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Citizen Survey and Traffic Safety Complaints
Vision Zero

Traffic Safety Engineering
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CITIZEN SURVEY
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EPS 2016 Citizen Survey: see page 31 of
http://www.edmontonpolicecommission.com/wqzontent/uploads/2014/01/2016_EPS_CitizenSurvey_final.pdf
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PUBLIC COMPLAINTS

Complaints by year
2005 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
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Complaints by month
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B Mon-speed related

To report a concern about speeding, Speed related

Call: 7804950371  or email: speeding@edmonton.ca
Website: https://www.edmonton.ca/transportation/on_your_streets/speeding.aspx
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VISION ZERO

A Road collisions are largely preventable and predictabded
therefore suitable countermeasures and actions can be developed
to reduce collisions, injuries and fatalities.

A It can never be ethically acceptable that people are killed or
seriously injureawhen moving within the road transport system*

A Safety cannot be traded for mobilityMobility therefore should
follow from safety (i.e., mobility becomes a function of safety) and
cannot be obtained at the expense of safety*

VISIO Zero Fatalities & i
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* Tingvall C. and Haworth, N. Vision Zern ethical approach to safety and mobility. 6th ITE International Conference Road Safeffyc& Tr
Enforcement: Beyond 2000, Melbourne7@&eptember 199%ttps://www.researchgate.net/publication/264873849 Vision_Zefo
An_ethical_approach_to_safety and_mobility
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TURNING INNOVATION INTO POLICY:

MOVING FROM REACTIVE TO PROACTIVE

Geometric modifications to existing righturn cut-offs at major intersections
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Collision Reductior84%
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ENGINEERING IMPROVEMERRTECTED/PROHIBITEBT TURN SIGNAL PH

Annual # of LTXP Collisions Before & After Implementation

Collision
NEW_CON.. Mod fication INJURY POO
Factor

Protected 0.01
Only ' 143
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Before/ After Period
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A Protected/Prohibited left turn signal phases
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Implemented in74 locations since 2009
Collision Reductior®1%

Serious InjuryCollisionReduction 89%
Minor Injury CollisiorReduction: 94%

# of collisions reduced: 846



SCHOOL ZONES SAFETY ANALYSIS
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VISION ZERO KPI: VULNERABLE ROAD USER-S

NUMBER OF FATALITIES NUMBER OF SERIOUS INJURIES
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PEDESTRIAN COLLISIONS
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PEDESTRIAN COLLISIONS

Total Pedestrian Collisions (2012-2016): 1, 521

|
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Intersection: 1020 (67%) Midblock: 455 (30%) Unknown: 46 (3%)
Signal Light: 479 (47%) No Control: 380(84%)
Marked X-walk:179 (18%) Marked X-walk: 38 (8%)
No-Control : 140 (14%) Others: 37 (8%)

Stop Sign: 95 (9%)

Yield Sign: 45 (4%)

Ped Amb. Flashers: 42 (4%) .
Pedestrian

Error, 21%

Ped Act. Signal: 33 (3%)

Others: 7 (1%)

Going
Through, 20%




