Proposed Restricted Roads (20mph Limit)
(Scotland) Bill
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relevant to the consultation, please choose "Member of the public".)
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Page 7: Your views on the proposal

Q1. Which of the following best expresses your view of the proposal to replace the current 30mph default
speed limit on restricted roads with a 20mph limit.

Fully Supportive



Q1. Which of the following best expresses your view of the proposal to replace the current 30mph default
speed limit on restricted roads with a 20mph limit.

Please explain the reasons for your response

As a driver and a cyclist | have seen the current 20mph zones in Edinburgh greatly reduce the stress of
both methods of transport.

Q2. Could the aims of this proposal be better delivered in another way (without a Bill in the Scottish
Parliament)?

No

Please explain the reasons for your response

A bill seems the sensible way forward, the only alternatives | can imagine would presumably put the final
decision on local authorities.

Q3. What do you think would be the main advantages, if any, of the proposal?

An acknowledgement that lower speed limits should be the norm not the exception. A removal of the
excuse of not know whether an area is 30mph or 20mph. Additionally it would prevent minority motoring
groups pressuring individual areas to stick to higher limits.

Q4. What do you think would be the main disadvantages, if any, of the proposal?

None.

Q5. What other measures do you think would be needed to maximise compliance with the new national

20mph speed limit on restricted roads, for example in relation to advertising signage and police
enforcement.

Substantial police enforcement and a removal of as much speed reducing measures as possible. No

speed bumps, but a strict 20 mph limit, with points and fines made being highlighted and a push to
ensure loss of licences for those with too many points.

Page 12: Financial implications

Q6. Taking account of both costs and potential savings, what financial impact would you expect the
proposed Bill to have?
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Q6. Taking account of both costs and potential savings, what financial impact would you expect the
proposed Bill to have?

Motorists X
Other X

Police
Scotland

Please explain the reasons for your response

Reduced road injuries and increased numbers of cycling will easily neutralise any cost of implementing the
scheme, in the medium to long term. Driver costs should be reduce due to increased traffic flow and
reduced acceleration/braking.

Q7. Do you believe there will be any other benefits to reducing the speed limit from 30mph to 20mph?

Reduced road noise, increased uptake in cycling/walking.

Page 14: Equalities

Q8. What overall impact is the proposed Bill likely to have on the following protected groups (under the
Equality Act 2010): race, disability, sex, gender re-assignment, age, religion and belief, sexual orientation,
marriage and civil partnership, pregnancy and maternity?

Positive

Please explain the reasons for your response
A reduction in car on the road would free up space for those who truly need them to get around.

Q9. Could any negative impact of the proposed Bill on any of these protected groups be minimised or
avoided?

| can't see any negative impact.

Page 16: Sustainability of the proposal

Q10. Do you consider that the proposed Bill can be delivered sustainably i.e. without having likely future
disproportionate economic, social and/or environmental impact?

Yes

Please explain the reasons for your response:
| can't see how it would be unsustainable?



Page 17: General

Q11. Do you have any other comments or suggestions on the proposal to establish a 20mph default speed
limit on restricted roads?

No Response



