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The cover photograph shows the A49 junction with Peckforton Hall Lane and Long Lane,
Spurstow.
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1 Introduction
1.1 Introduction

In September 2016, Cheshire East Council received a 135 signature petition from residents
of Spurstow requesting a reduction in the speed limit from the existing 40mph down to
30mph, and the introduction of other safety measures.

The petition called for;

e All 40mph signage to be replaced with 30mph signage.

e The existing speed camera to be calibrated to detect vehicles travelling in excess of
30mph.

e Placement of no overtaking white lines at the Long Lane/Peckforton Hall Lane
crossroads and adjacent to appropriate residential properties including Panama
Hatty’s Restaurant.

e Signage to indicate the absence of footways as appropriate to residential dwellings.

Many of the signatories also wrote individual letters outlining their concerns regarding;

Safety of pedestrians crossing the A49.

Lack of adherence to the existing 40mph speed limit.

Road surface condition causing vibration in properties.

“Accident blackspots” at the junctions with Peckforton Hall Lane/Long Lane and
Badcock’s Lane.

Increase in the number of HGVs travelling along the A49 in recent years.

On 5" December 2016, a meeting was held at Westfields, Sandbach. Councillors David
Brown and Glen Williams met with three residents of Spurstow. Paul Davies from Cheshire
East Council and Gary Mallin and Simon Barker from Cheshire East Highways were also in
attendance.

The residents explained the reasons for the petition and their general concerns were
discussed.

The process for setting speed limits in accordance with the Cheshire East Council Speed
Management Strategy and the Department for Transport document Setting Local Speed
Limits was explained. It was also pointed out that historically many speed limits had been
set unrealistically low, creating a culture where speed limits are often ignored.

The criterion for installing double white line lines was explained.

It was agreed that a further meeting would be held with the residents in the New Year after
the following actions by Cheshire East officers;

e Carry out traffic survey to obtain average speed data and breakdown of vehicle
classifications.
e Consider relocation of the existing speed camera.
2
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Investigate the provision of “pedestrians in the carriageway” warning signs.
Carry out analysis of latest 5 year injury collision history.

Establish whether the criterion for a double white line system is met.

Asset Management to review carriageway condition.
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2 Safety Camera
2.1

Existing location

At present there is a safety camera within the existing 40mph speed limit. It is located to the
south of Back Lane (also known as Nursery Lane), facing south. (see below).

N

Camera
housing 2
southbound

Maintenance
. hardstanding

Existing safety camera location

The camera has been subject to vandalism on two separate occasions and is currently out

of action. It has been pushed over from the top of the pole and is presently leaning and
requires attention in order for it to become operational again.

4
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Vandalised safety camera

Proposed location

An estimate of £10,618.80 has been received from the safety camera supplier to relocate
the camera. It is recommended that the camera is re-sited to a location close to Panama
Hatty’s, subject to a survey and the presence of statutory undertaker services. This
location is closer to the residential properties and is therefore less likely to future

vandalism. It would also have a positive effect on the adherence to the speed limit in the
residential core of Spurstow.
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Collision History

3.1 Collision summary — A49 Spurstow

The 5-year collision history for the A49 through Spurstow identifies 11 reported personal
injury collisions (PIC) between 1% September 2011 and 31* August 2016. The table below
shows a summary of PICs data provided by Cheshire Constabulary over the 5-year study

period.
2011 2016
(from 2012 2013 2014 2015 (to Total
Sept) Aug)
Fatal 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Serious 0 0 1 2 1 0 4
Slight 0 2 3 1 1 0 7
Total 0 2 4 3 2 0 11
A49 history of personal injury collisions within the latest 5-year period
1 2 3 4 5 (] 7 8 g 10 11
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Weather /Conditl'ons ‘“MMM w "‘_“ g_,—-waj/'m a4 - “l--‘—“

Road Surface | | | |
Special Conditions 2
Carriageway Hazards

Vehicle Manoguyres = . M ‘n Eﬁ” ‘é }( R || e } ™
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Injury collision details
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Injury collision locations
3.2 Collision analysis

The junctions at Badcock’s Lane and at Peckforton Hall Lane/Long Lane were of particular
concern to local residents, who referred to them as “accident blackspots”. For the latest 5
year collision data period, no injury collisions were reported at the Badcock’s Lane junction.
There were two slight injury collisions reported at the Peckforton Hall Lane/Long Lane
junction, both in 2013 and prior to the introduction of the current 40mph speed limit. The
two junctions do not therefore highlight any issues regarding safety.

7
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The eleven collisions are spread over the length of the A49 through Spurstow, as can be
seen on page 7, with six occurring prior to the introduction of the existing 40mph speed limit
(Collisions 1 to 6 on page 7). Since the 40mph speed limit was introduced on 29"
November 2013, there have been five injury collisions reported, three of which were serious
and two slight. The contributory factors are recorded as;

e Collision 7. (i) Deposit on road (e.g. oil or mud), (ii) Slippery road due to weather
and (iii) Road layout (e.g. bend, hill, narrow carriageway).

e Collision 8. Slippery road due to weather.

e Collision 9. (i) Aggressive driving, (ii) Careless, reckless or in a hurry, (iii) Nervous,
uncertain or panic, (iv) Unfamiliar with model of vehicle (motorcycle).

e Collision 10. (i) Loss of control, and (ii) Rain, sleet or snow.

e Collision 11. (i) Slippery road due to weather, and (ii) Learner or inexperienced
driver/rider.

None of the injury collisions above were speed related.
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4.1

Traffic Data

Traffic and speed data
A traffic survey was carried out in July 2012 to the north of the junction with Peckforton Hall
Lane/Long Lane, and prior to the introduction of the 40mph speed limit. A further survey

was carried out at the same location in January 2017
Measure  Zoom All Points  Link for All Points  Auto Show Info  On

»

| lheen
g
1

\

i
l‘(s

hUF@thd&.

it

Green Rut:t.-'; Farm A
u :

‘
Map Data. 0o Terms of Use Repmamapmor

location.

Locatlon of Traffic surveycarrledouf in 2012 and 2017.
Average speed Average speed Combined average
northbound southbound speed
July 2012 47.3 mph 46.4 mph 46.9 mph
January 2017 41.4 mph 41.3mph 41.35mph
Average speeds have fallen since the introduction of the 40mph speed limit, from 46.9mph to

41.43mph at this
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An additional traffic survey was carried out in January 2017 in the residential core of

Spurstow.

Average speeds were recorded at 35.8mph, with 85% of all vehicles travelling at, or below,
38.7mph. This confirms good compliance with the 40mph speed limit.

HGVs made up 5.7% of all vehicles travelling along the A49

Tracsis..

Traffic and Data Services

3589-TAD - Cheshire East Speed Surveys
prepared for Cheshire East
24 Jan 2017 - 30 Jan 2017

Dash boa rd Summary 2. 449, Whitchurch Road - 53, 107294, -2.661667 B Combined B
Click to view full data setsand further breakdown
Daily Volume Counts \""E_T_Edt:l‘{r’:::ﬁr:ge Traffic Composition by Class - Total Surveyed Vehicles
700 »
5,950 \ 03% & o
F-Day Average o,
Total Traffic 86.2% &
a1 ™ |
5,396 7.8% ftege
Weekly Traffi
ekl Traffc 0.7% AN
38,544 2.0% gﬁ\-w
£
£
3
=]
R @@5’ N,,;@ 4,&9 & %5@ @IP ~D§9 s
—n Tum Wed  ——— Tha B St Zun Spurstow Mall Farm 3
7-Day Average 7-Day 85th eile 0On a 7-day
Speed Speed average E ATC 02
0
35.8 38.7 8.9% e S
of wehicles are
mph mph speeding E
- Daily Average Speed - Week View
36 1 -3
: '
Man Tue Wed Thu Fri Sat Sun

ik t vimw in Google Mazs (opes weD brawssr)

Traffic survey summary in residential core
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5.1

5.11

5.1.2

5.1.3

5.2

Road Signs and Road Markings

Existing road markings and signs

Approaches to Spurstow
The 40mph terminal signs on each approach to Spurstow have yellow backing boards, and
are supplemented with dragons’ teeth 40 roundel markings.

Throughout the 40mph speed limit
Within the 40mph speed limit there are;
e 40mph repeater signs on yellow backing boards
40 roundel road markings
SLOW markings
“Speed Camera” signs
Two vehicle activated 40mph VAS signs
Yellow backed chevrons on bends
Double white lines at locations with restricted forward visibility, some with a central
red surface treatment
e Hazard centre lines
e Edge of carriageway lines
¢ General warning signs for bends and side roads

Junction of A49 with Peckforton Hall Lane/Long Lane
On each approach to the Peckforton Hall Lane/Long Lane junction there are;
¢ Advance Direction signs
e “Staggered cross roads” warning signs on yellow backing boards
¢ Hazard centre lines on red surface treatment
e SLOW markings

The Traffic Signs Manual (TSM) states that “Double white lines are used to prohibit
overtaking where (forward) visibility is restricted”. The forward visibility at the A49 junction
with Peckforton Hall Lane/Long Lane is above the required standard. TSM explains that
where visibility is above the minimum standard, a hazard centre line should be used. The
existing hazard centre line through the crossroads is therefore the correct road marking for
the prevailing conditions and a double white line system would not be justified.

Proposed road markings and signs

Some road markings are in poor condition and the edge of carriageway markings are
inconsistent. It is recommended that road markings are renewed as required, and additional
edge of carriageway markings are provided.

There are no warning signs to indicate that due to the lack of footways, and the fact that

pedestrians cross the A49, there is the possibility of encountering pedestrian activity. It is
recommended that “pedestrians in the carriageway” warning signs are installed.

11
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6 Carriageway Condition

6.1 Condition survey

A road surface condition survey was carried out on the A49 through Spurstow in May 2016.
The overall condition was recorded as good (shown in green below).

CheshireEast Luke §@ ¥ O

Four of the five injury collisions that have taken place since the 40mph speed limit was
introduced have a contributory factor of “Slippery road due to weather” and occurred on a
wet road surface in the rain. Consideration could be given for grip fibre/surface dressing
treatment.

12
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7 Speed Limit
7.1 Speed Limit Assessments

Historically many speed limits have been set unrealistically low, creating a culture where
many speed limits are often ignored. Speed limits that are too low for the road conditions
create enforcement problems for the police, and have little or no effect on average vehicle
speeds.

As a consequence of this, the Department for Transport (DfT) issued the document “Setting
Local Speed Limits” to provide guidence to highway authorities on the process for setting a
speed limit, and to ensure consistency throughout the country. Cheshire East Highways
now follows the DfT assessment process and this is supplemented by the Cheshire East
Council “Speed Management Strategy” of September 2016.

The new process is in place to ensure any new speed limit is evidence-led and self-
explaining to reinforce peoples’ assessment of what is a safe speed to travel. This should
encourage self-compliance. Improved respect for speed limits leads to better compliance.

The lowest speed limit for a rural road is 40mph and this should apply “where there are
many bends, junctions or accesses, substantial development, a strong environmental or
landscape reason, or where there are considerable numbers of vulnerable road
users”(DfT).

Table 2 Speed | Where limit should apply:
limits for single
carriasgeway
roads with a
predominant
motor traffic flow
function Speed

limit (mph)
60 Recommended for most high quality strategic A and B roads
with few bends, junctions or accesses.
50 Should be considered for lower quality A and B roads that may

have a relatively high number of bends, junctions or accesses.
Can also be considered where mean speeds are below 50 mph,
so lower limit does not interfere with traffic flow.

40 Should be considered where there are many bends, junctions or
accesses, substantial development, a strong environmental or
landscape reason, or where there are considerable numbers of
vulnerable road users.

Extract from DfT “Setting Local Speed Limits”

30mph speed limits are not permitted on rural roads,unless in a village environment. The
Cheshire East Council Speed Management Strategy provides additional information on the
justification of 40mph speed limits on rural roads, and also the criteria for a village 30mph
speed limit.

13
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Speed Limit
(mph)

Where limit should apply:

40

Settlement has shop(s), school(s), public house, petrol
station etc.

Significant development on both sides of road, but not
necessarily continuous, with some development in depth,
overall frontage exceeds 400m in length.

Some pedestrian/cycle activity throughout the day with
possible peaks associated with schools etc.

Some provision for pedestrian/cyclists or acknowledged need
and possible warning signs.

30

Settlement has a clearly defined core — shopping area,
town/village green etc.

Numerous facilities generating pedestrian/cycle activity —
schools, shops, public house, play areas etc.

Almost continous frontage development exceeding 600m in
length.

Significant development in depth.

Significant pedestrian activity throughout the day with
provision of footways and/or crossings.

Extract from CEC Speed Management Strategy

The residential properties in Spurstow cover a length af approximately 400m and are
predominantly on one side of the road. There are no shops, schools, village greens etc,
although there is a restaurant (Panama Hatty’s) which is open weekday evenings and all
day at weekends. Unlike a public house, is is not a focal point of the community, generating
custom from further afield with visitors travelling by car. There is no village “core” and
therefore nothing to generate significant numbers of pedestrian activity.

Based on the above criterion, the most suitable speed limit for Spurstow would appear to be
50mph, rather than the present 40mph. It would certainly not meet the requirements for a
further reduction to 30mph.

14
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8.1

8.2

Recommendations and Summary

Recommendations

It is recommended that the following measures are taken;
¢ Relocate the safety camera to a suitable location in the vicinity of Panama Hatty’s
restaurant.

¢ Install “pedestrians in the carriageway” warning signs.

e Renew worn road markings.

e Provide additional edge of carriageway road markings

e Investigate need for grip fibre/surface dressing treatment further
Summary

e Although there are perceived safety issues, the latest 5 year police injury collision
data does not back up these concerns.

e The existing 40mph speed limit is in keeping with the nature and characteristics of
the road, and is possibly too low, with a more realistic 50mph speed limit being more
suitable.

e The proposed recommendations should be considered for action.

15



