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I am Greg Lehey of 29 Stones Road, Dereel 3352, emailvicroads@lemis.com.
This is a submission regarding proposals to further reduce the open road default speed
limit. You may publish this submission or any subset that does not change the meaning.

I strongly oppose any further speed limits for a number of reasons.I am also concerned
about the number of road accidents, but your proposals are not the correct way to address
them. Ihave read your RIA at https://www.infrastructure.gov.au/sites/default/files/docu-
ments/consultation-regulatory-impact-analysis-reducing-default-speed-limits-outside-of-
built-up-areas-infographic-october2025.pdf. It contains a number of unsubstantiated
claims and omissions:

• “Lowering default speed limits outside built-up areas delivers a net societal benefit
across all scenarios, for both sealed and unsealed roads.”

I dispute this. It is true that reducing speed limits will reduce the number of road
accidents. Taking this to areductio ad absurdum, lowering the speed limit to 0
km/h will eliminate all speed-related road deaths. And this makes it clear: any
speed limit is a tradeoff between safety and convenience.

• It does not even consider the real causes of road accidents, such as road condition,
lack of driver concentration (exacerbated by long driving times)or driver educa-
tion.

• It does not address the fact that speed limits on any stretch of road can be influ-
enced by weather conditions.

• It does not address the underlying cause of the asserted 10% increase in road fatali-
ties over the last few years.

Apart from the RIA, there are a number of issues that need addressing:

• Australia already has some of the lowest speed limits in the civilized world. If the
number of road accidents is higher than the OECD average, it is clearly not because
of the speed limits. In particular, your documentation shows that Germany, which
does not have a default speed limit, and which has much more road congestion, has
fewer road accidents than Australia.

• There are other differences between Germany and Australia: distances in Australia
are far longer. Reducing limit will increase times significantly. Currently a trip
from Melbourne to Adelaide, a distance of 727 km, will take (according to Google
Maps) a time of 8 hours, 10 minutes.That’s an average speed of 89 km/h. If the
speed on this stretch were to be reduced to 80 km/h, that average might drop to 72



km/h, meaning a driving time of 10 hours, 6 minutes, nearly 2 hours longer. I un-
derstand that there is no intention to apply such a default to the roads in question—
yet—but a default encourages limiting speed limits rather than addressing the un-
derlying issues.

• Adding further default speed limits will encourage councils to reduce speed limits
rather than maintain the roads.

• Speed limits need to be policed.The current proposal appears to apply the limits to
remote roads. Who will police them?

• Speed limits are a substitute for driver education. Awell-educated driver will un-
derstand that he must adapt his speed to road conditions.An obedient driver will
follow the signs, even when conditions make that speed inappropriate.A good ex-
ample is the sign on the freeway from Ballarat to Melbourne: “When icy: 40
km/h”. Thisis an order of magnitude too high.

• Lower speed limits will tempt drivers to exceed the limit, thus negating the effort.

So what should be done?A good start would be an unblinkered approach that comes up
for reasons why Australia, despite low traffic volumes, low speed limits and long dis-
tances, still has more accidents than other countries.Driver education should be greatly
improved, maybe including compulsory education classes for repeat offenders. Andad-
visory speed limits (with explanations) could be useful.
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