RISM Study Workshop
Network wide assessment — N25 Pilot (single carriageway)



Introduction.

O Background.
* Proactive and reactive standards (IRL)
* Current road safety strategy

O N25 Pilot Route.
* Reactive and proactive results
* Detailed comparison / interpretation

0 Observations & Experiences with NWA process (IRL).



Background.
Transport Infrastructure Ireland Standards & Technical Publications

EU Directive (EU) 2019/1936 S.I. No. 612 of 2011 NRA implementation body

ReaCtiVe

https://www.tiipublications.ie/



https://www.tiipublications.ie/

Background.
Road Safety Strategy Actions (IRL)

Link to IRL Government Road Safety Strategy 2021 to 2030



https://www.rsa.ie/docs/default-source/road-safety/legislation/government-_road_safety_strategy_2021_2030_13th_dec21_final.pdf?sfvrsn=cf289e63_3

N25 Pilot Route.

Reactive Results. Proactive Results The section of N25 selected for this pilot study was a
’ o 57.5 km section of rural undivided carriageway
(s = 3 between Midleton, east of Cork City, to Lemybrien,

west of Waterford City.
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The N25 is an important route connecting Cork and Proactive
Waterford cities, and further to the east, the port at Rosslare.
The N25 is part of the TEN-T network and serves several
large towns along the southern coast of Ireland.



N25 Pilot Route.
Reactive Results, Proactive Results
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Observations & Experiences with NWA process (IRL).

o ‘Noise’ within data should be a bigger topic for discussion. Tools to help reduce noise throughout the process will lead to better decisions later.
* Primary & Secondary data sources.

o Consider the different phases of the NWA process. Post the data analysis process consideration needs to be given about disseminating results
to local road authorities.
* Issuing paper reports -V- issuing digital files -V- online digital portals and Bl tools.
* Guidance on interpretating the NWA results

o0 Invest time and resources in people comfortable working with large amounts of data. This is a ensure the information collected and processed
will be available further down the line e.g. prioritizing interventions, KPIs / benchmark for subsequent analysis rounds, etc.
* Monitoring ‘risk’ over time to detect change (temporal analysis) is not a trivial process.
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Observations & Experiences with NWA process (IRL).

Proactive (IRL) Bl report based on primary data



