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	Social Development
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Road Safety
A traditional approach to road safety tends to focus on vehicles and victims. Solutions proposed for enhancing the safety of vehicles and those who become the victims of road accidents include designing roads to be safer, reducing speeds, requiring the wearing of helmets and seatbelts and implementing licensing or driver training. These are important, and there is no doubt that many of them have helped to reduce death and injury on the roads. However, road safety remains an enormous problem which grows as the number of motorised vehicles on the roads grows. It has come to be increasingly recognised as a public health issue but a lack of road safety is less acknowledged to be a social issue, with social, cultural and political causes and effects. In fact, a lack of road safety has enormous social implications and it also has a number of social causes. These must be clearly understood if effective solutions are to be implemented.
In many developing countries, there seems to be a degree of acceptance that road accidents are perhaps a necessary evil or even a precondition to development. Road users tend to follow quite a rigid hierarchical arrangement, with the pedestrian being the most vulnerable and least respected, moving up to bicycle, rickshaw, motorbike, private car, etc. Those higher up in the chain also tend to be wealthier and probably more able to assert their belief that they, as drivers, should have priority over others. This is a political and social assumption that has major implications for road safety that are rarely questioned. Often they are not even questioned by vulnerable people themselves.
Global facts and figures
	Globally more than one million people die in traffic accidents and more than 20 million people are seriously injured.

More than 10 million people become permanently handicapped; 75% of these are in developing and transition countries.
The social and economic damage caused by traffic accidents amounts to approximately US 500 billion per year.
According to the WHO, road accidents are likely to become the third largest cause of death worldwide by 2020.
Vulnerable road users
Vulnerable road users (VRU) are those with little or no external protection, or with reduced task capabilities, or reduced stamina/physical capabilities. The majority of vulnerable road users then tend to then be women, children, the elderly and the poorest. Probably not coincidentally, these are also the groups that tend to be shut out of the political decision-making process. A lack of road safety is very often the result of political decisions and processes, particularly those that favour motorized transport over other modes.
In many countries, vulnerable road users have little choice and few options by way of reducing their own vulnerability. They are forced to put themselves in precarious positions to get where they need to go in pursuit of jobs, education, social opportunities, etc. They must often travel along roads with few services for or consideration of pedestrians or cyclists and they may need to compromise their own safety or security to access public transport, if it is available to them at all. They are physically vulnerable if they do go out on the roads and they are equally vulnerable to isolation and greater poverty if they do not.
Impacts
The range of social impacts caused by a lack of road safety include:
	Pressure on caregivers and families of accident victims (this pressure often disproportionately affects women who are often the primary care-givers). The financial burden forces many families into poverty and debt.

An increased number of people with long-term disabilities caused by road accidents (who have their own needs for accessible transport, which are rarely met).
Increased isolation for those who fear for their safety and security (e.g. the threat of sexual harassment and violence). The mobility of women can suffer from a lack of security as they may avoid walking or taking public transport. Children may even be prevented from attending school if there is no safe way for them to get there. The elderly and people with disabilities may have their social and economic opportunities limited through a lack of safe and accessible transport. Social connections, linkages and opportunities can be significantly limited when road safety is poor.
Local footpaths, animal trails and other non-motorized routes are often endangered by the encroachment of a road or road traffic.
Sidewalks and pedestrian spaces, where they are available, are often encroached upon by motor vehicles making pedestrians in their own space or forced to walk in the street.
Safety may be used as an excuse for banning the use of slow-moving vehicles, such as rickshaws, in favour of the rights of larger vehicles such as cars. This political decision removes the income-making capacity of rickshaw drivers and those depending on slower moving forms of transport. Banning or limiting rickshaws has been pursued in many cities, including Dhaka and Bangkok. China has sought to remove cyclists from many of its city streets.
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Social causes of poor road safety
	Cultural and political attitudes that put motorized transport, rather than people and communities, at the heart of transport policies and behaviour (e.g. not stopping for pedestrians, parking on sidewalks).

Long-term knowledge on the full range of impacts of roads (including the negative impacts) is rarely studied or documented.
Traffic and transport systems are made for cars, not for the needs of vulnerable road users.
The lack of political and economic power of vulnerable road users and prejudices against poorer people and their economic activities.
Poor management and enforcement allows people to get away with unsafe driving and endangering the vulnerable.
Policies and actions
	Traffic planning and cost benefit analysis currently disregard non-motorised travel, leading to measures which improve motor vehicle speeds but compromise travel speeds and safety for pedestrians and cyclists. This bias tends to disproportionately adversely affect lower income groups and women. This needs to change to include an understanding of non-motorised modes of transport as part of planning and policy-making.

Create access to knowledge on how a broad range of social issues must be considered as part of improving road safety for everyone; and knowledge of experience of what has worked elsewhere, what didn't and insights into why this may have been so.
Carry out broader social assessments as part of road safety audits.
Strengthen laws and enforcement that protect rights and space for non-motorised transport users. Poor people have much less access to private space and are therefore much more dependent on safe public spaces.
Work towards mainstreaming 'universal design' principles so transport is safe and accessible for those with impaired mobility.
Measures to improve safety for VRU cannot be improved without measures aimed at 'mainstream' road users; these should come in the form of behaviour change aimed at emphasising respect for VRU.
VRUs must be part of the decision-making process.
Policies must be based on protecting or improving the travel, access and mobility needs and travel patterns of VRUs, not on the most expedient means of moving cars through a particular area.
Greater numbers of people using a certain type of transport tends to increase the safety of those people. High levels of public transport use in Hong Kong and Singapore have produced very safe urban roads for pedestrians; high bicycle ridership in Copenhagen and throughout the Netherlands has resulted in a decrease in bicycle casualties. Policies to increase safety by increasing the number of safe options for VRU are needed.
Conclusions
The road safety agenda is currently narrowly focused on accidents & victims and does not link these to broader social and political conditions and decisions. The social impact of a lack of road safety is similarly underemphasised. As a result, vulnerable road users are not as well-served by initiatives to improve road safety as they should or could be.
Key links
	Safekids (an NGO to improve road safety for children).
	ICTCT (International Cooperation on Theories and Concepts in Traffic Safety).
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