












































Urban planning and sustainable safety

A sustainably safe traffic and transport system is not a completely new
vision. This vision should be seen as a following step (Dijkstra, 1997) in
considerations pertaining to the public domain whereby the present know-
how on the improvement of road safety is applied in such a way that a
considerable improvement on the road safety is reasonable.

Central to the vision of sustainable safety is the idea that prevention is better
than cure and that thus in the case of area planning and the derived
functional classification of the road network, combined with access control
should be the starting point of sustainable safe road traffic. The
interpretation and imbedding of these thoughts in the present decision-
making processes require at this moment the necessary discussion in the
Netherlands. It is certainly to be expected that the ideas on sustainable safety
will emphatically influence the discussion on area planning in the
Netherlands. It is te be hoped that as a result of this there will be less
reconciliation on uncompromising targets and clear and safe choices are
made. This reasoning tackles the problem at the root instead of preventing
the symptoms.

It is evident that with area planning more issues than road safety are at stake.
From the viewpoint of mobility and environment in the Netherlands efforts
are made to encourage the use of public transport and bicycles. A first
survey shows that the furtherance of bicycle use, making cycling safer, and
the realisation of a sustainably safe infrastructure can be combined
successfully (Slop & Van Minnen, 1994). For example, if there is motorised
traffic with relatively high speeds then there must be separate bicycle lanes
and if cyclists have to cross motorised traffic there must be physical
adjustment made so that the speed of the motorised traffic is reduced. This
should apply for example on distributor roads within the built-up areas
(C.R.0.W, 1997). There is also a first survey on the position of the
pedestrian with the same conclusion as that for cyclists. That is not to say of
course that explicit attention for vulnerable pedestrians and cyclists in
sustainable safety is superfluous. Our conclusion is that a sustainably safe
infrastructure could certainly improve the safety for pedestrians and cyclists
but that the improvement must be reached via a concrete road design.

What is also interesting is the relation between the furtherance of the use of
public transport and sustainable safety, where in particular transport by bus
is concerned. Of great importance is to differentiate between the different
functions fulfilled by public transport and to interpret this to the routes of
the public transport, position on the road and in the road network, the size of
the vehicle and speed travelled. It must be admitted that the ambitions of the
public transport and that of sustainable safety are not identical. Hopefully in
the weighing-out road safety is not the victim.

During the seventies a concept of total integration was developed for
residential areas in the Netherlands. The concept has also become
internationally known by the Dutch word ‘woonerf’. Motorised traffic -
excluding through traffic - is accepted but is subordinate to the other
‘woonerf’-users. In a woonerf motorised traffic is permitted to drive at
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