19081 €56'G GlL6'L 0LL'L 801'G 0/2'S 6CL'Gl €19'62 800°L) Gv.L'G 0989

L - - - - - L - - - - ally uiged ajeAlld
ze Ge 9 €z ¥4 ov /8 zel €9 9¢ v sossed Buipseoq Asuinol-niny
690°L |/X4 L1€ 0.¢€ 1444 9ee 206 0€9°L 2z0o’L 6.¢ 6¢¢ s9|buIs PIIYD DAV 483sA0
ze9'el vee'e 6SY'v 0LE'V 188C ¥8L'C 19901 0/2'6l ¥80°C! Log’e G88'c so|buls INpY DAV J91SA0
€Lg 98l lce 9G6¢ 6 €6l €0S 6. A% cel ¥8l se|buls p|iyo ssed Buipieog
€9 8.l €le 8G1 ocl LGl €cL (AY2 €Ly 6¢€l L0l suinjey pliyo ssed Bulpieog
6161 0L0°L €81°L LLE"L 0¥0‘L GLOL vSe'lL €59°¢ €9’ L6 8.0°L se|buls }npe ssed Buipieog
199} 8.6 GGe'l zee’l €66 268 16S°1 L9V'E 60€°| 916 4zA" suinjal ynpe ssed buipseog
plos s)8xo11 JO ON
%00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 8.1y uiqed sjeAld
%20 %90 %10 %€0 %¥'0 %80 %90 %¥'0 %€0 %90 %90 sassed buipseoq Asuinol-pin\
%6'G %9’ %8t %8’V %S v %S ¥ %.L'S %S'S %09 %6’ %8’ ¥ s9|BuIS PIIYD DAV 483sA0
%669 %€ vS %€'9S %cC 95 %V €S %8°CS %8°L9 %159 %0°LL %SLS %99S s9|buls INpY DAV 191SA0
%8¢ %L'€ %Y %¢€'E %L1 %6°C %€ %S¢ %S¢ %€'C %L'C se|buls p|iyo ssed Buipieog
%S¢ %0°€ %.L'C %0°C %¥'C %6°C %9'v %¥'C %8¢ %¥'C %S’ suinjey pliyo ssed Bulpieog
%V'8 %0'8L %0°SL %9°LL %61 %€'61 %0'8 %€CL %96 %V 9L %L'SL se|buls }npe ssed Buipieog
%<C'6 %¥'9l %l 'Ll %L'Gl %¥'8l %691 %cC 0l %l L1 %l'L %6°'Gl %18l suinjal ynpe ssed Buipseog
:p|os sj3ox21} Jo abejuadlad
19081 €66'G GlL6'L 0LL'L 801'G 0/2'S 6CL'Gl €19'62 800°L) Gv.'G 0989 diysiapry Ajreq

¢V/L0/L0  ¢CL/L0/90  ¢L/L0/S0  CL/L0/v0  ZL/L0/€0  ¢L/L0/20  CL/LO/LO0  |CL/90/0E ZL/90/0e  ¢lL/90/6C  CL/90/8C

Aepinjeg Aepuq Aepsinyl Aepsaupapy Aepsen]  Aepuopy Aepung|buipus jeapp| Aepinies AepLi4 siny |

| Xipuaddy

Page 1



1€5°12 91109 LY9'vL ZAWA €61, evL'9 96€°9 8/€9 GE6'LL ZL1L'99

- L - - L - - - - € al1y ulged 8jeAld
14 vl €e 6 4 /2 €¢ €z oz e sassed Buipteoq Asuinol-yny
G00‘L 6¥8'C 95/ GZg 6EE g9z 9/2 992 €29 LIY'E se|buis plIyd DAV 481840
¥61'Gl v19'ce 1€6'8 L¥8'e €00 eeL'e 6S2'S AN 65€°.L 120y s8|buls NPy DAV J181sA0
4% v16°L ZLS G61L 161 zze Z91 162 4014 G20'C se|buis pjiyo ssed Buipieog
eel L1€2 90/ e vZe 8zl ¥S1 Le2 €€9 181°C suinjay piyo ssed Buipieog
1291 ¥5.'8 8671 0cL'L 8Le’L 0L1°L YTl zze'L z.0') Z5v'8 se|buls jinpe ssed buipieog
6EEC L8E0L ¥02'c z8g'L GOY'L 161°L 692°1L ¥0L‘1L 128°L ¥0.'8 suinjal Jinpe ssed Buipieog
PIOS S}8)21} JO ON
%00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 aJ1y ulged 8jeAlld
%20 %E°0 %20 %10 %20 %¥0 %S0 %¥0 %20 %¥0 sessed Buipteoq Asuinol-nyiny
%LV %LV %Z'S %9t %St %EY %E Y %2V %Z'G %E'S se|buis plIyd DAV 481840
%S°0. %0°9G %0°19 %6°€S %¥'€S %0°LS %6°05 %E 6% %119 %1°29 sa|buis NPy DAY J181sA0
%S'Z %E'E %S¢ %L'C %G'Z %9°€ %S'C %9'Y %y'E %L°¢ se|buis pjiyo ssed Buipieog
%€ %6°€ %8y %b'E %0°€ %LC %¥'C %9°¢ %E'G %E'€C suinjay p|iyo ssed Buipieog
%8/ %91 %Z0L %6°GL %9°LL %L 6L %y 6l %102 %06 %8'ZL se|buls jinpe ssed buipieog
%601 %L1 %0°Sl %y'6l %88l %561 %861 %ELL %Sl %Z'El suinjel npe ssed Buipieog
‘PIOS s}oxd1 JOo wmm”_cwo._on_
1€5°12 91109 LY9'vL AW €61, AR 96€°9 8/€9 GE6'LL ZL1'99 diystepry Ajreg

ZL/L0/SL  |ZL/L0Mp) ZV/L0/vL  ZL/LO/EL  ZL/L0/2L ZL/LO/LL  ZL/L0/0L  ZL/L0/60  ZL/L0/80 |2L/L0/L0

Aepung|buipus yeapn| Aepinies Aepuq Aepsinyl Aepsaupapn  Aepsan] Aepuojy Aepung|buipus joapp

Page 2



059°0l $G9'LL 6L9'CL LL0've ¥81'08 LLLLe 2.l2's 89/°'2 ¥62'. 90°6 8¢l
- - - - L - - - - L - a1y uiqeo aeAlld
ve ol - 9¢ 891 4% ¥4 €l ] 8 (¥4 sassed Buipteoq Asuinol-yny
G/9 G¥8 166 Ll 968°¢ 986 YX4 % Lev 497 0.¢ 174 se|buis plIyd DAV 481840
GZ6'S AW 8¢8°'/ atL'8lL 0¥S'0S 8/1'9L 8t0't Y'Yy 962'c £€0°‘s yve‘e s8|buls NPy DAV J181sA0
9/9 0ce 9Ly 709 96.C £8Yy €9¢ 145 661 ave 6v¢ se|buis pjiyo ssed Buipieog
12S €69 €43 gel z6¥'c ave 80Y 494 10€ LLE 291 suinjay p|iyo ssed Buipteog
296°L 96¢°L 18el 68Y°L 1656 16G°L 6L Gh0‘L €9¢’L gLe’lL y8L°L se|buls jinpe ssed buipieog
L1E°L 615l ovy'lL 128'L €e/'0l L1¥'L 129°'L 98¢'lL Gee'lL 8/9°1L L€6 suinjal ynpe ssed Buipieog
pjos s}yl Jo ON
%070 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 a1y ulgeo sjeAlld
%¢c°0 %10 %00 %c0 %c0 %c0 %<0 %<¢0 %10 %10 %7V0 sessed Buipteoq Asuinol-nyiny
%E'9 %<C L %6, %6’V %6’V %LV %¢C'S %SG %6°G %L %8’V se|buis plIyd DAV 481840
%9°GS %7109 %129 %96/ %0°€9 %99/ %6 '8Y %< .S %<C S %G9S %9°G¥ sa|buis NPy DAY J181sA0
%1Y'S %61 %EC'¢ %S¢ %SG'¢ %E'C %V'v %0V %89 %8°¢ %6’ se|buis pjiyo ssed Buipieog
%V'S %G %V ¥ %1€ %1€ %9’ %6’ %0°'¢ %Y %V € %1€ suinjay p|iyo ssed Buipteog
%L YL %0°¢ClL %601 %¢C'9 %6 L1 %9/ %7191 %S'Cl %18l %S V1 %0°¢cC se|buls jinpe ssed buipieog
%V¥Cl %E€l %V L1 %9, %V €l %0’ L %7161 %991 %161 %G 81 %18l suinjal ynpe ssed Buipieog
:p|os sj3ox21} Jo abejuadlad
0S9°0l $G9'LL 6L9'CL LL0've ¥81'08 LLLLe 2.l2's 89/°'2 ¥62'. 90°6 8¢L‘sg diysiepry Ajreg
Z1/10/5¢ ¢L/L0ve  ZL/l0/ee  ZL/L0/ce  |cL/L0/Le ¢L/L0/ve  ZL/L0/0C  ZL/L0/6L  ZL/L0/8L c¢L/20/LV  CL/L0/9)
Aepsaupapy  Aepsen] Aepuojy Aepung|buipus yoapy| Aepinjes Aepuq Aepsinyl Aepsaupapn  Aepsan] Aepuoj

Page 3



888°'ce 099'Ge 68¢€'CC G6lL'ze 8G9°6l 600°61 696°LC G99‘c0lL 8¢e‘9e RV 299'0L
Z - - - - - - - - - - a1y uiqeo aeAlld
L Zl 4 8l Ll ol - 981 6¢ ze GS sassed Buipteoq Asuinol-yny
g6/ 12z PLLL 9zZ'L 0L 758 96/ 08S'S 8¢€8 90V €99 se|buis plIyd DAV 481840
1G8'0l G60'9L 605°'CL 8v.'cl £1€'6 1026 Z8l'SlL 8¥9'99 166°L1L 1N % $G9°'G s8|buls NPy DAV J181sA0
0.2 cLz'L 0ez'L 9zZ'L GGG'L €0cg'L 699 106 ovL'L 6EY 909 se|buis pjiyo ssed Buipieog
Gges 969 o14°] 10] 4 el 101 0.8 £8v'y €oL’lL ¥9¢ 996G suinjay p|iyo ssed Buipteog
¥26'c 2lE Y 806y 996°¢ 110°S S09'v 0v8‘c 096°LL 810 0.2°L cL8’l se|buls jinpe ssed buipieog
666'L 62L'C z8L'e 909°L £G62C 626°L 0Lo‘z 9060l .12 G8L‘L SLv'L suinjal ynpe ssed Buipieog
pjos s}yl Jo ON
%00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 a1y ulgeo sjeAlld
%00 %00 %10 %10 %10 %10 %00 %¢c0 %10 %¢€°0 %G°0 sessed Buipteoq Asuinol-nyiny
%E’¢ %8’V %0°G %SG'S %9°¢ %SV %9°¢ %V'S %<C'C %<C’S %19 se|buis plIyd DAV 481840
%902 %1°29 %6°9S %619 %L LY %0°LS %1769 %€ 19 %€°89 %€'CS %0°€S sa|buis NPy DAY J181sA0
%<C'¢ %LV %SG'S %SG'S %62 %E"9 %9°¢C %8°C %< v %.°S %LV se|buis pjiyo ssed Buipieog
%c'C %¢€'C %1€ %8’ %L'E %.L°€ %9°¢C %€ ¥ %' ¥ %L %E’S suinjay p|iyo ssed Buipteog
%C'ClL %0° L1 %1L°0¢C %6 L1 %G°S¢C %<C e %6°CL %S L1 %9 L1 %V 9L %0° L1 se|buls jinpe ssed buipieog
%%V'8 %<8 %7.'6 %cC L %S L1 %101 %C’'6 %G 0l %¢€'8 %¢€G1 %E €L suinjal ynpe ssed Buipieog
:p|os sj3ox21} Jo abejuadlad
888°'ce 099'Ge 68¢€'CC G6lL'ze 8G9°61 600°61 696°LC G99‘colL 8¢e‘9e (KA 299'0L diysiepry Ajreg
¢L/I80/#¥0  Z1/80/€0  ZL/80/C0  ZL/80/L0 c¢L/2o/Le  2L/20/0E  CL/L0/6C |CL/L0/8C Z¢L/10/8¢ ¢l\/l0/Lc  ¢L/10/9¢
Aepinjeg Aepuq Aepsinyl Aepsaupapn  Aepsan] Aepuoly Aepung|Buipus jeapp| Aepinies Aepuq  Aepsinyyl

Page 4



Lg0'ce 08081 96°L€ 8Ge‘Ge 89¢‘Ge 29082 826°0¢C 0s0‘ce 1092 8951
z - - - - - - - - z aJ1y uigeo 8jeAld
€l 801 ve ve 14 Ll Gl vl ol 8 sassed Buipteoq Asuinol-yny
cel £8¢'g 961°L 18Z‘lL Y0¥'L 0S¥'L GGZ'L 8988 606 8¢/'9 se|buIs pIIYD DAV 191sA0
961 ‘vL 02011 1SV Gl9vL GeBcl 86ELL NN €oG‘L1L 66,91 99t°¢6 s8|buls NPy DAV J181sA0
6L 1L vie'e €61L°1L GeE'L 182°1L eyl 12772 98G°L €60°L 1922 se|buis pjiyo ssed Buipieog
Gz 29l‘s €Gg 102 9/8 8./ 119 G388 Z69 0.EY suinjay p|iyo ssed Buipteog
8¥6'C 96¥%'0¢ 9g8¢'y 8G6't y9.'t 9¢9'y /G612 z2ey's clLL'Y ANA T4 ss|buis ynpe ssed Buipieog
A TAA 129'O1L ¥SLe yze‘c 09 09¢‘c 9¢lL'e £69°C 66£C 80L'vL suinjau )npe ssed Buipieog
plos s}a)21} JO ON
%00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 8Jly uigeo 8jeAlld
%10 %10 %10 %10 %00 %10 %10 %10 %00 %L0 sossed buipieoq Asuinol-nnjy
%C’¢ %9’V %.°¢ %1°G %SG %cC’S %09 %6°¢ %G'¢S %V’ se|buis pIIYD DAV 191sA0
%9719 %<9 %€ 0. %6°.S %6 ¥S %0°29 %9799 %¢ 09 %V 9 %% 09 sa|buis NPy DAY J181sA0
%¢C’S %1°G %.°¢ %G°S %02 %1°G %9°¢ %69 %cC' v %0°S se|buis pjiyo ssed Buipieog
%1€ %6°'C %L1 %8¢ %S¢ %8¢ %€ %8¢ %.L°¢C %8¢ suinjay p|iyo ssed Buipteog
%L L) %691 %L EL %961 %8'81 %G9l %€ 01 %G°¢C %091 %cC 81 ss|buis ynpe ssed Buipieog
%36 %¢C'6 %729 %<C' 6 %<0l %%V'8 %c 0l %L L1 %6 %16 suinjau )npe ssed Buipieog
‘PIOS s}oxd1 JOo wmmucwo,_on_
Lg0'ce 08081 ¥96°L€ 8G¢‘Ge 89¢‘Ge 29082 826°0¢C 0s0‘ce 1092 8951 diysispry Ajreq

c¢l/80/CcL |cL/80/L1 ¢L/80/LL  ¢1/80/0L  ¢1/80/60  Z1/30/80 ¢L/80//.0 ¢1/80/90 ¢1/80/50 |<C1/80/%0

Aepung|buipus yeapn| Aepinies Aepuq Aepsinyl Aepsaupapn  Aepsan] Aepuojy Aepung|buipus joapp

Page 5



1G9‘clL 6GS'LL 2860l (WXAVAL 18616 GOo¥'8lL 8Y6'LL cel'LL 695'8 Ggs'LlL 05.°6
- - - - ] - - - - 9 - a1y uiqeo aeAlld
9l Gl S 12 19 G 14 Gl 4 €l g sassed Buipteoq Asuinol-yny
180°L 6¢6 G89 €Ll 886Gy €69 19/ 474 9/ 199 12S se|buis plIyd DAV 481840
8¢9 €66’ 11€'S €eo'LL £€90'2S 0G8°'LL 900'9 8.¥'S 09.'¢ 206's 2/8't s8|buls NPy DAV J181sA0
$S0°L 9¢8 6¢6 /€8 909 9¢8 8¢8 600°L 8¢/ 6. 199 se|buis pjiyo ssed Buipieog
8€6 ges 8¢9 Ggag ev0's 669 6¥. Ggas 929 187 €19 suinjay p|iyo ssed Buipteog
9lee 1821 182°L Ge6'lL 810°Gl L6EC 806°L 2e6'L €05°L 6.9l 869°L se|buls jinpe ssed buipieog
808°‘L 0L9'L LGl 012 LoL‘clL Zvo'e 9/9'L cLL'L 9G¢e'lL 689°L 1€l suinjal ynpe ssed Buipieog
pjos s}yl Jo ON
%070 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %10 %00 a1y ulgeo sjeAlld
%10 %10 %00 %c0 %10 %00 %00 %10 %10 %10 %10 sessed Buipteoq Asuinol-nyiny
%62 %03 %¢C'9 %LV %8’V %<C'¢ %19 %<9 %719 %.°S %E’S se|buis plIyd DAV 481840
% LY %0’ 8¥ %061 %6°€9 %8 ¥S %%V ¥9 %€ 09 %71 9% %6 €Y %C’LS %0°0S sa|buis NPy DAY J181sA0
%L . %<C L %G8 %8’V %19 %S’V %0, %98 %98 %69 %89 se|buis pjiyo ssed Buipieog
%69 %cC L %L.'S %E'€ %¢€'S %8¢ %<9 %< L %<, %89 %E'9 suinjay p|iyo ssed Buipteog
%0° L1 %1V'SL %<9l %L L %8'Sl %0°¢Cl %091 %1V 9l %S L1 %91 %V L1 se|buls jinpe ssed buipieog
%cC €l %6°'€l %< V1 %9°CL %.1'Cl %L1 %01 %971 %3Gl %L ¥1 %1 ¥l suinjal ynpe ssed Buipieog
:p|os sj3ox21} Jo abejuadlad
1G9‘clL 6GS'LL 2860l WXAVAL 18616 GOo¥'8lL 8Y6'LL eel'LL 695'8 Ggs'LlL 05.°6 diysiepry Ajreg
Z1/80/¢c ¢L/g80/Le  2L/80/0C¢ ZL/80/61L |ZL/80/3L ¢L/80/8L  ZL/80/LL  ZL/80/9L  ZL/80/SL ZL/8o/vL  ZL/80/ch
Aepsaupapy  Aepsen] Aepuojy Aepung|buipus yoapy| Aepinjes Aepuq Aepsinyl Aepsaupapn  Aepsan] Aepuoj

Page 6



6€8'8l G.e'0¢ GEL'8 966, 98G°Cl 8¥0°0C aLlee 90.'68 vl 1GO°LL 89011

l - - l 4 - € - - - - 8.1y uiqed sjeAld
] €z € L ¥4 ze 0C GLL Gl 8l 6l sossed Buipseoq Asuinol-niny
00. 122l 66¢ 16S 766 v6¢'l 2s0°L GGG LEY el €16 s9|buIs PIIYD DAV 483sA0
G8.'01 9cL'6 09€'e G86'C €629 128Cl 082Sl 058'9Y 1199 €0€'S 9€G'9 s9|buls INpY DAV 191SA0
¥0€‘1 STANA €86 6.9 8G6 1G/ 619 08€°9 1422 144} 991°1L se|buls p|iyo ssed Buipieog
89 9¢e0’l €Lg evs 918 810l 96/ 99¢'S 141% 182 9¢e0’l suiniay pliyo ssed Buipieog
€16 186°¢ 690°C LGY'L ¥68°L €6.L°1L €22°C LEV'EL 66S°L €191 GGE'C se|buls )npe ssed Buipieog
818l vse'e 801l 66¢'| 8v9°l €62'C €60°C L0LC) v9C'l 10L°L ¥86°L suinjal ynpe ssed buipseog
plos s)8x211 JO ON
%00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 8.1y uiqed sjeAld
%10 %10 %00 %10 %0 %10 %10 %10 %10 %0 %10 sassed buipseoq Asuinol-yin\
%L'€ %09 %9'¥ %8"L %6°L %S9 %8’ ¥ %<9 %6°¢ %99 %69 s9|buIs PIIYD DAV 483sA0
%' LS %L Ly %S'8¢ %S'6¢ %.L'6% %C ¥9 %169 %<C'CS %¥ 65 %08 %S 9 s9|buls INpY DAV 191SA0
%69 %t 0L %ELL %0'6 %9, %8¢ %6°C %l'L %¥'9 %9 %€'8 se|buls pjiyo ssed Buipieog
%¥'€ %1'S %6°S %L %S9 %L'S %9°'€ %6°S %¥'v %L %V’ L suinjey pliyo ssed Buipieog
%061 %S'61 %.L'€C %61 %0°SL %6'8 %1 0L %0°S L %Vl %Sl %191 se|buls }npe ssed Buipieog
%.'6 %l L1 %19l %cC Ll %Ll %V L1l %56 %S¢l %V L1l %¥'Sl %l vl suinjal ynpe ssed Buipseog
:p|os sj3ox21} Jo abejuadlad
6€8'81 G/e'0¢ GEL'8 966, 98G°Cl 8¥0°0C aLlee 90.'68 vl 1GO°LL 89011 diysiapry Ajreq

Z¢L/60/L0  ¢CL/80/LE  ¢L/80/0E  CL/80/6Cc  ZL/80/8C  ¢L/80/LZ  ¢L/80/9C |CL/80/S¢C ¢L/80/G¢c  ¢lL/80/¥C  ¢CL/80/EC

Aepinjeg Aepuq Aepsiny] Aepsaupapy Aepsen]  Aepuopy Aepung|Buipus jeapp| Aepinies Aepuq  Aepsinyyl

Page 7



881L°20L'L  ¥86°LEL glL9'ce 9L¥'GlL 1G/'GlL 180'9L eyl 000‘Le £9g‘ze GGz'oLL
6¢ JA € - - - Z - Z 8 a1y ulgqeo sjeAlld
88Y'L Gl 6 8l Gz 0l €l 74 9l G0l sassed Buipteoq Asuinol-yny
6LLYS €l1'G €06 6.¢ 4% lly Ggas 60€°L 166 1629 se|buis plIyd DAV 481840
19€‘9¥9 16202 9/1'clL 680'8 2.S'8 L¥Z'8 G666 8/8'6 ovs‘zl 09219 s8|buls NPy DAV J181sA0
92695 865'8 1G9l 129 18V 86/ 18¥°L GE6'L 8G9°L 8G¥'/ se|buis pjiyo ssed Buipieog
€98‘LY Lov'y 6¥. 00¢ lee 08¢ YA7ZA 18L L a8s 0.€'s suinjay p|iyo ssed Buipteog
8/8'v/L G0¢‘se €8y 8LL'Y £€80‘% 6CL'y 0/1C 14187 886'C 8691 se|buls jinpe ssed buipieog
9zs‘ozL YeS'vlL ¥62'C G86'lL ¥20'c 260'c G/8‘L 68¢2°C 9/6°L 18zl suinjal ynpe ssed Buipieog
pjos s}yl Jo ON
%070 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 %00 a1y ulgeo sjeAlld
%10 %10 %00 %10 %20 %10 %10 %10 %10 %10 sassed Buipteoq Asuinol-yn
%6’ %6'€ %8°¢ %81 %<C'¢C %0°¢ %8’V %<Z'9 %S’V %7.°S se|buis plIyd DAV 481840
%9°8S %9°€S %8°GS %G°CS %V ¥S %cC’LS %€ 99 %0’ LY %%V LS %9°GS sa|buis NPy DAY J181sA0
%<C’S %S9 %0, %LV %l°¢ %LV %1V'3 %<C'6 %YL %89 se|buis pjiyo ssed Buipieog
%8¢ %%V'€ %cC'€ %6’ %Vl %%V'C %' ¥ %9°G %0’ %6’ suinjay p|iyo ssed Buipteog
%6°GlL %V LC %SG°0¢C %71°9¢ %6°G¢C %1.°S¢C %9°GlL %6°0¢ %8 L1 %V'GL se|buls jinpe ssed buipieog
%G L1 %011 %7.'6 %6°'Cl %8'Cl %0°€l %901 %601 %88 %9°L L suinjal ynpe ssed Buipieog
:p|os sj3ox21} Jo abejuadlad
881°C0L'L | ¥86°LEL glL9'ce 9L¥'GlL 1G/'GlL 180'9L eyl 000‘Le £9g‘ze GGz'oLlL diysiepry Ajreg
¢1/60/80 ¢L/60/80 ZL/60//.0 ZL/60/90 Z1/60/S0 ZL/60/¥0  ZL/60/c0 ¢l/60/c0 |cl/60/1L0
alep-0}-ied A JBuipus yeapn] Aepinieg Aepuq Aepsinyl Aepsaupapn  Aepsan] Aepuojy Aepung|buipus joapp

Page 8



o : Appendix 2
GREATERLONDONAUTHORITY

Mayor’s Office ' City Hall
The Queen’s Walk
More London
London SE1 2AA
Switchboard: 020 7983 4000
Minicom: 020 7983 4458

Rob Brighouse Web: www.london.gov.uk

Managing Director
Chiltern Railways

2nd floor, Western House Date:

Rickfords Hill '

Aylesbury 1\ 7 AUG 2012
Buckinghamshire

HP20 2RX

Dear Mr Brighouse
Chiltern Railways December 2012 Timetable Change

| would like it placed on record that | am extremely dissatisfied with the changes proposed for
the December 2012 timetable.

Transport for London (TfL) have raised concerns for a number of years about the poor and
worsening level of service Chiltern Railways are providing at stations on the ‘main line in
London. Service frequencies are universally and unacceptably poor at these stations and the
service during evenings and weekends is particularly sparse (or non-existent in some cases).
There are limited passenger facilities and an unattractive environment for passengers at many of
the stations too.

Despite the representations made by local authorities, passengers’ groups, elected officials and
TfL, there has been no improvement. In fact, there has been a continual gradual degradation in
the level of service provided by Chiltern Railways, and this is exacerbated further by the
proposed December 2012 timetable change.

TfL have put a number of proposals to Chiltern Railways and Network Rail which have been
rejected due to the perceived adverse impact they could have on performance. But | understand
that there is no performance (or cost) reason why at least some improvements cannot be made,
in some cases the proposed changes would just replicate the service that is already running in
the adjacent hours of the day.

London TravelWatch, working with TfL and the relevant local authorities, have made further
suggestions for changes they believe can be implemented with little or no cost or performance
impact.

Direct telephone: 020 7983 4100 Fax: 020 7983 4057 Email: mayor@london.gov.uk
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GREATERLONDONAUTHORITY

| would like you to reconsider these proposals and let me know whether or not you can
implement them and why. If they have a net operating cost could you let me know what it is? |
have summarised the proposals below:

e Provision of a contra-peak and inter-peak service at Sudbury & Harrow Road station.
The following services could call at this station with little time penalty:

o 06:54, 07:52, 08:52, 09:54, 10:54, 11:54, 12:54, 13:54, 14:54, 15:52, 19:54 and
20:54 services from Marylebone to Gerrards Cross.

o 10:22,11:22, 12:22, 13:22, 14:22, 15:22, 16:19, 17:20, 18:20, 19:22 and 20:30
services from Gerrards Cross to Marylebone.

e Provision of a later evening service at both Sudbury stations, as there are currently no
services after around 21:00. The 22:10 and 23:09 services from Aylesbury to
Marylebone, and the 21:54 and 22:54 services from Marylebone to Aylesbury could call
at both Sudbury stations with little time penalty, partly replicating the service already
planned earlier in the evening.

e Provision of an enhanced service at weekends at stations in London. | understand that
union agreements limit driver availability at weekends, meaning that extra drivers would
need to be recruited, but this issue cannot be insurmountable.

| have focused on the Sudbury stations as these have the poorest service, but frequencies at the
other stations in London are also very low compared to equivalent stations in similar areas of
London on equally constrained railways. If other operators are capable of providing a better
service on two-track sections of route elsewhere in London, then it cannot be impossible on the
Chiltern route.

| look forward to receiving your response which will, | hope, set out in detail how you will
address the inadequacy of the service you are providing to London’s passengers.

Yours sincerely

[y o

Boris Johnson
Mayor of London
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Appendix 3

. Hyde | Regents | Richmond | St James's | Greenwich | Bushy | Grand
Year Crime
Park Park Park Park Park Park Total
2004 Burglary 5 5
Criminal Damage 10 6 1 3 20
Drugs 9 2 4 1 16
Fraud or Forgery 1 1
Other Accepted Crime 1 1 1 3
Other Notifiable Offences 2 1 3
Robbery 8 8 2 6 6 30
Sexual Offences 5 5
Theft and Handling 73 24 4 15 3 119
\Plleor!;nnce Against the 14 5 3 6 7 30
2004 Total 123 50 11 33 12 3 232
2005 Burglary 6 13 3 4 2 28
Criminal Damage 19 34 13 20 6 18 110
Drugs 35 6 1 20 10 72
Fraud or Forgery 3 3
Other Accepted Crime 6 3 1 2 2 14
Other Notifiable Offences 6 1 1 4 12
Robbery 27 10 1 4 9 51
Sexual Offences 8 9 1 10 1 29
Theft and Handling 179 144 11 87 36 10 467
\Ff'eorls‘z”nce Against the 67 20 3 28 1 2 131
2005 Total 353 243 32 178 79 32 917
2006 Burglary 17 23 3 3 6 4 56
Criminal Damage 27 24 12 5 17 8 93
Drugs 253 43 5 119 42 6 468
Fraud or Forgery 2 1 3
Other Accepted Crime 6 4 1 5 1 17
Other Notifiable Offences 8 2 3 1 14
Robbery 45 23 9 14 91
Sexual Offences 8 10 6 1 25
Theft and Handling 177 146 23 117 31 8 502
violence Against the 56 36 2 34 18 5 151
2006 Total 599 311 46 302 131 31 1420
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) Hyde | Regents | Richmond | St James's | Greenwich | Bushy | Grand
Year Crime
Park Park Park Park Park Park Total
2007 Burglary 6 14 4 15 2 41
Criminal Damage 36 20 9 26 7 98
Drugs 253 80 9 245 169 7 763
Fraud or Forgery 2 1 8 11
Other Accepted Crime 9 4 4 1 18
Other Notifiable Offences 5 1 1 5 2 14
Robbery 48 22 7 14 1 92
Sexual Offences 16 3 1 8 6 34
Theft and Handling 221 99 18 93 24 8 463
\Ff'eor';”nce Against the 89 46 5 34 15 6 195
2007 Total 683 291 52 426 253 24 1729
2008 Burglary 7 19 6 1 2 35
Criminal Damage 24 10 10 27 9 2 82
Drugs 419 116 12 239 188 7 981
Fraud or Forgery 4 1 7 1 13
Other Accepted Crime 8 5 3 16
Other Notifiable Offences 10 3 1 4 2 2 22
Robbery 40 9 19 5 73
Sexual Offences 9 3 7 7 3 29
Theft and Handling 149 56 14 156 20 4 399
\FfL?LZ”nce Against the 100 42 12 33 19 8 214
2008 Total 770 259 60 493 256 26 1864
2009 Burglary 9 8 2 2 1 22
Criminal Damage 27 22 5 27 4 4 89
Drugs 279 106 14 363 153 27 942
Fraud or Forgery 8 1 6 15
Other Accepted Crime 5 4 2 1 12
Other Notifiable Offences 10 1 4 15
Robbery 38 12 13 7 1 71
Sexual Offences 12 7 4 1 1 25
Theft and Handling 216 81 5 142 34 3 481
\ngg‘nce Against the 99 40 12 45 17 4 217
2009 Total 703 282 38 608 216 42 1889
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. Hyde | Regents | Richmond | St James's | Greenwich | Bushy | Grand
Year Crime
Park Park Park Park Park Park Total
2010 Burglary 3 6 2 2 4 3 20
Criminal Damage 11 17 9 10 5 9 61
Drugs 258 56 20 384 57 33 808
Fraud or Forgery 5 1 3 9
Other Accepted Crime 8 3 1 5 4 21
Other Notifiable Offences 8 2 3 6 19
Robbery 32 15 15 3 65
Sexual Offences 17 5 1 5 1 29
Theft and Handling 208 94 18 139 21 7 487
\Fffr';“nce Against the 101 30 17 37 1 1 207
2010 Total 651 229 71 606 101 68 1726
2011 Burglary 10 8 12 10 3 6 49
Criminal Damage 8 23 6 6 6 15 64
Drugs 345 115 35 436 113 42 1086
Fraud or Forgery 25 3 11 4 43
Other Accepted Crime 10 2 6 18
Other Notifiable Offences 8 2 1 11
Robbery 59 22 1 11 7 100
Sexual Offences 16 3 2 7 2 1 31
Theft and Handling 443 98 18 178 28 16 781
\Ff:fri”nce Against the 123 22 12 13 14 ) 186
2011 Total 1047 296 86 674 184 82 2369
2012 Burglary 3 3 1 7
Criminal Damage 2 6 4 5 2 2 21
Drugs 111 30 27 78 69 15 330
Fraud or Forgery 11 3 4 18
Other Accepted Crime 6 1 4 11
Other Notifiable Offences 2 1 3
Robbery 17 9 1 10 37
Sexual Offences 6 1 2 1 10
Theft and Handling 80 33 4 52 5 5 179
\Fflaor!seonnce Against the 31 12 v 6 6 62
2012 Total 269 99 48 157 82 23 678
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Appendix 4 (MQ 2469)

Transport for London @
Directorate of Road Network

Olympic Route Network
Section 7

Safety Audit Response Report
for:

Stage 2 Road Safety Audit
Ref: (ORN J&C)

Report Date:  (April 2011)

Report Version: C
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Safety Audit Response Report
(Scheme Name)

1.0
1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

INTRODUCTION

This report details the Clients Organisation’s response to the Stage 2 Road Safety
Audit Report carried out on (scheme name) by (organisation). The safety audit was
carried out during January 2011 and the results were issued in report reference
1327.13.07/VAR/VAR/VAR/2011

This report was compiled by (John Ogunsola, Parsons Brinkerhoff, Section Manager
on behalf of Transport for London.

The terms of reference of this response report are as described in TfL Procedure SQA-
0170.

Where a safety audit recommendation is accepted, this report details the actions
proposed to comply with the recommendation. Where a safety audit recommendation
is rejected, this report details the justification for rejection.

SQA-0170 Page 16 Page 1
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Safety Audit Response Report
(Scheme Name)

STREETS

2.0 RESPONSE TO ITEMS RAISED AT THE STAGE (X) ROAD SAFETY AUDIT

2.1 SAFETY AUDIT PROBLEM REF (3.1.1.1)

Location: General — All existing locations where road markings are to be ‘blacked-out’

Summary: Blacking-out of road markings may lead to driver confusion
Detailed description of the problem

The Audit Team are concerned that the ‘blacking-out’ of road markings, particularly
give-way lines and stop-lines, may lead to driver confusion and an increase in potential
for late-breaking and ‘shunt’ type collisions.

The use of blacking-out solution to mask the existing road-markings may still leave a
contrasting road marking outline, albeit in black instead of the original white marking.
This contrasting marking could be misunderstood as to have its original meaning,
leading to drivers unexpectedly braking at these locations increasing the potential for
conflict. The situation is exacerbated at night, in periods of inclement weather and in
areas where the existing anti-skid / carriageway material has faded increasing the
conspicuity of the blacked-out markings.

Furthermore, in areas of higher lateral forces such as where braking and turning are
undertaken, the blacking-out material is likely to be quickly removed exposing the
marking underneath, potentially causing further confusion.

RECOMMENDATION

Ensure all affected road markings are adequately removed or masked so as not to be
visible following removal. In areas where blacking-out solution is to be used, additional
blacking out in the vicinity of the marking should be undertaken to reduce the
conspicuity of the original marking. Care should be taken to ensure blacked out areas
have a similar skid-resistance to the adjacent carriageway. It may also be of benefit to
undertake ongoing monitoring and maintenance of blacked-out areas to ensure their
effectiveness. : (As per safety audit report).

Design ORGANISATION RESPONSE
Recommendation Rejected

Materials testing have been carried out by the HMWC on various methods of covering
road markings. The chosen material has skid resistance and will be available in black,
red and white, however varying either colour and/or skid resistance to the existing
carriageway conditions will not be possible. Please refer to the ‘ORN Traffic Signs and
Marking Materials Trials Summary’ document dated December 2010 for further
information.

SQA-0170 Page 18 Page 2
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Safety Audit Response Report
(Scheme Name)

2.2

Client ORGANISATION RESPONSE

Partially accepted. It is unlikely to be achievable to ensure blacked out road markings
are totally inconspicuous from the surrounding road surface and have similar skid
resistence. It is accepted that care should be taken to minimise and as far as
practicable eliminate the conspicuity of removed/covered markings and that the skid
resistance of large patches should be as close as practicable to the surrounding
surface. It is also accepted that ongoing monitoring and maintenance of blacked out
areas should take place to ensure on-going effectiveness.

SAFETY AUDIT PROBLEM REF (3.1.1.2)

Location: General — All locations where physical measures are proposed to reinforce banned
movements

Summary: Potential for non-compliance with the prohibited movements
Detailed description of the problem

The Audit Team are concerned that vehicles may ignore the prohibited movements
when exiting side road junctions. Although advance signing and road markings are
proposed to inform motorists of the prohibited movements, there is a possibility that
vehicles, particularly powered-two-wheelers and cyclists, may ignore the prohibition
and negotiate the barrier. The situation is more likely to occur with drivers unfamiliar
with an alternative route, or when the alternative route is significantly slower than
bypassing the proposed barrier. A conflict between cyclists, powered-two-wheelers and
other road users may occur as a result.

RECOMMENDATION

Ensure all physical barriers implemented to enforce prohibited movements are
designed to promote compliance with the restrictions. It may be of additional benefit to
implement additional direction signing on the barrier itself to promote compliance with
the restrictions.

Design ORGANISATION RESPONSE

Recommendation accepted:
Where used physical barriers will be specified to meet requirements at individual
locations. These will use existing approved highways materials and products.

SQA-0170 Page 20 Page 3



Page 21



Safety Audit Response Report
(Scheme Name)

Client ORGANISATION RESPONSE
Accepted in so far as it is practicable. It is noted that where footways remain open (the

vast majority of cases) it is not practicable to physically prevent two-wheelers by-
passing barriers in the carriageway

SQA-0170 Page 22 Page 4
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Safety Audit Response Report
(Scheme Name)

2.3

2.4

SAFETY AUDIT PROBLEM REF (3.1.1.3)

Location: Throughout the scheme.

Summary: Absence of pedestrian, cyclist and signal phasing details.
Detailed description of the problem

The drawings submitted does not contain signing, marking, drainage and kerb details
showing the proposed layout to accommodate cyclists and pedestrians at various
points within this section. Signal phasing at the junctions are also outstanding. The
Audit Team understand that these sections are still likely to be in the Design Stage and
will therefore not be reviewed as part of this Road Safety Audit.

RECOMMENDATION
It is recommended that detail designs showing these sections are submitted separately
for a Road Safety Audit.

Design ORGANISATION RESPONSE
Recommendation accepted:

The PRO drawings will undergo a safety assessment as part of the internal sign off at
TiL. There is an understanding that this section will be submitted for a second round
of RSA 2 and it is anticipated that the requested information will be part of the
submission material.

CLIENT ORGANISATION RESPONSE
Accepted. Note further audit required. .

SAFETY AUDIT PROBLEM REF (3.3)
Location: A — Northbound LEA Interchange Off-slip (drawing EHL285405-1210-DD-07-02
Proposed Road Signage)

Detailed description of the problem:

It is proposed to install ORN Sign 3.2.5 on the northbound off-slip depicting a central
games lane with a nearside lane for any vehicles turning left and an offside lane for
any vehicles proceeding straight ahead. This sign does not match the proposed lane
marking at this location (see figs 3&4). From the drawings and sign schedule provided
it is unclear if this is a sign anomaly. If ORN Sign 3.2.5 is used at this location the Audit
Team would be concerned with the possibility of side shunt collisions due to late lane
changes.

SQA-0170 Page 24 Page 5
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Safety Audit Response Report
(Scheme Name)

2.5

Official

o |9
vehicle

vehicles

Any
vehicle

RECOMMENDATION
Change sign to match road layout

Design ORGANISATION RESPONSE

Recommendation accepted:

A variant of sign ORN 3.2.5 will be implemented at this location. The drawing will be
updated with the sign showing correct lane destination.

Client ORGANISATION RESPONSE
Accepted as per the Designer's response.

SAFETY AUDIT PROBLEM REF (3.3.1.1)
Northbound LEA Interchange Off-slip (drawing EHL285405-1210-DD-07-02 Proposed Road

Signage)
Summary: Proposed Lane signs and markings may result in confusion.

Detailed description of the problem:

The Audit Team observed that the nearside lane showed a left/straight ahead
arrow for all traffic. However, further downstream the left aspect leads to the on-
slip at Homerton Road which according to drawing EHL285405-1210-DD-07-03
GA, Homerton Road will be restricted to buses only. If this is the case, then
traffic using this lane should be advised prior to reaching this on-slip to avoid
non compliance with the restriction and unnecessary lane changes.

RECOMMENDATION
Ensure that the restriction on Homerton Road is clearly signed in advance from all

approaches.

Design ORGANISATION RESPONSE

Recommendation rejected:

Lane used described by the auditor above is not correct. Homerton Road will carry
some Games related traffic, reject vehicles and buses, Design team is currently
working with LOCOG to fully understand the use of Homerton Road during the Games.

SQA-0170 Page 26 Page 6
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Safety Audit Response Report
(Scheme Name)

2.6

In addition, only Games Family, Games related traffic and NSTM traffic will be using
the off slip and they will all have pre briefing of the route so any of these traffic will
already know their destination and what lane to use to get there.

CLIENT ORGANISATION RESPONSE

Rejected. The left turn into Homerton Road from the off-slip is games family only, as is
the straight ahead into Homerton Road. The right turn has an advance warning..

SAFETY AUDIT PROBLEM REF (3.4.1.1)
Location: C - Closure of Homerton Road (drawing EHL285405-1210-DD-07-03 GA)

Summary: Advanced signs required on all approaches to forewarn drivers of the proposal to
restrict Homerton Road to buses only.

Detailed description of the problem

It is proposed to restrict Homerton Road to buses only during this time. The caption on
this drawing suggests that this is at the request of the Venue Organiser but will still
impact on the signing and marking of the lanes in this section. It is unclear if Homerton
Road will be restricted to buses only in both directions The Audit Team observed that
there are no signs advising traffic of this proposal. Signs warning drivers of this
closure should be installed on Homerton Road prior to the off-slip with this junction.
These signs should also be installed on the southbound carriageway where existing
layout show that vehicles can turn right into Homerton Road. A similar sign is required
on the northbound LEA interchange off- slip (see problem 3.3.1.1)

RECOMMENDATION

Ensure that all restrictions are clearly signed from all directions to avoid late lane
changes and driver confusion.

Design ORGANISATION RESPONSE

Recommendation accepted:

The closure of Homerton Road is a venue requirement. The signage required for such
closure will come under the venue and LOCOG scope of works. Details of advance
warning require for this and similar closures (Temple Mill Lane) will be captured as part
of the venue workstream.

CLIENT ORGANISATION RESPONSE
Accepted. Note need to coordinate with venue workstream.
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Safety Audit Response Report
(Scheme Name)

2.7 SAFETY AUDIT PROBLEM REF (3.4.1.2)
Location: D — Southbound lane marked for A12 (W)

Summary: Ensure that the lane marking is continuous and consistent throughout.
Detailed description of the problem

It is proposed that motorists wishing to access the A12 (W) will use the southbound
offside lane however the lane destination markings have been omitted after the
junction with Homerton Road. It is advisable to continue these markings through past
this junction, to ensure that traffic is guided into using the correct lane.

RECOMMENDATION

Ensure that lane destination markings for the A12 (W) are continued past the junction
with Homerton Road so that motorists are guided to stay in the correct lane

Design ORGANISATION RESPONSE

Recommendation accepted:

Agreed, design drawing will be amended.

CLIENT ORGANISATION RESPONSE
Accepted as per the Designer's response.

SAFETY AUDIT PROBLEM REF (3.5.1.1)
Location: E — Eastway southbound at on slip with A12 (E)

Summary: Proposed hatching is unclear.
Detailed description of the problem:

There are no signal details provided for this section and the audit team are uncertain if
pedestrian aspects will be accommodated at this junction. It is proposed to mark the
nearside lane for left turners directing them to the on slip for the A1 (E). This has
resulted in a hatched marking being created at the junction downstream to end this
lane which appears incomplete on the drawing provided.

RECOMMENDATION

The hatched marking should be either extended to cover the end of the island, or if it
was intended to accommodate pedestrians at this crossing, then the island should be
extended to shorten the crossing distance at the leg of the junction thereby
encompassing the hatching.

Design ORGANISATION RESPONSE
Recommendation accepted:
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Safety Audit Response Report
(Scheme Name)

2.8

STREETS

The pedestrian crossing will be opened during Games. Physical restraint blocks will
be use to map out the island extension but the crossing distance will not be reduced.

CLIENT ORGANISATION RESPONSE
Accepted as per the Designer's response.

SAFETY AUDIT PROBLEM REF (3.6.1.1)
Location: F — Throughout the scheme

Summary: lack of appropriate details to depict segregated/shared pedestrian and
cycle facilities.

Detailed description of the problem

The plans provided show some on-road cycle facilities that link into off-road facilities at
some parts of the scheme. Shared/segregated facilities will require an appropriate
package of markings, signs as well as tactile and corduroy paving details to depict the
type of facility present. None of these details have been provided at this stage. An
example of this can be seen at the junction of Ruckholt Road and Sherrin Road where
it is proposed to link the on-road cycle lane to an off-road facility. However there are
no details of the footway layout provided. It is unclear from the plans if this will be a
shared or segregated facility and there are no signing/marking and tactile details
shown to depict either layout. In addition to this, drainage details are also outstanding.
The Audit Team understands that this section may still be in the Design Stage and
therefore this has not been reviewed as part of this road safety audit (see fig 5).

RECOMMENDATION
The Audit Team recommends that this section is resubmitted for a Road Safety Audit
separately once these details ha\_/e been_confirmed.

Absence of Cycling and
Pedestrian facilities on
footway

Design ORGANISATION RESPONSE

Recommendation accepted:
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Safety Audit Response Report
(Scheme Name)

2.9

STREETS

The design team agree that this section should be resubmitted for another round of
Road Safety Audit.

It should however be noted that under the ORN proposals, existing cycle facility and
signing will be retained along Ruckholt Road and parts of Eastway in the format
already agreed with the individual Boroughs. The ORN drawings has focused on
changes proposed to the network, details of existing facilities that do not conflict with
the ORN are not necessarily shown in full detail e.g. drainage, tactile paving etc.

Further cycle detail will be added to the GA drawing.

CLIENT ORGANISATION RESPONSE
Accepted. Note a further audit is required.

SAFETY AUDIT PROBLEM REF (Issue 4.1)
Location: 1-Eastway (southbound) towards on-slip marked A12 (E) (drawing EHL285405-
1210-DD-07-04)

Reason considered to be outside the Terms of Reference: Non compliance and
enforcement issues.

Detailed description of the problem:

The drawings show proposals to install double yellow lines (diag.1018.1 of the
TSRGD) on the nearside of Eastway (southbound) which prohibits waiting at any
time. This seems to be indirect conflict to the proposed signs ORN 2.4.1 along this
carriageway which depicts Temporary Prohibition on stopping within the games
lane during the periods indicated, obviously indicating that stopping within the
games lane is allowed during some periods. This will result in non compliance and non
enforcement of this Traffic Regulation Order. It is also noted that unnecessary waiting
along this section will result in unnecessary delays due to queuing.

RECOMMENDATION

The Audit Team recommends that the correct sign plate is used to depict No Waiting at
Anytime.

Design ORGANISATION RESPONSE

Recommendation rejected:

All existing no waiting and loading signs will be replaced during the Games by a “No
Stopping” sign which prevents loading and waiting. These signs are already shown on
the road signage drawings.
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Safety Audit Response Report

(Scheme Name)  STREETS

CLIENT ORGANISATION RESPONSE

Rejected for reasons set out in the Designer's response. It is noted that some of the
'no stopping' signs are shown parallel to the kerb, but should be facing on-coming
traffic.

2.10 SAFETY AUDIT PROBLEM REF (Issue 4.2)
Location: 2 — The northbound nearside lane.

Reason considered to be outside the Terms of Reference: Not safety related.

Detailed description of the problem:

It is unclear from the drawings provided if the nearside left slip road leading to this
site will be used as an ORN venue. There are no proposed advanced direction signs
or lane markings to advice drivers of the destination details for the left slip road at
this junction. The proposed left turn arrows will guide motorists into the nearside
lane without any prior or advanced destination signs (see fig 6).

It is recommended that adequate advanced direction signs and markings are
installed on approach to this location to advice motorists of this destination.

No markings or signs showing the
destination for this slip road.

Figure 6: Ruckholt Road (northbound)

Design ORGANISATION RESPONSE

Recommendation accepted:

Advance signing will be considered subject to venue requirement and strategy
adopted for ADS signage.

CLIENT ORGANISATION RESPONSE
Accepted as per the Designer's response.

2.11 SAFETY AUDIT PROBLEM REF (Issue 4.3)
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Safety Audit Response Report

(Scheme Name) _STREETS _

Location: Throughout the scheme

Reason considered to be outside the Terms of Reference: Not safety related

Detailed description of the problem:

It is proposed to restrict Temple Mills Lane to games family traffic and buses only.
Other roads containing restrictions include Homer Road. The Audit Team
recommends that advanced road closure signs showing alternative routes are
installed on all approaches to these roads to forewarn general traffic of these
restrictions. Clear diversion routes should be provided allowing accessibility to local
shops and residences.

RECOMMENDATION

Design ORGANISATION RESPONSE

Recommendation accepted: Advance signing will be considered subject to venue
requirement and strategy adopted for ADS signage

CLIENT ORGANISATION RESPONSE
Accepted as per the Designer's response

SAFETY AUDIT PROBLEM REF (4.4)
Location: Temple Mill Lane

Reason considered to be outside the Terms of Reference: Outside the scope of
this audit.

Detailed description of the problem:

The drawings provided shows that Temple Mill Lane will be restricted to games traffic
and cyclists only. The drawings provided shows details for the layout of Temple Mill
Lane at either end (Temple Mill Lane jw Ruckholt Road as well as Temple Mill Lane
jw Major Road). There are no details provided for the sections in between these two
junctions. It is proposed to install ORN sign 2.1.4 allowing just official vehicles, buses
cyclists and ‘access only’ along this road. However the existing approach from Major
Road (shown in figure 6) shows no cycles allowed and contains a width restriction
which will be inappropriate for buses. This is in direct conflict with the proposed
layout. The audit team accepts that Temple Mill Lane is still in the process of being
designed and therefore none of the sections in between has been included as part of
this audit (see fig 7).

RECOMMENDATION
It is therefore expected that this is resubmitted for auditing once the design is

confirmed.
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Safety Audit Response Report
(Scheme Name)

No Cyclists Allowed

Current width
restriction will affect
proposed passage of
buses

Figure 7

Design ORGANISATION RESPONSE

Recommendation accepted:

Drawings will be re submitted for another round of road safety audit when more
details are resolved.

CLIENT ORGANISATION RESPONSE

Accepted and noted that a further audit will be carried out when the proposals are
clarified..
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Safety Audit Response Report

(Scheme Name) STREETS‘

3.0 Design ORGANISATION STATEMENTS

3.1 Design Officer’s Statement

In accordance with SQA-0170, | certify that | have reviewed the items raised in the
Stage 2 Safety Audit Report. | have given due consideration to each issue raised
and have stated my proposed course of action for each in this report. | seek the
Senior Client Officer's endorsement of my proposals.

Name: John Ogunsola

Position: Section Manager

Organisation: Section Manager

Signed: - Dated: 21/04/2011

3.2 Senior Design Officer’s Statement
| accept these proposals by the Design Officer.

Name: (ifion SEWUA™S
Position: TAOSECS PMANAGEA
Organisation: 7%

4.0 Client ORGANISATION STATEMENTS
| accept these proposals by the Client Officer.

Name: P{ﬁg.( Heaatt
Position: H—M C% Q,ﬂ«.c.e( T-?J(/‘MM?_#‘O Toomn

Organisation: T\amo-r,mﬂ( rf“w Lovddr | S‘t«./_FtA4J! T_m«n_xlwf\’ (O PWEIN CF PR
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Olympic Route Network (see cover sheet for location details)
Stage 2 Road Safety Audit

List of Drawings Audited under this Stage 2 Audit Revision
Drawing No Drawing type (e.g General Arrangement)

0300 - Trc - 0% -o2 (ophon 2) G-eneral ﬁ/mnjeml'

Audit Notes™
Avdi} or meagures /o"ou;vj - /om C‘}cla collision ol the junchion of Puckholk
Load ol e railsh Avu,yl tm'_z,
Audit o) OpFion 2 froposals , on cm-vtwj /ac.l:és b
Audit ‘aasulw on jv;m\ &-ma Fummm:) d'a"?o‘ 02-0g- 2012 .

*Items to include are the involvement of the Police, weather conditions, traffic
conditions and anything else pertinent to this Audit not included elsewhere
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Olympic Route Network (see cover sheet for location details)
Stage 2 Road Safety Audit

©

3.0

ITEMS RAISED AT THIS STAGE 2 ROAD SAFETY AUDIT

®

Location: Ruckhotk foao, Junc"';" tarth gadqay

Summary: folentn) /o( Cory-h‘cl' el een cadv}h and Malvw.w}u'

e Hodit beom are concerved thal phe propesals do not _MJ’--(ATR the

. . "u-'en C c'l:f)' anJ \u' ;v'm'n mu)-oru')-; kcnowun Jo

Potenkial }eor Ca‘})lc)' be g |
. i i ke He are unlice

Foarc NJMJ i C,U‘J i J o €o ;:yf“‘(}um"nbn_y

ko anbicipate o 'v! burdin vehicle dve o the
The Pv)‘enl-fa) )or (an}ha- hoten chc; ard molorishs remans o5 a result.

RECOMMENDATION: Remove jhe plenhal for confhicl bohyeen cycles and
mo)-oﬂ.fh, Phis may requice either banning the w' by manwevre N?wuna
all chhﬂ-J bo vse sle er;shi’:y shared oot Y or oiker allernalive measure :

DESIGNERS RESPONSE:

ACCEPTED or REJECTED

Reason for rejestion: Aaeﬂe‘i

eyt will ke enccxumgjso b use e feofway as we

c;m@t des ou't the ¢ fhed ot Goes pevdd - The vilduee
bf games fainly weludes woans we' Tt \an fhe teft puon gittod
%’ﬁv*.,a[?(‘ﬁiw W\’Vpd“d FoalY \_‘W ne e .
Location: Ruckhot Load ‘)'V"J'Bn wik ea&my @

Summary: )a(,aulv m\, exacerba le pu'»mh&\ Jor (cfle c,,.#l.'c). with moonsks

“The Audi Teom are concerned thal the ,'UPQS'J layou F mﬂy-e,,xwhk

el f ) by 0 s < pb i of e by

va;yu:n o & d u;q,-fa! lane a} t;nc"v:w .

Yokenhia)  aad Coﬂ}.“f}' noked i@ above . Fhis la‘}w)- mav also locale CJCM"

oukside the area visible with» he drivers nearside Ml;lof’ Parhicvlar ,J buses .

RECOMMENDATION: Femove ke polential for < :
lsk' this may reégure g!ucr bannin
)’c He ‘*tr"‘hd AhNJ e ;Ao)-uadw

Manov?re, req‘.'n'ny all tydosb o u
oHer alberachve meosyre .

DESIGNERS RESPONSE:

e

r&hi‘— belveen ztks and.
e

\u'hrn

ACCEPTED or REJECTED

Reason for rejection: A

prg W\Q ‘4@-8' n an
Orene s

OPﬁB{\ o

T‘QMG\IQ ﬂ\e CC:‘(\H\'Lk: E

beumm
J . |
faunn ovemerdt, » cyckef will be eToieges
iﬁh" o %@’»Q he»eww ;

M nat be \npleyents

t

Uge {‘V\t“'w‘gq, Ine

Page Number:
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Olympic Route Network (see cover sheet for location details)
Stage 2 Road Safety Audit

4.0

ISSUES IDENTIFIED DURING THE STAGE 2 ROAD SAFETY AUDIT THAT
ARE OUTSIDE THE TERMS OF REFERENCE

Safety issues identified during the Audit and site inspection that are considered to be
outside the Terms of Reference, but which the Audit Team wishes to draw to the
attention of the Client Organisation, are set out in this section. These issues could
include maintenance items, operational issues or existing poor provision. It is to be
understood that, in raising these issues, the Audit Team in no way warrant that a full
review of the highway environment has been undertaken beyond that necessary to
undertake the Audit as commissioned.

Location:

Summary:

RECOMMENDATION:

Location:

Summary:

RECOMMENDATION:
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Olympic Route Network (see cover sheet for location details)
Stage 2 Road Safety Audit

5.0

AUDIT TEAM STATEMENT

We certify that we have examined the drawings and documents listed in Appendix A.
to this Safety Audit Report. The Road Safety Audit has been carried out with the sole
purpose of identifying any feature that could be removed or modified in order to
improve the safety of the measures. The problems identified have been noted in this
report together with associated suggestions for safety improvements that we
recommend should be studied for implementation.

©

No one on the Audit Team has been involved with the design of the measures.

AUDIT TEAM LEADER:

Name:
Position:

Organisation:

Address:

ﬁ’"m.'f)c M % A/Jfﬁwr Date:

Transport for London
Road Safety Audit, Roads Directorate

8" Floor Palestra,
197 Blackfriars Road,
London,

SE1 8NJ

AUDIT TEAM MEMBER:

Shaoe  Matkin Signed: -

Name:
Position:

Organisation:

Address:

ph(‘(—\pk_ Rwé\ % AQA‘{UQ- Date:

Transport for London
Road Safety Audit, Roads Directorate

8" Floor Palestra,
197 Blackfriars Road,
London,

SE1 8NJ

AUDIT TEAM OBSERVER

Name:
Position:

Organisation:

Address:

Date:

Transport for ondon
Road Safety’Audit, Roads Directorate

8" Floof Palestra,
197 Blackfriars Road,
London,

SE1 8NJ
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Olympic Route Network (see cover sheet for location details)
Stage 2 Road Safety Audit

APPENDIX A

Problem Locations
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Transport for London v @
Directorate of Road Network

OLYMPIC ROUTE NETWORK & PARALYMPIC ROUTE NETWORK:
STAGE 3 ROAD SAFETY AUDITS

To reflect the large scope of physical changes undertaken in a short period of time
on the Olympic Route Network (ORN) and Paralympic Route Network (PRN), during
installation and activation, a Stage 3 Road Safety Audit check was undertaken with
the following key elements::
e Audit visit and report provided following initial lining installation;
e Audit visit and report provided following initial signing installation ;
e Audit visit and report provided following remaining ORN measures installation
and activation; and
e Subsequent checks undertaken for the ORN operational period and amended
PRN activation and operation.

Where safety critical issues were found during activation or installation, these were

communicated to and resolved on site by the ORN J&C Build Team prior to daytime .

operation, and subsequently recorded in post-activation Audit reports. Outstanding
RSA Stage 3 issues were communicated to contractors via agreed snagging

communications for resolution. The ORN Design Team have reviewed these reports
and provided responses where appropriate against raised issues.

These comments and reviews are captured in the Audit report responses contained
within this folder.

The Client has been involved in decision making where required either through daily
reports, where the designers made immediate decisions on safety critical matters
and cost neutral matters, or through briefings where Client approval has been
required and funding agreement was needed.

Decisions and approvals are captured as necessary within this folder, against the
appropriate Audit reports.

Subsequent amendments were then: checked by the authorised Road Safety
Auditor following implementation; details captured in this folder; and responses
made as necessary.

Deactivation and decommissioning of ORN / PRN measures has not been the
subject of further Safety inspections where the re-commissioned route has been
returned to the pre-Games arrangement. Exceptions to this, where a revised route
alignment or arrangement has been introduced would be the subject of a full Road
Safety Review and would be appropriately included in this folder.
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The following signatories provide confirmation that the above process was followed
during implementation and operation of the ORN and PRN measures for this
Section.

Road Safety Audit Team Statement

Name: ﬂﬂi/fe"’ CUVW)"\‘] W l;chJi/ % Mo o ,,)eall
Position: -Leaul Qozul SC}J:) }AvJ.);f _

Organisation: "rF L

Comments:

Signed: Dated: ]l-0Y - 2wiT.

Design Officer’s Statement
Name: opd  OGUMNSOLA
Position: SECT(OM 1LeAD
Organisation: pPARegIMNe BRIMILERWOFF

Comments: -

{

Signed: Dated: N {O‘f{ 2012

Senior Client Officer’s Statement

Name: F2tar— 1o o H—

Position: \AQN‘,\ 95.. C\O-M Y:«L\v\‘\ca/\ RW\,
Organisation: Tolic Didode, Sudowe YWers ‘aib

Comments:

Sig"ed:- Pated: 127 St acia
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