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Since!2000!



I!heard!on!the!news!yesterday y y

Five thousand four hundred and seventy five UK 
pedestrians have died since 2001



The!Government!perspectivep p

2nd Review of Government’s Road Safety Strategy, Apr 2007

Opening sentence of Foreword:-

“Great Britain continues to be a world leader in road 
safety, both in terms of overall casualty levels, and in 
d l i t h i d t h l i tdeveloping new techniques and technologies to
improve the safety of our roads.” 

“However, there are still some groups that 
remain more at risk especially youngremain more at risk, especially young
drivers, motorcyclists and those who drive 
for work.”



..and..

Th h b i ifi t i d i

Future Policies – Para 16

There has been significant progress in reducing
pedestrian and pedal cycle KSIs over the period, 
although the number of pedal cyclists killed rose inalthough the number of pedal cyclists killed rose in
2004 and 2005. 

The number of reported pedestrian KSIs has reduced 

Para 74 on pedestrians

p p
substantially and was 39% below the baseline (1994-
98) in 2005. 
Progress has been good on pedestrian deaths - a 
reduction of 33% below the baseline



The!EU!perspective!p p



SUNflower!Reportp
! UK less clearly defined speed management system
! High motorised density leads to high pedestrian 

casualties
! Most reductions in walking and cycling due to less 

walking and cycling.
! UK has greatest scope to improve vulnerable road 

user safety
! Dutch and Swedish models to reduce traffic flow and 

speed needed to reduce UK pedestrian casualties.



Sunflower!conclusions
! UK roads poorly engineered for cyclists and 

d t ipedestrians
! UK has a higher proportion of fatalities on low 

speed roads than other countries
! UK needs to extend 30 kph to residential roadsp
! UK needs to find engineering, speed 

management and traffic management to enablemanagement and traffic management to enable
pedestrians and vehicles to co-exist

! Britain however still has a substantial! Britain, however, still has a substantial
pedestrian casualty problem.



..how!do!we!rate!in!comparison?p
Pedestrian fatalities as %age total fatalities – EU1 4
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Sunflower!Conclusions
! Per distance travelled pedestrians rates worst in UK

N l t i f t liti k lk d l d! Nearly twice as many fatalities per km walked or cycled



The!Hilden!experiencep
! In 1990’s saw cycling and walking reducing
! Formed policy of 30 kph  (18.5 mph) for all 

residential roads
! Some streets just 10 kph
! Now achieve 24% of in-town trips by bicycle
! With 25% of in town trips by public transport

! Warrington has 50% more cars on road than Hilden for g
100 people moved



Our!observation
When it comes to sharing our roads for vulnerable 

droad users :-

! UK has the poorest record in Western Europe
! We have failed to engineer our roads for cyclists or 

pedestrians
! We maintain speed limits in residential and urban 

roads 60% higher than our neighbours
! We are failing in either obtaining or setting conditions g g g

for modal shift
! Question the morality of modal shift encouragementy g

without changing risks for VRU’s



A!community!perspectivey p p

! Parents cite vehicle speeds and volume as reason why 
children dare not allowed to walk or cyclechildren dare not allowed to walk or cycle

! We find 80% of residents support 20 mph on their streets
! Audit Commission found 75% of drivers supported 20 mph! Audit Commission found 75% of drivers supported 20 mph

on residential roads (PACTS report)
! Portsmouth residents all in favour of their 20 mph roads! Portsmouth residents all in favour of their 20 mph roads
! Norwich TA choose 20 mph for all residential roads
! Cambridge City Council want 20 mph for residential roads! Cambridge City Council want 20 mph for residential roads
! 20’s Plenty for Us and them and everyone who cares



20!mph!Not!just!for!safer!streetsp j
! Lower traffic noise and pollution
! Less stress for drivers
! More ambiance for walkers, shoppers, talkers
! Modal shift to cycling and walking

! Greater child and teenage independenceg p
! Fewer cars taking children to school
! Fewer parents spending time driving childrenp p g g
! Less demand for oil
! Fewer car parking spaces neededp g p
! Move to healthier active travel

! Huge reduction in expense of pedestrian and cycleHuge reduction in expense of pedestrian and cycle
facilities



How!can!you!deliver!lower!speeds?y p
! Understand latent demand in communities

! Engage with public and communities

! Implement as an authority wide initiative
! Social rather than highway engineering
! Maximise benefits for drivers
! Debate engages whole community

! Recognise community wide benefits rather than just 
road safety

! Recognise need for vision and commitmentg
! Exploit changes in DfT Circular 01/2006



Key!10/06!Points!" Objectivesy / j

Para Text

4 This!guidance!supersedes01/93

20 Local!speed!limits !that!better!reflect!the!needs!of!all!road!users!not!just!motorised!20 Local!speed!limits !that!better!reflect!the!needs!of!all!road!users,!not!just!motorised!
vehicles.
Improved!quality!of!life!for!local!communities!and!better!balance!between!road!
safety!accessibility!and!environmental!objectivessafety,!accessibility!and!environmental!objectives.

21 Together!with !education, driver!information, !training !and!publicity



Key!10/06!Points!"Underlying!
i i lPrinciples

Para Text

24 Is!important !traffic !authorities!and!police!forces!work!closely!together

27 Some!form!of!enforcement!may be!necessary27 Some!form!of!enforcement!may be!necessary

28 Traffic!authorities!should!include!conditions!and!facilities!for!vulnerable!road!users

33 Need!of!vulnerable!road!users!must!be!fully !taken!into !account

36 Mean!speeds!should!be!used!as!basis!for!determining !local!speed!limits !(this!
replaces!85th percentile!in!old!circular)

38 Minimum length!of!a!speed!limit !should!be!600m



Key!10/06!Points
b S dUrban!Speed!Management

Para Text

68 Standard!30!mph.!Local!speed!limits !of!20!mph!are!encouraged!where!there!is!a!
particular!risk!to!VRUs.

71 Summary table!says!:!20!mph!in!town!centres,!residential!areas!and!in!the!vicinity !
of!schools!where!there!is!a!high!presence!of!VRUs

79 Statutory!provisions!require!that!20!mph!zones!must!have!traffic !calming!every!79 Statutory!provisions!require!that!20!mph!zones!must!have!traffic !calming!every!
100m

82 20!mph!speed!limits !without !other!measures!drop!speed!by!2mph.!Department!p p p p y p p
suggestsuse!where!mean!vehicle!speeds!are!24!mph!or!less,!or!where!additional !
traffic !calming!measures!are!planned!as!part!of!strategy

85 Traffic!calming!cancomprise!psychologicalmeasures!rather!than!physical!85 Traffic!calming!cancomprise!psychologicalmeasures!rather!than!physical!
measures



Interpreting!01/2006p g
! It is a contradictory document

! 01/06 is guidance not rules, basis not compulsion01/06 is guidance not rules, basis not compulsion

! It replaces 01/93 which is now obsolete
! Replaces use of 85th percentile with “mean” speedsp p p

! Builds on “best practice” developed on initiatives outside 
of 01/93

! DfT expects and encourages LA’s to  develop initiatives outside of 
01/06

! Puts responsibility into LA hands together with Police! Puts responsibility into LA hands together with Police
! Requires engagement with communities



Interpreting!01/2006p g
! Encourages 20 mph limits and zones where there is a 

particular risk to vulnerable road usersparticular risk to vulnerable road users
! 86% of pedestrian and cyclist deaths in urban streets
! UK fatalities skewed to pedestrians more than any other WesternUK fatalities skewed to pedestrians more than any other Western

European country

! Recognises “scattered” nature of collisions in residential 
roads

! Need for area wide measures

Diff ti t b t 20 h Z d 20 h Li it! Differentiates between 20 mph Zones and 20 mph Limits



20!mph!Zonesp
! Use!traffic!management!to!create!

conditions!where!20!mph!is!natural!speed!
through nature or calmingthrough!nature!or!calming

! Has!20!mph!zone!entry!and!exit!signs.!p y g
! No!point!more!than!50m!from!traffic!

l i h l i l & h i lcalming!measure.!Psychological!&!physical.
! Humps narrowingsgateways markings! Humps,!narrowings,!gateways,!markings,!

rumble!devices,!



20!mph!Limitsp
! Terminal speed limit signs and repeating signs
! Mackie 1998 found 2mph reduction in speeds with 

signage only
! 5% reduction in accidents for each mph reduction
! Suggests use of 20 mph limits where mean speeds are 

24 mph or less, or additional traffic calming planned
! Considerable change in attitudes to residential speeds in 

last 10 years since Mackie
! Most research based in individual short roads rather than 

th it id i iti tiauthority wide initiatives
! Portsmouth planned retrospective calming/enforcement 

where requiredwhere required



Key!20!mph!mythsy p y
! Its expensive

! Not if you engage with communities and use Speed 
Limits rather than Zones
I P t th j t £333 d! In Portsmouth just £333 per road

! Police won’t enforce it
! Need to recognise public commitment
! Political engagement with Police
! Previous “technical” problems overcome with longer 

road sections

! Slower Journeys will not be acceptable
! Most houses within 1/3 mile arterial road
! Maximum increase just 20 seconds per journey



How!DfT!Circular!01/2006!helpsp
! Portsmouth CC used it for :-

! Authority wide speed limit – not zones
! No additional physical calming
! Public support and consultation engagement
! Excluded main roads and arterial roads
! Completed in 9 months
! Cost £475,000 for 1200 roads
! Accomplished by traffic orders, 200 roads at a time
! Transitioned via de-restriction
! No Secretary of State approval required
! Already speed dropped by 3 mph +
! Created a collective community commitment to Road 

Safety



Typical!Portsmouth!20!mph!Streetsyp p



What!01/2006!means!for!VRUs
! Change in guidance

C fi LA d t t k ibilit! Confirms LA need to take responsibility
! Relaxes guidance on 20 mph on basis of recent  reports
! Allows “can-do” LAs to respond to community wishes
! A move towards a more civilised society
! Roads and streets as “public spaces”
! A new foundation for modal shift policies
! Replaces “old-thinking” about traffic management
! Needs of vulnerable road users can be fully taken into 

account



It#s!a!changed!worldg

! World oil prices and production! World oil prices and production
! Awareness of global warming/climate change
! Maximised capacity on roads
! Obesity and active travel debate
! Aspiration for increased teenage independent 

travel
! Aspiration for decreased dependency on 

motor vehicles
! We know that our urban vehicle speeds are 

wrong



20!mph!residentials!will!happenp pp
! Question is how not why

K i di t! Key ingredients
! Community aspiration

P liti l i i! Political vision
! Officer professionalism from LA and Police
! “How we can” not “Why we can’t” approach! How we can not Why we can t approach
! Engagement and collective commitment

! Question is when?! Question is when?
! 2 pedestrians die each day on our roads

H i th it b f t! How many more in your authority before you act
! How long before you meet your citizens needs



Thank!you!for!your!timey y

www.20splentyforus.org.uk


