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Page 7: Your views on the proposal

Q1. Which of the following bestexpresses yourview of the proposal to replace the current30mph default
speed limiton 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 limiton restricted roads with a 20mph limit.

Please explain the reasons for your response

The weightof evidence suggests this will significantlyenhance safetyand substantiallyreduce both noise
and air pollution while having very little effect on typical journeytimes. Currently20 mph can feel
frustratinglyslow for a motoristbutitis something we can all get used to over time. Slower driving could
lead to less traffic light-controlled junctions and smoother traffic flow. Where conditions allow, and subject
to riskassessment,a 30 mph or40 mph limitcan be signed appropriatelybuta default of 20 mph makes a
lot of sense. Adefault speed limitof 20 mph also sends a clear message thatwe are reestablishing safety,
security and wellbeing ofresidents where theybelong - at the top of our priority list. Slower moving
vehicles will encourage more cycling as the differential between motor vehicle speeds and cycling speeds
is stronglyreduced with a consequentreductionin the perceived and actual risks of cycling. Safer roads
with slower vehicles are conducive to more children walking to school. More cycling and walking, and less
driving, has clear health benefits.

Q2. Couldthe aims ofthis proposal be better delivered in another way (withouta Bill in the Scottish
Parliament)?

No

Please explain the reasons for your response

The bestanalogyis the smoking ban. When something is good for all of us but is perceived as a constraint
on freedom and is vehementlyopposed by strong lobbygroups and populists, itneeds a big push from the
top legislature. Like with the smoking ban, we will all be asking ourselves one daywhy we didn't do it
earlier. While we can nudge motorists to slow down in a piecemeal fashion byforce of argument, traffic
calming, by appealing to reason, and by having non-enforceable common-sense speed-limitadvisories, it
is really only a billin parliamentwith nationwide effects thatcan change behaviour. True, the selective
introduction of specific 20 mph zones is gaining ground even withoutthe bill, butitis haphazard and can
become a political football in local elections.

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

The weight of evidence suggests this will significantlyenhance safetyand substantiallyreduce both noise
and air pollution while having very little effect on typical journeytimes.

Currently 20 mph can feel frustratinglyslow for a motoristbutitis something we can all get used to over
time.

Slower driving could lead to less traffic light-controlled junctions and smoother traffic flow.

Where conditions allow, and subjectto riskassessment,a 30 mph or 40 mph limitcan be signed
appropriatelybut a defaultof 20 mph makes alot of sense.

A default speed limitof 20 mph also sends a clear message thatwe are reestablishing s afety, security
and wellbeing ofresidents where theybelong - at the top of our priority list.

Slower moving vehicles will encourage more cycling as the differential between motor vehicle speeds and
cycling speeds is stronglyreduced with a consequentreduction in the perceived and actual risks of
cycling.

Safer roads with slower vehicles are conducive to more children walking to school.

More cycling and walking, and less driving, has clear health benefits.

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

I don'treally see any since it won't stop 30 mph or 40 mph limits where appropriate. It is importantthat
drivers see common sense being applied.



Q5. What other measures do you think would be needed to maximise compliance with the new national
20mph speed limiton restricted roads, forexample in relation to advertising signage and police
enforcement.

The great thing abouta default 20 mphis that we don't need much signage, we simplychange the law
and the highway code. It should be enforced justlike the current default30 mph with speed cameras and
by police officers. There could be an issue with drivers from across the borderthat would need to be
thoughtabout.

Page 12: Financial implications

Q6. Taking accountof both costs and potential savings, whatfinancial impactwould you expect the
proposed Bill to have?

Significant Some Broadly Some Significant
increasein increasein cost- reduction in reduction in | Unsure
cost cost neutral cost cost
Scottish X
Government
Local X
Authorities
Motorists X
Other X
Police
Scotland

Please explain the reasons for your response

| am struggling to see why there would be a costfor anybody here. Research suggestlittle impacton
average overall journeytimes certainlyduring the day (and hence small extra costs). Cab drivers and other
professional drivers would need reassurance thatcommon sense rules would apply - restricting a cabbie
to 20 mph at 2 am on empty streets for example probablymakes no sense. Saferroads and smoother
traffic flow save moneyfor everyone as does more cycling and walking.

Q7. Doyou believe there will be any other benefits to reducing the speed limitfrom 30mph to 20mph?

Easiermerging, easier for buses to pull out, smoother traffic flow, less traffic lights, less need for cycle
lanes and speed humps - driving can become less stressful and pressured.
Driverless cars are coming anywayand restricting these to 20 mph will almostcertainlybe a necessity.

Page 14: Equalities

Q8. What overall impactis the proposed Bill likelyto have on the following protected groups (under the
Equality Act 2010): race, disability, sex, genderre-assignment, age, religion and belief, sexual orientation,
marriage and civil partnership, pregnancyand maternity?

Slightly positive



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

Please explain the reasons for your response
In general less able and older people are more negativelyimpacted by traffic and fast-moving traffic in
particularthan the average person. They take longerto cross the road, their eye sightand hearing maybe

impaired, they are less likelyto drive themselves andifthey do they are likely to drive more slowlyanyway,
they use buses more.

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

| don't see any negative impactwhatsoever onthese groups.
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Q10. Do you considerthatthe proposed Bill can be delivered sustainablyi.e. withouthaving likely future
disproportionate economic, social and/or environmental impact?

Yes

Please explain the reasons for your response:

It would need to be reviewed in the future butitis hard to see negative impacts onthe economy, society or
the environment.
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Q11. Do you have any other comments or suggestions on the proposal to establish a20mph default speed
limiton restricted roads?

Scotland led the way on the smoking ban, plastic bags restrictions and on reducing the alcohol limitfor
drivers - the nation has gained a great reputation for getting these kinds offorward looking, common-
sense, people-firstpolicies in place quicklyand in the face of opposition from populists, lobbygroups or
certain vociferous columnists and elements ofthe media. Good luck with this!



