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Overview of presentation (300 word maximum) 
Include details of topic scope, key findings, and any issues for discussion or further investigation 
The publication of “Guidelines for Accident Reduction and Prevention” by the Institute of Highways and Transport 
in 1987 triggered the development and adoption of formal and comprehensive strategies to address growing 
concerns about road safety. The guidelines recommended the setting of specific targets for road safety 
improvement. 
NZ adopted its first formal and comprehensive road safety strategy in 1991, with revised strategies being produced 
in 1995, 2003, and 2010. While the strategies have considerable similarities, there have been some substantial 
changes, one being a move towards less specific targets. 
In 1997, the Parliament in Sweden adopted ‘Vision Zero’, based on four principles: 
•human life and health are paramount and take priority over mobility and other objectives of the road traffic 
system; 
•providers and regulators of the road traffic system share responsibility with users; 
•road traffic systems should take account of human fallibility and minimize both the opportunities for errors and the 
harm done when they occur; and 
•providers and regulators must do their utmost to guarantee the safety of all citizens; they must cooperate with 
road users; and all three must be ready to change to achieve safety. 
 
Four other principles were subsequently added to the ‘Vision Zero’ concept, including that traffic deaths and 
injuries are preventable, and therefore, none are acceptable. This principle has encouraged some people to push 
for having a target of zero traffic deaths, on the basis that any is not acceptable. However, the risk of death in road 
accidents is only one risk that humans face, and it is clear that humans do accept risk associated with activities 
(e.g. travel) from which they derive benefit. 
 
This paper will discuss the need for having specific road safety goals and the identification of goals that are 
reasonable from a risk management perspective. 
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