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Dear Mr Conaghan  
 
Re: Questions on notice regarding data, targets, speed management and road 
standards 

I refer to an email of 30 July 2020 from Mr Gerry McInally, Committee Secretary, Rural and 
Regional Affairs and Transport's Joint Select Committee on Road Safety, about matters 
related to the public hearing held in Brisbane on 24 July 2020.  
 
I am pleased to provide the following advice to the committee in response to the questions on 
notice following the public hearing. I trust this information is of assistance and meets your 
requirements. 
 
What nationally consistent data relating to vehicle accidents would you like to see 
collected, and which body should collect the data?  Should the data be made public?  

Currently, the Queensland Department of Transport and Main Roads (TMR) already 
contributes fatal crash data to Bureau of Infrastructure, Transport and Regional Economics 
(BITRE) for national reporting and the collation of fatal crash data.  
 
Nationally consistent non-fatal crash data is important to more accurately count serious injury 
crashes and associated trends over time. In response to this need, there is an Austroads 
funded project underway, ‘A National Approach to Measuring Non-Fatal Crash Outcomes’ 
which aims to improve the measurement and reporting of serious injury road crashes by 
matching police crash data and hospital data. TMR and Queensland Health have provided 
data for this project to support this aim. 
 
In addition, TMR, along with all other jurisdictions has provided crash data to Monash 
University Accident Research Centre (MUARC) for over a decade to enable the assessment 
of used car safety ratings. We would support the National Office of Road Safety discussing 
with MUARC how this national crash database could contribute more broadly to a nationally 
consistent set of data relating to vehicle crashes.  
 



 

TMR considers that there is already a significant amount of crash and individual related data 
collected from across multiple agencies. The challenge is to bring this data together to show a 
holistic view of crashes and injury impacts as the data is coded differently across agencies 
and jurisdictions, and there are various privacy requirements associated with each of the 
multiple data sets.   
 
As road safety is everybody's responsibility, it is crucial that we share with the public data that 
paints the picture of lives lost and serious injuries on our roads. In Queensland, we already 
share via our website, our fatalities and hospitalised casualties and their characteristics. 
 
The 2018 Inquiry into the National Road Safety Strategy 2011-20 Report recommends 
the Commonwealth and states commit to an interim target of vision zero for all major 
capital city CBD areas, and high-volume highways by 2030. Does your organisation 
support the Commonwealth and state governments adopting this target?  

TMR is working closely with the National Office for Road Safety in the development of the 
next National Road Safety Strategy. Targets of 30, 40, 50 per cent are being discussed at the 
national working group. 
 
Queensland is leaning towards a target of a 30 per cent reduction in the next 10 years, given 
the amount of disruption we know is coming, with a view of increasing the target to 40 per 
cent between 2030-40.  
 
There is a National Prediction Modelling project underway and we would like the outputs of 
that to inform a final decision on target setting. TMR supports in-principle, the setting of such 
targets informed through the Austroads Study. Final endorsement is subject to review of the 
associated target considerations for Queensland. 
 
Subset targets for particular settings, such as CBD areas are potentially a good approach, 
however this approach, with public targets, could be inferred as some road users or locations 
are more important than others.  
 
Does your organisation support the installation of point to point speed cameras on all 
Commonwealth funded roads in the future? Should the Commonwealth Government 
make the allocation of funding to the states conditional on this commitment being 
met? 

TMR is a strong supporter of Point to Point camera systems and has a documented formal 
Road Safety Policy requiring major road construction projects, in the planning and design 
phase to provision for Point to Point Cameras or speed camera trailer pads (concrete Pad & 
240v power).   
 
TMR also has a rolling program of installing two new Point to Point camera systems each 
year at locations prioritised based on crash data. TMR’s preference is to deploy the most 
suitable form of speed enforcement for the respective road environment.  For example, there 
are many locations that are not suited for Point to Point enforcement as there are too many 
entry and exit (leakage) points, multiple changes of speed limits or have intersections with 
traffic lights.   
 
The provision of Commonwealth funding for Point to Point cameras associated with 
infrastructure projects is supported in-principle, noting that Point to Point Cameras may not 
necessarily be the most appropriate solution for some road environments. 
 



 

Research from Europe regarding the effectiveness of point-to-point cameras, as mentioned in 
TMR's public hearing, is enclosed for your information as Attachment 1 and Attachment 2. 
 
To what safety standard should all Commonwealth funded road projects be built? 
Should funding for projects be conditional on a particular safety standard being met? 

Commonwealth funded roads should be upgraded to align with the Network Safety Plan 
safety vision set for the function of the road (based on its road stereotype). This aligns with 
the Austroads Road Stereotype work design to achieve this. The iRAP or AusRAP star 
ratings are not recommended, as these are individual risk measures that do not align with the 
National strategic objectives of reducing FSI crashes to zero. 
 
Funding should also be conditional on projects delivering what is aligned with the road safety 
vision. 
 

 
 

 
 
Yours sincerely 
 

 
Neil Scales 
Director-General 
Department of Transport and Main Roads 
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SCOTTISH SAFETY CAMERA PROGRAMME 
ANNUAL PROGRESS REPORT 2018/19 
 
 



INTRODUCTION 
The Scottish Safety Camera Programme (The Programme) aims to reduce the 
number of casualties on Scotland’s roads by encouraging improved driver behaviour. 
 
It does this by ensuring safety cameras are deployed as a visible and effective 
deterrent which helps contribute to the road safety vision and road safety targets as 
set out in the Scottish Government’s Road Safety Framework to 2020.1: 
 

A steady reduction in the numbers of those killed and those seriously injured, 
with the ultimate vision of a future where no-one is killed on Scotland’s roads, 
and the injury rate is much reduced. 
 

Police Scotland is responsible for the operational delivery of the Programme, with 
Scottish Government (through the Scottish Safety Camera Programme Office) 
responsible for the Programme’s performance and the administration of grant funding 
for camera enforcement activity.   
 
As part of the performance management responsibilities, this annual report is the 
fourth produced by the Programme Office.  It has been informed largely by 
information submitted by the three regional Safety Camera Units. 
 
This report sets out the range of activities the Programme has been involved in 
throughout 2018/19 to ensure safety cameras maximise their potential to reduce 
injury collisions, and are deployed primarily at locations where there is evidence of 
collisions and speeding. 
  

                                            
1 Scotland’s Road Safety Framework to 2020: http://www.gov.scot/Resource/Doc/274654/0082190.pdf   
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In response to emerging issues or one-off short-term events, short-term deployments 
continued through 2018/19 to improve operational effectiveness and deployment 
flexibility. On these limited occasions, deployments were proactively managed to 
ensure casualty and collision reduction potential was not diluted. These deployments 
were in response to specifically identified needs, for example, to help encourage a 
high level of speed limit compliance upon opening of the Aberdeen Western 
Peripheral Route (AWPR) in early 2019. 
 
Permanent Average Speed Camera (ASC) systems 
One outcome of the 2017 site selection process was to change enforcement 
technology at Mill Street, Rutherglen.  While the existing mobile camera site had 
been effective during hours of deployment there had been 9 recorded injury collisions 
over the 3 year period 2013-2015.  The £235k average speed camera system 
became operational on a 1km stretch of the route on 19 September 2018.  Emerging 
findings indicate the system has had a significant positive impact on driver behaviour.  
Before ASC deployment only 30% of vehicles were complying with the speed limit. 
This figure increased to 98% following the introduction of ASC.  In addition, a further 
urban average speed camera system become operational in Polnessan, East 
Ayrshire in October 2018.  This system has seen a similar improvement in speed limit 
compliance across the section of road. 
    
These schemes complement the existing three permanent ASC systems operational 
in Scotland through 2018/19, on the A90 between Dundee and Stonehaven; the A9 
between Dunblane and Inverness and on the A77 between Girvan and Symington. 
 
On the A9, an evaluation has shown that since the average speed camera system 
became operational between Dunblane and Inverness in 2014 there has been a 
reduction of 31% in the number of serious and fatal casualties when compared to the 
3 year base period (2011-2013) prior to ASC introduction.  There has also been a 
long-term sustained change in driver behaviour demonstrated with a reduction in 
speeding, more consistent journey time and reduced number of road closures as a 
result of incidents. 
 
On the A77 the most recent data shows there has been a 56% reduction in serious 
and fatal casualties since the introduction of ASC compared with the original baseline 
published in 2005. 
 
And on the A90 emerging findings are showing that between November 2017-
October 2018 there has been a 40% reduction in serious and fatal casualties when 
compared against the 3 year period 2015-2017 preceding ASC deployment.  In 
addition to this a high level of speed limit compliance has continued to be recorded 
with approximately 99% of road users complying with the posted limit. 
 
Roadworks Enforcement 
Temporary Average Speed Cameras At Roadworks (TASCAR) systems are 
considered as a way to contribute towards road worker, driver and other road user 
safety or improve traffic flow.  TASCAR is considered where there are high traffic 
volumes, and/or particular road works-specific safety risks are identified.  While there 
























