
Campaigning  for  vulnerable road usersCampaigning  for  vulnerable road users
Since 2000 





Warrington to Hildeng
Warrington
Cycle
Campaign

Warrington

Sheffield
375 miles in 3½ days
600 km

Hull
600 km

R tt d

Miejel

Rotterdam

Hilden





Bush gives Obama White House tourg



Is Cycling the new black?y g
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UK Death Mapp
What if we were to treat death by Road Transport as a disease?

Atlas of Mortality based on 1981-2004 Office for Nat Stats from 99 categories

A M t C C f D thAge Most Common Cause of Death
0 Conditions of the perinatal period 
1–4 Congenital heart defects1 4 Congenital heart defects 
5-9 Pedestrian hit by vehicle 
10-14 Pedestrian hit by vehicle 
15-19 Motor vehicle accidents 
20-24 Motor vehicle accidents 
25 30 M t hi l id t25-30 Motor vehicle accidents 
30-35 Motor vehicle accidents 
35-39 Heart attack and chronic heart disease35 39 Heart  attack and chronic heart disease
40+ Heart  attack and chronic heart disease



June 9th 2008, I heard on the news …Ju e 9 008, ea d o t e e s

Daily Telegraph : 100 British dead in

Since 2001 5,475 UK pedestrians have died

Daily Telegraph : 100 British dead in 
Afghanistan: A moment for sombre reflection 
Since 2001 5,475 UK pedestrians have died 

50,000 have been seriously injured



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.” 

and…

Progress has been good on pedestrian deaths 
d ti f 33% b l th b li- a reduction of 33% below the baseline. 

Pedestrians accounted for about 21% of deaths 
d 22% f i i j i i 2005and 22% of serious injuries in 2005. 



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 substantialBritain, however, still has a substantial 
pedestrian casualty problem.



Sunflower Conclusions
Per distance travelled pedestrians rates worst in UK
N l t i f t liti k lk d l dNearly twice as many fatalities per km walked or cycled



Fred Weggman, MD SWOVgg
“Until 2000 we were always looking to the 
U it d Ki d h it t dUnited Kingdom when it came to road 
safety. You were the inventors of many 

d ti iti d li i All fgood activities and policies. All of a 
sudden, somewhere in 2000, you 
t d d i thi d [thstopped doing things and we [the 

Netherlands] continued with our efforts.”

Evidence to Transport Committee 2008p



..how do we rate in comparison?p
Pedestrian fatalities as %age total fatalities – EU14
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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 encouragement y g
without changing risks for VRU’s



A community perspectivey p p

Parents cite vehicle speeds and volume as reason why 
children dare not be allowed to walk or cyclechildren dare not be allowed to walk or cycle
We find 80% of residents support 20 mph on their streets
Audit Commission found 75% of drivers supported 20 mphAudit Commission found 75% of drivers supported 20 mph 
on residential roads (PACTS report)



Current 20 mph limits and zones /p

• Default is 30mph with isolated 20 
mphmph

• 20 mph seen as “slow”, “abnormal” , 
“unnecessary”

• Drivers excluded from rationale forDrivers excluded from rationale for 
limit
C li i “ ti ” d i i• Compliance is a “reactive” decision

• Compliance from a driver perspectivep p p



Authority wide scheme ☺y
Driven by community aspirations
Fully debated with community, press council 
engagement.
Rationale for limit accepted democratically
Compliance decision made in home
Compliance is pre-medicated
Changes whole perception of benefitC a ges o e pe cep o o be e
20 mph the rule, 30 mph the exception
Collective community commitmentCollective community commitment



Key 10/06 Points – Objectivesy / j

Para Text

4 This guidance supersedes 01/93

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
suggests use where mean vehicle speeds are 24 mph or less, or where additional 
traffic calming measures are planned as part of strategy

85 Traffic calming can comprise psychological measures rather than physical 85 Traffic calming can comprise psychological measures rather than physical 
measures



What 01/2006 means for VRUs
Change in guidance
C fi LA d t t k ibilitConfirms 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
Foundation for a paradigm shift



How Portsmouth used 01/06/
Authority wide speed limit – not zones
N dditi l h i l l iNo 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



Newcastle adopts 20’s Plentyp y



Our opportunity and Challengepp y g
Domino effect as more town go 20’s Plenty
No-one argues that 30mph is the right default speed 
limit
20’s Plenty is boring but effective 
Objective

1m residents in 2008
5m residents in 2009
30m residents in 2010



Key campaign factorsy p g
Understand DfT Circular 01/06
Create a community based campaign
Lobby for “can do” politics rather than “make do”
Avoid limited 20 mph round schools
Resist pilot schemesp
Understand the local politics
Be focussed for maximum gains and leverage fromBe focussed for maximum gains and leverage from 
synergy with others



Ladder of influence

Professionals 
deliver

Press 
i fldeliver influence

Politicians
Make policyp y

Public pressurePublic pressure

20th May 200630



Thank you for your timey y

www.20splentyforus.org.uk



Rememberingg

752 091 UK servicemen and civilian deaths752,091 UK servicemen and civilian deaths 
WW1

334,342 UK servicemen and civilian deaths 
WW2WW2

340,795 UK road deaths since 1945340,795 UK road deaths since 1945

121 703 Pedestrians121,703 Pedestrians

24 132 C li t24,132 Cyclists



30 mph defaultp
In 1934  there were 1.5m motor vehicles on the roads
A 30 mph speed limit was introduced in built up areas 
for the first time.

In 2008 there are 33m motor vehicles on the roads
A 30 mph speed limit still exists as the default in built 30 p speed s e s s as e de au bu
up areas



20’s Plenty For Usy
20’s Plenty For Us campaigns for and supports 

iti ti 20 h d f lt d li it icommunities wanting a 20 mph default speed limit in 
residential roads.
It i t d ifiIt is not mode specific
Provides research and material  to use in campaigns
Provides discussion groups for sharing successes
It welcomes new members and associate groups 
from around the country

www.20splentyforus.org.uk



20’s Plenty For Us
November 2007 started campaign

y

Attended PACTS Conference
Visited Portsmouth
Presented at Living Streets/CTC/CBT Conference
Attended NCVO Conference
Won poster prize at Cambridge CTC/CCN Conference
Asked to submit evidence to Transport CommitteeAsked to submit evidence to Transport Committee
Asked to comment on DfT by National Audit Office
Presented at National Speed Management ConferencePresented at National Speed Management Conference
Presented at various local 20’s Plenty meetings 



20’s Plenty For Us
Co-hosting Streets Ahead national conference

y

Asked to submit evidence to London Assembly on 20 
mph review
Evidence selected for Transport Committee 
publication of Road safety Report
Asked to present at NCVO Political Conference
Attracted substantial funding to allow :-

20 mph Display Panels for local meetings/campaigns
20 mph Action packsp p
Further expansion



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 to deliver lower speeds?p
Understand latent demand in communities

Engage with public and communities as citizens
Beware of marginalising yourself as cyclists

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 danger reduction
Recognise need for vision and commitment
Exploit changes in DfT Circular 01/2006Exploit changes in DfT Circular 01/2006


