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1
Introduction

This road safety audit report is an initiative of BIKEast Inc, the Bicycle User Group for the Eastern Suburbs of Sydney.  The audit was carried out in response to the recent completion of the blah blah blah by such and such Council or RTA Region.

The total length of the audit route is xxxkm.
Figure 1.1 shows the location of the study route.

Figure 1.1 - Study Area


2
Description of the Site

<<describe geographical location of the site and the main features of the route, including traffic volume data, path widths, crossing locations etc>>
Table 2.1 - Anything Important

	Item 1
	Item 2
	Item 3
	Item 4
	Item 5

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	*Source: xxxx


· Bullet point 1

· Secondary bullet point A

· Secondary bullet point A

· Secondary bullet point A

· Bullet point 2

· Bullet point 3

· Bullet point 4

3
Objectives of the Road Safety Audit

The objective of the road safety audit was to identify road safety and bicycle useability deficiencies which, if addressed, would improve safety and convenience for all road users of the facility with a special emphasis on bicycles and pedestrians.  

4
Supporting Material

The following supporting material was provided:

· Any documents used

· Any data used

· Any maps, plans etc from govt agencies.

5
Road Safety Audit Team

The audit team comprised:

Dick van den Dool
Audit Leader
Ing (Transport), MEngSc (Transport), MIEAust, MAITPM, MACRS

Dick is a professional traffic engineer and a Level 3 Qualified Road Safety Audit Leader.  His extensive experience includes policy development, project management, road safety strategies and audits, integrated land use and transport planning, traffic engineering, environmental adaptation of traffic routes, traffic and transport education, impact studies and accident analysis.  He is an active member of the profession, being the 1993 and 1994 Chairman of the Institution of Engineers Australia (IEA) Sydney Transport Panel, and the past vice-chairman of the IEA National Committee on Transport.

Team Member 1
Team Member
qualifications

Brief CV.
Team Member 2
Team Member
qualifications

Brief CV.
6
Commencement Meeting

No commencement meeting was held with the relevant road authority.  Instead, an internal briefing was conducted involving all audit team members to confirm the route details, timing, strategic issues and operational matters.  The briefing was held on <<date>>.

7
Date of Audit

The audit was conducted during the daytime only between <<time1>> and <<time2>> on <<date>>.

8
Road Safety Audit Process Details

The audit was carried out in accordance with the procedures set out in the Austroads Guidelines for Road Safety Audits (1994, first edition and 2002, second edition), and the RTA Road Safety Audit Manual (1995).  

The route was driven in both directions during both daytime and night time.  Relevant sections of the route inspected on foot.  Relevant intersections were driven from selected approaches.

The audit findings are restricted to the conditions along the route as they existed on <<date of audit>>.  

Deficiencies can generally be related to either “Standards” or “Maintenance”.

“Maintenance” refers to those road features which would be considered acceptable except for their poor condition.  For example, worn linemarking, which if it was not worn would be considered acceptable.  

“Standards” refers to road features where inappropriate, wrong or outdated standards have been applied.  On existing roads, this also covers items which may have been acceptable under older standards (or under older traffic or road safety engineering knowledge), but are no longer considered safe or acceptable under new standards (or more recent knowledge), even if they have been well maintained.  

9
Levels of Risk

Austroads Road Safety Audit, second edition, 2002, provides definitions for four levels of risk, namely, “intolerable”, “high”, “medium” or “low”.  Although not explicitly stated, the Austroads guide appears to be based on the qualitative risk levels described in Australian/New Zealand AS/NZS 4360:1995 Risk Management.  Extracts from Austroads and the Standard are in Appendix B.

Risk Levels have been assigned for each deficiency based on the Austroads guide.  

10
Road Safety Audit Findings - Standards

This section addresses road safety and cycling issues caused by bicycle facility design standards.  Issues associated with reduced maintenance levels are discussed in Section 11.

10.1
Location 1

<<description of location>>

<<description of problem and nature thereof, eg safety, bikeability>>

<<description of impacts of not fixing the problem>>
Level of Risk
Severity:
Minor to Serious
Likelihood:
Occasional to Probable

Risk Rating:
Medium to Intolerable

Treatment:
Must be corrected (regardless of cost)
Recommendation
<<brief description of anything that can be done to make it better for bikes and other users of the facility>>

· Detail action 1

· Detail action 2

· Detail action 3

10.2
Location 2

<<description of location>>

<<description of problem and nature thereof, eg safety, bikeability>>

<<description of impacts of not fixing the problem>>
Level of Risk
Severity:
Minor to Serious
Likelihood:
Occasional to Probable

Risk Rating:
Medium to Intolerable

Treatment:
Must be corrected (regardless of cost)
Recommendation
<<brief description of anything that can be done to make it better for bikes and other users of the facility>>

· Detail action 1

· Detail action 2

· Detail action 3

10.3
Location 3

<<description of location>>

<<description of problem and nature thereof, eg safety, bikeability>>

<<description of impacts of not fixing the problem>>
Level of Risk
Severity:
Minor to Serious
Likelihood:
Occasional to Probable

Risk Rating:
Medium to Intolerable

Treatment:
Must be corrected (regardless of cost)
Recommendation
<<brief description of anything that can be done to make it better for bikes and other users of the facility>>

· Detail action 1

· Detail action 2

· Detail action 3

11
Road Safety Audit Findings - Maintenance

This section addresses road safety and cycling issues caused by reduced levels of maintenance.  Issues associated with bicycle facility design standards are discussed in Section 10.

11.1
Location 1

<<description of location>>

<<description of problem and nature thereof, eg safety, bikeability>>

<<description of impacts of not fixing the problem>>
Level of Risk
Severity:
Minor to Serious
Likelihood:
Occasional to Probable

Risk Rating:
Medium to Intolerable

Treatment:
Must be corrected (regardless of cost)
Recommendation
<<brief description of anything that can be done to make it better for bikes and other users of the facility>>

· Detail action 1

· Detail action 2

· Detail action 3

11.2
Location 2

<<description of location>>

<<description of problem and nature thereof, eg safety, bikeability>>

<<description of impacts of not fixing the problem>>
Level of Risk
Severity:
Minor to Serious
Likelihood:
Occasional to Probable

Risk Rating:
Medium to Intolerable

Treatment:
Must be corrected (regardless of cost)
Recommendation
<<brief description of anything that can be done to make it better for bikes and other users of the facility>>

· Detail action 1

· Detail action 2

· Detail action 3

11.3
Location 3

<<description of location>>

<<description of problem and nature thereof, eg safety, bikeability>>

<<description of impacts of not fixing the problem>>
Level of Risk
Severity:
Minor to Serious
Likelihood:
Occasional to Probable

Risk Rating:
Medium to Intolerable

Treatment:
Must be corrected (regardless of cost)
Recommendation
<<brief description of anything that can be done to make it better for bikes and other users of the facility>>

· Detail action 1

· Detail action 2

· Detail action 3

12
Summary of Audit Findings

	Report Sub-Section
	Audit Item
	Problem
	Risk Rating

	Standards

	10.1
	
	
	

	10.2
	
	
	

	10.3
	
	
	

	etc
	
	
	

	Maintenance

	11.1
	
	
	

	11.2
	
	
	

	11.3
	
	
	

	etc
	
	
	


13
Conclusions

We have examined the road safety conditions along <<route name etc>>  The audit has been carried out for sole purpose of identifying any features of the site which could be altered or removed to improve its safety and useability by cyclists.

The problems identified have been noted in this report and are forwarded for your consideration.

14
Completion Meeting

No completion meeting was held at the time of writing this report.  The BIKEast audit team would be pleased to meet with representatives of <<authority>> to discuss the audit findings and to develop a program to address the issues identified.

Signature
signature

Dick van den Dool
Name
BIKEast
BIKEast

APPENDIX A - Photographs

Photograph 1
<<description>>
Photograph 2
<<description>>
Photograph 3
<<description>>
Photograph 4
<<description>>
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<<insert hardcopy info - several pages>>
APPENDIX C - Completed Checklist
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