Appendix 4

Lee W right {Place)

From: Bshower Parish Clerk < parishclerk@ashover-pogoviuks

Sent: A7 Jume 2021 09:41

Ta: Lee Wright (Place]

L B ot Barry Lawiz (Elected Membersi

Subject: RE: 2021 D6 07 - AG3Z MATLOCK TO COUNTY BOUNDARY AND ADJACENT ROAD
(308 PH, 45MPH AND SOMPH SPEED LIMIT) ORDER 2021 - Initial Consultation

C=arles

Thank you for your email informing of proposed speed imit changes onthe 4532, which was put before Ashover
Farish Counci! Members at the meeting held on 15 June 2021, when the following comments were made with
regard to the stretch of the AB32 in the Ashowver Parish:-

1) Members welcomed the intention to reduce the national speed limit stretches down to a S0miph fimit
2] Members request that the speed limit through Kelstedge is changed from 40mph to 30mph and gave the
following reasons:
* Housing opens directly onto the AB32, presenting an immmediate hazard for pedestrians.
*  Nulperabiiity of drivers acoessing lanes/roads on both sides fom the A832.
*  Poor visibility for drivers exiting lanefroads either side onto the AG32.
*  ulnerabifity of pedestrians crossing the AB32 at Kelstedpe, as residents five either side of the AG32.

| hope you will consider the points made above and let me kmow i you reguire any further information.

If Hiphwanys will pot reduce the speed fimit in Kelstedge dowmn to 20mph, | would be gratefid to recepes the reasoning
behind this decision, so that | may report back to Ashowver Parish Council Members.

Please acknowledas receipt of this email

Kind regards

Parizh Clerk
Azhower Pansh Council

Please follow the [ink to read Ashowver Parish Council’s Privacy Statement
Think before you print? Save epergy and paper, Do you really nead to print this email?

Criscizimer

The information im this e-mail i intended solely for the addressee. Unauthorsed access to this e-mail by amyone
else iz prohibited. i you have received this e-mall in error, or are reading it without autharisation, any discosure,
copying or distribution is prohibited by Ashover Pansh Coundil.  Senders and recipients of e-mail should be aware
that under the Gensral Data Protection Regulations 2018 and the Freedom of Information Act 2000, the contents
may have to be disclosed to 3 request.

Thiz e-mail message and any attached files hawve been scanned for the presence of computer viruzes. However, you
are advised that you open any attachments &t your own risk.
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Representation Regarding Proposed Change of Speed Limit
A632 Matlock Road, and Walton Road
Reference Z3264

14t September 2021

Chris Henning,

Executive Director,

Fao Traffic and Safety Team, (23264)
Place,

Derbyshire County Council,

County Hall,

Matlock DE4 3AG

As a resident of Matlock Road. we are really delighted to see the
proposed amendment to the speed limit on the section of Matlock
Road South West of the junction of Foljambe Avenue, this will make a
great deal of difference to the safety of all residents entering and
leaving their properties. and also to pedestrians attempting to cross
the same stretch of road.

Whilst it is unclear to us how far the proposed 496 metre extension
goes, as we do not have the necessary measuring equipment, it would
seem entirely rational that the extension becomes continuous with the
30mph limit on Acorn Ridge. Thus avoiding a few metres where the
limit changes from 30mph to 40mph and then back to 30mph.

Consideration also needs to be given to the safety of pedestrians
attempting to cross the road, which can now take anythingup to 7 or
8 minutes due to the continuous nature of the traffic flow, the lack of a
continuous footway on either side of the road. Heaven only knows how
the visually impaired, wheelchair users ete are supposed to get access

to the bus stops and public footpaths which access directly onto this
section of the AG32
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Representation Regarding Proposed Change of Speed Limit
A632 Matlock Road, and Walton Road
Reference £3264

14t September 2021

Chris Henning,

Executive Director,

Fao Traffic and Safety Team, (23264)
Flace,

Derbyshire County Council,

County Hall,

Matlock DE4 3AG

As a resident of Matlock Road, 1 am really delighted to see the
proposed amendment to the speed limit on the section of Matlock
Road South West of the junction of Foljambe Avenue, this will make a
great deal of difference to the safety of all residents entering and
leaving their properties, and also to pedestrians attempting to cross
the same stretch of road.

Whilst it is unclear to me how far the proposed 496 metre extension
goes, as we do not have the necessary measuring equipment, it would
seem entirely rational that the extension becomes continuous with
the 30mph limit on Acorn Ridge. Thus avoiding a few metres where
the limit changes from 30mph to 40mph and then back to 30mph.
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Lee Wright {Place)

From:

Sent: 16 September 2027 09:48
T Place Highways Hub (Flace}
Subject: B2016624 F3264 proposal
Categories: Crange Category

Diear Sir/Madam

| amn writing in relation to the proposed change of spead flimit on A532 Matlodk and Walton Road (ref 23264).

| am a resident of | wihich exits on to the Matlock Road and am so supportive of the proposed change
from 40 to 30 miles per hour. Exting onto Matlock Road is exceedingly difficult and the reduced spesd limit will help
imrnensely.

by only concern is the extent of the 30 imit. Having measured 4%6m from Foljambe junction along Matlock Road 1t
seems to stop in the middie of nowhere in particular, possibly the Welcome to Chesterfield sign? With speed limits
being a county issue, thiz dossn't seem to make szense. Would it be possible to extent this a few metres to at l=ast
incorporate the tuming to Acom Ridge (which is a 30 mph zone), or even further along the Matfock Road to benefit
thie few individual properties towands Matlock that also exit onto the road.

| look forward to hearing a positive outcome for the proposed changes and am exceedingly thankful this is being
considerad.

Yours farthfully
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Lee Wright (Place)

From:

Sent: 18 September 2021 10:41

To: Place Highways Hub (Place)

Subject: Proposed change of speed limit A632 (TSG)
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

F.A.O Chris Henning

Reference 23264

As a resident of ' for over 40 years | have seen the speed of vehicles increase considerably and the
volume of traffic too. Obviously | was very pleased to hear of the amendment to the speed limit that has been
proposed. However in my view the extension does not go far enough. Where [ live the view for getting out is
reasonably good even though many a time | come out of the drive turn left towards Chesterfield and and a car is
right on my bumper | cannot imagine how the houses further along from me can safely come out of their drives
without taking their lives in their hands. The 30mph limit needs to stretch to at least Acorn ridge.

We recently had a radar speed survey done along the road and in a one week period 132 cars were doing between
50-60 mph. Is it possible to have an illuminated speed sign as well as | am sure that would be a great deterrent.

Sent from my iPad
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Lee WriEht {Place)

From: Hughes, Stephen, 17943 <5tephen.Hughes1@iderbyshire.pofice.uk »

Sent: 11 June 2021 10:41

T Les Wright (Place]

Subject: RE- 2021 06 07 - AG3Z MATLOCK TO COUNTY BOUNDARY AND ADIACENT RCAD
[F0MPH, 40KPH AMND S0MPH SPEED LIMIT ORDER 2027 - Initial Consultation

Attachments: AG32 col checks.doo aoc_inter a632 pdf; AE3Z Speed refated RTC map.docx

Les

| hawe reviewsd the abowve proposals for the 4632 from Matlock to Chesterfield and would like to make the following
COITHTENtS.

Im relaticn the existing 30mph limnit in Matlodk being extended to 3 point 298m north east of the junction with
Owarmy Lame, there are Mo chjections due to the recent developments on this road. Along with the $0mmph mit
wihere the AB32 has less developments and bends.

The revised 30mph limit 456m south-west of its junction with Foljambs Avenue in Chesterfield, wherely the limit is
extended to include the residential properties, there are Mo objections.

In relation to the Mational Speed Limit on the remaning sections of the A532 being reduced to S0mph.
Looking 3t the spe=d survey resuits you kindly have provided:

*  Site 5200 the E5' percentile in both directions is 60 with a mean speed of 53. The results for north and
south are very simalar at this location. This shows that there is good compliance with the National speed
[imit with the mean speed not falling within the current enforcemsnt speed for 8 50mph limit

*  Site 5193 Siack Hill, the 85" percentile for both directions is 64, with a mean speed of 53.7. Locking =t the
rorth and sowth data there is 3 dear indication that vehicles travelling up this 14% incline are going faster
than those travelling down, which im part can be explained by the cvertaking lane and the opportunity to
owertake slower moving vehicles, whereas vehicles travelling downhifl are heid by the single lane and sofid
white lines.

*  Site 5196 the 85" percentile for both directions is b6 with 3 mean speed of 551, The north and south data
does show the 5% as befow 60 in both directions with the anomaly being caused by a ar going through in
axcess of 70 late at night and in the early hours. Without this there would be good compliznoe at this
location for the Mational Speed limit.

*  Site 5195 the 85" percentile shows both directions as 60 with a mean speed of 53. This would show god
compliance with the Mational speed fimit

*  Site 5157 the 85" percentile for each direction is 54 and the mean speed is 46.5, again with little deviation m
these from the 2 separate directions. This again shows gooed compliance with the National Speed limit.

*  Site 5158 the E5' percentile is 55 and mean speed of 47.7 for both directions, with little deviation in the
separate directions.

Im relation to the RTC data for this stretch of road and also only focusing on the Mational Speed limit stretch. | havwe
obtained the collision data from Kerry and this would show that there has been intotal 35 injury RTCs. on the entire
stretch of the AG32 from Matlock to Chesterfield. Removing the RTC's whidh hawe coourred in the pre-existing 30
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and 3] fimits this leaves 17 which have ooourred in the national speed limits. but only 3 of these are atinbuted to
excess speed and were all dassed as slight injuries.

In regard to the Fatal RTC, this was in fact 2 peda! oydist who has fallen from their oyde and their head has collided
with the hard surface, it would appear that no other vehice was imvoheed and speed was not 2 contributany facior.

These results are included in this report.

Looking at the topography of the road within the national speed limits they are very weil main@ined, of high quality
and in general terms straight roads with good lines of sight and very sparsely populated. What buldings there are
being, in the whole being set back from the road with driveways giving access. The road does not have 3 high
number of bends.

Therefore, in condusion | would hawe to say that | would object to the lowering of the nationa! speed limit to 50
based on the specific locations and causation factors of the RTC's and the road layout/topography.

The only area where some road improvemsants cowld be made are on the Siack Hill stretch and | wouwld suggest the
additicn of rumble strips, there are no significant developments in the near location who would be affected by the
additicn of these as measure to control the speed of vehides.

Regards

Stephen Hughes {17348)

Traffic Management Officar
Traffic Management Linit

Roads Policing, Operational Support
Whatt's Way, Ripley, DES 350U

Derbyzhire Constabulany HO

Miobile 07712 424 586

hdiobex 737 4061

Email: Stephen Hughes1i@Derbyshire. Police.uk

Email: TEMMNE Derbyshire Police UK
‘Web: httpe/ f'wwew. derbyshire police.uk
AGILE f REMIOTE WORKING {plecse contact wia email or Teams only)

Flagse traat infarmotion ay rastricted wnless otharwiss rpecified,

Making Drerbyshire Safer
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Lee WI‘iEIth {Place)

From: Hughes, Stephen, 17948 «Stephen Hughes 1@ derbyshire.paliceuk -

Sent: 02 September 2021 10:33

Ta: Place Highways Hub: [Place)

Cc: Lee Wright (Macs]

Subject: B20161584 FW:- 2021 09 01 - AG3Z PermSpdLmt Crder - Consuftation

Attachments: 2021 - AG32 PermSpdlimt - Plan - HMT_IM_278_21_1 pdf; 2021 - AG3Z PermSpdimt

- Plan - HMT_IM_278_21_2.pdf 2021 - AB32Z PermSpdimt - Plan - HMT_IM_2TE_21_
J.docy; 2027 - A632 PermSpdimt - Plan - HMT_IM_278_21_4 pdf; 2021 08 10 - AG32
ParmSpdlent - Motice.dog 5 2021 06 07 - Reply to DCCmsg

Follow Up Fag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

F.A.0 Executive Director-Place, Derbyshire County Council
Your reference 73264

Sir

| am rephying in regard to the proposed changes to the speed limits on the 4632 Matlock to Chesterfield, in mry
capacity a5 the Traffic Management Officer for Derbryshire Constabulary.

| have previoushy been in contact with Mr Lee Wright and have included my email reply to him which was zent on 11
June 2021,
T re-iterate my conclusions.

Whilst there are no objections to the extension of the 30 and 40 mph limits within the built up areas, taking mio
account the recent developments, | have to question wiy the cumrent Maticnal sped limit is being reduced to
S0miph on the remainder of the road.

According to cur Collizon data. in the past 36 months to June this year there have onfy been 17 collisions which have
corurred within the National speed limit area. Of these only 3 were attributed to speed alone and afl resulted in
minor injuries onkby.

Of the single Fatal accident this was in fact 2 pedal opclist who had fallen from their opde with their head hitting the
hard surface and using the unfortunate fatal injury. Mo other vehicle was involved.

Locking at the topography of the road within the national speed imits they are very well maintained, of high quality
and in general terms straight roads with good lines of sight and very sparsely populated. What buildings there are, in
the whole being st back from the road with drivesways giving access. The road does not have a high number of
bends. The road looks to road users to be a Mational Speed limit road and there wouwld nesd to be more changes
other then speed limit signs to re-enforce the change in the speed limit.

The resufts of the speed survey conducted by yoursedfves aiso shows that there is a good compliance with the
current Mational Speed linnit.

Also refieresing to the DFT circutar 012013 SETTING LOCAL SPEED LIMITS, under section 3, key points, which incude:

The underlyng oim showid be to achieve g “safe” distribution of speeds. The Key foctors that showid be taken into
account in any decisions on looal speed limits are:

*  Ristony of collisions. Mery few within the national limit and onby 3 minor injury collisions atributed o speed

*  rood geometny and engimesring..well maintained and few bends with pood lines of sight
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*  rood function. aithough not part of the strategic road network, forms one of the main routes between
Matlock and chesterfield

*  romposition af rogd wsers_ mainly car use with a few HGY's, increasing use by motoroydists and pedal
cyclists in the summer months along with increase in tourist/visiting traffic

*  gyisting trgffic speeds._good compliance with the national speed imit with eh 85 %centile

*  rogd enwronment
and also referring this to part 7.2 Single Carriagewsay Roads, table 2 reads
&0 mph....Recommended for most high quality rood strategic A and B roods with few bends, junctions or ocoesses
‘Whilst | acknowledge that this is not part of the strategic road network it s of High guality and has few bends and
aocesses in the national speed limit sections.

| have also spoken with the Derbyshire Speed Enforcement Unit, CREST, and as this is currentdy classed a5 a Low risk
area for speeding the change in speed limits from &0miph to 20mph may put it into a higher risk @tegony requiring
additional enforcement by the Police. Therefore would the lowering of the speed limit to 50 mph be oeatinga
problem which currently doss not exist 111

The onby area where some road improvements cowld be made are on the Siack Hill stretch and | wouwld suggest the
additicn of rumble strips, there are no significant developments in the near location who would be affected by the
addition of these as measure to control the speed of vehices.

| subvenit thas report for youwr consideration and fook forward to your reply

Regards

Stephen Hughes [17948)

Imffic Manaeement Officer
Traffic Manzgemeant Linit

Roads Policing, Operational Support
Wyart's Way, Ripley, DES 35U

Dertyshire Constabulary HO,

Nicbile 07712 424 566

Miobex 737 4061

Emaif: Stephen Hughes1@Derbyshire Police uk

Email: TRMNE Derbyshire Police UK
‘Wekb: http: fwarwr derbyshire. podice uk
AGHE | RENMIOTE WORKING (piease contoct wio email or Teains only)

Flaore treat imfarmotion as rastrictad upkass otherwisa reecifl

“Making Derbyshire Safer
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