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Grindleford Traffic Survey 2021 – Report 

Summary 

A traffic survey was developed at the request of Grindleford Parish Council. 410 surveys were 

distributed, and 129 were returned. The survey included details of car ownership, walking and 

cycling, traffic and parking issues and bus use. 

Grindleford is a great place to live, and people who live here find walking and cycling around the 

village pleasant. However, speeding vehicles and inconsiderate parking combine to make walking 

and cycling less safe than it should be. Some residents noted the dangers of congested parking and 

parents in particular are worried about the safety of their children Amongst other areas causing 

anxiety are the roads immediately around the school which were most often cited as a risk to 

children and residents. 

Most people who responded to the survey would accept a 20mph speed limit within the central part 

of Grindleford, with many of the remainder saying that the priority should be on enforcing the 

existing speed limits. 

Very few people in the village manage without a car, and there are only small numbers of 

households that own an electric car to date. Buses are used occasionally by half of the residents, 

with a more reliable and frequent service being thought likely to increase their use. 

 

How the survey was done 

The Grindleford Residents’ Traffic Survey was developed at the request of Grindleford Parish 

Council. It had five sections: 

 Household information, including number of cars owned 

 Parking issues 

 Walking and cycling 

 Traffic issues 

 Bus use 

A paper copy of the survey was distributed with the Grindleford News to every household in 

Grindleford, with additional copies available from the Community Shop. Completion of the survey 

was promoted in the Grindleford News and through local social media. Completed surveys could be 

returned to any parish councillor, or to the Community Shop. 410 surveys were distributed to 

households. The surveys were distributed in the first week of April 2021, and returned surveys up to 

the end of May 2021 were accepted. 

 

How the survey was analysed 

Completed traffic surveys were given unique numbers and inputted to a Google Sheets document by 

four people. All responses including text comments were inputted. Once survey collection had been 

completed the Sheets document was exported as a Microsoft Excel document for analysis. As not all 

questions were completed by all respondents both actual numbers and percentages are reported 

below. Some questions provided the opportunity for ‘all that apply’ answers. Others required one 

answer to be chosen from those available. These different response options have been highlighted 
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below. Residents were asked for, and provided, written comments on each of the sections of the 

survey. Example comments have been included in this report to help make sense of the results. A 

copy of the Traffic Survey is attached to this report (Appendix 1). See the back of the report for all 

the comments provided (Appendix 2). 

 

Details of returned surveys 

129 Traffic Surveys were returned, a response rate of 31% of households. Of these 127 identified the 

area of Grindleford where they lived. Table 1 provides details. The largest group identified 

themselves as living in the Grindleford Village area. There were responses from all other areas 

identified on the survey as well as some additional areas. 

The most common size of households reported was 2 people (79 households – 61%). There were 21 

single person households (16%) and 22 households (17%) reported having one or more children in 

their household. The remaining households had 3 or more adults resident. 

Table 1. Area of Grindleford 

Nether Padley 23 

Upper Padley 15 

Grindleford Village 54 

Stoke 11 

Eyam Woodlands 13 

Other 11 

Not stated 
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Car ownership 

Only 3 respondents identified not owning a car. 51 households were reported to own one car (40%) 

with 61 households owning two cars (48%). 9 respondents reported that their household owned 

three cars and 2 respondents that they owned four. Ten respondents were blue badge holders. 

 

Parking issues 

The large majority of respondents reported having access to off-road parking (107 – 83%). Despite 

this 33 respondents (26%) reported needing to park one (18 respondents – 14%) or two (15 

respondents – 12%) cars on the road.   

A majority of respondents (77 – 62%) reported that finding a parking space on the road was not 

applicable to them, and a further 20 (16%) that they never had difficulty with it. The remaining 27 

people that answered this question identified occasional (17 respondents – 14%) or regular (10 

respondents – 8%) difficulties with finding a parking space. 

 Space at a premium 24/7 all year 
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 I can usually find a space within 200m of my house but at times when I have to carry heavy 

shopping or objects from the car this can be inconvenient 

 Too many cars on the main road 

Inconsiderate parking was reported by a majority of respondents, see Table 2. Parking both sides of 

the road (89 respondents – 69%), pavement parking (86 respondents – 67%) and obstructed 

sightlines (83 respondents – 64%) were reported most frequently. Parking blocking bus stops (14 

respondents – 11%) and obstruction to driveways / access (37 respondents – 29%) were reported 

least often. 

Table 2. Inconsiderate Parking (tick all that apply) 

Type of inconsiderate parking How many respondents report this? 

Pavement parking 86 

Obstruction of driveways / access 37 

Parking both sides 89 

Vehicles parked badly 80 

Vehicles left for long periods unused 46 

Obstruction to through traffic 65 

Obstructed sightlines 83 

Blocking bus stops 14 

Blocking pedestrians / wheelchair / pushchair / 

disabled / dog walkers 

62 

 

A majority of respondents would support some sort of parking permit scheme (80 respondents – 

70%), with 31 (27%) against, and 4 (3%) answering Maybe. 

 

Electric vehicles 

Only 5 respondents (4%) currently own an electric vehicle or plug-in hybrid. 51 respondents (40%) 

were considering getting an electric vehicle in the next 3 years, with 72 (57%) confirming that they 

were not. A majority of respondents stated that a residents’ only electric vehicle charger in the 

village would not make any difference to the likelihood of them getting an electric vehicle (66 

respondents – 52%)m with 59 respondents (47%) identifying that it might make it more likely. 

 

Safe walking and cycling 

A large majority of respondents felt safe walking through Grindleford (94 respondents – 76%). 

However, half of all respondents with children (11 respondents – 50%) did not feel happy about their 

children’s safety walking in the village, even when including the 3 respondents with children who 

considered the question not applicable. A number of respondents without children also identified 
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this as a concern, and comments illustrate the extent to which this issue may be limiting children’s 

freedom within the village. 

 Crossing main road in Grindleford can be a danger. Crossing main road through Nether 

Padley is particular danger because of bends, not obeying 30mph limit including cyclists 

racing down hill 

 We walk every morning and most evenings to school from Nether Padley. I am always very 

concerned about my 3 children crossing the road as speeding vehicles are getting worse. 

There are no speed prevention measures when entering the village from the Padley Gorge 

end so vehicles can speed until they reach the traffic lights and a lot do. 

 Crossing road to school at the bottom of Sir William dangerous due to parked cars 

Around half of households owned a bicycle (66 respondents – 51%), with 13 households (10%) 

reporting owning one or more electric bicycles. The majority reported cycling for leisure (55 

respondents – 83% of those owning a cycle) or exercise (37 respondents – 56% of those owning a 

cycle). 12 respondents (18% of those owning a cycle) reported cycling to work. A majority of those 

owning a bicycle reported cycling occasionally (47 respondents – 72%), with the other respondents 

reporting cycling a few times a week or most days. 

22 respondents (40% of those who answered the question) reported not feeling safe cycling through 

Grindleford, with comments illustrating the concern that some cyclists felt regarding the safety of 

traffic through the centre of the village.  

 The village is lovely and it’s great to be on a bike so that you can pass the time of day as you 

cycle by. But the through traffic is scary. 

 The road by the school is very scary on a bike 

 Bikes at high risk due to speeding and non-local drivers either not aware or inexperienced 

around cyclists. 

A large majority of all respondents (88 respondents – 82%) found walking or cycling through 

Grindleford a pleasant experience.  

 

Vehicle speeds and speed limits 

A majority of residents (86 respondents – 68%) did not think that the current speed of vehicles 

through Grindleford is safe, and a larger majority (108 respondents – 85%) did not think that drivers 

generally stick to the current speed limits. 

A large majority of respondents would accept a 20mph speed limit through some or all of 

Grindleford (110 respondents – 85%). Respondents were asked to select one of four options for how 

20mph could be implemented and opinion was split between those preferring a 20mph zone (45 

respondents – 41%), a 20mph limit through the central part of the village (45 respondents – 41%), or 

a 20mph limit on the main road only (21 respondents – 19%). The remaining 9 respondents selected 

the ‘other’ response, mainly adding details to the effect that the 30mph limit should remain but be 

enforced. 

 When school children are going to and from school, flashing speed limit @ 20mph 

 On the Sheffield side of the bridge 30 is ok but needs to be enforced (cars regularly come 

down the hill at 50-60mph). We need speed cameras and signs like the one the other end of 

the village 
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 People who don’t observe 30mph won’t observe 20mph 

Less people were in support of a reduction in the 40mph and 50mph limit areas, with 56 

respondents (44%) in favour. Just over a third of respondents (47 – 36%) reported that they were 

affected by noise and pollution in the 40mph and 50mph areas. Of those reporting being affected a 

large majority (39 people – 83%) were in favour of a reduction in speeds in the 40mph and 50mph 

limit areas.  

 50mph not at all appropriate. Would be okay if they stuck to the speed limit but plenty 

doesn’t 

 Noise pollution is mostly down to excessive engine noise (especially motorbikes). Many of 

these have illegal exhausts. The problem is not really the speed limit. Enforcement of illegal 

exhausts would have more impact. 

 The road to Hathersage is much more dangerous due to narrow width and poor visibility 

than the Calver road 

 

Use of buses 

Half of all respondents reported using buses (64 respondents – 50%). Of these the majority reported 

going by bus occasionally. Ten respondents reported using buses a few times a week or most days 

(8% of all respondents). The most common reasons for using buses were for leisure (36 respondents 

– 56% of bus users) and shopping (30 respondents – 47% of bus users). Six respondents used buses 

for commuting (9% of bus users) and three used buses to travel to education (5% of bus users).  

Places travelled to by bus are detailed in Table 3. The most common destinations reported were 

Sheffield and Bakewell. 

Table 3. Where respondents go by bus (tick all that apply) 

Destination How many identify this destination? 

Sheffield 52 

Hathersage 9 

Newholme 4 

Stoney Middleton 4 

Calver 11 

Bakewell 23 

Longshaw 12 

Meadowhall 16 

Tideswell 5 

Chesterfield 10 

Other 8 
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 A good bus service between villages would be very helpful 

 Bus services too restricted and unreliable 

 Buses are very expensive compared to driving or the trains. Needs more subsidy. 

Reported use of Bakewell and Eyam Community Transport was very low. No-one reported using the 

Shopping Bus, and one person (1%) reported using the Car Scheme. 

 

Actions for consideration by the Grindleford Parish Council 

 To increase existing speed enforcement measures, and to monitor traffic at weekends as 

well as weekdays 

 To lobby Derbyshire County Council for a 20mph speed limit through the central part of the 

village 

 To reinstate the school crossing warden 

 To undertake an information campaign for residents and visitors regarding safe and 

considerate parking 

 To further explore how a residents’ parking scheme could be implemented 

 To lobby Derbyshire County Council for enhanced bus services between Grindleford and 

neighbouring villages 

 To promote residents’ use of Bakewell and Eyam Community Transport 

 To support initiatives that promote cycling and e-bike use for shorter journeys by residents 

and visitors 

 To inform our County Councillor of the results of this survey and the strength of feeling 

amongst residents regarding the issues highlighted 

 

 

 

 


