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Appendix 1: R B Greenwich 2014 Casualty Data and Comparisons 
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Casualties in the year 2014 compared with the 2005-2009 average and 2013

Casualty severity User Group 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2005-2009 Average 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2013-2014 diff 2014-2005-2009 average diff % diff 2014 to 2005-2009 ave

Fatal Pedestrians 3 4 1 5 3 3.2 2 0 1 2 3 1 -0.2 -6%

Pedal Cyclists 1 0 1 0 2 0.8 0 0 0 0 0 0 -0.8 -100%

Powered 2 Wheeler 1 3 3 2 0 1.8 2 1 1 0 1 1 -0.8 -44%

Car Occupants 2 5 3 5 3 3.6 1 1 1 0 0 0 -3.6 -100%

Bus and Coach Occupants 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0%

Other Vehicle Occupants 1 1 0 0 0 0.4 0 0 0 0 0 0 -0.4 -100%

Total 8 13 8 12 8 9.8 5 2 3 2 4 2 -5.8 -59%

Fatal & Serious Pedestrians 31 33 38 32 23 31.4 24 35 26 12 17 5 -26 -84%

Pedal Cyclists 6 5 11 11 13 9.2 12 8 7 4 5 1 -4 -46%

Powered 2 Wheelers 34 31 26 29 13 26.6 29 21 15 6 10 4 -16.6 -62%

Car Occupants 33 34 48 43 42 40 32 23 20 5 6 1 -34 -85%

Bus and Coach Occupants 1 8 2 8 6 5 6 8 3 1 1 0 -4 -80%

Other vehicle Occupants 3 11 5 3 2 4.8 1 0 2 0 1 1 -3.8 -79%

Total 108 122 130 125 99 116.8 104 95 73 28 40 12 -76.8 -66%

Children (under 16yrs) 11 18 12 16 12 13.8 14 20 10 5 5 0 -8.8 -64%

Slight* Pedestrians 153 139 101 121 110 124.8 123 123 101 101 101 0 -23.8 -19%

Pedal Cyclists 47 44 55 45 60 50.2 60 69 49 73 88 15 37.8 75%

Powered 2 Wheelers 120 101 97 84 122 104.8 95 110 106 100 86 -14 -18.8 -18%

Car Occupants 438 416 480 451 418 440.6 369 442 364 325 385 60 -55.6 -13%

Bus and Coach Occupants 57 58 69 58 38 56 83 39 39 38 44 6 -12 -21%

Other vehicle Occupants 16 26 22 36 25 25 34 25 39 24 26 2 1 4%

Total 831 784 824 795 773 801.4 764 808 698 661 730 69 -71.4 -9%

All Severities Pedestrians 184 172 139 153 133 156.2 147 158 127 113 118 5 -38.2 -24%

Pedal Cyclists 53 49 66 56 73 59.4 72 77 56 77 93 16 33.6 57%

Powered 2 Wheelers 154 132 123 113 135 131.4 124 131 121 106 96 -13 -35.4 -27%

Car Occupants 471 450 528 501 460 482 387 479 384 330 399 69 -83 -63%

Bus and Coach Occupants 54 66 71 60 43 58.8 64 40 42 39 40 1 -18.8 -32%

Other vehicle Occupants 23 37 27 38 28 30.6 33 25 41 24 24 0 -6.6 -22%

Total 939 906 954 921 872 918.4 827 910 771 689 770 81 -148.4 -16%

TARGET 40% REDUCTION OF ALL KSI's BY THE YEAR 2020 BASED ON THE 2005-2009 AVERAGE
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London Boroughs All Road Casualties% difference between 2014 and 2013 

 

  

-20.0%

-10.0%

0.0%

10.0%

20.0%

30.0%

40.0%

CITY OF LONDON
ISLINGTON

HARINGEY

ENFIELD

HACKNEY

WALTHAM FOREST

TOWER HAMLETS

REDBRIDGE

NEWHAM

BARKING & DAGENHAM

HAVERING

BEXLEY

GREENWICH

LEWISHAM

BROMLEY

SOUTHWARK
CROYDONLAMBETH

WANDSWORTH

MERTON

SUTTON

KINGSTON-UPON-THAMES

RICHMOND-UPON-THAMES

KENSINGTON & CHELSEA

HAMMERSMITH & FULHAM

HOUNSLOW

EALING

HILLINGDON

BRENT

HARROW

BARNET

WESTMINSTER

CAMDEN



 

Borough Road Safety Plan  2015 Page 44 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Appendix 2: Link, Node and Cell Casualty Data, 2012 – 2014 

ALL LONDON BOROUGHS CASUALTY REDUCTION TARGETS 
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Appendix 3: Personnel with Primary Responsibility for Road Safety 
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Directorate of Regeneration Enterprise and Skills 

 

Persons with Primary Responsibility for Traffic Management and Road Safety Engineering 

 

 
OFFICER 

 
POSITION 

 
TELEPHONE 
(direct dial) 

Tim Jackson Assistant Director 

Transportation & Highways 
 

Alex Djan  

Richard Cornell 

Group Manager – Traffic 

Principal Engineer - Traffic 

020 8921 5463 

020 8921 5580 

 

 

Persons with Primary Responsibility for Road Safety Education and Training 

 

OFFICER POSITION 
TELEPHONE 
(Direct Dial) 

Kim Smith Transport Planning Manger  

Raj Shukla Road Safety Manager 020 8921 8082 

Julie Feleppa Area Road Safety Officer 020 8921 8076 

(appointment pending) Cycle Training Manager 020 8921 8074 

Ann Grant School Crossing Patrol Coordinator 020 8921 8411 

Camilla Olofsson School Travel Plan Coordinator 020 8921 8190 
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Appendix 4: Local Safety Schemes Outcome Monitoring to 
December 2014 
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Note: Economic values are based on the average cost of casualties as determined by the DfT in 2013, viz:  

 ‘Serious’ - £195,863 (also applied to ‘fatalities’ for the purpose of this exercise) 

 ‘Slight’ - £15,099 
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Appendix 5: Local Safety Schemes Programmes, 2016 – 2019 
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PREAMBLE TO LOCAL SAFETY SCHEMES (LSS) PROGRAMMES  

The following tables contain the Local Safety Schemes Programmes for 2016-17 and 2017-19. The 
2016-17 Programme will be the subject of a LIP funding bid for 2016-17. The later programmes will 
be subject to review under subsequent Road Safety Plans. 

Note: those links and nodes, where more than one third of all casualties are pedestrians, cycles 
and/or P2W, have been labelled accordingly in the ‘Scheme Description’ column. 

Economic Value of Casualty Savings (Vcs) 

The Link and Node schemes have been prioritised on the basis of the “first year economic rate of 
return” (last column), being the quotient of the “value of casualty savings”, Vcs and the “estimated 
cost of scheme”, Ecs. (Note: 20 mph zones are now prioritised on other criteria described in 3.1.6.)   

The formula for Vcs could be taken simply as the product of the projected ‘all casualty’ savings and 
the average cost of a personal injury accident on urban roads. But given that the 2020 target 
category is “killed and serious injured” (ksi) and that vulnerable road users are more likely to incur 
serious injury, it becomes more important to discriminates between ksi and slight casualties, which 
is achieved by the following formula for Vcs: 

Vcs = ((A-B) x C1) + (B x C2) 

Where:  A =  targeted all casualty reduction/annum on the relevant node/link/cells  

   (66.67% of latest 3-year average) 

  B =  targeted ksi casualty reduction/annum on the relevant node/link/cells  

   (66.67% of latest 3-year average) 

  C1 =  DfT average value of preventing of a slight casualty in 2013 (£15,099) 

  C2 =  DfT average value of preventing a serious casualty in 2013 (£195,863) 

(See:  https://www.gov.uk/government/statistical-data-sets/ras60-average-value-of-preventing-
road-accidents) 

 

By differentiating between ‘slight’ and ‘ksi’ casualties, the above formula offers a more reliable 
method for prioritising those schemes with greater potential to meet the London casualty reduction 
target. It also means that the projected economic value of the LSS Programme as a whole is 
underestimated insofar as the very small numbers of high-cost random fatalities have not been 
costed separately. (Note: the 2013 DfT value of preventing a fatality was about £1.74 million.) 

Estimated Cost of Scheme (Ecs) 

Where prioritisation is based on economic rate of return, it is necessary to assign approximate 
costs that roughly reflect the extent of the treatment required to ameliorate the casualties identified 
for each link, and node. But until detailed site surveys and collision studies have been completed it 
is not possible to determine precisely what is needed or where. Consequently the estimated 
scheme costs shown in the LSS programme are not robust and are offered only as a guide to 
scheme prioritisation. Other considerations may warrant bringing forward later programmed 
schemes for earlier implementation. 

 

https://www.gov.uk/government/statistical-data-sets/ras60-average-value-of-preventing-road-accidents
https://www.gov.uk/government/statistical-data-sets/ras60-average-value-of-preventing-road-accidents
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