road rage will be the biggest thing the police will have to deal with. I’m not sure they have the finances to do that.   It’s pure stupidity and short 

sightedness.

A local resident RG19

14038158988
I support the 

proposal

The difference between 20mph and 30mph is substantial in the event of a collision with a pedestrian, cyclist, another vehicle or roadside property. It can lead to a significant 

reduction in injury, damage to property and other factors. However, I would suggest ONLY imposing a 20mph limit for specific residential roads, the town centre, and in the 

vicinity of schools and elderly care homes. A blanket policy would not be as effective as a policy identifying and designating specific roads and areas by reducing the 

perception of the need for the reduction in particular areas. Main routes and arterial feeder roads should be exempt from any changes as increased congestion would be the 

likely result.

A local resident RG19

14038158533
I support the 

proposal
I live on an small estate with narrow roads A local resident RG18

14038157811
I object to the 

proposal

The proposal covers an area too large. Making the A4 a 20mph zone is not an ideal scenario and will result in more traffic chaos and higher risk to pedestrians that believe 

they can cross easier.   the other proposed areas i have no issue with and would support. 
A local resident RG19 8

14038154190
I object to the 

proposal

I Object to the proposal as no justifiable evidence based survey has taken place.    This general obsession with 20mph idealist non fact based speed limit changing was 

implemented in Wales and once again Councils wasted Thousands of pounds implementing retrospective action. Why is it that previous experience is not learnt from?    I 

believe putting up SID's (Speed indicating Devices) is a much more effective solution to the non problem being suggested as the people already speeding are still going to 

speed and all that will be achieved is penalising those who currently observe the perfectly reasonable speed limits.    There is no evidence it will make a difference in this 

area.    As a Council, you cannot afford its implementation or maintenance of the signage as we are lead to believe you have a 14 million pound deficit and are a strapped 

cash council.

A local resident RG18 9PB

14038146355
I object to the 

proposal
Not clear on what the problem is that requires these changes to be made. A local resident RG19 3SF

14038153938
I object to the 

proposal
20 limits are dangerous,  distracting and cause pollution. Only around schools can you see a reason for part time 20 limits. A local resident Rg193qj

14038150404
I object to the 

proposal
A total waste of money and everybody's valuable time A local resident RG18 3PD

14038148747
I object to the 

proposal
Speed limit is too wide spread and 20mph is to slow, not reasonable to expect locals to drive this slowly. A local resident RG31

14038148565
I object to the 

proposal

There is no point unless money is also allocated to enforcement.    With WBC councils finances being strained already is putting 20mph signs everywhere the straw on the 

camps back?
A local resident Rg14 2

14038148115
I object to the 

proposal
20 mph is not wanted and not needed A local resident RG20

14038147228
I object to the 

proposal
30 is slow enough A local resident Rg18 3

14038146462
I support the 

proposal

I have lived in Thatcham for forty years.lve seen the increase in the number of properties being built and a rise in traffic.Its changed Thatcham cars drive up and down 

Northfield road like it's a motorway cars park halve on the road and halve on the payment close to traffic lights.Acident waiting to happen.l never use to hear the cars or saw 

so many when l first moved here now it's ongoing.Slow them down reduce the noise and enable communities to walk safely together.

A local resident Rg183fj

14038146545
I object to the 

proposal
Increased pollution. A local resident RG14 2

14038146041
I object to the 

proposal
25mph would suite most cars,  as 20mph would mean mist cars traveling in low gear causing high engine revs, which mean more noise and polluting exhaust Gases. A local resident Rg193sl

14038145554
I object to the 

proposal

Impact on timing of attendance at work & school.Impact on bus schedules, delivery of goods,postal services.Gearing of vehicles not suitable for low speeds.  Will bicycles 

have to travel at same speeds?    
A local resident RG18 9

14038145390
I object to the 

proposal
I believe 30mph strikes the right balance between motorists and pedestrians. 20mph is just trying to force motorists off the road to meet green agendas. A local resident Rg14 2

14038145354
I support the 

proposal
Anything to slow down the traffic on Falmouth Way A local resident RG19

14038144486
I support the 

proposal

Not all footpaths are sufficiently wide to allow people to pass resulting in people walking in the road.  The 20mph limit will drivers with greater opportunity to react      It will 

ease the flow of traffic on already congested roads.
A local resident RG183

14038144460
I object to the 

proposal
It won't be enforced anyway, the police are not staffed to deal with this, where we have 30mph limits idiots exceed these so it seems like a token gesture A local resident Rg14 7

14038144369
I object to the 

proposal

This would do nothing to help the flow of traffic or improve conditions for cyclists or pedestrians. Just another scheme to get money and hamper hard working people who 

need their cars for work and to keep themselves solvent 
A local resident Rg18

14038144009
I object to the 

proposal
30 is a low speed - modern cars do not like travelling at low speeds. A local resident RG18 3

14038144046
I support the 

proposal
Safer road for families and children A local resident Rg19 4

14038143891
I object to the 

proposal
20mph speed limits are appropriate in a city like London but not in a town such as Thatcham where the only result will be unnecessary frustration and slower journeys. A local resident RG87AU 

14038143880
I wish to record a 

neutral position
I have no issue in the speed limit being reduced on estate roads BUT unless this is enforced there is no point in the change. A local resident Rg19

14038143331
I object to the 

proposal
Lowering the speed limit to 20mph has been proven not to be successful in reducing emissions or accidents. A local resident RG7 6QR

14038142991
I support the 

proposal

I live in Fylingdales at the hammerhead end of the cul de sac. It needs more  regulation tban tbe white line to stop souped up cars screeching down to end to turn round. The 

lighting is poor with only one light at the end so it canbe dangerous to cross the road if cars are speeding at anytime.  I would also like speed cameras down The Moors set at 

30. I would like to adk how the speed limit is to be enforced otherwise there is no pointto it.

A local resident RG19 3LB

14038142708
I object to the 

proposal

You have far better things to be spending your money on, and simply enforcing the current limits is better. Many people speed in the current 30 limit, they will simply 

continue to speed in a new 20 limit.     I'm sure you will go ahead with it though regardless of the results of this consultation as that's how these seem to work.
A local resident Rg73qa
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14038142112
I object to the 

proposal

20 mph speed limits are a money making tax on already over taxed car users. They do not help with safety, moden cars are just as safe at 30 mph . If you ask a person living in 

the road they will all ways say bring the speed down, just like the people in London ho voted for the congestion charge,how did that go ?,with out thinking of when they 

have to navigate 20 mph streets. I suggest you, put a person in front of all cars with a red flag , just like when cars were started. If you want to raise more money why don’t 

you tax bicycles. To sum up it is very difficult to keep a car at 20 mph , so the council get more money in fines , people are not thinking, and I know this email will go straight 

in the trash, but I know what you are doing. Stan Read 07754832661 . 

Other - please 

specify below

A regular traveler 

thought Thatcham.
Rg314el

14038142629
I object to the 

proposal

This was never in the manifesto.  There is not a need to reduce to 20 mph other than near schools , etc.    There needs to be a balance between speed and loss of 

productivity that a reduced speed limit would over the years cause.
A local resident RG7 6QX

14038142523
I support the 

proposal
Safer for pedestrians, the elderly, children, cyclists and animals.  Owning a £50000+ metal box has had its day

Other - please 

specify below

Regular cyclist on these 

roads
RG14 7GA

14038142489
I object to the 

proposal

I don't believe that an increased use of 20mph will assist the local economy. It will lead to increased traffic issues as people will use the main roads which will clog them up. I 

doubt that the council will care of the people who object as it will do what it wants. I would guess that once this is implemented they will do speed enforcement and make a 

lot of money. 

A local resident Rg142

14038142459
I object to the 

proposal
Will increase traffic levels especially at school/ rush hours  Currently enough traffic lights in Thatcham to slow traffic to a suitable level A local resident RG14 1

14038142294
I object to the 

proposal
Slow speeds ad pollution A local resident Rg18 3

14038142444
I object to the 

proposal
Not necessary and the money needed could be put to better use elsewhere. Lots of services are being reduced and this is an expense that is not needed A local resident Rg19 4

14038142246
I support the 

proposal
Living off lower way I find it very frustrating seeing the speed some drivers go at along lower way. A local resident RG19 3

14038142132
I object to the 

proposal

You are unable to enforce existing speed limits, so what make this any different ? If large numbers of speed cameras are installed, any revenues generated would not go 

towards better infrastructure, they would be squandered on other projects unrelated to the area.
A local resident rg18 4

14038140336
I object to the 

proposal

Overall I don't think this propsoal will amount to a change from the status quo as many of the roads shown are either already 20MPH limits, or would be unsuitable for 

travelling in excess of that speed. However this is to some degree expected as this proposal is in part a consolidation of existing orders.    None of the documentation 

alongside the proposal is clear on which areas where the speed limit would actually change.     What additional signage will be required to ensure this change is 

communicated to road users.     Has a study been done on the current speeds in the proposed areas, if so, what were the results, and if not how can we be sure this will be 

effective?    I'd like to see more thought put into these proposals alongside an evidence based approach.  

A local resident RG19 4

14038137140
I object to the 

proposal

I feel the restrictions will cause a lot of aggravation , especially to the many delivery people. I wonder how it will be monitored for those exceeding the limit by more than 3 

miles per hour.   Will it result in a lot more fines?    Many roads, like ours, are too short to get up to 20.     I can appreciate that roads near schools, need restricting, but not 

the majority of Thatcham. My

A local resident RG18

14038134382
I wish to record a 

neutral position

I don’t have a problem with the speed limits being adjusted, but I question why it is necessary? I don’t think it makes the areas more attractive - 30pmh is common in most 

residential areas. If residential areas need to be better accessible for non-road users, this should be achieved through other means - proper crossings in appropriate places, 

pathways being cleared of debris/mud/overhanging trees etc.     I would understand the need if there had been an increase in RTCs in residential areas, but this doesn’t 

seem to be the case according to the reasons put forward in your consultation.     What will happen if the overwhelming response from residents is ‘neutral position’? Will 

the council continue with the changes? 

A local resident RG19 4

14038133537
I object to the 

proposal
the 30mph speed limit is sufficient for safety, and abided by a majority of drivers, and the remaining few that speed will continue to do so regardless of a lower 20 mph limit. A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

rg142td

14038120122
I support the 

proposal

20mph zones are safer, as they significantly reduce the likelihood and severity of collisions, injuries, and fatalities. Research indicates that lower speeds increase the survival 

rate of pedestrians hit by a car and lead to fewer overall casualties. Introducing 20 mph limits and zones may have wider benefits to physical and mental health, including 

encouraging active travel (such as walking and cycling), improving air quality and reducing noise pollution. Such measures are not anti-car, they are pro-safety. To me, this is 

about making the road network safer for all users. Cars will still get to where they need to go, with no substantive effect on time taken to complete individual journeys.  

A local resident RG18 9

14038119734
I object to the 

proposal

I strongly object to this going forward.  This has not worked effectively in other parts of the UK, also it creates more pollution as vehicle internal combustion engines can not 

regulate a high enough internal catalyst (petrol) and diesel particulate filters do not function just off idle speeds at these proposed 20mph limits this will also cause more 

congestion with our already stretched infrastructure.  This is clearly not about safety. A modern vehicle can stop efficiently in an emergency below 40mph with all the 

technology and tyres these days.  This would also cause the average driver to make up time when out of the imposed 20mph zone to drive faster just moving the problem to 

other road networks. 

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

Rg183bw 

14038115193
I object to the 

proposal

As someone who abides by the 30 mph speed limit, I find 20mph very hard to maintain. It is so boring I suspect drivers probably pay less attention to the road. I don't feel it is 

necessary.  From my experience very few drivers adhere to the 20 mph. Some drivers will just ignore it.   I could break the speed limit on my bicycle for goodness sake.  I 

believe some areas in the country regret the change to 20 mph but it is too expensive to reverse the decision. Surely money could be better spent.

A local resident Horticulture RG31 5NG

14038110945
I support the 

proposal

I'm in support of the 20mph speed limit within the housing estates of Thatcham.    A speed limit with significantly reduce the risk of serious injury to pedestrians - children 

and elderly, the use of e-scooters.    The uptake of EVs which are quieter and heavier increases the risk of road traffic collision.
A local resident NA RG18 4

14038108455
I wish to record a 

neutral position

Thatcham Town Council welcomes and supports this consultation by West Berkshire Council on a proposal for 20mph Speed Limit for residential streets across Thatcham. It 

agrees that it would make the local area more attractive and accessible by non-motorised highway users.    The Town Council notes the objective in the West Berkshire 

Council Strategy 2023-2027 to “enable 20 mph limits for residential streets where residents want it”. We agree on the importance of the views of residents.     As West 

Berkshire Council is currently undertaking a public consultation on this proposal, we believe that it is premature for the Town Council to take a position on the proposed 

20mph speed limit, and we therefore take a neutral stance for this consultation.    In assessing the responses to the consultation, it will be important to give full weight to the 

reasons given as well as the proportion in each response category. Particular regard should be given to the interests of people with protected characteristics and children, as 

they may take longer to cross a street, be less aware of approaching vehicles and mobility scooters and buggies may need to use the carriageway if the footway is obstructed 

by parked cars.    We also observe that people have a greater propensity to respond to a survey if they disagree with a proposal than if they support it.  

A statutory 

consultee – 

please specify 

below

Thatcham Town Council 

(Key Stakeholder)
RG18 3

14038107608
I object to the 

proposal
A local resident RG19 4

14038105446
I object to the 

proposal

While the intention behind introducing 20 mph speed limits in residential areas is understandable, there are several reasons to question their effectiveness and 

proportionality.   Evidence from national trials suggests that simply changing signs without physical traffic-calming measures produces only minimal reductions in average 

speeds, often by just one or two miles per hour.   Implementing a blanket 20 mph limit would therefore impose significant costs for signage, enforcement, and 

administration, with limited proven safety benefits.   Police resources are already stretched, and enforcing these limits consistently would be difficult, risking poor 

compliance and public frustration.   In addition, slower driving can increase emissions in some vehicles, divert traffic onto busier roads i.e. this would make the A4 busier, and 

therefore more congested; it would also reduce attention as drivers focus on their speedometers rather than the road, particularly dangerous on the residential roads where 

children would be more likely to be crossing the roads.   For these reasons, I believe targeted measures—such as improved crossings, lighting, and enforcement in high-risk 

areas—would achieve better safety outcomes than a blanket 20 mph policy.  Many of the residential roads in Thatcham already have speed bumps which limit the speed that 

can be reached.  The overwhelming concern that I have is the cost that would be involved in putting 20mph signs around the town. Surely when everyone is dealing with the 

cost of living crisis, the money could be better spent supporting the less well off in our town, or going to repair some of the roads themselves.

A local resident RG19 4

14038100258
I object to the 

proposal

•	Longer journey times: For motorists, especially those using routes for through-traffic, 20 mph limits can noticeably extend travel times, leading to frustration and pushback.  

•	Poor compliance: Many drivers ignore 20 mph limits, especially on straight roads without physical traffic calming measures like speed bumps. This can lead to disrespect for 

traffic laws generally and creates a need for costly enforcement.  •	Congestion and pollution: When drivers follow the new lower limit, some argue it can cause increased 

congestion on roads not designed for slower speeds. A "stop-start" driving pattern can also increase fuel consumption and exhaust emissions, including nitrogen oxides and 

carbon dioxide, particularly with older vehicle technologies.  •	Economic impact: A Welsh government impact assessment, published in 2022, estimated a potential "negative 

£4.54 billion" impact on the economy over 30 years, largely due to increased journey times for businesses. Critics have seized on this figure, despite Welsh government 

officials and other organizations questioning the validity of this cost calculation.  •	Alienating drivers: Some motorists feel that broad 20 mph zones are an "anti-car" measure 

that unfairly punishes responsible drivers. This can generate a negative public backlash, as seen with Wales's nationwide rollout.     All the above are reasons against this 

proposal, which is widely available information on the web.    In addition my own experiences of travelling through roads in Oxford; who also have the maximum speed at 20 

m.p.h, at 04:00 am travelling to and from a hospital while having to drive at 20 m.p.h.    Have you considered that travelling on EMPTY Roads at 20 m.p.h. is an excessive 

penalty for all  safe drivers, against the few who exceed the speed limit?    WHY is it in this country the few who drive carelessly and dangerously on our roads are targeted 

by implementing speed restrictions on everyone else?    Horses and carts travel faster than 20. m.p.h.    Businesses suffer as people will avoid travelling to these local areas.  

My own conclusion of having the experience the travel through Oxford with these restrictions in force, is that I won't be visiting again anytime in the future.    Every bit of joy 

and freedom is being taken out of our lives with evermore restrictions and control in our daily lives.    I DO NOT WANT this 20 m.p.h. restriction in my home town and 

surrounding roads.    This is a nonsensical restriction.    

A local resident RG18 3

14038100796
I object to the 

proposal
A local resident Rg194ph

14038100758
I object to the 

proposal

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

Rg20 6

14038100648
I object to the 

proposal
It would increase congestion and be entirely un-necessary throughout 95% of thatcham. School zones protect where they should and the rest is safe enough A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

Rg185

14038099916
I support the 

proposal

I support the proposals because a speed limit of 20mph would reduce the chances of serious or fatal car accidents. Pedestrians and other non-motorised vehicle drivers 

would feel safer on such roads. 20mph speed limits have also been shown to reduce costs for the NHS as they do not have to deal with the aftermaths of serious road traffic 

accidents. Finally, travelling more slowly is generally more fuel efficient  and therefore better for the environment.

A local resident RG31 7

14038098394
I support the 

proposal

20mph speed limits in Residential Areas are a great improvement , I support the proposal assuming they are installed without speed humps  or road narrowing measures.     I 

only use Thatcham roads infrequently, but I Support this as I hope for further 20mph zones across West Berkshire.  & other counties.     20mph limits improve road safety & 

lower car insurance premiums.    20mph limits reduce traffic noise, acceleration & polution.    20mph limits encourage cycling & make life more pleasant for walkers.    20mph 

uses less energy in EV & less fuel in ICE cars.     Speed Humps I oppose :  Speed Humps increase traffic noise for residents near the hump, increase acceleration & increase 

polution & increase "close Pass" of cyclists ( motorists swerve in to straddle the hump) .  Speed humps wear out car suspension, cost motorists & the environment in repairs.     

   Road Narrowing  I oppose, only slows traffic by increasing the risk. Also having paid for a whole road , it is wrong to not use a whole road.

Other - please 

specify below
Rg7 3

14038094355
I object to the 

proposal

On most of your roads you are proposing already have speed humps, slow chicanes  already in these roads which which reduces your speed to 20 miles already.   Surely to 

now put signs up is a waste of council money when the council is already in debt and need to be saving money.   
A local resident RG19 4

14038091189
I object to the 

proposal

It is an entirely unnecessary and expensive change particularly when the council claims to be financially challenged.  Western economic growth has been significantly 

positively impacted by the speed of transport early horse and cart to the development of safe and efficient car transport.  The most significant contribution that the council 

could make would be to stop huge buses travelling down narrow roads of Thatcham, constantly riding the pavement and blocking the roads.      20mph does not fix anything 

it is just a nonsense political slogan.    We need cars this is not central London which is the only place where public transport works.  Please stop the anti car mentality that 

has plagued the council for the last 20 years with insane road works that have changed lanes restricted the width of the A4 when at the same time encouraging more huge 

lorries through planning permission alongside the railway. Try thinking holistically.       This concept is a backward step to lower productivity and less efficiency.  Just stop 

meddling with things that don't matter.

A local resident RG18 3

14038091144
I object to the 

proposal

The current speed limits have worked perfectly forever. Just because people are lacking serious road sense and believe they are invincible by walking out in front of cars. 

You’re trying to push the safety and health side. By pushing people to walk ride or use public transportation. I believe this has nothing to do with health or shaft at all. It’s all 

a big push to get you off the road. It’s been prove that cars driving at 20mph are at a higher RPM than a lower gear at 30MPH SO INCREASE POLLUTION. Not only are you 

then spending even more time on the road increasing journey times dramatically. 

A visitor to 

West Berkshire
RG7

14038091130
I object to the 

proposal
Pointless waste of money A local resident Rg194

14038089899
I object to the 

proposal
Waste of money A local resident rg194

14038089809
I object to the 

proposal
Money could be better spent else ware A local resident rg194

14038089738
I object to the 

proposal
To many roads made into 20mph will degrade the impact of the limit on the roads where it is actually required A local resident rg193

14038089588
I object to the 

proposal
Money could be better spent on 2 weekly bin collection A local resident rg193

14038089469
I object to the 

proposal
I object as it is a pointless exercise and a waste of tax payers money A local resident rg193rt

14038083772
I object to the 

proposal
A local resident

14038081501
I object to the 

proposal

Most of the roads proposed for a limit are already fitted with speed humps, which already restrict speeds to below 20mph, since you cannot drive comfortably over them at 

speeds above 15mph. I know this because as a volunteer driver I regularly use the roads at issue.   Therefore to introduce a 20mph limit with all the attendant costs for 

signage etc is a waste of money which could be more usefully spent on the repair of roads and the repainting of road markings, both of which are in a dire state.   As the 

police have said that they will not be taking any extra enforcement measures the whole exercise seems to be entirely pointless.   This is just another virtue signalling scheme 

like the A4 cycle lanes, which are hardly ever used as cyclists prefer to use the footways, as they are entitled to. 

A local resident

Volunteer driver for 

Thatcham Volunteer 

Bureau 

RG18 3

14038075748
I object to the 

proposal
Will cause more congestion and chaos. This will increase emissions so will not encourage to walk. A local resident Rg18

14038074689
I wish to record a 

neutral position

- How will reducing the speed limits make the area more attractive according to the statement.  - Within the existing current speed limits how many accidents have there 

been resulting in loss of  life or serious injuries.  - Some roads seem perfectly safe at 30 MPH like llkley Way. What is the difference between The  Moors Road and llkley Way. 

There is more traffic flow on the Moors Road than llkley Way.  - To travel at 20 MPH has the potential to introduce both frustrations, tailgating and possible road  rage 

because there are motorists who are impatient and do not respect speed limits even now.  - The other day I was in a 20 MPH zone and whilst going over a speed hump a car 

overtook me at  speed and disappeared into the distance. So do you think a person like that is going to take any  notice of what the legal limit would be, I bet not.  - If there is 

a clear road ahead, do you really think people are going to plod along at 20 MPH. It  cannot be policed. No patrol cars, no speed cameras, no radar traps, what is there to stop 

them  going faster.  - Have you given thought regarding cyclists, they can travel at 20 MPH, and I am sure there will be  some who will think it fun to overtake a car, therefore 

putting themselves at risk.  - How will it make the roads safer and for who. In my opinion it can only have a negative impact.  - There may be some vulnerable roads where 

the speed limit should be reduced, I am not against  that for safety reasons but asI mentioned how can it make any difference to llkley Way as an  instance. Will it make it any 

safer I think not. Will it make Thatcham more attractive to who!  - If the idea is to slow down traffic, then why not fit speed humps, speed indicators on all the  roads in 

question. If you say that is not a solution, then why have we speed humps on local  roads anyway.  - It is my opinion that currently this proposal has not been thought 

through thoroughly. It is naive  to think that motorists will keep to a 20 MPH limit, especially if there is a clear road ahead of  them.  - I would urge the Council to re-think this 

proposal. It may be a cost-effective way of doing  something, but delivering the desired effect time would tell

A local resident RG19 3

14038072074
I object to the 

proposal
Agricola way is definitely a 30mph.  The 20mph ruling is too blanket and approach as shown by the implementation in Wales. A local resident RG19 4

14038071509
I wish to record a 

neutral position

To the best of my knowledge there is no scientific evidence published with your assertions and none included in the newsletter and links asking for feedback. For example 

you could model the effects of having the speed limit set at 30mph, 25mph and 20 mph.    You could either run a trial on a few areas or use data from other authorities who 

have made a change to 20mph and can produce genuine before and after data.    It would make sense to include data from different road types and conditions, e.g. with and 

without parked cars, roads with speed humps etc    Would a 20 mph zone allow the removal of speed humps?    If you were to carry out an investigation and produce 

independently verified results you stand a fighting chance of getting buy in    I note that your proposal only mentioned motor vehicles. In my opinion this is wholly 

unsatisfactory as, from personal experience both as a motorist and a pedestrian I have experienced near misses with cycles and electric cycles exceeding both the speed 

limits and the rules of the road (or pavement).    In my opinion all electric bikes, no matter what speed they are capable of, should be licensed and subject to the same rules 

as mopeds - I realise that you have no control over this    This behaviour is worse for pedestrians as they cannot hear them approaching. As a driver I have been overtaken 

and undertaken by illegal electric bikes - therefore exceeding the 30mph limit.    It is the motorists responsibility to drive as conditions allow. There are times when it is 

impossible to drive at even 20 mph in residential areas, due to parked cars, pedestrians, cyclists. It’s not always possible to reach 30mph A4 in Thatcham due to traffic lights, 

volume of traffic, HGVs etc. What measures can you take to calm traffic, e.g. changing priority at junctions, have parking on alternate sides of the roads, chicanes etc and get 

back to drivers reading the conditions and taking responsibility    Are there particular hot spots. Is there a publicly available list of these and the statistics to back the change?    

  There are notices about accidents between Reading and Thatcham on the A4. What causes these accidents?    

A visitor to 

West Berkshire

14038069758
I object to the 

proposal

I think 20mph is far to slow in most circumstances and causes undue frustration and delays to journey times, as well as increased pollution and noise from vehicles operating 

in lower gears. It has been implemented and failed in Wales so learn from that please. I would however support variable 20s out side schools during school hours.  The 

LibDem controlled council again seem intend on wasting our money following on the back of the £1000s spend on leaflet drops to inform us that bin collections were 

changing from 2 weeks to 3 weeks.  According to the RAC (who know a thing or two about road safety) research by Queens University Belfast, Edinburgh University and the 

University of Cambridge have all concluded that reducing speed limits from 30MPH to 20 has had ‘little impact’ on road safety. Full report is below. I have shared this 

information with WBC who I have no doubt will totally ignore because it doesn’t conform with their woke agenda. I dread to think how much changing the speed limits will 

cost. It seems they can find money for this but can’t collect my bins every fortnight . We don’t need lower speed limits but better enforce the existing ones. Speed limits are 

as the name suggests a limit and not a target. Many may disagree with my view which you are perfectly entitled to do so. But if you do agree please share amongst other 

local groups and hopefully we can bring the limp wristed Liberals to their senses . I am not hopeful!

Other - please 

specify below
not known (via email) 

14038067585
I object to the 

proposal

I believe that the 20mph restriction should not apply to the key spine routes to and through the major estates.     I can support the reduction for the cull-de-sacs but 

challenge the imposition on so many of the important access roads.   Egs  any of Station Road south from the Moors   Harts Hill Road  Park Lane  Northfield Road  Henwick 

Lane  Pound Lane  

A local resident RG19 3

14038066028
I object to the 

proposal

I believe that the existing speed limits are fine. Near schools and children areas, reduced speed would and should in my opinion be acceptable. But elsewhere please stop 

reducing the speed limit. It impacts car drivers, with longer journey times and driving so slowly is not good for cars or drivers in general. The argument for reduced fatalities 

and injuries is flawed. If we had no cars then injuries would be reduced to zero, but this is a ridiculous argument. Cars are a tool for our benefit, what the council should be 

doing is using the "old green cross code" and if not in schools, make sure it is. Put the responsibility on pedestrians and cyclists, who should be able "open their eyes" and 

use common sense.    Separately I would rather you use any funds that you have available for more important issues in the area, or reduce council tax if you have fixed 

everything.    If you go ahead I can imagine that you as a council will be upsetting a lot of people.  

A local resident RG19 3

14038064271
I object to the 

proposal

The overall  effect of speed reduction nationally shows no significant reduction in pollution.Stats that are available show a neutral or positive effect with the reduction in 

brake dust and tyre deposits.  The cost of initiating the project has not been shared and as has been seen in Wales, where £32m was spent changing the signs across Wales 

including signage and painting, the Policy is now being removed and reverting back to the 30 MPH zones.  I agree with 20mph in school zone areas, however, reducing speed 

limits on the proposed roads I object to. 

A local resident RG18 9

14038064342
I object to the 

proposal

We already have too many different speed limits. 30 mph is perfectly acceptable as drivers will use their own discretion about whether they need to go slower. Those that do 

not are the very ones who will ignore 20mph limits anyway
A local resident RG14 6

14038060899
I object to the 

proposal

The lower speed limit will not be enforced by the police.  The scheme will cost a lot (many tens of thousands of pounds) that could be spent on alternative highway schemes 

that will have a benefit and make peoples lives better.  Additional street clutter with signs, roadmarkings, posts, etc. just seems unnecessary.  Likely to cause more road rage 

related incidents as some motorists abide by the 20mph limit and others who don't agree with it drive aggressively behind them.  A lower speed limit is unlikely to make 

people change how they make journeys - there are already dedicated cycle and pedestrian routes that are safe for NMU's to use.  There isn't the evidence to suggest that 

speed is a contributing factor to recorded personal injury collisions.  This is purely something that the current Administration want to implement regardless of what the 

public opinion is.  Follow the data/evidence/public & expert opinion and accept that this project shouldn't progress into a TRO.  Consider alternative solutions.  

A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG14 1 

14038061008
I object to the 

proposal

This proposal will increase pollution, add unnecessary times to journeys and deliveries and make businesses within the area less efficient.  It will also add another 

unnecessary cost onto our council tax bills.    The economy is in a bad way due to poor productivity, these reduced speed zones further reduce productivity and are the last 

thins we need.

A local resident 112716148 rg17 7

14038059570
I object to the 

proposal
Utterly ridiculous, increases pollution, unnecessary, stupid,  uninformed rubbish A local resident RG170PR

14038057814
I object to the 

proposal
Unnecessary and  will increase pollution A local resident RG17 7JN 

14038056662
I object to the 

proposal

20mph limits are unnecessary for safety reasons.  They increase dwell time - and pollution.  No one voted for them or requested them.  They increase congestion, delay and 

costs for everyone.  They needlessly criminalise safe drivers because it's easy to exceed the limit and hard to stick to it when roads are safe and clear.  Cars are safer than 

ever so speeds should increase not decrease.  Stick to your jobs - like maintenance of existing infrastructure - and stop forcing arbitrary controls on people.

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

Veterus Business 

Growth Ltd
RG18 3

14038055196
I object to the 

proposal
20 miles per hour limits will increase pollution and congestion. A local resident Rg20 0jg

14038054646
I object to the 

proposal
They increase pollution, add unnecessary times to journeys and act to make deliveries and trades less efficient, and is another pointless cost on our council tax bills A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG19 8XU

14038054527
I object to the 

proposal
I don’t want cars hanging around in long lines it’s bad for the environment A local resident RG18 9

14038052527
I object to the 

proposal

20 limits should be limited to the immediate surroundings of schools.  Blanket limits hamper journeys increase pollution and stifle business.  Cost of signage with no benefit.  

Implementation in Wales has been a disaster.

A visitor to 

West Berkshire
Rg142

14038051722
I object to the 

proposal

There is no good reason for this move. Thatcham does not have a high rate of accidents. The additional signage blots the landscape. The council destroyed a safe haven 

crossing at surgery which was useful and opened the road so older less mobile people now have to run the gauntlet of trying to cross in an unsatisfactory amount of time yet 

claim to want to make roads safer by making unnecessary restrictions. The roads will be noisier and more polluted. The council pay lip service to consultation.. they have 

already decided 

A local resident Rg193

14038051374
I object to the 

proposal

There is no need to change the speed limit.  We have introduced numerous ways already to attract non motorised vehicles and the council have failed to maintain, enforce, 

encourage.  The 20 mph zone adds no real value apart from slowing traffic an impacting drivers
A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG19 3

14038050731
I support the 

proposal
makes streets safer. A local resident N/A RG19 4

14038047968
I object to the 

proposal
It will be a nightmare it’s already congested everywhere A local resident RG18 4

14038047347
I object to the 

proposal

I object because 20MPH is too slow.     These roads are not heavily used by pedestrians, footfall isn't heavy enough to justify penalising all the drivers that use these roads. I 

use these roads regularly and rarely do I see drivers exceeding the current speed restrictions.    This will just encourage more drivers to use the Bath Road and drive through 

Thatcham for example which is already congested at various times of the day.     It will make a daily commute even longer than it does now which will cost drivers trying to 

get to work or about their business even more time and therefore money.    The police don't have the resources to police this either.    And instead of squandering council 

tax payers money on new 20 MPH signage (and no doubt speed bumps at some point), the Council should be keeping whatever limited funds they do have at their disposal 

to spend on more worthwhile activities.

A local resident RG75

14038044165
I object to the 

proposal

The remaining 30 mph roads are not finished or safe.  The cycle lane on the A4 is unfinished and a death trap, increasing traffic flow on the A4 will undoubtedly lead to 

accidents, injuries and even fatalities.    Finish the A4 first and double yellow all 30mph roads, then it works.
A local resident RG18 3

14038040850
I object to the 

proposal
20mph makes it very difficult to overtake bikes. A lot of bike users don't use cycle paths but use the road instead. A local resident Rg18 3

14038040436
I object to the 

proposal

This will make getting to other areas such as cold ash, Hermitage, crookham take so much longer. This is not needed and is a waste of money that could be used in more 

impostant areas
A local resident Rg183
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14038038201
I object to the 

proposal

The current fashion for reducing urban speed limits to 20mph derives I believe from a couple of fundamental misunderstandings about the nature of motorists / human 

beings.    One very basic point which is being missed / ignored is that responsible drivers are generally also law-abiding individuals and will therefore aim to comply with 

whatever speed limit is set. (It must be said though that a very significant proportion of these responsible citizens, the majority I suspect, grows weary of this unrelenting 

assault on the driving population; also that the imposition of  laws and rules that seem unreasonable erodes respect for the authorities and their laws, with wider 

implications of a social nature. I wish our politicians could become more aware of this and other examples that history tells us about.)    However, the irresponsible drivers 

are, by their very nature, the ones least likely to take notice of speed limits. Reducing  urban speed limits to 20mph carries with it an inherent danger. Why/how? Because 

pedestrians, becoming accustomed to traffic moving more sedately, then inevitably become less alert and aware when, for instance, crossing roads. In that less-alert state 

they are thus more vulnerable, and most especially should a faster-moving vehicle approach. I suggest that this hazard can be observed, easily and frequently, in congested 

city centres. Indeed in those environments the greatest danger is quite often from cyclists and e-scooter riders, neither of whom need fear speed cameras. I have seen this 

often enough on the streets of London.    The second misunderstanding fuelling this fashion for cutting speed limits (for what else can I call it - each council slavishly 

following the "example" set by other councils that feel they have the moral high ground) is I suggest an interpretation of accident / near-miss statistics that has been chosen 

simply to reinforce the currently fashionable policy. This again is a practice as old as the hills. In this case, the interpretation deliberately takes no note of the fact that most 

accidents are the result of human error and, most especially, that that human error is so often on the part not of the motorist but of the cyclist / pedestrian etc who has 

failed to take proper responsibility for their own safety. Again I would point to an example from Central London - consider the number of cyclists who die there beneath the 

wheels of very large vehicles and the number of occasions upon which the driver of the very large vehicle is held responsible (i.e. almost never).    One closing thought - 

20mph is less fuel-efficient than 30mph for vehicles powered by internal combustion engines, therefore raising urban air-pollution levels .

A local resident RG7 6

14037843123
I object to the 

proposal

30 mph has worked perfectly well for decades.  Cars nowadays have excellent braking mechanisms and can stop quickly when travelling at 30 mph within a very short 

distance if an emergency situation arises.  20 mph will just cause longer journeys and will also result in travelling in a lower gear which is worse for the enviroment and works 

against the councils objectives of hitting net zero.

A local resident RG19 4

14038036043
I object to the 

proposal

I object to the proposal because I believe it is unnecessary and will only increase journey times. If you want to make roads safer, introduce more segregated cycle lanes and 

crossings. Provide more regular and cheaper buses.
A local resident Rg194

14038032448
I object to the 

proposal

The number of people injured in car accidents in Thatcham when travelling at thirty miles an hour must be very low.  Does it warrant the expense and the negative effect 

that this will have on productivity. Wales have rescinded some of their 20 mile an hour speed restrictions for this reason. If accidents are happening now due to people 

travelling over 30 miles an hour reducing the speed limit will not change that behaviour, those people will still speed.     What are the statistics, can the council please tell us. 

How many accidents have happened when vehicles are travelling at the current speed limit.  Or are the accidents happening when vehicles are travelling over 30mph ?    I 

think restrictions of 20mph near schools during pick up and collection is a good thing but not reducing the speed on a number of roads,  it will be so confusing for drivers 

having some roads at 40, some at 30, and then others at 20.     Is this plan going to be slowly rolled out all round West Berkshire? Was this plan in the liberal manifesto?  I 

strongly object to this plan.

A local resident RG76QX 

14038031623
I support the 

proposal

I live in central Thatcham. The proposal is well measured, taking into account main roads (such as A4, lower way, the moors) where the 30 mph speed limit will be retained, 

and slower speed in residential areas.  This both takes into account existing infrastructure to support safe travel of all participants, including pedestrians and cyclists, and 

convenience of car travel.  I appreciate that the proposal takes a wide approach to introducing 20mph, as a strong position on creating safer conditions for the weaker 

participants (e.g., pedestrians, cyclists), rather than convince of travel by car. Also, emissions (incl. exhaust, tire wear, noise) will be reduced, which is very welcome in 

residential areas.

A local resident Rg193

14038031317
I support the 

proposal
I support this move. Streets round houses schools and parks will be safer for children with less road noise also. A local resident Rg19 4

14038030104
I support the 

proposal
It's safer for children dogs and the elderly. In Europe 30km/hrs is the norm so I think it's was about time to do smrh about it. Fully support the proposal!!! A local resident Rg18 4bt 

14038026860
I object to the 

proposal

if drivers kept to current limits then problems would be less.    there will be more drivers pushing against a 20mph limit which is more likely to cause crashes and dangers    It 

hasn't worked elsewhere    where is is used will be more likely to be ignored eg outside schools
A local resident RG7 6RD

14038021619
I object to the 

proposal

I object in principle to all blanket 20 mph speed limit proposals. All road traffic law is a compromise between safety and convenience, and general 20 mph limits go too far in 

one way.
A local resident RG7 3

14038021244
I object to the 

proposal

For most of the roads you are proposing it is difficult to get to 20 miles per hour and stay at this speed. I am all for saving lives but the statistics in west Berkshire do not 

support any road collisions that support this.    More concerning is the amount of money and manpower that the council is investing into this when we have Sen it fail 

before. The council is struggling for money and budgets are tight, someone needs to hold the council accountable for spending money on this when there are much more 

important and top priority issues that need investment. This will be like the cycling orca investment which was a shocking waste of time, resources and money.     I would like 

to see a more responsible council, take the team off this and put them on more worthy projects. 

A local resident Rg19 4RQ

14038020008
I object to the 

proposal

I don’t think that there is a need for Pipers Way, Floral Way, Tull Way and Heath Lane to remain at 40 mph.  Could they be reduced to 30 mph?  As far as the 20 mph limit is 

concerned, I have no objections.  In addition, being a resident who uses Wheelers Green Way, thank you for changing it to 20 mph. However, I suspect some of the drivers I 

encounter will still treat it like a race track.

A local resident RG19 4

14038018267
I support the 

proposal

Most of Thatcham is residential and there are several schools. This means there are thousands of road crossings every day. Each one is a potential for an accident and it has 

been proven that cars driving at lower speeds reduce the severity of any impact.    However the speed limit is only as good as drivers adhering to it. At present the 30 and 40 

mph limits are often ignored, so will drivers stick to 20? Will there be monitoring?

A local resident RG18

14038018386
I object to the 

proposal
There is know way of enforcing this unless you have speed camera's everywhere and a heavy police presence both of which are not feasible. A local resident RG19 4

14038017639
I support the 

proposal

Based on considerable experience driving in London, Wales and Oxfordshire, where 20mph limits are common, I do not generally like 20mph restrictions, especially where 

they are slavishly applied to through routes and local arterial roads.  My reason is because lower speeds result in reduced road capacity/traffic throughput. Where traffic is 

heavy this results in increased congestion.  I know of one major hrough route on the outskirts of London where tailbacks from a 20mph limit area extend back through the 

approaching 30mph and into the approaching 40mph limit area.  Such tailbacks were not nearly so long before introduction of the 20mph limit.    However, the proposal for 

Thatcham sensibly leaves through routes and local arteries at their existing limits. Roads to which a 20mph limit is to be applied are predominently residential.  Residential 

roads in Thatcham are predominently narrow obstacle courses of speed humps, parked cars and frequent junctions, many of which are blind corners or have limited sight 

lines due to obstructions. It is not uncommon for vehicles to pull out from blind or sight restricted junctions without stopping to look.   Therefore I do not think it is safe to 

drive more than about 20mph on these roads.  I do not drive more than about 20mph on residential roads in Thatcham.    Therefore, purely pragmatically, definitely not due 

to dogma,I support these proposals.    **Note that our street, Buttercup Place RG18 4BT is not coloured in for 20mph on your plan.  Whilst the 20mph limit is clearly defined 

by words for clarity I think your plan needs to be corrected.**    **I do not think that Foxglove Way between Floral Way and the roundabout with Heather Drive and Bluebell 

Way needs to be 20mph as it is comparatively wide for the vicinity, has very little only occasional parking and there are no residential properties facing onto it.  It should be 

used as a 30mph transition area from the 40mph of Floral Way.** Finally, may I counsel against a zero tolerance and/or heavy-handed enforcement of the lower limit, and 

there be a pragmatic approach to a few mph over-speed if the driving is otherwise safe? Many motor vehicles are very free-running these days and do not reliably drive at 

lower speeds like 20mph, or below, without the speed slowly creeping up. Particularly the roads of Thatcham are rarely level so gravity is regularly promoting speed slowly 

creeping up . Since most motor vehicles do not have head-up speed displays, if the driver’s attention is heavy directed to concentrating on the speedometer for fear of 

punishment it is counter-active to safety, potentially dangerous. I suggest widespread compliance is far more likely if the endeavour and will of observing it is rewarded 

rather than clamping down on occasional minor transgressions.

A local resident RG18 4

14038017589
I object to the 

proposal
As already said in message.  A local resident RG18 3AL

14038016384
I object to the 

proposal

I don”t feel it is needed other than around schools, at particular times. We already have speed humps - would these be removed? Seems like a waste of our public funding, 

when no one in the area has asked for it.
A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

Rg19 4

14038015965
I support the 

proposal
I would like to see this trialled in Thatcham so it can be rolled out in Newbury in the near future. A local resident RG14 6

14038011184
I support the 

proposal
Yes to more 20 mph areas, proven to save lives, reduce pollution, lower insurance costs, and make places better to live.

A visitor to 

West Berkshire
RG4 8

14038007776
I object to the 

proposal

I use our roads a lot. Any city or town I have driven through, 20m speed limit has only increased the volume of traffic and pollution .  Everyone is only sitting in traffic and 

burning fuel. Traffic doesn't flow and it  adds time to your journey by 35%.
A local resident RG8 8

14038005807
I support the 

proposal
Road safety A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG14 6

14038005552
I object to the 

proposal
I don't see how this will make the area more attractive and most of the road suggested, already a pathway step for other users.  I feel this will cause more congestion A local resident RG19 4FQ 

14038005383
I object to the 

proposal

The amount of money it would take to do all of this could be better spent. I don't believe there are enough accidents caused by the existing speed limits that would be 

reduced to any significant benefit.    Perhaps sort out the local traffic congestion- particularly at the Rail crossing.
A local resident RG18 4

14038004794
I object to the 

proposal

I object:    1. Cost Concerns: Estimated implementation costs? What are these?    2. Effectiveness Doubts: Evidence suggests that 20mph limits without physical traffic calming 

measures (e.g., humps) are less effective in reducing speeds. There are calming measures on many of these roads now in 30mph limits, what statistics support a lower limit?    

 3. Enforcement Challenges: Without consistent enforcement (roads policing), compliance is low, undermining the intended safety outcomes. They are therefore ineffective 

from the start.    4. What are the local accident and casualty rates that have impacted the decision, solely relating to the roads in question and what is the forecasted impact?     

   5. Multiple petitions have been launched, including one in Wales with nearly 470,000 signatures, calling for the repeal of the default 20mph law. These petitions argue the 

policy is ineffective, costly, and damaging to mobility and local economies. Has the council taken this research into account and what are their findings? 

A local resident RG18

14038004749
I object to the 

proposal
We do not need more restrictions we need the current ones to be enforced! Especially lower way between pound lane and A4 junction. A local resident Rg193tn

14038004430
I object to the 

proposal

Utter waste of council money. I can understand this by school and any accident blackspot but please tell me what you think you will achieve or prevent by doing this blanket 

approach. All.you will.do is cause more pollution and mess up the bus timetable and any other scheduled transport. Bloody stupid idea 
A local resident Rg18 4

14038003472
I object to the 

proposal

The problem here is that I object to parts of the proposal and support parts. But you only allow to object etc the whole proposal so that I'd what I have recorded.  I see the 

sense of 20 MPH near schools and heavily built up areas, but object to a reduction to 20 in the 40 zones around floral way etc.  I would suggest 30 MPH on floral way from 

the A4 all the way to the regency hotel area part to where the 40 starts again as there are alot of houses there. But 20 is just too slow for that area.

A local resident RG184

14037994742
I support the 

proposal

I live in Meadow Close, Thatcham.  I drive through Green Lane, Lower way and Church Gate a lot. I fully support 20 mph on all roads. The signage should be clearer with 20 

mph painted on the road as well as signs.  All of these roads are busy with various hazards. I think Church Gate is badly signed and 20 mph is not clear.  Hence the current 

traffic speed.  Meadow Close should also be signed 20 mph.  The junction within  Meadow close is not clearly marked and I constantly witness near misses.

A local resident RG19 3

14037995013
I object to the 

proposal

All residential streets that currently have a 30mph are not enforced adequately now. How is a reduction to 20mph going to make any difference? Thos already breaking the 

speed limit will continue to do so.    Thoughtful, considerate drivers will slow their speed in streets where there are more hazards. It's driver behaviour that needs changing.
A local resident RG19 3

14037995002
I object to the 

proposal
I believe 30mph is enough and it’s working absolutely fine A local resident Rg183

14037992730
I support the 

proposal
To allow a safer environment for other road users which will (hopefully) encourage more to walk or cycle to school/shops.

Other - please 

specify below

Bikeability Instructor 

working across WBC
RG17 9

14037992361
I object to the 

proposal

I object to the proposal for numerous reasons:  1: when driving in a 20 mph area, I spend more time looking at my speedometer than the road ahead because I don't want to 

get a speeding fine.  2: 20 mph is not fuel efficient, especially if you drive a manual car therfore, I think it would have a negative impact on air quality.  3: If you really want to 

improve road safety, I think you should consider chicanes or speed bumps instead as it would slow people down while allowing them to be fuel efficient and chicanes would 

allow for better crossing points for pedestrians and break up streams of cars.

A local resident RG18 3

14037992153
I object to the 

proposal

You cannot go over 25mph on most of the roads in thatcham, so this seems pointless.  It will highly likely be unenforceable, as the police won't have the resources to do so. 

Most importantly, those people who speed now, will do so in the future sadly 
A local resident Rg18 3

14037991224
I object to the 

proposal
Too slow and wont stop people speeding, and will only impact people who follow the limit - and at that 20 is a complete disgrace A local resident RG18 3GB

14037988795
I wish to record a 

neutral position

I support the proposal, with one exception.     The short section of Harts Hill Road which is proposed to change to 20mph is a discontinuous section, sandwiched between 

30mph segment to the North of Harts Hill and the 30mph A4 section to the South.     The proposed retention of 30mph on the North part of Harts Hill Road has various 

hazards. There is a speed restriction obstacle reducing the bi-directional lanes to a single lane and a pedestrian crossing point. This section of road naturally narrows due to 

shrubs/bushes on one side of the road,  has poorer visibility due to traffic entering/exiting the shops, and is undulating as it transverses the flood alleviation barriers. Traffic 

naturally slows in this section of the road already.    The section that is proposed to change to 20mph has better visibility than the remainder of the road at 30mph. It 

contains a pedestrian crossing. Whilst there are often cars parked at the side of the road, the ability to pass the cars promptly and clear the road for oncoming traffic would 

be constrained if speed limit is reduced.    The road connects the 40mph Floral Way and the 30mph A4. This is a through-road not an 'internal' residential road similar to 

other 20mph sections.    I recommend that this section of Harts Hill is retained at 30mph.  It would appear illogical to a driver to have just part of this road at 20mph where 

the section that is proposed to be reduced has less hazards than the section that is being retained at 30mph.

A local resident RG18 4BW

14037988945
I object to the 

proposal
Changing speed limits does not make vehicles slow down. Speed cameras make vehicles slow down A local resident RG19 3

14037984903
I object to the 

proposal
A 20mph limit is not required, it causes increased congestion and extends travel time for people.

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG19

14037984293
I object to the 

proposal

This is a complete waste of taxpayers money because there is not a big  problem with speeding cars in Thatcham.    A much bigger problem is parked cars on pavements    I 

expect the Council will then spend even more of our taxpayers money on dozens of Big Brother speed cameras to try and collect money from fines    It is not a so called 

green initiative because I have tried driving my car at 20mph and it is best to use 2nd gear and rev harder then than I need do at 30mph in 4th.    It wont even reduce the 

number of cars in Thatcham because we need our cars to go to work.  

A local resident RG14 4

14037984407
I object to the 

proposal

How are the council proposing to police these speed limits ? More speed cameras ? Money would be better spent in placing traffic lights and a proper crossing on station 

road for school pupils and pedestrians to cross safely. Money would also be better spent fixing potholes and widening narrow pathways for pedestrians and more poo bins 

being available for dog walkers in the area as well as adequate street lighting ! 

A local resident Rg19 4

14037983090
I object to the 

proposal
Will slow traffic to a speed which will cause more pollution in the air. A local resident RG18 9SX 

14037982481
I object to the 

proposal
Disappointed that your not including Lower Way, majority of the traffic are speeding from the the A4 light junction into Lower Way to the speed camera, very dangerous A local resident RG19 3

14037982328
I support the 

proposal
On all ‘Estate’ roads 30mph is just to fast, especially with all the parked vehicles on the road A local resident

14037982184
I support the 

proposal

I support the proposal for the reduced limit around Thatcham. However, I live off Floral Way and it has been proven via monitoring that the 40mph limit is repeatedly 

exceeded.  I would like to see this limit either reduced to 30mph or in the very least reinforced with additional signage.
A local resident RG18 4BP

14037981772
I object to the 

proposal

There isn’t anything wrong with the speed limit as it is  If people are going to speed they will do it anyway     I can sort of understand the proposal, if it was based around 

schools, as both kids and parents are preoccupied     As for the rest of the roads in Thatcham, I find it ridiculous 
A local resident RG18 3

14037980943
I support the 

proposal

There is alot of traffic on these roads and alot of pedestrians trying to cross, particularly on Station Road. This road in particular needs a lower speed limit, as cars rush to get 

to the station before the barrier comes down.   I also feel that speed cameras should be permanently installed on some roads. 
A local resident Rg189

14037976675
I object to the 

proposal

I understand that the idea is to make the local roads safer but do not think that this will be achieved by a blanket speed limits. Currently there is little policing of our roads 

with the current speed restrictions. There are many unsafe actions seen on the roads but very little is done to deal about those actions.   Speed limits are not a magic way to 

make roads safer, careful driving is but the policing of driving standards has very little attention. Also Illegal electric scooters, illegal electric bike use receive very little 

attention are not properly policed. Thank goodness we don't have legal rented scooters in the area!     Having experienced 20mph blanket speed limits in Bath and large parts 

of Wales, I have found that the frustration experienced by many drivers around me does not make for a safer driving experience. In fact often it has the opposite effect! The 

use of modern internal combustion engines at 20mph also has a detrimental effect on the exhaust emissions of most cars.   The cost of these changes would be much better 

used to improve road safety.

A local resident RG18 9

14037976220
I object to the 

proposal
20mph is far to slow and is unnecessary A local resident Rg178

14037975424
I object to the 

proposal

It is completely unnecessary to reduce the speed limits as low as 20 mph. It will only lead to longer journey times, more congestion and poor driving. The benefits to 

environment are unproven and all indications are the similar policy in Wales has been a disaster.
A local resident RG19 4RS

14037973321
I support the 

proposal

Some drivers will always speed.  It is much better that they do 25 in a 20 than 35 in a 30!    The vast majority of drivers however will not.  This will impact them only minimally 

if at all.  Otehr towns and ditrcits (even countries; Wales) have done this and seen amazing results, cleanber air, better quaility of life for residents fewer accidents and 

especially fewere fatalities and a better traffic-flow for drivers - much better to be at a more constant lower speed than stop-start.  I am longer able to cycle but hopefully if 

the roads are safer more people will feel comfrotable in doing so - this again helps ALL road users as more cycles means fewer cars and less congestion. It takes EIGHT cycles 

to take up the same amount of road as an average car.    ALL residential areas should be 20 and outside schools it should be DEAD SLOW (5mph) when they are open.

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

A visitor to 

West Berkshire
rg209ta

14037973060
I object to the 

proposal
This will cause more traffic and has no benefit at all A local resident RG19 4

14037970339
I object to the 

proposal

The current 30 mph speed limit on most of these roads is more than sufficient. Having travelled in oxford where this restriction is in place, traffic movement is extremely 

slow, and if one does travel at 30 mph you have a queue of impatient drivers behind you or indeed trying to pass.
A local resident RG189JH

14037969832
I support the 

proposal
A 20mph limit on side roads would not inconvenience drivers. A local resident Rg18 9

14037968955
I support the 

proposal
Thatcham is a town where many of the residents walk, either to the broadway, local shops, schools and play areas or exercise using the paths and roads. A local resident Rh19 3

14037968805
I object to the 

proposal

I cant see any benefit, in fact more traffic and pollution. If anyone complains about cars speeding, they mainly do it at night or when its quiet and empty on the roads. 

Slowing down the whole traffic wont make it any better.   
A local resident Rg183

14037968363
I object to the 

proposal

“I object to the proposed blanket 20 mph limits. Evidence on safety improvements is mixed, with benefits highly context-dependent and often limited where compliance is 

low. Please provide local accident data showing collisions at current speed limits, not just from speeding, and any emissions modelling, as lower speeds can sometimes 

increase CO₂. Some councils have reversed such restrictions after rollout, highlighting the need for targeted, evidence-based interventions rather than blanket limits.” 

A local resident RG18 9

14037967681
I support the 

proposal
Support safer roads and reduce pollution A local resident RG19  3

14037967191
I object to the 

proposal

20mph speed limit will cause traffic congestion due to lower speeds and slow down traffic flows. The increased journey times arguable causes more air pollution.     20mph is 

often not complied with and breeds disrespect for speeding sign and lack of concentration by drivers.     Concern about cost  given that road signs will all need to be replaced 

with significant disruption whilst the change over takes place

A local resident RG189

14037966728
I support the 

proposal
Safety improvement for pedestrians and cyclists and animals. Make motor and van driver's more aware and respectful of the residents who live in the areas covered. A local resident RG18 9

14037965883
I object to the 

proposal

on road parking and lack of vision on these roads is the bigger danger to pedestrians than speeding. The lack of visibility for pedestrians around parked cars is the issue. 

reducing the speed (other than around school crossings) will not reduce the danger only reduce traffic flow and generate unfair revinue 
A local resident rg189

14037965682
I object to the 

proposal

Thatcham and Newbury are dogged by traffic delays at normal times, this will cause unnecessary build of traffic at main key points, The speed normally with traffic is no 

more that 20 on any day!     There is no evidence provided to suggest on who this benefits.    Better traffic management of roadworks so people do have to use back roads, 

better effective enforcement  "Digital Signs" (people do slow down) Better transport links, less cars !!!

A local resident rg18 3

14037965683
I object to the 

proposal

30mph is a safe speedy if the roads are not over obstructed by vehicles. 20mph increases pollution as vehicle gear ratios cause more pollution. Drivers will have more stress 

passing cyclists etc.
A local resident RG18 

14037964858
I support the 

proposal

With the increasing prevalence of SUVs speed humos are ineffective where already in place.  Many vehicles exceed the existing 30 mph limit especially down Park Lane.  

Anything that makes Thatcham more amenable for road users other than cars vans and lorries is a good thing.
A local resident RG18 3

14037964268
I object to the 

proposal
All of the roads where excess speed is prevalent are excluded, Pipers Way, Tull Way & Floral Way especially. A local resident RG19 4

14037963659
I object to the 

proposal
There are already lots of travel calming measures to control traffic. A lot of money has been spent on cycle ways and ensuring plenty of pavements for walkers A local resident RG18 4BZ 

14037963563 There a plenty of traffic calming measures already blighting the entire area A local resident RG18 4BZ

14037961575
I support the 

proposal

As a resident who doesn't drive I fully support the Council's proposals to reduce speed limits in Thatcham.      I am currently concerned that, in the absence of any active 

policing, too many motorists in Thatcham ignore the speed limit (such as in Urquhart Road, which seems to be viewed as some sort of local race track).    I think there are a 

number of benefits to local residents of a reduction in local speed limits;    1.  Reducing the speed limit will help to protect the most vulnerable road users.   Pedestrians, 

cyclists, children, and the elderly are often at most risk in a road traffic collision.    2.  Slower driving can also help to reduce exhaust emissions and improve local air quality.      

 3.  Lower vehicle speeds can also significantly reduce noise pollution, which for some local residents maybe a cause of sleep disturbance and stress.    4.  Reducing the speed 

limits will help to make the roads feel safer, and as a result, local residents may feel more confident to walk and cycle more often.    There also needs to be real consequences 

for motorists when they break the speed limit.  Any reduction implemented by the Council is going to need to be enforced with speed cameras.  

A local resident RG19 4RN

14037954079
I object to the 

proposal

30 mph is a reasonable speed at which to drive safely unless the road is close to a school, children's playground or where other specific hazards can be identified. Under 

these circumstances a 20mph zone can be implemented rather than a blanket speed restriction covering a large geographical area
A local resident RG14 1

14037961828
I object to the 

proposal

This hugely unpopular initiative has been implemented in multiple town, cities and even countries with wide spread objection that was ignored, I suspect that will also be the 

case here! The stated benefits have been universally disproved although detrimental effects are widely known and understood.     If specific small section of roads need to 

be restricted for safety concerns i.e. next to schools  then target them without applying blanket restrictions.    This is another foolish and completely misguided net-zero 

initiative that will serve no purpose other than add additional costs ordinary working folks and further frustrate the population. 

A local resident RG14 2

14037961473
I object to the 

proposal

I am against the proposals due to the fact that it will increase congestion and make travel time much longer. I will certainly be moving out of the area if this takes place 

because it is ridiculous. Not to mention that some cars aren’t designed to drive at such a slow speed, including my own.
A local resident RG18 4

14037960540
I object to the 

proposal

There is not enough information provided in you available statement and I therefore REJECT and OBJECT to your proposal to reduce speed limits to 20mph.    What surveying 

has been carried to determine the current speeds of vehicles on the roads proposed to be reduced to 20mph ?    What specific tangible benefits are expected to be provided 

by lowering speeds to 20mph ?    What costs would be incurred by the (already cash strapped) council and hence residents in implementing this change (e.g. road signage 

road markings) ?     Where is your cost analysis ?    Where is your environmental analysis ?    Where is your statement on how the proposed lower speed limit of 20mph will 

be regulated and enforced ?  

A local resident RG18 3

14037960739
I support the 

proposal

With amount of cars parked partly on pavements 20mph is fast enough. But speed limits on their own aren't enough. We have 20 mph on roads around where I live half of 

residents ignore it. Also delivery/courier vans also the waste food collection vehicle does as well.
A local resident RG19 3

14037959650
I support the 

proposal
Road safety is essential, too may cars travelling too fast in built up areas. A local resident RG14 5

14037959402
I wish to record a 

neutral position

I live on an existing 20 mph speed limit road.  I appreciate the need for it, however many people ignore the speed limit and some drivers seem to take no notice of the speed 

humps, too.     Are you intending to plague Thatcham with yet more speed humps?  What about the bus routes - the bus journey can be very uncomfortable due to speed 

humps.  Park Lane is particularly bad in an older car, with some humps much higher than necessary. 

A local resident RG19 4

14037956672
I object to the 

proposal

Waste of money, perhaps spend the money on strategically placed crossings , most of these roads you can’t reach 20 and  putting them on through roads will send more 

traffic to the A4. Just smacks of councils wasting public money but no doubt the consultation will have no bearing on the outcome which has already been decided .Even the 

consultation no doubt costs 10s of thousands.

A local resident Rg184

14037956467
I support the 

proposal

The housing estates in Thatcham have very small roads most with cars parking and narrowing the roads even more. It’s doubtful many vehicles exceed 20 miles per hour but 

a maximum might ensure caution. Nearly all the schools are within these estates therefore 20 mph should already be mandatory.
A local resident RG184EE

14037954609
I object to the 

proposal

I object to the proposal based on the information currently provided.     What is the actual problem this is intending to solve? Where is the actual need and evidence to 

formally adopt a 20 mph limit on these roads or is it a case that the reality of parked cars and other traffic calming measures, such as speed bumps, already introduces self-

regulation of a speed lower than 30mph in the majority of cases, without the unnecessary expense of new signage etc?     Has the council looked into the impact and 

effectiveness of a 20mph limit based on adoption by other councils? It’s been an unmitigated failure in Wales for example. There is also evidence to suggest that frustration 

at unnecessary 20mph zones (eg away from schools) discourages people from visiting the area. It’s all very well saying that we want to discourage vehicle use, but the reality 

is that many people rely on their vehicles for work or mobility purposes,    What about emissions? Where is the evidence to support a reduction when there is in fact plenty 

of evidence to support an increase in emissions due to vehicle bottlenecks, and driver frustration from constant speeding up and slowing down between limits.     How many 

traffic versus pedestrian incidents have been reported in the past 12 months on the roads impacted? As a subscriber to the NWN and Newbury Today I’m not aware of any 

reports and would argue that the issue of electric scooters and bikes on pavements is far more of a hazard to pedestrians.    How much will this cost us to implement and 

enforce?    How will the limit be enforced? If by increased cameras then this sounds like a revenue raising initiative, in which case please be honest about this!    People who 

speed now will not be deterred by a lower limit unless it is actively enforced.     Is the reality that this is in fact a case of the council jumping on the 20mph band wagon and 

virtue signalling adopted by other councils, namely Oxfordshire who surprise, surprise it looks like we will be merging with? Having had the misfortune to encounter Oxfords 

20mph zones, I for one will not be returning through choice anytime soon.  

A local resident RG19 4

14037955354
I object to the 

proposal
20mph limits not necessary. Only reason for them is the revenue from fines. It does not promote road safety. A local resident RG31 6

14037954666
I object to the 

proposal
I feel the existing speed limits are perfectly fine and don't a real need or benefit is made by this action. A local resident RG19 3

14037954253
I object to the 

proposal

The proposal is for all roads in Thatcham bar a few I support roads of main through roads I.e Falmouth Way is going to be 20mph yet moors road still 30 … but don’t support 

the current proposals … As a cash strapped council how much is this going to cost changing signs road markings .. I have seen for myself that it doesn’t work in wales or areas 

of London and Oxford you stick to 20 you just end up with a queue of traffic and someone stick to your rear bumper … better idea around schools is a 20 mph zone at drop 

of and pick up times ..

A local resident RG19 4FQ
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14037954122
I object to the 

proposal

I do not think this is a good idea, it will do nothing to stop the people who already disregard the law, such as uninsured and band drivers that keep getting behind the wheel, 

why are you not doing more to address this rather than penalise regular law abiding drivers?    The same could be said for the rise in the use of e scooters and e bikes that 

are being used illegally on our roads.  Why more not being done to address these dangers?    Is there any data to show that road accidents in our area are happening due to 

the speed limit on these roads?  If so please provide it to us?      I think the councils time and money would be better spent on other projects rather than this one.  The 

farcical "Orca" road barriers (Bike lane barriers on A4) come to mind as a previous project that was put in place and then removed due to lack of proper thought and 

consideration.    What about addressing an actual road problem in the area, Namely the massive delays and long ques at the level crossing?  This has been getting worse as 

more houses have been added to the town, and will only get even more of a problem if the 2000 more planned homes are added to the town.  Please spend some time and 

effort on addressing this instead!  

A local resident rg194

14037954024
I object to the 

proposal

What is the point in lowering the speed limit on more roads, when the 20pmh limits you already have are generally ignored and not monitored.      There are lots of areas of 

Thatcham where road signs are dirty and unreadable, or where the road signs are obscured by vegetation which has not been cut back.  The council does not have a limitless 

pot of money and I think that at this time there are other things which are more important for read safety.    On some of the roads mentioned, its very difficult to get your 

speed up to 20mph due to the number of (badly) parked cars.      So the idea is OK in principal but there are more important things to do with the limited funds available.     

Finally, what is the point of sticking to a 20mph as a car driver when any number of cyclists wizz past? 

A local resident RG19 4

14037953330
I object to the 

proposal

Driving at 20mph can increase pollution, as vehicles are unable to operate in their most efficient gear.   This speed often results in higher engine RPM, increased noise, 

greater engine wear, and reduced fuel efficiency, leading to higher costs for drivers.   There are also concerns about enforcement, the expense of new signage, and longer 

journey times.   The benefits of this policy are unclear, and it is uncertain who stands to gain.   Many feel that council consultations lack transparency and that decisions are 

predetermined.   Ultimately, the costs and effectiveness of this initiative remain questionable, and it may impact public trust in local government.

A local resident RG19 3.

14037953074
I support the 

proposal
Vehicles are moving around too fast, cars, motorcycles, lorries, electric bikes etc. It is a danger to people, children and animals A local resident RG19 4

14037951839
I object to the 

proposal

Speed limiting measures, such as speed humps, chicanes etc., together with vehicles parked on the road, already make it difficult for traffic to exceed 20 mph. Police have 

already said they will not be enforcing this. So this unlikely to stop the few people currently driving along these roads in excess of 20 mph. The only outcoming will be the 

expenditure of council tax payers money on erecting signage. The suspicion is you are looking to find some way of raising money out of motorists.

A local resident RG18 4

14037951616
I support the 

proposal

Minor residential roads such as Northfield Road, (although speed humps have been installed) still have speeding cars and motorbikes which cause danger to both 

pedestrians and vehicles pulling out of driveways. A 20mph limit probably won't prevent those carless drivers but it will make them more obvious and hopefully if it can be 

policed will eventually stop them completely.

A local resident RG18

14037951642
I object to the 

proposal
I believe that the current speed limits are perfectly adequate. A local resident RG19 4FQ 

14037950662
I object to the 

proposal

Increased pollution caused by vehicles having to run in lower gears, therefore more inefficiently.    Secondly the increase in travel time by upto 33%.    If the speed limit is in 

place for 24 hours a day who is going to be safer fast asleep in bed than they currently are?
A local resident RG142

14037950714
I object to the 

proposal
Unrealistically slow. Will not help road safety, as many will simply ignore.  Uninforcebel rules should be abandoned. Madness. Some cars will stall at that speed A local resident RG14 2

14037950664
I support the 

proposal
It is often difficult to travel at 30mph anyway doe to lots of parked cars.  I'd be happy to support this if it meant getting rid of the speed bumps. A local resident RG18 3

14037949915
I object to the 

proposal

The risks presented to vulnerable road users are posed by a minority who choose to ignore existing measures and as such will likely ignore any new measures, that will only 

serve to negatively impact the vast majority who use the roads in a respectful manner.   There are various anti social, dangerous and ignorant road users which this will not 

address in any way. Such as; delivery drivers and deliveroo who block cycle lanes, double yellows. Cyclists riding the wrong way on cycle lanes or ignoring them entirely to 

put pedestrians at risk on paths. E-bikes and scooters grossly braking speed limits and road rules who cannot be prosecuted due to no license/road tax. With more houses 

being constructed and more congestion, 20mph limits will likely serve to simply frustrate people and see higher instances of some behaviours I already witness on a weekly 

basis, such as; driving around traffic islands to get past slower road users, gambling on amber's or simply ignoring a red traffic signal. All instances that better police or traffic 

enforcement presence would tackle more effectively.    Please try to understand who you are impacting with these decisions - it is very rarely those who are creating the 

issue you wish to address. 

A local resident Rg193

14037949920
I support the 

proposal

Many of the side roads in Thatcham are hard to navigate due to parked vehicles. This forces the safe speed to 20 anyway. However, many drivers appear to be unable to 

drive sensibly and drive at maximum speed or above. Vehicles that park on pavements also give the illusion that you can travel at 30 safely. A reduced limit would match the 

reality.    As the main roads such as A4 and Floral Way will remain at same limit, then this lets through traffic pass through unhindered.

A local resident RG18 3

14037949151
I support the 

proposal

The majority of children walk to and from their school. Reducing the limit to 20 will dramatically reduce the risk of serious injury. I would also like to see more people cycling 

rather than going by car, and this reduction will also help the general public to feel safer.  From a health perspective, lower speeds reduce emissions from car and therefore 

pollution.     

A local resident RG18 4

14037817072
I object to the 

proposal
30 mph is certainly sufficient, which is the current speed limit through thatcham.  Reducing the speed to 20mph wiil only cause congestion. A local resident RG183FE

14037948447
I object to the 

proposal
This is ludicrous and an overreach of power. There is no reason, other than to annoy drivers, to reduce the speed down. A local resident RG75UD

14037948598
I object to the 

proposal

I can understand making residential estates 20mph. But all other roads can remain 30mph whilst still keeping the roads safe. If we are to do this in Thatcham, why not 

Newbury and surrounding villages. Thatcham is often at the butt of any funds for the county and 20mph will slow progressing to work etc down, but this is not being rolled 

out to our neighbours.

A local resident RG18 3

14037948143
I wish to record a 

neutral position

I could see there may be benefits to the proposal but from experience of living in a village with a 30mph limit through it, how are these 20mph limits going to be enforced? 

Very few people actually observe the speed limits we’ve got in any event and often drive way over them. Also, are there proven environmental benefits of running vehicles 

at 20mph instead of 30mph? The downside is that it could lead to a lot of additional frustration in drivers and tailgating and intimidating people who do observe the speed 

limits. It happens already and is extremely unpleasant. 

A local resident RG7 6QQ

14037841920
I support the 

proposal

It will protect the most vulnerable users of our roads further. Pedestrians, commuters on bicycles etc, will all feel and be much safer.  Based on evidence from research done 

on other countries with policies like this in place and where all things road are a bit more developed, this will ultimately make everyone safer.
A local resident Rg183hh

14037946659
I object to the 

proposal

What a waste of money! Our subdivision is so tight, built for one car households where everyone has two or more, that 20mph isn't even possible on our narrow roads. 

There are far more important issues for the council to focus and put our tax dollar towards rather than this deflection of the real issues.     Side walks blocked by untrimmed 

hedges , forcing pedestrians into bike lanes, Floral Way, A4, foot paths in the Dunston Park subdivision.    Potholes, death traps for cyclists but ignored by the council as 

unsubstancial for fixing.    Parking charges, making online shopping more appealing and affordable diverting shoppers from hardworking merchants.    Street lights, on all 

fricking night? For who, the hedghogs???

A local resident RG18 4

14037945621
I object to the 

proposal
20 miles an hour is very slow on roads, particularly roads that are long and drove through areas where it is unnecessary   Small roads near schools I agree  A local resident RG193

14037945266
I object to the 

proposal

This won’t slow people down. 20mph can actyally be more dangerous - people end up overtaking people and causing more collisions because of the cars coming the other 

direction. 
A local resident RG18 3

14037943051
I object to the 

proposal

As there is no policing of the current limits, anybody who tries to keep to the new limit will be ‘pushed’ along the road. Time and time again have seen use of excessive 

speed. If you want to reduce excessive speed and risk, fit more traffic calming measures.
A local resident Rg18 3

14037942822
I object to the 

proposal
We have to go slow enough on the roads around the area. I find it’s necessary when there are better things to focus on and such a waste of tax payers money! A local resident RG19 

14037942216
I wish to record a 

neutral position

Lots of cars don’t stick to 30 so there is no point going down to 20 on some of these.  Roads where children are around like near the school on lower way could be 20 but not 

everywhere.  I live on lower way, lots of cars do 30 but lots of cars race along the road, you won’t be dealing with this problem just making traffic even worse. Thatcham a4 

you can’t even drive a 10 miles an hour so what’s the point?!

A local resident Rg19

14037939365
I object to the 

proposal

1) With every reduction in speed, there will be a reduction in severity of accidents. This applies right down to 0mph. There has to be a line drawn somewhere. If people don’t 

speed, and genuinely follow 30mph, that is slow enough.  I would encourage spending the money on more speed cameras, so people really do drive at 30.     2) For those of 

us in manual cars, 20 means 2nd gear and it’s extremely hard to keep a steady speed with those revs and torque, meaning we’ll be staring at the speedometer constantly, 

rather than the road ahead.    3) 20 is plenty on back roads, and if people can’t drive sensibly, I support the limit there. On the main, wide, A4 through Thatcham though this 

is an inappropriate speed limit. 

A local resident RG20 0

14037939231
I wish to record a 

neutral position

While I agree that 20mph is appropriate on estate roads the use of humps of the type used on Northfield Road, Park Lane, Station Road etc make it hard to maintain a steady 

speed and they damage suspensions as they cannot be driven over cleanly.    That distraction is potentially hazardous. Whole road width humps are better for vehicles and 

drivers if correctly installed. The non estate roads need to be able to cope with higher volumes of traffic as population grows with cycles ideally diverted to safer routes away 

from A4, where space allows they should be on pavements, there are some cyclists who can exceed 20mph and they will need to be policed as well as motorists.

A local resident RG18 3 

14037939028
I object to the 

proposal
They seem umecessary  a waste of money which could be used on more important and pressing things A local resident Rg19

14037938637
I support the 

proposal

Support all, but Station road in particular is too fast from the moors to Kennet school.  The speed bumps don’t work for larger cars who over take slower vehicles making it 

very dangerous since they were out in. The pavements are also very narrow for the school children who often have to step into the road. Now we just need a zebra crossing 

outside Kennet school please. 

A local resident Rg19 3

14037938619
I support the 

proposal
Safety A local resident Rg142

14037938381
I object to the 

proposal
What were the roads built for?  My opinion is the free and economic movement of motor vehicles.  20mph crushes that objective. A local resident RG7 5NB

14037937492
I object to the 

proposal

How does reducing the speed limit create a more pleasant environment,for pedestrians and cyclists where is the data/proof that shows this is the case.  Surely it will make 

drivers more frustrated leading to extra road rage incidents  Will the 20mph speed limit increase pollution or reduce it  Unless the council can give sensible and logical 

answers Status Quo should prevail

A local resident RG183

14037937356
I object to the 

proposal
Please leave the roads at 30mph, there is not an issue with this speed limit.in Thatcham as far as I'm concerned. A local resident RG18 4

14037755643
I object to the 

proposal

I object as there is no scientific proof it reduces pollution. Modern cars sre by definition designed to have reduced emissions; EVs are zero emissions so 20mph makes no 

difference. Furthermore some cars are tuned in such a way that damage is caused to the engine when speeds are below their configuration settings for example auto stop 

start doesn't cut in on some citreons if the car never goes above 30mph. So when the car stopa in traffic it will not auto stop, this literally defeats the whole purpose of stop 

start systems. Additionally Newbury and thatcham  Suffer from congestion on side roads as much as main toads. Reduction in speed limits will only add to the congestion bu 

reducing the flow of the traffic to a crawl. Reduction to speed outside hospitals or schools is acceptable, even on estate roads where you go into cul de sacs as children could 

be playing. But anywhere else is simply ridiculous. You only have to watch traffic going along kiln road speeding up anc down in between speed bumps to see how speed 

restrictions don't work 

A local resident Rg18 4

14037937104
I support the 

proposal
Cars are driven far to fast on residential roads and approach roads. The proposal will make it safer for everyone A local resident RG19 3

14037936783
I wish to record a 

neutral position

You can’t drive much faster than 20mph in most of the small  roads/closes anyway - speed taken should be up to the car driver depending on the busy- ness and or 

obstructions around- obviously adhering to the max 30mph.
A local resident RG19 3

14037936149
I object to the 

proposal

An enforced restriction to 20mph will lead to high levels of frustration across the area. It’s unnecessary and a sledgehammer approach to something that is not an issue. 

Idiots who break the 30mph speed limit currently, will still do so.     I don’t know what issue you’re trying to fix here??? There are bigger things to focus on that this.
A local resident RG18 9QG

14037936131
I object to the 

proposal

Object because too much interference by incompetent council on trivia rather than concentration in providing proper support ( i.e two weekly black bin collection) to 

residents who already pay too much Council Tax for a steadily worsening service.   
A local resident Rg19

14037935038
I object to the 

proposal

Waste of money and overly restrictive. I don't think a blanket ban is appropriate and it will lead to more distrust and less respect for speed limits. People often won't be 

doing more than 20mph on many of these roads anyway. It's probably hard to exceed 20mph on many of these roads due to the length and nature of them.
A local resident

I don't visit this area 

often but I do live in 

West Berkshire

RG31 7

14037934476
I support the 

proposal

Lower speeds reduces the prospect of crashes, reduces the impact of crashes that do occur and ultimately saves lives and injuries while making the area more pleasant for 

everyone.

A visitor to 

West Berkshire
BT15 3

14037934412
I object to the 

proposal

I object because 30mph is a reasonable and proven as safe speed limit. Modern cars are safer with very efficient braking solutions as to improve safety of pedestrians.   If 

some people drive well over 30mph, limiting the speed limit to 20mph won't magically change their behaviour. Feel free to install more speed cameras but do not limit the 

speed 

A local resident Rg19 4AD

14037934517
I object to the 

proposal
No need A local resident Rg146

14037933990
I object to the 

proposal
30 mph is a sensible speed and enforcement of a 20mph speed limit is more damaging to the environment, slower for longer A local resident RG19 3

14037933600
I object to the 

proposal

I can understand the need to restrict speed around Thatcham schools but the introduction of 20 mph speeds on so many other roads seems an unnecessary imposition, on 

the local population.
A local resident RG14 5

14037933177
I object to the 

proposal

As we live on Heath Lane and it is already difficult to get off our driveway due to speeding traffic and heavy traffic. I believe more drivers will start using Heath Lane to avoid 

the speed restrictions, making it even more dangerous to get off and on to our driveway. So make it all 20mph including Heath Lane and the other proposed unaffected 

roads or just let it stay as it is.     I know there are not many of us living on this route but I strongly object to more traffic speeding past our home.     20mph everywhere or 

keep it as it is!     Ian Pearse  

A local resident RG18 3FD

14037933472
I support the 

proposal
Many of the estate roads are a danger to pedestrians. Car drivers want to get everywhere as fast as possible. I am nit sure how many drivers will keep to the new limits. A local resident Rg18 3

14037933312
I object to the 

proposal

I dont see any benefits of going ahead with this proposal and executing it will be a huge cost to local council. This is not efficient use of public money and this should go 

towards improving the roads rather than spending money on signage and speed control 
A local resident RG194AD

14037932771
I object to the 

proposal

I live on Heath Lane. It’s already difficult exiting the drive due to heavy traffic and people driving too fast round the roundabout. I’m worried that this will drive more traffic 

onto Heath lane as people try to avoid the 20mph limit and that they may be more inclined to drive fast on these roads.
A local resident Rg18 3

14037932110
I object to the 

proposal

I can see the very general statement of reasons but not a statement of need or anticipated benefits. Any statement must be supported by real, quantifiable and meaningful 

evidence, either from within our area, or elsewhere with similar schemes which have been in operation for a significant period. There must be a cost benefit analysis 

including cost and arrangements for enforcement.  The analysis must not repeat the abysmal and costly use of the octopus cycle lane system. This is clearly an attempt to 

satisfy a perceived  but unspecified need unsupported with real evidence. Rather like the rarely used cycle way on the A4 west of the Oxford   Road roundabout. A real 

analysis of specific need showing how the proposed solutions will satisfy the need rather than a proposal based on a nebulous and unprovable will make pedestrians and 

cyclists feel better. 

A local resident RG18 3

14037932734
I object to the 

proposal
it won't be policed A local resident Rg18 9

14037932163
I object to the 

proposal

    I believe it will create a lot more traffic queues on main route through roads as drivers will get to these roads instead of using of using other roads for school runs or 

visiting friend or relatives 
A local resident Rg18 3

14037932516
I support the 

proposal
Most of the roads are defacto 20mph due to cars parking in the pavement. This may prevent unsafe drivers ignoring the dangers. A local resident RG18 4

14037932122
I object to the 

proposal
This is unrealistic, too slow, has no data to support and will increase traffic. Travel times will increase by 30%. 

Other - please 

specify below
Live in Aldermaston Rg7 4u

14037931396
I support the 

proposal

I live in an area where the official speed limit is 20 miles an hour. However, it is not properly signposted! The only sign to that effect is paced at the beginning of the long 

road, near the junction of another road.  Therefore, it is assumed by many drivers that it does not apply to the entire length of our road. Not only do they drive at 30 miles an 

hour but exceed that speed too without due care.  There are is a large amount of elderly residents who use our road on foot: school children, people from the area nearby 

and from other parts of the town.    We have witnessed near misses as there is a parking area along the road, so drivers overtaking stationary vehicles, whether they are cars 

or motorbikes, have to be on the wrong side of the road which also becomes narrow with 2 sharp bends on each side.  A serious accident is going to happen one of these 

days!

A local resident RG19 3

14037930715
I object to the 

proposal

It is unnecessary as some of the roads already have traffic calming measures and some are main thoroughfares.     It is totally over the top and controlling! If I were a 

suspicious person I may wonder if this is an excuse to get more speeding fines thus making it more about money than safety.     As I understand it introducing 20mph speed 

limits in other areas has contributed nothing to road safety. And it is another cost to the tax payers to replace all the relevant signs.    It also means increased journey times 

potentially lead to more congestion. Lower speeds can also increase emissions according to the RAC.     20mph limits means checking the speedometer more frequently and 

therefore distracting. It should be noted that cruise control does not work at this speed.    There are plenty of studies regarding this by organisations such as the RAC that 

state 20mph limits compared to areas that  retained their previous speed limits "led to minimal change in short or long term outcomes for road traffic collisions, casualties or 

speeding.

A local resident RG18 4

14037931469
I support the 

proposal
Traffic and in particular HGVs travel far too fast

Other - please 

specify below
Resident of Pangbourne RG8

14037931047
I object to the 

proposal

It has been proven that blanket 20mph restrictions causes traffic congestion and therefore pollution. The only sensible 20mph areas are in the locations of schools and then 

only within certain time limits.
A local resident RG7 5

14037930937
I object to the 

proposal
Totally unnecessary and a waste of money. I have lived in Thatcham for 37 years and cannot recall any child being fataly injured. A local resident RG193

14037930154
I wish to record a 

neutral position

Although this appears to be a sensible idea I don't believe a large number of motorists will adhere to the lower limits as is the case of the recent speed reduction along the A4 

between the Henwick Lane junction and the western Lower Way junction where vehicles are regularly seen travelling at well over the speed limit. There is no way that these 

reduced limits can be monitored on all, if any, of the proposed roads.  I am not aware of the cost of this proposal but I would be surprised if it became a worthwhile exercise.

A local resident

Benham Hill 

Neighborhood Watch 

Coordinator 

RG18 3

14037930762
I object to the 

proposal
Tit achieves nothing other than cars going slower and any fumes from the exhausts lingering long than if the vehicles where travelling at 30

Other - please 

specify below
Occasional visitor RG31 7db

14037930635
I object to the 

proposal

I understand the safety objective, but a blanket 24/7 20 mph limit seems disproportionate. From experience of driving in London, driving in the middle of the night when 

there are no other road users but at 2/3 of the usual speed limit seems arbitrary.     A more targetted approach, eg a 20mph limit during morning / evening rush hours etc 

would be sensible. 

A local resident RG14 6

14037930509
I object to the 

proposal

Current speed limits are unenforced and that issue needs to be addressed before any further action.  An unenforced lower limit will still be ignored by those who ignore the 

current one.  
A local resident Rg19 3

14037930376
I object to the 

proposal
The current 30mph speed limit is perfectly adequate from a safety point of view.  Why change it? A local resident RG14 6

14037930022
I support the 

proposal

I support the proposals for the 20 mph limit on some roads because it is fast enough on many built up areas in Thatcham, if it makes it safer for pedestrians and animals, all 

the better.
A local resident RG19 3

14037930381
I support the 

proposal
It will make it safe for families and children. Wont slow down traffic too much as main through roads will remain at current speed limits A local resident RG19

14037929679
I object to the 

proposal

I object because this is the thin end of the wwedge. Next stop Newbury followed by the rest of west berkshire. I've experienced the changes in Oxfordshire to 20mph and it 

is horrendous. Surely a better and cheaper option would be to selectively pick areas for 20 mph zones,  say around schools and leisure centres, leaving housing estates at 

30mph. These estates already have traffic calming measures, speed bumps and parked cars, so excessive speed is barely an issue.

A local resident RG14 6

14037929810
I object to the 

proposal
Will impact on traffic flow, increase congestion and impact the economy as proven in parts of Wales where they adopted this speed limit. A local resident RG19

14037929726
I object to the 

proposal
rg7 5

14037928990
I object to the 

proposal

I think it is unnecessary to have a blanket reduction, it should just be implemented on those roads where drivers speed.  Most roads are cul-de-sacs so it would be 

unnecessary.
A local resident RG18 4

14037928382
I object to the 

proposal

1. I dont see a speeding as a problem in the local roads. If there is any ecidence of the problem, I would like to see data to support that a  move from 30mph to 20mph speed 

would have any impact    2. If there is budget available, i beleive there are better uses of tax payer funds. Eg. improve local road quality (pot holes)    3. When the council is 

running such a significant budget deficit, i think it is inappropriate use of funds putting in place 20 mph speed limits (which would require signage and enforcement 

measures) when funds could be used to better support the local community where there are real issues. 

A local resident Personal RG18 4

14037928518
I support the 

proposal

Speeding traffic is the biggest cause of accidents and drivers need to be made aware that they cannot use the roads as a race track, completely oblivious to other road users.  

I live on what was once a rural road but it has now become a rat run.  The amount, size and speed has increased enormously for cars, endangering other road users and 

animals.

A local resident K & S Developments Ltd RG7 6

14037928654
I object to the 

proposal
The current speed limits are perfectly adequate. 20 mph speed limits will only increase pollution A local resident RG31 6SA

14037928587
I object to the 

proposal
20mph causes more problems than it solves. A local resident RG14 2

14037928307
I object to the 

proposal

It'll only penalise those that adhere to the speed limit anyway, those that go over the speed limit WILL continue to do so regardless. The e-bikers, scooters and general youth 

will still fly around on their (most likely nicked) scooters and electric offroad bikes anyway. Save the money and use it for causes that need the money
A local resident RG14 2LL 

14037927764
I support the 

proposal
I live on the Moors Road and Disabled , it is very hard to cross the road when cars are speeding and overtaking in this residential area A local resident RG193PQ

14037927110
I object to the 

proposal

There is no requirement for a mass reduction to 20 mph throughout Thatcham. This is more unnecessary action against motorists. Why are you even thinking of this action 

has anyone actually asked for this. Certainly not in my street. What are the proposed costs for this project? No savings . I see that Wales is moving away from 20 zones back 

to 30. 

A local resident RG19 3

14037927343
I support the 

proposal
I feel that lower speed limits are correct for residential areas on safety grounds and also support lowering of 40 limits to thirty within urban areas A local resident RG7 6PB 

14037927220
I object to the 

proposal
Will it reduce pedestrian accidents ? A local resident Rg18 4eh

14037926343
I object to the 

proposal

There is no data to support this decision, other than we think it would be safer.    Where is the data on pedestrian injuries or even fatalities in Thatcham's residential roads?    

If 20mph is considered better than 30mph, why not 25mph or 18mph?    Also the police have no resources to enforce speed limits in residential roads.    I have no issue with 

20mph around schools at opening and closing times.    Will people spend more time looking at their speedometer and not the road?    Also should West Berkshire Council be 

concentrating on other issues, as this will be a cost to council tax payers to implement.

A local resident RG19 4WA

14037926394
I wish to record a 

neutral position

I do not believe setting a 20 mph limit will have any effect on the community safety. The current issues are individuals who drive significantly over the speed limit as it is and 

race around and reducing the limit will not likely change their actions. With little to no enforcement of speed limits in Thatcham I believe the changes will have no positive 

effect. 

A local resident RG19 4

14037926324
I wish to record a 

neutral position

I am impartial to the speed limit changes although I would question whether there are strong reasons for using council tax money in this way. I would expect there to be 

higher priorities. Also, if the council want to prevent accidents they need to target the people who break the speed limit, not those of us who keep to it and will continue to 

do so. A lower speed limit will not encourage people who speed to suddenly become law-abiding.

A local resident RG18 3

14037926404
I support the 

proposal

So long as Thatcham's main arteries - A4, Pipers Way, Station Road, Floral Way, Tull Way plus the link roads between them remain as they are now, I am in favour of the 

scheme. The additional time in getting to these arteries from most residential parts of Thatcham will be small.
A local resident RG19

14037925890
I object to the 

proposal

Most of the estate roads are driven less than 30 due to cars parked. Dropping it to 20  many drivers will be watching  the speed ometer on dash board not the road and 

pavements. Driven in Wales with these limits and they are sensibly changing them back to 30 mph. There are paces that 20mph is appropriate.  This needs looking in to in 

more detail. So definitely do not agree with reducing the speed limit.

A local resident Rg18 3

14037926242
I wish to record a 

neutral position
In the proposal there are far too few exceptions. Not a fan of a blanket 20mph limit. A local resident RG19 4GH

14037926000
I support the 

proposal

20mph is a much safer speed limit for residential areas and pedestrians. 30 mph is too fast for roads with many parked cars.  However the worst offends for speeding are not 

necessarily the residents but the many delivery vans that drive along these roads.
A local resident RG18 4

14037925160
I object to the 

proposal

well it is bad as it is , and the traffic won't flow better, it is bad as it is with 30 mph already starting after the hospital , the befit with doing so have already been tried in Wales, 

and they changed it back again ,waste of money , and with the A 4 being a transit road , when there are a accident on the M 4 won't make it better . there are no relive road 

around Thatcham . so wasting money on speed Limit  when the money can be used better other places.l 

A local resident RG18 3EB

14037925444
I object to the 

proposal

20 mph is too slow for a modern vehicle and requires high levels of concentration to maintain speeds below the limit. This distracts drivers from normal surveillance and 

safety. 

A visitor to 

West Berkshire
rg73

14037925540
I support the 

proposal

Living on one of the cul-de-sacs we find that there are plenty of people who drive too fast for the conditions. They maybe only doing 30mph but given that there tend to be 

plenty of parked cars and quite a few pedestrians/dog walkers, as we are a short cut to the park, it isn't particularly safe. Moreover to actually drive at 30mph requires you to 

accelerate fairly hard which implies furious driving or just plain stupid.

A local resident RG19 3

14037925506
I support the 

proposal

20 mph is a safer speed on residentail / estate roads and is ofen the realistic highest SAFE speed on such roads where children, prams, child cyclists and the elderly need to 

have access.
A local resident WBC and TTC Councillor. RG18 3PJ

14037925288
I support the 

proposal
A local resident

14037924911
I object to the 

proposal

Will do nothing more than create more congestion and frustration which seems to be the councils number three policy after #1 don’t collect waste therefore encouraging fly 

tipping and extra trips to the recycling centre. #2 see if we can create complete traffic gridlock in West Berkshire through poor policy decesions
A local resident RG18 9RW

14037924859
I support the 

proposal
The vast majority of roads affected are residential roads and it makes them safer for pedestrians especially children and the elderly A local resident Rg19 4

14037924812
I support the 

proposal
An excellent idea.  Most villages and small towns in Oxfordshire have adopted the plan and it works! A local resident RG7 6

14037924628
I object to the 

proposal

The existing speed limits are not the problem. It is the lack of adherence and enforcement that raises safety concerns. I would prefer more traffic calming measures and 

potentially more enforcement cameras.
A local resident RG194

14037924536
I object to the 

proposal
It will cause chaos  not thought out as your  3 week bin collection A local resident RG189NY

14037924588
I object to the 

proposal
This should only apply to roads around schools and areas where there are proven safety issues. A local resident RG19 3

14037924493
I object to the 

proposal

some roads make sence but this is to much.  Outside and around schools is good, but not all of the town.    Having just come back from wales, its crazy how roads go up and 

down in speed limits so much.  Makes driving very stressfull.
A local resident rg194gb
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14037924516
I support the 

proposal
No price on saving lives.

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG31

14037922241
I support the 

proposal
Most of the estate roads in Thatcham are narrow and crowded - the limit should reflect this reality.

A statutory 

consultee – 

please specify 

below

Thatcham Central 

Councillor
RG18 3

14037920375
I object to the 

proposal

I have no problem with 20mph limits outside schools or hospitals but these blanket speed restrictions serve no purpose, if a rd has had a pedestrian accident or fatality then 

fine but I can’t remember any reports in the last few years so why waste public money on something you will never police .
A local resident RG20 

14037916405
I object to the 

proposal

20mph limits have their place outside schools during school opening hours, but not blanket across a whole area. This proposal seems to be jumping on the usual bandwagon 

of 'lets hit the motorist first'. The 20mph limit hasn't worked in Wales and I see no reason for it to work here. I have read that the police will not be instigating any increases 

in speed checks or even bobbies on the beat, so it won't be enforced. Those that don't drive at or under the speed limit now, certainly won't when it's 20. ICE cars will not be 

any more efficient and there will not be a decrease in tailpipe emissions as these vehicles will be driving along in a lower gear than they would at 30mph. At a time when you 

are cutting everyday services that we are paying for, this is a senseless and needless expense we are expected to pay for.

A local resident RG19 4

14037915618
I object to the 

proposal

There will be no benefits of reducing Floral way to 20 . To drive at 20 here will seriously raise exhaust emissions as most cars and lorries will need to drop at least a gear . This 

is not a high pedestrian area, it would make more sense reducing limit around schools and high pedestrian area like Westfield road. Also parking around schools needs to be 

addressed as this is really very dangerous at school out time.   I can see absolutely no benefit in the proposal  and think it has not been seriously thought out.   

A local resident Rg183

14037910704
I object to the 

proposal

We have had 30mph for decades without many casualties. It's the police who have responsibility for controlling the idiot minority. Nit slows up delivery drivers meaning less 

deliveries and higher prices. Pollution could be higher depending on gearing.  Wales has shown us what a farce it is and Oxford is a complete mess. 
A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG14 2

14037904414
I support the 

proposal
The change must improve safety, reduce road noise and make for a more pleasant environment. A local resident RG18 9

14037904091
I object to the 

proposal

I can't see the need for it other than for outside schools at opening and closing time. How many accidents have there been on Thatcham's residential roads over the past few 

years on these roads because of cars driving at 30mph?    I don't see how 20mph can be properly policed.     Effort should instead be concentrated on areas where people 

speed dangerously at the moment - cars regularly exceed 40mph on Tull Way / Floral Way. Some do 50-60mph when it's quiet. Put the money for this scheme into speed 

cameras instead.    Current 30mph zones should be policed much better instead of introducing new 20mph zones. Especially on narrow roads without pavements in 

Ashmore Green and Cold Ash. At night cars speed through the villages and Thatcham's main roads (without speed cameras) at 50-60 mph and nothing is ever done about it. 

Two of our cats have been killed at night on these roads.  

A local resident RG18 9

14037901517
I object to the 

proposal

No data has been produced showing the number of incidents involving death/injury on the roads selected for  20mph limits. Outside of rush hours, these roads are normally 

quiet and can be safely travelled up to 30mph. My new car has a mph & rev counter display with a warning buzzer if exceeded. However, the computer is not updated once 

set. I find I am spending more time looking at the display for fear of exceeding the speed limit than I am looking at the road ahead with the potential of missing something in 

the road or the car in front suddenly stopping. If certain residents feel that their particular road needs a 20mph limit, then all the residents in that road should be canvassed 

by their local councilor and results passed to the council for action, although I suspect that cost of installing separate signage would limit this.     Of course, it would be a short 

step to install money making speed cameras (at ratepayers expense) which would generate income for the council and end up with a lot of people losing their licence with 

multiple hits of exceeding the new limit by a couple of mph as they change gear. Due to the lack of suitable jobs in Thatcham, most people need their cars to get to work and 

for some, a clean driving licence for their job.    Without sufficient historical data to show that the current 30mph is unsafe, I get the feeling that this is another case of nanny 

state telling us ratepayers what is good for us.    If 20mph is necessary for Thatcham, why is it not also being applied to Newbury, particularly in the estates such as Stroud 

Green, the Nightingales and Pigeons farm?   

A local resident RG18 3

14037902675
I support the 

proposal
A local resident

14037901452
I object to the 

proposal

Increased emissions.    Better ways to spend money than the cost to reduce the speed limit by 10mph in zones.     Specific research from Belfast, Edinburgh and Cambridge 

universities found reductions from 30mph to 20mph made "very little impact" on road safety. Only aiding in congestion, to which we have little in these proposed zones 

anyway.

A local resident RG19

14037900877
I object to the 

proposal

This is an excessive and expensive response to a minor problem.  The small number of drivers who drive too fast won't be deterred by 20mph, while the great majority of us 

will be inconvenienced with longer journey times through the town.    Given the financial pressures facing the council, and reduced services including 3 weekly black bin 

collections, why is this change thought to be worthwhile? 

A local resident Rg194fp

14037899604
I object to the 

proposal

As a driver and cyclist (and walker too) in the area, the 30mph limit is fine as it is.    There are some roads that could be moved down to 30mpg, such as Pipers Way where 

with the build-up of lorries entering Enterprise Way and other drivers driving too fast, this should be lower.  There has also been at least 2 accidents in this junction in the 

last 2 or 3 years.    A more focused action would be to reduce the speed around schools.    Otherwise, particularly cycling through Thatcham, the speed is not a problem.

A local resident rg18 3

14037898341
I support the 

proposal

Some people do drive too fast on residential roads around Thatcham and if this proposal helps to reduce speeds it must be a good thing.    Points I would like to make 

though:    Would prefer station road to be fully 20mph. I don’t like the proposal to increase the speed to 30mph at Wheelers Green Way - just before two roundabouts, 

when people should be slowing down not speeding up - and I believe Pipers Way up to A4 should be 30mph. Chopping and changing speed limits over a very short distance 

leads to confusion for drivers who may inadvertently then get the speed wrong, as well as causing frustration, which can in turn cause bad driving, and means more ugly 

road signs needed in a small area.     Once the new speed limit is ‘bedded-in’ I would ask that you consider removing the squared off rubber road humps on Station Rd - 

these lead to acceleration and braking to avoid damage that can be caused to smaller cars (with larger wheel base cars just ignoring them and speeding over). This type of 

driving increases air pollution and however slowly you drive it rocks a small car, so even careful drivers risk damage to their car as well as uncomfortable driving, especially 

when transporting elderly (or injured/unwell) passengers.    Enforcement is an issue. If there is no enforcement it is likely to be ineffective. At present many cars park on 

double yellow lines at the top of Coombe Court while they go to Sainsbury’s, even when the car park is empty, which causes obstruction at that busy junction, especially 

when turning off the A4 when you often can’t see past parked cars there. I have never seen any enforcement, or if there has been, it is not effective as the illegal parking 

occurs daily. We also have people riding e-scooters at speed down the middle of residential roads like Hartmead Rd/top of Station Rd, and on pavements, with no apparent 

consequences. Mobile/roaming camera might help if people are not available?    I think this needs to be backed-up with a lot more education and some hard-hitting road 

safety publicity so that people understand that safety is at the heart of the proposal. It’s not only about children, we also have a high number of elderly residents who should 

be able to move around without fear. I do think you should also look at the number of pedestrian crossings available on longer stretches of road - but that is perhaps going 

too far off topic.    Has there ever been any consideration to adding a section of red tarmac on A4 as you enter Thatcham, as is present in some villages? I think this is a strong 

visual sign that you are entering a residential area need to be more aware of your speed etc, without creating any physical barrier.         

A local resident RG19 4

14037898003
I object to the 

proposal

Seems like an unnecessary expense on council budgets to make the changes. Also it will be pointless unless the speed restrictions are policed. It seems to me, where I live, 

people are ignoring the current speed limits. How many fines have there been for the current 30 MPH speed limits? 
A local resident RG19 3

14037897578
I object to the 

proposal

The number of reported accidents in Thatcham does not support the conclusion that reducing speed to 20mph will reduce collisions   It also leads to increased frustration 

from other drivers in cars behind you that do not wish to adhere to the speed limit and so tailgating is a problem!!  I do support 20mph limit or even 15moh around schools
A local resident RG19 4JR

14037896305
I object to the 

proposal

The amount of pollution due to cars in lower gears will increase so bad for environment. Cars are not designed to constantly stay in 2nd gear. I already live in a 20mph road 

it’s not policed and the cars don’t do 20mph there are not enough police to enforce so a pointless waste of our tax payer money.
A local resident Samantha Hopkins Rg19 3up 

14037893647
I object to the 

proposal

If the police won’t enforce it there is no point in introducing it. Where are the funds coming from for new signs and road markings? Just seems a waste of money and funds 

could be used elsewhere 
A local resident RG18 4

14037892354
I object to the 

proposal
We have a 30 mph limit on most roads these are also roads that have vicious speed bumps roads around schools should be 20 mph but nowhere else. A local resident RG18 9

14037891136
I object to the 

proposal

The existing speed restrictions should be policed within problem areas before setting a new limit - those currently speeding will still speed (so educate them).    Introduction 

of 20mph will necessitate additional road signage - already a problem within many local areas.    Introducing extra zones make managing frequent transitions difficult.
A local resident RG18 4

14037890415
I object to the 

proposal

I believe that it's unnecessary, and that the proposal will only lead to unnecessary spending of funds for signage and other measures.     As a resident, I do not observe cars 

travelling excessively fast on these roads. I do however observe motorbikes with modified exhaust systems creating a lot of noise pollution in Thatcham , and would support 

enforcement measures specifically targeted rather than blanket speed reductions. 

A local resident Rg18 4

14037890224
I object to the 

proposal

There is little to no evidence that lowering the speed limit in Thatcham will reduce emissions, most of the reduction comes from breaking emissions. The increasing use of 

hybrid and electric vehicles means this will continue to be reduced and therefore no accurate survey would give you am accurate picture.  Although safety will improve, I 

cannot find any pedestrian deaths from cars in Thatcham since 2019, this hardly seems to be a priority.  You cannot base any of the data on information gathered in London, 

the data in London relies on the fact that cost of living, increase on costs of driving in London, means their well established public transport system will be used more often. 

We do not have this in Thatcham.  If not already please note the following document: The state of the evidence on 20mph speed limits with regards to road safety, active 

travel and air pollution impacts  A Literature Review of the Evidence Dr Adrian L Davis FFPH Adrian Davis Associates Consultant on Transport & Health Bristol, UK.  All of this is 

a complete waste of money which seems to be a vanity project in exercise of powers available to the council, rather than a necessary action which would improve lives.

A local resident Rg18

14037887277
I object to the 

proposal

20mph punish drivers and if there not inforced then people just ignore them anyway and this will be a complete waste of tax payers money. I object to this proposal of a 

blanket 20mph please keep 30mph.
A local resident RG19 4

14037887228
I object to the 

proposal
It's not needed. A local resident RG19 4

14037887103
I object to the 

proposal

I do not support the blanket introduction of a 20mph speed limit within Thatcham, I think an evidenced based approach should be taken. Where there are roads that have 

reported ‘near misses,’ accidents and/ or deaths as a result of motorists driving at excess speed, that are by schools or have a high density of houses, these roads should be 

considered for a 20mph speed restriction. Other roads should remain as they currently are. 

A local resident RG19 

14037887092
I object to the 

proposal

Wales are reverting there's back as 20 mph doesn't work and you will cause alot more pollution. 20 mph should only be out side of schools hospitals and parks.   I wish to 

register my objection to this proposal.
A local resident RG19 3

14037886918
I object to the 

proposal

I object, because this sort of blanket action takes away from the driver’s ability to apply judgement to the situation of the road, while maintaining a good balance of 

efficiency of passage.     It is inefficient and difficult to drive at 20mph in the majority of cars, which are geared for efficiency at other higher speeds.     The 20mph limit will 

also impede the flow of traffic within Thatcham only exacerbating an already poor traffic situation.    This is not progress. 

A local resident RG19

14037886906
I object to the 

proposal
It frustrates motorists. A local resident RG19 4

14037886773
I object to the 

proposal

A lot of people do not adhere to the current speed limits, so i do not think reducing the speed limit will make any difference whatsoever. I also think it will cause more people 

to speed over the 20mph as they will be tailgated by impatient drivers. I think it will cause a backup of traffic, especially in area where it’s busy anyway and at peak times
A local resident RG19 3

14037886489
I support the 

proposal
Agree with reduction to 20 mph  on proposed roads - however I expect the removal of road humps to be part of the scheme as they will be unnecessary. A local resident Kevin Mellett RG19 4FZ

14037886284
I object to the 

proposal
I don’t think this is the correct option for Thatcham they tried it in wales and it did not work and have now cancelled their decision. A local resident RG19 4

14037886263
I object to the 

proposal
30 mph is slow enough A local resident RG19 3

14037886187
I object to the 

proposal

Reducing the limit does not solve the issue of speeding drivers, this is the biggest issue.  Also remove the unnecessary speed bumps along station road, for most small cars 

20mph is too fast for these hazards in the road  Deploy a better speed limit enforcement option, such as anpr based  average speed cameras and the speeding issue will be 

gone. 

A local resident Rg194re

14037886206
I object to the 

proposal
I don’t believe that this is the right option for Thatcham. It’s already being reversed in Wales due to it being a wrong decision. A local resident Rg19 4

14037886107
I object to the 

proposal

Driving a 20 mph means drivers have to spend much more tine checking their speed rather than watching the road making it more dangerous.   Speed bumps would be much 

more effective and safer.
A local resident RG18 4

14037885921
I object to the 

proposal

There is no beneficial or financial reason to impose this speed reduction, this movement has been done in other areas (Wales as an example) and there have been no 

improvements to the areas.  The stopping distance of a modern vehicle has minimal difference between 20 and 30 mph, with modern safety features many cars reduce this 

further.  Rather than finding yet another way to penalise motorists try to educate pedestrians on how to cross a road safely and for children to take their eyes off their 

mobile phones or better yet make them take responsibility for their actions.

A local resident RG19 4

14037880957
I object to the 

proposal

There is no need for lowering the speed limit. Anyway how are you going to enforce this? Build more proper zebra crossing instead. And why do you alway round everything 

to zero. If you must, do 25mph. 20 is too low. It didn't work in Wales. It will slow down traffic too much. This will increase pollution. And driving on a low gear is very difficult. 

If you are planning to lose the next election, then please continue ignoring people. 

A local resident Rg18 3su

14037884923
I support the 

proposal

If 20mph is acceptable for all of Scotlands towns ......I am sure a wee Town like   Thatcham can handle this proposal ......i am surprised that all of West Berkshire is not 

included .......I think it should be a Countywide initiative not just for our Town.
A local resident RG18 4LE

14037884055
I object to the 

proposal
Nanny state A local resident Rg194

14037883930
I object to the 

proposal
There is little evidence to support the idea that this will improve productivity and road safely.  Just inforce the adequate existing road speeds A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG18 9

14037883523
I support the 

proposal
From my understanding of the roads nearly all are roads where 20MPH is an appropriate speed while leaving the main transit roads outside the scheme. A local resident RG19 4

14037882920
I object to the 

proposal

As a local resident   I’m failing to identify the objective sought to be achieved.  There has been minimal reports of RTA on the roads proposed.     Whilst there is evidence that 

reducing the majority of roads to this slow speed result in detrimental outcomes.     Evidence regarding the impact of reducing speed limits, such as lowering speeds to 20 

mph, often comes from various studies and reports. Here are some points that have been raised in discussions about the potential negative consequences of such measures:    

   There is no air quality concerns in the local area. And a potential of 18% reduction in pollution as published by the government are unlikely to be realised as the evidence 

shows that actual speed reduction in 20 mph zones is only 0.2 mph after first year of implementation.      https://www.rac.co.uk/drive/news/motoring-news/do-20mph-

speed-limits-reduce-the-number-of-car-crashes-and-casualties/    I hope the decision you make aren’t based on reality and not some theoretical statistics.     1. **Increased 

Congestion**: Some studies suggest that lower speed limits can lead to increased congestion, as vehicles may take longer to travel through areas with reduced speeds. This 

can result in frustration for drivers and potentially lead to risky driving behaviors that can cause increase in RTA    2. **Driver Behavior**: Lower speed limits can sometimes 

lead to a lack of compliance, where drivers may ignore the limit, leading to inconsistent speeds on the road. This can create danger, especially if some drivers are traveling 

significantly faster than others. This can cause increase in RTA    3. **Emergency Response Times**: There are concerns that lower speed limits could delay emergency 

vehicles responding to incidents, impacting public safety.    4. **Economic Impact**: In some areas, lower speed limits may negatively affect local businesses that rely on 

through traffic. Reduced traffic flow can lead to decreased customer visits.    5. **Limited Evidence of Safety Improvements**: While some studies show that reducing speed 

limits can lower accident rates that I’m not aware is a problem with thatcham, others indicate that the effects may be minimal, particularly in urban areas where other factors 

also play a significant role in road safety.    https://www.rac.co.uk/drive/news/motoring-news/do-20mph-speed-limits-reduce-the-number-of-car-crashes-and-casualties/    

https://jech.bmj.com/content/77/1/17    Conclusion A 20 mph speed limit intervention implemented at city centre scale had little impact on long-term outcomes including 

road traffic collisions, casualties and speed, except for a reduction in traffic volume. Policymakers considering implementing 20 mph speed limit interventions should 

consider the fidelity, context and scale of implementation.    6. **Behavioral Adaptation**: Some drivers may adapt to lower speed limits by engaging in less attentive 

driving, thinking they are safer at lower speeds, which could potentially lead to a false sense of security. That can cause increase in RTAs    I fear this will cost money. Cause 

upheaval on the roads as they are closed to prepare and not provide the benefits. There are plenty of more pressing needs to be resolved.    If you are doing this to 

A local resident Rg18 4

14037883134
I support the 

proposal
There is no reason. For anyone to drive over 20 on residential roads. Having a 20  speed limit will make it safer for people cats and wildlife. A local resident RG146

14037879832
I object to the 

proposal
20mph is not suitable for floral way heath lane or pipers way,   This will lead to congestion and increased carbon A local resident Rg183

14037879458
I support the 

proposal
20 is plenty, and for the short lengths of most of the roads involved will add very little to journey times. Just need the police to enforce it, and the judge’s to back them. A local resident RG183BN 

14037879491
I support the 

proposal
I feel is safer for pedestrians and cyclists A local resident rg146

14037878688
I object to the 

proposal

1) your statement of reasons  is inaccurate and states that the A4 would NOT be included. However the TRO appears to include the A4 in Thatcham.     2) The A4 and 

Thatcham as a whole is a conduit for commuters and the drastic reduction in speed would unnecessarily slow traffic down causing delay, congestion, driver frustration, and 

inconsistent compliance, reducing respect for more critical speed limits elsewhere.    3) the reason for this according to your statement of reasons is to “make the area 

attractive and accessible by non motorised vehicles” - where is the evidence to substantiate that a 20mph limit would achieve this? There are cycle paths and lanes, 

pedestrian crossings and pathways. I see no reason why a 20mph limit would suddenly make it a desirable route. There is no clear data showing that these roads have a 

significant accident or injury record justifying such a reduction.    4) this is not proportional or necessary and the objectives set out in your statement of reason could be 

achieved through alternative measures. Targeted enforcement, improved pedestrian crossings, or better signage could achieve the same safety outcomes without imposing 

a blanket reduction.    5) I perceive this as an attempt to mask the creation of a new income revenue for enforcement.      6) Lower limits may increase journey times, 

potentially leading to higher emissions and fuel consumption, especially for public transport and delivery vehicles.

A local resident RG184

14037878150
I object to the 

proposal

Urban roads and residential streets impose their own speed restrictions owing to parked cars, narrow gaps, poor field of visibility, existing traffic calming measures etc.  They 

are already 30mph which, for many stretches of road is fine.  Where there are obstacles drivers have to slow down to less than 30mph through necessity not regulation.  The 

exception to this would be near schools during in and out muster times, where mandatory reduction from 30mph is a vital but temporary safety measure.  I drive in 

Oxfordshire regularly, where there is a blanket 20mph limit now in force in all built up areas.  There are some places where it is necessary for the reasons outlined above, but 

many other stretches of road are wide, clear of obstructions and allow good visibility and anticipation of hazards.  Driving below 20mph on these stretches is frustrating, 

tedious, unnecessary and serves only to increase congestion and exacerbate driving stress.      So, selective 20mph zones where local conditions dictate, are a good thing and 

mostly already in force.  A blanket 20mph limit on the other hand, would be a mistake and a retrograde step.

Other - please 

specify below

Professional driver, 

regularly and frequently 

delivering around 

Thatcham.

RG17 0

14037878925
I wish to record a 

neutral position
I believe the A4 should remain at 30 mph , but the "local" roads should be 20mph A local resident Bradfield Village Stores RG7 6

14037876064
I object to the 

proposal

I think this is absolutely ridiculous the idea of dropping down to 20mph, have you ever driven in London and tell me how that’s going takes you an hour to drive a mile I think 

all this will do will increase the time cars are on the road for and will end up being more populated as no one will be able to move anywhere I think this is beyond stupid 
A local resident RG14 2

14037875887
I object to the 

proposal

I understand in estates, but main roads I really don’t think it’s necessary. People rarely slow down to 20 where there are already restrictions in place, eg Station Road. This is 

going to cause people not willing to stick to it driving to close to the people that do and almost pushing them along. Not at all necessary 
A local resident Rg193

14037875764
I object to the 

proposal

I feel that with the amounts of speed bumps and roundabouts lowering the speed will not achieve anything other than a cost implication , if you were to put a 20mph in 

place then it would mean that if someone was exceeding 20mph then that would be their decision, it's no different than it is now at 30mph 
A local resident Rg148

14037874316
I support the 

proposal

Several studies show that reduced speed limits in urban areas can reduce the number of vehicle on vehicle collisions as well as the number of injuries and casualties. A 

recent 2025 review by Quddus et al. had some very good data to support this.
A local resident RG18 3

14037873546
I support the 

proposal
Traffic often goes too fast down my road, which is on route to a primary school and children are walking to school with parents A local resident RG18 3

14037871633
I support the 

proposal

The speed TRO  is for roads that are residential, frequently used by children walking and cycling to and from school and everyone for access to leisure facilities and Thatcham 

town centre.     Reducing the speed limit will reduce the number of incidents between motorised vehicles and the most vulnerable highway users.     It will also cause a 

reduction in the severity of accidents and level of pollution, both air and noise.     It will make the streets more pleasant to walk and cycle. Safer and this is proven to lead to 

an increase in active travel.      Increasing active travel will have the knock on benefits to the environment and economy. Thatcham will see an increase of the health and well 

being of its residents. 

A local resident RG14 6DN

14037871127
I object to the 

proposal

My experience with previous 20mph limits is that they are interminably slow for law abiding citizens, and ignored by those who are not law abiding.  People who don't abide 

by 30 mph limits will certainly ignore 20mph limits and will tailgate and harass those who do abide by them.  I would rather see greater enforcement of the existing limits 

rather than a reduction in limits.

A local resident RG19 3

14037869983
I object to the 

proposal
This seems like a waste of time and resources, slowing traffic that is already broadly limited to 30mph on these roads. 20mph on busy main roads, such as the A4, seems odd. A local resident Rg183

14037869696
I wish to record a 

neutral position
Good idea for many roads, but may cause undue congestion in some areas A local resident RG19 3

14037868877
I object to the 

proposal

Most of the residential roads around Thatcham are too windy or have speed bumps or parked vehicles on them to drive at 30mph, making this a waste of money. Those that 

intend to speed will probably do so no matter what the speed limit, and if you do intend to change the limit, how do you intend to enforce it? Speed cameras are expensive, 

and I doubt the police speed camera van will get much trade because just parking it on a small road will cause an obstruction, slowing any traffic. In my view this is a waste of 

money that could be better spent on other things, such as regulating electric scooters, which seem to be all over the place and with no lights. Not as simple as reducing 

speed limits but ultimately improving safety

A local resident RG18 3

14037868925
I support the 

proposal

There is increased traffic around the town and on the estate where I live there are lots of people crossing over Agricola Way to the schools and park. It would be much safer 

and less noisy to have a lower speed limit.
A local resident RG19 4

14037868379
I support the 

proposal

On the whole I am in agreement with this proposal of the reduction of speed limits, reduction of speed can substantially reduce the risk of death or injury from a traffic 

collision.  I also have a few of my aged friends who say they struggle to get across the road in time as they are physically not as quick as they used to be.
A local resident RG18

14037867906
I object to the 

proposal

I travel for work in Oxfordshire and they have 20mph limits all the time and it seems ridiculously slow!  I support 20mph in school zones between 8am and 9am and 3pm - 

4pm as children can be unpredictable!    I would prefer you eradicated cyclists on pedestrian pavements especially e-bike and e-scooters in my opinion they are a bigger 

danger to pedestrians than cars and they are in pedestrian zones.

A local resident RG19 3

14037867982
I object to the 

proposal
Not necessary , we already have speed bumps A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG19 4RE 

14037867073
I support the 

proposal

It is important to make sure that all vehicles in the proposed 20 mph zones are reducing their speed to under keeping  below 20  Specially estate roads that have many 

pedestrians moving around   At that speed any accident where  pedestrians are  hit will reduce the chance of server accidents 
A local resident RG14

14037866795
I support the 

proposal
To Increase safety in all areas the new speed limit is implemented. A local resident RG18 3

14037866759
I support the 

proposal
As a cyclist this can only improve means of safe travel.     I would recommend extension of the proposal to the A4. A local resident RG14 2

14037866296
I support the 

proposal

I regularly visit Wales. The Welsh government imposed a 20mph speed limit in all built up areas, with some exceptions. There were initially a lot of objections, but the lived 

experience proves that the reduced speed limits work to reduce accidents and the subjective experience of people living in the towns and villages is that life is better. It's 

better for children, the elderly, for vulnerable road users such as cyclists and horse riders. Furthermore, the impact on journey times has been negligible. I would therefore 

like to see the introduction of 20mph speed limits in all residential areas across West Berkshire. 

A local resident RG14 7

14037864765
I object to the 

proposal

20mph is just too slow   i never seen anyone going dangerously fast in residential areas of Thacham as there already we have all sort of speed bumps and other traffic 

calming measures. simply no point in reducing speed limit
A local resident rg194

14037864010
I object to the 

proposal

1. It's almost impossible to drive at more than 20mph on these roads as things stand.    2. The only people who drive at more than 20mph are the brain-dead teenagers in 

their tepid hatchbacks showing off to their mates, and they are the least likely to adhere to speed limits anyway.    3. The cost to the taxpayers of Thatcham of installing all 

the signs.

A local resident RG18 3

14037863932
I object to the 

proposal

Increase risk of people overtaking roads such as tollway and the A4 being 20 is just silly at least 30 should be kept for those two. I can meet to work at 4:30 in the morning 

and you want me to go 20 miles an hour on these massive roads with no one about This seems like a ploy to just catch people out and give more speeding tickets. This also 

increases the amount of vehicles in touch once and at the same RPMs of these engines at low speeds will result in increase emissions through the town which may be minor 

but overtime will have a greater impact as going 40 around tollway compared to 20 is much more fuel efficient. 

A local resident Rg18 3

14037863605
I support the 

proposal
A local resident RG7 5DR

14037863249
I object to the 

proposal

- more traffic  - increased emissions  - waste of money (signage, etc, must all change)  - less safe  - evidence shows drivers pay less attention when driving at 20mph than they 

do at 30mph  - evidence shows driver frustration by slow speeds increases anger and decreases road safety        - in general, this proposal evidences poor understanding of 

resident needs by the council  - no letters posted to residents to advise of this change and request a vote

A local resident RG193

14037863346
I object to the 

proposal

It would make more sense to only use 20mph zones where safety risks are higher, such as near schools or busy pedestrian areas rather than blanket the limit across the 

entire town. 
A local resident RG193

14037863231
I support the 

proposal
With expansions planned now and for the future speeds of traffic needs to be reduced. Camera’s would be a deterrent as drivers still ignore speed restrictions. A local resident RG184DD

14037861190
I object to the 

proposal

The busier access roads have already been identified as having no change to the current  speed limits. Thatcham is mainly residential and it would be difficult to attain  a 

speed of 30mph on many of our roads. Having spent a short period in Wales it is very frustrating having to watch your speed rather than watching the road for dangerous 

situations. I cannot find any information on the cost of this exercise, but with Council Budgets under pressure in all areas any additional expenditure is not welcome.

A local resident RG19 4

14037862933
I object to the 

proposal
That is too slow and will cause congestion. A local resident RG19 3PL

14037862548
I support the 

proposal

20mph speed limits ensure that accidents don’t end up with tragic loss of life. At 20 some has a 80% chance of survival. This especially important around residential and 

school areas

Other - please 

specify below

A west Berkshire 

resident frequently 

visiting Thatcham

RG17 0

14037862021
I object to the 

proposal

This is a pointless exercise and will leave the village more congested than already is.   Maybe focusing on cars illegally parked on double yellow lines throughout Thatcham 

might be a better idea  
A local resident RG18 4JS 
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14037861672
I object to the 

proposal

How much has been budgeted for signage, road painting and any phyical works to introduce this? In a time when we are losing vital services, wasting valuable funds on a 

speed limit change which the police dont have the resources to enforce on every road seems void of any social or fiscal responsibility. 
A local resident RG18 9

14037861627
I object to the 

proposal
Reducing the speed will add to the air pollution from vehicles. 

A visitor to 

West Berkshire
RG7 4

14037857882
I support the 

proposal
It would make the roads safer, especially in the areas around the schools, parks and cycle routes. A local resident RG19 4

14037860537
I wish to record a 

neutral position

“I’m neutral — I want to see more evidence of the likely benefit in Thatcham (which roads, what current speeds, what accident history) before deciding.”    I also feel that the 

use of HGV's from newbury to Theale isnt being directed enough and HGV compainies like GIST and Shoreline should have to fo to Jct 11 to come back to Thatcham not use 

the robinhood. this i believe was part of the newbury by pass being built to stop such congestion. Newbury should be for local traffice not a cut thorugh use the M4 and A34 

as appropriate. 

A local resident

A statutory 

consultee – 

please specify 

below

Speen parish concil RG14 1QU

14037860531
I wish to record a 

neutral position
I do not live in Thatcham and I therefore do not know if the current speed limits are causing increased accidents/injuries. A local resident RG14 6

14037858861
I support the 

proposal
Reduces accidents  Reduces noise  Makes walking easier  Makes cycling easier  Reduces pollution A local resident Rg7

14037858668
I object to the 

proposal

 I am a retired safety professional of almost 30 years and I am convinced that those of you looking after road safety haven't got a clue about road safety planning. Its not the 

speed of vehicles in Thatcham, it's the amount of vehicles travelling through it. Some people do speed but they are in the minority. The plethora of speed humps prevent 

speeding already. You would be better advised doing something about the tanker drivers on Lower Way taking up more than half of the road and dealing with the current 

drug problem.

A local resident

14037855946
I wish to record a 

neutral position

I think more information about the cost of this proposal would be helpful.  Will there be new road signs or road markings to highlight these changes and how much will this 

cost?    How will these new limits be policed?   Most of these roads are too short or busy to drive at 30mph down anyway, what difference will a reduced 20mph limit make?  

Are there any hard facts about how this change has reduced accident and injury in other areas where this has already been implemented?    The main problem we have 

where I live is the cars and bikes driving well in excess of the 30mph speed limit, in which case I don't see a 20mph will change anything. Is there any way we can spend the 

money this proposed change will cost in tacking this issue instead which is where the real problem lays?      

A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

Rivar Sand and Gravel 

Ltd
RG19 3RX

14037856536
I support the 

proposal

In addition to the proposed 20mph limits, could consideration be given to a speed camera on Floral Way Thatcham please. I live adjacent to it and speeding with excessive 

noise especially from motorcycles is somewhat deafening.   
A local resident RG18 4

14037855261
I support the 

proposal

I support the proposal, as I live on Westfield Road. I would also like to suggest implementing speed reduction measures, such as speed bumps, to help lower car speeds on 

this road. We frequently observe cars driving at high speeds, which makes it unsafe for pedestrians.
A local resident Rg18 3 

14037855114
I support the 

proposal

I am registered blind and crossing roads is a massive hazard. All too often a car appears too quickly and I’ve nearly been hit. Electric cars (which I also support) are even more 

lethal as you can’t hear them either.    As a tandem cyclist, I am supportive of any proposal to reduce traffic danger - and hopefully encourage more people to use active 

transport (eg walking kids to school).

A local resident RG14 2

14037854782
I object to the 

proposal
I drive an electric car so pollution not an issue. Absolutely ridiculous idea will cause more speeding erratic driving and congestion A local resident Rg18

14037854654
I support the 

proposal

I wish to support the 20mph speed limits in more roads in Thatcham, I know from my 40 years in the Ambulance Service the difference 10mph less does have in most RTC. 

The outcome makes a significant difference for the patient and also family.  I live near an infant school and often watch with dismay as cars pass my house at speed.  I do 

appreciate your effort and wish you every success.  

A local resident RG19 3

14037854313
I object to the 

proposal

Blanket 20 mph limits were introduced in Wales in 2023, to much fan-fare, and complaint. In places, the 20 mph limit has been rescinded, because of public backlash.    The 

proposed speed limits won't be enforced by police, so can only be enforced by automated means, like cameras, which makes it feel like a money-raising exercise.
A local resident RG14

14037854040
I object to the 

proposal

It is almost impossible to even reach the current speed limit of 30mph as there are so many parked cars as well as all the speed humps. Reducing the limit to 20mph is 

therefore pointless and an unnecessary expense. I have heard some people complain about 'boy racers' but these would continue to race regardless of the speed limit! In 

nearly 50 years of living and driving in Thatcham, I've never had any problems with the current 30mph speed limit, when I can actually drive that fast because of the 

obstacles, and none at all with pedestrians being in danger. I do not have time to research this but have certainly heard that after introducing this in Wales, for example, it 

was later revoked. 

A local resident RG18 3

14037853869
I object to the 

proposal

20 mph limits in residential areas have a negative effect on public health.    Cars restricted to 20 mph will have to drive in lower gears than at 30 mph, will use more fuel, emit 

more exhaust fumes and make more noise. In any event, the mean speed of vehicles in such areas is often less than 30 mph because of the nature of the roads, thus a 20 

mph limit makes little difference to the mean speed on those roads.    If the concern is of vehicles exceeding the 30 mph limit, what evidence is there that the same drivers 

will obey a lower limit? If high speed is an issue, then better speed enforcement is a much better way of dealing with the issue.

A local resident RG31 7

14037853532
I object to the 

proposal

From experience of living and working in London with the creation of 20 MPH zones it has little or no benefit, and possibly a detrimental impact. Those dangerous drivers 

who exceed the current 30 MPH limit pay no attention whatsoever to the 20 MPH limit. In fact, drivers at 20 MPH become another obstacle of frustration to them that simply 

increases the incidence of inappropriate driving, including overtaking in dangerous spots and higher speeds at other times to compensate for being held up - even in the 20 

MPH zones. It's not just young or aggressive drivers, it's as much the mothers on the school run who are equally or more frequently to blame.   While the average speed 

monitored may go down, in my opinion the incidences of bad driving increases.

A local resident RG20 9

14037851888
I object to the 

proposal

I object as travel time around the Thatcham and Newbury area is long enough already and does nothing to reduce the volume of traffic which is the key issue. A electric 

scooter scheme or second road crossing over the canal would be a better use of time to reduce traffic volumes.
A local resident RG19

14037853225
I support the 

proposal
20 mph seems appropriate in residential areas A local resident rg20 8ts

14037852093
I support the 

proposal
I live down this road and the speed needs to be addressed A local resident RG18 4

14037851691
I object to the 

proposal
The whole town will be at 20mph as most of thatcham are estates   This means that traffic will be bad and a pain to get to school on time A local resident RG7 6NX 

14037851006
I support the 

proposal

The proposal focuses around residential roads where 20 mph is already a sensible speed and has taken consideration of the need for through traffic with 30mph retained on 

the A4, Till Way and Lower Way. I feel that this is sensible.    I would like to see greater encouragement of policing of motorbikes in the area, in terms of speed, dangerous 

driving (wheelies in particular along the A4 at Northfield Road traffic lights), racing, over-revving and engine noise. These are big problems with antisocial behaviour in the 

area, and I would welcome the Council engaging with the police on these matters.

A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG18

14037850363
I support the 

proposal
For the safety and wellbeing of pedestrians and cyclists 

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG18 9PR

14037850466
I support the 

proposal
Safety, noise, fumes should all be improved. A local resident Rg14 7

14037850055
I support the 

proposal

Much of the area is residential. Studies of 20mph limits from other areas has shown a clear reduction in road deaths and serious injury. It also helps reduce noise and 

pollution.
A local resident RG7 6NP

14037849492
I object to the 

proposal
A local resident RG18 3

14037849425
I object to the 

proposal

I support 20mph round schools and narrow high streets like Theale. But to introduce a blanket 20mph is frankly ridiculous. Cars do not easily go at 20mph. One has to be in 

3rd gear, thereby using more fuel and constant looking at your speedometer  - hardly a safe action, rather than eyes on the road. The 20mph in Theale is absurd. All the way 

through it where it used to be 30mph. Fine in the high street and a good idea, but everywhere.  But then I expect you've already made up your minds and this consultation is 

just for show. If you're so concerned about speeding then introduce more speed cameras in 30mph areas. 

A local resident RG7 5 

14037849424
I object to the 

proposal

Higher pollution   Will create more accidents   No evidence that 20 mph limit is safer   Higher mpg in cars   Distracting for drivers   Expensive to change everything over .  Not 

supported by the Police   

A visitor to 

West Berkshire
SL98SA 

14037849235
I object to the 

proposal
The current speed limits are ignored by many motorists, unless both the new and existing limits are enforced there is little point in reducing them further. A local resident rg19

14037848971
I object to the 

proposal

I'd sooner see more work around improving road user standards (all users including pedestrians)     Outside of this, 20mph is perceived very negatively by a significant 

number of people and the credibility of this blanket approach will be highly questioned by the people leading to non compliance.
A local resident Rg194

14037849131
I support the 

proposal
To make encourage and make active travel safer A local resident RG14 1

14037848784
I object to the 

proposal
I do not believe this will make a significant difference to the safety of these roads or that there are enough incidents to justify the cost and time of implicating this change. A local resident Rg141

14037848729
I object to the 

proposal
Current speed limits are fine don’t see many accidents so stop wasting money on stuff that doesn’t need doing A local resident RG18 4DS

14037848454
I object to the 

proposal

1. Blanket restrictions without proper enforcement will not achieve your goals. Example I regularly use Green Lane and the 20mph limit is ignored by the majority that drive 

on it.  2. I live on Rosedale Gardens, the issue is nor speed but illegal parking. Parking within the confines of an intersection, blocking pavements, so that I am forced to walk 

on the road where visibility is limited.  3. Inconsistent application. Example the A4 will not be limited to 20mph, yet there is a junior school that needs a 20 during peak school 

times.  4. Applied judiciously 20mph makes sense, blanket 20mph is a fop to the anti car brigade.

A local resident RG19 3

14037848536
I object to the 

proposal
Roads by schools or in Housing estates is a good idea. All of A4, lower way and tull road will just add time, frustration and be totally ignored by majority of drivers.   A local resident Rg19 3

14037848483
I object to the 

proposal

Those who currently speed will continue to do so unless cameras are in place. The costs of cameras and signage I imagine is very expensive. Tackle the real road issues like 

ebikes and drug/drink drivers.
A local resident RG19 3

14037848240
I object to the 

proposal

The roads are already safe as they are. We need to the roads to allow cars to get us around in a timely manner especially during rush hours. Reducing the speed limit will 

increase congestion. 

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

emotion Systems Ltd. RG14

14037848214
I object to the 

proposal

It’s just not needed, nobody will stick to 20 so what is the point, all driver attention will be on their dashboard rather than the road ahead, this is honestly a complete waste 

of time and money. 
A local resident RG20 8

14037848046
I support the 

proposal
It is safer for residential streets, and more comfortable for cycling with traffic A local resident RG14 2DY 

14037846859
I object to the 

proposal
30mph on residential roads is enough. 20mph is not needed. However, continue to reduce to 20mph, on short stretchs, around schools where necessary. A local resident Rg183gr

14037846125
I wish to record a 

neutral position

No one enforces the 30MPH limit. So no one will enforce it being 20MPH.   People won't obey the new limit any more than they do the old limit.   The same as no one 

enforces the Law about parking on double yellow lines or on the pavement at the Sainsbury's local junction. The amount of near misses I have seen as people turn off the A4 

to find a car park in the road on double yellows. Either that or the main A4 gets blocked because there is a vehicle waiting to join the A4 and a vehicle wanting to turn in. But 

can't because the road is blocked by an illegally parked vehicle 

A local resident Neil Batting Rg194

14037845795
I object to the 

proposal
While I have seen people speeding I haven’t once witnessed or been told about an accident. A local resident RG18 4BX

14037845742
I object to the 

proposal

I think the council should think more about how many houses are being built that means more vehicles are now using the same roads.The reduction in speed you propose is 

due to the councils failure to control this.
A local resident

A statutory 

consultee – 

please specify 

below

rg14

14037845205
I object to the 

proposal
A local resident Rg19

14037844996
I object to the 

proposal

I work in the community with adult social care, and reducing the speed limits will significantly impact on the number of clients i can see a day due to traveling time between 

clients. People who speed now, will still speed whatever the limit, so don't waste your money!
A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG146

14037844590
I support the 

proposal
Road safety positive.    What is the cost to the residents? New signage etc A local resident RG18 3DL

14037843613
I object to the 

proposal

At 20mph, people’s attention aren’t on driving, they will be focusing on other things.   If Thatcham is being proposed to be 20mph, why can’t Newbury be made the same at 

the same time for continuity.   Lastly, if you are going to enforce this on people, please either make Tull Way a 30mph zone (to join up between the garden centre 

roundabout and bowling green road) as people are using it like a race track, or, put a speed camera on it

A local resident RG18 3

14037843332
I object to the 

proposal

An unnecessary change. There are already plenty of speed calming measures on many roads; those that currently drive carelessly will continue to do so; frustration of 

journeys taking longer will be more likely to cause accidents and more pollution; the cost of putting up signage will be a waste as and when the decision gets changed (just 

like when you installed and then removed the cycle lane bumpers) especially at a time when the council is apparently short of funding; it hasn’t worked in Wales and is being 

changed back to 30mph; how will it be enforced and policed and what are the cost implications of that? 

A local resident RG19 4

14037842940
I object to the 

proposal

A 20mph speed limit in Thatcham is crass virtue signalling.  Driving along at 20mph on a completely empty road with no one else around is ridiculous.  An unenforced 20mph 

speed limit will be largely ignored and could make things worse.  The 20mph speed limit in Station road is ignored. I drive that way at 20 mph every day I have someone 

driving inches behind me; it is dangerous.    A far better plan would be to fully enforce the 30mph speed limit in Thatcham. Install average speed cameras to do this.        

A local resident RG19 3

14037843052
I object to the 

proposal

Rather than reducing the speed, a pilot should be introduced to remove the traffic lights along stretches of road like the A4 as traffic lights arent set to enable smooth flow of 

traffic. Being sat at lights combined with roadworks is a source of frustration for many drivers. Instead proper planning of roadworks at night or during less busy periods 

would be helpful. Also signs with lights flashing drive safely would be good reminders rather than implementing a rule that some people will ignore.  

A local resident Rg183

14037843058
I support the 

proposal
residential streets should be shared spaces - safe for all users. A local resident RG18 4

14037842747
I object to the 

proposal

I believe all the 30 mph zones should remain 30mph the main issues isn't the currant speed limit it's the fact it isn't enforced changing the limit to 20 mph will only harm law 

abiding citizens and wont change how speeders act they will still speed.     we already have traffic problems in Newbury and Thatcham it is gridlock at almost all hours in the 

day changing this to a 20 zone will make rush hour worse for everyone evolved more engines idling away going nowhere damaging the environment.    i wouldn't mind 

seeing more camera vans around Newbury and Thatcham as it would stop the people that are "driving far to fast" in your own words.

A local resident rg146

14037842741
I object to the 

proposal

I have experienced the 20 mph limits in Oxfordshire and it comes with more difficulty to the driver if it was introduced. Some drivers have more difficultly maintaining a 

lower speed of 20 without riding the clutch or using higher revs in 2nd, which would cause more damage to the environment if all the cars on the road are doing this. 
A local resident RG7 5

14037842763
I object to the 

proposal

I object to the proposed 20 mph speed limit across Thatcham as outlined in TRO TM442. While I support efforts to improve road safety, I believe the proposed blanket 

reduction to 20 mph is excessive and disproportionate for many of the affected roads.
A local resident RG19 3

14037842754
I object to the 

proposal
A local resident RG18 4

14037842698
I object to the 

proposal

Absolutely ridiculous to reduce the speed to 20. It will cause more traffic during rush hour & school times & cause more erratic driving with people trying to overtake.  More 

speed humps & camera on these roads would slow people down 
A local resident RG18 3

14037842513
I object to the 

proposal

I find that I lose concentration at 20mph my mind wonders and have had to stop myself from missing red lights and zebra crossings as I wasn’t concentrating.    I also find it 

the opposite of the news article I’ve just read. I can’t judge in 20mph how long cars take. I’ve seen so many near misses in theale since they changed.    I would love to see 

the reports in 5 years. I think you will find there are probably more accidents at 20mph than 30. I believe 20mph is dangerous. 

A local resident Rg75a

14037842443
I object to the 

proposal
Limiting the speed to 20mph will increase congestion and needlessly waste money on changing road signs A local resident RG194

14037841919
I object to the 

proposal

In my experience driving in 20 mph for prolonged distances can distracting for the driver, the focus is on the speed rather than awareness of hazards around. Currently the 

nature of the roads identified for the 20 mph scheme are built up residential neighborhoods and responsible drivers normally traverse at a low speeds. Applying for and 

enacting a RTO will not have the desired effect on antisocial / irresponsible drivers especially as it is confirmed there are no additional enforcement by the Police. I believe 

this blanket approach would also dilute the current effectiveness of the Broadway 20 mph which is effective in partnership with traffic calming measures.  I would, as a 

resident, prefer funding be spent on hot spots where risk is highest such as the Broadway, Schools and other areas based on data with traffic calming measures to enforce 

the 20 mph.

A local resident RG19 3

14037842161
I object to the 

proposal
All this will do is either create massive amounts of congestion in town or create lots of speeding fines. It smacks of a revenue trap, not safety. A local resident rg19 3

14037841991
I object to the 

proposal
You have not provided and data why 20mph speed limit in this areas are beneficial or how they will affect the residents of Thatcham. A local resident RG19 4

14037842027
I object to the 

proposal
Because it's bloody stupid A local resident RG142

14037842004
I support the 

proposal
Safety of cyclists and pedestrians. A local resident RG14 5

14037841899
I object to the 

proposal
20 mph is a ridiculous speed A local resident Rg193

14037841876
I object to the 

proposal
To make the A4 etc 20 mph would be unfeasible and extremely slow to travel which outweighs the benefits. A local resident RG18 3

14037841765
I object to the 

proposal
This will cause more pollution and make life harder for people. There is zero evidence to support lowering to 20mph apart from revenue generation. A local resident Rg194ry

14037841628
I wish to record a 

neutral position

The majority of residential areas are virtually impossible to do 30mph at current due to the amount of parked cars. Just this week I have had someone step out into the road 

from between cars.     I believe a campaign on pedestrian safety and crossing the road would be more beneficial 
A local resident Rg19 3

14037841635
I object to the 

proposal
Increased congestion, noise, traffic, pollution. General Inconvenience. Police won’t enforce the limit so no one will follow it. A local resident RG19

14037841638
I object to the 

proposal
A local resident RG19 8

14037841368
I object to the 

proposal

I object only in part. I believe the entire length of station Road should remain at its current speed limits, the speed humps that are already in place prohibit excessive 

speeding which added to the volume of traffic taken together provides a perfectly safe environment.
A local resident RG19 4

14037841402
I object to the 

proposal

I feel it is unnecessary to change the speed limits on these roads as they are through roads fir traffic and it means even more traffic build up for the residents who live off of 

these roads making it even more difficult to get out of your road. Also who will enforce these limits extra police ? No because we can't afford them !
A local resident RG19 3

14037841195
I object to the 

proposal

I understand the need to reduce speed limits with estates however this proposal covers the artery roads which feed into estates around Thatcham. Maintaining the “main” 

roads throughout Thatcham is relevant however some of the roads nominated both north  & south of the A4 could also be maintained at 30mph. A reduction to 20mph 

across all roads is too extreme and will not have the desired affect amongst all motorists. How is the policy to be policed, an increase in traffic cameras across the town? This 

will solely infuriate the motoring community.

A local resident RG18 4

14037840897
I object to the 

proposal

I do not believe that there is evidence that there is a need for a blanket 20mph. What research has been carried out and have the current speeds been enforced effectively? 

I believe there is no evidence of the need supplied nor have the current limits been enforced effectively by traffic police
A local resident RG7 3

14037840528
I object to the 

proposal

I think 20mph too slow and most drivers exceed 20mph in the zones that are about so just leave it as is. The question is are there accidents that warrant the speed limit to be 

changed.
A local resident Rg14 7

14037840518
I support the 

proposal
Make roads safer for cyclists and pedestrians. A local resident Rg14 7

14037840407
I support the 

proposal
Safer for walkers and cyclists.  Less air pollution and noise A local resident RG17 9PT

14037840318
I support the 

proposal

Reducing the speed limit to 20mph on the majority of roads in Thatcham would make for a much safer and comfortable cycling experience, encouraging more people to 

cycle, particularly families with children (especially where there is no separate cycle lane / path available). This would support a virtuous circle, where more journeys would 

be therefore made by bike, reducing the volume of traffic on the road - beneficial of course for those cycling, and also for all residents of Thatcham with better air quality 

and reduced noise pollution

A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG14 6

14037840337
I object to the 

proposal
LibDems are anti-car and this has nothing to do with the stated aims and are likely to be used for revenue generation. A local resident RG18 3

14037840156
I support the 

proposal
It will make Thatcham safer for all road users including cyclists and pedestrians A local resident RG14 6

14037840065
I object to the 

proposal

This proposal will lead to driver distraction because they will need to be constantly monitoring their speedo. Car’s cruise control don’t work at a speed this low.     Cars are 

less efficient at 20 mph leading to higher CO2 emissions.     Limits people’s ability to move around the area in good time.     The council hasn’t said why this reduction is 

necessary. 

A local resident Rg14 2

14037839817
I support the 

proposal

While in general I support the proposal, I feel there are roads where the exisitng limits are to be retained at largely 30mph.    I propose WBC consider expanding the scheme 

to:  Lower Way, the entire length  The Moors Road, the entire length      Both of these are busy roads with many residential roads and schools in close proximity either side of 

the road. A reduction here reduces the probability and severity of any future road related incidents. Further on The Moors Road there is little proper provision for cycling. If 

the vision is promote more sustainable travel we have to make this more desirable. 

A local resident C Abraham rg19 4

14037839841
I support the 

proposal
It will make it safer for children, pedestrians and cyclists A local resident RG14 5

14037839535
I object to the 

proposal

30mph limit is perfectly safe and satisfactory. What isn’t is that it is not adhered to. A way needs to be found how to limit vehicles speed to the limit for the road. Technology 

exists to achieve this requirement. It will take a change in personal transport systems with built in speed control. So that is decades away. In the meantime current speed 

limits should be policed more strictly. 

A local resident RG14

14037839687
I support the 

proposal
20mph is sufficient for all minor roads where cars tend to be parked and there are multiple driveways with emerging vehicles. A local resident Rg14 5

14037839382
I object to the 

proposal

- I spend around 6h a week walking around Thatcham. Speeding is endemic on the roads, thus reducing the speed will have no effect on these indiviudals - speed limits 

should remain the same but be robustly enforced.    - The roads not effects are some of the worst roads for traffic and speeding and I would suggest these roads should all 

be 30mph roads as opposed to the 40mph which most of them are. It is very inconsistent that along the A4 is 30mph, but turn off into residential areas and the speed limit 

increases.    - It will slow down already slow bus journeys    

A local resident rg19 4

14037838770
I object to the 

proposal

20mph is unnecessarily slow except very near to schools and in Thatcham marketplace, where I would fully support a 20mph zone (although ideally during certain times of 

day near schools with flashing signs).     Having driven several times in Wales after their introduction of 20mph I found that journey times were significantly increased and 

safety much worse as to achieve 20mph so unnaturally (i.e. where road conditions or dangers in no way necessitated such a low speed) I would have to spend a huge 

amount of my attention looking at the speedometer that normally I would be spending looking all around me and ahead of me for potential hazards. At 20 or 30mph most of 

the braking time is in the reaction time, which is much higher when I'm having to spend so much of the time checking my speedometer. I found it also leads to frustration 

that causes worse behaviour as soon as drivers are outside of the 20mph zone.    I also object to the local residents of an area determining the application of 20mph. I find 

most residents would like 20mph right outside their house/school/walk to work/shops, but don't want to do 20mph anywhere else and indeed when driving in a 30mph 

themselves never choose to do 20. It leads to more NIMBYism which leads to terrible outcomes for the wider area and country as a whole.    Finally if not strictly enforced, 

such unnecessary laws encourage a mentality that it is normal/OK to break to the law, which is a terrible thing for wider society.

A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

Microsoft (alumni) RG20 8

14037839036
I object to the 

proposal
I makes NO sense and will cause more traffic congestion. All the proposed roads carry high traffic. Put more speeding cameras up instead A local resident RG19 4WA

14037838777
I object to the 

proposal

There are better ways to manage speeding and control traffic than reducing the speed limit to 20mph. There are sufficient space for cyclists and pedestrians to not have 

20mph limits. Especially not on critical roads such as the A4, Floral way, Pipers way, Station road and Lower way. 
A local resident RG19

14037838867
I object to the 

proposal
I just believe this is going to create more traffic within Thatcham, its bad enough as it is, but lowering to 20mph is abit extreme. The roads are safe as it at 30 A local resident Rg184

14037838752
I object to the 

proposal
20 is walking speed :))) A local resident RG183UG

14037838608
I object to the 

proposal

Those roads have no pedestrians for most of the day. The road from Thatcham to Newbury already takes extremely long time, and with the speed limit of 20mph, the 

bicycles will be quicker! 
A local resident RG183

14037838552
I object to the 

proposal

I object, this is going to cause huge delays, with little benefit as the people who do not obey the 30 limit will not obey the 20. The money spent changing all the signs better 

spent on enforcing the current limits and dealing with congestion
A local resident Rg189sl

14037838321
I object to the 

proposal

I have lived in thatcham my entire life (31 years) in various areas of the town. I do not see how this will make a positive impact at all. I commute through Thatcham up to the 

business park. The 20mph limit would make this journey so much slower. 
A local resident Rg18 3

14037838011
I object to the 

proposal

It’s excessive and unnecessary. You’ve clearly chosen roads where speeds are already low, which begs the question - couldn’t this money be better spent elsewhere? Like 

maintaining the assets you already have which would return a much higher standard of road safety.   Excessive low speed limits encourage road rage and dangerous 

manoeuvres. Blanket 20mph speed limits can give pedestrians a false sense of security. Excessive and unjustified speed limits reduce public respect and compliance of ALL 

speed limits.  

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

SL6 1
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14037837636
I object to the 

proposal

The proposed reduction would increase travel time and congestion, leading to greater driver frustration. This will also lead to increased queuing at junctions. Drivers who 

feel that the limit is unreasonably low may become impatient, leading to closer tailgating, more attempts to overtake; ironically increasing the risk of road-rage and 

aggressive, less safe driving practices.    Slower transit times could deter shoppers and commuters who rely on their car, potentially driving them to places with faster access, 

thus having a negative impact on local businesses. Commercial vehicles will also take longer, thus increasing their costs.    A 20mph limit will reduce the effective capacity of 

roads, leading to stop-start conditions that are less efficient (and safe) than a consistent 30mph flow of traffic. Following on from this, the constant braking and acceleration 

associated with lower speeds can be less fuel-efficient than maintaining a steady 30mph flow. Paradoxically, this could lead to higher fuel consumption and greater carbon 

emissions per journey.    Discrimination Against Car Users and Commuters: While presented partly as a safety measure, a blanket 20 mph limit across local roads can be 

perceived as prioritizing non-motorist users to the detriment of necessary vehicle mobility. This may be seen as discriminating against those who rely on cars for commuting, 

work, or accessing services, especially the elderly and those with limited mobility.    Difficulty Maintaining Speed and Driver Attention: Driving consistently at 20 mph can be 

challenging, particularly in modern cars where this speed often requires constant light application of the brake or careful throttle modulation. This can lead to drivers 

frequently checking their speedometers, taking their attention away from the road and surroundings.    Inconsistency and Driver Confusion: Implementing 20 mph limits on 

certain roads while others remain at 30 mph will lead to driver confusion about the appropriate speed, especially for drivers unfamiliar with the area, potentially leading to 

more speeding tickets and revenue generation for the council without a clear safety benefit. Another step from the Council that will make Thatcham a less pleasant place to 

live and to visit.    Cost of Implementation and Enforcement: The taxpayer cost of installing new signage, road markings, and potentially increased enforcement efforts must 

be justified against the actual safety benefits, especially if the current 30 mph road has a low accident rate. These funds could be better allocated.    Risk of Driver 

Complacency and Speed Creep: Once widely implemented, a 20 mph limit, if not strictly enforced, can lead to driver complacency, where drivers habitually exceed the limit 

by a small amount (e.g., driving at 25-30 mph) simply because the limit feels too low, undermining the intended safety benefit.  

A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG19 4

14037837813
I support the 

proposal

Survival rates are significantly better at 20mph compared to 30mph.     In residential roads where there are potentially children playing and often cars park narrowing the 

road and add more for a driver to be aware of, i.e. less suitable for faster traffic,  20mph is a sensible option.    This also means less conflict with cyclists in such roads as they 

will be travelling at closer speeds.  

A local resident RG14 6

14037838004
I object to the 

proposal
It is completely ridiculous to reduce the speed limit. Once again another way to make some cash. I hope if the majority is to object you will listen rather than ignoring it. A local resident Rg189rh 

14037837954
I support the 

proposal

I live in Paynesdown road. People drive too fast on this road considering the numbers of cars parked on the road, children living in the area and roaming pets and animals 

nearby. I very much support reducing the speed in this and the other roads specified in the TRO.     I would also support the addition of speed bumps on this road if that is 

under consideration. 

A local resident RG19 3SG

14037837768
I object to the 

proposal

What we need are more zebra crossings near schools. There is one near Kennet, on a side road. There are no other crossings for children walking to and from Kennet school. 

Change in speed limit does not mean better safety for pedestrians, it just means traffic will build up and pedestrians and more importantly children will end up running 

across the road in between cars putting them at even greater risk. We don’t want slow backed up traffic passed our houses, what we need are more zebra crossings.

A local resident RG19 3

14037837964
I object to the 

proposal
I do not want more Government control A local resident Rg19 3

14037837366
I object to the 

proposal

There are already traffic calming measures that lower the speed of traffic including speed bumps.  At peak times, 20mph is too slow for roads where there are parked cars 

and you are waiting to get past parked cars such as Northfield Road, Sagecroft Road, Gordon road, park lane. It will significantly impact rush hour to schools on days where 

there are rubbish collection and lots of parked cars.   It will also be a huge problem where Lorries sit on the road waiting to park outside Tesco on northfield road, causing 

huge obstructions which cannot be seen around, alongside parked cars coming out of Tesco, sagecroft Road and in both directions. Lowering speed limits around here will 

make it much harder to get around traffic and will stop the flow of traffic around all the parked cars and instructions of rubbish trucks and Lorrie’s waiting to deliver. 

Morning rush hour is a huge problem already, which will not be solved with lower speeds.   It will also make the mini roundabouts harder to use, as the gaps between the 

cars will reduce or even out. Already the mini roundabouts at heath lane and tull way and cold ash hill are difficult to use at rush hour, but at lower speeds will be more 

difficult to manage, resulting in more people pushing speeds to get around.

A local resident RG18 3

14037837124
I support the 

proposal
Cars being driven too fast on residential roads are a huge blight on our community. A local resident Rg146

14037836903
I object to the 

proposal

A 20mph limit across the whole town feels unnecessary. I would support it in key areas, for example in the broadway and around schools, but not across the whole town. 

There are other things that would better improve people’s awareness on the road, for example painting a dashed white line down the centre of Ilkley Way to stop people 

driving too far in the middle of the road. People already stick to the 30 limit along Lower Way and The Moors due to the speed cameras. I often walk along these roads too, 

and neither as a driver, passenger or pedestrian do I feel unsafe while there is a 30 mph speed limit. There are already plenty of speed bumps around the town too to reduce 

people’s speed…I honestly feel like enough has already been done. Also concerned that a 20 limit may increase emissions with people driving at a higher rev.

A local resident RG19 3

14037836885
I support the 

proposal

Being a bike rider sometimes traffic goes way too fast through Thatcham etc. Even though their are speed cameras I think 20mph limit would be safer for bike riders and 

pedestrians alike. 
A local resident RG14 7SU 

14037836706
I support the 

proposal

I support because it will make walking and cycling far more attractive and encourage more people to do so.   This will be particularly valuable around school start and finish 

times when there are many young children around.  I walk my dog every day and am continually exasperated by inconsiderate motorists speeding which frightens her 

making her difficult to control

A local resident Rg18 3

14037836750
I object to the 

proposal

I am happy for a 20mph for a long zone outside school at the beginning and end of each school day - like they do outside St Georges on Andover Road.     To have it as a 

permanent zone seems like it is just an excuse to make motorists' lives even more tricky and impose fines. There are almost no buses so we have no option but to drive in 

West Berks.     

A local resident RG14 6EN

14037836499
I object to the 

proposal
This is a stupid idea. A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

Rg18 4

14037836317
I object to the 

proposal

Where this has been introduced to areas of Oxfordshire it has been met with huge local backlash. As a Resident of Thatcham, i do not know anywhere where 30 mph is in 

excess of road conditions, except for around schools during school hours. If there is an issue the 1st port of call should be policing not mandatory speed limit reductions. 
A local resident Rg183

14037835954
I object to the 

proposal

1. 30mph is a reasonable speed in built up areas. The issue is drivers ignoring the limit.    2.Reducing the limit to 20mph is most unlikely to reduce the number of cars 

exceeding the higher limit of 30mph but is likely increase the number of vehicles exceeding the new speed limit.  3. Unless a 20mph limit is FULLY enforced I don’t believe it 

will create the benefits that are claimed by the proposers. 

A local resident

A statutory 

consultee – 

please specify 

below

RG18 0TF

14037836302
I support the 

proposal
20mph - fewer accidents, less car wear, less road wear, less pollution. Studies show that it actually speeds up traffic movement through urban areas too. 🙌🏼🙌🏼 A local resident RG183AE

14037836333
I support the 

proposal
My son in London has 20 limit. Works well. Drivers are calmer and more patient and courteous. Children are safer. A local resident RG14 7

14037836145
I support the 

proposal
Slowing the traffic down in busy, residential areas makes the roads safer for everyone, including the motorists. A local resident RG18 4

14037836113
I support the 

proposal
These roads are small residential roads and I feel that a 20mph limit is appropriate for safety reasons. A local resident RG14 2

14037835656
I object to the 

proposal

there is no need on my estate there are extensive traffic calming measures  already namell  pinch points  chicanes  road  humps and raised  roundabouts.  i have lived  on 

dunstan park for  11 years  and have  never felt there was  a speeding  problem and i am unaware of  any road accidents that  would  require  this  response in otherwords  

ther is  already  sufficient speed  reducing measure in place and we  dont need any traffic furniture as a  reminder,  inaddition all this  officer work in consultaion  drafting of 

legal orders etc will cost the  counjcil  money that  could be spent  elsewhere  eg in filling in the  potholes that  blight  the roads across the  whole  district

A local resident RG18 4DF

14037835733
I object to the 

proposal
The benefits of a 20th over a 30 mph are non existent, additionally there are more harmful emissions at 20mph. A local resident Rg20 8

14037835519
I object to the 

proposal

The main reasons are that this will increase carbon footprint and pollution To travel at 20 mph means that petrol and diesel vehicles will be travelling in lower gears, 

increasing emissions.  However, I would be look on this more favourably, if the speed cushions/humps were removed enabling you travel at a constant 20 mph and reducing 

the wear and tear on vehicles, especially when cars/vans are parked adjacent to said cushions making it necessary to take the cushions at their highest point.   

A local resident RG19 4

14037835520
I object to the 

proposal

The speed limit areas are too general and cover too many roads which will not be easily enforced and in some places is completely unnecessary eg a small cul-de-sac (several 

of which are included in the lists).  It would be better to target specific roads that are either currently used as 'rat-runs' or are close to schools.
A local resident RG19 3

14037834597
I object to the 

proposal

These speed limits have no founding on safety.  They increase fuel consumption, move the traffic really slowly and create jams.  There have been studies indicating that 

people lose concentration and are doing other things whilst driving.  85 per cent of people clearly do not support them as they ignore the limit.  You are clearly not asking the 

majority of people but only a few signed up to this panel.  It is also wrong to suppose that no comment means they support.  You are not basing it in accident history. Where 

they have implemented this in Abingdon there were no accidents to begin with so there is no proof of them lowering.  This is on the government website: 'Traffic authorities 

should use the right speed limits in the right places. They should keep their speed limits under review and only introduce 20mph limits and zones in the right places, over 

time and with local support in urban areas and built-up village streets that are primarily residential, using the criteria in Urban speed limits.'  So where is your proof of this? 

They should encourage self-compliance.  Whilst I can understand temporary and intermittent 20 mph speed limits outside schools (at certain times of the day) there is little 

evidence for them elsewhere.  Added to that that people are now speeding outside these areas to make up for lost time there is little gain. And you should also consider this:  

 Motorists are set to benefit from smoother journeys and reduced congestion, with local people getting a stronger voice on road schemes that affect them, thanks to a 

crackdown on anti-driver road schemes, over-zealous traffic enforcement, and strengthened guidance for councils on 20mph limits. These are among the latest raft of 

measures to be announced from the government’s Plan for Drivers.  Separately, councils have received strengthened guidance on setting 20mph speed limits, reminding 

them to reserve them for sensible and appropriate areas only – such as outside schools – and with safety and local support at the heart of the decision. Local authorities are 

expected to consider this guidance, and as with the LTN guidance, this could have implications for the awarding of funding in the future.  And the governments own website 

says this - so please publish the percentage of who is supporting this :  The action taken today on LTNs is supported by a wide-ranging review that highlights only 13% of 

residents have responded to councils’ planning consultations on LTNs, and just 18% feel that their views have influenced council decisions. The report also found that local 

authorities operating LTNs issue an average of 36,459 penalty charge notices per scheme, with the highest number of penalty charge notices issued for a single LTN scheme 

exceeding 170,000. That’s why the guidance embeds the need for local support and will ultimately save motorists money.    Low traffic neighbourhood review  While the 

review showed only a quarter of people understood the benefits of LTNs, it also flagged concerns over the impact on disabled residents, high numbers of penalty charge 

notices, the cost of LTN schemes and even concerns from emergency services that delays to crews caught up in LTNs could “potentially risk lives”. The new guidance aims to 

prevent councils having to reverse poorly-implemented or locally unpopular schemes – as with recently removed LTNs at Jesmond, Newcastle and Streatham Wells, 

London.Consultations are also launching focusing on preventing local councils from turning drivers into ‘cash cows’ by profiting from enforcing traffic restrictions. This 

includes fines for drivers going into yellow box junctions or parking restrictions. The 8-week call for evidence will seek views from residents and will also quiz local authorities 

on how money from fines is reinvested.  https://www.gov.uk/government/news/crackdown-on-anti-driver-road-schemes-and-blanket-20mph-limits-to-put-local-consent-

first    Within the study, it was found that the biggest contributing factor to an accident was ‘failure to observe’, either as a pedestrian (17%) or motorist (37%), but the lower 

speeds should mean that a road user has more time to react to an incident – which in theory means a lessened chance of injury.    However, it’s that very reason that could 

also cause a problem – with road users having more time to react, it seems that complacency is increasing. Further still, and perhaps the biggest takeaway from the study is 

that there is a small amount of evidence that shows an increase in driver frustration and distraction.    The frustration part is purely from learned behaviour – that can change 

with time, but the distraction part could be down to the need for constant checking of the speedometer; ensuring that you’re driving below a 20mph limit takes 

concentration and a certain amount of skill, and with the influx of silent-running electric vehicles, that could be made worse – there will be no engine note as guidance.With 

A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

A visitor to 

West Berkshire
RG13 4JQ,

14037835284
I support the 

proposal

The people of Thatcham should feel that they can walk safely down the pavement with traffic travelling at a safe speed, ie 20mph. Also cyclists can use the roads safely with 

traffic at this reduced rate.     Cars, lorries etc travelling at 30 or more miles per hour threaten pedestrians and cyclists with their size, wing mirrors that poke out across the 

pavements as well as the pressure from the speed.

A visitor to 

West Berkshire
RG8 7

14037835478
I support the 

proposal
For the safety of all pedestrians and cyclists which should always come before motorists. A local resident Rg177

14037835015
I object to the 

proposal

The proposed reduction in speed limits doesn’t actually create a solution to the commonly perceived problem of “speeding” as the cars involved are not following the 

current speed limit, instead of penalising all the law abiding drivers in a minimal effort attempt to bring down speeding vehicles that inherently weren’t following a posted 

speed limit anyway it is just going to increase frustration in drivers and potentially a rise in speeding.     Given the times when most pedestrians are moving around are 

considered peak times when traffic often cannot reach the posted speed limit anyway the proposed speed limits would be further increasing the amount of time a vehicle 

will spend in an area emitting pollution and a lower speed will also likely lead to more common lapses in a drivers concentration.     Understandly there is a duty of care to 

pedestrians and other road users, however only applying rules to drivers to make up for the lack of care and intelligence which can often be seen in pedestrians decisions as 

well as the poor control and discipline shown by some cyclists or e scooter users feels like a reaffirmation of the sentiment that drivers wear the whole blame for all road 

users actions despite being the only ones with a formal vetting of their abilities.     The implication other road users poor behaviours are also at fault does not excuse the 

missteps of drivers but surely before spending time and resources to change a system that has shown little cause for concern in the 20+ years I have lived in thatcham the 

council should first make an effort to hold all road users to the current standard expected both through enforcement of current rules and education of all road users 

A local resident RG19 4

14037835101
I support the 

proposal
The evidence showing the greater safety benefits of a lower speed limit are overwhelming.

A statutory 

consultee – 

please specify 

below

I am a West Berks 

resident living in Combe 
RG17 9

14037834929
I object to the 

proposal
Too extreme  A local resident Rg31 6

14037834835
I object to the 

proposal

Multiple of the proposed roads are 40mph zones, nowhere near residential properties. Reducing these zones to 20mph is going to create more traffic in/around Thatcham, 

resulting in further delays and blockages within the town, of which there are already plenty I might add.   I do not see the benefit in reducing the speed limit for 40mph zones 

to even 30mph, let alone 20mph.

A local resident rg184dx

14037834615
I object to the 

proposal

It seems to be an excessively large area. Is there any data to support the need for a 20mph limit along the roads which don’t have direct residential access, eg Floral Way and 

from the station up to the A4? A 20mph limit will just push traffic onto other roads which are less suitable.
A local resident Rg19 8

14037834447
I wish to record a 

neutral position

The problem isn't speed limits  its that people speed.  A much bigger issue around the Mount Road area is dirt bikes and electric bikes riding foot paths late at night with no 

lights,  excessive speed and almost certainly no insurance as they aren't legal
A local resident Rg18 4

14037834344
I support the 

proposal
This would be much safer for pedestrians especially children A local resident RG7 5

14037834139
I wish to record a 

neutral position

Is there a reason for lowering the speed limit? Is there a statistically significant higher number of accidents on these roads as a result of the 30mph limit? Is there any 

research or evidence to suggest that 20mph speed limits are beneficial, or even adhered to by motorists? How will these new limits be enforced if not already? What about 

the cost of changing signage and notifying people of the changes?    If there is strong evidence-based policy making at work here, then I would be more inclined to support. 

Until then, I find it hard to back these schemes or understand the motives behind them?

A local resident RG18 9

14037834183
I support the 

proposal
Make our roads safer A local resident RG19 4

14037834027
I object to the 

proposal

Wales introduced 20mph restrictions to improve road safety, but this has not had the impact the Welsh Government were hoping for.Traffic congestion in Thatcham is 

already a problem, which will only increase with the proposed measures. 
A local resident RG19 4

14037833777
I support the 

proposal

I support these plans because:  1. Roads across Thatcham were never built to take the volume of traffic they take.  2. Environmentally 20 mph is better than 30mph.  3. These 

are residential roads and 20mph is ample to safeguard all ages using the roads and pavements.  4. This concent is given on the assumption that the 2500 homes to be built to 

the West of Thatcham will have the same restrictions from day one.     However  These plans do nothing to reduce the amount of traffic nor give any solution to the grid lock 

issues already in existence in the town, the station problem and keeping the A4 moving.       

A local resident RG7 5

14037833955
I support the 

proposal

Strongly support for the following reasons:  (i) Improvements to air quality benefits us all  (ii) reductions in limits in Wales have shown fewer fatalities, so hopefully we would 

see fewer incidents  (iii) reduction in noise from vehicles  (iv) might encourage more active travel eg cycling    Concern:   (i) with no enforcements those who already ignore 

the 30 limit will ignore the 20 limit  

A local resident RG18 3

14037833938
I object to the 

proposal
20 mph will cause more traffic congestion  Motorists will be penalised with speeding tickets because it’s difficult to maintain 20 mph  Only necessary near schools A local resident RG18 9EE

14037833962
I support the 

proposal
We’ve seen so may near misses and lost pets on the roads of that Han and Cold Ash over the years. Wholeheartedly support this proposal and wish it had come sooner A local resident RG18 9ps

14037833646
I object to the 

proposal
A blanket 20mph is to slow on many of the roads. I would much prefer to see the 30mph limit enforced. A local resident RG18 9

14037833632
I support the 

proposal
Environmental protection.  Pedestrian safety  Encouragement to use public transport. A local resident RG14 2

14037833458
I support the 

proposal

I support the proposal as I believe this will enable pedestrians safer travel, as well as making traffic less dangerous. 30mph is a slow speed but in areas where parking is often 

restricting traffic flow and tight 90degree turns with cars parked next to junctions means 30mph currently is not safe at all, ideally with drivers following road laws this may 

not be necessary but in the absence of enforcement then I believe a 20mph speed limit is entirely appropriate.

A local resident Rg73ht

14037833525
I support the 

proposal
I think lots of drivers do crazy speeds and maybe reducing the limit would at least make them go a little slower. A local resident Rg194

14037833505
I support the 

proposal

I frequently cycle through Thatcham, from the canal to the northern side. Several roads with 30mph have seen me "dodge" near misses from drivers. Lowering the speed 

limit would make it safer to cycle through Thatcham.
A local resident s

14037833395
I object to the 

proposal

Relatively pointless unless it is enforced - which if it mirrors the introduction of the 20 MPH Limit introduced in Theale the Police/Council are unable and/or unwilling to do.     

Just a waste of Council time and resources.
A local resident

14037833456
I wish to record a 

neutral position

I regularly travel through Thatcham so I am very relieved that the main routes are remaining 40 or 30 mph (it's already bad enough that large sections of the A4 have recently 

been reduced to 30 mph), but I do not know the affected routes well enough to have a strong view either way.
A local resident RG14 2

14037833355
I object to the 

proposal

I object because the curent speed limits are corect and do not need changed. Those who speed will speed regardless of limits and current placement of cameras helps to 

keep the speeds down.
A local resident RG19 4

14037833365
I object to the 

proposal

No references to peer reviewed papers have been submitted   as evidence to support the position. Also, the cost to implement this is   not obvious and should be disclosed 

and justified, in particular due to   increases In cost of living, reduced services (ie bin collection or al) which   many people are experiencing  
A local resident Rg18

14037833319
I support the 

proposal
I am a horse rider and despite speed limits of 30mph in the area traffic goes faster. Maybe if it's 20mph traffic will finally slow down. A local resident Rg18 3dd 

14037833136
I object to the 

proposal

There is no need and to reduce the main bypass routes is absolute madness, I live off Sagecroft Road, a recent speed survey saw an average of 17mph so most adhere to 

under the 30mph limit, additionally the cost of installing, bus timetables will all need to be changed, etc, the Police have already stated they won't increase enforcement,  so 

what is the point, there will be extra pollution, more engine noise due to lower gears being used, but I guess any objections will be ignored like the pedestrianisation of 

Newbury centre etc..

A local resident RG18 3

14037832991
I object to the 

proposal
Find that 20mph is too slow and can cause more problems in some areas A local resident RG19 3

14037832826
I object to the 

proposal

The proposal reflects what is probably the reality already for these roads - any benefit will be very difficult to demonstrate.    Those who choose not to observe safe road 

conditions will continue to do so.    The money and effort put in to making these changes is probably better used elsewhere, rather than enforcing an idea that is looking for 

a legitimate home.

A local resident RG19 4

14037832889
I object to the 

proposal
A local resident RG141

14037832623
I object to the 

proposal

Generally 30mph is sufficiently slow enough in my opinion and drivers would slow to well below 20mph where pedestrians might be impacted. Those who treat the streets 

like a race track would continue to do so regardless of some imposed speed limit.    A 20mph speed limit would also mean those travelling greater than 23mph could end up 

getting points and fines 

A local resident RG18 3

14037832115
I object to the 

proposal

1 will cause congestion when traffic is either kicked of the m4 or the A34. 30 mph is adequate. Reducing the speed limit to 20 mph will cause more traffic congestion specially 

when other roads close by are closed for resurfacing or repair by utilities companies.     Or an accident. You be more harm then good with omission from heavy goods 

vehicles that use the roads from either coming from Basingstoke on the A339, heading towards the A34 to chieveley visa versa and or heading to or from m4 Theale. There 

are speed cameras in the 30 mph areas. The roads you want to turn into 20 mph the omissions will be higher over a length of time.     But doing these consultations is I 

complete waste of time, has past experience in consultations you has Lib Dem run council. Go against the high percentage that has either objected or said no.     So if 90% 

says no/ objections to this speed reduction and go ahead. Then you show to the people of west Berkshire that you are unfit to run has a council and has at this time wbc is 

not looking good. You are loosing trust of people in and outside of west Berkshire.     Therefore I am objecting to this. 100%. 

A local resident RG26 4QD

14037832454
I support the 

proposal

I live in one of the 20mph roads you listed and see too many motorists/van drivers zipping along at well over the 30mph limit. Illegal but not so bad if it weren't for the 

presence of young children who are regularly at risk from speeding drivers. Hopefully the 20mph limit will reducing speeding, we'll see.     One other item: Please remove the 

'Town Centre' sign from the top of Floral Way that points along Park Lane. The increasing volume of traffic being directed along Park Lane is a hazard, and realistically the 

traffic should be turned towards Tull Way - a 'bypass' in effect - as a safer route to entering Thatcham centre. Thank you.

A local resident RG18 3

14037832411
I object to the 

proposal
I'll thought up  idea that will not achieve anything A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG183DQ

14037832319
I wish to record a 

neutral position

I have no confidence that the proposed scheme will be properly enforced and the expenditure required could be better spent in other environmentally friendly schemes 

such as improving information as to site of closure of roads rather than blanket,unimformative ROAD CLOSED signs.
A local resident RG18 9

14037832126
I wish to record a 

neutral position

I support road safety in residential areas however this is pointless box ticking by the Lib Dem council. In the proposed areas for the 20mph speed limit you would be very 

lucky to get above 20mph due to the way vehicles are parked. Enforcing parking rules and educating people to park better would help, a prime example of that is the way 

parents park to collect children from school (see Thatcham Esso garage during drop off/collection times).    Rather than waste an extraordinary amount on changing signage 

and road markings for this limit reduction it would be better spent in the area fixing pot holes. I ride a motorcycle and I have reported numerous potholes in the area that I 

consider dangerous to cyclists and motorcycle road users based on the position of the potholes which may not affect cars. The last three I reported last time I got a response 

back to say they don't fit the requirements for a repair, and low and behold 6 months later one of them now suddenly becomes eligible for repair (infamous yellow paint 

marking it out). Surely if these are pro-actively fixed then it will reduce the need for a bigger repair later on?

A local resident RG18 4EY

14037832054
I support the 

proposal

I live on a busy road A4 at Padworth & would love the 50 mph speed limit outisde my door to be reduced becauase its approaching a roundabout and a Garage with a Greggs 

inside it.     The speed linits should be reduced anywhere that is [predominantly residential and also where there are many businesses, services at the side of these roads.
A local resident RG75

14037832043
I support the 

proposal
safety first A local resident Gillian Hicks RG18 3

14037831917
I object to the 

proposal

The proposal to impose a blanket 20 mph limit across almost all roads in Thatcham fails to account for the differing function, width, and character of individual roads, many 

of which already operate safely at 30 mph. A one-size-fits-all approach risks being unrealistic and out of step with the road environment, leading to poor driver compliance, 

confusion, and frustration. Experience from Wales has shown that widespread 20 mph limits led to low compliance, public backlash, and an ongoing review of the policy due 

to its impracticality. The West Berkshire consultation provides no detailed evidence or justification for each road, relying instead on broad assumptions rather than targeted, 

risk-based reasoning. Without stronger local support or a clear evidence base, this approach risks undermining both confidence in local decision-making and the intended 

safety benefits.

A local resident RG18 0

14037831810
I support the 

proposal

The roads affected seem to be residential or self contained areas off the arterial circuit.  Therefore of no real moment to ‘through drivers’ or those from Thatcham suburbs 

wanting to go elsewhere, so should make the areas affected quieter and safer.
A local resident RG14 2

14037831912
I support the 

proposal

Evidence is clear that is much safe for pedestrians and journey times will be barely affected if at all. Indeed, on regular trips to Wales I notice traffic runs more smoothly (less 

stop/start) in the 20 zones.
A local resident RG18 3

14037831503
I object to the 

proposal

I can see no mention in any of the Councils documents, detailing how the 20mph will be enforced.  I am left to assume that every road will have speed humps fitted, in line 

with other parts of Thatcham and Newbury.  On that basis, I object 100%. This is a huge waste of money, that could be spend on repairing the dreadful roads, that are in 

such a state, speeding is an impossibility.    Through many years of living with speed humps, they cause serious problems to residents, and will have a measurable detriment 

to peoples lives.    Thatcham has a steady stream of delivery vehicles. When these vans jump over the speed humps, considerable noise is made. Noise which does not exist 

today. This noise can, and should, be measured at any speed bump site. Results should be published for transparency.    Speed bumps ruin cars. The speed cushions wear 

the tyre walls. Tyre walls provide the tyres strength. Constant wear in this fashion has been proven to cause blow outs. This puts Thatcham residents lives at risk.    Speed 

bumps have been proven to increase dangerous air pollutants from constant acceleration and deceleration. The pollutants adversely affect children. This can, and should, be 

measured at any speed bump site. Results should be published for transparency.    A blanket 20mph limit will push speeding even more to problem areas. Areas such as 

Floral Way, A4, northern relief road etc. These roads are already used by modified cars and motorbikes. As a resident next to Floral Way, I am already subjected to the racing 

up and down this road. This will only be worsened.

A local resident RG18 4DE

14037831545
I object to the 

proposal

20mph speed limits would tangibly increase commuting time (it takes 50% longer to travel somewhere at 20mph compared to 30mph), further reducing the short time I 

would see kids between bed and work. Evidence from the 20mph limit in Wales has shown it actually increases danger due to complacency behind drivers seats and multi-

tasking (i.e. led to drivers using mobile phones), so any claims this makes roads safer is verifyably false. In addition, driving at this speed is too slow for 3rd gear, resulting in 

the need to use second gear, which is terrible for car wear and also awful for the environment.

A local resident RG18 4

14037831715
I object to the 

proposal
I object on the grounds that there is no reason to reduce the current speed limit ,  The cost of additional signage is unwarranted A local resident

3 drivers resident at my 

property 
RG19 3SF

14037831689
I support the 

proposal
Slower cars A local resident Rg18 4ea 

14037831569
I object to the 

proposal

Richmond has implemented a blanket 20mph limit and it is never stuck to by drivers and difficult to enforce. We witnessed more road rage and aggression towards drivers 

that were sticking to the limit that far outweighed the benefits. The constant vandalism of the speed cameras must also be costing the council a small fortune. I like the idea 

of safer roads, but feel like 20mph is an over correction, a well enforced 30mph would make more sense.

A local resident Rg141jw

14037830955
I object to the 

proposal
There are better things to spend money on then replacing all the signs for no reason. Just like the stupid fins on A4 bike route while are no longer there. No one needs it A local resident RG18 4

14037830207
I support the 

proposal
Safety is paramount snd speed Kills!!!

Other - please 

specify below

Private hire / hackney 

driver
Rg14 1
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14037829848
I object to the 

proposal
Because it will cause more traffic,  more pollution and it will take more time to get anywhere. A local resident RG14 2LL

14037829795
I support the 

proposal
Thatcham is not a big town. Nobody's going to die of old age if they slow down. A local resident RG193XP

14037828065
I object to the 

proposal

People do not take notice of current speed restrictions, they are not likely to adhere to a 20mph speed restriction, especially delivery vans and lorries. Lower way should stay 

at 30mph as this is a major route from Thatcham to the A4.
A local resident RG194QF

14037827497
I support the 

proposal
We live off Ilkley Way and it is used as a race by locals . I have reported this to the police many times with the registration number supplied but nothing happend  A local resident Rg193xn

14037826903
I object to the 

proposal

Lack of Evidence for Effectiveness:  While lower speed limits can improve safety in certain areas, studies have shown mixed results on whether 20mph zones alone (without 

additional traffic calming measures) significantly reduce accidents or casualties. Imposing blanket 20mph limits may not provide proportional safety benefits in all areas.    

Impact on Journey Times and Traffic Flow:  Reducing speed limits on roads that are already safe or not heavily used by pedestrians or cyclists can lead to unnecessary delays. 

This affects not only drivers but also businesses, public services (like buses or deliveries), and emergency response times.    Enforcement Concerns:  Without consistent and 

visible enforcement, 20mph limits are often ignored, leading to inconsistent compliance and frustration among road users. If the limit is widely disregarded, it can undermine 

respect for traffic laws overall.    Driver Frustration and Risky Behaviour:  Artificially low speed limits may lead to increased driver frustration, tailgating, or risky overtaking – 

especially where the road design suggests higher speeds are safe. This can paradoxically increase the risk of collisions rather than reduce them.    Misallocation of Resources:  

Implementing and signing widespread 20mph zones can be costly. In times of budget pressure, these resources might be better spent on targeted road safety measures 

(e.g., better pedestrian crossings, improved lighting, or traffic calming where it is actually needed).    One-Size-Fits-All Approach:  Not all roads are the same. A blanket 

approach ignores the differences between residential streets, arterial roads, and rural areas. Speed limits should be based on actual road conditions, usage, and risk – not 

A local resident RG19 4pe

14037824954
I object to the 

proposal

I would first like to know the cost of this project !    Secondly I think this will make little or no difference to road safety, and the way people drive   How would this be policed 

? If it does go ahead !    Other towns who have implemented this limit, are now removing them as they are having an adverse affect on road safety apparently!
A local resident RG18 3

14037824464
I support the 

proposal

I have seen cars speeding rodn roads that school children of all ages walk along. The roads are narrow and it is a tight squeeze for vehicles to pass each other.  I am surprised 

there has not been a major accident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

rg18

14037823352
I object to the 

proposal
A local resident RG194

14037752434
I object to the 

proposal

There are already measures in place with speed humps which do not enable people to travel exceptionally fast.  On estate roads, which are primarily the roads in question, 

there are parked cars and other traffic speed reduction humps etc already existing that naturally reduce speeds.    The slower travelling speed/gearing has been said to 

potentially cause not optimal engine operations and produces greater emissions which would cause higher pollution rates in these areas where people live. Cost of living and 

other issues already prevent many households from e vehicles and so the combustion engine will be here to stay for many more years yet. More health issues will result.    

The costs that would be involved with signage, road markings etc, will be significant and could better be spent on other  badly needed services.     If policing this is intended, 

this will bring further costs and whilst fines would cover some of these costs, one might question whether the intentions to fine to raise money through fines is the main 

purpose of this rather than real need.

A local resident RG18 

14037822305
I support the 

proposal
Anything that improves safety for pedestrians and cyclists and especially the most vulnerable, is a good thing. A local resident RG7 6

14037821867
I object to the 

proposal
A local resident

14037821600
I object to the 

proposal

How many accidents have occurred within the recent years on the roads proposed to reduce the limit to 20mph due to speed?  Secondly, how do you propose to reinforce 

this new limit? Will there be more mobile cameras? More fixed cameras? Reducing the speed doesn’t affect people’s driving if it’s not enforced by any means.  How much 

will this cost for the new signage and could this money be spent better elsewhere, for example repairing the road surfaces.

A local resident RG19 4FD

14037821635
I support the 

proposal
Very often notice vehicles driving very quickly in residential roads, this will help reduce the risk to others A local resident rg14 7

14037821046
I object to the 

proposal

Thatcham and many parts of Newbury already have traffic measures to slow drivers. Some schools already have 20mph limits and speed bumps are also across many roads.  

Speeding won’t be reduced by dropping the speed limit, training is key and also speed checks are key.    If the 20mph limit goes ahead then speed bumps must be removed, 

since there won’t be a need to have them there.

A local resident Rg194rn

14037820809
I object to the 

proposal

A blanket lowering of the speed limit is not the way to make Thatcham roads safer. Most drivers will not stick to a 20mph as on a lot of residential roads it is simply too slow. 

Ironically you are not reducing the speed on the Florals which is one of the worst roads for people speeding. Cars easily drive at above 50mph on that road when it is only a 

40. Look at the danger areas on not roads that a safe already ,even at 30mph.

A local resident RG18 4EY

14037816484
I support the 

proposal

I live in Ashgate with our house backing onto Floral Way, you can tell that cars and motorbikes do not stick the 40mph speed limit due to the amount of noise created.    Once 

vehicles leave the A4 they speed up Floral Way making it difficult to turn onto the road as you need to be wary of vehicles from both directions, there was also a bad 

accident last year for this reason.    Many parents also park their cars near our road to walk to the local schools.

A local resident RG18 4 

14037814972
I object to the 

proposal

I object. It will increase dangerous driving from impatient drivers as people already speed or get up close to your bumper on the proposed roads with 30 miles an hour speed 

limits. It will make it more difficult to get around Thatcham, make it take longer and will just make driving in Thatcham horrible.     It will have unnecessary costs of changing 

road markings and road sign. There are more important things to be tackling locally then changing the speeds.     I think there would need to be solid justification for it and 

you should listen to residents instead of just proceeding anyway as you always do. I have no faith that my opinion or any resident's opinion means anything to west berks 

council. 

A local resident RG19 3

14037815914
I support the 

proposal

I don't live in Thatcham, but was part of a Speedwatch campaign 4 years ago in Cookham and have first hand experience of measuring drivers' speeds. I think the only way to 

get drivers to observe a 30mph speed limit is to lower the limit to 20!

Other - please 

specify below

Berkshire resident and 

Speedwatch campaigner
SL69

14037815564
I wish to record a 

neutral position

I believe speeding on residential roads is not the issue that many believe.  Where speeding IS an issue is on the feeder and through routes exempt from the proposals.  For 

example, I frequently experience speeds exceeding 40mph near the Regency Park Hotel and on Lower Way, both in 30mph areas.  What is needed is more enforcement. 
A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG18 3

14037814519
I object to the 

proposal

This proposal is complete overkill and totally unwarranted. Having spent 20 years in speed enforcement I well know that the average member of the publics perception of 

speed is dire.   The minority of drivers that do regularly speed will take absolutely no notice of the fact that 20 mph signs are installed!   The only thing that will be achieved 

by this is that the number of drivers exceeding the posted limit will increase exponentially. Have road speed surveys been carried out on all the roads that provide evidence 

there is actually a problem in the first place? Have Thames Valley Police been consulted on this? Have they stated that they will enforce 20mph limits as I know for a fact it 

was always their policy they would not and that 20mph should be self enforcing via engineering means.   Is there evidence that KSI figures show this is warranted?   Whit is 

the 86th percentile compliance of the current 30 mph limit?   What are the cost implications of installing 20mph signs throughout the whole of Thatcham which will be 

required as unlike 30 mph limits that do not require signage within street lit areas 20 certainly does, not to mention traffic calming. These cost will be huge and at a time 

when this council is pleading poverty and if we believe local press on the verge of bankruptcy!   Personally I believe this is a sledge hammer to crack a nut!  20 mph is neither 

practical or sustainable and the only thing achieved will be to criminalise the vast majority of road users. 

A local resident N/A RG31

14037815217
I support the 

proposal
As long as the main roads are kept as 30mph + then making the residential roads 20mph is a no brainer. A local resident Rg194gt 

14037814775
I object to the 

proposal

This is a blanket proposal without any ebidence behind it regarding helath & safety. The 20mph limit was intended for roads around schoole between certain times. This has 

now been perceived as a money making exercise rather than a safety issue. 
A local resident RG19 4

14037814493
I wish to record a 

neutral position

I think that 20 mph is appropriate for some of the roads suggested but on others it is overkill. There are many roads where is not possible to drive at 30 mph today due to 

parked cars. It would be a waste of money to install new speed limit signs on these roads
A local resident RG18 4

14037814509
I support the 

proposal
A local resident Rg193

14037814039
I object to the 

proposal

The responsibility of safe useage should be all parties, not just motor vehicles. Slower speeds encourage pedestrians to take more risks when crossing a road.   Better 

education for pedestrians about crossing roads is needed. A lot of pedestrians are distracted by mobile phones nowadays.
A local resident RG18 4

14037813009
I object to the 

proposal

There is no need to reduce speed limits in and around Thatcham.  There are very few accidents resulting in casualties include minor injuries.  The traffic situation throughout 

the Thatcham area means that it is impossible to drive at speed anywhere. This results in a naturally reduced speed limit  during peak times, where the chance of accidents 

are more likely to occur.

A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG18 3

14037812342
I object to the 

proposal

whilst 20 mph is good for residential roads especially cul de sac roads it will also cause traffic jams and other problems on roads like Falmouth way that already has traffic 

restricting width restrictions and lead to further frustration for traffic,  I think the roads that should keep the 30 mph  must include any road that is a main route with limited 

houses directly on the road like Falmouth Way. Like the removal of evening and Sunday free parking it is making the town very anti visiting and anti car and there are lots of 

families and people with limited mobility where using  bicycles (that are a major theft risk if you leave them anywhere) or  the Busses will continue to feel excluded. 

A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG19 4WA

14037812172
I support the 

proposal

Currently traffic is faster than the existing speed limits. There is an increasing culture of marginal speeding and above.   More needs to be done to educate why speed limits 

are needed and regular enforcement.
A local resident RG7 5

14037812364
I support the 

proposal

I have noticed not many drivers adhere to the 30 mph limits imposed, nor the 20 mph limits in some places in Thatcham.  There are a number of children who regularly walk 

down the roads in Thatcham and 20 mph is a good idea, though the council should also be considering how they police this with the limited resources available in policing. I 

do think any restriction imposed should be time based, 20 mph between the hours of 23:00 and 05:00 whereby traffic (both pedestrian and vehicle) is far less so therefore 

the risk is far less, between these hours it should revert to 30mph. 

A local resident RG194

14037811786
I object to the 

proposal

I am writing to formally object to the council’s proposal to reduce local speed limits to 20mph. While I understand that this initiative is presented as a measure to improve 

road safety and encourage greater use of non-motorised transport, I believe the policy is misguided, impractical, and an inefficient use of public funds and resources.    

Firstly, implementing a 20mph speed limit across our local area would demand significant time, money, and manpower—resources that could be far better allocated 

elsewhere. Every change to signage, road markings, and traffic-calming infrastructure comes at a financial cost. New signs would need to be erected, road surfaces altered, 

and public information campaigns launched to ensure compliance. These costs may seem minor when viewed individually, but across an entire district, they accumulate to a 

considerable expense—one that will inevitably be borne by local taxpayers.    In addition to the financial cost, there is the issue of enforcement. Our local police forces are 

already stretched to their limits, dealing with increasing workloads and rising community demands with limited resources. Introducing yet another regulation—one that 

requires regular monitoring and enforcement—will only add to that strain. Without proper enforcement, the new 20mph limit risks becoming symbolic rather than effective. 

Yet if enforcement is prioritised, it diverts police attention away from more pressing concerns such as serious crime, antisocial behaviour, and road safety issues that 

genuinely endanger lives. This creates a lose-lose situation for both the police and the public.    The council’s stated aim appears to be encouraging a shift from motor 

vehicles to non-motorised forms of transport such as cycling and walking. While this is an admirable ambition in principle, it does not align with the realities of our local area. 

Many residents rely on their cars for work, family commitments, and accessing essential services—especially those in rural or semi-rural parts of the region where public 

transport options are limited.    Furthermore, we already have evidence that large-scale infrastructure projects aimed at promoting cycling do not necessarily translate into 

widespread behavioural change. The cycle lane running into Newbury serves as a perfect example. This was a major, costly project that caused disruption during 

construction and was heralded as a key step toward greener, more sustainable travel. Yet, in practice, it remains underused for most of the year. Despite the investment, the 

vast majority of residents continue to rely on their vehicles—demonstrating that changing transport habits requires far more than altering road layouts or speed limits.    The 

council’s plan therefore appears to repeat past mistakes: spending significant sums on an initiative that may look good on paper but delivers minimal tangible benefit to the 

community. Instead of imposing a blanket 20mph limit, a more balanced and targeted approach would make far greater sense. For example, lower limits could be retained 

around schools, hospitals, and where pedestrian traffic is high, while main routes could remain at 30mph or above to ensure traffic flow and practicality.    In conclusion, 

while road safety should always be a priority, this proposal to reduce speed limits to 20mph is not the right solution. It will demand time, money, and resources that the 

council and local police simply do not have to spare. It risks penalising everyday motorists while offering little proven benefit in return. Most importantly, it ignores recent 

experience that large-scale projects to favour cyclists and pedestrians—such as the Newbury cycle lane—have not produced the intended results.    I urge the council to 

reconsider this policy and instead focus on more effective, evidence-based measures that improve safety without imposing unnecessary costs or burdens on local residents.  

A local resident RG19 3

14037806481
I support the 

proposal

Excessive speed has become an antisocial menace on the roads. I’m totally in favour of reducing the speed limit on many roads. Too many people are now driving without 

consideration for pedestrians and cyclists. Drivers are absorbed in their cocooned environment with many distractions around them seemingly unaware of the risk they pose 

to the safety of innocent folks around them. Too many short journeys are still being unnecessarily made in cars. The realistic average speed around town during peak hours 

is already likely to be 20mph or under anyway so this speed limit reduction will have minimal impact on overall journey times. 

A visitor to 

West Berkshire
RG42 5LJ

14037811727
I object to the 

proposal

The slower speeds add to congestion and the already high amount of road traffic signals in the area. Lowering the speed will not stop speeders and will just cause more 

delays. Spend the money on better crossings for pedestrians
A local resident RG31 5

14037811319
I object to the 

proposal
No benefit.  Why are you constantly trying to fix things that dont need fixing until you break them.  Just adds to the daily misery drivers face to your imposed arbitrary rules. A local resident Rg183

14037811330
I object to the 

proposal
Will cost the tax payer money for updated signs and will not be able to police.    Those who drive excessive speed will still do so. A local resident RG18 4

14037811219
I support the 

proposal
Lowering the speed limit on these roads should make them safer for pedestrians. A local resident RG193LE 

14037810431
I object to the 

proposal

Absolutely point less exercise, I don't believe there's a speeding problem in Thatcham on residential roads many already have speed bumps.    I'm not too sure the expense 

of potentially installing old new signage road markings etc then on West Berkshire in financial strife.    As always this consultation the scene is a mere courtesy before West 

Berkshire do what they want to do anyway.  

A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

White Lodge RG7 6NX

14037810337
I object to the 

proposal

The 20moh will not be able to be enforced and will create chaos on the roads and likely to lead to more traffic incidents road rage. What are you going to do about the 

cyclists who ignore the Highway Code And don’t use cycle paths. They create more chaos and accidents 
A local resident RG18 4

14037810047
I object to the 

proposal

20 mph is a frustratingly slow speed to drive, and is likely to create more impatient, irritable drivers, increase stress over journey times etc - I don’t think that’s beneficial for 

road safety. I also think that slower speeds can cause people to lose concentration, minds wander and become less focused on the task ahead, I think 30 is a perfectly 

adequate speed restriction for most local roads - short 20 mph speed sections have their place in helping to control traffic in specific areas, ie near schools etc, but for the 

most part qualified drivers should be able to discern where the need to reduce speed occurs, in a similar way to some Nat speed limit roads. 

A local resident RG14 7

14037809857
I support the 

proposal

I live near Agricola Way in Thatcham which is an extremely busy road. I walk alot with dogs and grandchildren and trying to cross the road is getting more and more difficult 

due to speeding cars. With cars also parked in random places you can't see cars coming.  Many residential roads have the same problem.  
A local resident RG19 4GE 

14037809052
I support the 

proposal

I’ve seen so many cars speeding around the roads of Thatcham. Especially around school times, it’s just a matter of time before an accident happens.   I live on a road that is 

currently 20mph but hardly anyone adheres to it. I feel like we need a flashing sign or speed came to really enforce this. 
A local resident RG19 4

14037809050
I object to the 

proposal

I just dont think there is true justification to reduce the limit to 20mph, its just another silly idea which will cost the council a significant amount of money which could be 

better spent elsewhere. 
A local resident Rg193

14037808468
I object to the 

proposal

There is no reason to lower the speed limit.  Only areas around schools and hospitals need this lower speed limit.  Speed reducing humps were supposed to be able to 

reduce speeds.  Do speed humps become larger to keep speeds down?  If they are going to be larger will they damage vehicles?  Sports cars already have issues with speed 

humps.  How is the proposed speed going to be policed?  Speed cameras?  It’s just a generating idea. 

A local resident Rg183ae

14037808251
I wish to record a 

neutral position

In cul-de-sacs, I consider it unlikely that one would drive at 30mph, therefore, the proposal should make little difference.   In general, I note that key commuter routes retain 

their current limits and therefore should not affect people's travel time.   However, there are some through routes and more major residential routes that could be 

perceived to impact travel times (at 20mph) which may cause conflict.   I would prefer to see more cameras and smiley faces than a blanket enforcement that affects all 

drivers. 

A local resident Rg19 3

14037808237
I wish to record a 

neutral position
I haven't noticed a problem while driving thru thatcham.  A local resident Rg18 3

14037807794
I object to the 

proposal

It's totally unnecessary, there are already so many traffic lights to get through and the railway line to navigate. Adding a 20mph speed limit will add to the frustrations of 

getting around Thatcham and it puts me off even wanting to live in Thatcham. I would like to see data as to why we even need to reduce speed limits?
A local resident RG19 3RD 

14037807496
I support the 

proposal
I feel lower speed limits are safer for all road users and pedestrians. However there will be no benefit whatsoever if they are not policed. A local resident Rg193

14037807497
I object to the 

proposal
20mph is not plenty. 30mph is adequate for most urban roads. A local resident RG14

14037807057
I support the 

proposal

Drivers in Thatcham don’t respect the recommended speed limits don’t stop at roundabouts over take on roundabouts, parents parking outside schools. Delivery drivers 

parking in areas that can cause accidents. During match days at Henwick sports field parking is horrendous with parents parking on corners, pavements and blocking 

people’s driveways.

A local resident RG183BX

14037807144
I object to the 

proposal

The current 20mph Zones are more than sufficient for the needs of the community. The council should not waste taxpayer money reducing the speed limit on other roads 

where a 30mph speed limit is more appropriate. 
A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG18 4

14037806927
I support the 

proposal

I have lived in Thatcham for over forty years and reducing the limit on residential roads will improve the environment and increase safety. I live at the Bath Road end of 

Beverley Close and cars and vans come up very quickly.
A local resident RG183F

14037805166
I support the 

proposal
Vehicles regularly exceed the speed limit so anything to reduce this is a good thing.

Other - please 

specify below

Liverpool just outside 

Thatcham with family in 

the town

RG7 6QH

14037804937
I support the 

proposal
So much safer for pedestrians and cyclists. Calmer and slower roads bring communities together. 

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG19 4GJ

14037798713
I object to the 

proposal

I support measures that genuinely improve road safety, a blanket 20mph limit is not one of them.    DfT Circular 01/2013: Setting Local Speed Limits says that limits should 

reflect local conditions, accident history and volume of pedestrians on the road. 30 mph has always been appropriate in Thatcham and other villages of similar nature.    

Imposing 20 mph everywhere risks undermining driver compliance, as limits perceived as unnecessarily low are often ignored.     The 20mph limits will increase journey times 

for drivers and buses. Changing speed signs will also cost a lot of money that is better spent on more pressing issues.  

A local resident RG7 3

14037796976
I object to the 

proposal

I feel the speed limits in Thatcham are appropriate for the places already there. Going at 20 would make no difference and would cause drivers to get frustrated, which in 

turn causes more distractions. 
A local resident RG19 3

14037796665
I support the 

proposal

I experience a 'near miss' several times a week on Sagecroft Road due to folks driving too quickly. I usually go along this road at c15mph and always get tailgated. Anything to 

improve the situation would be welcome, I would advocate making it one way.
A local resident RG18 3BF

14037795127
I object to the 

proposal

Who will be monitoring speeding vehicles. The drivers who exceed limits will still ignore them.  Previously local councillors tried to reduce speed limits to no avail in the area. 

Please bann vehicles parking on pavements and spot checks of drivers and cyclists highway code knowledge would help make environment more user friendly for everyone.   
A local resident RG18 3

14037795459
I support the 

proposal
Long overdue in residential areas A local resident Rg19 3

14037795184
I object to the 

proposal
As a driver I feel these speeds are ridiculous and with the cost to put this into place it's just more money for the tax payer as always. A local resident RG19 3XN 

14037792984
I object to the 

proposal

I object for the reasons;    Within housing estates with the volume of vehicles parked part on pavements, on roads, on bends, it is hard to exceed 20mph.       Lowering the 

speed limit on country lanes would be much safer and more beneficial.
A local resident RG18 3

14037792752
I object to the 

proposal

The traffic in Newbury and Thatcham is already ridiculous and poorly managed. Reducing the speed will not help those who already ignore the speed limits and there needs 

to be consequences for those who continually flout the rules. If you’re lucky enough to move quickly enough around the existing systems to get above 20 you’re lucky! This 

will just frustrate people further and create more stress on the system and those of us trying to get around it. 

A local resident RG14 7

14037792448
I support the 

proposal
Yes I agree let’s try and keep Thatcham a safer place to live and work and if that means lowering the speed limit I am all for it A local resident RG19 4

14037735536
I object to the 

proposal
There is too much traffic congestion in Thatcham due to the railway line. Reducing the limit will just add to that. A local resident Rg19 4lx 

14037792146
I object to the 

proposal
Cause more congestion on roads and use more fuel A local resident Rg18 3

14037791403
I support the 

proposal

As a Sagecroft Road resident I support the speed reduction , this road is extremely busy often congested with inconsiderate parking and people using it as a rat run , not to 

mention the erratic bus driving and the influx of school traffic. As for the other roads around Thatcham I personally have no problem with them being 20 mph , as the use of 

speed bumps , pot holes and just sheer volume of traffic , usually means you aren’t able to go fast anyway.

A local resident RG18 3

14037790914
I object to the 

proposal

I wish to object to the proposed 20mph speed limit for all residential streets in Thatcham for the following reasons:    1.	Public Demand / Approval – The West Berkshire 

Council Proposed Traffic Regulation Order: Thatcham 20mph speed limit (Ref TM442) states that a reduction of the current 30 mph speed limit to 20mph is part of the 

Council Strategy 2023-2017, “enabling 20mph limits for residential streets where residents want it.”  a.	There is no discernible public support for the 20mph speed limit and 

therefore residents to NOT want a 20mph speed limit.  b.	When the same 20mph was introduced in Theale recently, only 26 of 54 respondents were in agreement, out of 

Theale’s population of approximately 3,000.  2.	Accidents / Speeding Blackspots – IF there were any roads where repeated accidents or incidents of repeated speeding were 

reported by residents, this would be an acceptable reason for a speed reduction.  a.	This is NOT the case across all of Thatcham and thus there is no evidence or 

recommendation to reduce the speed limit to 20mph on almost all of the roads in Thatcham.  3.	Inappropriate use of Council Funds – The huge cost of introducing and 

monitoring a 20mph speed limit across most roads in Thatcham is a money which could be put to much better use elsewhere, such as road surface repairs, improved parking 

availability for people using the shops and services in Thatcham.  a.	There is the cost of planning the proposal – including meetings and street plans  b.	Then the costs of 

advising the public of the changes to the current speed limits  c.	The additional cost of metal 20mph street signs and possible painted speed signs on road surfaces   

4.	Compliance Monitoring – How will the reduced 20mph speed limit be monitored and enforced?  a.	IF additional speed cameras are to be installed throughout Thatcham, 

this would be a huge and unnecessary additional and on-going expense.  b.	Thames Valley Police has previously made it clear that no additional enforcement for newly-

lowered speed limits will be carried out above its current routine activity, according to the article in the Newbury Weekly News dated 16 October 2025 as part of the 

“Newbury News”.  c.	Therefore, if the new lowered 20mph is not even going to be monitored or enforced, what is the point of lowering the speed limit at all?    In Summary, 

there is:  1.	No Public Demand nor Support for reduced 20mph speed limits throughout Thatcham.  2.	The Cost involved with Planning, Advising, Implementing and 

Enforcing the reduced speed limit is huge and should be spent on more appropriate and beneficial road related projects.  3.	No additional Monitoring or Enforcement is 

planned and thus what is the point of unnecessarily reducing the speed limit to 20mph AND once the public realise no enforcement will be made, then some motorists may 

be tempted to ignore and defy the 20mph speed limit.  4.	West Berkshire Council say that speed limits should be “self-enforcing” and so why not leave the current 30mph 

A local resident RG14

14037790676
I object to the 

proposal

Lowering the speed limit will inconvenience the law-abiding drivers while doing nothing to deter the drivers who drive too fast. Also I think the roads the proposal would 

affect are the wrong ones. The roads where the traffic is the greatest nuisance are the main roads like the A4 and Tull Way, not the small and medium roads the proposal 

would apply to.

A local resident RG18 3

14037790196
I object to the 

proposal

Typical environmental ideology by uneducated councillors that fail to understand that vehicles going slower actually emit more harmful particulates.  It is also interesting to 

hear that WBC consider the "trial" in Theale to be a success.  As a frequent visitor to the village, I have witnessed numerous vehicles exceeding the restrictions in The Green 

and the High Street.

A local resident RG19 4

14037788283
I object to the 

proposal

(1) No compelling reason has been offered for why these changes are to be made. All that is asserted is that it will "make the local area more attractive and accessible by non-

motorised highway users" without any evidence in support. There does not appear to be case that the current speed limits are causing any problems or anyone wants them 

reduced. No road safety issues appear to exist.    (2) The roads in question are residential and restricted by parked cars and other obstacles which make driving at speed 

impossible anyway. Nothing in the presented order indicates that any analysis of current driving speeds has been made or whether reducing the limits will make any 

difference.    (3) Given that no evidence is presented that reducing the limits will have any positive effect, the cost of this exercise is unjustified.    

A local resident RG18 4

14037788829
I object to the 

proposal
It will likely not be stuck to and will lead to congestion throughout Thatcham A local resident Rg18 4 

14037786079
I object to the 

proposal

Most of these roads are not conducive to do a speed down and considered low risk for accidents and already have speed restrictions in. Not cost effective this money could 

be used to a better effect, like filling pot holes etc. 
A local resident RG18 4

14037785573
I wish to record a 

neutral position

I think time and effort should be put in place to enforce the current speed limits to make the roads safer first before considering this.    I do not think reducing the street to 

20mph is an issue but I do think it is a complete waste of time.  I live off Agricole Way and cars speed down that road well in excess of the current 30mph limit and I do not 

believe for one minute this will change when it is a 20mph limit.      I have friends who live in Cardiff where 20mph has been a policy for a while now and they say it was just a 

complete waste of money as no-one abides by it and the police do not have the resources to enforce it.    All a 20mph limit will do is effect the people who are already 

considerate and drive carefully, those who it is aimed at will pay no notice at all and the roads will stay as unsafe as they are now.  In fact probably worse as the idiots will 

spend more time trying to overtake people who are doing 20 in dangerous places.      

A local resident RG19 4

14037784865
I object to the 

proposal
This will cause more traffic on the roads which will increase the risk and reduce the safety of children, members of the public and other road users. A local resident Rg193uL

14037784488
I support the 

proposal
A local resident RG19
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14037783378
I object to the 

proposal

I write to object to the proposed blanket 20mph Traffic Regulation Order for Thatcham (Ref: TM442) insofar as it would apply to the town’s main distributor and relief roads 

(for example Floral Way and Tull Way). I support targeted 20mph limits in residential streets and near schools where there is clear pedestrian activity, but I believe applying a 

signed-only 20mph limit across primary/arterial routes is unnecessary and will cause harm in the following ways.    	1.	Distributor/relief roads are not appropriate for a 

blanket 20mph signed limit.  Floral Way and Tull Way serve as distributor/relief roads for Thatcham; they carry through-traffic and are designed to move vehicles efficiently 

around the town. Introducing a signed-only 20mph limit on such roads undermines their function, risks increased driver frustration and can displace traffic to other roads. 

(West Berkshire’s own strategic documents describe Floral Way as a distributor road.)      	2.	Risk of increased congestion, delays and higher emissions on main roads.  Evidence 

from other wide-area implementations shows trade-offs: while overall casualty reductions are reported, there have been measurable (if modest) increases in journey times 

in some contexts and localised concerns about congestion and enforcement. Slower speeds on roads that are intended and used for through-traffic can increase queuing at 

junctions, raising stop–start driving which in some circumstances produces higher localised emissions and community frustration. The debate in Wales (which introduced a 

widespread 20mph default in 2023) highlights that such schemes can be controversial and have required follow-up refinement in some areas.      	3.	Implementation cost — 

funding could be better prioritised.  Implementing area-wide 20mph limits carries real expenses (signing, legal processes and traffic management). National briefings and 

council examples put sign/posting costs per sign and the total Wales programme cost into millions. In West Berkshire these funds could instead be focused on proven local 

priorities such as resurfacing and pothole repair, targeted cycle infrastructure, or traffic-calming where it is actually needed — measures that would directly improve safety 

and support active travel. West Berkshire’s own highways programme shows investment is currently directed at resurfacing and pothole repairs, which are pressing local 

needs.      	4.	Signed-only 20mph limits have more limited evidence for effect on main/arterial roads.  Research and government technical reports indicate most robust 

safety benefits of 20mph come where physical measures (traffic-calming) accompany limits, or where the limits are targeted to residential streets and school zones. Signed-

only schemes on more major routes are less certain to deliver the same benefits and can have unintended side-effects on traffic flow. If the council’s aim is casualty 

reduction and active travel, a targeted approach (residential streets, school routes, junctions) combined with investment in active-travel infrastructure is more evidence-

based and cost-effective.      I support measures that genuinely improve safety and encourage walking and cycling. However, I do not support a blanket signed-only 20mph 

limit on primary distributor roads where it will harm traffic flow, increase delay and where the evidence for benefits on such roads is weaker. Please confirm receipt of this 

objection and confirm that Floral Way and Tull Way will be considered for exclusion from the final Order.

A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

A visitor to 

West Berkshire
RG14 6

14037783364
I object to the 

proposal
Increase traffic and pollution in the area A local resident Rg19 3ut 

14037783226
I object to the 

proposal

I object to this proposal as reducing the speed limit to 20mph will significantly increase traffic density and congestion. Thames Valley Police have openly said they will not be 

increasing enforcement to cater for this change in speed limit, will not be introducing more speed cameras or more speed vans. Therefore, drivers will not stick to those 

speed limits. This reduction in speed limits will also increase traffic on roads where the limit has not been reduced causing increased noise and pollution to those residents. 

A local resident RG18 4

14037782119
I support the 

proposal

There is very clear evidence from Wales that the implementation of 20mph speed limit reduced RTC serious injuries by 28% and lead to 100 fewer deaths in the first year.    

All of the roads proposed are residential and there is little or no justification why speeds should exceed 20mph.  Indeed the the implementation of a 20mph limit is very 

much apposite with the 2022 changes in the Highway code    Indeed, I would be so bold as to support 20mph limits being imposed on some of the excluded roads. eg, the A4 

Bath Road through the centre of Thatcham.    Personal experience of driving on A roads through Towns and Villages in both Wales, and Scotland, where a 20mph has been 

imposed, leads me to believe that there is no significant/detrimental impact on journey time.

A local resident RG18 4

14037781759
I object to the 

proposal

I object this decision as I live on Ash Gate. My house backs onto Floral way, which is currently a 40mph road. This is already a considerably busy road which causes a lot of 

noise pollution and deters us from spending time in our garden as it is. With the new 20mph proposal this will undoubtedly cause this road to become even busier, with 

drivers using this road to avoid any 20mph speed limits. And I doubt you will do anything to ease this. So therefore I object this decision completely. 

A local resident RG18

14037779889
I support the 

proposal

There is currently a 20mph limit on Station Rd which is ignored and unenforced. The pavement is narrow and overgrown. Hopefully this will be enforced if it's all over the 

local area.
A local resident Rg19

14037776277
I object to the 

proposal
This is important so the public need to be able to give their opinion.   I think this blanket policy is wrong - each road will have different issues with traffic and it’s speed. A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

Rg7 6nh

14037775693
I object to the 

proposal

Air pollution and damage to locals health.  Climate change.  Unsafe overtaking creating a bigger risk than just driving 30mph.  Damage to environment from all the new sign 

posting that will be required.
A local resident RG19 4

14037775557
I support the 

proposal

Cars drive to fast round estates, not caring about schools or young children's safety.  I would go further and put speed restrictions on lower way as it has turned into a 

racetrack,  with know consideration for pedestrians, school children or residents and continue to speed along the road. I've lived here for 30 years and have never seen it so 

busy, especially since the new estate has been built which has increased the volume of traffic considerably. 

A local resident RG193UJ

14037775183
I object to the 

proposal

This council is absolutely crazy and I’m sure will find a way to push this through like the change to bin collections. No one in their right mind would support this given the 

issues documented in Wales when they implemented this.     It will cause even more issues throughout the area. 
A local resident Rg193

14037775076
I object to the 

proposal
Most roads around Thatcham are narrow and curved.  I am not able to even reach 30mph. There are humps and parked cars that further restrict speed. A local resident RG184DX 

14037772693
I object to the 

proposal

The 20mph speed limit on the A4 will force more vehicles north of Thatcham on the faster roads available there. This will increase traffic on that route with HGVs also 

choosing to take that route 
A local resident RG18 3

14037772398
I support the 

proposal

Modern vehicles with their high bonnets and excessive size (and weight) are much more dangerous to other road users. Small children are invisible to drivers in them.    

Statistics show that deaths and serious injuries are vastly reduced by reductions from 40mph to 30 mph and 30 mph to 20mph
A local resident RG18 4

14037772139
I object to the 

proposal

It will cause road rage and people beeping their horns and disturbing residents. This happened in Wales when they changed it and they ended up changing it back to 30 in 

the end.
A local resident Rg19 3

14037771511
I object to the 

proposal

Do you honestly believe this will slow idiots down who drive like complete idiots who have no respect for laws most of these idiots don’t have driving licenses  With al the 

modern cars on the roads these days struggle to go at 20mph   This will frustrate drivers who will eventually go faster and ignore the signs    Please let me know how many 

accidents have happened on all the planned 20 mph zones     Don’t get me wrong driving with common sense and awareness reduces accidents   I am sure this policy will go 

ahead as councils and the government don’t listen to the people     More police on our roads may deter idiots on our roads 

A local resident RG19 3

14037770801
I object to the 

proposal

Because the 30mph limit is absolutely fine.  We already have 20mph zones where they are needed; eg. Schools and certain elderly areas.  By reducing the speed everywhere 

what is going to happen to the existing rule of 20mph in the already prescribed locations, drop those to 10mph???   We spend enough time traveling from one part of town 

to another due to poor road maintenance/lack of logical road planning. Why not first fix what is wrong - like widen roads in the that have single lanes in over populated 

areas. Ensure road maintenance is not all done at once.

A local resident RG20 8TG

14037765669
I object to the 

proposal

It's unnecessary. Many if the in scope roads aren't heavily used by pedestrians. It will slow traffic down significantly and increase commuting times which will cost us 

workerstime and money. The police can't afford to fund it.
A local resident RG7 5UL 

14037764899
I support the 

proposal

I support the proposal to reduce speeds in residential areas, I have lived in the area for 15 years and see many drivers especially those who are familiar with the area, driving 

too fast while using residential streets to avoid the spread bumps on station road. Particularly along Agricola way along side the park where dogs and children can runout 

unexpectedly 

A local resident RG19 4

14037764885
I object to the 

proposal
The current speed limits work very well and I suspect the real motive is to prosecute drivers for the financial benefit of the council.  A local resident RG18 3

14037764754
I object to the 

proposal
I think 20 mph is too slow and is totally unnecessary. A local resident Richard Hill RG184DQ 

14037763869
I object to the 

proposal

If it's any thing like the section in station rd I've  found school children and cyclists just wander across in front of you because they know you can easily  stop  they don't take 

as much care. They say there's  no increase  in pollution but driving  behind diesel vehicles trying to keep at 20mph in 2nd or 3rd gear gets smoky ,and at 20mph it also causes 

traffic bunching as everyone looks at there speedometer not the road ahead.

A local resident
West berkshire  

resident driver 
RG19 8

14037763835
I support the 

proposal
Is like to see cars going slower A local resident RG18 4EA

14037762832
I object to the 

proposal

You don't need to be doing almost every road in the area. It increases emissions and noise as everyone has to drive in a lower gear in order to drive at 20mph. You have not 

publicised this planned change enough for all residents to raise their concerns, I had to hunt to find this!
A local resident RG17 8

14037762545
I support the 

proposal

Safety for all people and animals. Forgive the crude phrase, but it's a no-brainer a in a civilized society.    Reduced emissions, reduced noise.     I'd be in favour of 15mph or 

lower.    In world where private vehicle size continues to grow disproportionately to actual need, physical traffic calming no longer works; drivers of large vehicles simply do 

not see speed humps and mini-roundabouts as something they have to consider.     Massive increase in long wheelbase delivery vehicles with drivers working under 

pressure and to tight schedules are a danger. As are the significant increase in mopeds/scooters delivering food.     Increase in dog ownership increases likelihood of 

incidents. The term 'man's best friend' came about with good reason. Our elected representatives have not just a duty to protect citizens but also any creature we choose to 

make part of our family.    Vehicles in residential zones simply do not need to travel faster than 10mph.     Rules are useless without enforcement. Please ensure measures are 

put in place such as moving speed traps. We moved from Bramley in Basingstoke & Deane recently. It might be worth speaking to them about their moving speed traps and 

how letters were sent to non-compliant drivers.    

A local resident RG18 4

14037762263
I object to the 

proposal

As a resident of Pound Lane, Thatcham, I can see no advantage in slowing down traffic past me house.  I am made constantly aware of people racing down the A4 at way 

over 30MPH and down Pound LAne at well over 30 MPH.  It is these road user who pose all the risks and clearly they have no intention of abiding by the current limits so a 

reduction to 20 will not make any difference to them.   For the most part, super congested estate roads are caused my poor planning and as a result some of these roads, 20 

mph is too fast.  There are numberous studies on the effect of 20 zones and they all lean the same direction.  It doesn't have the effect people expect..  Thatcham is not an 

area of statistically high road traffic accidents, we already have 'traffic calming measures'.  If these measures are not working remove them.  Something else that needs to be 

noted is people generally don't look at speed signs and what you will find is that the speed of Lower way, the A4 and Tull Way will reduce as people are unsure of the limit so 

drive at the lower one they have seen. This is likely to frustrate other road users.   Someing else note worthy is the slower the traffic, the less drivers concentrate. Modern 

cars have radar assisted anti collision systems with do stop a lot of accident but it breeds that attitude of mobile phone use which kills people at higher speeds.  To conclude, 

I belive Thatcham roads to not require any further meddling with the addition of traffic calming and my tax money would be better spent enforcing the current limits.

A local resident RG193

14037762377
I object to the 

proposal

I see no reason based on any level of evidence that the rational to make these changes has any benefit to the wider society nor that any of the roads mentioned have been 

subject to a higher level of safety concern that warrants the reduction in speed limit. 
A local resident RG18 4

14037762047
I object to the 

proposal

Thatcham has big problems with traffic congestion, which will be exacerbated by this proposal. A similar scheme rolled out in Wales, which they hoped would result in 

greater road safety, has proven to be ineffective.   It certainly won't make it greener,  with more emissions from greater congestion. 
A local resident RG19 4QH 

14037762068
I object to the 

proposal
You will be creating more pollution and there is absolutely no solid reason for the change other using the council tax money we pay for something we dont want....again A local resident RG18 4

14037761390
I object to the 

proposal
There is no need to implement this isn’t working in wales also no reason as there are no deaths due to the current speed limits A local resident Rg19 3xl

14037759903
I support the 

proposal

I live on Pound Lane and our 4 month old daughter is frequently woken up by vehicles speeding on the road outside at what sounds like well in excess of the current 30 limit. 

Whilst I believe a reduction to 20mph will not eradicate this, any improvement would be welcome.
A local resident RG193TG

14037757373
I object to the 

proposal

Councils being anti-car is becoming the "In Thing Fad" which only aims to appease a very small vocal minority of  "Do-Gooders" whose only aim is to beat their chests and 

crow how good they are at protecting the planet, regardless of whether the silent majority agree with them or not. Wales is a perfect example of "do-gooders" gone mad, 

who were initially listened to, erroneously acted upon, and then cost the ratepayers millions only for common sense to prevail and the majority of the chaos put right at 

more expense to the ratepayers when the do-gooders were proved wrong.  Oxfordshire is a prime example of the anti-car brigade gone mad. You can't travel anywhere in 

that County anymore as it takes an eternity to travel through every village and town at 20mph. Soon they will realise that they are losing customers and trade, and hence 

revenue, because no one goes there anymore. The decrease in footfall must be horrendous, regardless of supposed public park and ride. Who lugs heavy shopping bags, 

parcels etc long distances to a bus stop when you can shop out of town.   The only areas where 20 mph limits make sense is the smaller roads in housing estates, calming rat-

runs,driving passed schools, hospitals and community areas. The main roads, community arteries and feeder routes need to stay as the status-quo.

A local resident RG14 1SY

14037757152
I object to the 

proposal

20mph zones are of no benefit.  It would be better to stop parking on pavements and verges. Cars don't obey 30mph so I d9ubt they would obey 20. Having lived in an area 

where this had been implemented all it did was to add frustration to drivers.
A local resident Rg19 4

14037757103
I object to the 

proposal
It is not necessary. 30 mph is good A local resident rg183

14037756665
I object to the 

proposal

The approach of a blanket 20mins speed limit is not logical and will be costly to implement with no evidenced benefit. There have been no reported accidents in the are 

which would warrant a reduction in speed for the whole of Thatcham. What PIC information is there to support this decision?    The erection of new 20mph signs will cost 

thousands of pound to install and will then require more to maintain. What is the BCR for this project?    As a resident it seems needless to have a blanketed approach. I 

would support a 20mph speed limit along Urquhart road outside of Spurcroft school. Interestingly Moors road is not included in the planned change and yet many parents 

and children must cross this road on their way home. Please consider reversing this blanketed approach in favour of identifying key areas of risk and tackling those. 

A local resident

Professional Civil 

Engineer and Highways 

Contractor

RG19 4

14037756620
I object to the 

proposal

Cost, Effectiveness, and National Precedent    While the principle of road safety is supported, the financial prudence and real-world outcomes of wide-scale 20 mph 

reductions must be carefully weighed.    The proposed Thatcham scheme encompasses approximately 282 roads, with an estimated implementation cost between £700 000 

and £1 million, based on West Berkshire Council’s own published averages. This represents a substantial commitment of public funds during a period of budget constraints 

affecting essential services such as road maintenance, social care, and education.    It is important to consider the recent experience in Wales, where the national 20 mph 

policy (introduced September 2023) led to widespread public opposition, over 450 000 signatures on a petition to reverse the decision, and subsequent government 

acknowledgement that the policy would be “scaled back” in 2025 due to the negative impact on journey times, business efficiency, and public confidence. The Welsh 

Government’s own review admitted the measure was “too broad” and would be refocused only on roads with proven collision or pedestrian-risk data.    Applying a similar 

“blanket” approach in Thatcham—without detailed collision data or demonstrable non-compliance with the current 30 mph limit—risks repeating the Welsh experience: 

high cost, low public support, and questionable benefit.    It would be more efficient and publicly acceptable to target 20 mph zones only to roads meeting the Department 

for Transport’s criteria for “high pedestrian activity, schools, or residential density” rather than applying it indiscriminately across hundreds of roads.      ---    Suggested 

Alternative Approach    1. Prioritise data-driven reductions (collision records, speed-survey exceedances).      2. Use pilot zones near schools or high-footfall areas before 

expanding.      3. Consider vehicle-activated signs and speed-watch programmes as lower-cost, higher-impact interventions.      4. Publish a transparent cost–benefit summary 

A local resident RG18 4

14037756509
I object to the 

proposal
Increased pollution, traffic delays. A local resident RG141

14037756222
I object to the 

proposal

This really hasn’t been thought through.  Some of the roads proposed you cannot drive beyond 15-20 mile anyway - what is the point of spending money on consultations, 

signs etc that the council can’t afford.  Parts of Birmingham are 20mph and it is dreadful to drive through - not to mention the potential of lowering fuel economy and 

increased journey times

A local resident RG18 4

14037756145
I object to the 

proposal

20mph is too slow.  Hard working people and families need to get around quickly and efficiently. This proposal will have negative impacts on the economy and the day to day 

lives of the vast majority of people.  Cars and roads are safer than they have ever been in history and  imposing 20mph limits everywhere is a backwards step.    I am a 

motorist, cyclist and I have young children so I can see this issue from many perspectives and in summary I am strongly against the proposal.    Targeted small stretches of 

20mph limits near schools is reasonable and proportionate but 20mph across most of a town is not appropriate or reasonable.     The silent majority of people share this view 

but I doubt most of them will have the time to respond to this consultation so you are unlikely to get a genuine sense of most people’s views.  

A visitor to 

West Berkshire
Rg29

14037756155
I object to the 

proposal

*Increased congestion and pollution: A slower speed can lead to more time spent in congested areas and may increase fuel consumption and emissions for some drivers due 

to more frequent acceleration and braking.     *Driver frustration: Slow speeds can lead to driver frustration, impatience, tailgating, and road rage.     *We already have cycle 

lanes in place to protect cyclists     *We already have 20 mph enforced outside schools to protect children during peak times     *This is a total waste of time that very few will 

be in favour of , we live in a world where cyclists / ebikes / escooters all travel over 20 mph so imagine being over taken by a escooter .     

A local resident RG19

14037756040
I object to the 

proposal
A local resident RG19 3LB

14037756017
I support the 

proposal
I get around by cycling, reduction of the speed of cars should help make the roads safer. A local resident RG19 4RN

14037755896
I object to the 

proposal

I have experienced 20 mph speed limits in Reading and London and they are not followed. The people that do follow the 20 mph will then experience more ‘road rage’ due 

to this - again something I have experienced when driving speed-limited vehicles for work. Leaving the limits as 30mph are more likely to be followed and the ‘road rage’ 

issue can be dealt with by cameras/police patrols/traffic calming measures. I believe the issue in Thatcham/West Berkshire is antisocial driving i.e. modified cars/bikes 

making them louder especially on the A4 and poor driving skills of road users.

A local resident RG19 3

14037755875
I support the 

proposal
Speeding noisy cars and motorcycles in Dunstan Park A local resident RG18 4

14037755845
I support the 

proposal
Great idea, keeps children safer going to school.  Shouldn't ever have been 30 to begin with A local resident Rg19 3xx 

14037754288
I object to the 

proposal

It is unnecessary and causes drivers to keep their eyes on their speedometer rather than the road.  You should be concentrating on reducing some the 40mph limit roads like 

Floral Way to 30mph.
A local resident RG18 4

14037753952
I object to the 

proposal
I will only agree if all speed bumps are removed under this plan, and all pot holes filled A local resident RG14 7FR 

14037753258
I object to the 

proposal

This will cost the tax payer a lot if money, as signs will need to be put up in places where there are currently none.     Additionally, I have been to Wales, where they have 

changed the road speed and not seen any changes in behaviour. I spent the whole time with drivers very close behind me and they were more aggressive than previous 

times I have driven in the city centre.     I would like to see the rationale behind the proposal, including accident data and how this will make our roads safer. Having lived in  

either Thatcham or Newbury my whole life, I have not seen or heard of many accidents involving pedestrians, unlike my friends who live in other areas of the country.

A local resident RG19 4

14037753123
I object to the 

proposal

Most residential areas are already a 20, lowering the speed limit will increase disgruntled and aggressive drivers in the area. Parents should be responsible for children 

around roads and teach them appropriate road safety. Similarly, cyclists sharing the road should fully understand the risk of sharing the highway with a motor vehicle before 

doing so. Consistently aggravating drivers will push more local people out of the area, whilst it is already a dying town.

A local resident RG19 4

14037752650
I object to the 

proposal

In built-up areas drivers should have there full attention on what's happening around them. Not glued to the speedometer. In a lot of places the illegal e-bickes will be 

overtaking the cars and cutting in front creating even more of a hazard.
A local resident Rg18 3da 

14037752760
I object to the 

proposal

Lowering the speed limit will cause constant traffic jams on already busy roads.     Traffic on A4 will further slow down, it will extend the hours with traffic jams and even 

more cars will use parallel roads.
A local resident RG19 4SA

14037752625
I object to the 

proposal

I agree with all roads near schools should be 20mph  I fear you will now be in a position that kids on electric scooters will be overtaking cars and electric bikes will be doing 

the same   I have more of a problem with cars /vans parking on pavements
A local resident Rg193lg

14037752346
I object to the 

proposal

Lowering the speed limit will cause constant traffic jams on already busy roads.     Traffic on A4 will further slow down, it will extend the hours with traffic jams and even 

more cars will use parallel roads. 
A local resident Rg194sa

14037752403
I support the 

proposal

Generally roads are small and there is no need to go faster than 20mph    However, I'd like it to be extended to the A4 - huge lorries move down this road very close to 

pedestrians and cyclists, and that is a very big risk. Why is the A4 excluded? Such roads aren't excluded in Wales where 20mph limits apply. 
A local resident RG18 4

14037744351
I object to the 

proposal

The car has allowed society to grow and flourish. A speed limit of 30 is established and if we accept the arguement that 20 is safer then it goes to say 10mph is safer still, or 

what about 5mph, or even no cars at all.     A healthy society accepts there are risks in every aspect of life, it doesn't reject risk, it accepts and embraces risk so the arguement  

 about safety because the benefits out weigh the risk.     I theirfore object to this proposal. People need to live in the real world and affecting 99% of people because 1% think 

30 is to fast need to accept they are in a minority.

A local resident Rg7 3

14037751958
I support the 

proposal
A local resident RG18 3

14037751723
I wish to record a 

neutral position

I believe a 20mph limit would be beneficial in high pedestrian traffic and during the school run hours.     I do not believe that it would  Have any effect on slowing down 

habitual speeding 
A local resident Rg184

14037751816
I object to the 

proposal
20 mph is not acceptable for the A4. If people were made to adhere to the 30mph speed limit perhaps everyone would not have a 20 mph speed limit imposed on them. A local resident RG20 7

14037751730
I object to the 

proposal

I cannot believe that this is a necessary move. I do not accept that it makes a material difference to either safety or climate change. I'd want to see the statistics and science 

behind any such move.
A local resident RG194

14037751029
I object to the 

proposal

Where is the evidence that this will significantly increase safety? 30mph and the many speed bumps in thatcham are surely safe enough. There are also lots of cycle paths 

and pavement round thatcham so don’t understand this proposal.
A local resident RG18 4

14037750767
I object to the 

proposal
Do not waste money on a scheme that is not required and invest the money on fixing the state of the roads. A local resident RG184

14037750612
I object to the 

proposal

I don't really see what benefit this will provide. Does Thatcham have a bad record of accidents and deaths in the current 30 mph zones, what evidence is the expected 

reduction to 20 mph likely to have. I do not feel you have provided sufficient information to justify the inconvenience of a 20 mph speed limit. Large sections of the area 

already have speed bumps. Seems like waste of time and money.

A local resident RG19 4

14037750289
I object to the 

proposal

As has already been proven in Wales, a 20mph limit is extremely unpopular. 30mph is slow enough, thank you.    If you want to promote road safety, provide 

lessons/material to school children on the dangers of crossing the road.     Encourage bike riders to use the bike lanes and use lights on their bikes (amazing how many don't).    

   Ensure street lights are kept on ALL night.    And the biggest thing you can do to promote road safety would be to repair all the potholes so that cars don't have to slalom to 

avoid them.

A local resident RG14 2

14037750343
I object to the 

proposal

It is an unnecessary waste of council funds, with few benefits. People generally ignore 20mph limits and they are effectively unenforceable without extensive additional 

measures which will cost even more money. Use the money for more pressing matters.
A local resident Rg18 4

14037749972
I object to the 

proposal

Reducing the speed limit to 20mph is absurd there is no need, keeping the speed limit to 30 allows traffic to flow more freely and will cause less accidents.  20 mph is 

unnecessary, if it is introduced I refuse to stick to it.
A local resident Rg19 

14037749974
I support the 

proposal
It will encourage non-motorised  travel.

Other - please 

specify below

British Horse Society 

Access and Bridleways 

Officer

RG18 9DN

14037749693
I wish to record a 

neutral position

I can see the benefits in some instances of reducing the speed limits but think on the whole it will be a waste of taxpayers money.   People who currently don’t adhere to a 30 

limit will not adhere to a 20 limit. People who do currently adhere to the 30 limit will be annoyed at having to now do 20. A lot of money will be spent on additional signage to 

achieve very little. That money would be better spent on enforcement of the current 30 limit. 

A local resident Rg19 3

14037749723
I object to the 

proposal
20MPH on the main access roads (A4/ Tull Way for instance) will have a negative impact on transport in Thatcham. These routes are already 30 MPH in many locations A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

OWL Building Control rg18 4bq

14037749578
I object to the 

proposal

Current traffic calming measures around Kennet school and the town centre work perfectly well. There is isn’t any clear evidence that a reduction in the speed limit will a 

positive impact on incidents around other parts of the town 
A local resident RG19 4

14037748355
I support the 

proposal

I live in Fokerham Road Thatcham and think that bringing the speed to 20 miles an hour is an excellent idea as speeding through agriculture away is a problem when leaving 

Fokerham Road.
A local resident Rg19 4

14037747266
I object to the 

proposal

I do not feel it is necessary or helpful to the area to change the speed limit on the proposed roads to 20mph. This was trialled in Wales and was duly revoked due to lack of 

support, and a lack of positive benefit from the change, too. I do not agree with 20mph zones outside of the town centre. Many cars struggle to maintain a 20mph max and i 

believe that this will be an easy 'nick' for those that experience this. I sincerely hope this proposal is NOT approved.

A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG19 3

14037747619
I object to the 

proposal

20mph will cause horrendous traffic jams and frustration amongst drivers which will lead to increased breaking of speed limits and thus a much worse situation. Far better to 

educate drivers to drive to the conditions, traffic and roads. 
A local resident RG20 9HG

14037747689
I object to the 

proposal
Do not believe the evidence supports the decision. How many deaths or injuries currently vs the proposed reduction. A local resident RG18

14037747490
I object to the 

proposal

Slows down everything from deliveries to tradespeople. Expensive experiment that didn’t work in Wales and won’t work here. Incredibly difficult to consistently drive below 

20mph 
A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG14 2EB

14037746573
I object to the 

proposal
Only fully residential areas should be 20mph some if the roads that are proposed are just make money A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

Rg194

14037745765
I support the 

proposal
Loads of evidence that 20mph limits save lives and injuries with little or no impact on drivers. A local resident rg20 7ax

14037745166
I object to the 

proposal
There are enough 20 mph zones already in place. A local resident Rg19 3

14037744539
I object to the 

proposal

You will be focusing on your speedometer and not the road. It will be ignored by those who already don't follow the speed limit. How will this be enforced? How can the cost 

be justified? Have you driven in Wales? Are you going to stop cyclists?
A local resident RG18 4

14037744466
I object to the 

proposal

The roads are congested as it is and this comes across as a money making scheme for the council.     There is no need to reduce the speed limit in most of the suggested 

areas. I do feel the smaller cul-de-sacs could be slower but it’s down to driver’s discretion and if they cause an accident it’s their fault. 
A local resident Rg19 4

14037744060
I object to the 

proposal

It's not required and it's a total waste of funds when there are so many more urgent things that need addressing.  You are wasting money on a problem that does not exist.    

You should publish the statistics for Thatcham that back up your request to change the speed to 20.  I want to see hard facts, based on Thatcham, not some generic papers 

that are not based on Thatcham data, to back up your claim.      If you don't have this information to publish and explain the proven benefits, with figures, then we should 

not waste money on this.    For my close, Bolingbroke Way, I want to know how many serious accidents or speeding cases have occurred in the last 10 years.  None is the 

answer, so why does it need changing?   I would guess this applies to most of the roads listed.    If fact I would guess, but I don't have the figures, that the A4 by the school 

has had some accidents in the last 10 years and is a better candidate, but you are not proposing to change that.    This is just an ideological proposal put forward by people 

who hate cars. A typical Liberal policy and why I never vote for you.

A local resident RG19 4GQ

14037743136
I support the 

proposal
Minimise the injury’s caused in an accident. A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

Rg19 4

14037742325
I support the 

proposal
I feel 20mph is a more than suitable for the proposed areas A local resident Rg14 2
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14037742274
I support the 

proposal
Lots of kids and elderly people living in the area. A local resident RG19 4

14037742072
I object to the 

proposal
Less efficient A local resident Rg19

14037741812
I support the 

proposal
faster speeds in certain areas increase the likelihood of an accident regarding every factor. speed is set for a reason A local resident rg19 4

14037741785
I support the 

proposal
Makes the roads safer A local resident RG19 8DH

14037741661
I object to the 

proposal

No need for 20mph limit. Especially on floral way as this is used to avoid thatcham centre. People have to live and commute to work. There are no schools on thatcham 

bypass.   30mph should be enforced rather than reducing it   Another move by the anti car / green lobby to the detriment of the ordinary person trying to live in the area 
A local resident RG18 9

14037741636
I support the 

proposal
We leave on a narrow road by a school and cars are zooming in and out which lead to a few near moss just trying to get in and out of driveways A local resident RG19 4LX

14037741292
I support the 

proposal

I support these proposals, however my concerns would be how the 20mph zones are managed. Station Road, Thatcham is a 20mph zone, however this is often not adhered 

to by motorists.
A local resident RG19 4

14037741240
I wish to record a 

neutral position

Where necessary ie narrow roads, little or no pavements, lots of walkers, children playing, then i can support the reduction in speed. But on many roads with good 

pavements etc, it is ridiculous. And this is provable if one drives in Wales!!.

A visitor to 

West Berkshire
K & A Canal Trust SN8

14037741193
I object to the 

proposal
waste of resource and cost as i doubt it will be enforced A local resident RG19 4

14037740081
I object to the 

proposal

I object on changing all roads listed to 20mph, because it is not necessary. 30mph is a perfect speed IF drivers keep to it, which is the main problem that some do not.  The 

only areas that need speed reduction are on the roads of Primary and Secondary Schools, which is already in place with the flashing sign.  The Broadway which is 20mph, is 

the correct speed for a shopping area.    Changing roads to 20mph is not a good idea, it cannot be speed policed and so many roads around Thatcham due to cars parking on 

them mean you cannot get up to 30mph anyway.    The areas in Thatcham as I have already stated that have been reduced for obvious reasons is fine, but you need to have 

more speed signage like they do along Mill Lane in Newbury to remind drivers of all vehicles. If a zone is 30 or 20. Have more visual signs to remind drivers.    When I have 

reported speeding along Bowling Green Road,Heath Lane and part of Sagecroft Road, I get informed by WBC that vehicles are not going over the 30mph speed limit !.  What I 

have observed since the two speed signs have been put on Bowling Green Road between Conway Drive and Ashmore Green Road, is that vehicles are slowing down to get to 

the 30mph.  As I have said to WBC before more speed indicator signs are needed, as when a visual speed flashes up in Green - good or Red bad, drivers do adjust their 

speed.  They changed the speed from 40 to 30mph from the Garden Centre roundabout to the Lower Way lights, and most people do 30mph, but a lot of drivers still do 

40mph. More signage needed along these roads to remind of speed changes.

A local resident RG 18 3

14037740937
I support the 

proposal

I think 20mph is enough through residential areas, I would extend the Station Road zone to the train station/ Swan roundabout as there is a lot of residential houses facing 

this road and should be treated the same. A lot of school children walk up this road from the train station and from houses.
A local resident RG19 4

14037740205
I object to the 

proposal

How will this be enforced? The money spent on new signage for it not to be adhered to is wasteful. I understand 20mph in cul de sacs and outside schools but other roads 

seems impractical. How will this impact the bus service? 
A local resident RG18 3

14037739746
I support the 

proposal
I live here and see the accidents, near misses and how dangerously some people drive. A local resident RG19

14037739295
I support the 

proposal
Excellent in principle, but enforcing it may prove difficult, unless you will install more speed cameras. A local resident RG7 6ES

14037739147
I object to the 

proposal

I would agree that many small roads and especially cul-de-sacs would benefit from a 20 limit, but 30 is adequate for many more than the proposed exemptions.    I would like 

to see more action on electric scooters, bicycles without lights and both of these riding on footpaths.
A local resident RG19 4

14037738960
I object to the 

proposal

It won't work.  How is it going to be policed?  I would adopt a 20mph limit say outside schools and put speed cameras up but then only make them active at certain times of 

the day.  
A local resident RG18 3

14037739027
I object to the 

proposal
Because key areas of thatcham that are already a risk all have 20 mph speed limits. And as a pedestrian and cyclist I have never had an issue A local resident RG19 3

14037738003
I object to the 

proposal

This was tried in Wales costing a small fortune and they are now considering changing it back at further considerable expense because it isn't working.  I realise it is a council 

duty to waste money on badly thought out schemes, re Faraday Road and football club but this is as I'll thought out as you can possibly get.  The money would be better 

spent repairing the roads.

A local resident RG19 3

14037737450
I object to the 

proposal
Traffic in Thatcham is already slow due to congestion because of overdevelopment and lack of alternative routes. A lower speed limit is unnecessary. A local resident RG19 4

14037737326
I support the 

proposal

In my own area of Kennet Heath, I think driving slowly is important to prevent accidents. There are lots of children, cyclists, animals, pedestrians that need protection from 

cars.
A local resident

On Kennet Heath 

estate..
RG19 4

14037737192
I object to the 

proposal
There are few accidents in Thatcham. 30mph is fine A local resident RG194

14037737102
I object to the 

proposal
A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

Rg193sf

14037736744
I object to the 

proposal
Not needed A local resident RG18 4

14037736482
I support the 

proposal

As a resident in Thatcham, I support this proposal.      I would also like Lower Way to be considered as a 20 mph zone as well.  Drivers currently speed along Lower Way, 

regardless of the fact there are pedestrians, cyclists other drivers pulling out from side roads.  This is particularly relevant around the entrance to The Discovery Centre 

where there are many parents with children/toddlers, and also dog walkers in the vicinity.    I appreciate there are speed cameras along Lower Way but I doubt they are 

always working and people only slow down when approaching these and then they speed up again.    If a speed limit of 20 mph on Lower Way was introduced then we could 

at least get the speed down significantly as at the moment I have observed cars doing in excess of 30 and 40 mph along Lower Way.

A local resident RG18 3

14037736359
I object to the 

proposal

There is absolutely no reason to reduce a main artery to 20 miles an hour.  There are speed cameras in place and traffic light crossings and speed cameras that maintain the 

perfectly adequate 30 mile an hour speed limit
A local resident rg17 9

14037736315
I support the 

proposal
People often use small residential roads as a cut through to the A4 when they are in a rush and do not pay sufficient attention to the children walking to/from school. A local resident RG194LX

14037735905
I object to the 

proposal

I object to the proposals. There's no evidence that these changes will improve safety or environmental conditions. The 30mph limits provide adequate safety: they need to 

be enforced not reduced. There are already sufficient numbers breaking the law and that's not going to change by reducing the limit, which will only make things less safe (if 

there's an expectation of reduced speed but numbers driving that exceed it). I support enforcement of the existing limits as a way of improving safety, as well as maintaining 

adequate flows of traffic.

A local resident RG20 6NN 

14037719041
I object to the 

proposal

I cannot see that the heavy hand of government is required here. Have there been any incidents to justify this? A strong case based on data from Thatcham doesn't appear 

to have been made.
A local resident RG19 4

14037735817
I support the 

proposal
I don't feel you need to go above 20 on residential roads anyway, so see no problem with it. Plus it will be a lot safer for school children and elderly. A local resident RG18 3

14037735404
I support the 

proposal

I live on the road and it is used as a cut through to the main road with cars speeding regularly. There are 2 local primary schools and one large secondary school, morning and 

afternoons are full of children walking in the road, not looking when crossing. A 20 mile an hour zone will ensure they remain safe. 
A local resident Rg19 4lx

14037735355
I object to the 

proposal

The cost: West Berks should be spending the cost of implementing this on services that actually help people rather than hinder.   2. Productivity of businesses will be 

negatively hit - delivery vehicles and other commercial traffic will be delayed and take longer to complete their work.  3 In Wales where this was rolled out arbitrary many 

villages and towns now want it reversed and the cost is preventing it. Learn from others please!

A local resident RG7 3

14037735134
I object to the 

proposal

This will cause jam ups and frustration within the town, the traffic flows perfectly well right now, it will not stop people speeding in fact it's more likely to encourage people 

to speed as frustration will rise and people will become reckless.   There is no need for this at all, there are far more important things to worry about like the traffic lights by 

Waitrose where a large number of accidents happen because of people jumping the lights.   This will become more of an issue if people are stuck in a 20mph jam up, they 

will be more likely to jump lights to get out quicker.   I think it's ridiculous to implement this when there really is no need to, what really needs addressing in the state of the 

roads, potholes and bad road surfaces.  I see no reason for this at all.

A local resident RG19 4

14037734000
I object to the 

proposal

The proposal serves no purpose other than to cause increased traffic on very busy side roads.  Reducing speedlimits will not deter motorists who exceed current speedlimits 

so will not Improve road safety. It will however cause more traffic and cause motorists frustration which in turn will cause accidents and incidents. Speed is very often only a 

small contributing action to accidents.  Please provide the true justification on a road by road basis is shared rather than a blanket speed imposition without any 

consideration of the actual road users and residents.

A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

A visitor to 

West Berkshire
Rg18 4

14037733165
I object to the 

proposal

These plans are blanket. They do not take into account accidents, incidents or issues related to each road.     It also does not allow for any driver discretion in driving to the 

actual road conditions rather than a reduced parameter. That means drivers will get used to being told what to rather than judging the conditions and responding 

appropriately ie reducing speed in rain or ice.     Drivers may also pay less attention to schools if all areas are 20s rather than just around a school or other particular area 

needing additional caution as they will not have the change of speed limit to indicate extra caution is needed.    While 20 may be appropriate for some roads in some 

conditions and at some times of the day, forcing this speed limit to be obeyed at all times will lead to it being ignored when it may need to be followed.     I believe better 

enforcement of existing road laws would be more effective in improving driving quality in the district    I believe this proposal is an over reach and outside the scope of 

district council competencies 

A local resident Rg19 4

14037733865
I object to the 

proposal

No reason has been given for an overall reduction in the speed limit.    I think this is a ridiculous suggestion as Thatcham is already busy enough with many cars on the road, 

traffic and road works, especially to reduce the speed limit as a sweeping statement.  
A local resident RG19 3

14037733606
I support the 

proposal

Other trials and implementations do not actually treat the underlining cause. Speeding motorists continue to do so whether it be at 30 or 20mph. Drivers who do abide 

spend more time. Concentrating their speed at 20 then on the actual risks and hazards outside their vehicle. More regulation will not make roads safer, it requires education 

and enforcement. It would be better for the council to consider average camera systems as in authorities. Thy can be used to great effect in residential areas. Finally, gather 

the data and present from Oxfordshire, where 20 is standard and is just a hindrance to road users. 

A local resident Rg207pn

14037733812
I support the 

proposal
Cars are going much too fast around our residential roads often reaching 60 around Paynesdown A local resident RG19 3

14037733506
I object to the 

proposal

It is totally un-necessary to implement this proposal. The existing 30mph limit is more than adequate but just needs to be properly enforced. Introducing this 20mph limit will 

do little to actually slow traffic but will increase pollution and only appease the anti car brigade currently running West Berkshire.  People need to work and live here and this 

proposal does not help.

A local resident RG18 9

14037733442
I object to the 

proposal

20 mph is too slow for most roads. Increased pollution from cars etc not optimised for lower speeds.   Only do this is heavily residential areas or town square where 

pedestrian use is heavy. Better to have many more crossing points. These obligate traffic to stop for people to cross,  rather than just hope they will slow. In Europe this 

works. 

A local resident Rg8

14037731528
I object to the 

proposal

Imposition of  a 20 mph limit accross all of Thatcham bar the main thoroughfares will increase pollution as cars will be driving in a lower gear. It will have a negative impact on 

delivery drivers, district nurses and especially care staff travelling to clients homes. It will cuse further inflation. It is simply a bad idea. 
A local resident RG18 9

14037731355
I object to the 

proposal

Having worked and travelled in Abingdon for many years, I have seen the absolute frustration of a town that imposed ultra low speed zones. It will cause people to speed 

more regularly which in turn will increase people’s comfort with breaking speed laws. Not only that it will cause increased frustration and road rage which in turn will spill 

over into more accidents and anti social behaviour.    You are not fixing a problem, you are causing one.    30 zones are fine. Focus on fixing real issues like excessive use of E 

vehicles and anti social behaviour. Don’t force people who have to get around this town to endure the misery of ultra low zones and increased speeding fines. Save the 

money this will cost and invest in something that will improve our community in a real way

A local resident Rg19 3TX

14037731220
I support the 

proposal

Too many commuters speed through Thatcham during rush hour, it's particular bad on Station road and Agricola. I support slowing down commuters travelling through 

Thatcham at high speeds.
A local resident RG19 4YJ

14037730833
I object to the 

proposal

Given the impact of roadwork planning (or lack thereof) & the extension to pedestrianisation on Northbrook St in Newbury I fail to see the positive impact of this latest 

scheme. Traffic management in Newbury is very poor & implementing this scheme will extend the negative impact ever further outwards. My sons girlfriend is Welsh. It has 

been tried there & has been both hated & has not provided the so called benefits. If this is being dressed up as good for the environment, most people are savvy enough to 

know this is nonsense. Also, no-one trusts the council with regard to 'consultations'. We all know you'll do what you like (until the next elections) regardless. 

A local resident RG14 7GX 

14037730747
I object to the 

proposal
20mph increases pollution and causes more congestion. It increases journey times to work shops and schools. A local resident RG18 3

14037730695
I object to the 

proposal
A local resident Rg183

14037729974
I support the 

proposal

I have previously been in touch with the council regarding speeding in both Ashbourne Way (Paynesdown Rd) and Bowling Green Rd (the curved piece - not the stretch that 

won’t be included in this), without success. I myself drive with the 20 is plenty attitude in both estates and feel this is sufficient in residential. My road previously had a infant 

school in it and I have always had cats, my mums road has no pavement.

A local resident RG19 3

14037729681
I object to the 

proposal

West Berkshire Council have done a poor job in presenting this proposal.  The Statement of Reasons is not in fact a statement of reasons it is a reproduction of the proposal.  

We expect better data analysis ad research.  For example how many injuries and deaths were experienced on the roads in question.  What evidence is there that 20 is better 

than 30. There are no environmental considerations.  For non Electric vehicles the emissions of carbon and other pollutants including noise will increase and there should be 

mitigation for this. My own experience is it is easy to keep to 20 in a modern car with cruise control.  Many cars do not have that capability - are we disadvantaging the less 

well off drivers. There may be more examples of frustration based overtaking which may result in higher speeds and more accidents. There may be road rage events.    So I 

agree that in this modern world where the roads are busier, pedestrians are more distracted with phones and headphones that there is a good argument for a lower speed 

limit.  West Berkshire Council have been unable to make that argument. Had a good argument been made then I would probably have supported the proposal.

A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG20 7

14037729522
I object to the 

proposal

Existing speed limits are fine for cars. Reducing speed limits is anti car.   Reasons of safety and reduced accidents should not be used. People need to open their eyes and use 

the green cross code
A local resident RG19 3

14037729142
I object to the 

proposal

Because it is another money making exercise for WBC.  Apart from that, people who use those roads will become impatient and accidents are bound to happen.  Has this 

been put to the vote? Have local people been involved in its evolution? Probably not but hey!  We’re only the people whom you’re supposed to represent!
A local resident RG19

14037728696
I object to the 

proposal
I feel that the zones should be outside schools and doctors but not a blank policey A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG14 2

14037728598
I object to the 

proposal
It’s going to make driving tougher and slower especially A4 & lower way moors which is essential for Thatcham to Reading commute. A local resident RG19 3

14037728349
I object to the 

proposal
Unnecessary A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG197

14037728277
I object to the 

proposal

Don’t see how this relates to the objective of “build thriving communities with a strong local voice”. Sounds like you just want to do this so you’ll do it anyway making up 

another unrelated reason. Why bother with a consultation, when in reality it’s a notice of action. When have you ever changed plans based on the outcome of a 

consultation. You’re not getting my vote again.  

A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG19 4

14037728206
I object to the 

proposal

The council glibly states in its so called presentation that it would be imitating/copying the Welsh situation. What it also fails to recognise or state is the fact that Wales has 

revoked many of the 20mph zones and put the soeed limits back to 30mph. Many of the individual roads listed are so short in length, it would be impossible to get to 30mph 

anyway! There has not been decent advertising about the consultation; how can residential estates become more community orientated by reducing speed limits? Certainly 

not explained the reasoning behind such a fatuous ststement. A safer experience on local estate roads and pavements would be to ban pavement and half on/ half off 

parking and getting residents to cut back hedges.  

A local resident RG19

14037728209
I support the 

proposal
I support this as I live on henwick lane and the vehicles using this road exceed 30 mph by far A local resident Rg18 bj

14037727702
I object to the 

proposal

Total waste of money    Agree on school roads and hospital that’s it….     Failed in other regions will fail here and all WBC have done is waste money they don’t have.     The 

cycle lanes are hardly used the bus service is a joke people need to drive to get to appointments shops etc the area is too big for 20mph
A local resident RG18 9

14037727593
I object to the 

proposal

The roads do not need to be 20 mph we do see major accidents on side roads.  The council removed a safe haven traffic crossing in front of surgery on bath road which was 

useful for people and replaced it with a less safe whole road crossing with signals I cannot hear .  But as with waste strategy I expect council will ignore the views of residents 
A local resident Rg19

14037727224
I object to the 

proposal

Imposing 20mph speed limits will negatively impact my journeys. For a start it will take longer to reach my destination when driving. It will also be more polluting to the area 

as vehicles will pass through at lower speeds, therefore remaining in the area for a longer period of time.    I am strongly against reducing the speed limit down from 30mph.
A local resident

14037727089
I object to the 

proposal
Don’t need to it won’t be listened to anyway A local resident RG18

14037727019
I support the 

proposal
I often see motorists driving too fast through residential areas.    I wish to support safer travel. I am a regular cyclist, and am 100% behind this proposal. A local resident Rg18 4

14037726982
I object to the 

proposal
A local resident Rg193ut 

14037726788
I object to the 

proposal

It is a waste of tax payer money and it will not reduce speeds on the roads as in most cases people drive at around 20mph on minor roads anyway. What is the cost 

justification to implement 20mph signs across the board? This is ill thought out and not a good use of tax payer money.
A local resident Rg18 3

14037726551
I support the 

proposal

The roads are small and there is no need for anything faster. When there is the most traffic on these roads, most of the time there are long ques doing less than 20mph 

anyway. As long as you can police those speeds, which is your biggest issue. 
A local resident Rg144

14037726586
I support the 

proposal

There is no need to drive more than 20 around all the estates. People live there, kids play there, dogs are walked there, the roads are narrow, there are always parked cars, 

people crossing roads, cars parking and pulling out of drives. Going over 30 in these residential areas is irresponsible.   All the main routes such as the A4, Floral Way,  Lower 

etc will all be remaining the speed they currently are.

A local resident RG18 4

14037726418
I object to the 

proposal
Reducing speed limits doesn’t really achieve anything except wasting money on more signs. As if people are going to speed in a 30 what’s going to stop them speeding in a 20. A local resident Rg18

14037726140
I object to the 

proposal
The london road is very busy and lower way is also busy in school  Timings. If these changes go ahead then reaching school will be much more difficult. A local resident Rg142

14037726085
I object to the 

proposal

Not necessary just reduce speed of traffic for the sake of it. Just keep bashing motorists.   West Berkshire Councillors already messed up with time restrictions on 

Northbrook Street, Newbury and three week bin rule.
A local resident RG194

14037725845
I object to the 

proposal
Waste of time and money. Look at  the mess made in Welsh towns now be reversed. Learn from experience. A local resident RG14 2LU

14037725729
I object to the 

proposal

20mph restrictions are unnecessary. We already have chicaines and road humps in abundance there seems no need to restrict further. Making the A4 20mph is ridiculous 

given the number of sets of traffic lights traffic barely reaches 30mph at any point anyway. 
A local resident RG19 4

14037725524
I object to the 

proposal
It wont be enforced  Complete waste of money at a time when the council has enough problems finding money  Won’t make any difference - token gesture A local resident RG19 3

14037725547
I object to the 

proposal
I have no words to describe the stupidity of these ridiculous suggestions. A local resident Rg19

14037725357
I object to the 

proposal

Either for safety or emissions... traffic calming will not help emissions at all... being in the automotive industry for over 35 years a modern ICE engine can not run efficiently at 

the low speed and rpm, if you wish to learn more accurate non bias technical findings and data please contact me.
A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG183

14037725244
I support the 

proposal

This make total sense to slow vehicles down within residential areas. A lot of drivers cut through roads like Agricola Way as a rat run and go too fast for roads that have 

families walking with kids going to school, walking dogs etc. a 20mph limit makes cycling much safer too. Although these new limits will need to be enforced. 
A local resident RG19 4FD 

14037724927
I support the 

proposal

I feel that 30mph on roads that are on housing estates is too fast. Children and parents walking to school are often at risk during mornings and afternoons. There are usually 

many cars parked on the side roads meaning that cars should be slowing down anyway. 
A local resident RG19 3

14037724663
I support the 

proposal

I support the idea of a lower speed limit around the inner residential roads of Thatcham, however this comes with a caveat that the reasons given seem a little odd, in that 

local residents will already walk or use alternate means of non-motorised transport and I cannot see that a reduced speed limit will make an area "more attractive".    What I 

hope is that this is not an underhand way to impose more cycle lanes, or impose low traffic neighbourhoods (LTN's), as a method of curbing the use of motor vehicles. If this 

does end up being the end result then I would like it noted that I would submit an objection to the proposal. 

A local resident

A local resident that 

requires the use of a car 

on a daily basis and will 

object to any form of 

restriction to me being 

able to use a 

combustion motor 

vehicle 24/7

RG18 3

14037724734
I object to the 

proposal

The safety  difference from 30-20 is so minimal compared to such a drop in speed. The people causing danger are also the people who already don’t follow the speed limit, 

why punish the rest of us? 
A local resident RG18

14037723337
I object to the 

proposal
Increased air pollution  high implementation and signage costs  poor compliance  mixed evidence on effectiveness  driving too slowly can also be dangerous A local resident RG19 3

14037723263
I support the 

proposal

I support all but the a4 as that road is suitable for 30 and reducing to 20 will cause more traffic and therefore pollution.     I am curious why the surrounding villages are not 

being reviewed as part of this when they desperately require it such as hermitage, Hampstead norreys etc.
A local resident Rg18

14037722667
I object to the 

proposal

I object to the proposals on the basis that I do not believe a reduction in speed limits in a blanket fashion will benefit the community. WBC have also not provided, as far as I 

can see, any quantitative evidence of the justification for this change. What is the tangible proposed benefit(s) that the community will receive? Has this hypothesis been 

proven? Where is the data?    Given public spend will be required to amend signage and road markings, we need to see that "business case" justification before any of our 

council's money is spent on this scheme. Council tax is already a struggle for many, we're losing services (e.g. bin collections), why are we spending more? I implore you to 

please reconsider this proposal.

A local resident RG19 4

14037722877
I support the 

proposal

I’m really happy to support this proposal. As a father with young children, the safety of young children is very important to me. I am a resident of thatcham and live along 

bowling green lane. Im delighted to read that one of the proposed 20mph zones is to be Tull way, bowling green road and floral way. For many years since the construction 

of Tull way and floral way, the traffic has become heavier with an increasing number of drivers speeding along bowling green road 

A local resident Rg18 

14037722953
I support the 

proposal

Benefits of 20mph zones in residential area are numerous.    Reduced crashes and injuries: Slower speeds give drivers more time to react to hazards, significantly decreasing 

the frequency and severity of road collisions. Evaluations have found that 20 mph zones reduce road casualties by over 40%.    Improved pedestrian survival rates: The 

slower speed greatly increases a pedestrian's chance of survival in a collision. For example, a person is five times more likely to be killed by a car traveling at 30 mph than by 

one at 20 mph.    Enhanced safety for vulnerable road users: The reduced risk of collisions particularly benefits children, cyclists, the elderly, and those with disabilities, 

making them feel safer and more confident on the roads.     Encourages active travel: When streets feel safer, more people are encouraged to walk, cycle, and scoot for 

short journeys. This leads to higher levels of physical activity, which can improve overall health and reduce issues like obesity and heart disease.    Boosts mental well-being: 

Lower traffic speeds lead to a more relaxed and less stressful environment. This can improve the quality of life for residents by reducing stress and noise pollution.    

Reduced emissions: Smoother driving at lower speeds reduces the frequent acceleration and braking that burn the most fuel. This leads to a decrease in carbon emissions 

and other pollutants.    Less air pollution: Lower speeds and less stop-and-go traffic can improve local air quality, benefiting the respiratory health of people living and 

traveling in the area.    Decreased noise pollution: A lower, more constant speed reduces noise from engines, tires, and braking, leading to a quieter and more pleasant 

environment for residents.    Reduces public costs: Fewer and less severe road collisions reduce the demand on emergency services, including the ambulance and police. 

There are also fewer costs related to insurance claims, healthcare, and property damage.    Maintains property values: A quieter, safer neighbourhood is a more desirable 

place to live, which can help maintain or even increase property values.    Minimal effect on journey times: In urban areas, overall journey times are more affected by traffic 

lights and congestion than by maximum speed. Research suggests that lowering the speed limit has a negligible impact on how long it takes to complete a journey. 

A local resident RG18 4BY

14037722844
I object to the 

proposal

There is no real need to bring main roads into the equation, they are classed as A roads and should remain so. Thatcham and Newbury is already clogged by through traffic, 

to reduce the speed limit will add further impact to our roads ie, queueing traffic, waiting times increased, encouraging people to cross between waiting traffic. I feel there is 

a real demand to make the residential areas a reduced zone but not A or B roads.

A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG19 4PZ

14037722801
I object to the 

proposal

There are better things to spend the money on, this project is a waste of time and money. The only areas which possibly should be 20 mph zones are around schools. Even 

then the 30 mph speed is enough as drivers are generally aware when schoolchildren are about.  I don’t see any gain of safety to reduce speed to 20mph.  Maybe spend the 

money of repairing pot holes.

A local resident RG14 2

14037722854
I object to the 

proposal
Traffic is fine, speed is fine, leave it alone A local resident Rg19 3

14037722793
I object to the 

proposal
This is too much of a blanket proposal with no thought of individual roads. Each road should be individually assessed. A local resident RG19 3

14037722756
I object to the 

proposal

I am not sure why you think that it is needed. Some people will still speed through the estates. I can understand having a 20 speed in roads where there are schools but it is 

not needed in other areas of the district.
A local resident RG18 3

14037722770
I object to the 

proposal

I reject this because it is totally not necessary. It will cause more pollution more traffic they cancelled it in Wales so there is a reason why it should not be 20 miles an hour. 

No modern car is designed to crawl along at 20 miles an hour.

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

Rg183ha

14037722450
I object to the 

proposal

Absolure disgrace. Here we go again. More money wasted when people are broke.     20mph past schools during school hours is fine. Not 24/7.    Then, you will take mo 

notice of my thoughts as you ignored public opinion regarding expansion of the pedestrian zone in Newbury. 65% said stuff it and you ignored it    The quicker you are 

replaced by Reform, the better.    Total incompetence.

A visitor to 

West Berkshire

I live in Reading. 250 

metres from your 

boundary.

RG30 3LT

14037722207
I object to the 

proposal

I do not see the point of restricting motorists, when cyclists are not limited, and have experienced cyclists overtaking me around 30mph in 20 zones, I agree, 20 zones are a 

good idea outside schools and on some residential roads,but in my experience, it has just led to more schoolchildren stepping out in front of vehicles. I see this order as just 

another way to take my car off me.

A local resident Rg19
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14037722338
I object to the 

proposal

It is not necessary for all roads, 20mph should only be for roads where schools are situated within school times. If you stop allowing people to build houses nest the their 

houses taking away street parking and allowing no extra parking, there wouldn’t such an issue. 20mph blanket across Thatcham will cause more problems and I highly object 
A local resident Rg18 3

14037722318
I object to the 

proposal
Did you see what happened in Wales? Worked so well didn’t it.     20mph complete joke, more traffic more pollution. Use your brains for once A local resident Rg14 5

14037722236
I object to the 

proposal

I only object as I can see in the long run the council will want to change all the roads to a 20mph limit. If it's just housing estates and they can guarantee this will never change 

then I would support it. Unfortunately its hard to trust most politicians as they all seem to lie. 
A local resident Rg19

14037722151
I object to the 

proposal

1. Nobody wants this, Nobody asked for it. Didn't work in Wales. stop making West Berkshire worse for everyone.    3-weekly bin collections are an absolute joke. Glad I only 

work in West Berks and live in Hampshire,     Reopen Northbrook Street for cars after 5pm and stop the Antisocial Behaviour & congregating in the street 

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

Rg265

14037722164
I object to the 

proposal
I feel that decisions of this magnitude should be debated and a referendum of public opinion should be taken and majority decision should be the way forward. A local resident RG18 9TQ

14037722133
I object to the 

proposal

20 mph limits don't affect the people who blatantly speed.    They have also been shown as ineffective in improving road safety in much of Wales.    The resources would be 

better spent on more officers on the beat.
A local resident RG20 9TD 

14037722217
I support the 

proposal
A local resident Mr RG19 4

14037721955
I object to the 

proposal

It will cause chaos at peak times with build up of traffic & roads will get gridlocked.  It will also take twice as long to travel anywhere causing more emissions which will not be 

good for the environment.  Every road will need to have speed reinforcement measures & speeds will need to be monitored ... there will always be people who don't stick to 

speed limits & that will make the roads more dangerous to those who are adhering to the new limit.  20mph should only be for places like schools.

A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

Rg18 4

14037721978
I object to the 

proposal

Specifically for some of the roads listed, mainly the A4, floral way, and the section of hearts hill road, I object. There is no evidence of significant accident history or 

pedestrian risk on these roads. Without data showing a safety issue, such a large reduction in speed is unjustified. Specifically related to the A4, This road is straight, wide, 

and offers excellent visibility with no concealed junctions or blind corners. It is designed and used as a through-route rather than a residential or pedestrian-heavy street. For 

all listed roads above, There are minimal, if any, pedestrians along these roads, specifically the section of hearts hill, and there are no schools, crossings, or community 

facilities that would normally justify a 20mph restriction. Reducing the limit to 20mph on such roads risks significant non-compliance. Drivers will not naturally travel at such a 

low speed on an open road, leading to inconsistent speeds, tailgating, and potential frustration that can increase collision risk rather than reduce it. Forcing vehicles to travel 

at unnecessarily low speeds increases fuel use and emissions and disrupts the efficient movement of traffic through the town, especially on A-class routes. 

A local resident RG7

14037721957
I object to the 

proposal

I currently live in Thatcham and have for 26yrs or more ,i support 20mph in the right place outside schools etc ,but a blanket ban on all local roads is riddiculoius yes i no spelt 

wrong im dyslexic.    I live in chapel court a tiny road it doesnt need a 20mph restriction.    And dont get me started on the bin diaster mines allready full and yes im using the 

greenbin.

A local resident RG18 4

14037721882
I support the 

proposal
No need to drive 30 on estate roads, which almost all of the roads are A local resident RG19 3XA

14037721868
I object to the 

proposal
20MPH is to slow! It’s a waste of time and a waste of tax payers money. A local resident RG189

14037721411
I object to the 

proposal
Leave it as is as unlikely many will follow it and failed in Wales. Money will be wasted. If it happens remove the speed bumps that cause you injuries and damage. A local resident Rg19 3rx

14037721257
I object to the 

proposal
Pointless waste of tax payers money with no benefits and many issues A local resident Rg193

14037721193

I support the introduction of a 20mph speed limit in Thatcham as a sensible measure to improve road safety, particularly for pedestrians, cyclists, and children. While I do not 

live in Thatcham myself—I live in Aldermaston—I strongly believe that extending lower speed limits to other nearby communities, including Aldermaston, would further 

enhance safety and encourage more walking and cycling. Standardizing 20mph zones across towns and villages in West Berkshire would help create a safer, more consistent, 

and more liveable local environment for everyone.  

A local resident Rg7

14037721071
I object to the 

proposal

The decision to implement this must be based of statistics. Does the number of people involved in car crashes on those roads warrant this reduction? I don’t think there 

have been incidents on these roads that warrant the reduction. So therefore I object. 
A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

Rg147fz

14037720803
I support the 

proposal
Please bring it in to the Clayhill Road RG7 3.. a child will be hirt there soon. We need it. A local resident RG7 3

14037720400
I object to the 

proposal

Because there is already a lot of traffic on the roads and we need to keep them flowing not slowing them down. I can understand near schools 20mph is plenty but not the 

rest of the roads 30mph is fine. I find the slower people go the less they concentrate. 
A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

Rg19 4

14037720149
I object to the 

proposal

I don't think it is necessary to inflict 20 mph on all these roads. I believe they are a good thing on roads near schools for example. It will cost money to make these changes 

which from what I understand most councils are short of. The speed limits won't be able to be policed so what is the point, again the Police are struggling so why add more 

to their caseload? 

A local resident Rg19 4

14037719650
I object to the 

proposal

From my limited experience, modern cars have the option to set speed limiters (aid accidental excursion) that do not function below 20 mph.  Fuel economy and emissions 

are not optimised at such low speeds.  Modern cars have advance safety features.  Drivers have the option to travel slower and should exercise this where conditions justify.    

  Lowering the speed limit to 20 mph will have the potential of criminalising law abiding citizens for minor human errors.

A local resident RG183

14037719373
I object to the 

proposal

If I understand correctly...    You are going to introduce new regulations that the police have neither the resources nor intention of enforcing.  You are going to spend a 

significant sum of community budget in communication and signage to make this so.  The problem you are trying to solve is ambiguous.  I'm pretty sure nearly all local 

residents will just be irritated by this.    So I have some questions...    What problem are you trying to solve?  How much more attractive will this make the roads to non-

motorised traffic (ie bicycles)?  How is this balanced against the detrimental effect on motorised traffic?  How many people have expressed a desire for lower speed limits?  

Where is your evidence?    How much is this going to cost?  What council services are being displaced in order to pay for this?  What is the cost trade between this and 

frequency of bin collection?  How many potholes could you repair for this cost?    How is enforcement going to work?  Increased budget to police?  Additional speed 

cameras?  What will be the cost of these measures?    What proportion of survey returns are actually in favour of this?  Have you got any intention whatsoever of reversing 

this decision based on the consultation process?      I will expect to see all of these questions adequately answered when the council publishes the results of this consultation.

A local resident RG18 3

14037719314
I object to the 

proposal
This proposal is a ludicrously over and inappropriate.    If you have money to squander:-    1. FIX THE POTHOLES    2. repaint the worn out road markings A local resident RG19 4

14037719316
I object to the 

proposal

There will be nothing in place to monitor speeds and ensure the new speed limits are being followed and I think for a cash strapped council, it’s a huge amount of money to 

get all these signs redone for no one to follow. Just seems a bit ridiculous 
A local resident RG18 3

14037719060
I object to the 

proposal

Significant negative impact on traffic flows,   no evidence provided that a 20mph limit would have have any positive effects,   due to driving habits and people's fear of 

enforcement any change is effectively a 15mph limit which is too slow,  Within housing states 20mph is satisfactory but other roads have no reasons for a reduced limit  

20mph is horrible speed to drive at and distracting to try and maintain 

A local resident Rg147

14037719219
I support the 

proposal

I feel that Thatcham and the surrounding roads need to be made safe due to children walking around. Plus driver seem to be driving faster than the speed limit.     I do feel 

that the A4 out side Francis’s Bailey should be reduced to 20mph during time zones! As lorry’s rush by children. 
A local resident Rg19 4gh

14037718590
I object to the 

proposal

I support 20mph limits past schools but not for general implementation across all roads as 30mph limits is sufficient for most minor roads.  Drivers should drive to the 

conditions, if their are lots of pedestrians then drivers should drive accordingly and slow down, we do not always have to be told what speed to do.  Enforcement is the issue 

not the speed limit. 

A local resident RG7 6

14037718502
I object to the 

proposal

It’s absolutely ridiculous. Traffic is bad enough as it is, without making everyone go slower. It’s not good for your car to try to that speed for so long & it’s just so you can get 

more money for fines.   The speed limits have been acceptable snd things have been fine for so long, why change it now? 
A local resident RG193

14037718428
I support the 

proposal

Does not go far enough and should also include, at a minimum, the A4 through Thatcham.  Reduction in noise pollution from the increased burden of HGV on this road 

would be welcome. 
A local resident

14037717640
I object to the 

proposal

Having lived in Oxfordshire previously,  and working there now, it just doesn't work. People don't adhere to the speed limits and go at whatever speed they see fit.    Locally, 

I'd rather you spent the money on the 20mph signs into things locally such as being able to maintain gully cleaning, or cutting back overgrown hedges along the roadside.    

Owning a bicycle, the only time I've encountered a problem in Thatcham was on the Bath Road where a car driver refused to wait at a red light and drove the wrong side of 

the road, around the red traffic light to turn into the Broadway.    We also already have many (wide!) shared pavements to separate vehicles from bicycles. From the train 

station up to the Bath Road (station Road or Pipers Way) both have excellent space and facilities for cyclists.

A local resident Rg18 3

14037718260
I object to the 

proposal

Stop messing about with everything in Thatcham  There is no need for these limits as most of these roads you can’t drive more than 20mph down anyway  Wasted money on 

signage  And let’s be honest , a chance to fleece motorists for more cash
A local resident RG194

14037717971
I object to the 

proposal
It is not necessary. Many roads in Thatcham have excessive speed bumps as it is. A local resident RG19 4

14037717784
I object to the 

proposal

It is not needed we don’t need more traffic going slower and causing more polllution by having cars on the roads for longer causing more traffic and will cause dangerous 

driving because you won’t just get people trying to overtake out of frustration you will also get the elderly going even slower than they do now meaning traffic will be held to 

10pm making it more dangerous as again more people will get frustrated and go to over take and cause dangerous driving and life threatening to those caught up in it

A local resident Rg18 4

14037712688
I object to the 

proposal
Cars have more then two gears A local resident Rg184

14037716953
I object to the 

proposal
A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

14037716395
I object to the 

proposal

A 20mph limit along the entirety of the a4 through Thatcham will significantly reduce traffic through put on an already busy road which has lights in place for crossing 

pedestrians. Your proposal is for residential streets and to classify THE A4 as a residential street is ridiculous, 30mph for these roads is reasonable.     Looking around the UK 

where 20mph limits are put in place they are unpopular and largely ignored by a lot of traffic and have been reverted in some places. If people are already going to fast down 

these streets changing the limit will not stop them as they are already breaking it the money should be spent on adding speed bumps or other calming methods as they will 

probably have a larger effect. 

A local resident RG14 5

14037716451
I object to the 

proposal

It's unnecessary, a complete waste of money replacing speed signs etc. Some areas sure but is it really necessary on residentials where 1. That speed can't even be reached 

and 2. There's no school on that road.   Money would be better spent installing safer crossing zones for school walkers in higher traffic areas, and refreshing road markings 

to stop cars parking on bends and near junctions. 

A local resident RG19 3

14037715368
I object to the 

proposal
Unreasable request, will increase traffic, unnecessary. A local resident RG14 2NQ

14037715983
I object to the 

proposal
In the roads where there are schools then ok but not everywhere else. The problem is that the Council will do what they want to do even if the majority so no. A local resident RG19 4

14037715992
I object to the 

proposal
It's not needed in any way sense or form. A local resident Rg19

14037715630
I object to the 

proposal
A blanket enforcement is not required. On the A4 it is ridiculous. Do this outside schools and on narrow roads. Otherwise leave limit as it is please. A local resident Rg14 2

14037715278
I object to the 

proposal
A local resident rg183

14037714816
I object to the 

proposal

Absolute waste of time and money. It’s not possible to drive fast in residential roads anyway, and yet again this is looking at the lowest common denominator for a lack of 

common sense - any idiots who speed at 30+ will speed at 20+ yet with the police having confirmed no additional enforcement plans, this is a complete waste of time and 

money by an idiotic and out of touch council. Go and fix important things, like improving recycling options, ensuring safe spaces for exercise and for young people to go to, 

improve the pavements (they’re terrible for walking on and dangerous in many places) and don’t waste money on this absolute joke of a policy. It’s not a priority. 

A local resident RG184

14037711170
I object to the 

proposal
I dont believe the evidence supports it and there is a minimal positive effect. A local resident RG18 4

14037714724
I object to the 

proposal

20 mph is ridiculous.   The short area on station road is hard to keep to.   I don’t speed a long any of the roads but reduce all to 30 is more realistic. My car is not energy 

efficient when I’m stuck in traffic jams and struggles at low gear.   It failed in wales
A local resident RG19

14037714554
I object to the 

proposal

This will have an overall negative impact, with no proven positive impact.     20mph limits often result in only minor reductions in average speed and, in some areas, show no 

statistically significant reduction in collisions or casualties. Intervention is not always effective where average speeds are already naturally low. With additional focus on 

speed, rather than objective safe driving, this may take have a negative impact on driver awareness where speed is dependent on conditions, not signage, especially with 

additional frustration between road users.     There is potential increased emissions, with the majority of cars outside if the most efficient window based on gear and RPM 

range.     Similarly, there is a significant implication and policing cost, where other crime is underfunded, this will have a poor return on investment with regards to safety as 

proven in other areas like Wales and Oxfordshire.

A local resident Rg141

14037714342
I support the 

proposal

I support the proposal on the basis that traffic calming measures are needed. Wide-spread use of speed humps do not seem to produce the desired effects.  However, I do 

think that the limits that are imposed do require a greater degree of enforcement as most anti-social complaints that exist at the moment, eg 30mph, are NOT enforced at 

present, as is the use of noisy bikes and cars that treat our current road system as drag and race circuits...

A local resident RG18 3

14037714071
I object to the 

proposal

I can understand the need for lower limits around schools, old peoples homes and Hospitals or Surgeries, however blanket 20mph is completely unnecessary, unenforceable 

(TVP will not enforce new 20mph limits) and therefore a waste of taxpayers money. Having driven in several towns recently like Thame in Oxfordshire and a number in 

Wales, no one seems to adhere to the limit, and tend to stay around 30mph as they know there is no enforcement or resources to enforce a 20mph limit.

A local resident RG141LY 

14037714031
I wish to record a 

neutral position

A 20mph limit is reasonable in proximity to a school but for normal estate road 20 is so difficult to keep below. I applaud the safety reasons but practically think it would be 

difficult to enforce and non motorised (I.e. bicycles) can often exceed 20mph too so will they also be affected?
A local resident RG7 4

14037714074
I object to the 

proposal
The current limits are fine. Have been in place since 30 mph in built up areas was introduced. Common sense driving is what is required not more limits. A local resident RG19 3SJ

14037713495
I object to the 

proposal

I think 30 mph is fine. You need to police this before considering 20 mph  I also think delivery drivers will potentially harass people keeping to 20 mph.  I live in Bucklebury 

where there is a 30mph speed limit which is not policed and quite often cars are driving in excess of 40 mph!  Implement/fine on current speed limits first !!!!  All the roads 

mentioned have pavements so should be safe - along our road in Bucklebury there are no pavements so much more dangerous

A local resident RG7 6

14037713445
I object to the 

proposal

The A4 is already a very slow road and the average speed in pick hours is of 10 mph.  20 mph will slower down even more.  There are 8 trafic lights in less than a mile, why do 

you want to ruin your citizens life?
A local resident RG14 5BU

14037712982
I object to the 

proposal

I feel there is no reason whatsoever to alter the speeds already in place.   The two speed awareness boards by the regency are more than enough.  If you could show me that 

the reduction would reduce the volume of accidents then I may be swayed but statement you have published and the changes requested will have absolutely no impact on 

daily living in and around Thatcham.   All you are doing is wasting finances that could be spent on schools in the local area.   Please bin this ridiculas idea and get back to being 

a listening council…    build thriving communities with a strong local voice - or, as per the three day bin collection… let’s ignore their voice… 

A local resident RG18 3

14037711874
I object to the 

proposal

I believe it is a waste of tax payers money to pursue this course of action.     Will a breakdown of associated costs including:  - Consultancy fees  - Time spent by council 

employees on exploration and implementation   - Construction and signage costs  - Enforcement costs  - Loss of productivity due to road closures  Be assessed and published 

and consulted on?    Your report ( The Newbury and Thatcham Air Quality Management Areas  Proposal for Revocation Report - Feb 2024 ) shows declining pollution levels 

and the revoking of the AQMA for areas of the A4 in April of 2024 would further suggest that at, at this time, further action should not be a priority - especially if support 

from residents is not high and there is no proven economic case.    While persuing higher environmental standards and increased air quality should always be priority, in this 

instance I believe it should be the outcome of other council funded projects rather than the sole result of this scheme. Increased public charging points, grants to encourage 

the transition towards electric vehicles.     Additionally better and most importantly - cheaper rail journeys on commuter links to reading and London would benefit local 

people and air quality more than wasting public funding on this scheme, only to have it reassessed in the future as other schemes across the UK have been.   

A local resident Rg194ye

14037712465
I support the 

proposal

Speed limits around residential streets needs to be reduced. That said, in my experience motorists don’t seem to follow the current 30mph limit especially around Sagecroft 

Road and Park Lane; they are race tracks. Motorists need to be accountable and I would be interested to know what plans are going to be put in place to monitor this?
A local resident RG18 3

14037712358
I object to the 

proposal

It will cost significant money to implement the changes in terms of changes of signage, road markings etc. The existing 20mph zones are not respected e.g. Station Road so 

adding more will achieve nothing. Given the dire position of the council budget, the money would be better used elsewhere such as social care.
A local resident RG19

14037712563
I object to the 

proposal
It will be a big cost when the council is already short of money. A local resident Rg184

14037712500
I object to the 

proposal

I have no issue with dropping the speed limit if it improves safety  - Council has spent £2.2k putting up notices and allocated £100k capex to put up signage  - Council has 

confirmed enforcement is a police matter  - Police have confirmed no additional enforcement due to resources  - Existing 30mph isn’t enforced and no evidence provided a 

20mph limit will actually reduce speed  - Council referenced report from London (busy metropolitan area not akin to Thatcham)    In short I don’t object to the speed limit, I 

object to the spending of £100k of tax payers money with no clear evidence that the objective will be achieved. No reference even to a ‘test area’ of a couple of roads in the 

area that would prove as evidence. Until such, data driven, evidence exists the council is proposing spending £100k and simply hoping.  I wish to raise further anonymous 

objection on procedural grounds. 

1. on the website there is a document called public notice this lists all the roads and is 3 pages long, however the actual notices put up are one page and do not list the roads. 

Therefore the displayed notices on the street are incomplete plus this is inconsistent. This makes it hard to understand the impact without seeing more detail 

2. you must ensure a consultation is fair and open to all. Whilst a QR code and website was put on the notices and reference to the council offices no phone number or email 

is provided. Given the first point of roads not being listed an elderly person without internet would struggle to contact the council to get more information. Even if they did 

can the council have 10 working days to deal with queries, but the time the online integration were posted to them it would be the end of October early November with a 

closing date 5th November which is insufficient to consider the information. Equally there is obligation to ensure those with disabilities or migrant workers etc understand it, 

there is nothing referring to other language copies nor to enlarged/ braille copies etc

3. inconsistent information. The maps showing the roads impacted does not correlate with the roads listed. There are roads listed in the text which are not highlighted on the 

maps. There is no obvious way of knowing which is right to therefore judge the full impact because this means any road listed or highlighted may or may not be correctly 

done. Note it is not for me to highlight at this stage which roads, it should have been checked already, I won’t be doing the councils job for them. I suggest reviewing your 

documents and ensuring they are correct

Its really important to ensure due process is followed in the correct manner and is inclusive to all. Therefore the objection is that the notices are incorrect inconsistent and 

A local resident

14037712263
I object to the 

proposal

I completely object to your proposal.  20 mph zones fine.   20mph restriction ridiculous. I go to Wales every year. Its a nightmare driving when it should be 30mph. They are 

actually now changing some areas back to 30mph.      Newbury and Thatcham traffic is bad enough now anyway especially since the High Street closed.   I have never known 

it so bad, and this will make it worse.    Newbury is not getting a good reputation at the moment with all its other problems.    

A local resident RG18 4

14037712127
I object to the 

proposal

The 20mph speed limit is not required and will do nothing to improve non road users experiences. There are already time limited speed limits in place for areas near schools 

at pick up/drop off times to improve safety and these are sufficient. Most pedestrians walk on the pavement, and the vast majority of cyclists seem to as well, so slowing 

down road traffic will make no difference to this. In addition, on many of Thatcham's minor roads there are already traffic calming measures in place such as 'sleeping 

policemen' which already limit the speed of travel. It will cost a lost of money to implement this scheme - with enforcement being the only inevitable way it can be executed 

successfully, further adding to the burden on policing and the public purse. Surely the council has bigger priorities in this current economic climate, and this is one that 

Thatcham residents can do without.

A local resident rg18 3

14037712080
I object to the 

proposal

The reason for the proposal is to make the area more attractive.  Who on earth decided this?  It is an unreasonable change, unjustified waste of time and money. If it was the 

case that Thatcham had a really bad accident record, I could understand it.  Why does the council do things that no body wants or asks for.  This is an absolutely ridicules 

idea.  You are not in the real world.  

A local resident

A normal sane person 

who was born in 

Thatcham and lived 

here for the last 35 years

RG18 3

14037712238
I object to the 

proposal

As a resident in the area, I have witnessed negligible concerns with regards to speed. 30mph is a sufficient speed and a reduction to 20mph would place a significant 

frustration on local residents without making any impact to the small minority that chose not to abide by the 30mph limit. There are small number of speed cameras around 

and I would suggest that the financial contribution required to change to 20mph should instead be investigated on digital signage to support and remind drivers to observe 

their speed. 

A local resident RG19 3

14037712086
I object to the 

proposal
The reduction of the speed limit may cause more traffic congestion.   Higher emissions.   Possibly contributing to more road rage. A local resident Rg145sj

14037711954
I object to the 

proposal

I don’t see the need to make the A4 20mph. The other roads fine as they are more residential. The A4 is the main road and the traffic will build up with it being 20mph and 

it’s bad enough as it is. 
A local resident RG194

14037711959
I object to the 

proposal
I object , 30 fits local roads , need to enforce current speed limits not reduced .  All this does if create havoc with very few benefits . A local resident Rg19

14037711720
I object to the 

proposal

20mph limits are fine in certain spots, like near schools, but not everywhere. A smarter approach would be to use them only where they’re really needed.    People observe 

the 30mph speed limits - 20mph is not safer, not more environmentally friendly and not needed    Another idiotic change to punish the WB residents, just like your refuse 

collection changes -  You are doing your best to get  yourselves kicked out of power asap

A local resident RG18 4

14037711529
I support the 

proposal

Harts Hill Road on certain nights of the week, is like a race track. Even in the week  we have cars going far more than 30mph This road is danger, with bends and one 

footpath, then small bollards near Bradley Moore Square.  Then onto the cross roads. Not only for pedestrians but we do have deer and foxes going across the road at night 

and early mornings. So dangerous for them, to be hit and the driver or motor bike rider. Bad injuries or death could occur.  I fully support the proposal,  but a camera is also 

needed.

A local resident RG18 4

14037711641
I object to the 

proposal

It has been proven by the faild reduction of speed in wales.  Where they are on mass going back to 30 mph. We have cycle lanes that dont get used and saying that non 

motorised road users (cyclists) would be safer is not proof . You have not published any information on injury and death to back your proposal.  You are looking to enforce 

without evidence. 

A local resident Rg189

14037711610
I support the 

proposal
I drive through and to Thatcham regularly. A lower speed limit feels safer and more pleasant for everyone on and near the roads. A local resident rg142dy

14037711530
I object to the 

proposal

It didn't work in Wales. People will not adhere to 20mph and it would be impossible to enforce over such a wide area. It may even cause accidents as some stressed drivers 

will try to overtake those going at 20mph. Just around schools would be more sensible and people may object less to that.
A local resident RG19 3

14037711242
I object to the 

proposal

Unnecessary! This is an example of council overreach with no benefit to residents. The police have publicly stated it cannot be enforced it will be widely ignored and delivers 

no benefit for safety. This is a trojan horse for the council to roll out across the wider area against the wishes of residents. The council should stop constantly trying to 

change things. The council have cancelled fortnightly bin collections to save money and now will spend money it does not have to resign the area for no benefit. Clearly no 

one in the council knows how to construct a business case. Councillors should remember where the money comes from and its from us residents. No doubt they will ignore 

the consultation and proceed anyway.

A local resident RG7 3

14037711305
I object to the 

proposal
Because I knew it will be ignored anyway A local resident RG184NP

14037711049
I object to the 

proposal

Lower limits can increase travel time for commuters and emergency services.   Drivers often ignore artificially low speed limits that don’t match the road’s design speed. This 

can increase speed variation, which actually raises crash risk (fast vs. slow drivers).  Lower speeds can reduce fuel efficiency for some vehicles, increase emissions, and raise 

transport costs. Businesses relying on delivery or commuting may face productivity losses.  

A local resident Rg141

14037711029
I support the 

proposal

Lower speeds in residential areas are always a benefit to the residents of those streets in my opinion, and encourages families to allow their children to play outside, since 

traffic poses a lower risk to them.
A local resident RG14 5

14037710929
I object to the 

proposal
The roads in question are totally fine as they are.   These new restrictions would be unenforceable.    There is simply no need to change them. A local resident RG18 4

14037710932
I object to the 

proposal
I live along one of the proposed roads, I can see no reason to reduce the speed limit further. Improve pedestrian crossings instead to make it safer. A local resident RG19 3

14037710805
I support the 

proposal
Reduce noise A local resident RG183ET

14037710701
I object to the 

proposal

It has been shown in multiple surveys that drivers are distracted by keeping their speed to reduced level than focussing on risks from environment which fails to achieve 

objective of safer zones.
A local resident Rg19 3

14037710704
I object to the 

proposal

It is going to waste money to complete. Speeding isn’t an issue with the amount of speed cameras in place. This didn’t work in Wales and proved not to work at all. The 

amount of money wasted in this project could have stopped bins being 3 weeks. 
A local resident Rg19 3

14037710641
I support the 

proposal

I live on the southern end of harts hill road.  Boy racers tear up and down nightly and parents on school runs really don’t give a damn.  Think it’s a great idea, but it would 

need to be speed checked, as I don’t feel it ‘the entitled’ would pay much attention to signage. 
A local resident RG18 4

14037710452
I object to the 

proposal

I am firmly opposed to the proposed 20-mile-per-hour speed restriction. Such a measure will inevitably worsen traffic congestion, create unnecessary delays, and place an 

unfair burden on tradespeople and delivery drivers who rely on efficient travel. There is simply no credible evidence to justify reducing limits from 30 mph, and experience 

has shown that frustrated drivers often take greater risks when faced with unrealistic restrictions. The policy’s disastrous implementation in Wales proved how poorly such 

schemes work in practice, and we must not repeat the same mistake here.

A local resident RG19 3
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14037709395
I wish to record a 

neutral position

I support the proposal to introduce a 20mph speed limit, but I don't understand the logic in keeping a 40mph limit on Tull Way and Floral Way.    The roads are within 

residential areas and the pavements and cycle paths are used frequently by pedestrians and cyclists, including young children.    Two housing developments are situated 

within the 40 mph limit on Tull Way.  This is also a cycle route used to reach Trinity School.  The limit was introduced before the houses were built and hasn't been lowered.    

Another housing development was built at the bottom of Harts Hill Road.  This and Dunston Park are situated either side of Floral Way, yet the speed limit is 40mph.    

Between Tull Way and Floral Way, the speed limit reduces to 30mph along a short stretch of road (Heath Lane) which turns into 40mph up to Cold Ash where it lowers to 

30mph.    If you drive between Thatcham and Newbury the speed limit is inconsistent and ranges from 20mph to 30mph to 40mph within short distances.  It is confusing for 

motorists and dangerous for pedestrians and cyclists.      My own satnav doesn't recognise the speed limit change along Turnpike Road by WBCH and a local nursery and 

there are few, if any speed signs.  Judging by the speed of other motorists, I am not alone.    Large lorries and vehicles are approaching residential areas at speed, causing 

nervousness amongst parents, cyclists and pedestrians.    An elderly resident was killed on a pedestrian crossing on the A4 in Newbury opposite a primary school - and the 

speed limit remains at 40mph.    The lack of ambition to improve road safety around Newbury and Thatcham will continue to put Council Tax-paying residents at risk.    Please 

consider extending this proposal to introduce a consistent lower speed limit across all residential roads.      

A local resident RG18 3

14037710215
I object to the 

proposal
Totally not needed. You have speed humps and cameras everywhere 30mph is fine and causes no issue to anyone.  A local resident RG193

14037709926
I object to the 

proposal
I object as driving at 20 miles per hour should be limited to outside schools, where there are speed bumps and also, I don't believe people will respect it A local resident RG19 4

14037709820
I object to the 

proposal

20mph should only be imposed on selected roads where there is a specific risk (e.g. around schools, narrow roads, bad junctions) not these blanket restrictions where roads 

are excluded. 
A local resident RG88

14037709753
I object to the 

proposal

Because it’s ridiculous! I’d prefer that the 30mph limit was enforced more rigorously. I often see cars going down pound lane above 50mph. If everyone drove correctly we 

wouldn’t have safety concerns.  Reducing the drink drive limit in line with Europe would be a better idea. 
A local resident RG18 3

14037709546
I object to the 

proposal

Reduced ICE engine efficient compared to 30mph results in greater levels of pollution.     Increased journey times.     Previous examples of similar policy have proved highly 

unpopular and reversed (i.e., Wales).    
A local resident RG19 3

14037708762
I object to the 

proposal

I object to the proposed 20mph speed limit across Thatcham for the following reasons:  1. Lack of Evidence-Based Justification  The proposal does not provide collision data, 

casualty statistics, or traffic flow analysis specific to Thatcham that would justify such a widespread reduction. Without demonstrated safety issues on these roads, the 

blanket approach appears arbitrary rather than targeted at genuine problem areas.  2. Inappropriate for Road Characteristics  Many residential roads in Thatcham are 

already wide, straight, and well-maintained with good visibility. A 20mph limit on such roads is unnecessarily restrictive and does not reflect the actual road environment. 

Speed limits should match road design and risk profiles, not be uniformly applied.  3. Enforcement and Compliance Concerns  20mph limits without physical traffic calming 

measures historically suffer from poor compliance, particularly on roads designed for higher speeds. This creates disrespect for speed limits generally and places unrealistic 

burdens on police resources for enforcement that could be better deployed elsewhere.  4. Impact on Journey Times and Emissions  The cumulative effect of reducing 

speeds across an entire town will significantly increase journey times for residents, businesses, and emergency services. Vehicles travelling at inappropriately low speeds in 

higher gears can also increase fuel consumption and emissions compared to steady traffic flow at 30mph.  5. Economic Impact  Longer journey times affect local businesses 

through increased delivery costs, reduced accessibility, and potential deterrence of customers. Trade and service vehicles making multiple stops throughout the day will face 

material increases in operational costs.  6. Existing Measures Are Adequate  Thatcham already has 20mph zones in appropriate locations (around schools and high-footfall 

residential areas). These targeted measures address specific risks without imposing blanket restrictions where they are not warranted.  7. Consultation Process Concerns  

The proposal appears policy-driven rather than evidence-driven. While the Council Strategy commits to "enabling 20mph limits where residents want it," this consultation 

should first establish whether there is genuine local demand based on demonstrated need, not assume support for a predetermined outcome.  8. Risk of Unnecessary Traffic 

Calming Infrastructure  When 20mph limits are imposed on roads where the natural driving speed is higher, councils often resort to installing physical traffic calming 

measures (speed humps, chicanes, road narrowing) to force compliance. This would be:  Costly to implement and maintain - diverting funds from genuine road maintenance 

priorities like pothole repairs  Detrimental to emergency services - slowing ambulance, fire, and police response times when seconds matter  Damaging to vehicles - causing 

increased wear and suspension damage, particularly to older vehicles and those used by residents with mobility issues  Environmentally harmful - causing repeated braking 

and acceleration cycles that significantly increase emissions and fuel consumption compared to steady traffic flow  Noisy and disruptive - generating increased traffic noise 

from braking, acceleration, and vehicles traversing humps, particularly affecting residents whose homes front affected roads  Dangerous for vulnerable road users - cyclists 

must navigate around build-outs and chicanes, while poorly lit humps pose risks to motorcyclists    The need for such measures is itself evidence that the speed limit is 

inappropriate for the road design. Rather than artificially constraining well-designed roads through expensive infrastructure, speed limits should reflect the natural and safe 

operating speed of each road based on its characteristics.  Alternative Recommendation:  Retain 30mph limits on residential roads while maintaining and potentially 

expanding targeted 20mph zones only around schools, parks, and areas with demonstrated safety concerns supported by collision data.

A local resident RG19 4

14037709656
I object to the 

proposal

20mph is uncomfortably slow in a modem vehicle and trying to stick to it means I’m looking at the speedometer rather than concentrating on what is happening around me.   

If used, these limits should be specific to areas such as schools, and only during peak times when the area is heavily used by pedestrians.   If 30mph limits are enforced 

correctly we should not need 20 in most areas.

A local resident Rg14 2jh

14037709766
I support the 

proposal
Road Safety A local resident rg18 3

14037709767
I object to the 

proposal
The benefits have not been clearly defined or evidenced A local resident RG18

14037709556
I object to the 

proposal

Because it has bern a disaster in Wales, it does nothing to stop accidents and it is actually worse for the environment. Additionally will be more dangerous for most cyclists as 

they will now be trying to overtake cars. Besides when services are being cut all over West Berks (bun collections etc!!), where is the justification for the enormous cost this 

hair-brained scheme will incur??

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG189WS

14037709506
I support the 

proposal

In principal 20 mph for smaller roads is a sensible means of reducing the risk to the public and recognises the old adage that the first/last 1/4 mile is the most likely site of 

your accident.    However,    I am disappointed that the council has omitted several rural roads where road layout does not favour an open speed limit, especially single track 

roads where the motorised and non motorised users must share the running surface e.g. in Ashmore Green.  

A local resident RG18 9

14037708398
I object to the 

proposal

I would like to formally object to the planned reduction of the default speed limit to 20mph pon nearly all roads in Thatcham, as outlined in the consultation documents. I 

appreciate that it is the Council's intention to improve safety and promote non-motorised travel, I believe that the proposed scheme is overly broad, inadequately justified 

and poses has far greater negative consequences for residents, businesses and traffic efficency than will benefit anyone.  Below is an outline of my main concerns:  1. Overly 

broad and lack of differentiation: This style of blanket approach does not sufficiently recognise the diveristy of road types, traffic volumes, uses and purposes across the 

town.  - Some roads are arterial or distributor routes which serve as main access for local traffic, deliveries, public transport and emergency services. Treatong them 

identically ignores their functional differences.  - In low-traffic streets, the reduction to 20mph may deliver negligible additional saefty benefirs while still incurring cost and 

inconvenience.  - The Council's proposal to revoke exisitng 20mph zones and subsume them into the new order suggests a desire for administrative simplification, however 

this is not a sufficient safety justification.  2. Insufficient evidence for net safety gains: while lower speeds generally improve safety outcomes, the effectiveness of these 

depends on context. Some points of concern include:  - Consultation materials do not present robust, locally specific data demonstrating that collusion, injury or fatality in 

thatcham would meaningfully drop with the introduction of 20mph limits across most roads.  - On roads where average traffic speeds are already well below 30mph, due to 

congestion, design or other traffic calming systems already implemented, the benefits between the current average speed and proposed 20mph is amller and in some cases 

will be a redundant change.  - The cost (installation of signage, enforcement, road markings, calming measures, etc) of implementing the change in speed limit will likely far 

outweigh the marginal improvements, especially on roads with low traffic or low baseline speeds in place already.   Unless you are able to provide empirical traffic analysis 

specific to Thatcham, this justification is weak.  3. Impact on already poor traffic flow, journey times and services: the proposal is more than likely to have a negative effect 

on movement and service delivery for the local community.  - Delays/ efficiency: slower speeds on through-routes will increase travel times for practially all residents, 

vistors, goods delivery, businesses and public transport and service vehicles.  - Emergency services: all key emergency services require efficient travel, introducing a blanket 

20mph could impede their responsiveness, especially if exemptions or flexibilities are not clearly defined or unrealisitcally usable.  - Public transport: slower travel speeds will 

lead to timetable delays, increased fuel use and potentially schedulling constraints. These factors combined have the consequence of making bus services less reliable or cost 

effective, which could have huge impacts on those who rely on these services to get around, run their erands or even attend doctors appointments. Placing a further strain 

on our local services who will need to be able to accommodate this.  - Drivers may reroute to avoid slower roads, increasing traffic and safety risks on roads which were just 

not designed for high volumes.  Each of these points places indirect costs on residents and businesses and may outweigh perceived safety gains in many areas.  4. 

Enforcement, compliance and practicality: the effectiveness of this will depend heavily on enforcement, driver complicance, monitoring and approprioate calming measures. 

None of which the proposal convincingly addresses.  - Without sufficient resources, many drivers may not comply thus reducing the credibility of the scheme  - Some drivers 

may choose to flout the limit or treat it as a suggestion, especially where the roads feel wide or unconstrained.  - Drivers not familiar with the area are less likely to follow the 

changes without sufficent resources notifying them of the speed limit due, as the highway code outlines that the presence of street signs normally signals a 30mph limit 

where not otherwise signposted.  - The additional costs associated with installation and maintenance of the signage, road markings, potential traffic calming devices and 

associated ongoing monitoring will be expensive and continuous. If costs and distruption are high relative to benefit, this does not seem like a good expense of public funds.  

While i understand you wish to work with local communities, it seems that the proposals seems predetermined as a blanket order and lacks consideration for the local 

A local resident RG183

14037709413
I object to the 

proposal

Lower speed limits need to be based on risk and evidence of accidents. Also how would they be policed - almost certainly they wouldn’t. Local authorities have begun to 

remove 20mph speed limits in wales so that should send a message. What will this cost and where is the money coming from? I think the council should look at what 

residents think are the priorities rather than waste money on this scheme. I hope you don’t just ignore this consultation excercise as you have done with black bins. You are 

certainly on a mission to get yourself voted out of office at the next local elections!

A local resident RG19

14037709519
I object to the 

proposal
This will create long queues of Trafic on many parts of these roads which is obviously detrimental to air quality A local resident RG18 3

14037709296
I object to the 

proposal

There is no requirement for a blanket speed limit change. The approach is completely at odds with the actual public requirements. Slower speeds around 

broadway/schools/hospitals/doctors/care homes and that ilk is 100% a good idea. Blanket reducing speeds is not.     It feels counter productive to any clean air schemes as 

most cars are uneconomical at 20mph and provide there best MPG and emissions ratings at 30mph.    It will increase the flow of traffic through and road which does not 

have the 20mph limit ie the A4 will become overloaded with cars that now stay on the A4 to avoid the 20mph limits in the surrounding areas for aslong as possible.     It may 

seem a great idea from your ivory towers where you can then stick a bunch of cameras in the highest flow areas to increase the likelihood of users getting tickets (thus lining 

your pockets) - especially as people adjust to the changes - but all it does is alienate the council base even more and push people towards voting you out at the next election.    

   At this rate I’m tempted to vote Reform next time - and I don’t like them. But based on the railroading of your bin decision and the inevitable application of this decision 

regardless of what the people say, you have proven democracy doesn’t count for you.

A local resident RG18 4

14037709089
I object to the 

proposal

Introducing 20mph everywhere in thatcham is the perfect way to destroy a small town. If anything you should be finding ways to improve thatcham Broadway. Knowone 

likes driving at such a slow speed. If anything you should increase A4 to 40mph to improve traffic flow and to get out of thatham as quick as possible.  
A local resident RG14 2

14037709113
I object to the 

proposal

This is not needed, this experiment was tried in Wales at massive cost to the public purse, and ultimately failed, and at a further massive cost to the public purse all the signs 

and road markings had to be changed back to thirty.    Has this even been publicly asked for it is this another example of the council imposing it's feeling in the people it's 

meant to look after and deal with the issues they raise? 

A local resident Rg14 

14037709145
I object to the 

proposal

With lower speed limits this will create bigger congestion levels and there for increace the number of crashes and also increase the polution levels. Both of which your trying 

to reduce 
A local resident RG183

14037709101
I object to the 

proposal
I think the current speed limit works fine and is appropriate for the road conditions A local resident RG8 9pp

14037708825
I object to the 

proposal

While 20mph limits would be welcome on the smaller roads, the order is too wide ranging and will make it slow and difficult to get around much of Thatcham. Roads such as 

Falmouth way are largely non residential and act as a spine road to that estate. Urquhart Road is also a spine road which would make travelling around much slower than it 

needs to be. A map of Thatcham showing the roads affected would be useful. I worry that drivers frustrated with lower limits would speed on the non 20limit roads even 

more than they currently do in order to make up time 

A local resident RG19 4

14037708864
I wish to record a 

neutral position

Residential roads should be lowered to 20 mph, but there are many roads that have front aspect of houses facing the roads. So many roads, although residential, should not 

be lowered to 20 mph because of the traffic volume. Lower Way, for example, as you have stated should not be 20 mph, which I agree. In fact, lower way should be double 

yellow line throughout.

A local resident RG19 3

14037708756
I object to the 

proposal

There is no real benefit to changing from 30mins to 20mph. It will result in either:  a) people driving over the new 20mph limit anyway  b) cause additional traffic jams due to 

lower speed.

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG14 6

14037708641
I object to the 

proposal
Even in the areas that are already 20mph limits, people continuously drive at speeds in excess of 20mph. Better policing of these issues are required before expanding them. A local resident Rg19 8

14037708573
I object to the 

proposal

I believe that the Council should first consult with the community to establish where changes are needed, and to make sure other roads are considered for changes that the 

public are asking for. Just proposing a blanket change with no input from the public before compiling your proposal will just mean that the majority of people object, you 

plow on regardless and the Fib Dems get voted out in 2027 - provided they aren't allowed to cancel elections.

A local resident RG18 3

14037708549
I support the 

proposal

Adopting 20 mph speed limits in residential areas is a widely supported measure for improving road safety, increasing community well-being, and encouraging active travel. 

The core benefits include significantly reduced stopping distances for vehicles, which directly lowers the risk of death or serious injury in the event of a collision.   Increased 

road safety  Reduced injuries and fatalities: The survival rate for a pedestrian hit at 20 mph is significantly higher than at 30 mph. Studies show that reducing urban speed 

limits can decrease casualties by over 40%. For example, research found that in Portsmouth, road casualties fell by 22% after implementing a city-wide 20 mph limit.  Shorter 

stopping distances: A car travelling at 20 mph can stop in less than half the distance required for a car travelling at 30 mph, providing drivers more time to react to hazards, 

especially around schools, shops, and playgrounds.  Protection for vulnerable road users: Slower speeds create a safer environment for children, pedestrians, and cyclists, 

who are most at risk in collisions.   Enhanced community and public health  Healthier and more active lifestyles: By making streets feel safer, 20 mph zones encourage more 

people to walk and cycle for short journeys. This shift to active transport boosts physical health and reduces reliance on cars.  Stronger communities: Reduced traffic speed 

and volumes can make neighbourhoods more pleasant, encouraging social interaction and a greater sense of community ownership. It transforms streets from through-

roads into places for people to live, work, and play.  Cleaner and quieter environment: Slower, more consistent driving reduces stop-and-start traffic, which can lead to 

smoother traffic flow and lower overall emissions and noise pollution.   Additional benefits  Better value for public money: Introducing area-wide 20 mph limits through 

signage is more cost-effective than physically calmed zones and has been shown to deliver significant returns in prevented casualty costs.  Widespread public support: 

Surveys in the UK have consistently found that 70% or more of the public support 20 mph speed limits on residential streets, with support often increasing after 

implementation.  Minimal impact on journey times: In most urban areas, journey times are more affected by traffic lights and congestion than by speed limits. Slower speed 

limits have been found to have a negligible impact on overall journey times. 

A local resident RG17 7JB

14037708486
I object to the 

proposal
Nobody will go 20 anyway, people go way faster than 30 in the 30 zones across Thatcham. Waste of time, people will ignore it like they ignore most posted speed signs. A local resident RG18 3

14037708408
I object to the 

proposal

It doesn’t feel necessary, I would understand if it was near school areas between school hours which are already in place, the flow of traffic needs to be consistent, surely a 

drop in speed would only congest areas with more pollution 
A local resident Rg19 3

14037708298
I object to the 

proposal

Changing the speed limit will do nothing but waste time and money and will have no effect whatsoever.  People who choose to speed now, will still speed.    We need other 

things done first.  Remove the pedestrianisation which is isolating Newbury and cutting off the shops for example.    Return black bins to bi weekly.    Stop these nonsense 

things and get serious please! 

A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG18 3

14037708318
I object to the 

proposal
It is not necessary and a complete waste of time and money A local resident RG19 4

14037708209
I object to the 

proposal

The document quotes "where the people want it", in order to meet that you need to ask for voting on each street, this notice does not reference that.   What evidence exists 

to support this ludicrous plan ?  Who is paying for the cost of all the changes to road signage - I thought the council had no money, hence moving bins to 3 weekly !!  How will 

it be policed, if not then whats the point ? If it is to be policed, how much is that going to cost - see point above.

A local resident rg184

14037708183
I object to the 

proposal

It will build up traffic. There is no reason for the speed limits to be reduced, those have safety concerns already had slowing measures such as speed bumps and cameras. 

What is reducing the speeds going to actually achieve?
A local resident RG193

14037708078
I object to the 

proposal
Cost of implementation & ongoing enforcement A local resident Rg142

14037707851
I object to the 

proposal

It didn't work in Wales, so why on earth would it work here?     20mph will cause drivers to become inpatient, cause longer traffic lines at junctions. Also will add more 

pollution as journeys are taking longer.     Money should be spent making sure the roads are worth of the vehicles to be on them and fix the pot holes. Rather than reducing 

the speed limit, why not focus money in the areas its actually needed like fixing the  roads conditions.

A local resident Rg19 3up

14037707934
I object to the 

proposal
It will make no impact, it’s excessive in its execution and isn’t in the interest of the overall residents A local resident RG14 2

14037707866
I object to the 

proposal
With vehicles these days and breaking capability there is no reason to go under 30 miles an hour on any road. A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

Rg14 7gx

14037707778
I object to the 

proposal

It is slow enough driving across Thatcham as it is, and based on research, I doubt reducing the speed limit to 20mph actually has any meaningful impact regarding safety or 

accessibility of roads for pedestrians to justify the costs and work needed to make these changes.
A local resident RG194

14037707495
I support the 

proposal

I walk my grandchildren and dog around Thatcham every day. Each time I witness many vehicles exceeding the speed limit, showing no consideration to pedestrians and the 

effects of their speed as they pass. They often show annoyance and anger that we are trying to cross the road and apply their car horn and shout obscenities. I saw the road 

was clear, but their speed means that they too soon catch up with us in the middle of the road and I fear for our safety in this vulnerable situation.   Many drivers love driving 

fast and by passing the A4 traffic lights using side roads and are not interested in slowing their speed to an appropriate level.  On Station Road we have a 20 mph area, many 

vehicles speed at 30-35mph, sometimes doing 40mph. This is terrifying for pedestrians and school children. 

A local resident RG19 4QX

14037707726
I object to the 

proposal
I don’t feel there is a need for it. I’m not aware of any significant increase in accidents to warrant the change A local resident RG19 4

14037707500
I object to the 

proposal

Speeds limits for the proposed roads are ok like they are now, there is no need to change them at least in floral way, pipers way and A4 which will make the traffic very busy 

overall when parents have to drop off or pick up kids at the schools. However, I would consider implementing the new speed limits in streets where there are a lot of families 

and therefore kids playing in the streets like Urquhart Road. 

A local resident RG19 4RL

14037707638
I object to the 

proposal
Will cause more backlog within the roads, people will not pay attention to the speed limits and WBC will not enforce any speed restrictions A local resident Rg184

14037707249
I support the 

proposal

However the more significant issue are those drivers who already flout the 30mph limit.  It's another law / rule / containment of the driver that is not enforceable for the vast 

majority of time.  If one doesn't enforce then drivers push the boundaries and it becomes another societal rule that gets ignored thus continuing a trend towards individual 

over entitlement.  Put in other word, the law says 20mph but most of the time you won't get caught and they will be an increase is potential road rage/ frustration leading to 

instances of unacceptable behavior the vast majority of these instances will never get reported and if they do get reported the police have no time / priority to engage with 

the investigation of a minor offence with one parties word against another.     Slowing traffic helps reduce the risk of a fatality in a pedestrian strike and aid the continuity of 

traffic flow in situations where the traffic is dense.     Unnecessarily slowing traffic increases driver frustration and increases the instances of accelerated overtaking the slow 

traffic when traffic density is low and the driver is frustrated.    Are you going to measure and publish the continued impact on injuries, unacceptable driver behavior and 

speeding instances as well as public attitude over time?  If you don't measure it then what's the point?  

A local resident RG19 4

14037707667
I support the 

proposal
Research has shown that lower speed limits saves lives. A local resident RG14 1HL

14037707556
I object to the 

proposal

Why are we just following others in this pointless costly exercise.  They tried it in Wales and decided it didn't work.  The fact is that those drivers that speed will continue to 

sped. There will be no additional police to catch them. The cost of this could be spent in much better ways
A local resident RG183HH 

14037707493
I object to the 

proposal

My question is why? I don't remember any carnage on thatcham roads? The speeders will still speed, the majority will stick to the rules. So why the change? Is it for financial 

reasons? Is it virtue signalling? Or  is it good old fashioned BS? I'd be fascinated to know. 
A local resident RG183

14037707321
I object to the 

proposal

I object due to the strain it will put on the majority of vehicles as they are not designed to drive at that speed for long periods of time in lower gears!    Those trying to 

implement this use your brains! This has been trialed in Wales and now 7/10 people oppose it! Conservatives and reform are looking to overturn it so if the Liberals in charge 

of the local council here have any brain cells they won’t give them bullets to fire!     Slower speed limits will cause more congestion and increase pollution and added noise 

for local residents! 

A local resident RG19 4FP

14037707473
I object to the 

proposal

These roads have no history of injury road traffic collisions and there appears no evidence to support the cost of these proposals. Changes to the speed limit will not change 

driver behaviour and Thames Valley Police are unlikely to have capacity to enforce this change. Given the current financial position of WBC I strongly believe the council 

would be better placed not wasting money on this proposal unless the changes are directly outside of schools or other high risk areas. The money could then be better spent 

improving local services such as the return to fortnightly bin collections.

A local resident Rg19 4

14037707007
I object to the 

proposal

Speed is not the problem. It's careless/dangerous driving and other other road/pavement users not taking enough care/attention of their surroundings.  Another significant 

issue is new developments simply not being provided with anywhere near enough offstreet parking for the residents themselves let alone deliveries and guests. As such the 

roads are getting more dangerous due to cars being parked on the roads causing narrower roads and obstructions.  This is just a huge waste of money so as to be seen doing 

something.  A better use of that money would be to provide pedestrian crossings on busy roads and near school bus route stops.

A local resident RG18 9

14037707296
I support the 

proposal

People racing down Park Lane and surrounding area especially at night. Large numbers of parents parking all along road at school time make the road dangerous. Speed 

humps smaller than distance between tyres.
A local resident Rg183pg

14037707306
I support the 

proposal

A lot of then roads are at 30mph so a drop of 10 mph is not worth the money that it would cost. Your initial speed limit sign then your repeater sign. Maybe markings on the 

road is that going to come out of the council tax you have already gone to 3 week bin collections
A local resident RG20 0jx

14037707436
I object to the 

proposal
A local resident Rg184

14037707270
I wish to record a 

neutral position

In general I would support the proposal but I don't live in Thatcham and rarely use the roads in the proposed area so I don't feel it's my place to support it.  However, in 

general, I think lower speeds in residential areas is a good thing and since people often seem to be going much too fast in these areas, often past rows of parked vehicles and  

 places with shops and junctions, a 20 MPH speed limit seems like a good idea.  

A local resident RG18

14037707375
I object to the 

proposal
Road users are slow enough A local resident Rg19 3qz

14037707325
I support the 

proposal

I think this is a great idea. There is plenty of evidence from Wales that 20mph really does cut road injuries and deaths. Not to mention the reduced emissions. Well done for 

taking this forward. 
A local resident Rg75

14037706757
I object to the 

proposal

While reducing the speed limit could offer some benefits, there are several reasons why this change may not be appropriate for our local area.     Enforcement is a key 

concern, without additional speed cameras or other measures compliance may be low, undermining the purpose of the change. Adding such enforcement would 

significantly increase costs, further affecting the cost-to-benefit ratio.     The cost of replacing signage and road markings is already substantial and given the modest safety 

benefits on many roads the overall financial return appears low. Some roads included in the proposal are very short, making it difficult to reach 20 mph, so changing the limit 

on these sections seems unnecessary. Lowering speed limits on the larger roads in the proposal could also slow traffic flow, increasing journey times for residents, deliveries 

and emergency services.     Drivers may become frustrated by unnecessarily low limits, potentially reducing overall compliance with traffic laws.     In areas that are already 

calm or naturally traffic-calmed the safety benefits are minimal.     Alternative measures such as targeted physical traffic calming, pedestrian crossings, improved street 

lighting, or better cycling infrastructure would likely provide greater safety improvements for the same or lower cost.

A local resident RG19 3

14037707232
I object to the 

proposal

It's really not needed and its slow enough as it is driving around Thatcham. Any housing estate usually has cars parking in the road which naturally slows traffic down also. I 

understand roads in front of schools
A local resident Rg19

14037707063
I object to the 

proposal

30mph speed limits have always been in and I have lived in Thatcham for over 30 years. There has been no accidents to suggest these speeds are an issue and all you’re 

going to do is cause congestion in an already busy town by reducing speeds further.   I can understand the need for this by schools but, just leave residential roads alone. 
A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG19 3

14037707176
I object to the 

proposal

I see no reason for the 20mph limits.    It will not fix a speed problem in traffic. It actually increases bad air as vehicles are going slower. Cars now are not designed for low 

speed roads.   It's a stupid idea that some genius who doesn't live in the area has thought of. The same as the black bins being 3 weekly.   Leave things as they are with the 

roads. Current system works so why change it. Just to annoy the locals 

A local resident RG19 3UA

14037707071
I object to the 

proposal

A 20mph limit will simply not be observed by the majority of drivers. Those in the minority trying to observe the 20 limit will come in to direct conflict with those who are not, 

creating a potential dangerous road situation with vehicles travelling at very different speeds. Natural road restrictions like the large amount of bad and inconsiderate 

parking already act to slow vehicles down in the majority of the roads earmarked for a 20 limit.

A local resident RG18 4

14037707193
I object to the 

proposal
There is no need to change the speed limits! Spend your time looking at more important things and stop wasting money! If it’s not broken don’t try and fix it! A local resident RG194RN

14037707166
I object to the 

proposal

This is stupid making everyone slower for no reason if anything they should all be quicker other than housing estates the road near Kennet shouldn’t be a 20 no one obeys a 

20 when there’s no reason for it your all stupid for thinking it should be 20 
A local resident RG19 4

14037706982
I object to the 

proposal

I feel that driving in other areas and counties that have 20mph limits makes the drivers there drive more recklessly and dangerously. They introduced this in Wales and have 

now started to reverse this as it didn't work. It will cost lot to change change all the signage etc which could be saved or spent on something better like more frequent black 

bin collections. 

A local resident RG18 4

14037707088
I object to the 

proposal
No need for such restriction and would make movement for both cars and predestrians more dangerous A local resident Rg19 3

14037706339
I object to the 

proposal

Total waste of money, on a lot of the roads you can't get to 20mph due to parked vehicles, try going over the speed bumps in Station Rd or Park Lane at over 20. Just another 

waste of time and money like the school parking restrictions  which just move any perceived issue to roads further from the school. This won't contribute to "build thriving 

communities" as the traffic will still be there just taking longer to pass.

A local resident rg184

14037706817
I object to the 

proposal

I cannot understand the reasoning. I haven’t seen any evidence that there have been an intolerable level of injuries or collisions as a result of travelling at 30 mph vs 20mph. 

The traffic flow through Newbury that Thatcham is poor currently and I cannot see how this will do anything other than further slow down the flow, lead to people 

concentrating on their speedos as opposed to the road and causing general confusion.   The council also has significant funding issues and I don’t believe this is a good use of 

funds. 

A local resident Rg193

14037706793
I object to the 

proposal
Waste of money A local resident RG18 3

14037706669
I object to the 

proposal

It will create a lot more traffic on the roads within thatcham which already struggle at rush hour. Lower speed limits are also worse for air quality as the optimum speed for 

lower air quality is 50mph
A local resident Rg19 4
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14037706462
I object to the 

proposal

I object to the proposal of a 20mph limit on Floral Way. This is currently a 40mph limit. If you are going to impose a 20mph limit in Floral Way then you need to do the same 

on Tull Way. Also, how will this new speed limit be imposed? I’m all in favour of permanent enforcement cameras. 
A local resident RG18 3

14037706417
I object to the 

proposal
more pollution at lower speeds.  No increase in safety  A local resident RG18 3

14037706348
I object to the 

proposal
Reduction to 25mph would be a reasonable compromise and more acceptable. A local resident RG19 4

14037706075
I wish to record a 

neutral position

Personally, whilst I agree to a 20mph limit, they should only be imposed from 8am until 9am and 3pm to 4pm during school days on roads.  But specifically outside schools, 

Doctors, Care Homes, Hospitals all day.  A blanket approach is only leading to more fumes from vehicles, as demonstrated by a vehicle doing 30mph at 1500 revs in 4th gear 

and at 20mph doing 2000 revs in 3rd gear.

A local resident RG315

14037706139
I object to the 

proposal

I object because you havnt provided any data to support your objective.     You state the proposal is to make local area more attractive and accessible by non-motorised 

highway users. Where is the data to show this has worked anywhere else across the country?     Where is the data to show the amount of vehicles going 30mph on these 

roads has had a negative effect on non motorised highways users?     If you are going to charge the laws of the highway it needs to be justified, not just on an “idea”. 

A local resident RG193UJ

14037706115
I object to the 

proposal

Currently the road restrictions in place is sufficient. There are speed humps, cameras across the town to support this.   This will increase delays for cars and buses and ensure 

people will not want to visit a town you cannot move around.    I would ask about potential emissions increase if cars are moving in lower gears at a slower speed.
A local resident RG19 4 

14037706030
I object to the 

proposal
This is a waste of money. We can already see this is not working in Wales. Please focus on real issues. A local resident Rg144

14037706004
I object to the 

proposal

20 MPH increases emissions. There are no figures to support a need for this. It is a complete waste of money that the council does not have to spend. Making the A4 TRUNK 

road 20 MPH throughout the town is, frankly, ridiculous.
A local resident RG18 $

14037705974
I object to the 

proposal

More traffic congestion, worst air quality, louder noise as cars will sitting longer on the roads, longer travel times, more expensive to fuel a car, roads won’t be safe enough 

as some drivers will be feed up and will overtake the slower cars 
A local resident RG18 3

14037705915
I object to the 

proposal

Unnecessary overreach, a complete waste of time in Wales. Not a cost effective use of money… maybe put the bins back to 2 weekly instead     Stop wasting money on 

frivolous virtue signaling and do what you’re actually paid to!
A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

RG19 3

14037705898
I object to the 

proposal

The proposal didn't work in Wales and has cost millions to reverse.  Where are you going to get the funds from to put this proposal in place We already pay extortionate 

amount for council tax.  What accident data have you got to suggest the current speed limits are a problem?  Yet another Liberal Democrat way of wasting our money.
A local resident Rg19 5

14037705897
I support the 

proposal
Local traffic moving dangerously quick on residential roads. Great to have 20mph speed limits! A local resident RG18 3

14037705975
I object to the 

proposal
It would cause a lot of disruption and no advantages. A local resident RG14

14037705937
I object to the 

proposal
Traffic build up is already terrible, this proposal will worsen this completely. It’s unnecessary unless it’s by a school. A local resident RG14 2

14037705405
I support the 

proposal

It is undeniable that 20mph speed limit reduces emissions and improves road safety. I fully support the proposal and I think the proposed area for 20mph is very logical. I 

would argue that Station Road could remain at 30mph as a main corridor from the business park and the railway station, as it leads to a main corridor of 30mph But I 

appreciate that this is a historic 20mph speed limit, there are local shops and it is on the approach tot he leisure centre and the school.     I suppose the council has 

undertaken speed surveys on all main roads (not the cul-de-sacs) to review existing speeds and I hope that additional traffic calming measures will be implemented to make 

the new speeds self enforced. For example on Agricola Way it is difficult to retain speed below 20mph as the road is wide, there is no parking, you are coming out of a 

40mph road and it is in practice a straight line. I would recommend raised tables, especially at the crossings of the cycle tracks/ and raised junctions. 

A local resident RG194

14037705772
I support the 

proposal
Safety for all A local resident Rg193

14037705805
I support the 

proposal
Vehicles are already going far too fast around residential areas. I would say you also need to go further and ban all parking on pavements. A local resident

A local 

business 

owner or 

employee

rg19 3

14037705762
I support the 

proposal
It will make the roads safer for all. A local resident RG14 7QY

14037705433
I object to the 

proposal

Currently the speed limit is only observed by a percentage of motorists - lowering it will only reduce the number of drivers who abide by the speed limit and increase road 

rage and dangerous driving.   Targeted 20mph zones around schools and recreational grounds and an increased effort to clamp down on speeding and reckless driving 

would see much better compliance and reduce RTA much more significantly than a blanket 20mph rule.  Until we can enforce the current speed limit well we should not be 

looking to change it.

A local resident RG18 9

14037705624
I object to the 

proposal

This is of no value and is a complete waste of money when you are supposed to be saving money.     You need to be more careful on what you are wasting our money on 

when you can’t even empty the bins!    No one wants this, it is just another stupid anti-car idiotic thing you have made up to justify your existence.     Don’t need. Don’t want
A local resident Rg14

14037705581
I object to the 

proposal
This will not solve any problems.  It will frustrate drivers and will inrease pollution.  A better way to curb speeds it to introduce chicanes. A local resident RG19 3

14037705399
I object to the 

proposal

20mph limits have not worked in other places.  small things take 1/3rd longer.  buses messed up. trades losing jobs.    police have said they wont enforce it actively, whats 

the point.    ive never driven a car that does 20 in a reasonable gear, so its a higher rpm, and then worse emmissions...
A local resident rg193

14037705246
I support the 

proposal

This is a perfectly sensible proposal. The A4 remains 30 mph through Thatcham; had bringing the speed limit down to 20 mph on the main road been proposed, I would have 

opposed it.
A local resident RG14 2

14037704991
I object to the 

proposal

The reduction of speed limits should only be introduced for safety reasons. For example, if there have been a large number of accidents on a section of road or a fatal 

accident. The current speed limits have been set at 30mph for a reason, using the above data to determine a safe speed. In order for you to reduce the speed limits, you 

need to justify it. As a result you would need show statistics in Thatcham, showing that the roads you intend to reduce the speed limit on, would reduce accidents. You wont 

be able to do that, beacuse those statistics dont exist. I have lived in Thatcham all of my life and there has been very few deaths or seious incidents on our roads in that time. 

A local resident Rg194

14037705213
I object to the 

proposal

Some of these roads do not need to be 20mph. You can’t even drive down some of them at 20mph it has to be slower. It is a total waste of money to implement this when it 

could be better spent on something else. What a silly thing to focus on 
A local resident Rg183

14037705030
I object to the 

proposal
On a health and safety issue. Do you want people driving to watch where they are going or constantly looking at their speed monitor. Accident waiting to happen. A local resident RG19 4GJ 

14037705226
I support the 

proposal

14037705148
I wish to record a 

neutral position
Whilst I think the principle of the change is to be commended, I don't see how it is enforceable over such a large area. A local resident Turley RG18 3

14037705136
I object to the 

proposal
Ridiculous suggestion A local resident Rg18 3

14037705008
I object to the 

proposal
far too slow. will create more traffic. many residential roads are too windy to do 30 anyway. so it is a waste of money A local resident RG18 4

14037704476
I wish to record a 

neutral position

Derwent Road has had a 20mph speed limit on it for some years but do people observe it, of course not. Without some form of enforcement it is not working. It's the same 

as the yellow line restrictions near the school which are also ignored.    The 20mph limit will be a waste of tax payers money for signs etc if  it is not enforced,
A local resident RG19 3

14037704461
I object to the 

proposal

I believe that the current speed limits on the roads in Thatcham are suitable to both the road conditions, networks and the residential occupation/proximities.     There are 

already traffic calming measures in place on many of the roads to which the proposed limits apply; speed humps, chicanes etc. All of which already force road users to lower 

their speed in a physical way; putting in place a further speed limit drop without any way of enforcing it would not be effective.    Studies on Welsh roads where limits were 

dropped to 20mph have proven that in many cases, this is no effective and as such, some of these changes are being reversed.     It is a fact that we live in an area where (like 

much of the non-city locations), public transport is just not a viable option for day-to-day journeys. Dropping the speed limits even further will not see less road users, it will 

just cause more issues.     In higher density residential areas such as estates and cul-de-sacs, these may currently have a 30mph limit, but it is almost impossible to reach that 

speed and so there is a natural lowering, without any need to impose something official, use up more money best spent on providing adequate waste collection (NOT EVERY 

THREE WEEKS), or ensuring what roads we are allowed to drive on, are in a fit condition.    Once again, this is a scheme not based around safety studies, but designed to 

merely use up resources and further punish those who wish or need to use a vehicle.

A local resident RG18 3

14037703495
I object to the 

proposal

Broadly speaking this isn't a bad idea. I feel that the vast majority of the roads being covered - the small residential ones - are already difficult or unwise to drive along at 

more than 20-25mph anyway, such are the number of parked vehicles, pedestrians, and the general road design not lending itself to travelling more quickly than that.    

However, there are a small number of roads subject to this 20mph order that have a low no chance of being adhered to by the majority of motorists, in my opinion. Those 

being:    * Harts Hill Road  * Pound Lane  * Ilkley Way  * Urquhart Road  * Falmouth Way    It's already well proven that road users drive at a speed they percieve as 

appropriate and comfortable based on the design of the road. Factors such as the width of the road and use of lines strongly influence this. Of the roads mentioned only 

Pound Land and Ilkley Way feature no centre dividing line, but are generally still wide enough and uncongested enough to drive along at a 'normal' speed.    There are two 

other concerns in my mind.    Firstly is environmental. Most combustion engine vehicles aren't designed to drive efficiently at 20mph, and will typically need to be in a lower 

gear and use a higher engine speed than they would do at 30mph. This is a backwards step for fuel consumption, emissions, and noise.    Secondly, and probably the 

elephant in the room, is enforcement. We already know the Police are under-resourced and stretched thin, and are rarely seen enforcing existing speed limits, and when 

they do they're enforcing them on roads that aren't affected by this order. If new 20mph limits will similarly go unenforced, I have to wonder what the point is. Expecting the 

majority of road users to decide to drive slower off their own back is wishful thinking at best, in my opinion.    For the cost that will undoubetly be involved with new signage 

it's hard to imagine a genuine return on investment here, especially given that the majority of these roads are already impractical to traverse at their existing limit.

A local resident RG19 3

14037704575
I object to the 

proposal

I object to the 20 limit , it doesnt work, its proven in Wales where they are stopping it. The money spent implementing it will be millions,  how can that be warrented. To 

change a 40 to a 20 is ridiculous too. 
A local resident Rg18

14037704643
I support the 

proposal
I support 20 mph zones in residential areas, although some of the roads you’re proposing aren’t really residential - Tull Road and Floral Way being two. A local resident Rg18

14037704510
I object to the 

proposal

20 mph limits can in some instances reinforce the obvious need to slow down in busy area where more time is needed to react to quickly changing dynamic situations on the 

road.   However, to add them to A road through ways creates frustration and is a lazy way to encourage safe driving.  The Welsh Assembly has found this out recently - their 

blanket imposing of 20 limits resulted in angry and frustrated drivers passing slower drivers in dangerous ways.   Compliance needs to be an obvious action, not enforced 

when the populace disagrees.  I speak as and IAM RoadSmart National Observer for the last 10 years (my views, not the organisation's)  

A local resident RG8 7LF

14037704623
I support the 

proposal
I support this proposal on a safety basis, reduced speeds are shown to make roads safer for road users and pedestrians A local resident Rg194

14037704552
I object to the 

proposal
I object to this proposal as this will lengthen journeys and will keep vehicles on the road for longer. A local resident RG14 2

14037704290
I support the 

proposal

Reducing speed limit to 20mph on Thatcham residential roads will improve safety for vulnerable road users including pedestrians and cyclists.  It will provide a safer 

environment for children going to and from school.    A 20mph speed limit will save lives. Providing drivers with a longer time to react and increasing survival rates for those 

struck by a vehicle by 93% compared to a vehicle travelling at 30mph.    Evidence also shows that a 20mph speed limit will not increase journey times, the primary factor here 

being delays at junctions and there is no negative impact on polution.

A local resident Rg19

14037704434
I support the 

proposal

I support these proposals. People drive far too fast through these built up areas. I would also like to point out that Spurcroft Rd which has the school at the bottom seems to 

be the only road in Thatcham that doesn't have a 20 mile an hour zone, whilst the other roads in Thatcham that have schools in them do. Is there a reason for this? 
A local resident RG19 3

14037704473
I object to the 

proposal

The scheme seems to be ill thought out, it will do nothing but cause more drivers to exceed the speed limit & will not stop the drivers who already drive over 30 miles per 

hour. Similar schemes have been tried & failed in other areas of the country     I also wish that the council would stop wasting our money on these ridiculous ideas 
A local resident RG208

14037704547
I object to the 

proposal
A local resident RG14 2

14037704506
I object to the 

proposal
A local resident RG19 4

14037704347
I object to the 

proposal

The current 30 limits are almost entirely not policed at present with rare exceptions being static cameras and vans which very occasionally park in the same places.     Without 

a robust police plan to catch and punish the large majority of habitual speeders in the current 30 limits, what is the point of lowering speed limits?    I personally have asked 

TVP why speeding is such a problem and they have told me that they cannot do any more than happens at present.     Until the current limits are policed to prove where 

safety can be acheived within a framework of 30mph limits - why is there a rush to lower the speed limits? Accident thresholds in West Berkshire within the 30 limits are not 

proven because of the lack of policing, so there can be no evidence that 20mph limits will be better. 

A local resident RG7 3

14037703726
I object to the 

proposal

1.  Road humps need to be removed - cost to residents.  2.  New road signs need to be installed and old ones removed - cost to residents.  3.  Slower traffic because of lower 

speeds will cause more issues regarding respiratory issues because they lead to increased vehicle emissions. Perhaps residents could sue West Berkshire Council if they go 

through with this scheme.  4.  Slower speeds lead to concentrated air pollution contributing to lung cancer, asthma and COPD.  5.  Slower speeds increase the time drivers 

and passengers are exposed to this polluted air inside their vehicles.  6.  There is growing evidence that prenatal exposure can lead to low birth weight and increase the risk 

of chronic diseases later in life as well onset of childhood asthma.  This will be throughout Thatcham if 20mph goes ahead.  7.  Road quality is poor as it is now.  8.  Emergency 

vehicles will need to exceed the speed limit and overtake other vehicles and could cause accidents with vehicles and pedestrians.  9.  Many areas of estates were never taken 

over by the Council so they need to double check with the Land Registry before proceeding - cost to residents.

A local resident RG18 3UQ 

14037704415
I support the 

proposal

The proposed changes are for residential roads where a reduced speed limit can only make it safer for all. In my opinion, responsible drivers will already be driving around 

20mph on residential roads; this proposal should serve to slow down those who drive faster than that. 
A local resident RG18 4

14037702174
I object to the 

proposal
I just don't think it's necessary, we already have speed humps that slow traffic down. I feel it will also cause a build up of traffic especially on minor roads A local resident RG18 4

14037702081
I object to the 

proposal

Lack of real world evidence to suggest meaningful impact.    The use of anthropological “climate change” to socially engineer such a change is at best, erroneous, and at 

worst and highly politicised power grab again affecting people’s lives.    We will not simply sit back and allow common sense to be “re written” for the sake of green 

commissar agendas wrapped in “community engagement”

A local resident RG14 2

14037701936
I object to the 

proposal
Looking at the map it is probable that most of the affected roads will already have a 'natural' 20mph limit just because of the geography. A local resident Rg18 3

14037701535
I support the 

proposal
Drivers use 30mph as a target even where road conditions - parked cars, pedestrians, short distances to next junction - mean they should be driving slower. A local resident RG183

14037701049
I support the 

proposal
Lowering the limit will reduce risks to the public A local resident RG14 2FA 

14037701044
I support the 

proposal
Excellent thing to do, improve road safety.

Other - please 

specify below
Councillor RG14 1

14037700742
I object to the 

proposal

This is yet again a complete waste of tax payers money!     We have to pay for parking at hospitals, we have potholes in the roads we now have 3 weekly bin collections but 

hey we have money to restrict the speeds on our roads with no evidence that this is a serious issue and no police to enforce it!     Complete waste of public money and 

clearly not a priority for the local community. Who exactly from the public has approached a council leader and asked for this to be reduced ? 

A local resident RG14 2FB

Recevied by email
I object to the 

proposal

Full response emailed to T&RS. Summary as follows I have the following observations regarding the proposed scheme

1.  The councils own policy of following National guidance set by DfT for the setting of speed limits is not being followed.

2. The collision history does not evidence a specific problem with speed related personal injury collisions in the area of the reduced speed limit.

3.  Half of the collisions south of the A4 are within existing 20mph speed limits.

4.  No speed data has been supplied to show that the roads within the 20mph consultation area meet DfT guidance for setting a 20mph speed limit (24mph or less). There is 

no benchmark figures to measure the success of the reduced limits,SY 09A – Joint Ops Unit Letterhead (11/2012)

5. The Theale village 20mph pilot scheme evidences poor levels of compliance at the seven sites where monitoring has taken place.

6. This will only result in complaints of speeding vehicles within the reduced speed limits.

7. DfT Guidance is clear and states Successful 20mph zones and 20mph speed limits are generally self-enforcing that is, the existing conditions of the road together with 

measures such as traffic calming or signing, publicity and information as part of the scheme, lead to a mean traffic speed compliant with the speed limit. To achieve 

compliance, there should be no expectation on the police to provide additional enforcement beyond their routine activity unless this has been explicitly agreed. There is no 

agreement from Thames Valley Police to enforce reduced speed limits that fall outside of national guidance.

Thames 

Valley Police 
RG02 7

Recevied by email
I support the 

proposal
As a resident a would be in favour of this proposal. A local resident
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