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Executive summary

In 2000, a system was introduced that allowed eight pilot areas to recover the costs of
operating speed and red-light cameras (collectively known as safety cameras) from fines
resulting from enforcement. In 2001, legislation was introduced that allowed the system to be
extended to other areas. A national programme was then gradually introduced.

The Wiltshire & Swindon Safety Camera Partnership was formed in April 2002 and became
fully operational in October 2002. The partnership consists seven members, they are,
Wiltshire Constabulary, Wiltshire County Council, Swindon Borough Council, HM Courts
Service, Highways Agency, Crown Prosecution Service and the NHS. These organisations
are collectively charged with reducing all road traffic casualties by 40% and child casualties
by 50% by the year 2010. The partnership covers the geographical areas of Swindon Unitary
Authority and Wiltshire County. By the end of 2004, the partnership was responsible for over
one hundred cameras sites comprising, mobile, static speed and red light cameras.

The fourth year report from which this report has been compiled shows a significant reduction
nationally in collisions, casualties and deaths at camera sites. This reduction is also reflected
in the results for this partnership area.

(Information in this report has been taken from the Fourth Year Report, with permission from
DfT)



1.0 Why target speeding motorists?

There is a definite link between speed and the severity of collisions and the outcome for those
involved.

Research has shown that reducing speed on roads is a major contributor to reducing
collisions and injuries. The Transport Research Laboratory (TRL) reported in 1994 that every
1mph reduction in average speed led to a 5% reduction in collisions®. A study in 2000°
validated this figure.

Further details about the link between speed and casualties are given in the DfT speed review
(New Directions in Speed Management, 2000) and are summarised below:

» Speed was indeed a major contributory factor in casualty collisions.

Recent research had added greatly to our knowledge of where the problems were particularly
acute.

« Slowing the fastest drivers would yield the greatest safety benefits

* In some areas, quite small reductions in average speed would bring large benefits.

» Speeders were disproportionately involved in collisions.

» Those that drove faster than most on a road, or exceeded speed limits even by relatively
small margins, greatly increased the risk to themselves and others.

* The higher speeds on any given road were associated with both more collisions and greater
injury severity. This relationship held for all drivers and not just the less experienced.

» The faster the speed at impact, the more severe the resulting injury.

This was particularly so for collisions with pedestrians, cyclists and motorcyclists, who were
unprotected from the forces of impact, unlike occupants of modern cars.

* Some people did not accept that speed was a problem. Even those that say they did
recognise that speed was a problem did not always act accordingly.

2.0 Why the safety camera scheme is an effective means of detecting
offenders?

Detection of speeders and red-light offenders with the use of safety cameras is an effective
and efficient way of using resources. A camera can detect far more offenders than a Police
Officer who has to detect, stop and issue a ticket to each and every motorist on the side of the
road. This method may seem ‘friendlier’ but takes up an unnecessary amount of police time.
That does not mean that police officers are not free to detect speeders alongside the safety
camera scheme. In fact, it is often local police who conduct speed enforcement in places
where the partnership cannot enforce because the casualty/speed data does not comply with
DT guidelines for enforcement.

The safety camera partnership and all costs associated with the operations of the partnership,
including salaries for enforcement officers, both police and civilian are paid for by offender
fines. This means that road safety is funded by the offender and not the tax payer. Officers
funded by fine revenue are in addition to the normal police numbers, which means that there
are more officers working to keep our roads safer.

The aim of the partnership is to reduce casualties through Education, Engineering and
Enforcement. Under Section 89 of the Road Traffic Regulations Act 1998 and Schedule 2 of
the Road Traffic Offenders Act 1988, it is contrary to the law to exceed the posted speed limit
on a public highway. The DfT guidelines and rules for enforcement require the partnership to
ensure that motorists are aware that enforcement may be taking place. Exceeding the speed
limit and going through a red-light are just another form of ‘bad driving’ and it is only those

! Finch DJ, Kompfner P, Lockwood CR and Maycock G (1994). Speed, speed limits and accidents. Transport
Research Laboratory TRL Project Report 58. Crowthorne.

2 Taylor M, Lynam D and Baruya A (2000). The effects of drivers’ speed on the frequency of road accidents.
Transport Research Laboratory TRL Report 421, Crowthorne.



motorists who choose to ignore speed limits, red-lights and safety camera enforcement signs
and take the risk that are caught.

3.0 What have cameras achieved in Wiltshire?

The use of safety cameras as part of a road traffic collision/casualty reduction strategy has
helped decrease the number of collisions and in turn the number of people killed or injured in
this partnership area. The following tables illustrate the collision/casualty reduction in
Wiltshire as compared with other partnership areas.



Table 1: Estimates of the combined effect on PICs® of cameras operating under cost recovery, by
partnership area. Wiltshire & Swindon Safety Camera Partnership has the 5" highest reduction in PICs.

Effect on personal injury collisions (per annum ) at camera sites

Pariner ship PIC pa Change (%) Confidence inerval 85%
Avan and Sarmerss) 13415 -7 29 1.1
Suellord stires 2625 488 572 383
Cambrdgeshie 2687 -14 158 15.4
Chashire 160.8 5.1 238 182
Clevaland 242 A48 -53.0 347
Cumbra 19a.8 407 522 2.4
Derbrystire 7a4 8 ETE. 343 125
Devan and Corrwall 2200 a8 425 -18.1
Dersal 5827 A28 2532 22
Cxzex TE1 204 -30.3 a3
Fife 1824 -08 T 248
Crarmpian 1771 8.5 143 €110
Graater Mancha sl 1432 ETE] 2532 A8
Herngstire B40.4 225 129 -10.5
Haetlordsire 2353 ars 481 252
Hurnkrersicee 2533 280 -38.8 -10.5
Kl w73 238 347 1.4
Laneashin s7ad a4 N T
[ 306 218 220 a8
Linnssice 1815 a2 441 178
Landan 740 A7 ETY a4
Marfalk |7 ETE] 48 2 248
Mot Wales £18.9 a0 407 -13.4
o L i 1231 543 828 438
Herhumibria

- Mearfiumbertand 945 285 441 ad

- Tyries el Wierar 1825 -89 238 133
Mot nghams hire

- Malingbam City 528 Aé5 354 A8

- Mellinghamstice (0Cly)  270.8 227 -340 45
South and Mid Wales

- Drylack-Powys 3108 235 401 171

- Gwent 261.4 aa7 Y 249

- Baulh Wales 5128 -4 147 130
Sl ik ehire 12515 48 547 404
Slallordstira waT 78 2232 a7
Stathclyde

- Glas gow City 150.2 a0.1 428 148

- Ska by denen2 002 1267 aas 521 3
Sulialk 1168 255 4132 S8
Sussax 337.3 220 332 40
Thames alley 1782 a8 254 13
Warwickshire 224 a4 325 49
Wt Mercia 260.0 ELE 4511 188
Wzt Milkarcds a51.8 -8 -20.2 aa
Wt Yarkistire 235 F24 887 345
Wikshire 19a7 445 558 303

% PICs or Personal Injury Collisions are collisions where someone has been killed or has sustained an injury whether
serious or slight.



Table 2: Estimates of the combined effect on KSIs* of cameras operating under cost recovery for at
least a year, by partnership area. Wiltshire & Swindon Safety Camera Partnership has the 8" highest
reduction in people killed or seriously injured.

Partrrsip KSlpa Charga %) Canflicenes inlarval 35%
Avan and Samersel 1422 as A 205
Budiordshire 724 723 J748 853
Cambrdgashie 88.7 4532 540 348
Cheshire 322 40 187 149
Clevestand 26.5 143 281 22
Cumbrsia aa.4 -AT4 573 351
Derbryshire 1838 ETT aas =T
Derverrt and Cerrnwall a7.3 75 J51 578
Dorsat 113 251 A58 -128
[ 1aa 108 Aas5 -1a
File: 439 09 143 7a7
Cranmpian 543 207 40 401
Greater Manchesiar 1o 325 417 219
Harnpshire 127.0 -3a7 488 -a1g
Fertlords bire 823 a7 EET a1
Hurnbersic a1.7 514 A18 385
Kl 100.0 528 H94 A48
Lameashine 221 248 L) 155
[E———— "7 521 ELY:) 45
Lincinshire 822 -3a2 491 250
Landan 5393 299 ara 214
Mokl 17ag -89 J12 821
Mot Wales alas 518 ELY) 435
Horfampianshine ard 478 574 382
Horhumibria

« Merfunberiand 459 a4 Ja7 -530

- Tyriee el Wi 458 4210 J08 107
Hottinghams hire

« Maltingharn City 971 274 505 a5

« Mettingharnatice ({Cily) 865 ART A48 182
South and Mid Wales

- Drylack- Pawys 1305 522 578 459

- Gwenl a0.7 745 Ja2 886
St Yadkshire 1770 517 587 481
Stallercl bire 0.2 52 EEY) 84
Statclyde

- Srafcydefea2002 ) 277 228 554 243

- Gilas gaw City 340 -30.4 5748 148
Sulialk S35 a2 J82 575
Sussex a1.1 .72 470 265
Thames Yalley 355 44T 597 2432
Warwicshire 76.5 -aa.1 473 207
Wesst Mercia 883 -5a4 A78 488
Wesst Wil laricls 2844 Ty a78 -A08
Wesst Yarkshire 25 451 ETR aag
Wishire 755 858 Ja5 550

*KSls — Killed or seriously injured.



Figure 3: % Change in KSls at camera sites, by partnership area. Wiltshire & Swindon Safety Camera
Partnership has the 8" highest reduction in people killed or seriously injured at camera sites compared
to baseline.
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4.0 Public support for cameras

Although in recent months the national media has promulgated negative news stories giving
the impression that there is very little public support for cameras, opinion surveys taken by
partnerships show a very different picture. Support for cameras is high and in Wiltshire public
support is one of the highest amongst all partnerships.

The Wiltshire & Swindon Safety Camera Partnership has a policy of working closely with each
of the partner organisations and local communities in order to decide where enforcement
should take place. The partnership has numerous ‘Community Concern Sites’, where a local
resident or Parish/Town council has highlighted a speeding problem and where these
suspicions have been proven by speed surveys. The aim of the partnership is to change
motorist behaviour in order to increase compliance with speed limits and in doing so changing
people’s attitude to the use of cameras to reduce casualties on our roads.

The illustrations below show the responses to each statement and the level of support for
each of the statements by partnership areas. The charts below show a significant level of
support for cameras in Wiltshire and in some cases the highest level of support when
compared with the other partnership areas.



Chart 1: % who agree that ‘Cameras are meant to encourage drivers to stick to the limits, not punish

them’

Criginal Brunal rsaareh
Year bwa repar
aar Bires rapar]

Awarage of mos | recm | Surveys

Staflardshire (Fab 2003)
Badikrdshiva (Nov 2003)
Hartiardshire {Fab 2004

Vet Ml {Jun 2003}
Norfalk (May 2003)

Awen and Somarsst {Des 2003)
Clavetand (Mar 2004)
Mot ionshins (Mar 2004)
Horth Walkes (Mar 2004)
Matinghamshire [Jan 2004)
Warwickshire (May 2003)
W Marea (Fab 2004)
Darssl {Now 2003)

Essex (Oct 2003)
Lesicess b {Jan 2004)
Sau Wabes (Nov 2003)
Hurnberside {Sep 2003)
Sleaciyde (Mar 2004)
Currbda {Jul 2003)

Fifie (b 2004)

West Yorkshive {Dec 2003)
Lenden {Dee 2003)
Carrbridgeshie (fug 2002)
Grampian (May 2003)
Harmgshira {Jun 2003)

Kl and Medway {Sap 2003)
Tharnes Valey |Sep 2002)
Cheshira {Jan 2004)
Sussex {Sep 2003)
Derbiyshive {Aug 2003)
Lincainghie (Des 2003)
Northumixia {Dct 2003)
Laneashiva (Aug 2003)
Devan and Camwal (May 2003)
Wiltshie {Aug 2003)
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Chart 2: % who agree with the statement that ‘Fewer collisions are likely to happen on roads where
cameras are installed’

Oiiginal Brunel research
Vo o repar
Year Fres mpor
Average ol mos recan] surveys

Stallordshive (Fab 2003)
Bediordshine (Nav 2003)
Hertlordshive (Fab 2004)

Wt Micls {Jun 2003)
Norfaik (May 2003)

Awan and Sarmerset (Dec 2003)
Clevaland (Mar 2004)
Harbamglanshie (Mar 2004)
Marh Wales (Mar 2004)
Halingharmstice (Jan 2004)
Warwickshine (May 2003)
Wi Mercia {Fab 2004)
Dot {Now 2003)

Essax (0:12003)
Leicastarshire (Jan 2004)
Seuth Wales (Nov 2003)
Hurrherside (Sep 2003)
Stathciyde (Mar 2004)
Currtaria {Jul 2003)

Fifle {Fes 2004)

Wesk| Yerbiahing {Dee 2003)
Lomden {Dec 2003)
Carrbridgeshine (Aug 2002)
Gramgian (May 2003)
Harmgshine (Jun 2003)

Kl and Madway (Seg 2003)
Tharmes Valey {Sep 2002)
Chestire (Jan 2004)

Sussex {Sep 2003)
Detyyshine {Aug 2003)
Lincalnshine {Dee 2003)
Marfirbia (0c12003)
Lancashine (Aug 2003)
Devan and Comwal (May 2003)

Wibishiee: {Aug 2003}
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Chart 3: % who agree with the statement ‘Cameras are an easy way of making money out of motorists.’

Criginal Brunel resaanch

Vear lwo repan

Year three reparl

Aerage of mosl recenl suveys

Wit Varkshire (Des 2003)
Gramgian (Mey 2003)

Dievon and Cerrwall May 2003}
Hampshire [Jun 2002}

Wiast Mids [Jun 2003)
Curnbiia {Jul 2003}
Warwickshire (May 2003)
Willshire (Aug 2003)
Cambridgeshie (Aug 2002}
Horthumbiis (el 2003
Destyshire (Aug 2005)
Linzedshine (Des 2003)

Kert and Medway (Sep 2003}
Strathciyde (Mar 2004)
Humbereide |Sep 2003)
Thames Valey (Sep 2002)
Darest (Mev 2003}
Slaltardshire (Feb 2003}

Fife (Feb 2004

Lenden (Des 2003}

Vel Mercia [Feb 2004}
Essex (Del 2003}

Laneashire (Aug 2003}
Sussex (Sep 2003)
Bedlordshite (Mev 2003}
Medlinghamshire [Jan 2004}
Meetalk (May 2003}
Marihamglanshire (Mar 2004}
Aven and Somersel (Des 2003}
Cheshire {Jan 2004}
Herlfardshire (Feb 2004}
Meath Wales (Mar 2004)
Soulh Wales (Mev 2003}
Leiceslershire [Jan 2004}
Cleveland (Mar 2004}
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Chart 4: % who agree that ‘Cameras mean that dangerous drivers are more likely to get caught.’

Original Brunel regeareh
Year o regon

Year lhree regon

Average of mosl recenl surveys

Hestlordshire (Fek 2004)
Leicestershire {Jan 2004)
Puan and Somersel (Dee 2003)
Nl (May 2003)
Derbyshire (Aug 2003)

Mok Walee (Mar 2004)
Cheghine (Jan 2004)

Thames Valley (Sep 2002)
Bedfardghire Moy 2003)
Horhamplenshie (Mar 2004)
Hattingharmehire {Jan 2004)
Esssex (Ocl 2003)

Vst Mereia (Feb 2004)
Dorsal (Nov 2003)
Cambridgeshire (Aug 2002)
Fife {Fek 2004)

Clevalzrd (Mar 2004)
\Warwickshire (Way 2003)
Grampian (May 2003)
Lirealrshire (Dee 2003)
Siralhzlyse (Mar 2004)
Sissex (Sep 2003)
Harngehine {Jun 2002}

Kenl and Medway (Sep 2003)
Vsl Misds {Jun 2003)
Lancashire (Aug 2003)
Cumbria [Jul 2003)
Stalerdshine (Feb 2003)
South Viiales (Nay 2003)
Hurnberside (Sep 2003)
Landon (Dee 2003)

Witshire (Aug 2003

Deven and Comwall (May 2003)
Meethumibria (Ol 2003)

%
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Chart 5: % who agree with the statement ‘The use of safety cameras should be supported as a method
of reducing casualties.’

Crriginal Lincolnshing ressanch
ear three report
Average of most recent suneys

Morfulk {May 2003)
Leicegtershire (Jan 2004)
Avan and Somersel (Dec 2003)
Hetlordshive (Fet 2004)
Vsl Y erkshire [Dec 2003)
Morthamptanghice (Mar 2004)
Thames Valley [Sep 2002)
VWarwickshire [May 2003)
Cambridgeshie [Aug 2002)
File {Fet 2004)

Wiast Mercia (Feb 2004)
Bedfordshite (Mov 2003)
Cleveland (Mar 2004)
Chestire (J2n 2004)
Lincalrshire {Dec 2003)
Soulh Weles [Nav 2003)
Staflordalive (Feb 2003)
Naltinghamshire (Jan 2004)
Sirathetyde (Mar 2004)
kenl and Megway (Sea 2003)
Sussex {Sep 2003)
Dorsel (Nav 2003)
Essex (Oct 2003)
Grampian (May 2003)
London {Dee 2003)
Curmiria {Jul 2003}
Derbyshire (Aug 2003)
Hampshire (Jun 2002)
Hurmberside {Seg 2003)

Mt Viales (Mar 2004)
Vst Mids {Jun 2003)
Narlhunbria (Oct 2003)
Devan and Comwel (May 2003)
Willshire [ALg 2003)
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Chart 6: % of agree with the statement ‘The primary aim of cameras is to save lives.’

Originsal Lincalnshire ressarch
Vear Ihiee rego
Average of mast (ecenl SUNVeys

Herfordshine (Feb 2004d)
Vel ¥orkahine (Dee 2003)
Leicastershive (Jen 2004)
Auon and Somerset (Dec 2003)
Naifol (hay 2003

Narlh Wales (Mar 2004)
Cheshire {Jan Z004)
Hanhamplenshine (Mar 2004)
Trames Valley (Sep 2002
Camibridgeshine (Aug 2002)
Vst Mercia (Feb 2004)
Matinglsamahire (Jan 2004)
VWesl Mids (Jun 2003)
Warwickshire (May 2003)
Bediardalire (May 2003)
Fifle (Feeb 2004)
Cleveland (Mar 2004)
Sussex (Sep 2003
Dorsel (MNay 2003)
Hemgshiire (Jun 2002)
Humierside (Sep 2003)
Londan {Dee 2003)
Stallordehine (Feb 2003)
Derbyshire {Aug 2003)
Esssex (Ocl 2003)

Eouth Vales Moy 2003)
Lirealnghire (Dee 2003)
Stralhelyde (Mar 2004)
Curnbeia {Jul 2003)
Grampian (May 2003)

Kent and Madway (Sep 2003)
Poethumibria {Oct 2003)
Diven and Cartwall (May 2003)
\itehire (Aug 2003)
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Chart 7: % who agree that ‘There are too many safety cameras in our local area.’

Criginal Lincolnshite research
Year three report

Average af mosl recent eureys

Harmpshire (Jun 2002}
Vsl Yorkshire (Dec 2003)
Cumibria {Jul 2003}
Hurnberside {Seg 2003)
Wanwickshire [May 2003)
Willshire {ALg 2003)
Cambridgeshite [Alg 2002)
Grampian (May 2003)
Sussex (Sep 2003)

Kenl and Medway [Sep 2003)
Marthusmbria (Ot 2003)
Deesel (Nov 2003)
Lincalrshire (Dee 2003)
Staflordshine (Feb 2003)
Sirathekyde (Mar 2004)
Cheshire (Jan 2004)

et Mercia (Fel 2004)
Cleveland (Mar 2004)
Dievan and Cormael May 2003)
Essex (Oct 2003)
London (Dee 2003)

Filie {Fet 2004)

West Mids (Jun 2003)
Haltinghamshire (lan 2004)
Awon and Somerssl (Dec 2003)
Hestlordaliine (Feb 2004)
Thames Vally [Sep 2002)
Derbyshire [ALg 2003)
Leicaglershire (Jan 2004)
Stulh Wales [Nov 2003)
Horth Wiales (Mar 2004)
Horthamptanshine (Kar 2004)
Bedfordshire [May 2003)
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5.0 Local press coverage

The Wiltshire & Swindon Safety Camera Partnership has an open and honest relationship with the
media, encouraging them to seek our opinion and views when working on a story. This gives the
partnership an opportunity to ensure that the information that is published is accurate. We are always
happy for members of the media to visit the Safety Camera Unit (the operational division of the
partnership) and to see how sites are selected and the benefits to society in reducing road traffic
casualties.

The chart below shows the proportion of local press coverage (as measured by column
inches) that each partnership has received.

Chart 8: Local press coverage by partnership over duration of programme

Partherahip area
All pannarships

Avan and Samernssl
Bedforgshire [0 e
Cambridgeshire
Cheshire
Clevetand
Cumibria
Derbyshire
Diewan and Comwal

Hampshire

Kanl and Madway
Laneashire
Leicestershite
Lincalrshire
London

Ml

Meth Wsles
Mariharmgplonshire
Hotlinghamshire
Seuth Wales(new2002)
SlaMordshire

Strathelyde(rew200Z)

Thames Valley

Weesl Mercia
Vel Mids
Wesl Yorkshine
Wililbshire:

an 100

[ Hegative
Heutral
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6.0 The future for cameras

The case for safety cameras and their worth in saving lives has been proven both nationally
and locally, here in this partnership area. The current funding system derived from offender
fines will continue until March 2007, where the partnership’s operational costs are paid for by
fines with surplus fines staying with the Treasury. Beyond 2007 cameras will continue to be
funded from fines but the surplus income will be made available via Local Transport Plans to
be used locally for other aspects of road safety.
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