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https://www.nzta.govt.nz/assets/resources/standard-safety-intervention-toolkit/standard-safety-intervention-toolkit.pdf
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Some interventions are more effective than others

Table 4.6:

Head-on treatments

Treatment
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Safe Systemn options » Cine-way traffic L

(primary’ ar # Flexible median bamier 5

‘h’nfsi:lnna}tuﬂ * Viery mide mesfion o

» ery low speed emvirmnment/speed limit. L

Supporting treatments » Wide median L

(compatible with future « Painted medianiwide centrelines. L

implementation of Safe
System options)
Supporting treatments #» Mon-flexible barmier provision 5
(doas not affect fiure + Lower speed environment/speed imit L,
|rrnlemerlr_l1m}of53fe « Ban s ki L
» Skid resistance improvement L
 Audio-tactile centrefine L
» Audio-tactile edgeline
« Rioadside barmers
» Consistent design along the route (i.e. no out-of-context curves)
» Consistent delineation for route K -
» Chertaking lanes 6 ::
» Improved superslevation.

Other considerations #» Speed enforcement Q L5
#» Rest area provision 0 L
« Lane marking compatible with vehi ing technology. L

E

Table 4.7:

Intersection treatments

2
N

Grade separation

Close intersection E
Low speed environment/speed limit LS
Roundabout L3
Raised platform. L3
Left-infleft-out, with protected acceleration and deceleration lanes L. 5
where required E
Ban selected movemnents LS

Reduce speed emvironment'speed limit.

Redirect traffic to higher quality intersection
Tuming lanes

Improved intersection conspicuity

Advanced direction signage and waming
Improved site distance

Traffic signals with fully contrelled right turms
Skid resistance improvemsent

Improved street lighting.

Speed cameras combined with red light cameras.
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Austroads Research Report AP-R509-16 Safe System Assesa}&[ramework
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https://austroads.com.au/publications/road-safety/ap-r509-16
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Raised Safety Platforms
Thomas / Gordonton
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Case study document link - https://www.nzta.qovt.nz/e&&afetv/docs/road-to-zero/safe-svstem-case-studv-raised-safetv-platforms.Ddf
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https://www.nzta.govt.nz/assets/Safety/docs/road-to-zero/safe-system-case-study-raised-safety-platforms.pdf



