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this proposal, on 1.The. to fundar motorists / h
aim to compl are, , far less likely. speed limits, Reducing speed limits to 20mph carries
with it an e more sedately, then alertand a , for instance, crossing roads.In that less-alert state they are more vulnerable, and most
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of single track and presence of bends either biind or
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realy don' fulindeed exactly the opposite and just another wav of generating incom safer for non-motoerised users especially horse riders
it s suffcient
Reducing the speed g the ridge in Cold Ash and will make it much Marks and St Finians primary.
Iobject to the proposal as it will only frustrate drivers who adhere to the current 30 mph limi. h 5 2 3 schools. D pedestrians on these road: pedestrians truly are on the road as fully supp speed limits to
improve safety for all.
dis a factor in many k v a roads and many roral ronds petter
measures - jumps - For example Park well a a pedestrian s well as occasionaly a drver) in Thatchar - s there any real evidence ofless ncidents since they were intalled
0ad, a5 there make the
ired. Is ju r attac is
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The of hazard are kept, “cars’ donot
P single lind the lvery whence
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of finance, how can WBC with i's current finances support the funding required for
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Iobject to
this,

West berks council aw: Vou seem never to lsten to anvone. You should publish the full results of the survey/ consultation.

- Ref the quote from the C: “enabling 20mph

There is no pressing need to reduce the speed limit to 20 MPH.  And do residents really want the imposition of speed limits??

scen by the public as a device for the. M Local councils
is perhaps wasteful
under for councils to favour cyclists over other vehicles - such as cars - but there i ltle, if hinitat
results from ol d yet the prop:
her than d iourney time for commuters. They are the main users. This proposal unfairly demonises the very people who pay vehicle tax for the upkeep of the roads.
s a road user and one that has driven In other 20mph limited roads, 20mph is Tess safe rather such a low limit you sp
tead of being. hazard: b the only
A safety benefit.
pact my travel ime.
Complete waste of money. Please tost o
‘As a cyclist and car user | can't see ths Tived in XX00KK omph limit
omph hermitage, fer is to spend the money fixing all the pot holes which cause cyclists and drivers to
serve for avoidance.
~the whole of parts of it This . vans and lorries etc If parts are at will the 20mph speed limit and will be
driving erraticaly because of the changes to the speed limits. - the pa tostayat . walkers with dogs, d people riding. the road,
section of road at 30mph would be dang b as car drivers, vans and n

Unnecessary.

1._This has ot b for by local over step by West berks Council. 2. The roads they are, there 3. We have much better things

uniustified on al the road within the proposal.

benefits: in 20 years |

here, butin these roa per
have never once felt unsafe or intimid: of these roads.

| driv, cycle and walk, There i no reason for

Feels like cou 20mph-Ioads of research has now been done o support this
It Just another attempt by councis to raise money from motorists. The speed limit of in place Why don instead of you
never take any notice of |
itis 1 now avold the area this is what will happen to West Berkshire. Do not waste my tax
money on this
20mph itjust makes a No o no ol Please do NOT estrictive and ridiculous plan. (XKXXX
resident)
The 30mphto living, noise will be very. ity of traffc wil better use. reducing It
I truth there are far council willa
blanket lower limit work? Or be enforced? d deaths the parish? | d speed limit o a level that willcreatemire issues with
is e any maijor impact

Ashmore Green

amatter of
through, (it has been p d Is well used by pedestrians.  Failing o include the lower reaches of Stoney Lane as a 20 mph area is a missed opportunity. ~Also
initselfa b 3 - an d speed limit?.
Acompelling streets safer, calmer, and more liveable for everyone. At 20 mph, drivers have
2 collsion being fatal is person hit by a car at 20 mph i far more:
likely to survive than at 30 mph — it'sa proven d deaths, especially for children, older people, and
fety, walk or cycle, residents are more likely to
Thereis car crashes or This i purely a e time w‘m e m
Crucially, , especiallyin resid s crossings, What they do
change s hehavmur—:realmg inshort: 20 mph -
communities, and creating streets that work for everyone.
1 obi blanket in \ Buckiebury, Upp . Chapel Row, Cold out would
these roads and s fing risis he cost of replacing signs and thecconomic harm fiable. | agree h d schools, may live included | tors, of walkers in par of Edinburgh
ph. Some of "the ridge" in cold ash) is  long, or treks
visibility, and building a footpath for pedestrians.
that 20mph fe than 30mph limits, when vrely the impact of a collision (. driver awareness, etc). 200000, there h: the amount d the 0 moh limit
“The proposals are unenforceable. Many of the roads proposed Is Morton's lane it is almost impossible to do more than 20mph. Many roads in Upper . this has
e ffctand was a waste of B5C money - this would b exacty the same. Ther s no eidence of theneed o reuce specd e acident aes 50 what s th prpose of this 2 Th s morationale proposed s 10 wh tis s being propesed oiher than| Vehicles speeding is now the normal unfortunately spolling the area
purely political WBC money.
FIRST...Fix the pot holes_Fix the blocked drains Fix the overgrown footpaths _Fix the lights Stop wasting our money
it wil
20 per hour limits would be more effective just for short lengths of road. e.. Feel money would be better they are regularly broken with no consequence.
Crazy idea to I narrow biind section



Complete waste of money, far too much money has prop Money could be better spent placing safe crossing places
near sch these dered unsafe and happen
Cars are safer than ever with improved Oriing at T Ker and overtake vou
Pointless waste of money er spent on local health services
I hange.
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safety benefits.
q te than just idea and|
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funds to do. And there i no way the police will,
20mph is not plenty, despite the funny’ dit.
Object_Our money i better h voted for this
20mph limits should be resen Vs ol t for general use everywhere. You are reducing the impact
observe a new 20mph fimit. No doub there will Council would be better off ooor
Present speed limits not monitored_Council money should be prioritised to other projects
20mphis to slow. in 2 daydream. You wil have the eleagal utting in front. You will of kids that. normal trafic flows.
30, and 20 is d inturn attention to driving, sections of concern to
introduce any h limit and can stil alower 8ad drivers of which there are too many
will st This is a very pressing mall sections of o
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Tunderstand that setting 20mph speed limits was a manifesto commitment from Liberal Democrat Councilors i the 2023 elections for West Berkshire District Councll and included

Within Bucklebury, the section through the village does not require any particular reduction as there are few houses and a wide road. The road is separated from
the fields and community facilties by a fence and large hedge, 5o does not place a danger to those using those facilities, mandating no change from the current
limit of 30mph. | believe that the section from the through road to the river Pang (unnamed on your map) could be reduced, but as it's difficult to exceed 20mph, |
don't see any benefit (ust unnecessary expense).

The road for which the speed limit reduction is proposed, is narrow, with sharp bends and close to pically todrive
through these areas at > 20 mph anyway.

“Introducing idle-free zones and 20mph speed limits outside schools, and enabling 20 mph limits for residential street: . Thames Valley Poli the
opportunity to engage on plans for road safety improvement and acknowledge that 20mph limits can be a useful tool in road safety. There islittle point in reducing a speed limit that is not
respected without any plan to bring it into compliance. There are no road safety benefis in these circumstances. The policy of Thames Valley Police is to use sound practical and re;
criteria set in the Department for Transport (DfT) Circular Roads 1/2013 - Setting local speed limits - GOV.UK (revised in March 2024) when responding to Highway Authorities in an effort
o promote consistency and to reduce the burden of constant and unnecessary enforcement. | understand that it is also the policy of West Berkshire District Council use the advice given in
DiTg, decid speed limits. Advice shown in Circular Roads 1/2013 states: key factors that should be taken into account in any decisions on
local speed limits are the history of collsions, the road geometry and engineering, the road function, the composition of road users (including existing and potentiallevels of vulnerable
road users), existing peeds, road and driver perception. It i also clear 20mph speed limits as a , “20mph schemes should be
dered basis based on t messures. Thames Valley Pofc ae ot opposed tolowering speed s providing
they are appropriate to the road likely Evidence toa lower speed limit on its own will not necessarily be
successful in reducing the speed of traffic if the prevailing mean speeds are much higher than the proposed lower speed limit. If a speed limitis set too low and is ignored then this could
resultin the majority of drivers criminalising themselves and could bring the system of speed limits into disrepute. If a speed limit is set too low this could result in an unreasonable
additional demand on police resources. Thames Valley Police have no policy to enforce based on arbitrary speed limits alone but will enforce based on threat of harm, risk and resourcing.
20mah it are not exclded from thi and wil b enfrced where approprae. Settin locl sped it s cler tht there shoud be o expectation on the polic o provide atonal
ir routine activity, been explicitly agreed. In this case it isn’t, there dditional
Guidance states: “Schemes need to aim for compl the new speed limit. are putin, they should be in places where most drivers are likely to comply. We know
that compliance is better on smaller, narrower roads than on wider roads where the layout gives drivers a clear run.” "Successful 20mph zones and 20mph speed limits are generally self-

enforcing: that s, of the road toge measures such as or signin tof the scheme, lead to a mean traffic speed
liant with the speed limit. T , there should ion on the p de additional neir ity unless this has been
. 20mph limits “Research into signed-only 20mph limits shows that they generally lead to only small reductions in traffic speeds ~less than 1mph|

on d-only 20mph limits are, therefore, for areas where vehicle speeds are already low. This may, for example, be on roads that are very narrow, through
engineering or on-road car parking. If the mean speed is already at or below 24mph on a road, introducing a 20mph limit through signing alone islikely to lead to general compliance with

the new speed limit.” The document aso states — “DFT’s comprehensive 3-year evaluation of the effect of 20mph signed-only limits was published on 22 November 2018 (Atkins 2018). It

substantially strengthened the evidence base on perceptions, speeds and early outcomes associated with 20mph speed limits. It s the only major UK study to consider multiple case study
areasand provide s nationalview. The headine findings se: « there s insufficient evdance to conclude tht there s b in collisions and casualties following th
“in y , there has been asignificant reduction in collisions and casualties » there has been a small reduction in

median speed (less than 1mph) « compliance is better on smaller, narrower roads than on roads where the layout gives drivers a clear run « vehicles travelling at higher speeds before the

introduction of the 20mph limit have reduced their speed more than those already travelling at lower speeds”  Collision history | have researched the personal injury collsion history for

Bucklebury and can find only one. This involved a car and a motorcycle that collided on a blind 90 degree bend, the view round the bend was restricted by vegetation. There are no

contributory factors lsed for thi calsion.  Evidence from Theale ~ 20mph pilot scheme. 20mph speed limits inthe village of Theale were introduce in October 2024. Although not al

heen redured hy modest

rosacs bave heen ment sneed snrvevchave st soven ires aro ctill hioh lavele o

‘There is no evidence that a 20mph zone has a positive impact on the area

1 support the widespread adoption of 20 mph limits in built up or villages roads for the sake of road safety- the safety of children pedestrians in particular. |
have recently moved to XXXXand hope that 20 mph limits are considered there. An added reason for reducing speed limits in XXKXXx is the protection of
grade 2 listed buildings.

This scheme was heavily tried in Wales and it caused such a backlash that many of the imposed 20mph speed limits there are gradually being removed. Too many
unnecessary 20mph speed limits make journeys longer, cause more loca polution (as cars take longer to ge through areas), ncrease divers'anger and take away
fr be taking some g road instead around having thei heads buried in their

phones).

slower speeds are safer for all users and will make the road more pleasant by reducing noise pollution, encouraging drivers to use alternative routes if they're
in ahurry and increase the perception of safety for cyclist and other vulnerable road users. This should lead to more short distant active travel trips and
reduced pollution

Totally over the top blanket coverage with little thought to the frustration d with traffic build periods. In Europe they operate a considerably mor
restrained approach and actually implement where needed.  The UK approach does not encourage observation as it s too far reaching instead it will be dis regarded as this proposal
coverslarge areas where people will question why has this been done.

1 don't think it would work. Th t30mph limit isn't enforced, so , saying 207 One differen Id be even
more clutter, spoiling the rural look. But I also don't agree with spending al that money on this iden tshould be spent where it's really needed, in e cresector.

s someane who works and owns a dog, | often have to walk on the road through Bucklebury village in the dark during the winter to get to the footpaths or
playing field. | am in support of the 20mph speed will make me & through the village. | am sure the many other dog owners
and iders in the village would v. Bucklebury is a small v village, with lots of peopl around to and from the church, car
park and homes, and it would be nice to have cars consistently driving past you at 20mph rather than 30mph. There are also four quite significant bends in the|
road where the 20mph limit is being proposed and the new limit should reduce the amount of cars that we see "slamming on the brakes” and then "speeding
away" after these bends.

See

Good idea to try to stop the speed merchants

Traffic speeds according to SID data are alread low, around 24mph 50 whilst this means a lower limit isin line with DFT g alower limit wil it really m
any difference to vehicle speeds? My objection is to allthe extra speed limit signs that will be needed especially as the Village is in the AONB and has a conservation
e around the church..ave MUST kesp unnecessarysigns o. minimur and not urbanise ourbeautil vilage unlessther s a rel banefil Idot drvers wil be
idiot drivers regardless of the speed limit which | very much d willbe enforced...a erackanutll

1 support this proposal. There are narrow roads without pedestrian pavements in this area. A 20 MPH speed limit will encourage walking and cycling and wil
ge dangerous or antisocally fast driving and as such potentially & the risk of collsions. | occasi rive through these roads, and would
very much appreciate a more appropriate speed limit such as ZDmph

live on the major route through XXX linking to Upper y and have got NO pi limit of 30mph and the speed that drivers drive

through my vilage. | have found that drivers are courteous and are always aware of myself and other pedestrians walking along the pavement and when crossing

the road. The budget o 100k that t will ost to make changes could b far better spent on other more important things for West Berkshire Counciland Bucklebury
Parish Council. |am NOT in favour of any reduction of speed limits to 20mph on any of the roads in Bucklebury, Upper Buckiebury and Chapel Row.

There is considerable pedestrian, cyclist and horse traffic in the vllage as well . The 20mph limit |
would favour extending the 20mph restriction on Manor Farm Road to the end of the houses in the village (on the south east side) as there are some difficult
bends to negotiate. Manor Farm Road heading west Hermitage is also b tis single ith passing places. XXXXXXX

Theproposalfor 20mph s appears o be Counci poicy being mposed onresidertsn mary parts of the country.Thatcham appear o b tainga thoughtl
are leading d to it being d I d pt during drop off and pick up
times, it s an unnecessary expense and there is no transparency regarding safety concerns and statistics to support these intiatives u would even propose a 15mph
limit near schools at these times as they do in 1am both a driver and cyclist and itis much safer as a cyclist
to be overtaken quickly by a car travelling at 30mph than have a car creep past at zompn especially on narrower country roads. From a driving perspective, and
having driven in many 20mph zones, your is split between g your speed (often with other vehicles tailgating or being indecisive
h s ing road users), and paying the v o your surroundings. Ratepayer funsar aready very limite, potholes abundant ust dive
up our High Street) and it i all about priorities and choice how money is spent on our roads. If there is no safety need on the roads in question, but they are
dangerous for all road users due to their condition (as they are currently), then our money should be spent wisely not on ideological policy. The very few people
who speed over 30mph will not stop speedingif the limitis lower. If speeding is the issue then enforce the current limits. It s improper and undemocratic that the

‘council will decide for residents and spend thousands of ratepayers money on this over the coming years. Lastly, there is aso the issue of "creeping urbanisation of
. 1f the t0see thischange the there needs t b fulland proper corsitaion i the roads i question ose by
house as this consultation has been poorly publicised and raises the question why? The Counci donoth
route th le can take and therefore enforce 30mpt afar more to secure the public's support and compliance.

Congestion, frustration, pollution, cost of signage on all roads. Money would be better spent on potholes and doing all the faded white lines, getting our roads up
t0.a high standard and not like a third world country. Hope this applies to cyclists and illegal e scooters also deliveroo riders

I support the proposal for the 20mph fimit through the village of Bucklebury but would like to see it extended to the bottom of Briff lane. This part of the road
is very narrow with bends and is extensively used by walkers, cyclists and horse riders. A 20mph limit along this stretch of road would reduce the risk of
accident. There have already been reports of walkers struck by wing mirrors of vans. It is not easy to see along the length of this narrow road and there is no
footpath

As documented before more congestion pollution etc

‘Small narrow village and bendy roads, lots of family with children live in the village and | would like to feel comfort to know my own children can go out on the
road on ther bikes or walks and be safe.

Same reasons as to the previous region

Isupport this proposal because The road isa lane and h; in the centre of the village. The road is used regularly
by motorists, cyclists, walking groups, horses, tractors and heavy farm machinery. The verges have been eroded by swerving cars trying to pass by each
other without stopping.These verges are no longer refuge for walkers who have to use the highway. There is a village hall which is in constant use and
children’s playground. An adjacent car park and playing field. Children’s football and other activities such s Scouts take place here. Also the road and the car
parkis used for church This le, often elderly and for Sunday school have to walk around blind bends to attend the
church. There are two stables close to the centre of the village and horses are a frequent sight in the village. At moment the speed limit is 30mph through
the centre of the village. Few drivers can exceed this limit because of the nature of the road but actually given the road as described, this is stiltoo fast for the
safety of road users in my opinion.

I haven't ot all day o go about my business. Greater pollution, more nolse, greater aggravation. _This s just another excuse (o keep a person in a desk ob at our
E

XXXXXXKX in Bucklebury Village and on the road that runs through the vilage. On a periodic basis, | deploy the Bucklebury Speed indication Device in one of
its three approved stations. Bucklebury Village is a linear settlement along half a mile of the road (*see note in later section) that runs along the Pang Valley,
‘connecting Chapel Row with Hermitage. Also on either side of the back lane which connects the ‘through road" road with the bridge over the river Pang.
The area round the church of St Mary the Virgin, at the western end of the village, is designated as a Conservation Area. The recreation ground, near the
church, hosts football The v P parking. d the

expense. Let alone cost of resigning al these roads. Those involved with this in West Berk; unfit for
go ahead to justify your position. Simply appalling as expected

both sides of the Pang Valley attract a steady flow of viitors; recreation ground users, walkers, cyclists,
sightseers and visitors to nearby farm-park. Horse riders are also present on a daily basis. There are a number of equestrian faciliies and stables in the area.
The roads through Bucklebury are narrow, bendy and have to be shared by a variety of users. Excessive speeds have been recorded on the parish SID. While,
technically,speeding s not a sigificant problerm,driving t00 fast’ and in amanner that compromises the safety of non vehicular road users, il I the areas
‘where there is the greatest threat to cyclists, horses, the imposition of a 20r and the ilabl
mitigation of isk.

| don't believe 20mph wurks Iecreates rester pollution as most cars are reving in the wrong gear, it creates more noise due to revs too high. | believe 20mph are
8 1 d suchiike, they can be very damaging to certain businesses where time frames are a factor. In essence,
vehicles struggling to maintain 20mph are more of a nuisance.

Cars drive far too fast through the vilage, in particular driving from the west of the village, from Marlston, where there i a single track road with high hedges
and cars often speed down there, and horses, children and walkers use that part of the road regulary. Very dangerous, please extend the 20 mph to the
bottom of Briff Lane.

Bucklebury




Inall butavery few , like an area just outside a school or in a residential street, 20mph is too slow. Itis very difficult to drive most vehicles at this
speed as vehicle's gear ratios are not suited o operate for any length of time at 20mph. 20mphis usually at the top end of the lowest gear and the very bottom of
the next highest gear. Also most engine management units are not designed to operate at this speed, v 30mph. No only
diffcult o operate at these low speeds for any length of time, engines are very inefficient at this speed using more fuel than they would at 30 mph There s 2
strong push to extend 20mph limits to seemingly just about everywhere. My main objection is that | feel there are too many in road speed limits,
with variable speed limits on main roads and rapidly limits on other roads, as a driver | find | am paying peedis
currently than what s happening around me. |am sure | am not alone. | am convinced that the attention demanded of the driver trying to avoid heavy punitive

fines and points from ever limits rom y. For 1do not support the expansion
of 20mph speed limits unless the reason: i

It would be safer particularly for walkers, cyclists and horse riders.

See previous

The data on the imposition of a 20mph limitis very clear, injuries. There available

including Wales' ground breaking almost blanket application. For this alone itis worth doing. ~ Arguments about the unreasonable slowing down of traffic are
irrelevant when taking into account that it s to be applied in areas that trffic is siowed not by the speed limit but by factors such as volume of traffic, parked
cars, schools, pedestrians, delivery vehicles, junctions, road width, visibilty and bends. The :hinge to journey times through the areas will be minimal. Even

without hold ups when travelling in quiet periods the journey time through the averag gthen by less than 210mph slowing. |
have alsoheard th argument tha s the polle and tafic conrol measures cannoteffctvely ke vehcles o 30mph s wasteof time and maney having
220 mph fimit. the pointitd the will conform to the new limit and overall speeds will drop.

1 agree with 20mph speeds near schools. Not on other roads ~ Lowering the speed limit won't necessarily reduce people speeding. What evidence s there to
demansists thtlowering the speed it to 20 mph reduces soedents? Wals hd t rescin some of the 20mph speed resticions dus o the number of
complaints.  The cost of igns will be expensive Is thi on the number of lives saved or just an expensive idea? - Lowering speeds
will reduce productivity, delivery vans, workman etc.

Traffic speed s far too high. We are trying to progress Community Speedwatch in Bradfield but few people have volunteered. Reducing the speed limit can
only help reduce danger to ife.

- Diligent drivers will be distracted by attempting to adhere to such focusing on the risks around them e.g. cyclist or pedestrian on/in
the road. - It will not change non-diigent driver behaviour, who drive at the speed they want to, as the current speed limits are hardly enforced. - The new signage|
etc will be a complete waste of valuable council funds.

1and my family fully support to 20mph proposal for Bucklebury Village, and hope that it willsgnificantly improve road safety. XXX on a single track road
through the village and routinely see and hear drivers accelerate hard and then brake to pass over the river bridge it's noisy and dangerous. If people adhere
to the limit it will be good all round for residents, horse riders and walkers. | would further add that lane from the T-junction at Christmas cottage (north
then east) over the river brdge at 51 -1 should be re-classified to allow a ban on HGVs. We
v suffer from 40 v 800d vehicles trying to use this road which is already as unsuitable for HGVS' and then taking 20 minutes to
reverse back {0 the Christmas cottage junction. The isted bridge is routinely damaged and has on two occasions been knocked ino the river by these
vehicles trying and failing to negotiate the 90 degree bend. Over the years it must have cost Wets Berks counci many thousands of pounds in repairs when
there is asimple solution to the problem.

Not beneficial e.g. Wales

XXXXX in Bucklebury Village with a young child and need to cross the road in order to XXXXXX. We know that 30mph is far too fast to travel through me

village. We frequently find that cars fly around the blind effectively a nd while they may be g arrent

i, fis dangerous.  XXXKKX n Upper Buckebury Byls Green,and o know that cars div 0 st o th rosds around Bif Lane and Lt I.ane,
where we often walk with farmily.

It will cost too much and will no be d

Ithas been proven to be detrimental both to the economy of the car and to the gases that are released. There really is not much evidence that t helps. From the
studies that have been run it seems that the roads are “safer” but that's only because fewer people are driving on them! And it’s not fair to restrict the roads in
Berkshire as we mood to be able to drive through places like ColdAsh.

Isupport the proposalin full

s just a shame that the proposal does not include the whole of Bucklebury including the Broad Lane " Rat Run""

I think it will be a complete waste of money and would be better spent maintaining the roads that they want to make 20mph.  Reducing speed does not change
driver behaviour, and the drives would they going more sign the road.

k the that 20mph signs would be No one wants to stop people enjoying out countryside. With the 20mph signs it would keep our
families and animals much safer.

20 miles an hour is so slow!! How willthis be enforced? It would be better to enforce the 30

especially on Cold Ash Hill

Small Rural Roads with lots of walkers (often with Dogs), lots of Children recently moved into Bucklebury Village and surrounding proper
in the area, this proposal will make it safer and more pleasant for all, with little delay to any through traffic.

s and lots of Horses|

funds are better d signs, especially Increased frustration for drivers
30mph is a safe speed, no need to reduce t.

We strongly support the proposed 20mph speed limit XXX in Bucklebury and cars often speed through the village, there have been a number of lost pets
over the years, including our own. This is a community village young , the lanes y single track and many cars drive
too fast, noticeably more 5o now than ever. There are no pavements to the recreation field, the church or number of footpaths, it doesn't feel safe when
walking on the roads, there's an accident waiting to happen.

I believe 30 mph is perfectly adequate for road safety. Failure to enforce even existing limits is more of a concern. The council should not be able to complain of
lack of funds if they are happy to spend OUR money on a pointless exercise.

Inmany of the roads indicated it would virtually be impossible to drive over 20 mph. My main comment i that many of the single track roads leading out of
the village are 60 mph, which should not be national speed limit. The roads are not suitable for that speed. | regularly see people driving at 50-60 mph in the
30and 40 mph zones. That needs to be addressed and traffic calming measures introduced.

1 bject n the strongest terms to the imposition of 20mph speed limits anywhere in the aea other than outside schools around the start and end times of the

school day. ~ Existi limit enforced. traffic to bunch into long lines that don't permit joining or crossing traffic whether on
foot, on a bike orin.a car. We already have too much ugly road furniture to bilght our countryside. We must prevent urbanisation o our current, ural
d limits do Respectful, law abiding drivers will continue to be o and others will continue in their own

\ways. Resuling n nothing being acheved. A dreadiul waste of money and resources that can be bettr used elsewhere on meaningful, long desired lematives.

1live on XXXXX.. 30mph speed limit and faster than this. Similarly along. and broad lane. would rather the money to be spent to
keep the motorists to 30mph rather than an unrealistic 20mph. Get the motorists going at the current speed limits should be a priority. If you can't do that now
what s the point in making it lss.. it won't work. Some of the proposed 20mph speed limits (ittle lane, mortons lane, blacklands road and berrys road are too
small/short or narrow and built up to get much more than 20mph anyway. It seems like a waste of money. | am unsure that you have actually looked at the roads in
question to see f thereis a problem.

Roads are extremely narrow and visibility poor when emerging from driveways.

Waste of money and not needed

0000t in Buckdeury vlage and cars drve extremelyfst through X ilage. KK face s park 1 haveregular horserders passing K01 Lowering the speed
limit to 20mph has been needed for  very long time and this. Hopef

I support Bucklebury Parish Council’s concerns and agree that the focus should be on reducing and enforcing speed limits on the main routes through Upper
Bucklebury and Chapel Row and also into Bucklebury. Additional speed restrictions in side roads which are mostly used by locals are not the priority. Also concerns
about over signage.

There are lots of dog. the area and very to walk safely away from traffic. Also being a rural area there is an
sbundance o willife that s ofen n the rond

Traffic already exceeds the speed This wiljust d ding the speed imit to a greater extent. Policing the current imits would
seem more appropriate rather than spending more money reducing the limit

As the Ward Member for XXX (including the X of XKKKKKK) | have previously taken surveys on road safety. Though views on
speed controls are mixed it s clea that there s  desie forspeed control but concern itwont be enforced. Hence | support the proposal though sad more
roads that | requested did NOT come into scope of the consultation - e.g. Pease Hillnfront v Farm Park, y used by youn over
the weekend and s00n to have a nursery during the week). | see these as clearly 2 pics.  Residents should be allowed

what speed limits should be infront of their door steps. Authorities should then enforce those speed limits and stop whinging about how expensive itis or we
dont have the money. Westminster must find cheaper and more resource effective ways to enforce for Authorities. Surely a simple camera system with Al
could work out average speeds through villsges and issue FPN or "stop anti-social behaviour” warnings without impacting police resource. MPs must use their
collective brains to think of l emp ties and

Itrongly objectto ths proposal,on a eastthe following thee points. 1. The current fashion fo reducing speed limits to 20mph demonsirates fundamental

‘misunderstandings about the nature of motorists / human beings. Resp: tend to be d will to comply with
‘whatever speed limit is set. are, by 3 y to take notice of speed limits, including reduced ones. Reducing speed
limits to 20mph carries with it an ians, becoming accustomed to 3 dately, then inevitably become less
alert and aware when, for instance, crossing roads. In th state they are nd a h

This has become quite noticeable in city centres. And it often involves an irresponsible cyclist or e-scooter rider, neither of whom need fear speed cameras. | have
seen this frequently on the streets of London. A false sense of security is in no-one’s interests. 2. am concerned that WBC has | suspect already paid a
considerable amount of local ratepayers’ money to the consultants it has engaged in this matter. | would question the justification for employing a high-profile and
o doubt high-charging global company for this, but that is money already spent (wasted?). What | would emphatically not wish to see is a further huge sum
committed to taking vet further, nor indeed ing the proposed scheme. | question the justification, at a time when WBC bleats about
having to cut services. On the day that | first noticed the proliferation of laminated white signs strapped to posts al over the roads in this proposed scherme, 1 also
noticed four sites of freshly dumped ly-tipping. It has been reported, but more than a week later it's stil there. 3. 20mph s less fuel-efficient than 30mph for
vehicles powered by 3 levels

By the schoolis correct but not the through road in bucklebury

I believe speeds limits are generally too high on rural and residential roads. | would ke to see more consistent speed limits across the councilarea and less of
the 40t 30 t0 20 to 40 type journeys. | would like to see all of Chapel Row at 20 mph limits as the bends through it are dangerous and busy with pedestrians
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There on the speed restrictions will not be policed. People already ignore the 30mph limit for the same reason.
Money would peter bespent on introducing physical arrers o speecing such as the spec restricion scheme on Broad Lane.

Lots of walkers, cyclists and horse riders.

Seems an enormous waste of money. The current 30mph limit is not policed and v ignored so struggle to is from 20mph limits.

1) reducing a speed |-mn¢aesnmnange driver behaviour unless itis enforce. | live on XXXXX and witness speeding in this road daily. ~ 2) main through routes in
Bucklebury and et the national guidelines forspeed reduction. m i support of the introduction of part time 20mph speed lmit
displayed on the school warning signs when they're flashing.  3) his scheme is a exty d yet another wasteful

use of the public funding that does not i the intended result. The money would be better spent nreducing excessive speeds along BROAD LANE and CHAPEL
ROW daily) which s d hild ple who are using this road everyday. ~ Speed indicators and
b dtoben

The proposed restrictions are simply not needed and are a complete waste of money, The 30 mph limit through cold ash and around Bucklebury is more than
adequate and simply Bringing some roads to 60 mphis pointless. Complete waste of money that brings
0 benefit other than to WSP consultants fees.

safer for non-motorised users especially horse riders

See above,

Unne t ney and vet another example of

As per my previou: speed limits where possible to encourage a better environment and active travel

Tobject 1 the proposalfr easons ready sated, but they may be summarised by my opinion that West Berkshire Counclco Tl fford  sheme that e police
are too stretched to enforce.

With tractors, horses cyclists, walkers in abundance in the area 20 mph seems a safer bet.

Have you carried out a how many accid caused by traffic? Who do you purpose
will enforce the speed limit? TVP haven't go enough resources to Police 30MPH limits.

‘Why are you wasting tax

is hit by a vehicle. Lower speed: Lower speeds ing and cycli and

more pleasant. 100% support this proposal.

Lower speeds signif reduce injuries if

Totally unnecessary. What evidence is there of excessive speed in the residential road selected. The costs of signage would be better spent on improving road
surfaces within the parish. More road furniture will be unsightly. Enforcement of the temporary 20mph limit when school warning signs flash would be supported.
Perhaps a flashing 30mph sign at the entrance to Upper Bucklebury would be than herine's pl

Cars are often speeding at the current 30 mph and 20mph would be more appropriate. | would also like this to be rolled out in the village of Stanford Dingley

Thisis more unnecessary urban furniture in a ge. People drive slowly in large regard and {twilignore this anyway.

30mph we have Tractors, horses, cyclists and a huge number of walkers in particular
Voungsters doing their Duke of Edinburgh treks

I would like Stanford Dingley

The current speed limit is sufficient

Agree,

Safer environment for cyclists.

Traffic incid d d injuries have b low in the area over the last Syears (circa 5 low level incidents in Syears) and | consequently cannot
understand the need limits further disrupting slowing their daily lives. This feels like a money making exercise
(through increased levels of fines) that willfurther worsen the cost of living crisis for ordinary working people. | can see no requirement or ju

The road through and around Bucklebury is regularly used by children on bikes and horses. Cars driving through the village and around corners at 30mph do
not have enough reaction time to safely slow down for the other regular non driving road users. | believe the same applies in Stanford Dingley as there is no
side walk and the roads are bordered there s no room if a car is speeding by at 30mph. Many come to Stanford
ingley a5t . AONS a5 wel s Horse riders and agan chidren an famlie aluse th single rack road

Some of the side it speed by thei need 20mph limits to be set. We live in a rural area where speed indicators would be better

than a forest of road signs and painted signs on the roads. Th don't match up to the nati for 20mph. This is going to cost alot of money

that will be diverted from other areas of concern to WBC and council taxpayers, and the police do not have the resources to enforce the speed limits now. What is

different if you make it 20mph instead of 30mph? In any event 20mph limits will not stop the 'boy racers' who disregard 30mph now. Bucklebury Parish Council has

clocked people doing 80 through Upper Bucklebury via a SID. | would support the parish council's proposal for 20mph near schools at drop-off and picking up time,

although if you want to address a safety issue, do something about the way cars queue up to pick up children from the convent school in Cold Ash, creating a traffic|
hazard every schoolday.

XXXXXIn Stanford Dingley and just lie Bucklebury - X neighbouring village - X roads are ‘mixed spaces' without pavements where cars,lorries, children,
walkers, cyclists and horses al frequently interact. We and they often have non villagers (and some villagers) travelling at or over the 30mph limit which brings
great danger to This was the number d in the Stanford Dingley Village survey undertaken in 2022 - and so we are very
disappointed to see that X neighbouring villages of Chapel Row and Bucklebury have been brought forward into this consultation but we have been told that
we are scheduled for 2028/29. Given the safety ssues here, thisis deeply concerning to us.

I's not required

Roads are increasingly used by cyclists, walkers and horse riders. Proposed willlead to increased traffic.

| abject to the proposals for a blanket 20mph speed restrictions in the villages (Ashmore Green, Bucklebury, Upper Bucklebury, Chapel Row, Cold Ash and
I believe the safety i but would make driving along time consuming. Also, during
a cost of lving crisi, the cost of replacing signs and the econormic harm of increased journey times is not justifiable. | agree that some areas such as around schools,
and cul-de-sacs may benefit but roads that serve as through routes should stay 30mph. Some of the roads mentioned (such as "the ridge" in cold ash) is along,
through-route road and would benefit far more from other measures, such as cutting back trees to improve visibilty, and building  footpath for pedestrians.

1 believe that the routes proposed have it being studied n detail and without  ullsurvey. It s ot possible o enforce a speed limit through Chapel Row as the

highway t meet the 1fully endorse a limit ble, e, during school time outside the School () but
justblanket proposals re rdiculous. We lso understand that Pavingspent £ 100000 an 20 mph speed i i Ofordshirethy ae now bein removed t
similar cost. What a cri of table. The through the village is about

20 mph. Why is it therefore necessary to install another series of signs that are not veqmved. The statics prove that only 11% of motorist are currently observing the
20mph nationally. Not necessary!

Research indicates that 20mph limits are more unsafe than 30mph limits, when including more factors than merely the impact of a collision (i.e. driver awareness,
etc).

Many of the road s Morton'slane it is almost impossible o do more than 20mph. Many roads n Upper Bucklebury
t i , this has had limited effect and was a waste of BPC money - this would be
exacl\y e same. There s no evidence o the need to reduce specd e accident rotes 5o what s the purpose o this ? The o ratlonale roposed as to why thisis
being proposed other than purely political reasons. It is a complete waste of WBC money.

30mphis a sufficient speed limit for these areas. Reducing the speed limit to 20mph creates more congestion and discourages people from following the law as
people are more likely to ignore it as they find it frust
ways this can be achieved such as more pavements, footpaths that run parallel o roads or safe crossings.

20mph is incredibly difficult to adhere to. | understand that at peak times such as school drop off or pick up it s relevant but at other times itis not vital.

It won't make a difference.

It's hard enough to do 30 on these roads as it s. There are minimal accidents that happen on these road. | cannot see why a 20 should be imposed. I’ highly
unlikely to be enforceable - they already struggle to enforce the 30 mph on Broad Lane. People race between the pinch points instead of slowing down.

20 per hour limits would be more effective just for short lengths of road, e.g. outside schools. Feel money would be better spent enforcing the current limits with
more cameras as they are regularly with Iso through the vllage it’s unlikely v doing more than v spend money on
changing it?

already have the I “pinch points’ which causes road users to have to stop and give way which cause chaos at busy
times and throughout the day. Lowering the speed limit would cause even more problems with flowing traffic. | would however be in favour of the speed imit if
the pinch points were removed as that would greatly decrease the pollution inhaled by the passing children on route to and from school. To sum up my opinion is
0 to a speed limit decrease to 20 as | know the pinch points wouldn't be removed.

| objectto Iy due to the fact can that the changes will improve lfe for the local communities. | 2150 object on the.
grounds of finance, how can WBC with it's current finances support the forth

“They done the same in wales and then done a u-turn it.

As per the i pay for the roads.

As a road user and one that has driven in other 20mph limited roads, 20mph is not an appropriate speed to be driving at and can make driving less safe rather than

more safe. At such a low limit you spend most of your time watching the speedometer and constantly changing gears to avoid exceeding 20mph, instead of being
able to concentrate fully on hazards, pedestrians and other road users and drivers who already choose to exceed current limits will not be deterred by an additional
reduction the only people affected will be responsible drivers. Al risks creating ion and distraction withou ben

20 mph limit wil unnecessarily impact my travel time.

- Bucklebury, Upper v and Chapel Row are all rural . The addition of 20mph speed limits willjust add to the urbanization these communities
are already experiencing. We need to protect rural villages. - you have no way of enforcing this change in speed limit - you currently don't even enforce 30mph -
You haven'tlistening to locals, hardly anyone has requested this and BPC have been working hard with the community on their existing speed watch program which|
is yeilding successful results. - the suggested roads to change i quite frankly ridiculous and shows the lack of consultation with the community.

Waste of money

See

Unnecessary.
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1. This has not been asked for by local people and is a large over step by West berks Council. 2. The roads are perfectly safe as they are, there are no accident
black spots. 3. We have much better things to spend money on.
No reason to lower the speed.
Too needs to be more selective.

I drive, cycle and walk, but only cycle on these particular roads. There is no reason for 20mph in general anywhere, but in these roads there isliterally no issue
with speed and which is reportedly benefits: in 20 years | have never once felt unsafe or intimidated on any of these roads.

Feels like council to get money as it's very difficult to stick to 20mph- loads of research has now been done to support this.

I feel that some roads warrant a 20mph limit f they pass a school or local Post Office shop for example. However, the blanket rule of 20mph being proposed on the
long st of roads s excessive, will not contribute to less accidents, and willcost the council an enormous amount of money that West Berkshire can il afford. As we
have seen across Wales, these blanket 20mph road limits have not been successful, and we have seen a reversal of them there. West Berkshire Council never listen
to residents when a consultation takes place, and will push through with their planes regardess of the outcome. However, | feelit's important to have a say on locall
changes.

For the same reasons

20mph speed limits are ridiculous. They are an expensive was of councilfunds and do not serve any possible benefit. Itis nearly impossible to drive in Oxfordshire
and I now avoid the area this is what will happen to West Berkshire. Do not waste my tax money on this pointless initiative. Spend the money on social care and

important areas.

20mph won't itjust makes a misery f t their business. No no no no! Pl alternative traffi
Please do NOT implement this overl plan. (OO resident)
‘The reduction from 30mph to 20mph will not change the standard of living, noise will be very similar, quantity of traffic will not be effected. A better use of council
funds would be to enforce the limit rather than reducing it
In truth there are far more impy hings for the count and spend tax on than reducing the existing acceptable speed limit on
countless roads that do not need it. The current speed limits are not enforced so how will 2 blanket lower limit work? Or be enforced? Have we seen multiple
accidents and deaths across the parish? | recognise speed i v tomany road i reducing the speed limit to a level that will
createmlre issues with traversing the area s unlikely to have any major impact
Complete waste of money, far too much money has already been wasted on thi 1. Those gerously (not ju todoso
regardless of the speed limit changes. Money could be near schools and on main roads on school bus stops. According to
I i of the d idered unsafe and no accidents ever happen so i cant see why this money s being wasted.

Cars are safer than ever with improved stopping distances. Driving at 20mph is distracting as you have to study the Speedo more. Cyclists can go quicker and
overtake you
Pointless waste of money which could be better spent on local healthcare

As before
1 don'tthink there is an need in putting a 20mph zones in the area. People willdrive as they please and 20mph is just too slow
I believe

that this change the character and usage of the road, nor v fety, and

local residents. In particular: Road design and conditions: The road is d, and has g  which supports limit. Safety
record: To my knowledge, there s no clear evidence of a collsion history or safety issues that would justify a reduction in the limit. Traffic flow and congestion:
The proposed change is liely to increase congestion, driver frustration, and inconsistent speeds, which may p reduce safety. C pact: The

¥ negatively ters, and ho rely on efficient travel along this route. | respectfully request that the council

reconsider this proposal, or at minimurm publish the data, assessments, and justification sed to support the decision. | would also welcome further consultation
with local resi VP changes are implemented. Thank you for taking the time to consider this objection. | look forward to your response.
Iwould like to see published the imperial data d/ti frequency for this locati i fic data set that demonstrate the

actual accident reduction in other adopted sites, rate than just ‘we believe it's a good idea and we believe we know better than you. This endless pursuit of

controlling everybody’s life is unacceptable and can only be justified if you can actually Demonstrate the cost benefit analysis. As | have to everyday in the trillion

dollar business I work in. Of course in an ideological sense it makes send to the liberal left but we live in a real world with real impact to people/ business etc. Also

there it without any means t , which of courts th I doesn't have the funds to do. And there is no way the police
will,

Same as before. 20 is not plenty
Obiect _Our money is better spent on need. Nobody voted for this
Unnecessary and infuriating

s a local xooox company this is going realy damage our business our whole delivery area will now be 20mph amd we expect a 25% reduction in daily delivery's
costing us a extra day per weekin lost delivery slots. Also not sure if you aware how hard it s to drive a lorry at 20mph they are not designed to drive at consistent
speed its between gears i hope you scrap this ridiculous proposal and use the cash to put back in the pot to keep you afloat.

20mph fimits should be reserved for areas around schools and children’s play areas, not for general use everywhere. You are reducing the impact and risking
children's lives by placing them everywhere
Current speed limits not adhered to and monitored. When they have been monitored and proved broken nothing has been done to make sure the current 30mph
have been adhered to. Money would be better spent on s
Same as for the last question
traffic, it's not a busy or heavily populated road.

Altering the existing speed limits to 40, 30, and 201is over complicated and leads to an information overload for drivers which in turn leads to diminished attention
to driving. Why not extend 40 mph road sections of concern to 30 mph and do NOT introduce any 20 mph sections. Everyone then knows the advised safe speed
limit and can still reduce their speed to a lower safe speed when necessary to reflect the prevailing traffic and environment conditions. Bad drivers of which there
are too many willsti the speed hatever itis. This is a very pressing and different pr tinkering with speed changes on small sections of
road will not change.
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Object

Support

Neutral
Tunderstond hat seting 20mph speed Imits was 3 manesto commitment from Lberal Democrat Councilors n the 203 slections for West

‘There is no evidence that a 20mph zone has a positive impact on the area

1 support the widespread adoption of 20 mph limits in built up or villages roads for the sake of road safety- the safety of children pedestrians in particular. | have recently|
XXXX Streatley and hope that 20 mph limits are considered there. An added reason for reducing speed limits in XXXXX is the protection of grade 2 lsted buildings.

Berkshire District Council and included “Introducing its outside schools, and enabling 20 mph limits for
it.” Thames Valley to engage on plans for road safety improvement and
acknowledge that 20mph limits can be a useful tool in road safety. There islttle poi limit that is outany
plan to bringitinto compliance. There are o road safety benefisin these circumstances. The policy of Thames Valley Poice is o use sound
practical and real setin ircular Roads 1/2013 - Setting local speed limits - GOV.UK (revised in
March 2024) ding to Highway Auth an effort to promote y and to reduce the burden of constant and unnecessary
enforcement. | understand that it is also the policy of West Berkshire District Council use the advice given in DfT guidance when deciding on and
implementing reduced speed limits. Advice shown in ircula Roads 1/2013 states: ke factors thatshould be taken into account i any decisions

onlocal speed limits are the history of collsions, the road € the road functon, ition of road
existing and potential levels of users), existing peeds, an perception. Its also clear about
d limits as a “20mph schemes should be considered on a road-by-road basis based on the safety case

to ensure local support, not as blanket measures.” Thames Valley Police are not opposed to lowering speed limits providing they are appropriate
tothe road d liely benefits. toa lower speed limit on its own will not
necessarly be successful in reducing the speed of traffc f the prevailing mean speeds are much higher than the proposed lower speed limit. If a
speed limitis set too low and is ignored then this could result in the majority of drivers criminalising themselves and could bring the system of
speed limits into disrepute. I a speed limit is set too low this could resultin an unreasonable additional demand on police resources. Thames Valley
Police have no policy to enforce based on arbitrary speed limits alone but will enforce based on threat of harm, isk and resourcing. 20mph limits
are not excluded from this and will be enforced where appropriate. Setting local speed |.m.zs s clear that there should be no expectation on the
police to provide additional their tvity, en explicitly agreed. In this case it isn't, there are no
o o . DIT Guidance sates: "Schemex need to aim for compliance with the new speed
limit. Where new limits are putin, they should be in places where most drivers are likely to comply. We know that compliance is better on smaller,
narrower roads than on wider roads where the layout gives drivers a clear run.” “Successful 20mph zones and 20mph speed limits are generally
self-enforcing: that i, the existing conditions of the road together with measures such as traffic calming or signing, publicity and information as

partof the scheme, lead to a mean traffic speed the speed limit. T there should be no exp on the
police to provide additional their ity unless this has been " 20mph limits without traffic
calming. “Research d generally lead to only ~ less than 1mph on

d-only 20mph limits are, therefore, for areas where vehicle speeds are already low. This may, for example, be on
roads that are very narrow, through engineering or on-road car parking. If the mean speed is already at or below 24mph on a road, introducing a
20mph limit through signing alone s liely to lead to general compliance with the new speed limit.” The document also states ~ “DfT’s
comprehensive 3-year evaluation of the effect of 20mph signed-only imits was published on 22 November 2018 (Atkins 2018). It substantially
 limite_i st b,

he avirlgnre snsed and accnriated with 2moh <

s scheme was heavil tried n Walsand i cause such  backiash that many o theimposed 20mph speed it thre regracualy bein remaved.Too many umecessary 20mph speed s
‘make journeys longer, cause more local pollution (as cars take longer to get th * anger and take away m those who should be taking as

slower speeds are safer for all users and will make the road more pl pollution, i if they're in a hurry
and ncrease the percepton ofsafety for cyclstand ather vulnerable oad users. Ths should lead o more short disant actvetravel ips and recuced polluton.

Itis a good idea but | cannot see how it can be enforced any more than the present speed limits which are ignored by a significant number of
vehicles using the vilage.

looking aroad instead of ound having their heads buried in their phones).
1 generally support the proposal athough some of the roads are short cul de sac which would have an existing natural 20mph limit aready in place despite any
regulations. | would want 2 20mph limit applied through Upper Buckiebury on Broad Lane. This road is the “main" residential road with pub, shop, church, and
Same as the fistone entrance to Berrys Road for the primary school. The road sees a ot walking along of al ages and can be a very busy road when vehicles use Why is Burdens Heath not included ? Its a 30mph road yet we regularly have cars exceeding Somph down this road. It would make sense to
. the road as an alternative through route when the A4 is busy. Wit future development in Thatcham this road is set o be very busy and passing traffic needs to be include thisto further road safety i the vilage
encouraged 1o travel through the vilage withcare an 1 strongly believe 2 20mph wovld help achieve this_There are 20mphlmits proposed on smilar through roads in
ther ges so also include a 20mph limit on Broad Lane in line with this.
The traffic in Upper Bucklebury is gett iderably heavier, lly atrush hour. Car speed up through the ‘traffic calmers’ - the shop. Th 4
. o o e o D e e o The Prapose Upper Buckiebury has a road with space for direction oftaffic both ways with space o pull ver. Stanford Dingley and Buckiebury do not have
See previous message building is going to bring a horrendous amount of traffic through the village. The roads are already noisier, more polluted and dangerous. 20 mph will certainly mitigate e e oot e 20mm ol - oo theve rons
this a little. Children walk up the main road to school and to the Kennet mini bus. We need these roads to be safer and less polluted. e 5P PP P! PP & P!
The proposalis mainly for 20mph limits on side roads (cul de sacs) in which there is no pecifcally n Berry's Road adjacent to the primary problem or danger to chidren
is not ing traf m the imposition of  20mph limit will have no benefit. The only speeding problemin the village is on the through route
of Broad Lane y Speed Watch and I would sugg mandatory 20mph on the flashing school warning signs (hich, | believe, can be included in a TRO)

ONLY WHEN THE SIGNS ARE FLASHING would help residents feel safer at peak times. Bucklebury i in the North Wessex Downs National Landscape isis a rural community, as such | totally oppose|

the exta sigaing that will be needed to enable what i proposed, did those who devised this scheme visit our uralvllge s it looks tome?! Asfar sl
I consider to be a compl f impact f the changes will crtanly be neglighi, the money would be much bettr spent
supporting us with Speed reduction measures such as signs or there really is a problem (speeds of 40mph, 50 and 60 are often
recorded with the record of over 100mph in the 30mph limit1!) We have no street lighting (and no-one wants any!) so any traffic calming would have to respect that. In my opinion this is a poorly
thought out scheme that very few residents | have spoken to want or need and I really hope itis completely reconsidered. At very least | urge you to consider the responses from each Parish
individually and not to imp all Finally | do support 20mph limits in URBAN areas, outside schools when warning signs are flashing (as exists
outside Park House School ans others) but | totally oppose the imposition of them in RURAL areas lie ours especially on roads where there really s no proble...have you collected data on the
speed of traffic in these roads and does that data meet DofT guidelines and do the police who, | believe, are statutory consulted support this proposal?

Broad Lane in Upper Bucklebury has become very busy cars, motor cycles, heavy traffic, vans and large lorries. All this traffic has changed Upper Bucklebury's quiet small|

village feelinto a busy through route with speeding vehicles of allsizes. It s no longer a safe environment for people and animals.

2000 on the major oute though Chapel g to Upper y and have got NO pi the limit of 30mph and the speed that drivers drive through X village. |
have found that drivers I f myself and other p i nd when crossing the road. The budget of 100k that it will cost to make
changes could be far betterspent on other more important thngs o West Berkshire Councland Bucklebury Parish Councl |am NOT n favour of any reduction of peelimits to 20mph on any

of the roads in Bucklebury, Upper Buckiebury and Chapel Row.

Very good idea of it is enforceable

XXXXXX in Upper Bucklebury and | object to the proposal because people already drive at an acceptable speed for this road and for this reason | believe there is no need for 20 mile an hour speed

limit signs. The road is winding and narrow (due to regularly either side) there ] for people to pick ~and so they don't. The addition of

speed limit signs to this smal close of houses i totally unneccessary, it would be a waste of money. Mortons Lane is a small the houses constructed to

keep the area looking rural and in keeping with the beautiful The addition ign: e the look of the road. ~ Broad Lane is the busy|
main road in Uppe speed limit s often totally ingnored so money e bettr spant ensuring the speed limit on this road is adhered to.

Isupport this proposal. There are n i inth p ing and cycling and
dangerous v as 8 of collisions. | through some of these roads, and would very much
appreciate a more appropriate speed limit such as 20mph.

Bucklebury. proposed for a 20mph speed limit (eg Briff Lane, Little Lane) are relatively quiet roads where residents are cautious. It
isonly the ocasional driver who would speed. Unless here is constant enforcement of such a restriction, t cannot b cost efective. This argument apples (o s he proposed sd roads with the
possible exception of Berry's Road where the school s stuation. The money and considerable effort would be better used to stop drivers speeding along Broad Lane (which is a constant
problem) rather than reducing lttle used side roads. Also ight road between Uppe Chapel Row should for a0 or 50 speed limit.  Additionally Harts
Hillis another road where a reduced speed limit would be better served. Itis a very busy road with many blind “an accident waiting to happen". Larger vehicles come round the
corners too fast and over the centre of the road. With increased traffic along this relatively narrow and bendy road, this should be a priority. - The proposals as they stand will have very lttle
impact on driver's current behaviour through the vilage as they are directed to the wrong roads and the cost is not i the ratepayer's interests.

ur whereas alternative ideas like putting i long Broad lane and speed restrictions here willreduce the

t of injuries due to along proposed restrictions? To place new road signs costs a lot whereas the money would be
more effective in traffic :a\mmg measures where traffic HAS to slow down. We want less traffic going through our villages so the more difficult we make the experience the more liely Ihev are
goingto through as. work well and as do well positioned smiley/sad speed indicators. Speed bumps or chicanes work better stil. |
Morton' ane no taffc ever goes over 20mph anyway. So why do we need asign?

‘We doubt it wil have much impact on driver beha
Wha

20mph limit s overly restrictive.

it 20mph. It may deter drivers as an alternative to the A4 especially as thousands of new

homes have been proposed.

Less people die or are seriously injured by vehi

The proposal for 20 mph limits appears to be Councils' policy being imposed on residents in many parts of the country. Thatcham appear to be taking  thoughtful approach where residents are
leading the discussion as opposed to it being driven by Councildesire. Except perhaps outside schools during drop off and pick up times, tis an unnecessary expense and there is no transparency
regarding safety concerns and statistics to support these initiatives (1 would even propose a 15mph limit near schools at these times as they do in France where 20Kmh s becoming more
commonplace).|am both a diver and cyclistand it s much safer 2 acyclist o be overtaken quickly by a ca travelling at 30mph than have  car creep past at 20mph especialy on narrower

v roads. From a driving d in many 20mph zones, your concentration is split between constantly monitoring your speed (often with other vehicles tailgating or
users), and paying the v ¥ y very 3 bundant (just drive up our High
Sireet and s llaboutprioriies and chace how money s pent on ur raads. I thre s no sfetymeed an he roads nauestion, bt thy ate dangerous or s road sersdus o ther condition
(as they ) then our money p noton I speed over 30mph will not stop speedingif the limitis lower. If speeding is the
issue then enforce th limits. Itis improper and ic that the council willdecide for residents and spend thousands on this over g vears. Lastly,

there sk the e of"creeping uhinisatin o ur urslilges and commities. f the residents yank o s thischange then there needs o b full and prope casuaton i the roacs
question house by house as this consultation has been poorly publicised and raises the question why? The C; id have an that
people can take and therefore g to enforce 30mp! be a far more tosecure the public’ tand compliance.

Congestion, frustration, pollution, cost of signage on all roads. Money would be better spent on potholes and doing all the faded white lines, getting our roads up to a high standard and not like a
third world country. Hope this applies to cyclists and illegal e scooters also deliveroo riders

Numerous incidents of traffic not respecting the speed limits.

As noted at beginning of this document, more congestion pollution etc g back to section1 where is the g fo you actually listen to the public as | feel you will

do it regardless

v er , hall etc. lighting. Pedestrians d o be protected

Upper Bucklebury



Same reasons as to the previous proposal

Ithink that it will be a good idea to reduce the speed limit on the main routes. | think that t will be a huge waste of money to put extra speed limit signs at the end of

every road.

1 haven't got all day to go about my business. Greater pollution, more noise, greater aggravation.  This s just another excuse to keep a person in a desk job at our expense. Let alone cost of

resigning all these roads. Those involved with this in West Berks are simply unfit for purpose. West justify your position. Simply appalling as Speed indicator sings should help,
expected

1 don't believe 20mph works. It creates greater pollution as most cars are reving in the wrong gear, it creates more noise due to revs too high. | believe 20mph are great near hospitals, schools,
town/village centres and suchiike, they can be very damaging to certain businesses where time frames are a factor. In essence, vehicles struggling to maintain 20mph are more of a nuisance.

inall but a very , ik hool or in a resi 0mphis too slow. It very to drive icles at this speed ratios are
not suited to operate for any length of time at 20mph. 20mph is usually at the top end of the lowest gear and the very bottom of the next highest gear. Also most engine management units are
not designed to operate at this speed, being optimized for 30mph. No only o vehicles find it difficult to operate at these low speeds for any length of time, engines are very inefficient at this
speed using more fuel than they would at 30 mph There is a strong push to extend 20mph | i . My is that | feel there are too many
i road speed limits, with variable speed limits on main roads and rapidly changing speed limits on other roads, as a driver | find | am paying more attention to what the speed is
currently than what s happening around me. | am sure | am not alone. 1 am convinced that the attention demandied o the drver rying to avoid heavy punitive fines and pointsfrom ever
greatly mth todrive safely. For these reasons | do not support the expansion of 20mph speed limits unless the reasons for them meet
very specific and narrow criteria.

There is a real need to save lives and reduce a

fents. These proposals only go some way to doing it but are a first step forward.

The data on the imposition of a 20mph limit s very clear, it saves lives and injuries. There available
Wales' ground breaking almost blanket application. For this alone itis worth doing. - Arguments about the unreasonable slowing down of traffic are irrelevant when
taking into account that tis to be applied in areas that traffic is slowed not by the speed limit but by factors such as volume of traffic, parked cars, schools, pedestrians,
delivery vehicles, junctions, road width, visibilty and bends. The change to journey times through the areas will be minimal. Even without hold ups when travelling in
quiet periods the journey time through the average village will lengthen by less than a minute with a 10mph slowing. ~ | have also heard the argument that as the police
and 30mph itis a waste of time and 182 20 mph fimit. the point it d
th fct that responsble drivrs il conform o the new it and ovrall speeds wil crop.

Bucklebury Parish Council Have prepared a ist of five points which | thoroughly agree with. There is no point in introducing 20mph speed limits nless they can be enforced since no notice will be|

taken of them. I live in one of the proposed roads for the 20mph speed restriction and think it is a waste of time. The nature of the road means that speed limits are unnecessary since it is difficult

for vehicles to travel at high speed although of course there will be some exceptions, 20mph limit or not. Overall I think the money could be better spent by making sure that potholes and road
surfaces in general are repaired properly and maintained to a higher level.

See previous

XXXKKK in Upper Bucklebury / Byles Green, and also know that cars drive too fast on the roads around Briff Lane and Little Lane, where we often walk with XXXX.

Whilst a reduction in speed limit should in theory reduce vehicle speeds within the village, its unlikely. With th [ in place, vehicles are
regulrly exceeding this i, endangeingves of othr o usersan pecesrians. s mperaiv thatdrivers are foced to slow down withinthe vilage by appropriteand consistent mear. A
reduction in speed limits alone will on b d failto deliver I, along with incurred the changes. Please invest more

‘wisely, in other proven approaches.

There is no pavement along this road, which means pedestrians, including children, elderly residents, and dog walkers, are forced to walk on the on the road. Vehicles
often travel at over 30mph, creating  significant safety risk. Reduced speed limits to 20mph would greatly improve safety, increase driver awareness, and reduce the
likelihood and severity of accidents in an area where pedestrians and vehicles must share the road.

1 agree with 20mph speeds near schools. Not on other roads ~ Lowering the speed limit won't necessariy reduce peopl is there
peed imit o 20 mph reduces accdents?  Wales ha o rescind some of the 20mph spee resticions du to the number of complaints. The costof nsaling igns
decision evidence based on the number of lives saved or

that lowering the
be expensive s this
y. delivery vans, workman etc.

Make the roads safer for walkers and cyclists

- distracted by attempting to adhere to such a low speed vs focusing on the risks around them e.g. cyclist or pedestrian onyin the road. - It will not change non-

diligent driver behaviour, who drive at the speed they want to, as the current speed limits are hardly enforced. - The new signage etc will be a complete waste of valuable council funds.

I support the proposalin full - it's just a shame that the proposal does not include the whole of Bucklebury including the Broad Lane * Rat Run"’.

would not know when they are

d going more sign the road.

Increased traffic and pedestrians is leading to more potential There lsa d injury at
Not proved beneficialin other areas e.g Wales Likely Mission creep’ willresult in this being introduced across West Berkshire s ® S0 mph il
It will ost too much and not be enforced anyway

Ithas b to b th d o th hat are released. s not much evidence that t helps. From the studies that have been run it

s been proven fo be fer . ¢ carand to he & release 1o 1Ot MUED evidente that t elps. from the studics tha have heen run Small Rural Roads with lots of walkers (often with Dogs), lots of Children recently moved into Bucklebury Village and surrounding properties and lots of Horses in the
seems that the roads are “safer” but that’s only because fewer people are driving on them! And it's not fai to restrict the roads in Berkshire as we mood to be able to drive through places ke "

o, area, this proposal will make it safer and more pleasant for all, with litle delay to any through traffic.

I think it will be a compl of money be the roads that they want o make 20mph. _Reducing speed does ot change driver behaviour, and the drives ‘Again the outskirts of the village also need to be addressed, in the areas where 60mph is far too quick for the style of the road. People simply do not follow the existing

limits and exceed them regularly and these have not been shown on the maps as part of the review.

Comments same as no. 4

I accept the proposal to have a 20mph limit n resi and family pets from fast vehicles close to their front doors. It s also likely to allow
socialising in the residential area.

lack of police , concerns. longer journey times, ionir ithout

increasing costs, 30mph igh, Frustration from drivers.

I support this 100% but it needs to go further to include Broad Lane and we need some sort of speed check i that area as drivers do not adhere to the 30 mph
respond appropr the priority over g Roundfield is terrible for speeding drivers and XXXXXX so | 100% back the 20mph limit.

1 believe 30 mph s perfectly adequate for road safety. Failure to enforce even existing limits is more of a concern. The council should not be able to complain of lack of funds if they are happy to
spend OUR money on a pointless exercise.

As the Ward Member for XXXX (including the X villages inscope of this consultation: XXXXXXX)  have previously taken surveys on road safety. Though views on speed
controls are mixed its clear that there is a desire for speed control but concern it wont be enforced. Hence | support the proposal (though sad more roads that |
requested did NOT come into scope of the consultation - e.g. Broad Lane which has a shop, village Hall, garage and village School nearby). 1 see these as clearly 2
different topics. ~ Residents should be allowed to decide democratically what speed limits should be infront of their door steps. Authorities should then enforce those
speed limits and stop expensive itis or the money. Westminster must find cheaper and more resource effective ways to enforce for
le camera system with Al could work out average speeds through villages and issue FPN or "stop anti-social behaviour” warnings without
impacting police resource. MPs must use their collective brains to think of a solution and truely empower communities and local authorities.

| object in the strongest terms to the imposition of 20mph speed limits anywhere in the area other than outside schools around the start and end times of the school day. ~Existing speed limits are
adequate f enforced. - 20mph causes taffc o bunch nto long lines that don't perit aining or crossing traffc whether on foot, on a bike o in a car. We lready have too much ugly oad
furniture to blight our countryside. our current, rural . h speed limits do habits. Respectful, law abiding drivers
will continue to be so and others will continue in their own ways. Resulting in nothing being achieved. - A dreadful waste of money and resources that can be better used elsewhere on
meaningful,long desired alternatives.

See previous answer

live on XXXXX...30mph speed limit and the motorists go much faster than this. Similarly along roundfields and broad lane. |would rather the money to be spent to keep the motorists to 30mph

parish with these signs which will have little impactis a waste of

rather than an unrealit limits should be a priority. If you can't do that now what s the point in making it ess..it won't work. Some of the Satety for pedestrians
proposed 20mph speed  mortons lane, blackiands road and berrys road are or narrow and built up to get much more than 20mph anyway. It seems like a waste of y fores

money. | am unsure that you have actually ooked at the roads in question to see if there is  problem.
Reducing speed does haviour, the 30mph limitis already not enforced of the main roads should not be 20mph. Trying to urbanise our rural

1live in XXXXX and support the proposal as the current 30 mile speed limit s ridiculous.

No evidence for need. Waste of money

Focus on traffic calming and enforcing along main route which has significant pedestrian and cycle use.

The stretch from upper Bucklebury to cold ash is freq their th to visit friends etc. the speed of some cars on that
tretch s teriing and vty poor. There s no footpath tha offers sfe lac fo walkers o cyclsts.

The proposal i for 20 MPH on the side roads. This means that there would be an increase in urbanisation, by putting more signs in. For example at the entrance to Berrys Road there would have
to be 20mph signs. Apart from the increase in signage, this is for side roads where people rarely exceed 30 mph and more usually only travel at 20mph. These roads don't need 20mph limits as
people don't travel greater than 20mph. WBC have failed to collect any EVIDANCE that people exceed 20mph,, 5o this proposal is not based on facts and should be *thrown out". Looking at the
maps, a lot of the roads are cul-de-sacs , again pointless to make them 20mph, with the increased signage.  Taking the wider 20mph proposal in mind, there is no evidence to support this plan.
The funds alocated to this scheme could be better spent with more trffic caing, i areas where aspeeding prablem has been denified or n diver education. | don'tbelieve that this
proposal has been thought through, | have heard re URBAN i d not RURAL traffi by any has been
badly planned by the area and v provide any benefit to local residents.

Traffic already exceeds the speed imit currently. This willjust continue with drivers exceeding the speed limit to a greater extent. Poli
than spending more money reducing the limit

‘g the current limits would seem more appropriate rather

safer for non-motorised users especially horse riders

livein for the last XXX years. | can in going to expense of limit. The road narrows at some parts which i its own speed reduction. Generally | am against

reductions to 20 miles an hour as reduces the country’s overall productivity ( other than at school gates at morning or evening pick ups. ). Reducing speed limit 1 do not think changes anything

without police enforcement. In fact just enforce the 30 miles an hour imit s the way forward. Spend the money on speed asures.  Also this was not mentioned when

we went to the polls to vote in the present Councillors, where is the mandate bearing in mind these changes are across the district. | know you cannot vote on single issue , but no mention at all
before being elected?  did not vote for these changes.

Upper to be trying to go over 20mph anyway. Berry's road in the same village doesn't have a speeding problem as most traffic isn't
going over 20mph so changing the speed lmis here would add exta unnecessary ignage and would be a waste of maney which would b better spent n ilng n the potholes.

As per my other comments to the other areas. Support 20mph

Upper Bucklebury




Cost outways the benefit

Lower speeds signif "

fer and more

injuries if is hit by a vehicle. Lower speed: Lower speeds
pleasant. 100% support this proposal.

I consider that the cost involved in implementing this proposal would be better spent on additional traffic calming initatives along the main thoroughfare in Upper Bucklebury (Broad Lane).
Curcertly Brond Lane i 30mph ron but dfersfrequentyexceed .| v witnssed casraciogalong his oad, whh peacs tht ok N around S(ph. A speed camera o Braad Lane

would be a useful introduction and would serve to slow traffic down. - Regarding the 20mph Idon'tforesee 3 currentisue.Forexample,on Berys Road
XXX, itis virtually impossible to drive in excess of 30mph due to the on the road. ds such a R
which are also included in the proposal - The at the moment i the ing along 8r0ad Lane n Upper Buckiebury - adltonal rafic calming measures and/ur aspeeding

camera would be a better use of public funds.

20mph would be the most appropriate speed

1am writing to register my opposition to the proposal to introduce 20mph speed limit signs in Upper Bucklebury. The current speed limit 30 s not adequately enforced and cannot see this new
limit will change things The cost of introducing this new limit signs is considerable. It would be far better to provide more effect ways of reducing speed such as speed humps. | don't consider the
v in

1 would ke Stanford Dingley luded - cars travel over 30mpl Tractors, horses, cyclists and a huge
their Duke of Edinburgh treks

XXX on Burdens Heath but XXX just outside the 30 mph zone. Cars rarely drive at 30mph along Burdens Heath regardless of the direction in which they are going. There are no pavements or

lighting along this road and on numerous occasion have an almost been hit when walking to the postbox or tofrom the village shop. Rather than spending a ridiculous amount of signage etc from

30 mph, money be better spend on and the existing 30mph roads. XXXX and were told it was too expensive to move just this one dig
to the other side of our property.

Safer environment for cyclists

Istrongly £othis poposa, an at et the following threepoints._ 1 The curret fashionfor reducing speed It o 20mih L bout the
nature of motorists / human beings. Respt tend to bel to comply with peed limiti set. But irresponsible drivers are, by their
very nature, far less likely of speed limits to 20mph carries with it an inherent danger — that pedestrians, becoming accustomed to
traffic generally moving more sedately, then inevitably become less aert and aware when, fo nstance, In that less-al they are , and should
a h. This has become In ity centres, And it ofte invalves an responsibl cyclstor e scoter rder, nekther of whom need fear speed camers.
have seen this frequently on the streets of London. A false sense of security isin no-one's interests. 2.1 d that WBC has paid le amount of local
ratepayers’ money to ith d in this matter. | for employing a high-profile and no doubt high-charging global company for this, but that is

y already . What | would emphatically toseeis ge sum committed to taking the consultation yet further, nor indeed implementing the proposed scheme.
| question the justification, at a time when WBC bleats . On the day that | first noticed the proliferation of laminated white signs strapped to posts all over the roads in

this proposed scherme, | also noticed four sites of freshly dumped fly-tipping. It has been reported, but more than a week later it's til there. 3. 20mph s less fuel-efficient than 30mph for
vehicles powered by internal combustion engines, therefore raising air-pollution levels.

Avillage with a school, shop, pub, church - many cyclists and walkers - should not be fast speed areas

Upp: of ignore the current 30mph speed limit regularly driving at almost double the limit and one or two up to 3 times the limit,
particularly on Burdens Heath and Broad Lane. Reducing the speed limit on certain roads i the Parish will do nothing to control these drivers as the current limits are not enforced.  Adding
additional speed limit signs across the Parish will have the affect of urbanising what is a country village and will have little or no affect on vehicle speeds and itis felt that the money spent on this

project would be better spent elswhere. There i a flashing school sign in Broad Lane are either going to o 12 20mph speed limit s to be
incorporated then it would be sensible to add the 20mph to the flashing sign as can be seen in other areas of Berkshire to help to reduce at these particular times of day during school terms
Bucklebury Parish Council have a number Y 10 (Speed ndicator Devie)and are Polic rined nth useof aspeed gun. These messures re slowly

educatinglocal driversin keeping specds down bu they are imite o the ime they are permited o b used. Thi Prish 10's, and Speed
where speeding i at its worst .e. Burdens Heath.

Isee you are speed limit changes f such as Berrys Road, Little Lane ec... | do not think this addresses the problem. There s a good case for reducing the speed limit on the
main Harts il Road and Broad Lane which goes through the Upper Bucklebury village. The number o people speeding now (when it is  30mph imit) also needs to be addressed. Here are the
measures | think you should implement 1) Reduce the speed limit to 20mph through the whole of Upper Bucklebury 2) Install some furth (speed 3)
On a separate matter the school pick up and drop off period has become worse than ever., The whole of Berrys Road should become a resident’s only parking zone with

to use the pub car park of the park e will not be long badly hurtin our itable speed reduci taken
Reducing the speed i side 30 mph Lane is absurd. Broad Lane (and its Roundfield continuation)is the busiest road in the village by far. Itis

used as 3 "rat run” alternative to the Ad with vehicles frequently exceeding the 30 mph limit. It is also a residential street. The current proposal defies logi

Agree by the through road
The cost g this change benefitas have a problem with speeding, but Broad Lane does. Where is your evidence that these proposed speed limits would
reduce accidents.  dont think there have ever been any casualties on the roads where you propose 20mph, so how s t justified? The signage at the end of each road would be very unsightly.
Please concentrate your efforts on the main road, Broad Lane, and leave treets alone.

1 am writing to provide feedback on the proposed 20mph speed limit as part of your consultation. While | am generally supportive of measures to improve road safety, | am concerned that the
current approach will not address the most pressing safety issues. The selection of roads, such as cul-de-sacs in Chapel Row, focuses on areas with minimal through traffic, which are primarily

used by residents. These changes will have ltte to no effect on improving overall safety. Instead, attention should be directed traffic speeds pose a i tol

ot drivers and pedestrians. I particular, Hatch Lane and The Avenue, especially around the Bladebone area, are high-risk speeds. These
roads. v used and ta serious hazard lists, and other road users. the risk of accidents and h. | strongly
urge you to prioritize these main roads and reduced speed I enhance safety. Addressing these

critical areas will have a far greater impact on improving road safety for the community. Thank you for considering this feedback,

What a waste of time and money. Putting 2 20mph on Hatch Close for example. Pavements on both sides and its a short cul de sac. People don't and would be hard pressed to speed. Doubt very
much that  reduction would do a thing other than add unnecessary street furniture and urbanise the countryside. Whist there is the occasional speeding through Chapel Row a new 20 limit is

likely to make no difference if jon y keep to 30. Th L. Surely there are spend limited taxpayer fund just
resultin expense and no cure.

“This gimmick will do nothing to reduce speeding. Existing speed limits are not enforced and nor willthis be. i have seen no evidence to suggest a 20 m.p.h. limit improves road safety.

There i it point on spending money on this project when the speed retritions willnot be policed. People already ignore the 30mph i or the same reason. Money would better be spent
the speed restriction scheme on Broad Lane.

s v, huge waste of 30mph isn't policed or observed, dropping to in upper

1) reducing a speed limit does not change driver behaviour unless it is enforce. | ive on XXX and witness speeding in this road daily. ~ 2) main through routes in Bucklebury and neighbouring
parishes do not meet the national guide lines for speed reduction. I'm in support of the introduction of part time 20mph speed limit displayed on the school warning signs when they're flashing.
3)inmy opinion, ing this scheme is a ext ive and yet another that does not rip the intended result. The money would be better spent|
in redh \NE and CHAPEL ROW (speedi daily) which s d , children and elderly peopl are using this road

everyday. Speed indicators and traf

calming measures has been observed to be more effective.

‘Additional road sig i rural setting. | agree with ‘Council's views on driver behaviour: this changes only through enforcement
ofspeed imits o edcation ofcrvers through th fundingof more speed ndictors and afe caming measures. The latter re also much f
the WBC scheme.

Totally over the top blanket coverage with little thought to the frustration and inconveniences caused with traffic build up during busy periods. In Europe they operate a considerably mor
restrained approach and actually implement where needed.  The UK approach does not encourage observation as it is oo far reaching instead it will be dis regarded as this proposal covers large
areas where people wil question why has this been done.

Pointless waste of money. limits and changes will make zero difference.

1 don't believe this will change the behaviour of those who speed and is a waste of money. In my experience as a resident the majority of people drive these roads responsibly and those that don’t
will not change their behaviour unless they are caught speeding and many of these roads are either not suitable to be set up for speed checks or would probably be maned so rarely they would be,
ineffective for the long term. | agree with the points made by the Bucklebury parish counci

These roads limited width and don't ding problern ..in some cases they are very small cul e sacs where i isimpossile o go over 20mph any way. For

example C: has ies and i their vi Mortons Lane has d already has speed toslow traffic so why on earth

does it need 20mph signs too, only residents and those visiting drive there. Upper Bucklebury is and signs all over our by
stealth, ths is not Thatcham. ~In my opinion a West Berkshire Council g ts money on what i making a political point at the expense of the tax payers.

Pleaseleave urbanistion where it belangs and eave our small rural roads slone. These 20mph speed s are only enforceable i supported by ou local polce
project?...if not the whole scheme is pointless and a total waste of our money just to make a political point.

are they on board with this

My personal option is that the monies to be spent i the proposed speed reduction proposals would be better directed to other areas of road safety within Upper Bucklebury. | know that the
proposed plan i linked with road safety. However, my experiance s that the most urgent target in road safety should be the terrible state of the road surf nd throught the Parish and
County. As a resident of Briff Lane, | know just how bad the potholes and general condition of the roads are. Vehicle drivers now avoid driving to the edges of the roads and drive in the midde of
the roads to avoid potholes hidden by water, leaves etc., to reduce risks to tyre and wheel damage. In one way this does help reduce vehicle speed as cars etc, have to slow to pass. Asa car
driver I find that the introduction of the Spped Inidicator the Upper really help They provide that instant reminder of a drivers speed and it
works for me as well as others if you observe their reaction to Areas of some roads. Why not in the local areas ? 1 find that if | miss the
initial 20mph speed sign when entering a 20mph zone | have no idea that 'm n that zone. Pre 20mph zones, the rule of thumb would be 30mph f there were no additional speed signs. With the
introductions of 20mph zones is the speed limit 20 or 30mph ? Check this out. Go into Thatcham and enter a 20mph zone. Then as you continue count how many 20mph speed signs you see.

Upper Bucklebury




Because effort should be made in enforcing the 30mph limit. | live on XXXXX and being i d by drivers to see how fast they can accelerate. Many

from the Ridge through Cold Ash ignore the 30mph speed limit when entering Buckisbury. There are no paths along XXKX making it very Dangerous for pedesirions and | have difficulty in keeping

the Hedge s the frontof my property maintained s t reqiresstaning inthe Road o doit. Myt hit me when there the other way due to their
speed. Money would be d the 30 mph spend in reducing the 30mph imit.

The only sensible solution is to make Broad Lane, the only significant dangerous road a 20 mph limit as it is the only dangerous road in Upper Bucklebury. This measure would take care of ll the
eg Mortons Lane, reducing the amount of unsightly signage required, thus reducing the cost.

See above

You cannot have a consultation based on the notices that have been posted in the areas to be affected as the notices that have do not come from West Berkshire Council there is no such council
as West Berkshire District Council. Detai ‘What a total waste of money from a council that says itis in debt.

1 object to the proposal to make the minor roads in my area reduce to 20mph speed imit. Any speed limitis only useful when the police can be seen to enforce the rule. Thisis a waste of time
on Blacklands Road and Woodside Close because they are so short, it is nearly impossible to get a vehicle up to 20mph. ~ Furthermore, | don't believe that the police have the resources to enforce
the new speed limits in person. Therefore this scheme would mean the placement of traffic speed detection cameras as well a signage on poles and perhaps a painted sign on the road. |
understand that the above measures may cost the council £100,000 and given the dire state of finance of West Berkshire Council, this expenditure cannot be justified. Even if it did not cost WBC
any money, better the been cut to save money. Please do time and money on

are expensive or difficult to enforce.

Unne t ney and vet another example of

Too expensive to implement and unlikely to be consistently enforced. It would be more cost effective to installive speed indicators (as recently fitted in Thatcham and Beedon) as in must cases
speeding drivers just need a reminder of the limit if not fully concentrating on their driving.  see it working in these 2 particular site regularly. ~ Also some of the side roads mentioned are so short|
most vehicles would not even get to 10 mph let alone 20 mph! This indicates to me that the area hasn't been thoroughly surveyed

‘Why are you wasting tax payers money? Have you carried out a feasibility study and how many accidents have occurred caused by traffic? Who do you purpose will enforce the speed limit? TVP
haven't go enough resources to Police 30MPH limits.

I object to al the side road limits as there is no history of problems and most of them are short roads eg Berry's Rd and Woodside Close, or they are narrow country roads where speeding is
unlikely. And how would you police it? Speed cameras in Woodside Close???? The problem that | agree should be addressed is speeding on the main road through Upper Bucklebury and Chapel
Row , plus speeding across the common. This could be done by traffic calming devices. The Parish Council comments on this are much more sensible and a much better use of money. ~ Stop
wasting money on roads that are not accident problems.

I feel 20mph limit n residential roads is unnecessary. | am not aware of any evidence of speeding or dangerous driving on the proposed roads. The cost of new signage would be better invested
in pothole repair. New street furniture would be unsightly. Upper Bucklebury already has extensive street furniture connected to speed control. I support the 20mph limit related to school
flashing warning lights

I think the to the village.

There is 2 problem with speeding vehicles in Upper Bucklebury. However, it will not be addressed by any of the measures set outin this proposal. As such, if these measures are implemented they
would be a complete waste of tax payers money and create an unnecessary and extremely unsightly ltter of road signage and markings. It seems that as far as any data collection 5o far
undertaken shows, there is no evidence the roads listed in this proposal have a speeding problem. On the contrary, the road not mentioned, Broad Lane, does have issues and this is supported by
existing evidence. The bulk of this evidence | believe has been collected and submitted using SID. Also there may be evidence from speed camera activity held by Thames Valley Police. ~Please can
someane who has a respect for the rural environment and knowledge of the area be involved in making decisions that mainly affect the villagers themselves.

The current speed limit is sufficient

Traffic incidents accidents and injuries have been extremely low in the area over the last Syears (circa 5 low level incidents in Syears) and | consequently cannot understand the need to reduce
speed limits further disrupting slowing peopl their daily ives. This feels lie a money making exercise (through increased levels of fines) that will further worsen the
cost of living crisis for v worki I can ustification.

See previous page

You are ot addressing the key road issues that we face in these areas. The urbanisation of residential roads is not see any benefitin d to
sueson our i through foutes. However these man hrough outes e excludefrom the proposal.The selctionof the oads o the sl of them sl anforcing the revsed speed i
suggests itte gain from the activity. No one will enforce these limits and in general traffic using them is already imited in speed due to parking and length of theroads in question. This is not good
use of tax payers money. The proposal for time limited 20mph restrictions near the school on Broad Lane seem to have been ignored.

It's not required

10bject o the partof the proposal which ncludes the main road thrugh the vilage. Thi is currently somh and supported by priority chicanes and feels well adhered to. The main road is used
and through traffic with 0mph limit will unnecessarily impact journeys.

Most drivers in Upper Bu:k\ebuwa\readv slow down to 20mph especially if there are people in the road. If the 20mph speed limit comes with new road traffic signs, then let's save the cost of
putting them up. Also, what is the proposed plan to enforce the speed limit, are we going to have speed cameras in cul-de-sacs?

This proposalis not enforceable and therefore the cost of implementingis  waste of money. How much has been spent on putting out signage in man hours, mileage and printing? A total waste
thatis under I believe the council il go ahead irrespective of the supposed consultation as in other cases.

| object to the proposals fo a blanket 20mph speed restrictions i the villages (Ashmore Green, Bucklebury, Upper Buckiebury, Chapel Row, Cold Ash and Hermitage) because | belleve the safety

but would make driving along time consuming. Also, during a cost of living crisis, the cost of replacing signs and the economic harm
of increased journey times is not justifiable. | agree that some areas such as around schools, and cul-de-sacs may benefit but roads that serve as through routes should stay 30mph. Some of the
roads mentioned (such as "the ridge" in cold ash) is along, road and would benefit far more from other measures, such as back trees to improve visiblity, and building a

footpath for pedestrians.

20 mph pass the school during school hours s a sensible proposal and would | believe receive a lot of support. Currently the road layout does not me the legal requirements for a 20 mph

Research indicates that 20mph limits are more unsafe than 30mph limits, when including more factors than merely the impact of a colision (i.e. driver awareness, etc).

The Many of s Morton's lane itis almost impossible to do more than 20mph. Many roadsin Upper Bucklebury are already designated quiet
lanes giving equal rights to pedestrians and horses etc, this has had limited effect and was a waste of BPC money - this would be exactly the same. There is no evidence of the need to reduce
speed fe accident rates so what is the purpose of this 7 The is no rationale proposed as to why this is being proposed other than purely politcal reasons. It is a complete waste of WBC money.

30mph is a sufficient speed limit for these areas. Reducing the 5peed fimi 1o 20mph crestes more congestonand discourages peope from fllowing th a a3 peape are moreikely o gnore
as they find it frustrat for fety then th ‘ways this can be achieved such as more pavements, footpaths
that run parallelto roads or safe crossings. Perhaps a 20mph limit mmd be enforced during term time on Berry's road to ensure the safety of children, but this road is very quiet anyway | don't see
why it would be necessary.

Only relevant at school pick-up and drop off.

There are 30mph speed limits extensively in Upper Bucklebury (and other in hich are not enforced at al. In these areas, most people abide by the speed limits

but donot. limits urther will it would be far more effective to invest in enforcement of the existing speed imits than in

s further. As a resident of Upper Bucklebury (XXXXX) | think the current limit of 30mph is sufficient for safety purposes. This proposal does not bring any measurable benefit but costs|
the taxpayer money for it to be implemented. As a result I strongly object.

It won't make a difference.

Its hard enough to do 30 on these roads as it is. There are minimal accidents that happen on these road. | cannot see why a 20 should be imposed. It's highly unlikely to be enforceable - they.
already struggle to enforce the 30 moh on Broad Lane. People the pinch points instead of slowing down.
The roads in Upper Bucklebury that you wish to apply these new limits to are totally unnecessary due to the width of the roads and the visibilty that is available, you would be a fool to drive at 30
MPH and in any case who is going to police the new 20 MPH limit, reading the repossess from TVP they do not have the resources to enforce the new limit, which | can believe s n the 30 years
that | have lived here | have never seen TVP carrying out any speed enforcement measures.

20 per hour limits would be more effective just for short lengths of road, e.g. outside schools. Feel money would be better spent enforcing the current limits with more cameras as they are
regularly broken with n

Too widespread and too limiting of maintenan:

There is no point i setting a 20mph speed limit unless there is a means of enforcing it Thames Valley Police do not have the resources to do so, 5o unless speed cameras (which are active 24 hrs a
day with networked reporting installed, then ting farce! With the Council iggling to meet iget the cost of this s one
hairbrained scheme that should be dropped forthwith

XXX Woodside Close which is accessed via Berrys Rd. There has never been a problem with the speed of vehicles so the speed limit change is unnecessary. There is access to the primary school
via Berrys Rd. At times when children are walking to and from school the major issue is the parked cars of parents taking children to or from school. These vehicles reduce site lines, are often
parked on the pavement and manoeuvred around pedestrians. At these times driving at even 20 mph is impossible. The danger to people comes from the parking not from vehicles speed.
Introducing a 20 mph limit is a waste of the money that would be spent on new signage. If the council wants to make the road safer it would do better to control access to Berrys Rd as it has
around Francis Baily School.
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| abject to the proposal on the grounds that it is a waste of money for the council to spend money on, and that it won't improve the safety. | now live in XXXX, which is very short and not possible
to geta vehicle up to an unsafe speed. | lived in XXXXX from XXXuntil XXXX and with cars parked on the road as there usually are, it isn't possible to drive at an unsafe speed.  The main danger to
school children / their is the parked cars. If into the road between parked cars then atless than 20mph they'l sill come to grief. The dangerous part of Upper
Bucklebury is Broad Lane where as you know from SID readings, some drivers ignore the speed limit and drive at unsafe speeds. Changing the speed limit doesn't work - people who ignore the
limits willignore whatever it i. They need physical obstacles. The two traffic calming measures we have on Broad Lane help. Parking cars along the road to slow them down that way would do
more than speed limits. Don't waste council money - it won't achieve anything.

The vehicle commuters will be unfairly penalised by this nonsensical policy. They are the ones who pay for the upkeep of the roads. Al this will do is increase pollution and traffic volume at rush

hour.
As aroad user and one that has driven in other 20mph limited roads, 20mph is not an appropriate speed to be driving at and can make driving less safe rather than more safe. At such a low limit
you spend most of your & the sp: gears to avoid exceeding 20mph, instead of being able to concentrate fully on hazards, pedestrians and other
road users and drivers who already imits will not be deterred by an addi the only people affected will be responsible drivers. A lower limit risks creating

frustration and distraction without achieving meaningful safety benefits.

“This is an unnecessary proposal and | question how it s to be enforced. There is no evidence that reducing the speed limits in these areas is going to force more people to use cycles.

20 mph limit will unnecessarily impact my travel time.

~Bucklebury, Upper Bucklebury and Chapel Row are all rural communities. The addiion of 20mph speed imits wll just add 0 the urbanizaton these communiie are alteady experiencing. We
d

need to protect rural villages. - you have no way of enforcing -you force 30mph - you haven't istening to locals, hardly anyone has requested
this and BPC have been 8 the y on their is yeilding successful results. - the suggested roads to change s quite frankly ridiculous and
shows the lack of consultation with the community.
Waste of money_Show stats to support
See previous
Unnecessary.
1. This has not been asked for by local people and is a large over step by West berks Council. 2. The roads are as they are, there are. spots. 3. We have much

better things to spend money on.
No reason to lower the speed.
Too needs to be more selective.

I drive, cycle and walk, but only cycle on these particular roads. There s no reason for 20mph in general anywhere, but in these roads there isliterally no issue with speed and cycling safety,
which is reporte benefits: in 20 years | have never once felt unsafe or intimidated on any of these roads.

Feels like council get money as it's very difficult to stick to 20mph- loads of research has now been done to support this.

e tha sore romds wartant 20 ph ki thy pass achool rbocal Post Ofice shop for exsle However, the blanketruleof 20rph belng proposee o th long it o oads i extesslve,
will not contribute to less accidents, and will cost the 't of money that West ill afford. As we have seen across Wales, these blanket 20mph road limits
have not been successful, and we have seen a reversal of them there. West Berkshire Council never listen to residents when a consultation takes place, and will push through with their planes

regardless of the outcome. However, | feel it important to have a say on local changes.

Itwould be better to have targeted Speed Limits for Specific Areas Instead of imposing a blanket 20mph speed limi , it would b frecti d
limits in are actually pr likely to cross. For example, speed limits could be lowered near schools, parks, or bus stops, where pedestrians are most active. At
certain times of the day. In areas with very few pedestrians, a higher speed limit could ined, ensuring traffic restrictions. Thi hwould

prevent the frustration of a universally slow speed limit while still ensuring safety in areas where pedestrian traffic s common. 2. Enhanced Signage and Awareness _ In locations with low
pedestrian traffic, more visible signage could be a great solution. Signs that warn drivers of "Pedestrian Crossing” or "Low Pedestrian Traffic Area” could help maintain awareness without the need
to reduce speed limits across the entire road network. - Additionally, better road markings or the use of technologies lie speed help maintain safe speeds, rather than
on blanket speed reductions that are increasing environmental ssues, causing anger and frustration and also being ignored by the very locals that are asking for them to be introduced.

Ditto

20mph speed limits are ridiculous. They are an expensive was of council funds and do not serve any possible benefit. It s nearly impossible to drive in Oxfordshire and | now avoid the area this is
‘what will happen to West Berkshire. Do not waste my tax money on this pointless initiative. Spend the money on social care and important areas.

20mph won' ders, it just makes a misery for local resi i their business. No no no no! Please consider alternative traffic calming measures. Please do NOT
implement this overly restrictive plan. (cold ash resident)
“The reduction from 30mph to 20mph will not change the standard of living, noise will be very similar, quantity of traffic will ffected. A better use toenforce the

limit rather than reducing it

In truth there are far more important things for the council to concentrate and spend tax payers money on than reducing the existing acceptable speed limit on countless roads that do not need it
The current speed limits are not enforced 5o how willa blanket lower limit work? Or be enforced? ~ Have we seen multiple accidents and deaths across the parish? | recognise speed invariably
contributes to many road traffic accidents but reducing the speed limit to a level that will create more issues with traversing the areais unlikely to have any major impact

Complete waste of money, far too much money has already been wasted on thi . Those y (not just sp to do so regardless of the speed limit
changes. Money could be bet near schoolsand on mai roads on school bus stops. According of d
unsafe and no accidents ever happen 5o i cant see why this money s being wasted.

Cars are safer than ever with improved stopping distances. Driving at 20mph i distracting as you have to study the Speedo more.  Cyclists can go quicker and overtake you

No need for new limits on these roads
As befoe
There is no need the village is very small and you can't go faster than 30mph so just keep it the same
| believe it s unnecessary
Living in the area a reduced speed limit will significantly increase my journey times and I am strongly opposed to change

1am concerned that considered the usage of the road, nor the potential , safety, and In particular: Road
design and conditions: The road well-maintained, and has good visibility, which supports the current speed limit. Safety record: To my knowledge, there is no clear evidence of a collsion history
or safety issues that would justify a the limit. The proposed change i likely to increase congestion, driver frustration, and inconsistent speeds,
which may paradoxically reduce safety. Community impact: The change may negatively affect residents, ters, and local busi travel along this route. |
respectfully request that the council econsider this proposal or at minimum publish the data, assessments,and justification used to support the decision. | would lso welcome further
before an Thank you for taking the time to consider this objection. | look forward to your response.

I would like to see published the imperial data dft frequency for this i i fic data set that demonstrate the actual accident reduction in other
adopted sites, rate than just ‘we believe it's a good idea and better than you. This endl of controll body's lf ly be justified if you
canactualy Demonstrate the cost benafit anlyss. As | have to everyday n the trilo dolar business | workin. Of ourse inan deologca sense it makes send o the beraleft but we live i sl
world with real impact to people/ business etc. Also there it without any means to which of courts {thave the funds to do. And there is
no way the police will.
20is not plenty

Obiect _Our money is better spent on need. Nobody voted for this
Unnecessary and frustrating
‘As a local XXXXXcompany this is going realy damage our business our whole: Y 20mph amd we expect a d in daly delivery's day per weekin

lost delivery slots. Also not sure if you aware how hard iti to drive a lorry at 20mph they are not designed to drive at consistent speed its between gears i hope you scrap this ridiculous proposal

and use the cash to put back in the pot to keep you afloat

20mph limits are just too extensive. Why not limit them to near schools and busy village centres, not through roads, without good reason. | don't see good reason for most of this. | seems to be
the fashion for councils to do this and it doesn't work. Please don't become like Oxfordshire counci

20mph limits should be reserved for areas around schools and children’s play areas, not for general use everywhere. You are reducing the impact and risking children’s lives by placing them

everywhere
Install speed cameras imits as these are already not adhered to
This is not needed and a waste of money when the councilis t
Same as for the first question
There are already which are perfectly adequate and provide natural bus stops and Peach’s Stores.
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Altering the existing speed limits to 40, 30, and 20 is over complicated and leads to an information overload for drivers which in turn leads to diminished attention to driving. Why not extend 40
mph road sections of concern to 30 mph and do NOT introduce any 20 mph sections. Everyone then knows the advised safe speed limit and can stillreduce their speed to a lower safe speed when)
necessary to reflect the prevailing traffic and environment conditions. Bad drivers of which there are too many will st ignore the speed limit whatever it is. This is a very pressing and different
I g with speed ch of road will not change.
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Object

Support

The proposal does not address the issue of vehicles driving too fast in Chapel Row. The proposal s for a reduction in speed limit on roads that would typically only
be used by residents, who would be much less likely to drive at > 20 mph anyway. The costs that would be incurred in providing the speed limit signs etc. would
be better used for traffic calming measures on the main roads through Chapel Row (Hatch Lane, Broad Lane, etc).

I support the widespread adoption of 20 mph limits n built up or vilages roads for the sake of road safety- the salew of children pedestrians in particular. | have
recently moved to Streatley and hope that 20 mph limit there. An added reason for its i is the protection of grade 2
listed buildings.

Neutral
Tunderstond hat seting 20mph speed Imits was  maniesto commitment rom Liberal Democrat Councilors n the 203 elections o West Berkshire District Coundll and.
included zones and 20mph speed limits , and enabling 20 mph limits for residenti
welcome the opportunity o engage on plans fo road safety improvement and acknowledge that 20mphlimits can be a useful tol in o safety. There s it point nreducing 2
speed limit that is not respected without any plan to bring it . There are no road safety b y of Thames Valley Police i to use
sound practical and reaistc crtera st n the Department or Transport (DT) Crcular Roads 1/2013 -Setting loca speed limits - GOV.UK (revised in March 2024) when responding
to Highway Authorities in an effort to reduce the burden of constant and unnecessary enforcement. | understand that t i also the policy of West
Berkshire District Council use the advice given in DT guidance when deciding on and implementing reduced speed limits. Advice shown i Circular Roads 1/2013 states: key
factas that should b taken o account n any deisans on ocal speed it are the istory of collions,the road geometry and enginering the roa functon, the composiion

of road potentiallevels of users), existing peeds, and Itis also clear
20mph speed limits as a blanket measure, “20mph basis based on blank
measures.”  Thames Valley Police are not opposed to lowering speed to the road likely to y benefits.

Evidence shows that changing to a lower speed limit on its own will not necessarily be successful in reducing the speed of traffic if the prevailing mean speeds are much higher
than the proposed lower speed lmit. I aspeelimit s set oo low and i ignored then ths couldresultn the majorty of drivers criminalising themselves and could bing the
system of speed o disrepute. If aspeed limit s set too low this could result in an . Thames Valley Police have no p
to enforce based on arbitrary speed limits alone but wil enforce based on threat of harm, isk and resourcing. 20mph limits are not excluded from this and will be enforced where
ppropiste Seting local speed misis lar tat tere should b no expecttion onth poliet provide addiionsl enforcement beyond thef routne sty nles tis has
een expliitl agreed. In this case itisn't there o toaim o
with the new speed limit. Where new limits are put in, they should be in places where most drivers are likely to comply. We know that compliance s better on smaller, narrower
roads than on wider roads where the layout gives drivers  clear run.” “Successful 20mph zones and 20mph speed limitsare generallysel-enforcing: that s, the exising
conditions of the road together with h or tof the scheme, lead to a mean traffic speed compliant with the
speed limit. To achieve compliance, there should the police their rout has been explicitly
agreed.”  20mph limits without traffic calming. “Research into signed-only 20mph limits shows that they generally lead to only small reductions in traffic speeds ~ less than 1mph
on average. Signed-only 20mph limits are, there already low. This may, for example, be on roads that are very narrow,
{hrough engineering or on-10ad car parkin, I the mean specd s alteady ator below 24mph o a r0ad, Introducing a 20mph it though sgning alone i kel fo fea to gemeral
‘compliance with the new speed limit.” The document also states - “DfT’s comprehensive 3-year evaluation of the effect of 20mph signed-only limits was published on 22
November 2018 (Atkins 2018). the on with 20mph speed fimits. It is the only major

UK study to o areas and provid The headlne findings are: » there s nsuficent evidncet conele tht there has beena
in coll d casualties followi of 20mph imits in resid “in there has been a significant reduction
in collsions and casualtes « there has been a small "eductionn median spec s than Imph) » complisnce s better onsmaler,narrower roads than on roads where the ayout
gives d lear run « bef ion of the 20mph neir speed more than those alrea
speeds’ _Callsion history 1 have researched the personalnjury colsion hitory for Hatch Close and Paradlse Way, Chapel Row. This shows there are no personalnjury calisions
oo within norind Thesla = Jmnk nilnt crhema Nmah cnead limits in the villase of Thaals

I strongly object to the proposal. | have not seen any evidence to suggest that excessive speed has caused significant numbers of major traffic accidents in the
area.There are 2 sma number of divers who habitualy driv at speeds much greater than the limit, but most drivers abide by speed limis. You wilnot deter the
limits, it will . Where is the maney to pay for enforcement
coming from? Many of the residential areas off the B4009 and Cold Ash Hill do not lend themselves to drivers reaching speeds of 30 mph or more anyway so
there seems to be little paim inintroducing a 20mph speed limit for those areas. ~As far as the 4003 and Cold Ash Hill are concerned, with the exception of areas
tothe v , 20mph nothing other than disrupt and delay journeys of many drivers, for no obvious benefit.
West Bekshire Counci allegely I lose tobankruptey. Any money avlabl should b spent on more important tasks than paying for the nstalaton of 20mph
signs and enfc W, for le,th many areas of damage to local roads which need proper repairs not the temporary cheap fixes favoured
by many Local Authorities.As stated earlier i the survey

slower speeds are safer for all users and will make the road pollution, d ifthey'reina
urry an increase the perception of safety for cyclist an other vulnerabl road users. This should ea o more shor st active ravel rps and reduced
pollution

1 am impartial to the specific proposal for Chapel Row because the proposed 20 mph zones are not through roads for which speeding is not a problem. 20 or 30 mph s fine.
However, the one real problem in Chapel Row s speeding between the Avenue and Broad Lane - the main through route. The only way to stop this is with traffic calming road
furniture, similar to that already exists in Upper Bucklebury. - where it has totally solved the problem of speeding. | genuinely worry about a serious accident involving a
pedestrian or cyclist and s speeding vehicle happening in Chapel Row.

There is no evidence that a 20mph zone has a positive impact on the area

XXX help deliver our parish magazine XXX. | once (never, ever again) did the deliveries in Hatch Lane. It was bad enough having to flatten myself against hedges
and fences to get away from cars speeding down the narrow road. It was downright lethal when cars speeding in both directions met each other on bends and had
0 option bt o swerve over tight o each side to void each other at the st minute - leaving absolutely no space for a pedestian to get ot o the way. Had they

1 support the proposal but would like to see the main route past the Bladebone included in the proposed 20mph zone.  The junction for the road down to Bucklebury i in a blind
corner and there are often people on the road walking from the pub, or local residents lice ourselves.

real speeding problem is on through routes in the parish and not on country lanes and small Please spend OUR money

been going. v have had time to avoid last minute d been able to h other safely and not
risk hitting a pedestrian with nowhere safe to get out of their way.
Ditto. Living here along too fast and school children are crossing the road.
See Very good move
Only 2 roads are in BOTH have no why are they being included? Do you have data about vehicle speeds to I support this proposal. There are narrow roads, some of which do not this area. A p gand
support this idea as, surely, you need hard evidence to make these changes in these hard financial times...this is a COMPLETE WASTE of public money where the cycling and will discourage dangerous or antisocially fast driving and as such potentially g the risk of collsions. | occasionally drive through these roads, and

would very much appreciate a more appropriate speed limit such as 20mph.

1live in XXX XXX in Chapel Row. The imposition of a 20MPH limit n this road is idiculous and a complete waste of time and money. XXX XXX s a cul de sac with
only 10 houses (5 each side] facing onto the main part of the close - all the others are on smalltracks leading off the close. Due to a sharp bend in the close about
halfway down, | suggest it would be impossible o drive at speed higher than 10-15mph within the close. As i’ 3 ight hand turn into the closefrom Hatch Lane,
there is nowhere to prior to entry. Why It would be far better to spend the
funding putting traffc calming measures i along Broad Lane and the Common, where | afen ind myslf jumping into a hedge to prevent myself being run over
by traff through the village. | Paradise Way in Chapel Row. As above, imposing a 20MPH limit is complete waste of time and
money, as no vehicle has the room to increase speed above 20MPH. The road is very narrow with cars and vans parked both sides. Even lorries bound for the
sewage trugele to get down this road withou the grass verges or the pavements consistently causing damage which is never repaired, by
the council or Sovereign.

18 onthe msjor e though Chapel Row ing o Upper Bucksbury and have go MO problem wththe exrren speed i of 0uph andthe speed that
drivers drive through my village. | have found that drivers f myself and other p g along ,
when crossing the road. The budget of 100k that t will cost to make changes could be fr beter spent on other more mportant things for West Berkshie Councl
and Bucklebury Parish Council. | am NOT in favour of any reduction of speed limits to 20mph on any of the roads in Bucklebury, Upper Bucklebury and Chapel
Row.

The volume of traffic has increased massively since | moved here over 30 years ago and walking on . There are a lot of vehi
manoeuvre in and out of the area round the Bladebone pub and it's on a blind bend, feel 20mph would be safer.

The 20mph it needs t be extanded o ncude all of ChapelRow within 400 metres ofth centr . The vilage centre s become very busyrecently and Lo
cars etc continue to speed through | We have lived on XXX XXX in Chapel Row for a long time and the
present speed limit outside our house in the centre of the vilage! We would appreciate a 20mph limit through the village centre and more importantly Traffic
Calming as s n place in Upper Bucklebury which would have more affect . This needs to be put n place sooner rather than later to avoid anymore accidents or
fatalities!

20mph limit s overly res

live in the centre snd would like to see 20mph in the village square where there is a higher population of people from the three businesses there. | routinely
witness cars speeding and have nearly been knocked over a few times

The proposalfor 20 mph s appearso b ouncls polcy hemg imposed on residents in many parts of the country. Thatcham appear o be taking a thoughtful
approach iven by Council desire. Except ing drop off and pick up
times, it P d there is no transparency regarding safety d statistics to supp initiatives (1 would even propose a
15mph limit near schools at these times as they do in 20Kmh i ing 1am both a driver and cyclist and itis much safer as
a cyclist to be overtaken quickly by a car travelling at 30mph than have a car creep past at 20mph especially on narrower country roads. From a driving
perspective, and having driven in many 20mph zones, your concentration is split between constantly monitoring your speed (often with other vehicles tailgating
or being indecisive with slower moving road users), and paying the necessary attention to your surroundings. ~Ratepayer funds are already very limited, potholes
abundant (just drive up our High Street) and itis all about priorities and choice how money is spent on our roads. If there is no safety need on the roads in

1 support this change as | believe that 20mph limits DO change driver behaviour: lowered speeds ( albeit still above the 20mph fimit) are recorded.  However | wish|
to record my disappointment that hatch lane is not included in the review. It's currently 30 MPH and then 60 MPH which is directly past ours (and others) gate and
front door. This needs to be reviewed and my request would be for a 20 MPH for the whole length of hatch lane. the argument to lower the speed limit on Hatch
Lane (in addition to Hatch Close) s strong. Our thriving pub and walki at the top, together with the traffic v g relating to oil and

question, but they are dangerous for all road users due to their condition (as they are currently), then our money
ne very few people who speed over 30mph will not st ing i the limit is lower. If speeding i the issue then enforce the current imits. Itis improper and
for residents and spend thousands o ratepayers money on this over the coming years. Lastly, there is lso the isue of
"creeping ion of our rural vilages and tes. f the to see this change then there needs to be full and proper consultation in the
roadsin question house by house as th ltation has been and raises the q The Council should also recognise that some roads
do not have an alternative route that people can take and therefore traffic calming to enforce 30mph would be a far more realistic option to secure the public's
support and compliance.

the , render Hatch Lane a one way road at several points. We are also used frequently as a cut through for the A4 and M4 by work vehicles who speed
(and as an aside have been seen to discard litter on the road). Drivers slow, then accelerate. The road is shared with pedestrians, vet they are regularly force to take|
to the bushes. We accident to happen

Whilst a 20mph limit on Hatch Close and Paradise way would appear to be good idea, in practice it would not achieve any practical difference in traffic speed. The
roads are quite narrow and al parked in dangerou 0mph anyway. Even delivery vans don't speed as they are
looking for house numbers. They are confusing in Hatch close. The cost of implementing this pointless change appears to be considerable and there are plenty of
potholes in the area that should take priority.

Traffic goes too fast through Chapel Row, endangering walkers and dogs.

Congestion, frustration, pollution, cost of signage on all roads. Money would be better spent on potholes and doing all the faded white lines, getting our roads up
t0.2 high standard and not like a third world country. Hope this applies to cyclists and illegal e scooters also deliveroo riders

As aresident | would like to see 20 mph put in place in Hatch Lane from main road right through to Paradise Way. At 80 years old | am not as quick at jumping out
of the way when tending the eroding bank of my garden.

Chapel Row




| am writing to provide feedback on the proposed 20mph speed limit as part of your consultation. While | am generally supportive of measures to improve road
safety, | am concerned that the current approach willnot address the most pressing safty ssues. The selection of roads,such as culde-sacs in Chapel Row,

focuses on areas with minimal through traffic, which are primarily used by residents. These changes will have ittle to no Instead,
attention should be directed towards main roads where ficant danger to both d pedestrians. In particular, Hatch Lane and The
As mentioned earlier o object but injections don't count How much did it cost to do this survey 2722 Avenue, especially around the Bladeb frequently travel at peeds. These roads v
present a serious hazard to pedestrians, cyclists, and other road users.  the ik o acedents and tably high. |
strongly urge you to prioritize these main roads and lmp\ememnalanlyaredu:ed speed limit but al asur i
and enhance safet have a far g on safety for Thank you g this
feadoack.
Any reduction of speed in Chapel Row s . BUT please, more i , include the area that passes The Bladebone, L Interiors and the Cafe. This

Same reasons as to the previous proposal

areais extremely dangerous for pedestrians, cyclists and horse riders with huge numbers of cars parked using the facilties. Thereis also a blind junction whereby
vehicles turning right (towards Bucklebury Village) cut off the corner and end up on the wrong side of the road heading straight for anyone/anything coming up
from that direction to join the main road. There have already been a number of accidents at this corner.

1 haven't got all day to go about my business. Greater pollution, more noise, greater aggravation. This s just another excuse to keep  person i a desk job at our]
expense. Let alone cost of resigning al these roads. Those involved with this in West Berks are simply unfit for purpose. Even against opposition West Berks will
still go ahead to justify your posi

Safer for walkers.

| don't believe 20mph works. It creates greater pollution as most cars are reving in the wrong gear, it creates more noise due to revs too high. | believe 20mph
are great near hospitals, schools, town/village centres and suchlike, they can be very damaging to certain businesses where time frames are a factor. In essence,
vehicles struggling to maintain 20mph are more of a nuisance.

1 am writing to share my feedback on the proposed 20 mph speed limit as part of your consultation. While | support initiatives aimed at improving road safety, |
am concerned that the current plan does not tackle the areas where the risks are greatest. ~The choice of like Chapel

locations with very low fic, used v Changes in these o
overall safety. Instead, attention should be focused on the main igher traffi In particular, Hatch Lane and The
Avenue, especially around the Bladebone area, are well-known hotspots where vehicles often travel far above safe speeds. These roads are busy, heavily used by

drivers, pedestrians, and cyclists. In particular, children walking to their school buses at the Bladebone! Without targeted intervention, the likelihood of serious

scident emains unacoeptably Hgh. | strongy urgeyouto e these key routes and Introdce notony alower speed i but o popiste
res i will deliver a much more meaningful improvement to road safety for the
Thank you g my

The data on the imposition of a 20mph limit s very clear, it saves lives and injuries. There available
including Wales' ground breaking almost blanket application. For this alone itis worth doing. ~ Arguments about the unreasonable slowing down of traffic are
irrelevant when taking into account that it is to be applied in areas that traffc i slowed not by the speed limit but by factors such as volume of traffic, parked cars,
schools, pedestrians, delivery vehicles, junctions, road width, visibilty and bends. The change to journey times through the areas will be minimal. Even without hold
ups when travelling in quiet periods the journey time through the average vmage will lengthen by less than a minute with a 10mph slowing. 1 have also heard the
argument that as the police and 30mph itis a waste of time and money having 2 20 mph limit. Whilst
accepting he point  does gnoresthefact that respansile drvers wil onform t thenew it and overall speccs willdrop.

In all but a very few exceptional cases,like an area just outside a school or in a residential street, 20mph s too slow. Itis very difficult to drive most vehicles at this
speed as vehicle's gear ratios are not suited to operate for any length of time at 20mph. 20mph is usually at the top end of the gear an v of
the next highest gear. Also most engine management units are not designed to operate at this speed, for 30mph. No
difficult to operate at ny length of time, eng inefficient at this speed using more fuel than they would at 30 mph There s a
strong push to extend 20mph limits to seemingly just about everywhere. My main objection is that | feel there are too many inconsistencies in road speed limits,
with variable speed limits on main roads and rapidly changing speed limits on other roads, as a driver | find | am paying more attention to what the speed is
currently than what s happening around me. |am sure | am not alone. | am convinced that the attention demanded of the driver trying to avoid heavy punitive
fines and points from ever changi limits from that attention demanded v. For 1do not support the expansion|
of 20mph speed limits unless the reasons for them meet very specific and narrow criteria.

Isupport the proposal in full - it’s just a shame that the proposal does not include the whole of v g the Broad Lane " Rat Run".

See previous

Increased traffic and pedestrians is leading to more potential accid d more actual accidents. There s a s in damage and injury at 20 rather

than 30 mph.

1 agree with 20mph speeds near schools. Not on other roads ~ Lowering the speed limit won't necessarly reduce people speeding. What evidence is there to
demonstrate that lowering the speed limit to 20 mph reduces accidents? Wales had to rescind some of the 20mph speed restrictions due to the number of
complaints. The cost of installing signs will be expensive Is this decision evidence based on the number of lives saved or just an expensive idea? Lowering

speeds wil reduce productivity, delivery vans, workman etc.

Small Rural Roads with lots of walkers (often with Dogs), lots of Children recently moved into Bucklebury Village and surrounding properties and lots of Horses in
the area, this proposal will make it safer and more pleasant for al, with litle delay to any through traffic.

- Diligent drivers will be distracted by attempting to adhere to such a low (uncommon) speed vs focusing on the risks around them .g. cyclist or pedestrian on/in
the road. - It will ot change non-diigent driver behaviour, who drive at the speed they want to, as the current speed limits are hardly enforced. - The new
signage etc will be a complete waste of valuable council funds.

‘Again the 60 mph zones have not been addressed, where many houses have driveways and find it difficult to leave their properties, particulary at rush hour. This
areals used as a 'rat run' at peak times.

Not beneficial

Not needed

There are often children playing out in the street folk and dog walk d b wildiife. There is no need for anybody to
drive faster than 20 mph in the area and doing so will likely result in accidents, injury or death

it will cost too much and not be enforced anyway

As the Ward Member for XXX (including XXXXXXXX) 1 have previously taken surveys on road safety. Though views on speed controls are mixed it s clear that there
is a desire for speed control but concern it wont be enforced. Hence | support the proposal (though sad more roads that | requested did NOT come into scope of
the consultation - e.g. Hatch Lane that has no pavement but is used by pedestrians - particulalry school children going from Paradise Way to the Blade Bone for
school bus collection). | see these as clearly 2 different topics. ~ Residents should be allowed to decide democratically what speed limits should be infront of their
door steps. Authorities should then enforce those speed limits and stop pensive itis or the money. Westminster must find
cheaper and more ¥s to enforce for Authorifi Iy a simple camera system with Al could work out average speeds through villages and
issue FPN or "stop I behaviour" 8 police resource. MPs must use their collective brains to think of a solution and truely
empower communities and local authorities.

Ithas been proven to be to ¥ of the car and to the gases that are released. v is not much evidence that it helps. From the
studies that have been run it seems that the roads are “safer” but that's only because fewer people are driving on them! And its not fair to restrict the roads in
Berkshire as we mood to be able to drive through places like ColdAsh.

See previous answer

30is adequate especially if cars keep to the limit

Lots of walkers, children, horse riders and eyclists. Pedestrians cross the road to pub/cafe

The 20 mph mitinHatch Close s compltelyrelevant. Having ed n XXX XX orslmost 40 yers | cannot recal seeincars ever tavelng t morethan 20

mph. The length of the Close, limiting. Pedestrian trafficis rare. Children play in gardens not in the Close.
Money spent on signage is 2 wasts d y policed, which they inthe Close. At proposed speed limit
will probably drop vehicle by about 0.1 mph. C; not enforce anti i data on benefits. Do you even know how

many cars a day use the Close and the supporting speed data? Spend the money repairing potholes.

journey times, i ncreasing costs, 30mph is slow enough,
Frustration from drivers

lack of police enfc .

safer for non-motorised users especially horse riders

1 believe 30 mph is perfectly adequate for road safety. Failure to enf existing limits s more of a concern. The council should not be able to complain of
lack of funds i they are happy to spend OUR money on a pointless exercise.

1 bject n the strongest terms tothe imposition of 20mph speed limits anywhere in the aea other than outside schools around the stat and end times of the

school day. d if enforced. traffic to bunch into long lines that don't permit joining or crossing traffic whether on
foot, on a bike orin a car. We already have too much ugly road furniture to blight our countryside. We must prevent urbanisation of our current, rural
d limits do jing habits. Respectful, law abiding drivers will continue to be so and others will continue in their

wn ways. Resultnginnothing being achieved. A creadful waste of money an resourcestha can b better used elsewhere on meaningfl long desied
alternatives.

As per my previous comments.

I support 20 mph area because of the number of people that walk/live in the area and the volume of traffic that uses the road. The tanford Dingley
are probably more urgent for 20 mph, due to greater intensity.

Zero evidence of need and wouldn't be enforced either

1 don't drive 50 walking the roads in Chapel Row is not pleasant, so | can't understand why Hatch Lane is not included. There is no pavement along this road and
and alot of narrow spots. Cars have no concern for pedestrians, and are often going at speeds in excess of 60 mph

Both Hatch Close and Paradise Way are very minor roads with no through traffic. Speeding is not a problem. | think money be wasted 1d
rather the potholes and uneven p: i

This is used as a through route and current 30 speed restriction is not adhered to in the village and many drivers enter and leave at much higher speeds than
necessary or desirable. There are often parked cars and no pavement in sections (in Upper Bucklebury direction) where there is 30 mph and bends obscure view.

I would also like to strongly suggest that Carbinswood Lane - | am not sure whether you class this as Chapel Row or Upper Bucklebury or maybe Midgham - is

included in your review - itis currently open speed limit and badly needs to be restricted to at least 30mph if not less. As daily walkers along this route, we often

have to d our dogs into ditchs o hedges to . Much traffic - including school run traffic to Elstree - travels at 40-50mph on a
r0ad whose surface and blind corners require less. We had a dog killed on this road by a BUS who should never have taken the road. Thank you.

1 object to hatch lane being excluded. It is an accident waiting to happen trying to walk anywhere down or up hatch lane with drivers travelling at 60+ miles an
hour. It's a ridiculous speed limit for a road that in parts has only room for time I parts..itis v with the pub at
the top .. parents doing school runs and delivery drivers Please don't wait ill there is a fatality the speed imitis lowered

1 should be extended to included
village, Lower speeds sig injuries if

of 20 mph through the centre of Chapel Row, Parish led surveys reveal the extent of speeding mraugh me
hit by a vehicle. p
more pleasant. 100% support this proposal.

Chapel Row



Isupport the recent objections highlighted by XXX Parish Council

Cars are often doing more than 30mph and the proximity of the coffee shop, pub and shop in Chapel Row means there are often people close to the road.

Isupport the intraducion of  20mph it on Hatch Close BUT  bleve tha Hatch Lan should isobe incuded. My argumentsfr thi inluson: The thriving
pub, cafe and walking groups constitute a significant hazard to through traffic at the top, while lorries, associate
logging industry half way down occupy over half the road width. Most vehicles reduce to 20mph anyway as the road (especially the top) s effectively one-way for
several stretches. Many, however, will accelerate in the intervening stretches. They then have to suddenly brake eg if one of those living in the houses on that
road edges out to see if the way s clear. The road is also patently unsafe for pedestrians, yet there are no pavements so all walkers must take to the road.

This section incorporates the pub are situated. Pedestrians and walkers who park around the village to use
these facilities and to walk on the common are put n serious danger by drivers and a 20mph speed limit will siow those who are less inclined to slow from the
national speed limit section currently.

It seems to be an expensive overkill exercise tolimit the speed in Hatch Close and Paradise Way, Chapel Row to 20mph when both roads are short cul-de-sacs and
all vehicle movements are already of necessity slow. These roads are limited to 30mph anyway. ~So far as traffic in Chapel Row is concerned there are two main
problems namely, speed in excessive of 30mph of through traffic on the main road and parking in the vicinity of the Blade Bone public house.  The main road
through Chapel Row has a 30mph limit but many vehicles exceed this and the road should be provided with traffic speed restriction measures to ensure safety
through the complex junctions on an S bend in the centre of Chapel Row.

‘The current 30mph limit is widely ignored and walking along the footpath to the doctors surgery can be a bit of an intimidatory experience.

Istrongly to this proposal, on at least the following three points. 1. The current fashion for reducing speed limits to 20mph demonstrates fundamental
misunderstandings about the nature of motorists / human beings. Responsible drivers tend to be law-abiding individuals and will therefore aim to comply with
‘whatever speed limit is set. Butirresponsible drivers are, by their very nature, far less likely to take notice of speed limits, including reduced ones. Reducing speed

limits to 20mph carries with it an - to 'g more sedately, then

alert and aware when, for instance, crossing roads. In that less-alert state they are more vulnerable, and a ing vehi h

This has become quite noticeable in city centres. And it often involves an irresponsible cyclist or e-scooter rider, neither of whom need fear speed cameras, | have
seen this frequently on the streets of London. A false sense of security is in no-one’s interests. 2.1 am concerned that WBC has | suspect already paid a

considerable amount ¢ money to ts it ha d in this matter. | would question the justification for employing a high-profile
and no doub hi i r this, but that is money already . What | would ish to see i a further huge sum
committed to taking yet further, nor indeed proposed scheme. | question the justification, at a time when WBC bleats about

having to cut services. On the day that | first noticed the proliferation of laminated white signs strapped to posts all over the roads in this proposed scherme, | also
noticed four sites of freshly dumped fly-tipping. It has been reported, but more than a week later its stil there. 3. 20mph s less fuel-efficient than 30mph for
vehicles powered by internal combustion engines, therefore raising air-pollution levels.

I would like Stanford Ding! 1live included -

30mph we have Tractors, horses, cyclists and a huge number of walkers in particular youngsters
doing their Duke of Edinburgh treks

It's already a 30 mph

1hink the current roposal ot ambious nough.The o resdentilroads ffectedar almost mposible o drive through at 0 mah lready. Howerer Hatch
Lane which is 2 walking route for people in Hatch Lane and Paradise goingto and the current speed
limit | feel strongly that the speed limit should be reduced to 20mph along Hatch Lane.

See

Agree, the bend by the bladebon:

ht and cars regularly g0 over the line at 30

There this proj the speed not be policed. People already ignore the 30mph limit for the same reason.
Money would better be spent on introducing physical barriers to speeding such as the speed restriction scheme on Broad Lane.

Safer environment for cyclists

Current limit not observed or policed, this is a huge waste of money

People speed through this area on their way to the train station

1) reducing a speed limit does not change driver behaviour unless it is enforce. | live on Broad Lane and witness speeding in this road day. ) main through
autes in Bucklebury and nelghbouring parishes do not meet the nationa guide lines for speed reduction. Imin supportof the introduction of part time 20mph

speed limit displayed on the school warning signs when they're flashing. ~ 3)in my vet

another wasteful use of the public funding that does not ip the intended result. The be pent i reducing

LANE and CHAPEL ROW (speeding are witnessed daily) which is dangerous to disable individuals, children and elderly people who are using this road everyday.
Speed

Chapel Row is at the end of two fast straight roads where cars often exceed 60mph. We often observe people slowing to 40-50 through that junction but not down
t0.30. This is especially concerning when people branch off the main road. Dropping the limit to 20mph sends a message. We live in Stanford Dingley and just like
Bucklebury - our neighbouring village - and Chapel Row - our roads are ‘mixed spaces' without pavements where cars,lorries, children , walkers, cyclists and horses|
all frequently interact. We and they often have non villagers (and some villagers) travelling at or over the 30mph limit which brings great danger to non vehicular
users. ~This was the number one issue cited in the Stanford Dingley Village survey undertaken in 2022 - and so we are very disappointed to see that our
neighbouring villages of Chapel Row and Bucklebury have been brought forward into th I have been told that we for 2028/29.
Given the safety issues here, thisis deeply concerning to us.

See the reasons given above for Upper Bucklebury.

Villages in rural area - with i d the A4 increasingly being used as fast cut through to Reading.

Totaly overthe top hanket coverage with e thought o the frstration d with traffic build periods. In Europe they
operatea restrain d actually impl . The Uk asitis too far
reaching nstaod it wil be i regarded large areas where peaple will g why has this been done.

Whilst | support the ) as far as it goes, | fail you would bother to go to the cost of enforcing a 20mph in a short residential road where
you'd be hard pushed to exceed 20mph anyway, eg Hatch close, and Paradise way. | would also question how that could be policed. And you'd leave Hatch lane as

half 30mph and the rest at national speed limit. Hatch lane is a rat run for d also to the A4, Itis a d road, drivers
I speed down and th be no plan to address that situation
The same thing applies as in Upper Bucklebury, small cul de sacs with no speeding issues in the heart of andcagain unn

and will have no effect t what so ever as you can't drive beyond 20mph anyway.

Why puta 20 mph speed limit on Hatch Close and v when the main probl for speeding i Hatch lane and th d going through Chapel
Row. It would be a waste of time and money putting up the necessary signage to the two roads you have proposed.

Proposed Speed Limit Order - Reference 2526HERM20 | wish to formally object to the proposed Speed Limit Order as it relates to Chapel Row, on the grounds
thatie does ot adequately address the known and documented road safey sses nthis rea. Over  number of years, Chapel Rowand thesuroundingrosds
inidets inclding have left lided with the public house, and come off
the road onto the common. te speed and loss of b and material safety this
location. The current proposal for Chapel Row appears to prioritise speed reductions on roads where | am not aware of any serious accidents, while failing to
address the areas within Chapel Row where significant incidents have demonstrably occurred. As such, the proposal risks being misaligned with the actual safety
issues on the ground. In addition, excluding key connecting roads within Chapel Row from the proposed reductions will likely create driver confusion and
inconsistent behaviour, rather than Police speed van data has consistently shown that vehicles travel at excessive speeds
through the village, yet t to respond to this evidence. represented for the Council
totake a more comprehensive and evidence-led approach, including: Consistent speed reductions across affected roads within Chapel Row. Consideration of
traffic calming measures Targeted interventions at known accident locations Without addressing the areas of repeated and serious incidents, the proposal does
not fully meet its stated objectives of improving safety and reducing vehicle speeds. | therefore ask the Council to reconsider the scope of the proposal for Chapel
Row, to ensure it properly reflects historic accident data, police speed monitoring evidence, and the realrisks experienced by residents.

1 am totally against this as | was in Thatcham

See above

Unnecessary waste of money and yet another example of nanny state intervention.

| abject to the proposal because the police are too stretched to enforce the speeding restriction effectively and West Berkshire funding is in criis so | think that
the be better that have been proven to be effective to improve people’s lives.

‘Why are you wasting tax payers money? Have you carried out a feasibility study and how many accidents have occurred caused by traffic? Who do you purpose
will enforce the speed limit? TVP haven't go enough resources to Police 30MPH limits.

As previous comments.

‘The current speed limit s suffi

d injuries have b low in the area over the st Syears [circa § low level ncidents in Syears) and | consequently cannot
understand the need to reduce speed limits further disrupting traffic flow and slowing their daily lives. This feels like a
(through increased levels of fines) that willfurther worsen the cost of living crisis for ordinary working people. | can see no requirement or justification.

See obj back

11do not feel that there is an issue with speeding on the roads, vans do g too fast, however making this change WILL NOT
change this, unless you intend to police the new speed limit and | am not in favour of having a speed camera vehicle parked on a residentia street. It creates
another blind spot. | am not in favour of resources and fund: no difference. | do not want money wasted on pointless new signage.
1would have supported a reduction to the speed limit at the top end of Hatch Lane and The Avenue as it passes through Chapel Row in front of the Bladebone
and to the Dr's surgery. This, | feel would have made a considerable impact to safety and itis already py policed with speed fund
the right thing is a much better approach.

Chapel Row




| object to the part of the proposal which includes the main road through the village. This s currently 30mph and feels well adhered to. The main road is used by
delivery drivers and through traffic with few pedestrians, and a 20mph limit will unnecessarily impact journeys
1 have lived in XXX XXX for 30 vears. | would lie to make the following observations: 1. Speeding has never been an issue on Hatch Close. 2. Hatch Close i too.
short to make enforcement of a new speed limit possible. 3. There are better uses of the funds for any extra sineage needed f the speed limit was changed. E.
repairs to the road surface.

1 object to the proposals for a blanket 20mph speed restrictions in the vilages (Ashmore Green, Bucklebury, Upper Bucklebury, Chapel Row, Cold Ash and
1 believe the safety ble, but would make driving along these roads more frustrating and time consuming. Also,
8.2 cost of living crisis, the cost of replacing signs and the econormic harm of increased journey times is not justifiable. | agree that some areas such as around
schools, and cul-de-sacs may benefit but roads that serve as through routes should o 30mph. Some of the roads mentioned (such as'the rdge” incold ash is
long, through-route road and would benefit far more from other trees to impr ibility, and building a footpath for
pedesmans.

lived in Chapel Row for thirty years and full well know the problems we had in the village when it was the National Speed Limit. 30 mph is 2 sensible speed but it
need to be enforced. The BRC survey has proved that the speeds are not been adhered to and enforcement i the only sensible solution.

Research indicates that 20mph limits are more unsafe than 30mph limits, when including more factors than merely the impact of a collision (.e. driver awareness,
etc).

Many of the road d is Morton's lane itis almost impossible to do more than 20mph. Many roads in Upper Bucklebury
t d h ., this has had limited awaste of BPC money - this would be
exacly thesame. There i no evidence of the needl 1o reduice specd i accdent rates 5o what s the purpose ofthis? The s o rational proposed 3 to why this
is other than purely It ol WBC money.

30mph is a sufficient speed limit for these areas. Reducing the speed limit to 20mph ion and m following the law as
people are more likely to ignore it as they find i hdi I th for pedestrian safety then there are
other ways this can be achieved such as more pavements, footpaths that run parallel to roads or safe crossings.

Only the doctor’s surgery and the last house. Would support that.
It won't make a difference.

It's hard enough to do 30 on these roads as its. There are minimal accidents that happen on these road. | cannot see why a 20 should be imposed. I's highly
unlikely to be enforceable - they already struggle to enforce the 30 mph on Broad Lane. People race between the pinch points instead of slowing down.

20 per hour limits would be more effective just for short lengths of road, e.g. outside schools. Feel money would be better spent enforcing the current limits with
more cameras as they are regularly broken with no

This unfairly who are v peopl bay for the roads. It will pollution and hour.
As aroad user and one that has driven in other 20mph limited roads, 20mph is not an appropriate speed to be driving at and can make drivingless safe rather
than more safe. At such a low limit you spend most of y g the sp and to avoid exceeding 20mph, instead of
beingable o concentrae fully on hazards, pedestrians an other road users and divers who alrady choose o exceed curent mis willnot b deterre by an

additional reduction the only people affected will be responsible drivers. ~ Alower limit risks g and distraction without
safety benefits.
20 mph limit impact my travel time.
- Bucklebury, Upper v and Chapel Row are all rural . The addition of 20mph speed limits willjust add to the urbanization these communities

are already experiencing. We need to protect rural villages. - you have no way of enforcing this change in speed limit - you currently don't even enforce 30mph
(bar the occasional police van in chapel row, but that s TVP and they've already said they won't provide additional resources) - you haven't listening to locals,
hardly anyone has requested this and BPC have been working hard with the community on their existing speed watch program which is yeilding successful results
- the suggested roads to change is quite and shows the lack with

Waste of money_Show stats to support i
See previous

Unnecessary.

1. This has not been asked for by local people and is a large over step by West berks Council. 2. The roads are perfectly safe as they are, there are no accident
black spots. 3. We have much better things to spend money on.

Too sweeping and needs to be more selective.

I drive, cy 3 on . There is no reason for 20mph in general anywhere, but i these roads there s iterally no issue
with speed and which is reportedly benefits: in 20 years | have never once felt unsafe or intimidated on any of these roads.

This s not , this will only stick to the 20mph be more of a danger.

Feels like council to get money as it's very difficult to stick to 20mph- loads of research has now been done to support this.

I feel that some roads warrant a 20mph limit if they pass a school or local Post Office shop for example. However, the blanket rule of 20mph being proposed on
the long lst of roads is excessive, will not contribute to less accidents, and will cost the council an enormous amount of money that West Berkshire can il afford.
As we have seen across Wales, these blanket 20mph road limits have not been successful, and we have seen a reversal of them there. West Berkshire Council
never listen to residents when a consultation takes place, and will push through with their planes regardess of the outcome. However, | feel it's important to have
asay on local changes.

Itwould be better to have targeted Speed Limits for Specific Areas Instead of imposing a blanket 20mph speed limit across these roads, itwould be more

effective to implement d imits i where pedest present or more likely to cross. For example, speed limits could be lowered

near schools, parks, o bus stops, where pedesirians are most active. At certan times of the day. In areas with very few pedestrians, a higher speed imit could be

maintained, ensuring v . This approach he frustration of a uni peed limit while
still areas i 2. Enhanced Signage and Awar In locations with low pedestrian traffic, more visible

signage could be a great solution. Signs that warn drivers of "Pedestrian Crossing” or "Low Pedestrian Traffic Area” could help maintain awareness without the
need to reduce speed limits across the entire road network. - Additionally, better road markings or the use of technologies like speed cameras could help
maintain safe speeds, rather than relying solely on blanket speed reductions that are i issues, causing anger and andakso
being ignored by the very locals that are asking for them to be introduced.

Ditto

20mph speed limits They are an expe and do not serve any possible benefit. Itis nearly impossible to drive in
Oxfordshire and | now avoid the area this is what will happen to West Berkshire. Do not waste my tax money on this pointless initative. Spend the money on
social care and important areas.

20mph won't it just makes a misery t their business. No no no no! Pl alternative traffi
alming measures. Please do NOT implement this overly restrictive and ridiculous plan. (cold ash resident)

The reduction from 30mph to 20mph will not change the standard of living, noise will be very similar, quantity of traffic will not be effected. A better use of
council funds would be to enforce the current speed limit rather than reducing it.

Intruth there are far more i hings for the council and spend ta money on than reducing the existing acceptable speed limit on
countiess roads that do not need i. rhecunemspemhmmamnmenlnmd50hawwmzh\ankeuowen.muwnrkworhu.«mem Have we seen multiple
accidents and deaths across the parish? | recognise speed i to many road reducing the speed limit to a level that will

create mre lssues with traversing th areaisunlkely to have any major mpact

Complete waste of money, far too much money has already been wasted on thi 1. Those gerously (not just sp todoso
speed limit changes. Money could be near schools and on main roads on school bus stops. According to)
I i of the d idered unsafe and no accidents ever happen so i cant see why this money s being wasted.

Cars are safer than ever with improved stopping distances. Driving at 20mph is distracting as you have to study the Speedo more. Cyclists can go quicker and
overtake you

no need to change
s before

| believe it unnecessary

Chapel Row



Living in the area a reduced Il sig increase my iourney times and | am to change

| that this change the character and usage of the road, nor fety, and
local residents. I partcular: Road design and conditions: The road well-maintained, and has good visibilty, which supports the current speed limit. Safety
record: To my knowledge, there s no clear evidence of a collsion history or safety issues that would justify a i the limit. Traffic flow an

congestion change s likely to ,  and which may p v . Community

impact; The change may negatively affect residents, ters, and local busi travel along this route. | respectfuly request that th
council reconsider the dat: ments, and justification used to support the decision. | would also welcome further

consultation with local resi VP changes are implemented. Thank you for taking the time to consider this objection. | look forward to your|

response.

Iwould like to see published the imperial data that shows the I specific data set that demonstrate the
sctual sccident reductionnather adopted s, rotethn ust we eleve ' 2 gund e and we blleve we know beter than you. Ths endlesspurst f
ly be justified if you can the cost benefit analysis. As | have to everyday in the trilion
dola businss ok . Of corse i an ideologial sense it makessend t th eral eft but we e i a real world with eal mpact topeople/ business etc. Also
there is no point having it without any means to t, which of courts th I doesn't have the funds to do. And there is no way the police
will

20s not plenty

Obiect_Our money is better spent on need. Nobody voted for this
Unnecessary and infut . 30mph s adequat

As alocal XXX company this i going. business our whole deli 20mph amd we expect ind: v
costing us a extra day per weekin lost delivery slots. Also not sure if you aware how hard its to drive a lorry at 20mph they are not designed to drive at consistent|
speed its between gears i hope you scrap this ridiculous proposal and use the cash to put back in the pot to keep you afloat.

As previous

20mph fimits should be reserved for areas around schools and children’s play areas, not for general use everywhere. You are reducing the impact and risking
children's lives by placing them everywhere

Current 30mph not adhered too - money would be better spent on speed restrictions/cameras

Not needed no

Same as for the first question

20mph s too slow, unnatural and unnecessary.

Altering the existing speed limits to 40, 30, and 20is over complicated and leads to an information overload for drivers which in turn leads to diminished attention
to driving. Why not extend 40 mph road sections of concern to 30 mph and do NOT introduce any 20 mph sections. Everyone then knows the advised safe speed
fimit and can still reduce their speed to alower safe speed when necessary to reflect the prevailing traffic and environment conditions. Bad drivers of which there
are too many the speed its. This i a very pressing and different p g with speed changes on small sections of
road will not change.

Chapel Row



Support

Neutral

Obiect
Tunderstand that seting 20mph speed It was 8 manifesto commmentfrom Lberal Democrat Councllors n the 2023 lectons for West Berksre District Councl and incuded
“Introducing idle-free zones and 20mph speed limits outside schools, and enabling 20 mph limits for residential street: Thames Valley
the opportuniy to engage on plans for road safety mprovement and acknowledge that 20mph lmits can be a usefultool i road safety. Thre i e point i reducing a speed
limit that is not respected without any plan to bring it into compliance. There are no road safety benefits in these circumstances. ~The policy of Thames Valley Police is to use
sound practicaland realistc criteia st inthe Department for Transport (OfT) Circular Roads 1/2013 - Settng local speed limits - GOV.UK (revised in March 2024) when responding
to Highway Authorities in an effort to reduce the burden of constant and unnecessary enforcement. | understand that t i also the policy of West
Berkshire District Council use the advice given in DfT guidance when deciding on and implementing reduced speed limits. Advice shown in Circular Roads 1/2013 states: key factors
that should be taken into account in any decisions on local speed limits are the history of collisions, the road geometry and engineering, the road function, the composition of road
users(including existing and potential levels of ulnerable road users),existng rafic speeds, road environment and drivr perception. It s lso clar about implementing 20mph
speed it 3. blanket mesure “20mph schemesshould be consdared on s roscby-road bsis based onthe safey case to ensurelocalsupport, ot blanket messures”
Thames Valley Police t limits providing they are appropr and likely Evidence
hows that changingto. lower e limiton ts own wil reducing the speed of traffic if the prevailing mean speeds are much higher than the
proposed lower speed imit. f a speed limit s set 00 low and s ignored then this could resut i the majority of drivers criminalisng themselves and could bing the system of
speed o disrepute. I a speed limit s set too low this could result in an P . Thames Valley Police policy to enforce
based on arbitrary speed limits alone but will enforce based on threat of harm, risk and resourcing. 20mph limit from this and
ppropiste Seting local speed misis clar tat tere should b no expecttion onth polie 1 provide addiionsl enforcement beyond thef routne sty unles tis has
een explicitly agreed. In this case it isn't, there oft toaim o

with the new speed limit. Where new limits are put in, they should be in places where most drivers are likely to comply. We know that compliance is better on smaller, narrower
r0ads than on wider roads where the layout gives drivers a clear run.” “Successful 20mph zones and 20mph speed limits are generally self-enforcing: that i, the existing conditions|
of the road together with as signing, publicity and inf

ofthe scheme, lead to.2 mean traffc speed compliant with the speed imit

To there should be no the police to provi beyond their less this has been explicity ag:
20mph limits wi iming, “Research hat they generally ead t i traffi ~ less than 1mph on average.
Signed-only 20mph therefore, speeds Y low. This may, for example,be on roads thatare very narrow, through

engineering or on-road car parking. If the mean speed is already at or below 24mph on a road, introducing a 20mph limit through signing alone islikely to lead to general
‘compliance with the new speed limit.” The document also states - “DfT’s comprehensive 3-year evaluation of the effect of 20mph signed-only limits was published on 22
November 2018 (Atkins 2018). the on with 20mph speed fimits. It is the only major

UK study to areas and provid ‘The headline findings are: » there is insufficient evidence to conclude that there has been a
ignifcantchange incolions and casualies ollowing the i of 20mph limits in residential areas « in one city there has been a ignificant reduction in
colsions and casualtes « there has been a smal reducton in medla speed (es than Imph)  compliance s better on smaller,narrower roads than on roads where the layout

gives d lear run + bef ion of the 20mph their speed more than those alrea
seeds”  Collion istry | have resarched the colon istory for theraads where th speed i beln reduced and ean i anly twn personal injury collons.
08501 Jidod with vaar ol

XXX Parish C supports uggests the d - reduce to 20mph in ts entirety sStoney.
Lane - reduce to 20mph i its entirety *Cold Ash Hill near Southend - reduce from 40mph to 30mph

Whilst | agree that reducing speed limits on the majority of these roads is sensible, | fail to see how it s workable. The levels of speeding at the current speed limit on
the main hillin Cold Ash and the Ridge thatis not policed enough. How wi
spent on enforcing the current speed limit.

it be enforced? | think the money would be better

The Ridge is a through village route, to be reduced to 30mph. There i a school along this road and time|
specifclimits of 20mph might be considered, but | don' think tis would be of any benefit a5 mostof those picking up and dropping off children block the road and hence m
speed is well below 20pmh (5o the limit is unnecessary). Ifthere is a genuine desire to improve road safety, it would be better to prevent motorists ]

time and weaving around the queueing cars, placing a greater risk to children. The route along Hermitage Road is again, part of a through-village route. It has aﬂequam
pavements at the side and there is a fence/hedge between the fields and the road, thereby protecting anyone using the facilties. Further, there is already adequate "traffic

exceeds 30mph along the whole of Hermitage Road. This is unpleasant for residents and is dangerous for the nuber of schoiolm childen who
move along the road. This includes St Marks and Downe House Schools. Hopefully the 20mph hour would have the effecct of reducing the speed of a busy
road.

calming" schemes on this road. (Or are you planning to remove those if the d?) Again, there is lling reason to reduce the speed limit below the
standard 30mph.
1am submiting this comment iy capciy 25 Chlr of XNk Local Access L Forumis v v body, havi ive functions. Itis a statutory
advisorto it thority or authorities, and other relevant bodies, on public access to land within the area, for open-air recreation and the

enjoyment of the area. Local Access Forums are required to be appointed under Section 94 of the Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000 ('CROW). Reading Borough Council,
‘West Berkshire Council and Wokingham Borough Council have appointed a forum jointly ~ the XXX Local Access Forum. | object to this proposed TRO because of the omission of
the section of Lawrences Lane between Lawrences Way and The Ridge from the lst of roads that would be subject to a 20MPH speed fimit. The section of Lawrences Lane
betueen Lawrences Way and The Ridge is mportant for Thatcharm residents o access the countrysde of Bucklsbury Common on foot and cycle. However, tis extremely narrow,
and in many places a motor vehicle cannot safely pass even a pedestrian. The new speed limits proposed in the draft TRO for other roads in Cold Ash and Bucklebury rease
the journey time on those alterative and preferable routes betuween Cold Ash and Thatcharm, whereas Lawrences Lane has the national speed limit o 60mph. As aresult, sat navs

(which miynulknuwlhelrue nature of the lane) will be more likely to as the fastest route. In 2023, West Berkshire Council made lati
L Lane. The Local Forum submitted in support of TRO (attached). v
ren the Counel dec to make it . In response to questions that | have asked the Council the " Hi has said;
that the Council would measures to make L Lane safer for pedestrians, cyclists and horse riders (see for example attached). This proposed TRO is

an opportunity to improve the safety of Lawrences Lane for pedestrians and cyclists, by applying a speed limit of 20mph. This would be relatively straightforward, because the
raft TRO already proposes a 20mph speed limit at either end of this section of the lane.

I support the widespread adoption of 20 mph limits in built up or vilages roads for the sake of road safety- the safety of children pedestrians in particular. |
have recently moved to Streatley and hope that 20 mph limits are considered there. An added reason for reducing speed limits in Streatley is the protection of
grade 2 isted buildings.

I trongly object to the proposal. | have not seen any evidence to suggest i d has caused signi ai identsin the area.There are a
small number of drivers who habitually drive at speeds much greater than the limit, but most drivers abide by speed limits. You will not et the hbiuslaffenders by reducing
speed limits, it will require a significant deterrent such as numeroust speed cameras. Where is the money to pay for enforcement coming from? Many of the residential areas off
the 84009 and Cold Ash Hill do not lend themselves to drivers reaching speeds of 30 mph or more anyway so there seems to be little point in introducing a 20mph speed limit for
those areas. As far as the 84009 and Cold Ash Hill it the exception of
cthr than dsrupt and dely ourneys of many devers, for o oo beneft

the primary schools, 20mph restrictions will achieve nothing

West Berkshire Council llegedly s close o bankruptcy. Any money avaiable should be spent on

ks than paying for the i of d enf W, for example, there are many damage need proper
repairs not the lempﬂrzrychaap fixes favoured by many Local Authorities.As stated earlier in the survey

slower speeds are safer for all users and will make the road v pollution, d ifthey're
in a hurry and increase of safety for cyclist and other users. This should lead to more short distant active travel trips and
reduced pollution.

Cold Ash hill s unsafe and needs speed restrictions

With regard to the proposed introduction of a 20mph speed limit in Cold Ash (Ref: 2526HERM20), 1 would like to give my views on this proposal as follows. | have lived in the same
house on XXX XXX in Cold Ash for 49 years. Our house is situated XXXX. From your plan, the 20mph speed limit stops at the Acland Hall. I fully endorse the introduction of the
speed limit, but strongly feel it should be for the full length of the Hermitage Road ending at the top of Slanting Hill Otherwise this will only encourage drivers to speed up
immediately after the Acland Hall, again exceeding the 30mph speed limit. The reasons for this are: Over the past 49 years there has been around 35 accidents at the crossroads,
many crashing into XXX. A lot of these have been at night and the vast majority have been single vehicle accidents, the main cause being.. riving too fast! XXX in 1977 there was
abus stop XXX on the Hermitage Road, with a speed limit of 30mph that finished at the bus stop. The bus stop was destroyed by a car losing control, also destroying XXX, Shortly
after this the 30mph speed limit was extended to the bottom of Red Shute Hill, but this did tothe speed of vehicles driving through Cold Ash. Later, five
double chicanes were placed along the length of the straight. This gave relief for awhile, but one half of each of the chicanes was then removed. Reducing double chicanes to
snae has led to vehicles being on the wrong side o the road before and afte the chicane, which is artculary hazardous at the Bucklebury Alley/Fishers Lane junction. Downe

hool paid to have the doubl to protect their pupils. Many new housing estates have been and are being buit in Thatcham, additionally
m creation of a sip road giving access to the M4, have allincreased the volume and speed of vehicles travelling through Cold Ash. There is a 7.5T weight restriction at the bottom
of Cold Ash does not stop articulated vehicles and HGV's travelling up Cold Ash Hill and along the Hermitage Road, especially i the morning and early evening travelling|
0:and from Colthrop. The only restrition these vehicles encounter in Cold Ash s getting throug at L Under no hould any
of removed, they hel il way down 5o far have made lttle or no difference to the speed of vehicles
traveling along the Hermitage Road, less than 10% actually keep to the 30mph speed limit. Unless there is an actual deterrent also put n place (i.e. speed cameras, speed bumps or
making it an average speed area) the 20mph speed limit will be a fuitless exercise and a waste of time and money.

The traffic needs slowing down to protect the pedestriand cyclists also using these roads

There is no evidence that a 20mph zone has a positive impact on the area

live on XXX and have seen an increase in both volume and speed of traffic. In places there is no pavement or a very narrow pavement. Buses and trucks speed
past terrifyingly close. Trying to cross the road by The Castle pub is a nightmare. Traffic coming down the hill at speed cannot be seen because of the trees.
Traffic coming up the hill cannot also not be seen because of the blind bend/ apex of hill. | wear a fluorescent jacket to try to avoid being run over. | would
support consideration of extending the area covered by the new speed limit. The current speed signs are very small. Please increase the prominence of
signage. The Ridge is also a road that would benefit from a speed restriction. It appears to be a rat run. Thank you.

This scheme was heavil tried in Wales and it caused such a backlash that many of the imposed 20mph speed limits there are gradually being removed. Too many unnecessary

20mph speed limits make journeys longer, cause more local pollution (as cars take longer to get through areas), increase drivers' anger and take away accountability from those

Who should be taking some (such as looking before crossing a road instead of walking blindly around having their heads buried in their phones). There are also quite a few steep
hillin Cold Ash that several vehicles would struggle to climb at 20mph

The d safety statistics from reduction in for themselves, they are not a statistical blp. Itis important to
keep residents "onboard" and possibly the Welsh wenttoo hich  many to be an
unnecessary reduction but | think that has now been largely resolved. Itis important tthe new limits as they then act as mobile traffic
calming which keeps others within the limit. Hopefully this should make the local roads safer and I and cyclists and

more people to walk and cycle.

Ditto

1 support this propossl. There are narrow roads, (ome of which o not have pedestrian pavements) i this res. A 20 MPH speed it wil encourage walking
and cycling and willdiscourage dangerous or sk of collisions. | v drive through these
s, and would very mich appreciate a more appropritespeed lmit such as 20mph.

See previous message

1 support any measures that make our village roads more safe for pedestrians, cyclists and riders. This s achievable with the proposed 20 mph speed restriction|
(provided that it can be enforced). A reduction in air pollution and an increase in sustainable travel are happy side effects.

Cold Ash




I think this idea of 20mph limits on main routes through our village are because of the 2 schools in the village. Has anyone visited the village at school pickup time?....the problem s
notspesding raffic buttota rdiock due to parking so the idea of a permanent 10 sense. Why can't you put a 20 limit in for when children are going to
from school, perhaps linked to the My worry is that a permanent 20 will not be enforceable (the current 30 isn't!) and willlead to drivers
overtaking those who do comply...'ve seen this already in the 30 area and overtaking is much more dangerous to pedestrians than as now. As for the side roads there's really no
p the time, the d drivers will continue to be d need police action .will 20 limits really help, | doubt it! This is a terrible proposal that
hasn't been thought through REDUCING A SPEED LIMIT DOESN'T SLOW TRAFFIC DOWN UNLESS IT'S ENFORCED...this isn't London!

1 support the reduction of speed to 20 MPH for reasons of safety and pollution.

I object to the proposed traffic order as | see it as a complete waste of our money and it will not make our area more attractive and accessible for any highway users.  There are
plenty of things that could be done to make attractive and pavements along the busier roads,
where lackof maintenance by the highway authorty, make pedestrians feelntimidated b arge vehices and child buggie ifc to navgate would be useful. Saing the money
wasted on road providea lot o startwith. | know of atleast 1 disabled person that tried to use her electric carriage to go to Thatcham
and has given up due to the state of the pavements. It wasn't the speed of vehicles that put her off it was the fact that the pavement was overgrown and sloping into the road!
The plan to make my own road a 20mph s totally pointless. itis a cul-de-sac where it would be a real effort to reach more than 20mph and highly unlikely that anyone will get that
fast. It will have to have 20MPH signs at the entrance with allthe cost involved and there is no chance of the limit being enforced by anyone! Total waist of our money!

As a resident of Bucklebury Alley, beyond the Drove Lane junction, | am appalled that this plan could possibly be conceived as an improvement to the local traffic safety. To reduce
the speed limit at the junction with Hermitage Road is very necessary & long overdue, as is the speed limit extension down to the foulpam on the right. However, thereafter to
(which b le track and a blind end) should have a 60MPH limit beggars belief. Are you at

We live on XXX and often traffic drives down the hill too fast. | have two. bikes and | fear for

road through
cold ash

this ight stretch of , before bend? Its suicidal and urgently REVIEWING PLEASE!

This is along, straight piece of road along are reg than 30. In six years of living in Cold Ash | have never seen it

li v i X 0 E e |
20mph limit s overly restrictive | have no raveling at 30mph down the rdge. The problem i the excessive speed of vehices, sometimes at around 60mph. policed (they have regular speed traps on Cold Ash Hill, but never along this part of the road). The stretch has relatively narrow pavements, a reasonable level
of pedestrian activity, including young children (particularly at school times and, due to the busy recreation ground, at the weekends). Even if the 20 limit

Effective limit d. Resident: this and been ignored.  Another pioriy should be the width estrictions on the Hermitage "
means that people drive at 30 instead of 40 this will be an important achievement with respect to the safety of everyone, and especially children, in Cold Ash.
Road. These result in cars beyond the speed limit and directly hicles t having to stop.

Despite it containing the school, the church, and

be immaterial, but the potenti

short, and the impact on journey times will

Because i its detail Bucklebury Alley is inadequately dealt with, indeed farcical.

I support the proposal, as evi hat drivers do not respect the current 30 mph limit. 1 well above this speed on a road where

children walk daily and wait for the bus. ~ Residents, pedestrians, dog walkers, and visitors to the area would all benefit from calmer traffic. Also reducing the

speed, the road would need less maintenance.  Reducing the speed limit to 20 mph consecutively would likely encourage drivers to travel closer to 30 mph,
as many currently drive at 35-40 mph o more.

The proposal for 20 mph limits appears to be Councils' policy being imposed on residents in many parts of the country. Thatcham appear to be taking a thoughtful approach where
residents are leading the discussion as opposed to it being driven by C off and pick up times, itis an unnecessary expense
and there is no transparency regarding safety concerns and statisics to support ‘nese iatver (1 would even propose a 15mph limit near schools at these times as they do in
France where 20Kmh s becoming more commonplace]. | am both a driver and cyclist and it is much safer as a cyclist to be overtaken quickly by a car travelling at 30mph than have
acar creep past at 20mph especially on narrower country roads. From a driving perspective, and having driven in many 20mph zones, your concentration s split between

g your speed (often with tailgating or being, g r0ad users), and paying the necessary attention to your surroundings.
Ratepayer funds are lradyvery lmitd, potholes abundant (ust drive up our igh Steet)and s all about riories and cholce how money is spent on our roads. f here s o
safety need on the roads in question, but they are dangerous for all road users due to their condition (as they are currently), then our money should be spent wisely not on
ideological policy. The very few p 30mph will he limitis lower. If speeding is the issue then enforce the current limits. It s improper and
councilwil decide spend thousands of on this over the coming years. Lastly, there s also the issue of “creeping
urbanisation of our rural villsges and communities. If the residents want to see this change then there needs to be full and proper consultation in the roads in question house by
house as s been poorly p and raises the q The Council should also recognise that some roads do not have n alternative route that people
can take and therefore traffic calming to enforce 30mph would be a far tion to secure d

Congestion, frustration, pollution, cost of signage on al roads. Money would be better spent on potholes and doing all the faded white lines, getting our roads up to a high

standard and not like a third world country. Hope this applies to cyclists and illegal e scooters also deliveroo riders

Living in Cold Ash on XXX, | support the proposal, to mak  the proposed 20mph speed limited is not extending all
the way down Cold Ash Hill to just south of Hatchgate Close. This part of the road regularly attracts speeders (up and down the hill and with the pavement on
the west-side of the road being fairly narrow it feels dangerous to walk on. XXX live directly on this section (as do quite a few more elderly residents) and find
the speed of passing traffic quite frankly scary and it s deterring them from walking up the hill o the Post Office. Given there are numerous side roads along

Cold Ash Hill from Hatchgate Close, Collaroy Road, Strouds Meadow, Spring Lane and Gladstone Lane upto Harwood Drive, that are subject to the proposed
20MPH limit, and Cold Ash Hillitself reduces to 20mph just north of Harwood Drive until north of Sewel Close, it seems ridiculous that the southern part of Cold
‘Ash Hill wil remain at 30mph (i stress, cars reg! this existing limit). be given to exte d the 20mph limit to the Southern
section of Cold Ash Hil? Many thanks

Pot hokes, white line etc, you could go.on Money would be best spent elsewhere. le crime rate

1have lived here beside the XXX for over 40 years and during tha time the volume and speed of rafic has ncreased sigificantly. There have been atleast 3
accidents at the and 3 fatalities of 2 the road, one near the Acland Hall and one near St Mark's School and one
motorcyclist was killed in a head on collision in a chicane. | fear for the lives of anyone, particularly children walking to school along the narrow pavement or
‘walking down from the garage where there is a bus drop off from Downs School. | no longer walk to the Post Office given the speed of the traffic, it is
terrifying! 1also worry about other road users, eg cyclists or horse riders. ~The volume of traffic, with coaches, buses, lorries, vans and cars, has increased
beyond measure and with this the noise level. The noise level is also higher because vehicles frequently exceed the speed limit of 30 mph and regularly travel
between 40 and 50 mph. The poor road surface with potholes and lack of any recent resurfacing (not since Gigaclear put in the broadband cable), adds to the
problem. | have given up sitting in the garden, nowhere in it am | free from noise. ~ Despite double and triple glazing in some places the traffic noise is audible
in the house, and I can no longer h atnight due to road and going even gh the night. There are some
vehicles which even cause my house to shake during the night. I see from your map that the 20 starts between Sewell Close and Bucklebury Alley, why not
the other side of The p: the pupils from the Downs have to walk down it from the bus stop beside
the garage. Visibilty at the Fishers L Aley poor.

Same reasons as to the previous proposal

Isupport the proposal owing to the statutory requirement to decrease air pollution and also the benefit of reducing noise and risks to pedestrians  What | do
ot understand why the 20 imits are not blanket and apply to the wholevilage from the boundries. This would then ensure the speed is onsistent and drivers
understand the limit is 20mph on all roads in the village. There would also then braking and ating which is bad and
and more likelyhood of sticking to the imit. It would also reduce the cost of inpl e l new signs required at the village 4
not multiple throughout the village which would save the councillots of money.  If there is a valid arguement to introduce the limit then there can be no
arguement as to why the limits would be different and changes.

1l d the speed that cars go through at is shocki

have' ot ol oy to g0 ot my busines.Greste plkaion, more s, greser sggrauaion. _This s st anohe exuse t Keep  erson n  desk ob atour experse. Lot
alone cost of resigning all these roads. Those involved with this in West Berk unfit for purpose. £ We
position. Simply appalling as expected

We live in XXX opposite the junction with XXX. Last week a car ran into and demolished a section of our garden wall whilst trying to avoid another car in the
middle of the road coming up XXX. The road s used as a cut through from st finians school and people come down the road far too fast round the blind corner
in front of our house. Reducing it to 20mph is a start but won't stop peaple speeding. | would ke to request a no parking line on some of the road as well as
cars parked near the Gladstone lane junction are very dangerous with the volume of traffic coming down the road at speed. The 20mph will not be enough.

The data on the imposition of a 20mph limit is very clear, it saves lives and Thereis lable from sevaral sources
including Wales' ground breaking almost blanket application. For this alone itis worth doing, ~ Arguments about the unreasonable slowing down of traffic are
taking into is to be applied in areas that v the speed limit but by factors such as volume of traffic, parked

1 don't believe 20mph works. It creates greater pollution as most cars are reving in the wrong gear, it creates more noise due to revs too high. | believe 20mph t
hospitals, schools, town/village centres and suchlike, they can be very damaging to certain businesses where time frames are a factor. In essence, vehicles struggling to maintain
20mph are more of a nuisance.

cars, schools, pedestrians, delivery vehicles, junctions, road width, visibilty and bends. The change to journey times through the areas will be minimal. Even
without hold ups when travelling in quiet periods the journey time through the average v\Hage will lengthen by less than a minute with a 10mph slowing. |
have also heard the that as the police and 30mph itis a waste of time and money having a
20 mph lmit, Whist accepting th poin t oes gnores the act that responsise drivers willconform to the new imt and overal peecs willdrop.

Cold Ash




In all but a very few exceptional cases, I hool or ina 0mph s too slow. Itis very difficult to drive most vehicles at this speed as
vehicle's gear ratios are not suited to operate for any length of time at 20mph. 20mph is usually at the top end of the lowest gear and the very bottom of the next highest gear.
Also most engine management units are not designed to operate at this speed, for 30mph. No ult o operate at these low spe
any length of time, engines are very inefficient at this speed using more fuel than they would at 30 mph There is a strong push to extend 20mph limits to seemingly just about
everywhere. My main objection is that | feel there are too many inconsistencies in road speed limits, with variable speed limits on main roads and rapily changing speed limits on
other roads, as a driver | find | am paying more attention to what the speed is currently than what is happening around me. | am sure | am not alone. | am convinced that the

I support for pedestrian saety the roads, such as The Ridge and Collaroy Road i part,do not have pavements. Also, on
some busier roads, notably Cold Ash Hill, reduced speed will levels. Thi since many of th close to the road.
However, safety is the main reason and | would favour extending 20mph on Cold Ash Hill down to Hatchgate Close. We should note that early results in Wales
suggest a lower accident rate with 20mph in built up areas.

There doesn't seem to be a problem with the speed of traffic in on this road.

attention demanded of the driver trying to avoid heavy punitive fines and points from ever limits greatly demanded y.
For these reasons | do not support the expansion of 20mph speed limits unless the reasons for th pecific and
It will enhance the tranquility of the village and reduce the twice-daily invasion of speeding their children to and from schools. It willalso
reduce the noise level of vehicles driving through the vilage.
My concern s thi are aware of many services being cut. | have the smaller roads within any of west berkshire being reduced
however i do have objections to the main roads within hermitage and cold ash as this will reduce progres. From the experiment in wales, i believe that many of the speed limits Speeding traffic through ch d d uding children toschool and the Aciand Common play facilties
have reverted back. | would like a better explanation of why we are looking to do this activity as i haven't heard of any accidents or near misses in these areas.
The Ridge - high volume of peak traffic, very fast vans the evening. Th tlights or footpaths. | personally have had a few

near misses. _Foot computers include elderly, school children dog walkers and horse riders.

See previous

Awaste of time and money.

15upport the proposal in full -

's just a shame that the proposal does not include the whole of Bucklebury including the Broad Lane * Rat Run'.

1 agree with 20mph speeds near schools. Not on other roads - Lowering the speed limit won't n is there
lowering the speed lmit to 20 mph reduces accidents? Wales had t rescind some of the 20mph speed restrictionsdue to me number of complaints. The cost of nstllng signs
will be expensive Is this decision evidence based on the number of lives saved or [ v, delivery vans, workman etc.

Increased traffic and pedestrians is leading to more potential accid d more actual accidents. There s a s
rather than 30 mph.

in damage and injury at 20

Absence of evidence that 20mph imits have the desired effect and aso absence of if evidence tha, even f the former were not true, the speed o safety in Cold Ash demands a
reduction. You are literally finding things to waste money on when there is so much more need for i th issues such as pothol
obstructions.

I think there are a h tof the village the current set 30mph limit and with the large ammount of children
walking into the schools an enforced slower speed limitis a great idea. ~ As the site manage for XXX on Ashmore Green Road just below Thirtover would it be
possible for the speed limit reduction to 20 also cover our entrance? This would enable us to help keep the young people that use out facllity safer.

- iligent drivers wil be distracted by attempting to adhere to such a low (uncommon) speed vs focusing on the risks around them e.g. cyclist or pedestrian ony/in the road. - It will
not change non-diligent driver behaviour, who drive at the speed they want to, as the current speed limits are hardly enforced. - The new signage etc will be a complete waste of
valuable councilfunds.

Isupportit, but would like Cold Ash Hillto include the junctions with Spring Lane and Gladstone Lane to also be included in the 20mph zone. Trying to cross the
road from Spring Lane to the pubs at Gladstone lane on that corner is very dangerous. Trying to get in and out of Spring Lane is also difficult by car.

Not beneficial and hard to maintain such a low speed in such a hilly area

To reduce the average speed and noise over the very poor road surface and around

I've experienced 20mph in Oxfordshire around various villages and it's very frustrating. | think the cost is extensive and money should be sed to fix pot holes in our roads instead.

While | support the proposal,itis on in the basis that the 20mph imit i also extended further down Cold Ash Hillto at least Spring Lane. This includes the
dangerous bend and beyond the public houses. This is an area where there have been repeated near misses and actual accidents due to the speed of vehicles

Not needed

nd the risks of vehicles smerging on o the rosd alontis tretch. s also prticuarly dangerous due to the umber ofadltssnd chidren who crss slong
this stretch of road. | can see no logical reason why this residential stretch is any d toThe Ridge and Cold A
1live on XXX opposite XXX and speeding is a constant problem. Current Rd only appear to make d hand
toget through and th; the speed limit. | d bikes often traveling past XXX at 50+ mph. Every day. Very

dangerous. | would also welcome speed cameras.

It will cost too much and not be enforced anyway

The map does not indicate what the pink lines mean. What is the speed there? Again Cold Ashis a rat run' and 20 mph on Cold Ash Hillis a vast improvement,
if peopl keep to that limit.

it has been proven to be detrimental both to the economy of the car and to the gases that are released. There really is not much evidence that it helps. From the studies that have
been run it seems that the roads are “safer” but that's only because fewer people are driving on them! And it's not fair to restrict the roads in Berkshire as we mood to be able to
drive through places like ColdAsh.

Itis far overdue. It's a huge safety concern of the speed of traffic, many in excess of 50mph. There should be speed cameras and speed humps or something to
reduce the speed of increasing traffic before a fatal tragedy occurs.

The present limits are regularly ignored and this puts all road users at risk. There are well hicles being d the
Make cars travel at 30 ColdAsh and Hermitage schoosduring imes when students ar aring o leavin. Whist upporing these proposas st be recognsed thatenforcement
will be a problem as it i for the existing speed limits. It would be an y campaign to try to get
lack of police enf ¢ bout longer journey times, i without costs, 30mph is slow enough, Frustration from
drivers
1 don't see a need to reduce the speed limit and it's not going to be policed in any of the estates or closes live on XXX along The Ridge daily tomake for non-car users is welcomed

Busy road with parked cars.

I believe 30 mp!

perfectly adequate for road safety. Failure to enforce even e) is more of a concern. The council should not be able to complain of lack of funds if
they are happy to spend ouR money on a pointless exercise.

Ihave lived in Cold Ash for 20 years.

| object in the strongest terms to the imposition of 20mph speed limits anywhere in the area other than outside schools around the start and end times of the school day. ~Existing|
sped imits are adequate i enforced. | 20mph causes rffic to bunch into long lines that don't permitjoining orcrossing traffic whether on foot, 0n a bike or na car. We already
have too much ugly road furniture to blight our countryside. We must prevent urbanisation of our current, i 0mph speed l eoples
driving habits. Respectful, law abiding drivers will continue to be so and others will continue in their own ways. Resulting in nothing being achieved. A dreadful waste o money
and resources that can be better used elsewhere on meaningful, long desired alternatives.

In general terms | support the proposal, however, the area at the bottom of Cold Ash Hill is remaining at 40mph - this section should be reduced to 30mph in
line with Cold Ash Hill and Heath Lane.

No evidence of need.

Itis unnecessary, will cause a large increase in harmful pollution due to vehicles operating even more inefficiently and cause delays. Itis probably being proposed as a means to
raise revenue through fines as itis very hard to drive modern vehicles as slowly as 20MPH. Instead of revising the speed limit down you should effectively enforce the current
limits as the vast mojority of the traffic exceeds the current limit and enforcement i only occasional.

We moved to XXX 4 years ago and our children walk o school at XXX. We simply cannot understand how 2 road surrounding a busy primary school has no
footpath, no speed reduction zone, no street lighting, no speed ramps or other street architect ian crossing. We how
dangerous some drivers can be on that road. As our children grow they will need to walk along XXX to catch the bus to secondary school, to take parl i spors
and social activiies in the village centre. The Ridge s frequented by walkers, runners, cyclists and horse riders. We must do everything we can to make this
stretch of road safe for healthy, sustainable the village and prevent some of the of some through drivers.

The one lane [t
currently. This will just continue with drivers exceeding the speed

to the other have caused more issues. to get through. the speed limit
t0.a greater extent. Policing the current limits would seem more appropriate rather than spending more
money reducing the limit

safer for non-motorised users especially horse riders

I strongly object to this proposal, on at least the following three points. 1. The current fashion for reducing speed limits to 20mph demonstrates fundamental misunderstandings
"

about the nature of motorists / human beings. Responsible drivers tend to be law-abiding the speed limitis set. But
iesponsibledrivers re, by heirverynatur,fr e el o take notie of speed i, nluing rduced ones. Reucing speed s to 20mph carries with tn nherent
danger - to g more sedately, then v aware when, forinstance, crossing roads. In that
inerable, and a h. This centres. And it often involves an

responibe cyclisto -scootrrider,nelthr of whom need far speed cameras. | have seen hs reguently on the treets of ondon. A false sense o seculy s no-one's

interests. 2.1 hat WBC has | I amount of local ratepayers’ money to the consultants it has engaged in this matter. | would
question ploying a high-profile and no d h-ch: bal , but that is money (wasted?). What | would emphatically
notwish to see i a further huge tted to taking vetfurther, nor indeed he proposed scheme. | question the justification, at a time when

WBC bleats about having to cut services. On the day that | first noticed the proliferation of laminated white signs strapped to posts all over the roads n this proposed scheme, | also
noticed four sites of freshly dumped fiy-tipping. It has been reported, but more than a week later its stil there. 3. 20mph s less fuel-efficient than 30mph for vehicles powered
levels.
v 3

The side roads such as The Ridge and Colleroy Road have multiple risk factors which make 30mph dangerous . This includes; no pavement, several schools,

multiple type of roadusers such as horses, dogs, children and old people.  Further, there are several sharp bends which exacerbate the risks. In addition, to

, th which all combine to walk on these roads. Most cars seem to think

Somph s th minimum speed and <ause problems for the pedestrians. . ntroducing he 20mph zone, s folowed it enforcement, would gnficanty
improve road safety for all the community.

B the schools is ok already slow enough

There this proj the speed ot be policed. People already ignore the 30mph limit for the same reason. Money would
better be spent on i ical barriers to as the speed restriction scheme on Broad Lane.

previously - to improve safety for pedestrians especi dng children to school along the ridge.

Totally over the top blanke coverage with lite thought o the frustration d with traffic build . In Europe they operate a
Iy mor restrained approach and actually impl The UK approach does b asitis too far it will be dis
regarded large areas where peaple will g why has this been done.

Fully support. Would also suggest but appreciate beyond the scope for the 205 proposal at this stage along stoney lane near. Ashmore Green.

Cold Ash




Iam concerned at the cost of signage for any 20mph restrictions on such a widespread basis throughout the parish. Particularly as Thames Valley Police have already stated in

response to p of increasing . Itapp of money. In France 20mph limits are short n length
and placed st tategc points such s autsic schools o hasptls. Frequentythese ae reiforced ith he construction of substantil specd umps acros the whol width o he
road which are very successful in reducing speed This targeted approach seems to me to be a much better use of inaway that

matters most.

I strongly agree with these proposals to change to 20 mph speed limit. Cold Ash Village is used by heavy traffic as a shortcut to the M4 junction, putting the
vilage at sk from the speeding traffic already exceeding the current 30 mph fimit. Thereis no current signage on any lamp posts except when you enter the
village from the bottom of Cold Ash Hillfrom the speed limit change from 40 mph to 30 mph speed limit. There are no markmgx on the road in Cold Ash to
confirm what the speed limit currently is, and the speed camera at the top of the hll the only footpaths in the village are|
very narrow, making it very scary and dangerous for residents and school children walking so close to the roads with 5peedmg vehicles passing. Itis very
difficult o cross the road from one side to the other especially at the top of Cold Ash Hill o the blind bend.  We live at the top of Cold Ash Hill (XXX), where
the proposed 20 mph speed limit has not been proposed. We are on the brow of the XXX (no signage to show the current 30 mph speed limit on any lamp
posts at the top of the hill or on any road markings) between the two blind bends of XXX and the junction with XXX (both of which will have the new 20 mph
limit). Cold Ash Hillis an extremely dangerous road to cross from one side to the other, especially at the top of the hill when trying to visit the two local Public
Houses or to cross slightly further down the hillto the Cold Ash Village Stores/Post Office. There have been many occasions when | have tried to cross the road|
with my grandchildren, and we have had near misses. The traffic, once they reach the top of Cold Ash Hil, already speeding more than the current 30 mph
limit,tends to accelerate further on this blind, dangerous bend. Also, once traffic has passed XXX current speed restrictions, the traffic tends to accelerate
down XXX, exceeding the d limit. This also mak difficult to exit and enter our driveway to and from our property. We
strongly request that the whole of Cold Ash Village is changed to 20 mph (already all of the village, except the rest of Cold Ash Hill, is part of the new 20 mph
proposals. Please can you consider this request when reviewing the traffic speed limits for Cold Ash Village?

“The ridge doesn't need 20mph limit. Just enforce existing 30 imit. Utter waste of money

See above

We walk along the Ridge twice daily with our dogs. Many other people do the same and also walk their children to St Finnians School. There are no footpaths
along the length of the Ridge. We have long thought that the speed of traffic along the Ridge s too high, as the current 30mph imit is very often ignored. A
g00d proportion of drivers also feel they have full right of the use of the road and often do ot give a wide enough space between their car and the pedestian.
There are also no traffic calming measures along the length of The Ridge too. | fully support this initiative and would welcome police speed enforcement too.

An expensive exercise which will not address the problems of speeding traffic. Waste of time and
comes will be hugely expensive too. Support this for areas and very

spent elsewhere.
but not most of Cold Ash

of policy when it

lly support i 3 ors e driven very st down The Ridge where | walk my dog twice  day and aeregarly ntgvenenough spce b divers who show
no interest there are no &

Unnecessary waste of money and yet another example of nanny state intervention.

Lower speeds signif redut

is hit by a vehicle. Lower speed: Lower speeds ing and cycling safer and
more pleasant. 100% support this proposal.

already has through Cold Ash and this further expenditure is not effective unless the police can enforce it. Our police force
has serious recruitment and their services are peed limits in crisis 50 1 think that the money would be better spent on
other community schemes to promots of community in an i isolating

A compelling reason to support a 20 mph speed limit in the community is that it saves lives while making streets safer, calmer, and more liveable for everyone.
At 20 mph, drivers have significantly more time to react, stopping distances are much shorter, and the likelinood of a collsion being fatal is dramatically
reduced. A person hit by a car at 20 mph s far more likely to survive than at 30 mph. This isn't theoretical — it's a proven public-safety measure that directly
reduces serious injuries and deaths, especially for children, older people, and those walking or cycling. ~Beyond safety, 20 mph streets encourage healthier,

People feel safer I walk or cycle, residents are more likely to spend time outside, and local high streets benefit
from increased footfall. Traffic noise and pollution are also reduced, improving air quality and wellbeing for those who live nearby. - Crucially, 20 mph limits
don't significantly increase journey times, especially in residential areas where traffic is already slowed by junctions, crossings, and congestion. What they do
change is behaviour — creating streets that prioritise people, not just vehicles. ~In short: 20 mph isn’t about penalising drivers — it's about protecting lives,

supporting local communities, and creating streets that work for everyone.

‘Why are you wasting tax payers money? Have you carried out a feasibility study and how many accidents have occurred caused by traffic? Who do you purpose will enforce the
speed limit? TVP haven't g0 enough resources to Police 0MPH limits.

Puts 20mph in the right roads.

Isee no need to introduce a 20mph limit on

ts for it should only be for ti hild entering and
hours is un-necessary and unrealistic.

Outside of these

1 would ke Stanford Dingley where | live included - cars travel over 30mph we have Tractors, horses, cyclists and a huge number of walkers in particular
youngsters doing their Duke of Edinburgh treks

Cold Ash should remain at 30mph - reducing limits to 20mph causes frustration to the majority of drivers who to d will the
drivers who already exceed the existing limits  Even more frustrating and makes no sense is to change speed limits up and down on short stretches of road - drivers are more likely|
to adhere to a limit that is consistent  The exception to this should be in the vcinity of schools which should be 20mph as standard including where cars park on surrounding
roads for drop off and pick

There appears to be no valid reason for these speed reductions other than a hidden "net zero" motive that s in itself an entirely
serve no purpose

costly and ided that

I really don't see these speed restrictions as helpful indeed exactly the opposite and just another way of

limitis sufficient

1 object the proposal because it's already difficult to travel anywh d the local area & whilst | o

mind there i already a 30mph limit n force.

& this is making traveling even more difficult bearing in

restrictions are adequate.

Consistent enforcement will not be possible, and 20 mph wil frustrate sensible drivers. Risky drivers will continue to take risks!

See objections 3 pages back

It's not required

1 object to the part of the prop includes the main through the village. This s currently 30mph and supported by priority chicanes. ~ The main road is
used by delivery drivers and through traffic with few pedestrians except around school start/end times, and a 20mph limit will unnecessarily impact journeys

As previously stated for Ashmore Green Road

‘There is no safety issue . No evidence of car crashes or injuries to personal. s purely a political choice

I object to the proposals for a blanket 20mph speed restricti the villages (Ash Green, Bucklebury, Upper Bucklebury, Chapel Row, Cold Ash and Hermitage) because |

belleveth sfey marovement s questonable, bt would ke drving lon thes s mor frustrting and e consuing. A, during 3 ost of ing s, the ostof

increased is not justifiable. | agree that some areas such as around schools, and cul-de-sacs may benefit but roads that

serve as through routes should stay 30mph. Some of the roads mentioned (such as "the ridge" in cold ash) is a long, road and would benefit far more from other
measu h as cutting back trees to impr / and building a footpath for pedestrians.

I 5ee no evidence whatever being presented to make a case that the new limits will benefit anyone. These rural and majority of residents will
use motor vehicles to make even local journeys. Very few residents (and my guess i s good as yours unless you can show evidence to the contrary) will use bicycles for even local
journeys, and cycling islikely to be very much a leisure activity, not . The reduction in speed limit from 30 mile/h to 20 in most residentialstreets off the main
thoroughfares will have no practical effect as speeds are relatively low in such areas. However, reducing the speed of through traffic on eg B4009 in Hermitage or Hermitage Rd and
The Ridge in Cold Ash will mean drivers of vehicles finding it much more difficult and risky (with greater time exposed to danger) to overtake cyclists along those arteries. I relation
to pedestrians, on the existing. there is generally adeqy 50 the safety that group s p low. If your p to
demonstrate it migh it,but | see i Iy 2 generaland unfounded ambton "o reduc the speed of vehcular trafic o

make the local area more attractive and accessible by non-motorised highway users”. In my view this is a badly
maorityof residents indeed, It makeslfe more dificul and arguably isky for drivrs,who are ikelyInmy Judgement to be the arge majriyof residents afected by the scheme |
1 suggest the Council canvasses the views of residents in a much more statistically valid manner than through a “survey" in which very few are likely to participate. It might then
have an argument f limits but |

at present. This makes the proposal an ongoing waste of public time and money.

Research indicates that 20mph limits are more unsafe than 30mph limits, when including more factors than merely the impact of a collision (i. driver awareness, etc).

The Many of

s Morton's lane itis almost impossible to do more than 20mph. Many roads in Upper Bucklebury are already

designated quiet lanes giving equal rights to pedestrians and horses etc, this has had limited effect and was a waste of BPC money - this would be exactly the same. There is no

evidence of the need to reduce speed ie accident rates so what s the purpose of this ? The d as to why this s other than purely p
reasons. Itis a complete waste of WBC money.

30mph is a sufficient speed limit for these areas. Reducing the speed limit to 20mph ion and m following the law as people are more

likely to ignore it as they find it frustrating as many Welsh drivers have experienced. If there is a concern for pedestrian safety then there are other ways this can be achieved such

as more p , footpath: toroads or , especially on the Ridge and around Ramsbury coner as this currently dangerous to walk along, especially
as there are two primary in Cold Ash. Perhaps 20 mph i Id be enforced near but only during term times to ensure the safety of school children.
Only d the school.
Itwon't make a difference.
Speed limit fine with the traffic ch there will always be drivers ignoring reducing them why not enforce existing

regulations

Cold Ash



20 per hour limits would be more effective just for short lengths of road, e.g. outside schools. Feel money would be better spent enforcing the current limits with more cameras as
they are regularly broken with no

On many of the side roads n Cold Ash it makes sense to reduce the speed limi to 20mph, it s generaly dificult to go much faste. However, 1do not feel that this i necessary,
in roads such as The Ridge, Cold Ash Hill and g in excess of 30mph.

even in part, on the m:

‘Again far too limiting on key routes Willtraffic calming be removed?

I object to the proposals mainly due to the fact i can that the improve life for ies. | ject on the grounds of
finance, How can WBC with s curret finances support the funding requied for this

1 do not think this is necessary and will achieve safer roads. The roads are safe and accnden!s!endm happena”unclmns due to lack of visbility. Furlherlhevew\” be acost o this -
having a consultation alone will cost too - at a time when budgets are shrinki v be spent elsewh " plays.

1 wish to object because I think this is going to be an expensive exercise and the money could be better spent elsewhere. 1 also think that rather than reducing to 20mph, time and
effort would be better spent enforcing the 30mph zone. It's also slightly ridiculous to spend money on turning small cul de sacs and roads to 20mph when they realistically aren't
even long enough to reach 20mph.  Given how much the councils struggling to lead currently, I do think that it really should just focus on doing a better job, spending less money

on ineffective projects and perhaps even listening to re:

A 20mph it n Cold Ash will e detrimental to the growth ofthe loca economy and the parish n general. Having ived in Cold Ash for 20+ years, | agree that rafic on Cold Ash
Hill and the Hermitage road can be dangerous, but this is usually due to breaking of the existing 30 Asaregular
pedestrian in the area, the poor state of the road, especially Hermitage Road (including overgrown pavements) s also more likely a contributor to pedestrian danger. | believe 2

20mph limit is a blunt tool which will cause more harm than good for lar safet be achieved by fully considered measures.
It will clog up roads and cause more pollution at rush hour. This will who are the ones who pay for the roads.
Collaroy Road, Cold_Ash should only as the Ridge will encourage drivers to use Collaroy Road to a greater extent
You are restricting the top of the hill, but no mention on any restrictions for the large volume of traffic that exceed 40mph on the hill. You have chicanes at the top of cold ash

hill/hermitage road that already controls the speed of traffic.

As a road user and one that has driven in other 20mph limited roads, 20mph is not an appropriate speed to be driving at and can make driving less safe rather than more safe. At

such a low limit you spend most of your ti g th avoid exceeding 20mph, instead of being able. fullyon
hazards, pedestrians and other road users and drivers who already choose to exceed current limits will not be deterred by an additional reduction the only people affected will be
P . Alower wustration and distraction without achieving meaningful safety benefits.

20 mph limit will unnecessarily impact my travel time.
Waste of money _Show stats to it being needed.
See previous

What's the benefit of introducing a 20mph speed restriction on roads such as Hatchgate Close, Strouds Meadow and Wills Court where traffic doesn't get anywhere near 20mph?
What's the cost of implementing vs safety gain? ~ Wil the introduction of a 20mph limit on Hermitage Road and Cold Ash Hillnegate the requirements for the congestion causing,
these roads? I'd t ithere if the chicanes were to be removed.

“This will grind traffic flow to a halt and is just a step too far. Espec
Un a

Iy along the ridge.

1. This has not been asked for by local people and is a large over step by West berks Council. 2. The roads are perfectly safe as they are, there are no accident black spots. 3.
We have much better things to spend money on.

unnecessary and will not be enforced so pointless

No reason to lower the speed.
Too needs to be more selective.

I drive, cycle and walk, but only cycle on these particular roads. ~There is no reason for 20mph in general anywhere, but in these roads there isliterally no issue with speed and
hich benefits: in 20 years | have never once felt unsafe or intimidated on any of these roads.

Same as previous.
ing to get money as it's very difficult to stick to 20mph- loads of research has now been done to support thi

Feels like council war

1 feel thatsome roads warrant 2 20mph it they pass a school o ocal Pot Office shop for example. However, the blanket ule of 20mph being proposed on the long st of

roads is excessive, will not contribute to less accidents, and will cost the council t of money th fford. As we have seen across Wales,

these blanket 20mph road limits have not been successful, and we have seen a reversal of them there. West Berkshire Council never listen to residents when a consultation takes
place, and will push through with their planes regardless of the outcome. However, | feel it's important to have a say on local changes.

It would be better to have targeted Speed Limits for Specific Areas  Instead of imposing a blanket 20mph speed limit across these roads, it would be more effective to implement
targeted speed limits in areas where pedestrians are actually present or more ikely to cross. For example, speed limits could be lowered near schools, parks, or bus stops, where

pedestrians are most active. At certain times of the day. In areas with very few pedestrians,  higher speed lmit could 8
unnecessary restrictions. This approach would prevent the frustration of a universalh t v in areas where pedestrian traffic is common. 2.
Enhanced Signage and Awareness _In locations with low pedestrian traffic, more visible signage could be a great solution. Signs that warn drivers of “Pedestrian Crossing" or “Low
Pedestrian Traffic Area” could help maintain awareness without the need to reduce speed limits across the entire road network. - Additionally, better road markings or the use of
technologies like speed Id help maintain safe speeds, rather than relying reductions that g ang

and frustration and also being ignored by the very locals that are asking for them to be introduced.

speciiclly on Cold Ash Hil Hermitage Road, e itepoint n spending aload of maney on signage for the princple of  speed imit change when the reaity s that t wil be
unenforceable, will not be obeyed and is actually likely ke law abiding or slower traffic. Further many

ply do not have the gearing or torque to successfully get up Cold Ash Hillin a steady or controlled way at such alow speed of 20mph. In addition, | do not feel it is value

for money or will practically affect car speeds to put up signage or to try to reduce speed limits to 20 on all of the proposed short or dead end side roads, as most of these are too

1, or winding to achi a f 20/25mph dd ignage will ot i enhance ies living there.
Ditto
Thisis an on roads th ainly self regulated. The cost of this i igh thought out and invented benefits and ignores the
mallrumber o roads (Bucklebury Alley,Fishers Lane tc ) that would benefit from such  speed restiction. This s yetanother driven agenda tem
little benefit other being able to trumpet their "green” credentials and claim its all about road safety. Allof this needs to be set against the possible impending
bankruptey of WBC when it should rather than vanity projects.
20mph speed limits They are an expe and do not serve any possible benefit. Itis nearly impossible to drive in Oxfordshire and I now avoid

the area this is what will happen to West Berkshire. Do not waste my tax money on this pointless

ative. Spend the money on social care and important areas.

20mph won't itjust makes - Nono no no! Pl alternative
Plerse do NOT mplment this overly d ridi (cold ash resident)
Alot of people don't stck to the current 30mph limit reducing the limit will make no difference to those who choose not to obey the limit, more effort in enforcing the current limit
should be looked into. _Other road safety features should also for particular
The reduction from 30mph to 20mph will not change the standard of living, noise will be very similr, quantity of traffic will ffected. A better use
to enforce limit rather than reducing it
Intruth there are far more important things for the council and spend than reducing the existing acceptable speed limit on
that do not need t._The current speed limits are not enforced so how willa blanket lower limit work? Or be enforced? Itipl
parish? | recognise sp many road traffic accident the speed limit to a level that willcreate more issues with traversing the areais

unlikely to have any major impact

Disproportionate affect on the b4009 through route for surrounding communities to the safety benefit. Similarly for Cold Ash hill. Otherwise I fully support the proposal.

Because what's needed is better management of the traffic that blocks the road at school time in the ridge making it 20 is NOT going to make it less dangerous. STOPPING cars
blocking the road junctions and blind corners will make it safer

Complete waste of money, far too much money has already been wasted on thi 1. Those y (not just todo so regardless of the
speed limit changes. Money could be better spent placing safe crossing places near schools and on main roads on school bus stops. According to planning applications none of
these roads are considered unsafe and no accidents ever happen so i cant see why this money is being wasted.

Cold Ash



I'm not supportive of the reduction to 20mph at the top of Coldash Hill near the Acland Hallas this already has traffic calming measures. Have you looked into the impact on

congestion in the morning / evening at peak road use times to see how g the sp y impact this due to also having measures? If you were to drop.
this section to 20mph then the should b d at the same time.
Caral itch off when travelling at 20mph. As a keen runner | i making cars drive slower doesn't necessarily equate to them being

safer. More should be done to teach people which side of the road to walk on and to stop drivers using their phones
Cars are safer than ever with improved stopping distances. Driving at 20mph i distracting as you have to study the Speedo more. Cyclsts can go quicker and overtake you During
term time and school times a reduction could b tabl

pointless waste of money

s before

1o not support the introduction of 2 20 mph spee imit. On many roads i feels unnecessary and poorly targeted, particulrly where road design, isbilty and traffc flow already
at higher speeds. A blanket reduction risk: journey times and frustrating drivers, which can reduce compliance and respect
for speed limits size fits all approach d reflect h actually used and is unlikely to deliver meaningful safety benefits.

An absolutel crazy waste of maney for the biindingly obvious reason that asthe police will ot enforce these limits so the majority o drivers wil gnare them, Yet we the residents
willfind our roads cluttered with even more street furniture.  We willalso have the given v parts of Cold Ash that 20mph
legally be overtaken by cyclists. Whoever came up with this daft proposal should think again and determine scho 20mph would
thus accepted by people who drive properly. ~Ideas lie these make many people think the councils full of lunatics and thus sensible ideas also get derided.

Creates more pollution due to engines not operating at their optimum revs and is simply not required as 30mph s a suitable speed limit. Also who is enforcing it?? The Police are
not interested so what is the point of wasting yet more taxpayer cash on new signs. An utter waste of time and money

Ihave not heard be enforced. Cars drivers are frequently driving along The Ridge without any chance of them being stopped, so how
are cars speeding going to be discovered? | object to the speed reduction as without proper enforcement, most cars will continue to exceed the speed limit, and it's more likely
that locals/residents (who use this road every day) will get caught doing 21mph on their way to work because of a v inaccurate
while other drivers peeding past me walking my inga_real_danger. I i geingahead with thiswilJust be  box tickng exercise
tosay that you' helps; if you don't police the 30mph fimit, it would be surprising if you policed the 20mph
limit. Can | also ask, that f you get a majority of views against the proposals that you will not go ahead with them, rather than ignoring the views of the peaple that you claim to be
helping.
I believe itis unnecessary.
Being a cold ash resident a reduced speed limit will significantly increase my journey times and | am strongly opposed to change
1am concerned that this change has not adequately considered the character and usage of the road, nor the potential for traffic f ,Salety, and I
particular: Road design and conditions: The road well-maintained, and has good visibilty, which supports limit. Safety To ge, there is no
clear evidence of a collsion history or safety issues that would justify i in the fimit. congestion: change s kelyto ncrease
congestion,  an which may p: v . y imp ¥ negatively d
local ficient travel along this route. | respectfully request that the council reconsider orat mi the dats ts,and
justification used to support the decision, further local h lemented. Thank you for taking

the time to consider this objection. | look forward to your response.

1would like to see p that shows and frequency for this location. Additionally the specifi the actual accident
reduction in other adopted sites, rate than just ‘we believe t's a good idea and we believe we know better than you. This endless pursuit of controling everybody’s lfe is
unacceptable and can only be justified if you can actually Demonstrate the cost benefit analysis. As | have to everyday ion dolar business | work in. Of course in an
ideological sense it makes send to the liberal left but we live in a real world with real impact to people/ business etc. Also there is no point having it without any means to resource
enforcement, which of courts the council doesn't have the funds to do. And there is no way the police will.

20is not plenty

Obiect_Our money is better spent on need. Nobody voted for this
As alocal XXX company this i going. hole deli 20mph amd we expect in daily delivery's costing us a extra day
per week in lost delivery slots. Also not sure f you aware how hard it i to drive a lorry at 20mph they are not designed to drive at consistent speed its between gears i hope you
scrap this ridiculous proposal and use the cash to put back in the pot to keep you afloat.

While | support genuine efforts to enhance road safety where needed, | believe this for the following reasons
Traffc Fow and Cangestion Theroads n question the current 30 mph it alows for 2 smooth and appropriate flow of raffc. Reducing th it to 20 mph wil ey cause
and delays, routines and local . Alternative Measures: | believe more effective and less disruptive measures could be explored
toi fety, such as: targeted police dsting limit, improved signage at specific junctions, education campaigns for all road users. ~ Environmental
Impact speeds often remain in lower g iger periods, which can increase fuel consumption and lead to higher levels of
vehicle and ion).  Lack of Need: There is currently a low rate of serious road traffic collsions in the area that can be directly
attributed to vehick 20-30 mph. £0be  blanketspproac rther tha ane adressing specc poven sfey concerns.  Enforcement
Concerns: The existing 30 mph limitis already difficult to enforce effectively at times. A 20 mph limit, ight natur his safe, could be wid
ignored, for speed limits in parity ypes of road users e.g, cycli limit.

20mph fimits should be reserved for areas around schools and children’s play areas, not for general use everywhere. You are reducing the impact and risking children’s ives by
placing them everywhere

Vehicles don'tbother sticing o exsting 30rmoh iits, 50 o chance » Z0mph it wilbe observed. No daubt there willbe zero nforcement eaving law abdingdrivers

attempting to keep to 20 jostling with those who are not, and dangerous road situations.
Implement [ rrent 30 limits are not adhered to. 20mph won't be either
Not needed

Same as for the first question

1 have lived on XXX XXX for 45 years and while there i the occasional speeding car, | do not see the speed limit on this road as a problem. Slowing the length of the Ridge to 20mph
is going to seriously increase my journey times and fuel consumption, as | have to travel to Mortimer and back twice daily. Combined, these speed limits will impact my already
stretched finances. They and semi-rural areas where there is no choice but to depend on cars.

Altering the existing speed limits to 40, 30, and 201 over complicated and leads to an information overload for drivers which in turn leads to diminished attention to driving. Why
not extend 40 mph road sections of concern to 30 mph and do NOT introduce any 20 mph sections. Everyone then knows the advised safe speed limit and can sill reduce their
speedto alower safe speed when necessary to reflect the prevailing traffic and environment conditions. Bad drivers of which there are too many willsill ignore the speed limit

whatever its. This s a very pressing and hich tinkering wit ions of road will not change.

The speed limits in place today are adequate to ensure safe driving. Focus instead should be applied on making junctions more safe and teaching other road/footpath users how.
to walk on/cross roads safely. ~ Slowing the speeds down further will only cause drivers to be more prone to distraction and also isless efficient 5o wil release more pollution into
the environment.

XXX proposes that a 20mph speed limit is applied to the section of Lawrences Lane between Lawrences Way and The Ridge. This lane is important for Thatcham

residents to access the countryside of Bucklebury Common on foot and cycle. However, it is extremely narrow, and in many places a motor vehicle cannot safely.

pass even a pedestrian. In 2023, West Berkshire Council made an experimental traffic regulation order prohibiting motor vehiclesfrom Lawrences Lane. XKK was
that this was not

The proposed TRO is an opportunity to mprove the safety of awrences Lane for pedestrians and cyclss, by applying  spee imit of 20mph. This would be

relatively straightforward, because the draft TRO already proposes a 20mph speed limit at either end of this section of the lane.

Yes, | know people have to make changes but on no through roads. Hermitage Road, Cold Ash Hill | can not see how it is going to work. Unless someone is there
24hrs a day. So | can not see how it will work. Van drivers and motorbike to deliver take away food they dont care they just have to get there fast. i drive this route
and other routes at different times of the days. i get over taken Cold Ash Hill and the strestch from Fishers Lane to the crossing over to the palying field for Downe
House School and from main entrance. 5 Wha
way i would say it would be stopped by double lines. Drivign has got worse. i say i would be worse angrier and morning runs will work and kids going to school.

lass as Wi

entrance. | get over taken not many times but enough to say why do they have speed limits. the only

Cold Ash



Support

Neutral

Obiections
T7g 20mph speed Tits was Trom Uberal Dem_C_ocrar Gunallors T the 2073

Tetand That naT and Tetuged THroducing TdTe]

free zonesand 20mphspeed imits outsde schools,and enabing 20 mph it o esdenti
for toolin vaad safety. There s lttle point in veducmg a speed limit that is not respected without any plan tobring it
‘The policy of Thames Valley Police is Transport (DfT)
Circular Roads 1/2013 - Setting local speed it GOVAK (revised in March 2024) when responding to Highway Authorities in an effort to promote consistency and to reduce the burden of

pol inDfT implementing reduced
speed limits. Advice shown in Circular rmads 1/2013 inany de limits are . the road and
engineering, the road function, the composition of road users (including existing ers), and Litis
lso clear about implementing 20mph speed limits s 2 blanket measure, “20mph schemes should be considered on a o - roal s based o th sfety case o ensure loca upport, o135
imits benefits. Evidence
hows that changin to s lower speed imit o s own wil ot necessarly b sucessfl i reccing th speed of affe f he revaing d e
Vi, speed it i set o0 ow and s rred then the system of speed limits into disrepute. I a speed limit is
set too low this could result | demand on pol . Thames v lone by
onthreat of h K and resourcing. s the
additional be h unless this L In this case it sn't, the | bl
enforcement. OFT “ aim are putin, they should be in pla:es where most drivers are likely to comply.

We know tht complanc s beter o smalr, nrfower roacsthan on wider roads whre the ayout gives drivers clea . "Sucessfl 20mph zanes and 20mph speed s are generaly el

e 3 of the B¢ measures such signing, part lead toa e

mpliant with , there should the police to pr ir unless this h

sreed.” 20mph imits “Research 20mphlimits only small reductions in traffic speeds ~ less than 1mph on average.
Signed-only therefore, m ready low.Ths may,for example, be o rosdstha e very narrow, hrough engineering ot an roxd

crparing Wthemeanspeed wsa\madyalerbelawumphunamad introducing lone is likely to lead limit.”
“DAT" 34 of the effect of 20mph signed-only limits was published on 22 November 2018 (Atkins 2018). It substantially strengthened the

s and early outcomes 20mphspeed it tsth anly major K study to pr view. The
headine findings are: » there i insufficient evidence to conclude that there has been Ities following hii idential areas +
there has (less than 1mph) betteron
smaler, narrower roads than on roads wherethe ayout gives drivers a clear un = vemcles rravellmg at higher speeds f the 20mph heir speed m
than those Collsion history new 20mph find two

it the st e year ecorded perid. - 10/05/2021 -3 car that was ravling from P saurh ‘overtook a parked vehicle and moved into the opposing lane causing a bus to brake sharply. A

Isupp of road in particular. |
Consdered thee. An sdded resson for teducing speed imis inSreatey s the protection ofgrade 2 sted buldings.

hope that 20 mph limits are

“The principal of 20mph near school areas at limited times | agree with, however | do not agree with a
blanket 20mph at all times. - Also in Hermitage some of the roads suggested would be dif
achieve 20mph due the road, is
would be policed.

the public or other key information such as the view of TVP. »
than lower speed limits —

Spends money or
aCouncil a apparently

«Has h
safety than it s fikely .+ Must have

bypass the issue. » Creates the potential for higher r
is fullor part.

wholeheanedly support this initiative

y braking. thatwas & from south to north raninto the rear of a motorcycle which was stationary or moving very slowly
ting to tur right. fellfrom his injury serious arm injuries. Excessive or otsted s in either of
1 agree with allthe smaller ide roads across the village having decreases to the speed imit (forest edel
o , however t's road
Hamptead N ) being: 1) Creating further gs during
rush hour and school times. 2) take longer than it already does
1 strongly obi proposal. 1 have not seen any jggest that numbers of major dents in the area.There are a small number of (more of adetriment than a benefit to the majorityof residents). 3) Police presence in Hermitage is
drivers speeds much g limit, but most peed limits. limits, non-existant, likely not going to be enforced anyway, unless you set up speed cameras. 4)to drive at
significant Whereis the money to pay f from?  Many of off the B400S and Cold Ash Hilldo not end ftheyreinahuryand ndother 20mph, your vehicle would likely need to be in a lower gear, meaning higher RPM, which woud likely
themseives to crivers 3omehor introducing 201 limit fo those areas. A far s the 54009 and Cold Ash Hil are P nenose polluon, e ey percep! cause more emissions than spending les time n a lower AP at a higher speed. 5) We rarely see
o 1 will 8 other than disrupt f many drivers, o no obvious g vetde-oeil sccdensn e vilageanyva, s this wldn change at fgure much. Theany
benefit.  West close to bankruptcy. than paying for h timit,
for example,there are many sgrificant areas of damage to local roads rep: por 3 v he stated eariir in the survey is on Hampstead Norreys road, so | would propose a remporalv limit, closer to the school. There are
areasin showa reduced School times, so|
is would dofa tothe whole
of Hampstead Norreys road. As | mentioned, the other roads arent such an issue, you'd struggle to do
more than 20mph down most of them anyway.
Whilst1 agree that red 4l these road: ole, 1 fal to see how t /s
workable. The speeding, parking and d the pr
Very much of motorists d. The percentage who speed has lume of taffc h feels as f 4
v procably end of the day is shocking. How will I v
better spent on enforcing the current speed imit
g e s the 0mghsped i 1 o e e et of B0 o Cieley Motrs nd atin Rosd rrtag e, Vet 0ty e i 3 et and ot ke (0 he S0MFi e
Wi During tem tim chiren ue this 02 o wal 0 heschool bus cku i, Duringather mes pespeus th pths g 0 dowalkingpaces The reduction from 60 vertating
this stretch of road. In 2015 a ca crashed into the wall of XXY, RG18 XXX, Theexlemuhhedamageand where the cor ended upweuld ®
accidents in the remaining 60 mph section of sraight road.
towond indicte the car was traveling ata Al attendance. It was il d also emaled them to
your department, | look forward to your response._Many Thanks XXX
the area of, and
n e her with the provision -
o ke this much safer However, when driving Hermitge rinary e o ::ouos mgel e with the poviionof nfrceslespeed cameras
ny
There s 220mph zone has a p pact on the area through Hermitage from the Co-0p towards be stopped the left for some time, whie waiting for a gap i taffic com ds you. 1am
P © & i PP Blora g, ® v Howevel, 1abject to the blanket proposal of ZOmph across much of Hermitage and surrounding
villages. Many of the roads lsted are either cul-de-sacs or roads where it is absolutely not possible to
do any where near 30mph anyway.
With the number
This scheme was heavily tred in Wales and it caused such a backlash that many of 0mph speed limits 20mph speed limits
! road there s ltle option to exceed 20mph. Also the lines of Deacon way is igh on impossible to go
longer, i take longer to get through areas), increase drivers' anger and take away accountabilty from those who should b taking some (such as To protect the cyclists and pedestrians
anywhere near 20-30 mph anyway. | think council money could be better spent ensuring the actual
road instead their phones)
road surf; d prop for |
See previous message
i old Ash 1a Ash .20 0n a through route will be abused a5 the 30 i now. Just put a 20 in when its needed ar school
ning signs! i in ths pr 't il resic fa d et
times linked to the school warning signs! Al the side roads in this proposal don as only livein Hich rood. Traflcdrives at ots of the time,
waste of moneyl! Isn't Hermitage in the aonb? Residents really extra signs which will more ke a towr
actually look at the roads???
by email on 25th J; full. To summarise, this s a poorly conceived Proposal because t:  Is based on a dubious Council Strategy of offering
le/h the DIT Cirular o the
Fraposal s rtewll,haugh ha s ot anagment o jdgment | am competent tomake. s g, ot whol: aid the jud bers of People drive far too fast in residentialareas where our children play and ' all fo tn ds.data from the its v in reducing accidents,injuries and deaths and |

The proposal or 20 mph i appests tobe Counlsplicy beng mposed o residents inmany prts f the county. Tteh
leading ouncl desire.

tobe taking  thoughtful
up times, itis thereis

regarding d statistics to support ( 15mph imit near schools at nes as 20Kmh s becoming more
1am both a driver itis much safer bya omph creep past at
roads. From a driving d having driven in many 20mph it 8 your spy tailgating or being
indecisive with slower moving road users), and paying drive up our High Street) and|

sl aboutprioies and choe how maney s Spent an ou roads. I here s o afety need o the roads  aueston,butthy are dangerous fralroad usrs due to thefr coniton (s thy are

currently, then ideologica polcy. pe ifthe limit is lower, If speeding i the issue then
. Itis improp hat the counci will +rsidonts and spand thousand o atepayers maney on thisover the coming yeas. Lasty, there s als the
issue of "creeping Ifthe see this change then be full
house as thi d raises rhe question why? d take and
hwould be a far tosecure g

Ilargely support could Pl | oyl
would though like ge you to consider other,

the area of Priors Court Road.

walking, scooting etc

Hermitage



Date Zistanuary 2025 Re Consultation Response ~ Hermitage, Bucklebury and Cold Ash 20mph Speed Limit (Ref: 2526HERM20) - Dear Sir/Madam, | am writing to submit my formal response

tothe h speed imit, Having be ident ofthe illage or eght years, | am generalyinfavour of the proposal. | walk my dog twice daily slong Newbury
s, e, HomesdNoror Roud Ghapel e vaiendon o, hond e, nd 8sens a1 g e il vl el et ot et Somh i slong
While | support the princil ¥ drafted d is curently
proposed. | wish to consstent, . 1. Focus on "Problem” Arteial Roads - In my daiy experience,
the most significant speeding issues occur on Yattendon Road), , High reet, Norreys Road that
Convarsly mostofthesmole anes nlced it 20mshroposl such s P ane,DescnsLane et are Je-track roads where ggles to
! e proos, . 2. Proposal for a "Vilage-Wide"
Counday UKot s etk o bt | rapose i 20ne that covers the viage from "boundary to boundary” on the main routes. Specificly, |
suggest: A continuous the priors Court M overbridge. This ¥Road, d Hampstead Norreys Road The High has parked cars which is busy. houses used by
within the vilage. - » riors Court Road: Converting the current Hiliers down to the toomn. + Zumph ittt hecrapeLane reduced speed fim much safer and more pl
junction the current 30mph entry point). + Marlston ts junction with
20 mph limits or allthe 30mph fmits in the proposal, with onoone s o o Beneta ot coumer rapoel B icin he o e
points i tured” within the zone. The benefits of this approach include: = Consistency
and Clarity: 1t s less confusing for motorists if e limit. Cutr:pacins ” reduces the need for
b ignage resuingn .G would be needed, fllsize
vt signs could jement. 4. Concerns Regarding Enforcement - limits will be pol d1'd be
rotelu o hear thviewof ihecouncl andorpoceonHow they lan oo tis. Howevr, beleve thataclear,vilage-vi where
speeding is most prevalent - ughout the vilage than the current proposal ted 1 hope v
asaway Hermitage. ) 0
Cangestion, frustration, polltion, cost of signage on all oads. Money would be better spent on potholes and doing al the faded white lines, getting our roads up to a high standard and not ke a Support this proposal in this area. A 20 MPH speed imit wil g and cyding and antisocialy fast drving and a5 such
third world country. Hope this appliesto cylsts and of collsions. h this area, t 20mph.
aluton, pot holeswit nes . Wht s the premisesfor this Soting erme 1 Support any measres that make our vilage road: or, ists and riders. This is the proposed 20 mph speed hat a pollotion
d el e happy side effects.
There are real priortes that would make our loxal roads much safer. Speed i ot tholes and almost invisible road markings are.  We have been waiting nearly 1 year for e
painting at the busiest, junction in lorry recently h 2 garden fence,
iten v e raffic (cars, HGV, farm vehicles) pass thraugh the vilage travelling at speeds i excess of the current speed it
Same reasons as to the previous proposal 1 ' e e ol ol
X0, broadly However, inwhat s proposed: (1]Thames beer dertak
it enforcament o omah e vt st o o ounl r vty ot here, or signifcant investmen essen et of o on amas o v o
1 haven't got all day to g0 about my business. Greater pollution, mare noise, greater aggravation.  This i just another excuse to keep a person in a desk job at our expense. Let alone cost of uniikely to come down sinifcantly. Many vehiles exceed the existing 30mph mit, both day and night, adnere to 02d
tor is already nearly e at school start and end times.  (2)Th at f High Streetis llogical. A major part of for the limit s pr ¥ the numberof pect
aning roads. n purpose fven West Berks will st g0 ahead to justfy your positon. Simply appaling 25 ) at o to narrowsto go down to the Marlston Road junction, which has very limited sight lines. There
expecte are many children walking along the narrow pavement, to and from school and the shops. Th toinclude Court Road, and along Marlston
Road 1 th jnconwith Saning Hil s 1 0 sy and elthey . sy gial ot 0 e Yoendon ot he O for
v to cost ess tha luded at a later date.
ol o o, st et polaon s mostcas e e wrong g €t v o e o1 ek 0 st e gt e 1690 hotapos for e eucion onHapsend Nt ot o hosie s,
The data on the impositon of a 20mph limit s very clear, i saves lives and injries. There is sevaral s gongiresin ppiication. For
this slone t s worth doing. ~ Arguments taking into be applied in areas suchas
20mehis maintain in 2 madern car and disracts the ® o - Redudng olumeot afc, prke crs, ihoo\s, pedestrans, deluey ik, Tt cad i, ity and s, The chang ojourney times trough the ress wi beminmal Even witout et ps hen revling 1 et
limits blanket fashion for il times of day and away from schools rustration.
periods the I the arg traffc control
o 30mph it 3 waste of g 20 moh . wh the point it the fact Wil onform to the new lmik and overll speecs will drop.
Inallbutavery ,like an area just outside a school o in a residential sreet, 20mph s too slow. It isvery ificlt to dive most vehicles at this speed as vehicle’ gear ratos are
ot suited to operate for any length of time at 20mph. ZOmph is sually at the top end of the lowest gear and the very bottom of the next hghest gear. Also most engine management urits are not
designed to operate at this speed, being. No. it dificult to ope P eth oftime, engines are very infficient at this speed
usig mors e than thy wouk 130 mh Threis srong s t extend 20mph s isthat | feelthere v
in road speed limits, limits on lmitson other roads, . driver | vl am paying peed s
s happening around me. | am sure | am ot alone. | am at the drivr tying to avoid heavy i and points from ever changing speed fimits greatly
detractsfrom that attention demanded to drive safely. ! 20mph reasons for them o
Narrow roads mean very short range of visbilty, and no room for passing is there s no sidewalk. There s na reason for anyane exceeding a speed
of 20mph.
iy concern s this s an | any reduced however | do have
objections to the main roads within hermitage and cold ash as this willreduce progres. From in wal v 1 would ke a btter] 15upport the proposal i fll - is just  shame that the proposal does not nclude the whole of Bucklbury ncluding the Broad Lane * Rat Run.
todo in these areas.

Obect on the basis that it will won't be enforced, so @ waste E) across West Berks. injury, fatal o
otherse that has been caused by v my tme ing here (16 yers). i i London egulrly where 20 Mihis normal, i s gnored by in frge where the veume o afe permits.

Money would be better spent repainting 30mph on the B400S where has worn off igns are 't got. My home s on XXX and | ind it safe regarding
speed. Creating motorists and driving s difficult to get down the road near the post offce and school with
ke vtice There shoudbe 20mah with flshin s outideth schoolwhn the ki are gong and eaving have these). Th h the
4 limit. In Wales 20mph b non effective with many S0mph on some  roads. Accdents were about the same witht causing Smallvillages should be quite and safe places to ive.
motorists ke in a 20mph zone along with ar bumpers. When West und Taan' point of spending a vast
with something that doesn't need fixing. Improve the current signage vt sutac pot ol ” pent. | checked and
" part i ona I year.
s a resident of XXX in Hermitage | am a regular driver and walker on the roacs In doing so, I traffic moving too fast. As a pedestrian, | am able
t0 cross roads safely, and as a driver | be clear with safeat 30mph. | rticular, cars move much slower, and changing to 20mph would make no See response to previous question.
difference to our driving habits , e o y. Please ¥ trying to fix a non-existing problem.
See previous
1object he culd particular. The cost of such appearpr h any benefit. The idea|
is that tobe those areas affected and should ameans of
increasing the Council Ithough is hard to see wh thereis for the Counci to pursue such restrictions or to make such Orders n the frst place.
Having ived in Hermitage for in excess of 30 years | can has occures q such a Road Traffic Order. It is quite:
clar thatwithi i conslaton the Councl s repared o make such Orers fectg vy rge o y funding, or resources, a
B This 25 a total waste c Jis any b pollution, risk of accident, policed propery not just signs or it will be ignored
financial return ] at fack of bean to beat an already over burdened police force even if any 'law breaking! is found tol
e ke placeInthefs nance. I e of the 20mph st s Ui anthe 4008 ampste Manor B High Street
between Yattendon Road and a point approx. 110m northeast of Marlston Road | am in total P has|
issues with vehicles
developments in Compton.
Su the area. Should be extended to include all current 30 mph zones along d cameras.
1 agree with 20mph speeds near schools. Not on other roads Lowerin
it 1020 e reduces acedems? Wales o rescind o fthe 20mph speed restcinsdue 1 the number of complats The costof ntaling s wi e expene 1 his dciion tots of speecing vehicles cors nd HGVs n ermitage, However, he exsting 30 moh roads e, from 84009 5 R o Hlers Lo the o need poicng! Many
evidence based on the number of lves saved or just an expensive idea? _Lowering delvery vans, workman etc. vehicles are speeding here and there b &
T object because: There has been no evidence of speed or collsion published. There is an absence of demonstrates safety. There s a risk of non compliance. There s a lack of published data. < Hampstead Norreys Road d at times d eduction to However, | hout effective speed restriction
Thereis enforcement cars will continue to speed through the vilae.
be distracted adhere to sucha focusing on e oyclistor p the road. - It will Many cars drive too fast in Hermitage including around XXX where | live and when coming from direction into 'm ot sure how this will be enforced but itis a
digent driver behaviour, who drive at the speed they want to, a the cur v - ignag be a compl funds. positive starting point.
“As someone who lives on the main road I'm it doesn't Torest edge. Don't believe it Marlston road
Not benefical Juncton.1suppert this s | egulrywitnes car specingat over 0mph. Lower speeds will lpwithpedestians oth crossing the road and v have been hit on
these roads which  believe @ p

Not needed

d 20mph on the approach

Ingeneraltems | upport tis propos), but fel that some reasshouldhave ben addressed ere that have not._In partclar th roundabout a junction of Priors Cout Road, Sttion Road,
Also Long Lane through Curridge is 30mph, then limit rises to 40mph and back to 30mph - this should have been a consistent 30mph all

the way through.

Long Lane, Newbury Road - this

It wil cost too much and not be enforced anyway

Safety,

It has been proven to be detrimental both to the economy of the car and to the gases that are released. There really is not much evidence that it helps. From the studies that have been run it seems
that the roads are “safer” but that's them! And it's not fair to in Berkshire a5 we mood to be able to drive through places like ColdAsh.

Hermitage



1 am writing 0mph speed

2526HERM20. My abmnon is hased ot on appasitionnprincie to ower|
speed limits, but on P to supp bl the
Lack of Published Speed and Colision Evidence include local mea«eaed roads, nor o
 poblemnthata 20mgh i ntnded o adess. Witk the nformation, it s consultees to prope
is evidence-led. 2. Insufficient ) Department for local speed i that limits 3
Reasons relies and
exstng specdsin Hermitage support @ 20mph lmit or mae i ikly to b se 3. Absence of fety No quantified
toshow reductions In

s, s unlarwhat specific problem this TRO is intended to solve. 4. Consulranon Transparency Whie the statutory process appears © have been followed procedurally, meaningful
consultation requires he public. The lack of

representations. 5. msk of Ineffective or Non-Compliant Implementation Inuoduung a speed limit that is not supported by prevailing speeds or mad :halanensms risks poor compliance,

limits o eq br
upon, and with

minimum, | ask that the council pubhsh the speed, traffic,

pr g further.

inits current form. Ata

I support this reduction in speed limit. | d

Which
avoid on coming traffic.

where |

dfbnfs fgh

1 strongly support the proposed 20mph speed limit in Hermitage. We mcved 0 XXX three weeks ago and have been genuinely concerned by the speed of vehicles using the road. Plus, since June 2025, when we started
travelling to and from school with our children, Vehicles, including at

tastic start, h including the addition of

speeds, particularly at night. This poses a serious risk to themselves, and the. der community. _Introducing a 20mph limit would be a f

lack of police enforcement, concerns about longer journey times, questioning effectiveness without traffic calming increasing costs, 30mph is slow enough, Frustration from drivers

1084009 unctio by Fox it Al el 1 be 2030 on prirscur e o st

20from ign on B4009 from Ne northbound. ~ Also 20 past motorway bridge and
clearly past Eling way pedestrian entrance.

e v to mini

Tbelieve 30 mph s pe

- Failure existing limits is more of a concern,

lack of funds

I'support the proposal The 39mph sign placed at the

You'd be lucky ph through there. | would

see how this will be
controlled on the main road. Is there intent for speed cameras?

spend OUR money on a pointless exercise.

area other th

safer for non-motorised users especially horse riders

I object in the strongest terms to the imposition of 20mph speed limits

d the start and end times of the school day. ~ Existing speed limits are.
eq

, ona bike orina car. We already have too much ugly road
driving habits. Respectful, law abiding drivers will
money and resources that can be better used elsewhere on meaningful,long

3
g 3 f our current, rural 20mph speed limits

A
desired alternatives.

Extra cost to df extra time taken without any evidence of need volume

s a cyclist | far rather cycle in 30mph areas than 20mph roads

Traffic d often exceed current speed limit If it i reduced to 20mph the drivers might do 3011

At 20mph cars are only moving 2 itle faster than bikes, this makes them "hover" behind you, or overtake in poor places. Neither is

1 t0 avoid the 30 could. | would also address the end of the cycle path by the motorway where bikes,
dult and cycling with children. ~ This position mainly applies to the b4009, the side roads have less of an
issue as they have litle traff

desirable. 1 would favour making

mixin are both as cycl

As per my other comments on the other areas. Fully support

What the consultants (in Glasgow) and WBC have chosen to ignore from agesions me meeting were:
the only accident hot-spot we have in the village. Residents wil,I'm sure, be plea:

—exrendmg(hehm\(l tation Road s whichiis

don't ars
expressed their concerns about the speed of vehicles and | personally would iy lummg right out of there, preferring to alkrom the Co-op car park. Before Chieveley Parish had its own CSW,
the residents to the south asked if our csw could check speeds on the approach because, since there is no pavement, they
school and the bus park. | would al harlotte Close is
Road to include the adjacent part of the mog 1 am interested to
because from one side to another

their e

placing a

y. My concern s that,

are at risk This is even more significant now that

- extending the 30 mph zone to the other side of the M4 underpass
th

be even more the N of

is when a

, that al ped d other

the Eling Way has been extended and more people are going down Marlston Road to walk/ cycle along there than ever before.
tosow raffic down,athr thancreatinga new 40mph tone.So y i hee o such bufer Lone n the Yattndan Rosd

50

Isupport it compl that is extended to cover from Priors C

e . tis not fair

from lower
q 30mph. This

anyway; hopefully mprevingsfety for the travelrs e where W cited concers egarding speed a a reaso fo refsing planing permiseion.

and Curridge to 30mph. Again, this links to the idea of a 20mph zone around
vehicles routinely fail to slow down when they meet that 30mph zone. Not allowing them
stick strictly Itis,afterall,a stretch with little or overtake. I peeding
Dines Way soif (as claimed) the intention is to have limits only where "self-enforcing" (ie. a 't speed ) the “school zone" began 000
resident I'd love parts of the B4009. it occurred to me.
that parents were parking at the Fox and walkin toschool. o, youshould

 reducing the speed limit between Hermitage
new limits but are aware that
both ends, even if they didn't

is inc
between the two vill

the school to Dines Way,
know that is no longer the case- parents park either on the road, in the school car park
followed through: 'm sure WBC Highways

. 3 haven't been|
ot it shows aack ofrespect jews of the peopl local traffc ssues.

inview of the pl harlotte Close

Much simpler to
impose it from one end of the village to the other then there is no doubt / room for error.

I strongly object to this proposal, on at least the following three points. 1. The current fashion for reducing speed imits t bout the nature
of motorists / individuals aim'to limitis set. But are, by their very
nature, fa e ikly to take notic of speed mits,incluing reduced ones. Reducing spee lmits to 20mph caries with it a inheent danger ~ that pedestrians, becoming accustomed t ffc
, then when, for instance, crossing roads. In

moving h. This has city centres. And it often
frsquerly o the streets ofLandon. A fabsesersef secakty b  no-one's mests. 2.1 hat WEC has | money to
d in this matter. | would the justification for employing a high-profile and no doubt high-charging global company for this, but that is money already spent
(wasted?). What | toseeisa

totaking further,
justification, at a time when WBC bleats about having On the day that | first n lar
scheme, 1 also

-scooterrider, neither ofwhom need fear speed cameras. 1 have seen this

scheme. | question the

s srapped 1o post all verth ronds n s proposed

tipping. I a weeklater it's still there. 3. 20mph s less fuel-efficient than 30mph for vehicles powered by
internal combustion engines, therefore raising air-pollution levels.

There s a lot of traffic through Hermitage, including a lot of heavy goods vehicles. | feel that a ot of cars spes e il

road through
with the school at the top of the village I don't feel it is very safe for pedestrians and particularly children walking to school

No school road to slow speeds Lower speeds if someone is . Lower speeds Lower speeds proposal.
Reducing the speed to asltle as 20mph on the main roads through
their speed, in the hazards that they p anticipate, P vv hazard perception; rrespor users are less kel to
P e amed it e v pac e perception;rres v 1live on XXK between XXX and XXX and can attest to the this stretch of cars parking on the side of the partiularly on the stetch between the school and Chapel Lane.
1 question why Yattendon Road has NOT been included in the proposal to drop the speed limit down to 20m
features such a5 speed bumps an <hicane) A or th rsidntial esates, n practice ve:ymmun to drive at 30mph as a result of the 'natural'trafficdisruptions posed by cars parked on the a v prop P the s
road, and Id say that reducing 20mphin impact.
with up during busy periods. In Europe they operate a considerably mor restrained
v Y P during busy pe ihey op v We live along XX 80t XXX, g the roads. sre walking o schol. Drersdrive fst at l ties durn the day slon the mlnro (Hampstead noreys road)
hand o . The UK i reaching disregarded as this proposal covers large areas where
however | cannot see the sticking to 20mph now needed. vequired if thi
people will question why has this been done.
See above People drive way too fast. Hopefully 20 more. halfie past Coop and
compelin rason o support 20 mph sped it the cmmuniy i that it saes e whil making sreets saer,calme,and more Ineable for everyon. At 20 mph,divers hve sigificantly moretime fo eac,
stopping distances are much shorter, and fatal L A person hit by a car at 20 mph i fa y 2130 mph. This —its 2 proven public-
and deaths, espe , older people, eycling 20 mph eople
another examle of
v v s veelsam nzmng ehidren walk or cceresidents are mre eyt spend e autsid,and loca igh strees beneft rom m:veased footfall. I 4, improving air q g
wholive nearby. - Crucially, 20 mph limits don't , especia e traffc i already slowed by junctions, crossings, and congestion. What they do change is
behviour - creating et tha ol peol,nat st vehie. I hort: 20 mpn ters 4 ot pratectn s, supprting and creating streets that work for everyone.
West Berks don Scheme not h loney better spent bringing people tog h
The speeding through Hermitage is outrageous. | am shacked to in this proposal, speeds of drivers past the Co-op which s a bus stop for local schools.
neighbours can look ot for each other more, which willredce loca speeding mme«mweny oy a it peeding throug! & & proe ® & 5P s » P
W nfore imit?
Why are e and ‘Who do you purpose wil enforce the speed mit? TVP y e i st o —
haven' go enough resources to Police 30MPH limits. The road congested with cars parked on natural
Speeds in the High Street are esps able with many ding the 30mph speed limit. As a resident of Hermitage | feel of the High Street is Station
lly don' ons as helpful indeed exactly n e neratin
I really don't see these speed restrictions as helpful indeed exactly the opposite and just another way of generating income S appen.The 20 s speed it i sl
“The current speed imit s sufficient 1 would like Stanford i travel over Tractors, horses, cyclists and i particalar youngsters doing their Duke of Edinburgh treks
i Herr s vl ind the vl Y ole in an i
Thave lived in Hermitage for 33 years. | walk and drive round the vilage on a daily basis negligile inand ge. Speed is nota | think 1t need t be .20 mph speed i i hese sones
particula issue and restricting it to 20mph s ikely as drvers
The proposal X driving and the lack of in v d without ftheir
There are:a . change to the road structure.
* Lack of street ighting carlighting . d d traffic e Coro stor. . Pavementsbecoming overgron and nrrow (opposte Dotors e onction
is 2 prime example)
See carlier obiections Speeding in the vil are becoming dangerous to residents..th

It's not required

Tobject to the part of the proposal which includes the main road through the village. This i currently 30mph and feels well adhered to. The main road is used by delivery drivers and through traffic
with f d

This is a political choice put forward crashes or iniuries

Hermitage



The most d: of Hermitage is Priors court rd, Station rd THE SPEED LIMIT, ight, that junction
is lethal especially coming from Priors court rd visibilty to the right at that junction | d Jing i al dirctons. A 20mph speed fmt i he High street
is is) of the motoris, if you were serious about road safety it

I obect o thepraposasfor  blarket 20mph spee restrictionsin thevlages (Ashmare Green, Buciebury, Uppe Buckebury, Chapel Row, ColdAsh and ermitage) because | bele the safety

improvement slong these rosds g and Iso, during a cost of living crisis, the cost of replacing signs and the economic harm
is not justifiable. | ag may benefit through routes ph. Some of the
roads mentioned (such as "the ridge" in cold ash) s a long, through-route road far more from oth h ack tr or  and building a

footpath for pedestrians.

See my previous

Ican accidents inthe d lower speed limit would L1 g
atalll 2.Th tobe seems unlikely 3.Tomakeit why s the
proposal not tothe Eling 4.You is hyisit
ot extended on the B4009 to the mini oundsbout and outsde theCo o store? Th sretc o he 54003 from The Fo towards Hampstead Norreys, in my pinion, does not retire
lowering of g to drivers. paragraph below for an addition to this view.

This is a waste of time and monev. Please do not continue with the scheme.

Research indicates that 20mph imits han 30mph lmits, erely the impact of  collsion (e, driver awareness, etc)
The i Many of the road dis Morton's ane it 20mph. Many roads in Upper Bucklebury are already designated uiet lanes
giving equal rights d horses etc, this has d was a waste of BPC money - this would be exactly the same. There is no evidence of the need to reduce speed ie
accident rates so what is the purpose of tis ? Theis towhy this reasons. Itis WBC money.

It wor't make a difference. F've lied here for 3 years and never noticed any speeding throug asit ‘s travel time.
Slowing tratfic will ca and d 25 with Cold the current regulations would be better use of funds
hist tabl 8 e on the 4009 s Inreality point of speed lmits i

they cannot be enforced?

There is no Gata to support that  20mph required. The 2 that only 2 cars ding at This i from
Facebook post  There has been only 1 Road Traffic Accident in the last 5 years in the area proposed to be 20mph in Hermitage. This s from Crashmap.com | can see no further data that has been
offered for this change.

20 per hour limits would be more effective just for short lengths of road, e.6  Feel money would the current limits with as
brok
Again far t00 widespread and lmiting especially on B4009
Tabject to the proposals mainly due to the fact  can e chan; Talso object on the grounds of finance, how can WBC
with it's current the for this
Tbelieve that 20mph zones that v todiveat dad towards 30 mph. | feel It would be better to fimit the 20 mph
e of the school.
See b
What ever view people give willust be ignored as this is just  ticket in a box” _The council et 0 as they will as seen with treet, which
against it but still went ahead. How can you speed limit of G0mp} Curridg mpose a 20mph i through Hermitage, you are 5o ant car s so dar. 3

= lanet o yo e n Wt 2 wact of money t wotlbeterspenton keepng th dog waste ins amptied

a to discuss the Is, not an to have been
fthe aimis the plan will iz RTAs ar the Priors Court Roundabout regular
occurrence) and bend on Yattendon Road where Eling Way crosses. Neither of these have a 20mph limit imposed. - It is most difficult for pedestrians to cross the road along Marlston Road and
around that the Priors Again, f here. - When the travellers put i thei planning application, Highway s concern was vehicie
speeds inthat area. A 40mph fmit with nochange to the 30mph start will not have a signficant effect. In my opinion, whis it would be nice have traffc going more sowly at the Dines Way
junction (poor vsibilty to the rght) the 20mph limit should notstart at the § end untilaround Chapel Lane.  Yes, | . but the
proposal goes too far in some places and not far ennugh in others,

o speed onp roads, | object to Hermiage Thisis 3 wel desgned e road,withexclet gavements and
v-smmzy for pedestrians. In addition, traffi d by cars ge shop, “This road s a key trunk road for access to Newbury as well as the
M4 for all smaller villages north towards Yattendon. togetus children's clubs, for Ifthe speed is
eetedto 20mph, the flow of traffic past th ed ipacted. Cars travelling south, who have right of way, would take longer to pass the obstruction and
g P o pass This wellas frustration leading to unexpected bursts of acceleration,
which would idents and i and cyclists.

‘Whilst speeding in the village is an issue and | agree that mea  espe primary school, | don't feel reducing the sp: t0 20mph will be effective-
those who speed at 30 willstill speed at 20mph. inWales omph & to revert back to this would seem to suggest
the policy has not had | appreciate the reasoning behind it but don't think it is
| object to the proposed changes. Road, and High road through Hermitage). The 20mph limit wil significantly slow vehicle
progress throug! ge, e it takes to ps gl According to CRASHMAP.CO.UK, there have only been two car accidents on this stretch of road in the
last 10 years. Road safety is not the reason that lower this limit, it s simply as they will not have to maintain the road to the standard it is now. Lower speed limits
will , either

As i strongly object, s a driver with over 40 plus years d d always a clean Licence, | peed but feel 20 s main roads, | do support 20 on estate roads, we all
play a part in using pave v ¥ bicycle? In the 20 plus years | have lived in the village, their has only been one Pedestrian
accident and child steppin ‘Coaches and a push bike travelling way to fast and to close to the Coaches.

live in the village. The road s busy enough king it busier at rush e ing yet more pollution.

There s no valid reason to peed imit to 20mph. instances of speeding result of speeding. This is
ges and a 20mph speed fim as cars idle. Stop th k | on
d clearing drains.

As a road user and one that has driven in other 20mph limited roads, 20mph be driving at more safe. At such a low limit
you spend most of your g the sp ging gears to 20mph, instead of being ed d other road
users exceed by an additional reduction the only. Alower
frustration and distraction without achieving meaningful safety benefits.

[ e o 20 mile fimit by the primary school in hermitage and Chape\ lane (this road is used as a cut through) I that the other roads do not war costand time to d
ouncil \uch needed other areas. A lot of the roads side roads that the
‘money you take each month and use for worthy . Perhaps an up g tolookat

20 moh limit will unnecessarily impact my travel time.

| 20mph. But this has b planned. is already 10mph 20mph? mini
very poor visibility and people not following not being addressed 30mph. This resolution in any planning changes

Waste of money_Show stats to support it being needed.

See previous
Don't see th 0
‘Whilst | understand the benefit o the 20mph limit n thi around the school, it's ridicul h b jection to the 40mph at
the north of Hermitage. This would the ONLY practical and safest o all the|
fiic is bunged up thanks to this silly 20mm fimit.
Why don't you do your job and fx the potholes persecuting motorists!!
1. This has not been asked for by local people and i  large over step. 2. The roac: they are,

better things to spend money on.

Many of th roads sted i Hermitageare ot through roads for exarple Briants lec, Blake Road,and others), with 30mph nota Thereis
street-racing that needs those streets, and there is no emergency of increased casualties that needs to be addressed. Instead
1 always from [ problem, and does not reflect what 1 as a
resident, see day to day. The vast majority of traffic | see in my village tends to adhere 30mph fimit, with the accids d near-misses being
(mobile phone use for example], sheer lack of courtesy in narrow or busy sections, and generally poor Speed is pr 30mph are
hardly going to respect a 20mph limit. Having also driven in Wales several times recently and expeuemed many 20mph zones in south Oxon. 1 also feel 20mph zones cause extra frustation where
/,and even than the road. Furthermare, changing the limit to 20mph is an
at en declaring a need o Gue to 2 shortall. Tospend money under those conciton, fo something ke this  not oy fnancily
ile, it is immoral.For lone, | the use of my taxes for this unecessary white elephant.

1 think for some smaller roads it's okay but not for more maior routes

"No reason to lower the speed.

Too sweeping and needs to be more selective.

I have lived here for nearly 40 years and | don't think 20 mph is necessary. Vtbe used and
available.

Idrive, 3 Thereis no reason for anywhere, but in s  which
is reportedly in 20 years | have never once felt unsafe or intimidated on any of these roads

Hermitage




Alarge part of and get to 20mph. 20mph sense Seems awaste of our
money. Better speed control through the current road particularly 3s the pol 't want to enforce the Also,
the Eling be D L it 30mph and t0.2011 | have beena

35 years. | know the village well and was on the XXX team. | do know the f the vill i following, i

Many of the proposed 20mph limits are in small roads or cul-de-sacs. As such it is rare to achieve 20mph. So making most of them a mandatory 20mph is a waste of money (that could alteratively
be spent on filling our ever increasing plague of potholes!).

The main danger from traffic comes from speeding through the existing 30mph zone. Particularly down the High Street and Soany cash hould be

focused on that issue. Speed Indicator Devices (SIDs) would help. Possibly fulltime speed cameras. The main areas ofrsk are by the Primary School, Post Office and Marlston Road. All 3 suffer from
congestion and road rage is common. So traffc calming measures here would add value. School drop off/pick up times are an obvious trafic pinch point. Cars parked by the post offce create

obstacles. Mariston Road has a range o issues s follows. Occasional parking outside the church; access to Lipscomb Close (which willin t0ahousing bel
White Horse pub and form part of the Active Travel Route/Eling Way extension); access to Briants Piece; the confusing p road undernath resultsina
ot of speeding traffic under the bridge and road rage) oining Newoury treet. A section of forms part of the Eling Way Extension (see

below).

through the village. This would benefit from 20mph limits on the road sections throughout for safety reasons. Some

Way
parts of this ATR are not covered by the current ZOmPh proposals. Roa ose and Yattendon Road between the Fox pub and
Deacons Lane. Note that the entry into the village on the Yattendon road goes from 60mph to 30mph; tis a straight d at D L
| don't believe reducing the roads will help in the village

Same as previous.

hool drop off and pick up times. Anything additional i excessive, cannot be policed and would be a waste of tax payer money

20is vin front of the s v during

Feels like council get money as it Omph- loads of research has now been

Punish people breaking the 30mph not reduce the speed for everyone else

omph pass a school However, the blanket rule of 20mph being proposed on the long list of roads i excessive, will
ot contribute to less accidents, and will cost the Cotna anenommous amountof moneythat West Berkshirecan i ffrd. As we hae seen acoss Wales, hese blanket 20mph roa s hve not
place, and will push throug! planes regardless of

been successful, and we have seen a reversal of them there. West Berkshire.
the outcome. However, | feel it’s important to have a say on local changes.

It would be better to have targeted Speed Limits for Specific Areas Instead of blanket 20mph speed limit th 4 toimpl geted speed
limits in areas where pedestrians are actually present or more likely to cross. For example, speed I Id hools, parks, or bus stops, most active. At
certain times of the day. In areas with very few pedestrians, a higher speed limit could e This appr prevent]

the frustration of a v slow spe hile still fety in areas .2 Inlocations with
traffic, f “Pedestrian Crossing” or " Traffic Area" could help maint; without the need to reduce
speed imits across the entire road network. ~ Additionally, better the use Bies like speed d hel peeds, rather than relying
causing ang s being igs
Ditto
Thi . The cost of thi thought out and invented benefits and ignores the small number of

roads (Bucklebury Alley, Fishers Lane etc.) that would benefit from such a speed restriction. This is yet another politicall driven agenda item that will produce lttle benefit other local councillors
reen” credentials and claim it's all about road safety. Al WBC when it should be reducing

being able to trumpet their ”

pe y proj
20mph speed limits are ridiculous. pensive was of coundil fun thisis
what will happen to West Berkshire. Do not waste my tax money on this pointless initiative. Spend the money on soci
20mphwon't itjust makes a No no o no! measures. Please do NOT
implement this overly restrictive and ridiculous plan. (cold ash resident)
ot of the limit will 3 Also.
features utside the primary school.
The reduction from 30mph to 20mph will not change the standard of living, noise will be very similar, quantity of trafic will better use the
current speed limit rather than reducing it
In truth there are far hings for the council on than reducing the existing roads that
I jila Or be enforced? deaths across the parish? 1 recognise speed invariably
contributes to many road traffic accidents but reducing the speed limit to a level that & the area is unlikely any major impact
from restricting v Otherwise | suspect the pr N
Complete waste of money, far too much money has on this proposal. fthe speed limit changes.
i of these roads

Money could be better spent placing safe crossing places near schools and on main roads on school bus stops. According
accidents ever happen so i cant see why this money s being wasted.
20mphis to slow and to benifits
Car drivers switch off when travelling at 20mph. As a keen runner | am always aware K drive slower doesn’ quate to them being safer. More should be.
done to teach people which side of the road to walk on
I want the 30 mile an hour limit to remain but with extra measures to enforce this - more signage showing o ias( traffc s travelling etc.
distracting as you have to study the Speedo more. ker and overtake you
pointless waste of money

Cars are safer than ever with

toenforce? At atime of budget constraints how much has

Where is the data to show that deaths and serious injuries. o P
been allocated for the new signage and road markings?
lly ridiculous and a waste of money. Not necessary and difficult to enforce. If pend it on the SEND provision or bring ba
Where s the data to support the decision and the d that reducing to 20mph will save fives? the road  where
5peedwasaiacmr Blanket 30mph Wales so b Yes
and notices is h d and trying. Ise where. Eglalsmg!eeson

school
sports pllches and 3 weekly bin collections to name a few. ~ How s this going to be policed if the data says that cars are already not sticking to 30mph speed limit? Maybe ensure drivers are sticking|

to 30mph rather than reduce it to 20mph?  Too many areas covered by this blanket approach. Whose idea i this and what i their agenda?

20mph anyway, so pointiess listing them as 20mph. Waste of money spent on signs and labour installing

| object to half the roads listed in
d pond lane being some of the roads vou can't go above 20mph already and I've never seen anyone speed down them before.

them. Deacons lane, chapel |z
30mph s fine. Has been 30mph uce even more
Its pl Pay ) money as th ds affected Iy getsupto h .On igh the village,
it would slow progress i nothing 35 there
1 beleve itis unnecessary
lam that this change has not the character and usage of the road, nor the potential consequences for traffic flow, safety, and local residents. In particular: Road
desgnandconiions: The rad well maintined, and ha o iy, whihsupprt the curen speed . Sofeyrecord: Tomy knowedge, there 0 dear eidnce of  colision histry o
safety issues marwculd;usufya veducnon/mueasem the limit. Traffic flow likely , driver frustration, ‘whict
ters, and local g this route. | respectfully
redvet et counrecomtdr e roposal, o et pUBI he e, st and i 64 o s30T s ddlon. sl oo e onsuemarh o
e consider ths objection. o
1 per that shows 'mquenrv for locati t that demonstrate | reduction in other
adopte e, rate thn st ‘webelve 3 god cea l of controlling everybody'slfe s unacceptable and can only be justfed f you
can actually Demonstrate the cost benefit analysis. As | have to everyday in the trillion doHar business | work in. Of course live in a real
world with real impact to people/ business etc. Also there is t, which of courts do. And there is no

way the police will
20s not plenty.

Object_Our Voted for this
As previous
T all why don' useful 2 Or hermitage.
roundabout?
edfor and children’s play areas, ® Vs lives by placing
everywhere
Hermitage s safe 0mph speed limits lead to frustration, iitation and stress. They make it hard to overtake country vehicles etc. hermitage always
ed: king due to parked id ., this wil furth harder to get through.
Current limits not adhered to spend rrent 30 is adhered to

Same as for the first question

Unnecessary, roads are fine for peed limit

Hermitage



‘Altering the existing speed limits to 40, 30, and 201is over. d leads load i tun leads to diminished attention to driving. Why not extend 40
introduce any vor safe speed limit and can stil reduce their speed to a lower safe speed when
v the prevailing Bad drivers of which there v pe itis. This s
problem which tinkering with spe

F be hi users how

 are adeq
to walk on/cross roads safely. Slowing the speeds down further willoly cause drivers P

XXX welcomes proposals to introduce 20mph limits by the school and on minor side roads that join the B4003 within that imit.
We also support the introduction of a 40mph zone to the N of the current 30mph area, although we are not convinced that will be sufficient to slow cars to the Forest Edge
roundabout where residents have recently reported near misses.

Regrettably, however, we cannot support the proposals overall because:

a)we see no justification for extending the 20mph stretch on the B4009 south of Chapel Lane

b)we believe that to place 20mph signs on roads where traffic can barely reach 20mph is a waste of council funds that could be better used elsewhere

cJthey nevertheless neglect areas where pavements are either narrow or on one side only and/ or where visibility is poor such that vulnerable users are at higher risk.

In reaching this conclusion, we have taken account of views expressed to XXX both as part of this exercise and historically but recognise that there is a broad spectrum of views
within the village.

Yes, I know people have to make changes but on no through roads. Hermitage Road, Cold Ash Hill I can not see how it is going to work. Unless someone s there 24hrs a day. 5o | can
not see how it will work. Van drivers and motorbike to deliver take away food they dont care they just have to get there fast. i drive this route and other routes at different times of
the days. i get over taken Cold Ash Hill and the strestch from Fishers Lane to the crossing over to the palying field for Downe House School and from main entrance. 5 What i class as
Wilis entrance. | get over taken not many times but enough to say why do they have speed limits. the only way i would say it would be stopped by double lines. Drivign has got
worse. i say i would be worse angrier and morning runs will work and kids going to school

Hermitage



