
Notice of Proposal– Nailsworth 
30th March – 27th April 2022 

 

Consultee Comments  

XXXXXX 
 
Supports proposal, 
Object to no traffic 
calming 

Dear Sirs 
 
With reference to the above which states the purpose of " to prohibit the driving of any motor vehicle at a speed 
exceeding 20mph on various roads in Nailsworth Town" I would like to object to the fact that there is no 
additional traffic calming proposed on the A46 Stroud Road leading into or out of Nailsworth. 
 
The current speed limit reduces from 40 mph to 30mph at the old Tradeplas building.  However, the speed of 
traffic is often well in excess of 30 mph at this point coming into Nailsworth at a point where there are houses, a 
busy pub (The Egypt Mill) and a pedestrian pathway that leads out DIRECTLY onto the road where there is no 
pavement on the outgoing side from Nailsworth to Stroud.  You have to literally take your life in your hands 
attempting to cross the road to get to a pedestrian pathway to get into Nailsworth or up to the shops/offices 
towards Stroud. 
 
If, as the purpose stated, is to reduce the speed of traffic in Nailsworth, then this concept should be clearly 
indicated earlier than just a few meters before traffic reaches the roundabout at the end of the A46.  This stretch 
of road is not safe for pedestrians or cyclists due to the narrow pathway and the excessive speed traffic enters 
Nailsworth, especially the large amount of heavy lorries that pass through Nailsworth:- 

• pedestrians need to use the footpath in the Stroud direction along the A46 to access the shops and 
facilities there (of which there are many) and the pathway is narrow along that stretch. 

• a pedestrian pathway (from Springhill to the A46 and marked on your map) opens up onto the A46 
directly, with no pavement on the Nailsworth direction side of the road. This pathway serves pedestrians 
from Springhill itself and from Springhill Crescent and the houses on the Whitecroft/Northfields Road 
estates, making it very well used. 

• traffic, especially heavy goods vehicles but also cars, constantly speed along this stretch of the A46 into 
Nailsworth  and is only slowed when it reaches the flashing Radar Speed Sign (set at 30mph), which is 
too late.   



• With the new proposals, expecting traffic to slow to 20mph a few metres from the roundabout is not giving 
out the right pre-emptive message and will likely not be effective, nor does it protect current pedestrian 
users as stated above 

I would request that the 20mph zone be extended to where the current 30mph zone starts, for the above 
reasons, in order to increase the safety of pedestrians using the A46 and the footpath onto the A46. 
 
Regards 
 
OBJECTION WITHDRAWN 
 
Yes we definitely support the 20 mph scheme!  However, it would be good to be listened to on the 
additional/extended request for the 20mph limit just a small distance further towards Stroud on the A46 (to where 
it currently drops from 40 to 30 mph)  to slow the fast/noisy/dangerous traffic down on what is a well used 
pedestrian/cycle area and where a pedestrian pathway opens DIRECTLY onto the A46 with no pavement at all 
on the direction of Stroud. 
 
Regards 

XXXXXX My property is located along the B4014, at the junction of Tabrams Pitch and Avening Road. I note from the 
proposals published recently that tor 20mph zone runs along Tabrams Pitch (B4014) From its junction with 
Fountain Street (A46) for a distance of 39m, in a south-easterly direction and then stops. To my personal 
knowledge, this stretch of road has been the subject of many incidents in the past 35 years +, and most of them 
have been caused by traffic accelerating up the incline before it levels out opposite the entrance to Vicarage 
Gardens. 
I would request that the 20mph zone be extended to past the last property along this stretch ie Enterprise House. 
Please see my attached sketch for details. 
Please acknowledge receipt of my appeal 
Yours Faithfully 

XXXXXX 
 

My property is located along the B4014, at the junction of Tabrams Pitch and Avening Road. I note from the 
proposals published recently that tor 20mph zone runs along Tabrams Pitch (B4014) From its junction with 
Fountain Street (A46) for a distance of 39m, in a south-easterly direction and then stops. To my personal 
knowledge, this stretch of road has been the subject of many incidents in the past 35 years +, and most of them 
have been caused by traffic accelerating up the incline before it levels out opposite the entrance to Vicarage 
Gardens. 
I would request that the 20mph zone be extended to past the last property along this stretch ie Enterprise House. 



Please see my attached sketch for details. 
Please acknowledge receipt of my appeal 

XXXXXXX We are residents of Nailsworth and strongly support the proposal to significantly extend the 20mph zone within 
the town. However, we would like to see the scheme go further. 
 
Our house is located about 50m outside the proposed boundary of the zone, on Old Bristol Road, and we 
frequently experience vehicles travelling significantly faster than the current 30mph limit outside our house. We 
would therefore favour extending the 20mph zone further out along Old Bristol Road to mitigate this issue. We do 
not believe that the currently proposed location of the boundary would have any effect on the speed of traffic 
along any part of Old Bristol Road as traffic already has to slow down on the stretch proposed for the new zone 
because of the junction with the A46. If the zone is to have any effect on road safety along Old Bristol Road, it 
needs to be extended. We would suggest the stretch between Ruskin Mill and Grove Cottage as being a more 
suitable location for the boundary of the zone - this would bring within the zone all sections of the road with high 
housing density and would allow a significant number of residents along the road to benefit from enhanced road 
safety. 
 
Regards,  
 

XXXXXX I am writing in support of the Gloucester County Council, Stroud District, order 2022, to reduce speed limits in 
Nailsworth. 
We are homeowners, residing on Spring Hill in Nailsworth for over xxxx.  We have seen the volume of traffic on 
this road increase three-fold during this time, largely due to the expansion of housing in Forest Green, the 
increase in the number of cars per household and the growth in home delivery services.   
 
Our driveway connects to Spring Hill at a particularly dangerous, narrow and blind corner, where drivers often 
mount the pavement to avoid collisions with buses and other large vehicles.  On weekday mornings there are 
often traffic queues near this corner.  Drivers coming downhill at 30 mph or more have little chance of avoiding a 
collision with queued vehicles and sometimes veer into the oncoming traffic lane as a result.   
 
There is a large volume of pedestrian traffic on this road; over 100 people per day, including children and dog 
walkers.  In addition to the increase in pollution from vehicles accelerating up the hill, there is a significant risk of 
injury or death to pedestrians.  This is primarily due to wing mirrors on large vehicles that protrude at head-
height, plus drivers mounting the pavement. The difference in being struck in the head by a wing mirror at 30 
miles per hour compared to 20 miles per hour could be a matter of life or death.  My wife and I have had several 
near misses in this regard. 



 
I am attaching a report on the impacts of 20mph speed reduction on road safety and air pollution.  This paper 
supports the findings that such reductions in speed reduce serious casualties.  It also supports the findings of 
reduced air pollution when speed limits are lowered from 30mph to 20mph. 
 
Sincerely 
 

XXXXX Dear Sir/Madam, 
 
GLOUCESTERSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL (20MPH SPEED LIMIT) (VARIOUS ROADS, NAILSWORTH) 
(STROUD DISTRICT) ORDER 2022 
 
REF: 5227/20 
 
I wish to make the follow request to amend the proposed order. 
 
Requested change: 
 
To extend the proposed 20mph speed limit to include Vicarage Gardens, Nailsworth and its junction with the 
B4014 back to Tabrams Pitch (See attached plan). Therefore, to site new 20mph signage just to the east of the 
entrance to Vicarage Gardens on the B4014. 
 
Reasons: 
 
Pedestrians: 
Vicarage Gardens is now a very popular pedestrian route through Nailsworth to the King George V Playing fields 
for children and families. Vicarage Gardens is also well used by parents dropping off and picking up young 
children attending the adjacent Acorn School. 
 
Speeding Vehicles: 
 
There is an existing problem with speeding drivers, poor forward visibility both for road users and pedestrians in 
the Tambrams Pitch to Vicarage Gardens area. At peak times drivers rat run through Vicarage Gardens to get to 
Park Road and the A46 Bath Road as Queuing traffic from central Nailsworth often reaches back to Vicarage 
Gardens. 



 
Narrow roads and high HGV use: 
 
HGVs/Busses and Coaches also need constant access to the Nailsworth Mills Industrial Estate to the east of 
Vicarage Gardens along the B4014 including the Cotswold Green Buses, the Ebley Coach Company and 
Morrisons Supermarket. It is a daily occurrence to see vehicles on the pavement and they meet HGVs, Buses 
and Coaches in the Narrow Gap and tight bend between Tambrams Pitch to Vicarage Gardens. 
 
Conclusions: 
 
To stop the proposed 20mph speed limit just short of Vicarage Gardens is therefore completely illogical as it has 
the same need for a speed restriction as the rest of central Nailsworth. 
 
It is strongly recommended in terms of highway safety design and providing clear unambiguous guidance to all 
road users, to start the proposed 20mph just to the east of Vicarage Gardens on the B4014. This will create a 
clear entrance into central Nailsworth at this point and will benefit the wider proposed 20mph restricted area (see 
attached plan). 

XXXXX We have looked at the proposal to introduce a 20 mile per hour speed limit along Old Bristol Road, Nailsworth, 
the B4058. 
We support the introduction of 20 mph speed limit along Old Bristol Road. 
We have lived at XXXX 
For a B road, the road is narrow, with double yellow lines on both sides and no central line. 
There are mature family properties on both sides of the road, many with off road parking. 
The suggested place at which the speed restriction is lifted from 20 mph to 30 mph is at the point where the 
vehicles would get to our house. 
This is where the road is straight and we have for many years observed cars increasing their speed, with 
additional noise pollution as they accelerate along this stretch of road. 
It is also where there are a number of driveways, including one to a derelict site which is being surveyed 
currently with a view to development and potential need for increased vehicular access on to the Old Bristol 
Road. 
At Grove Cottage (towards Horsley) there is a bend in the road which restricts sight lines and vehicles have to 
reduce speed We consider that the 20 mph restriction should continue to beyond Grove Cottage to the access to 
Gigg Mill, as a minimum, before becoming 30 mph. 

XXXX 
 

To whom it may concern, 
 



We are so thankful that at last there is a real prospect of setting up a 20mph zone for Nailsworth. With the 
increasing volume of traffic in and through the town it is essential for the protection of pedestrians, especially 
where pavements are narrow or non-existent. Many local drivers are aware of the problems and drive carefully, 
but others are not so thoughtful and speed limits will at least encourage them to drive at 25 rather than 35mph! A 
‘Watch your speed’ camera would help at the foot of Nailsworth Hill. 
 
Could we please suggest one extension to the George Street limit? The proposal takes the 20mph zone only as 
far as the cattle grid, but the bottom bend of Nailsworth Hill – the ‘W’ – is the tightest bend and has been the 
scene of accidents over the last few years. Vehicles coming downhill have lost control in wet or icy conditions 
and have crashed into, and occasionally through, the stone wall at the junction with Watledge Lane. It would 
make a lot of sense if the 20mph limit could extend to the present 30/40 signposts and those posts moved 200 
metres further up the hill. 
 
We do hope that you can give serious consideration to this suggested amendment. 

XXXXXX 
 

Observations on the proposed reduction in Nailsworth Speed Limits 
 
Who has proposed the change in speed limits in Nailsworth? 
There were 13 personal injury collisions within the town from 1st January 2016 – 31st March 2019. (Reasons for 
introduction of revised speed limit)  This equates to 1 accident every 3 months (90days). How many of these 
were serious (involving medical intervention/hospitalisation) and how many of them were fatalities? How will the 
changes affect the numbers? Will pedestrians take more chances when crossing the road because the traffic 
should be slower? 
As part of the assessment of the proposed 20mph speed limit, four Automatic Traffic Count (ATC) surveys were 
undertaken in order to ascertain whether a 20mph speed limit would be enforceable and complied with by 
drivers. The surveys demonstrated that the vast majority of existing mean vehicle speeds were within or close to 
the Association of Chief Police Officers (ACPO) guideline intervention level of 24mph. As such the police have 
been consulted and have raised no objections to the proposals. (Reasons for introduction of revised speed limit)   
Is it cost-effective to attempt to reduce the speed limit by an average of 4mph? The roads around the town are 
narrow and that effectively keeps speeds down. The fact that the police do not object does not mean that they 
support the scheme. How much extra policing are they going to provide in order to enforce the new limits? In 
order to protect pedestrians, it would make far more sense to increase the number of well-positioned pedestrian 
crossings. 
Who will bear responsibility if accidents INCREASE? 
Is a 20mph limit really required in Nailsworth? The number of drivers exceeding the speed limit is small, and so 
is the accident rate. Roads have sufficient speed reduction installations already (crossings, junctions etc). If 



drivers insist on exceeding a 30mph limit, are they likely to conform to a 20mph limit? Or will there be even more 
drivers disregarding the speed limit? How is it envisaged that the speed limit change will affect driver behaviour? 
A change in driver attitudes is required, and a reduction in speed limit will fail to achieve this, whatever the cost. 
[Bath introduced 20mph limits and later regretted it but decided it was too expensive to reverse it] 
Reduction in vehicle speed will increase the number of vehicles within the limits (vehicles will approach at the 
same rate, but will take longer to leave – in just the same way as bottlenecks along a motorway cause queues). 
How then do emergency vehicles negotiate the narrow roads of an  increasingly congested town? 
From my own observations in 50+ years of driving, the motorcyclists are the biggest group of drivers 
disregarding traffic regulations viz; Speed limits, double white lines, risky overtaking of slower vehicles, cutting in 
front of moving vehicles reducing the overtaken driver’s braking distance etc. Yet speed cameras photograph the 
fronts of vehicles which means that motorcyclists are not identifiable. Changing speed limits will not alter their 
behaviour. 
A 20mph speed limit will increase slow moving / static traffic and pollution will rise. 
30mph → 20mph = increases pollution by 50% 
[over a 1 mile stretch of road, a certain amount of pollution is produced as a vehicle takes 2 min at a steady 
30mph. At 20mph that same vehicle takes 3 min to cover the 1 mile. Dropping a gear in order to keep the revs 
within the ‘power band’ means that vehicles are producing pollution at the same rate, for 50% longer time, 
therefore pollution increases by 50%] 
What IS the installation/signage cost? Who pays? What is the potential cost of enforcement? 
Is it not more effective (and more cost-effective) to increase the number of electronic “Your Speed” signs? 
Vehicles exceeding the speed limit are advertising to all who see the signs that the driver is careless and 
inconsiderate. 
I see that Spring Hill above the Youth Club Junction, is excluded from the proposed 20mph limit, yet this is the 
road when travelling downhill, many if not most vehicles exceed the 30mph limit creating danger for vehicles 
exiting side roads or private driveways. The small school in Church Street is within the proposed 20mph zone 
(where it impossible to exceed 20mph anyway) but the large Nailsworth Junior in Forest Green is not in the 
scheme. 
If the mini-roundabout in Nailsworth is re-sited and effective road markings put in place, vehicle speeds will 
reduce as a result as drivers will not have the excuse of ‘being on the major road’. 
There are many instances around Nailsworth where the road markings are near non-existent, including the Old 
Market pedestrian crossing. Renewing them would also be a low-cost method of improving safety. 
Pedestrian safety has recently been improved by recent amendments to the highway code to give pedestrians 
increased right-of-way when crossing the road. 
I strongly suspect that if drivers / riders fail to observe the highway code now, a change of speed limit is likely to 
frustrate drivers rather than improve their consideration for other road users. 



In summary, I think the scheme is a huge expense in order to achieve almost nothing. The roads which 
have been selected appears to have been the result of a raffle. 
 
RESPONSE - UPHOLDING OBJECTION  
My objections still stand.  
I think that this is a political move, not reflecting the real figures of Nailsworth. It is an expensive scheme which 
will achieve very little. Those who disregard speed limits will continue to do so. The general speed of traffic in 
Nailsworth is kept low by the volume of traffic and the various devices which serve to keep speeds low.  
I find that the more restrictions which are in place increases the frustration of drivers who then take risks in order 
to get out of the restricted area. For example a junction without traffic lights causes drivers to slow down as they 
do not know the risks and they tend to be more courteous to other drivers and pedestrians. Putting traffic lights 
on the junction causes drivers to jump the lights, be an “amber gambler”, speed up in order to get through on 
green, all of which increase the collision risk. 
I think that these objections, while sound, will carry no weight as the decision is already made. 
Yours, 

 


