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Motorway speed cameras by stealth? 

  This story courtesy of the driver’s alliance

With the election looming the Government is rolling out its ‘Controlled Motorways’ agenda as rapidly as possible. The visible signs of this are the miles and miles of road works while overhead gantries are erected which will eventually regulate the speed we can travel when traffic builds up. The Government claims that slower speeds will smooth out traffic flows and improve journey times. The Gantries will display the current speed limit on matrix boards and will also use speed cameras to enforce the temporary limits. 

Work on controlled motorways began in 1995 with the M25 variable speed limit pilot scheme becoming operational between junctions 12 and 15. A further pilot project on the M42 near Birmingham involving hard shoulder running and Active Traffic Management was put in place in 2003. Both schemes were declared a success and work has already begun on sections of Motorway around the country.PRIVATE "TYPE=PICT;ALT=managed motorway schemes one.jpg"

Through information compiled by Malcolm Heymer of the Association of British Drivers the two pilot schemes have not been as successful in a number of key areas as claimed. Most critically, taking both carriageways into account, peak period journey times on the M25 pilot have shown no improvement since its introduction. 

The Highways Agency (HA) is responsible for the delivery of ‘Controlled Motorways’ and are currently running a consultation on a new stretch of the scheme, one on the M1 between junctions 6A and 10. The HA economic analysis for the M1 proposals do not show any journey time benefits when both carriageways are taken into account.

In reality the HA predict a net economic cost to the economy of £5.1mil over the 10 year evaluation period. Mr. Heymer surmises that this loss would be due to increased journey times resulting from the periods when reduced speed limits would be in force.

The largest economic benefit attributed to the proposed M1 controlled motorway scheme is said to be accident prevention (£47.6 m). The M25 pilot saw a claimed reduction in injury accidents of 10%. However, the time scale for these accidents statistics were not given or whether the long term downward national trend was factored in. Accident under reporting has also increasingly become a problem as the gap between official police figures and hospital admission figures as grown wider. The claimed benefits of a reduction in accidents on controlled motorway sections could be as illusory as the claims for a reduction in journey times

One of the key targets the HA has been set is to deliver its controlled motorways at 60% of the cost of adding capacity through road widening. While the benefits of adding capacity to the road network by widening the roads in terms of quicker journey times, reduced pollution and increased economic activity are unquestioned, controlled motorways appear to be nothing more then tinkering round the edges of the problem of severe under-capacity on our road network.

The steady increase in the use of technology on our motorways brings with it the issue of function creep. A number of Government funded groups have called for the rigid enforcement of the 70 limit in the name of reducing CO2 emissions with the eventual reduction to 60mph. 

Currently the speed cameras used as part of the controlled motorway system are not in operation in free flowing traffic conditions. The consultation on "M1 Junctions 6A - 10 Controlled Motorway" seems to indicate these cameras will be working at all times but in any case, if the Government did decide to enforce the 70 motorway limit then the controlled motorway speed camera system could easily be switched on permanently. 

There are currently 3 on going HA consultations on different controlled motorway projects. The can be found here; http://www.highways.gov.uk/roads/133.aspx 

Please note: "The proposed regulations will restrict drivers from driving at a speed exceeding that displayed on the speed limit signs or the national speed limit where no other speed limit sign is displayed."

Motorways are our safest and fastest roads. Using cameras to enforce the limit serves no purpose other than to raise revenue. Please object as it is sensless to waste 60% of the cost to widen a motorway on technology to control the speed limits. We need better roads not more speed cameras Object here
The PPP comments … The ABD have a set of charts (data below) comparing MWay capacity in all the European countries. In this comparison the UK is again clearly the ‘poor man of Europe’ and this is making us uncompetitive and is why we have lost our lead in road casualty reduction. 
Comparitive Mway capacity for European countries courtesy of the ABD

MWay Kms

  

Motorway km per million

  
    
  


inhabitants (1996)

Ireland
   94 


Ireland
  22

Luxembourg115


Greece
  45

Finland
 467


UK

  57

Greece
 500


Portugal
  72

Denmark
 861


Finland
  84

Portugal
1,252


Italy

112

Sweden
1,428


Germany
138

Austria
1,613


France
142

Belgium
1,682


Sweden
150

Netherlands2,360


Netherlands
152

UK

3,421


Belgium
165
Italy

6,453


Denmark
167

Spain
8,257


Spain

186

France
9,303


Austria
199

Germany   11,427


Luxembourg
277

USA
         75,440

Length in itself is not indicative of anything specific — we obviously need to take into account the population and land area of each country. 

This shows the UK to be the third worst in Europe in terms of motorway length per person, and serves as a graphic indication of the real reason our motorways are congested and becoming more dangerous.

We have added the overview to the USA highway system and speed limits for comparison …The USA abandoned their low MWay speed limits 23 years ago.

The USA Interstate Highway System

The Dwight D. Eisenhower National System of Interstate and Defense Highways, commonly called the Interstate Highway System (or simply the Interstate), is a network of limited-access highways (also called freeways or expressways) in the United States that is named for President Dwight D. Eisenhower, who championed its formation. The entire system, as of 2006 had a total length of 46,876 miles (75,440 km), making it both the largest highway system in the world and the largest public works project in history.The Interstate Highway System is a subsystem of the National Highway System.

While Interstate Highways usually receive substantial federal funding (90% federal and 10% state) and comply with federal standards, they are owned, built, and operated by the states or toll authorities

Interstate Speed limits

Further information: Speed limits in the United States and National Maximum Speed Law go to   http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Speed_limits_in_the_United_States
Being freeways, Interstate Highways usually have the highest speed limits in a given area. Speed limits are determined by individual states. In response to the 1973 oil crisis, from 1974 to 1987, the maximum speed limit on any highway in the United States was 55 miles per hour (90 km/h), in accordance with the National Maximum Speed Law that created the universal 55 mph speed limit. The law was widely disregarded by motorists, even after the national maximum was increased to 65 mph in 1987 on certain roads. In 1995, the law was repealed, returning the choice of speed limit to each state. 

Currently, rural speed limits generally range from 65 to 75 miles per hour (105 to 121 km/h), although several portions of I-10 and I-20 in rural western Texas, along with a portion of I-15 in rural central Utah and Interstate 94 in west-central Minnesota, have speed limits of 80 mph (130 km/h). Typically, lower limits are established in the more densely populated Northeastern states, while higher speed limits are established in the less densely populated Southern and Western states. For example, some stretches of I-76 through Philadelphia have a speed limit of 50 mph (80 km/h).
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