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INTRODUCTION
Commission

This report results from a Stage 1 Road Safety Audit carried out on the Cycle
Superhighway Route 9, revised Section 7 proposals.

The Audit was undertaken by TfL Road Safety Audit in accordance with the Audit
Brief issued by the Client Or%anisation on 28™ August 2018. It took place at the
Palestra offices of TfL on 24" September 2018 and comprised an examination of the
documents provided as listed in Appendix A, plus a visit to the site of the proposed
scheme.

The visit to the site of the proposed scheme was made on 24" September 2018.
During the site visit the weather was sunny and the existing road surface was dry.

Terms of Reference

The Terms of Reference of this Audit are as described in TfL Procedure SQA-0170
dated May 2014. The Audit Team has examined and reported only on the road safety
implications of the scheme as presented and how it impacts on all road users and
has not examined or verified the compliance of the designs to any other criteria.
However, to clearly explain a safety problem or the recommendation to resolve a
problem the Audit Team may, on occasion, have referred to a design standard
without touching on technical audit. An absence of comment relating to specific road
users / modes in Section 3 of this report does not imply that they have not been
considered; instead the Audit Team feels they are not adversely affected by the
proposed changes.

This Safety Audit is not intended to identify pre-existing hazards which remain
unchanged due to the proposals; hence they will not be raised in Section 3 of this
report as they fall outside the remit of Road Safety Audit in general as specified in the
procedure SQA-0170 dated May 2014. Safety issues identified during the Audit and
site visit that are considered to be outside the Terms of Reference, but which the
Audit Team wishes to draw to the attention of the Client Organisation, are set out in
Section 4 of this report.

Nothing in this Audit should be regarded as a direct instruction to include or remove a
measure from within the scheme. Responsibility for designing the scheme lies with
the Designer and as such the Audit Team accepts no design responsibility for any
changes made to the scheme as a result of this Audit.

In accordance with TfL Procedure SQA-0170 dated May 2014, this Audit has a
maximum shelf life of 2 years. If the scheme does not progress to the next stage in
its development within this period, then the scheme should be re-audited.

Unless general to the scheme, all comments and recommendations are referenced to
the detailed design drawings and the locations have been indicated on the plan
located in Appendix B.

It is the responsibility of the Design Organisation to complete the Designer’s
response section of this Audit report. Where applicable and necessary it is the
responsibility of the Client Organisation to complete the Client comment section of
this Audit report. Signatures from both the Design Organisation and Client
Organisation must be added within Section 5 of this Audit report. A copy of which
must be returned to the Audit Team.
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Main Parties to the Audit

Client Organisation

Client contact details: I - Froject and Programme Sponsorship
Design Organisation

Design contact details: TfL Traffic Design Engineering

Audit Team

Audit Team Leader: I - 7L Road Safety Audit
Audit Team Member: I - 77 Road Safety Audit
Audit Team Observer: None present

Other Specialist Advisors
Specialist Advisor Details:  None present

Purpose of the Scheme

The purpose of the scheme is to provide a largely-segregated cycle facility between
Kensington Olympia and Hounslow Town Centre. Other improvements include new
cycle specific traffic signals, footway build outs and new pedestrian crossings, 5.5km
of two-way segregated cycle route with public realm improvements at town centres*.

*Taken directly from the Audit Brief.

Special Considerations

Due to the length of the proposed route, the Road Safety Audit process is being
undertaken in sections as defined by the project team. This Audit covers only the
Section 7 proposals and their associated tie-ins with the adjacent sections.

CS9 (Section 7) covers the proposals along Brentford High Street between
approximately Alexandra Road and Pottery Road.

Audit Ref: 3246.07/028/A315/BOR/2018
Date: 06/11/2018 3 Version: B
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2.0 ITEMS RAISED IN PREVIOUS ROAD SAFETY AUDITS

A previous iteration of the proposals was subject to a Stage 1 Road Safety Audit
carried out in April 2017 by TfL Road Safety Audit (ref:
2778.08/003/A315/TLRN/2017). The design has been substantially updated since
this Audit was undertaken, the contents of which are not deemed relevant.

Audit Ref: 3246.07/028/A315/BOR/2018
Date: 06/11/2018 4 Version: B
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Design Standards (LCDS) including:

Setting the cycle track further into the side road to provide space for turning
motorists to wait after leaving the main carriageway before crossing the cycle
track. This also provides an area for drivers to wait before turning out of the
side road without blocking the cycle track

Restricting access or egress from the side road to reduce the number of
vehicle movements

Reducing the kerb radii to reduce the speed at which motorists can enter and
exit the side road

Introducing raised tables to reduce motorist speeds entering or exiting the
side road

Providing contrasting coloured surfacing and cycle logos across the junction
to raise awareness of the presence of the cycle track and the fact that cyclists
are crossing

The design treatment proposed at each side road is dependent on local conditions
such as traffic and pedestrian flows, one-way or two-way nature of the street and
visibility. Clear road markings such as give way lines and cycle logos are proposed
at all side roads to highlight the requirement for motor vehicles to give way to cyclists
upon entry and exit. We will continue to review the best way to provide priority for

cycling

at un-signalised side roads as the design progresses.
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The design will be reviewed at the detailed design stage in coordination with the
traffic infrastructure designs and will be subject to separate signal safety audits.

Audit Ref: 3246.07/028/A315/BOR/2018
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wait times and in turn could lead to vehicles blocking crossings as they queue
through the junction or increase the likelihood for pedestrians to cross on a red light
as they become impatient waiting for a green man.

Split phased traffic signals have been provided across junctions in London to
optimise the operation of junctions for all road users.

End of list of problems identified and recommendations offered in this Stage 1 Road Safety Audit

Audit Ref: 3246.07/028/A315/BOR/2018
Date: 06/11/2018 17 Version: B
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4.0 ISSUES IDENTIFIED DURING THE STAGE 1 ROAD SAFETY AUDIT THAT
ARE OUTSIDE THE TERMS OF REFERENCE

Safety issues identified during the audit and site inspection that are considered to be
outside the Terms of Reference, but which the Audit Team wishes to draw to the
attention of the Client Organisation, are set out in this section. It is to be understood
that, in raising these issues, the Audit Team in no way warrants that a full review of
the highway environment has been undertaken beyond that necessary to undertake
the Audit as commissioned.

The Audit Team has no issues to raise within this section.

Audit Ref: 3246.07/028/A315/BOR/2018
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DRAWING NUMBER
PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0028 (PO6)

PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0029 (PO6)

PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0030 (PO5)

PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0030.1 (PO6)

PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0031 (P06)

DOCUMENTS

X] safety Audit Brief

[ ] Site Location Plan

[] Traffic signal details

[ ] TfL signal safety checklist

[] Departures from standard

[] Previous Road Safety Audits
[] Previous Designer Responses
[ ] Collision data

[] Collision plot

[] Traffic flow / modelling data

[ ] Pedestrian flow / modelling data
[ ] Speed survey data

[ ] Other documents

APPENDIX A

Documents Forming the Audit Brief

DRAWING TITLE

A315 Brentford High Street
Concept Design

Section 7 — Sheet 28

A315 Brentford High Street
Concept Design

Section 7 — Sheet 29

A315 Brentford High Street
Concept Design

Section 7 — Sheet 30

A315 Brentford High Street
Concept Design

Section 7 — Sheet 30.1
A315 Brentford High Street
Concept Design

Section 7 — Sheet 31

DETAILS (where appropriate)

Audit Ref: 3246.07/028/A315/BOR/2018
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APPENDIX B

Problem Locations
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INTRODUCTION
Commission

This report results from a Stage 1 Road Safety Audit carried out on the Cycle
Superhighway Route 9, revised section 8 proposals.

The Audit was undertaken by TfL Road Safety Audit in accordance with the Audit
Brief issued by the Client Organisation on 28" August 2018. It took place at the
Palestra offices of TfL on 3™ September 2018 and comprised an examination of the
documents provided as listed in Appendix A, plus a visit to the site of the proposed
scheme.

The visit to the site of the proposed scheme was made on 3™ September 2018.
During the site visit the weather was sunny and the existing road surface was dry.

Terms of Reference

The Terms of Reference of this Audit are as described in TfL Procedure SQA-0170
dated May 2014. The Audit Team has examined and reported only on the road safety
implications of the scheme as presented and how it impacts on all road users and
has not examined or verified the compliance of the designs to any other criteria.
However, to clearly explain a safety problem or the recommendation to resolve a
problem the Audit Team may, on occasion, have referred to a design standard
without touching on technical audit. An absence of comment relating to specific road
users / modes in Section 3 of this report does not imply that they have not been
considered; instead the Audit Team feels they are not adversely affected by the
proposed changes.

This Safety Audit is not intended to identify pre-existing hazards which remain
unchanged due to the proposals; hence they will not be raised in Section 3 of this
report as they fall outside the remit of Road Safety Audit in general as specified in the
procedure SQA-0170 dated May 2014. Safety issues identified during the Audit and
site visit that are considered to be outside the Terms of Reference, but which the
Audit Team wishes to draw to the attention of the Client Organisation, are set out in
Section 4 of this report.

Nothing in this Audit should be regarded as a direct instruction to include or remove a
measure from within the scheme. Responsibility for designing the scheme lies with
the Designer and as such the Audit Team accepts no design responsibility for any
changes made to the scheme as a result of this Audit.

In accordance with TfL Procedure SQA-0170 dated May 2014, this Audit has a
maximum shelf life of 2 years. If the scheme does not progress to the next stage in
its development within this period, then the scheme should be re-audited.

Unless general to the scheme, all comments and recommendations are referenced to
the detailed design drawings and the locations have been indicated on the plan
located in Appendix B.

It is the responsibility of the Design Organisation to complete the Designer’s
response section of this Audit report. Where applicable and necessary it is the
responsibility of the Client Organisation to complete the Client comment section of
this Audit report. Signatures from both the Design Organisation and Client
Organisation must be added within Section 5 of this Audit report. A copy of which
must be returned to the Audit Team.

Audit Ref: 3246.08/028/A315/BOR/2018
Date: 12/10/2018 2 Version: C
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1.3 Main Parties to the Audit
1.3.1 Client Organisation
Client contact details: I - Proiect and Programme Sponsorship
1.3.2 Design Organisation
Design contact details: TfL Traffic Design Engineering
1.3.3 Audit Team
Audit Team Leader: I - i Road Safety Audit
Audit Team Member: I - 7. Road Safety Audit
Audit Team Observer: None present
1.3.4 Other Specialist Advisors

Specialist Advisor Details:  None present

1.4  Purpose of the Scheme

1.4.1 The purpose of the scheme is to provide a largely-segregated cycle facility between
Kensington Olympia and Hounslow Town Centre. Other improvements include new
cycle specific traffic signals, footway build outs and new pedestrian crossings, 5.5km
of two-way segregated cycle route with public realm improvements at town centres*.

*Taken directly from the Audit Brief.

1.5 Special Considerations

1.5.1 Due to the length of the proposed route, the Road Safety Audit process is being
undertaken in sections as defined by the project team. This Audit covers only the
Section 8 proposals and their associated tie-ins with the adjacent sections.

1.5.2 CS9 (Section 8) covers the proposals along Brentford High Street and Kew Bridge
Road between the junctions of Pottery Road (to the west) and Kew Road (to the
east).

Audit Ref: 3246.08/028/A315/BOR/2018
Date: 12/10/2018 3 Version: C
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2.0 ITEMS RAISED IN PREVIOUS ROAD SAFETY AUDITS

A previous iteration of the proposals was subject to a Stage 1 Road Safety Audit
carried out in April 2017 by TfL Road Safety Audit (ref:
2778.08/003/A315/TLRN/2017). The design has been substantially updated since
this Audit was undertaken, the contents of which are not deemed relevant.

Audit Ref: 3246.08/028/A315/BOR/2018

Date: 12/10/2018 4 Version: C









Cycle Superhighway Route 9, Revised Section 8 Proposals
Stage 1 Road Safety Audit Report

Waterman’s Park is to be carried out as part of the design proposals for the
Waterman’s Park development. This will take into account the wider proposals for
the park, including the position of the proposed new pedestrian ramp and new
pedestrian paths. TfL will work closely with LB Hounslow who are the client for the
park development to ensure that requirements for the design include appropriate
inter-visibility between pedestrians and cyclists.

Audit Ref: 3246.08/028/A315/BOR/2018
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presence of cyclists to left turning vehicles including a raised cycle track with a colour
contrasting surface and cycle logos. A raised entry treatment and tighter turning radii
is also proposed to slow vehicles down and reduce the likelihood or severity of
conflict. In addition, the shelter at the existing bus stop has part width side panels
without advertising which provides more visibility compared to shelters with wider,
masked panels. The design will recommend that this type of shelter is used on the
bus stop bypass to ensure visibility is optimised.

Audit Ref: 3246.08/028/A315/BOR/2018
Date: 12/10/2018 9 Version: C
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pedestrians stepping out onto the crossing will have priority over cyclists who would
need to stop. Belisha beacons are proposed on the inside (cycle track side) of the
footway at each crossing point to provide a physical deterrent to discourage
pedestrians from walking into the cycle track and instead crossing onto the island. A
ramp at the western end of the cycle track is designed to reduce cyclist speeds on
approach to the bus stop bypass, reducing the potential for conflict between
pedestrians and cyclists.

Audit Ref: 3246.08/028/A315/BOR/2018
Date: 12/10/2018 13 Version: C
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pedestrian has started to cross they have priority, so drivers should give way

Along the route, continuous footways are proposed at some accesses, or ‘no through
roads’ where the number of vehicles per hour is low and the relative risk of
pedestrian / vehicle conflict is therefore low. Vertical deflection is intended to reduce
the speed of traffic turning and road markings are proposed to highlight the presence
of this feature.

Measures such as contrasting coloured surfacing and cycle logos are also proposed
to highlight the presence of cyclists in these locations.

TfL is currently monitoring the use of continuous footways and any results of this that
emerge during the design process will be used to inform our design proposals. In
addition, continuous footway proposals are highlighted within this schemes Equality
Impact Assessment.

Audit Ref: 3246.08/028/A315/BOR/2018
Date: 12/10/2018 17 Version: C
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have sought to reduce the likelihood of conflict arising through a combination of

some o
Design

r all of the design approaches set out in guidance such as the London Cycling
Standards (LCDS) including:

Setting the cycle track further into the side road to provide space for turning
motorists to wait after leaving the main carriageway before crossing the cycle
track. This also provides an area for drivers to wait before turning out of the
side road without blocking the cycle track

Restricting access or egress from the side road to reduce the number of
vehicle movements

Reducing the kerb radii to reduce the speed at which motorists can enter and
exit the side road

Introducing raised tables to reduce motorist speeds entering or exiting the
side road

Providing contrasting coloured surfacing and cycle logos across the junction
to raise awareness of the presence of the cycle track and the fact that cyclists
are crossing

The design treatment proposed at each side road is dependent on local conditions
such as traffic and pedestrian flows, one-way or two-way nature of the street and
visibility. Clear road markings such as give way lines and cycle logos are proposed
at all side roads to highlight the requirement for motor vehicles to give way to cyclists
upon entry and exit. We will continue to review the best way to provide priority for

cycling

at un-signalised side roads as the design progresses.

Audit Ref: 3246.08/028/A315/BOR/2018
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DRAWING NUMBER
PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0032 (P06)

PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0033 (P06)

PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0034 (PO6)

PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0035 (PO6)

PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0036 (PO6)

PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0036.1 (P06)

PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0036.2 (P06)

PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0036.3 (P06)

DOCUMENTS

X] Safety Audit Brief

[ ] Site Location Plan

[] Traffic signal details

[ ] TfL signal safety checklist

[ ] Departures from standard

[] Previous Road Safety Audits
[] Previous Designer Responses
[ ] Collision data

] Collision plot

[] Traffic flow / modelling data
[] Pedestrian flow / modelling data
[ ] Speed survey data

[ ] Other documents

APPENDIX A

Documents Forming the Audit Brief

DRAWING TITLE

A315 Brentford High Street
Concept Design

Section 8 — Sheet 32

A315 Brentford High Street
Concept Design

Section 8 — Sheet 33

A315 Brentford High Street
Concept Design

Section 8 — Sheet 34

A315 Brentford High Street
Concept Design

Section 8 — Sheet 35

A315 Brentford High Street
Concept Design

Section 8 — Sheet 36

A315 Brentford High Street
Concept Design

Section 8 — Sheet 36.1
A315 Brentford High Street
Concept Design

Section 8 — Sheet 36.2
A315 Brentford High Street
Concept Design

Section 8 — Sheet 36.3

DETAILS (where appropriate)

Audit Ref: 3246.08/028/A315/BOR/2018
Date: 12/10/2018
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APPENDIX B

Problem Locations
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INTRODUCTION
Commission

This report results from a Stage 1 Road Safety Audit carried out on the Cycle
Superhighway Route 9, revised Section 9 proposals.

The Audit was undertaken by TfL Road Safety Audit in accordance with the Audit
Brief issued by the Client Organisation on 28" August 2018. It took place at the
Palestra offices of TfL on 3™ September 2018 and comprised an examination of the
documents provided as listed in Appendix A, plus a visit to the site of the proposed
scheme.

The visit to the site of the proposed scheme was made on 3™ September 2018.
During the site visit the weather was sunny and the existing road surface was dry.

Terms of Reference

The Terms of Reference of this Audit are as described in TfL Procedure SQA-0170
dated May 2014. The Audit Team has examined and reported only on the road safety
implications of the scheme as presented and how it impacts on all road users and
has not examined or verified the compliance of the designs to any other criteria.
However, to clearly explain a safety problem or the recommendation to resolve a
problem the Audit Team may, on occasion, have referred to a design standard
without touching on technical audit. An absence of comment relating to specific road
users / modes in Section 3 of this report does not imply that they have not been
considered; instead the Audit Team feels they are not adversely affected by the
proposed changes.

This Safety Audit is not intended to identify pre-existing hazards which remain
unchanged due to the proposals; hence they will not be raised in Section 3 of this
report as they fall outside the remit of Road Safety Audit in general as specified in the
procedure SQA-0170 dated May 2014. Safety issues identified during the Audit and
site visit that are considered to be outside the Terms of Reference, but which the
Audit Team wishes to draw to the attention of the Client Organisation, are set out in
Section 4 of this report.

Nothing in this Audit should be regarded as a direct instruction to include or remove a
measure from within the scheme. Responsibility for designing the scheme lies with
the Designer and as such the Audit Team accepts no design responsibility for any
changes made to the scheme as a result of this Audit.

In accordance with TfL Procedure SQA-0170 dated May 2014, this Audit has a
maximum shelf life of 2 years. If the scheme does not progress to the next stage in
its development within this period, then the scheme should be re-audited.

Unless general to the scheme, all comments and recommendations are referenced to
the detailed design drawings and the locations have been indicated on the plan
located in Appendix B.

It is the responsibility of the Design Organisation to complete the Designer’s
response section of this Audit report. Where applicable and necessary it is the
responsibility of the Client Organisation to complete the Client comment section of
this Audit report. Signatures from both the Design Organisation and Client
Organisation must be added within Section 5 of this Audit report. A copy of which
must be returned to the Audit Team.

Audit Ref: 3246.09/028/A315/BOR/2018
Date: 10/09/2018 2 Version: A
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1.3 Main Parties to the Audit
1.3.1 Client Organisation
Client contact details: I - Proiect and Programme Sponsorship
1.3.2 Design Organisation
Design contact details: TfL Traffic Design Engineering
1.3.3 Audit Team
Audit Team Leader: I - i Road Safety Audit
Audit Team Member: I - 7. Road Safety Audit
Audit Team Observer: None present
1.3.4 Other Specialist Advisors

Specialist Advisor Details:  None present

1.4  Purpose of the Scheme

1.4.1 The purpose of the scheme is to provide a largely-segregated cycle facility between
Kensington Olympia and Hounslow Town Centre. Other improvements include new
cycle specific traffic signals, footway build outs and new pedestrian crossings, 5.5km
of two-way segregated cycle route with public realm improvements at town centres*.

*Taken directly from the Audit Brief.

1.5 Special Considerations

1.5.1 Due to the length of the proposed route, the Road Safety Audit process is being
undertaken in sections as defined by the project team. This Audit covers only the
Section 9 proposals and their associated tie-ins with the adjacent sections.

1.5.2 CS9 (Section 9) covers the proposals along Chiswick High Road between the
junctions of Kew Bridge (to the west) and just past Capital Interchange Way (to the
east).

Audit Ref: 3246.09/028/A315/BOR/2018
Date: 10/09/2018 3 Version: A
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2.0 ITEMS RAISED IN PREVIOUS ROAD SAFETY AUDITS

A previous iteration of the proposals was subject to a Stage 1 Road Safety Audit
carried out in April 2017 by TfL Road Safety Audit (ref:
2778.08/003/A315/TLRN/2017). The design has been substantially updated since
this Audit was undertaken, the contents of which are not deemed relevant.
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DRAWING NUMBER

PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0037 (P06)

PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0038 (P06)

DOCUMENTS

[ ] Safety Audit Brief

[ ] Site Location Plan

[] Traffic signal details

[] TfL signal safety checklist

[] Departures from standard

[] Previous Road Safety Audits
[] Previous Designer Responses
[ ] Collision data

[] Collision plot

] Traffic flow / modelling data
[] Pedestrian flow / modelling data
[ ] Speed survey data

[ ] Other documents

APPENDIX A

Documents Forming the Audit Brief

DRAWING TITLE

A315 Brentford High Street
Concept Design

Section 9 — Sheet 37

A315 Brentford High Street
Concept Design

Section 9 — Sheet 38

DETAILS (where appropriate)

Audit Ref: 3246.09/028/A315/BOR/2018
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APPENDIX B

Problem Locations
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INTRODUCTION
Commission

This report results from a Stage 1 Road Safety Audit carried out on the Cycle
Superhighway Route 9, revised Section 10 proposals.

The Audit was undertaken by TfL Road Safety Audit in accordance with the Audit
Brief issued by the Client Organisation on 28" August 2018. It took place at the
Palestra offices of TfL on 24™ September 2018 and comprised an examination of the
documents provided as listed in Appendix A, plus a visit to the site of the proposed
scheme.

The visit to the site of the proposed scheme was made on 24™ September 2018.
During the site visit the weather was sunny and the existing road surface was dry.

Terms of Reference

The Terms of Reference of this Audit are as described in TfL Procedure SQA-0170
dated May 2014. The Audit Team has examined and reported only on the road safety
implications of the scheme as presented and how it impacts on all road users and
has not examined or verified the compliance of the designs to any other criteria.
However, to clearly explain a safety problem or the recommendation to resolve a
problem the Audit Team may, on occasion, have referred to a design standard
without touching on technical audit. An absence of comment relating to specific road
users / modes in Section 3 of this report does not imply that they have not been
considered; instead the Audit Team feels they are not adversely affected by the
proposed changes.

This Safety Audit is not intended to identify pre-existing hazards which remain
unchanged due to the proposals; hence they will not be raised in Section 3 of this
report as they fall outside the remit of Road Safety Audit in general as specified in the
procedure SQA-0170 dated May 2014. Safety issues identified during the Audit and
site visit that are considered to be outside the Terms of Reference, but which the
Audit Team wishes to draw to the attention of the Client Organisation, are set out in
Section 4 of this report.

Nothing in this Audit should be regarded as a direct instruction to include or remove a
measure from within the scheme. Responsibility for designing the scheme lies with
the Designer and as such the Audit Team accepts no design responsibility for any
changes made to the scheme as a result of this Audit.

In accordance with TfL Procedure SQA-0170 dated May 2014, this Audit has a
maximum shelf life of 2 years. If the scheme does not progress to the next stage in
its development within this period, then the scheme should be re-audited.

Unless general to the scheme, all comments and recommendations are referenced to
the detailed design drawings and the locations have been indicated on the plan
located in Appendix B.

It is the responsibility of the Design Organisation to complete the Designer’s
response section of this Audit report. Where applicable and necessary it is the
responsibility of the Client Organisation to complete the Client comment section of
this Audit report. Signatures from both the Design Organisation and Client
Organisation must be added within Section 5 of this Audit report. A copy of which
must be returned to the Audit Team.
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1.3 Main Parties to the Audit
1.3.1 Client Organisation
Client contact details: I - Proiect and Programme Sponsorship
1.3.2 Design Organisation
Design contact details: TfL Traffic Design Engineering
1.3.3 Audit Team
Audit Team Leader: I - i Road Safety Audit
Audit Team Member: I - 7. Road Safety Audit
Audit Team Observer: None present
1.3.4 Other Specialist Advisors

Specialist Advisor Details:  None present

1.4  Purpose of the Scheme

1.4.1 The purpose of the scheme is to provide a largely-segregated cycle facility between
Kensington Olympia and Hounslow Town Centre. Other improvements include new
cycle specific traffic signals, footway build outs and new pedestrian crossings, 5.5km
of two-way segregated cycle route with public realm improvements at town centres*.

*Taken directly from the Audit Brief.

1.5 Special Considerations

1.5.1 Due to the length of the proposed route, the Road Safety Audit process is being
undertaken in sections as defined by the project team. This Audit covers only the
Section 10 proposals and their associated tie-ins with the adjacent sections.

1.5.2 CS9 (Section 10) covers the proposals along Heathfield Terrace and Wellesley Road
approximately between the junctions of Horticultural Place and Clarence Road.

Audit Ref: 3246.10/025/A3000/BOR/2018
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2.0 ITEMS RAISED IN PREVIOUS ROAD SAFETY AUDITS

A previous iteration of the proposals was subject to a Stage 1 Road Safety Audit
carried out in April 2017 by TfL Road Safety Audit (ref:
2778.10/025/A3000/TLRN/2017). The design has been substantially updated since
this Audit was undertaken, the contents of which are not deemed relevant.
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4.0 ISSUES IDENTIFIED DURING THE STAGE 1 ROAD SAFETY AUDIT THAT
ARE OUTSIDE THE TERMS OF REFERENCE

Safety issues identified during the audit and site inspection that are considered to be
outside the Terms of Reference, but which the Audit Team wishes to draw to the
attention of the Client Organisation, are set out in this section. It is to be understood
that, in raising these issues, the Audit Team in no way warrants that a full review of
the highway environment has been undertaken beyond that necessary to undertake
the Audit as commissioned.

The Audit Team has no issues to raise within this section.

Audit Ref: 3246.10/025/A3000/BOR/2018
Date: 25/09/2018 6 Version: A






Cycle Superhighway Route 9, Revised Section 10 Proposals
Stage 1 Road Safety Audit Report

5.2 DESIGN TEAM STATEMENT

In accordance with SQA-0170 dated May 2014, | certify that | have reviewed the
items raised in this Stage 1 Safety Audit report. | have given due consideration to
each issue raised and have stated my proposed course of action for each in this
report. | seek the Client Organisation’s endorsement of my proposals.

In accordance with SQA-0170 dated May 2014, | certify that | have reviewed the
items raised in this Stage 1 Safety Audit report. | have given due consideration to
each issue raised and have stated my proposed course of action for each in this
report. | seek the Client Organisation’s endorsement of my proposals.

Name: [

Position: Design Engineer

Organisation: RS&P, Hiihways and Traffic, TfL Engineering

Signed: Dated: 05/11/18

In accordance with SQA-0170 dated May 2014, | certify that | have reviewed the
items raised in this Stage 1 Safety Audit report. | have given due consideration to

each issue raised and have stated my proposed course of action for each in this
report. | seek the Client Organisation’s endorsement of my proposals.

Name: [N

Position: Senior Engineer
Organisation: RS&P, Highways and Traffic, TfL Engineering

Signed: Dated: 05/11/18
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DRAWING NUMBER
PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0039 (P06)

PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0040 (PO6)

PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0041 (PO6)

PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0042 (PO6)

PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0043 (PO6)

PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0044 (PO6)

PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0045 (P06)

PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0046 (P0O6)

PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0047 (PO6)

PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0048 (PO6)

APPENDIX A

Documents Forming the Audit Brief

DRAWING TITLE

A3000 Wellesley Road
Concept Design
Section 10 — Sheet 39
A3000 Wellesley Road
Concept Design
Section 10 — Sheet 40
A3000 Wellesley Road
Concept Design
Section 10 — Sheet 41
A3000 Wellesley Road
Concept Design
Section 10 — Sheet 42
A3000 Wellesley Road
Concept Design
Section 10 — Sheet 43
A3000 Wellesley Road
Concept Design
Section 10 — Sheet 44
A3000 Wellesley Road
Concept Design
Section 10 — Sheet 45
A3000 Wellesley Road
Concept Design
Section 10 — Sheet 46
A3000 Wellesley Road
Concept Design
Section 10 — Sheet 47
A3000 Wellesley Road
Concept Design
Section 10 — Sheet 48
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DOCUMENTS

X] safety Audit Brief

[ ] Site Location Plan

[] Traffic signal details

[ ] TfL signal safety checklist

[] Departures from standard

[] Previous Road Safety Audits
[] Previous Designer Responses
[] Collision data

[] Collision plot

[] Traffic flow / modelling data

[ ] Pedestrian flow / modelling data
[ ] Speed survey data

[ ] Other documents

DETAILS (where appropriate)
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APPENDIX B

Problem Locations
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1.0
11
111
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1.13

1.2
121

1.2.2

1.2.3

124

1.25

1.2.6

INTRODUCTION
Commission

This report results from a Stage 1 Road Safety Audit carried out on the Cycle
Superhighway Route 9, revised Section 11 proposals.

The Audit was undertaken by TfL Road Safety Audit in accordance with the Audit
Brief issued by the Client Organisation on 28" August 2018. It took place at the
Palestra offices of TfL on 3™ September 2018 and comprised an examination of the
documents provided as listed in Appendix A, plus a visit to the site of the proposed
scheme.

The visit to the site of the proposed scheme was made on 3™ September 2018.
During the site visit the weather was sunny and the existing road surface was dry.

Terms of Reference

The Terms of Reference of this Audit are as described in TfL Procedure SQA-0170
dated May 2014. The Audit Team has examined and reported only on the road safety
implications of the scheme as presented and how it impacts on all road users and
has not examined or verified the compliance of the designs to any other criteria.
However, to clearly explain a safety problem or the recommendation to resolve a
problem the Audit Team may, on occasion, have referred to a design standard
without touching on technical audit. An absence of comment relating to specific road
users / modes in Section 3 of this report does not imply that they have not been
considered; instead the Audit Team feels they are not adversely affected by the
proposed changes.

This Safety Audit is not intended to identify pre-existing hazards which remain
unchanged due to the proposals; hence they will not be raised in Section 3 of this
report as they fall outside the remit of Road Safety Audit in general as specified in the
procedure SQA-0170 dated May 2014. Safety issues identified during the Audit and
site visit that are considered to be outside the Terms of Reference, but which the
Audit Team wishes to draw to the attention of the Client Organisation, are set out in
Section 4 of this report.

Nothing in this Audit should be regarded as a direct instruction to include or remove a
measure from within the scheme. Responsibility for designing the scheme lies with
the Designer and as such the Audit Team accepts no design responsibility for any
changes made to the scheme as a result of this Audit.

In accordance with TfL Procedure SQA-0170 dated May 2014, this Audit has a
maximum shelf life of 2 years. If the scheme does not progress to the next stage in
its development within this period, then the scheme should be re-audited.

Unless general to the scheme, all comments and recommendations are referenced to
the detailed design drawings and the locations have been indicated on the plan
located in Appendix B.

It is the responsibility of the Design Organisation to complete the Designer’s
response section of this Audit report. Where applicable and necessary it is the
responsibility of the Client Organisation to complete the Client comment section of
this Audit report. Signatures from both the Design Organisation and Client
Organisation must be added within Section 5 of this Audit report. A copy of which
must be returned to the Audit Team.
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1.3 Main Parties to the Audit
1.3.1 Client Organisation
Client contact details: I - Proiect and Programme Sponsorship
1.3.2 Design Organisation
Design contact details: TfL Traffic Design Engineering
1.3.3 Audit Team
Audit Team Leader: I - i Road Safety Audit
Audit Team Member: I - 7. Road Safety Audit
Audit Team Observer: None present
1.3.4 Other Specialist Advisors

Specialist Advisor Details:  None present

1.4  Purpose of the Scheme

1.4.1 The purpose of the scheme is to provide a largely-segregated cycle facility between
Kensington Olympia and Hounslow Town Centre. Other improvements include new
cycle specific traffic signals, footway build outs and new pedestrian crossings, 5.5km
of two-way segregated cycle route with public realm improvements at town centres*.

*Taken directly from the Audit Brief.

1.5 Special Considerations

1.5.1 Due to the length of the proposed route, the Road Safety Audit process is being
undertaken in sections as defined by the project team. This Audit covers only the
Section 11 proposals and their associated tie-ins with the adjacent sections.

1.5.2 CS9 (Section 11) covers the proposals along Chiswick High Road between the
junctions of Sutton Lane North (to the west) and Netheravon Road (to the east).

Audit Ref: 3246.11/028/A315/BOR/2018
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2.0 ITEMS RAISED IN PREVIOUS ROAD SAFETY AUDITS

A previous iteration of the proposals was subject to a Stage 1 Road Safety Audit
carried out in April 2017 by TfL Road Safety Audit (ref:
2778.08/003/A315/TLRN/2017). The design has been substantially updated since
this Audit was undertaken, the contents of which are not deemed relevant.
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Nonetheless, where possible, we have sought to eliminate the chance of conflict at
side roads or accesses through closing roads or banning certain movements. Where
this not possible due access constraints, or where vehicle flows are very low, we
have sought to reduce the likelihood of conflict arising through a combination of
some or all of the design approaches set out in guidance such as the London Cycling
Design Standards (LCDS) including:

e Setting the cycle track further into the side road to provide space for turning
motorists to wait after leaving the main carriageway before crossing the cycle
track. This also provides an area for drivers to wait before turning out of the
side road without blocking the cycle track

e Restricting access or egress from the side road to reduce the number of
vehicle movements

¢ Reducing the kerb radii to reduce the speed at which motorists can enter and
exit the side road

¢ Introducing raised tables to reduce motorist speeds entering or exiting the
side road

¢ Providing contrasting coloured surfacing and cycle logos across the junction
to raise awareness of the presence of the cycle track and the fact that cyclists
are crossing

The design treatment proposed at each side road is dependent on local conditions
such as traffic and pedestrian flows, one-way or two-way nature of the street and
visibility. Clear road markings such as give way lines and cycle logos are proposed
at all side roads to highlight the requirement for motor vehicles to give way to cyclists
upon entry and exit. We will continue to review the best way to provide priority for
cycling at un-signalised side roads as the design progresses.
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DRAWING NUMBER
PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0049.1 (P03)

PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0049 (P07)

PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0050 (P07)

PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0051 (P07)

PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0052 (P07)

PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0052.1 (P07)

PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0053 (P07)

PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0054 (P07)

PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0055 (P07)

PJ549C-RSM-PRD-11-DR-TE-25-
57-0056 (P07)

APPENDIX A

Documents Forming the Audit Brief

DRAWING TITLE

A315 Brentford High Street
Concept Design

Section 11 — Sheet 49.1
A315 Brentford High Street
Concept Design

Section 11 — Sheet 49
A315 Brentford High Street
Concept Design

Section 11 — Sheet 50
A315 Brentford High Street
Concept Design

Section 11 — Sheet 51
A315 Brentford High Street
Concept Design

Section 11 — Sheet 52
A315 Brentford High Street
Concept Design

Section 11 — Sheet 52.1
A315 Brentford High Street
Concept Design

Section 11 — Sheet 53
A315 Brentford High Street
Concept Design

Section 11 — Sheet 54
A315 Brentford High Street
Concept Design

Section 11 — Sheet 55
A315 Brentford High Street
Concept Design

Section 11 — Sheet 56

Audit Ref: 3246.11/028/A315/BOR/2018
Date: 12/10/2018

24

Version: B



Cycle Superhighway Route 9, Revised Section 11 Proposals

Stage 1 Road Safety Audit Report

DOCUMENTS

X] safety Audit Brief

[ ] Site Location Plan

[] Traffic signal details

[ ] TfL signal safety checklist

[] Departures from standard

[] Previous Road Safety Audits
[] Previous Designer Responses
[] Collision data

[] Collision plot

[] Traffic flow / modelling data

[ ] Pedestrian flow / modelling data
[ ] Speed survey data

[ ] Other documents

DETAILS (where appropriate)
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APPENDIX B

Problem Locations
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