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THE 2002 QUALITY REVIEW OF ROAD ACCIDENT INJURY STATISTICS

PROJECT DEFINITION AND SCOPE OF THE REVIEW

1 Introduction

1.1 Personal injury road accident statistics were first collected in 1909. The modern ‘STATS19’ collection system was established in 1949 and the current collection system was implemented in 1979 following a wide-ranging review. Road accident statistics are essential for informing and monitoring road safety policy at local, national, and international level.  Locally they have a long established application to support remedial engineering work on public roads. At both a local and national level they are essential for steering road safety strategy and underpinning targeted casualty reduction. Within the EU they contribute, along with road accident data from other Member States, to European road safety initiatives and the sharing of best practice guidance.

1.2
Individual police forces and local authorities require road accident statistics to support their own road safety policy programmes. The collection process and data collected vary in local authority and police force areas, reflecting different local road safety requirements and circumstances. However, each local area is required to report the same set of accident records for national purposes and to transmit them to central government. These are popularly known as STATS19 records, named after the code number of the collection form

1.3
The accuracy and credibility of the STATS19 collection process depends upon close co-operation between central government, local government and police forces. It is a voluntary process. There is no specific statutory duty upon the police or local authorities to report STATS19 road accidents to central government. The STATS19 system is jointly managed and owned by the Standing Committee on Road Accident Statistics (SCRAS). 

1.4
In England, within each local area, STATS19 data are collated by a central unit referred to as a Local Processing Authority (LPA) which can be managed directly either by the police or local authority, or be sub-contracted to a private consultancy. In Scotland and in Wales the Scottish Executive (SE) and the National Assembly for Wales (NAW) act as the LPA for the Department of Transport, Local Government and the Regions (DTLR). There are 58 LPA’s in Great Britain of which just under half are managed by local police authorities and the rest by local authorities.

1.5
The STATS19 report form consists of an accident record, a vehicle record to be completed for each involved vehicle and a casualty record for each casualty arising from the injury accident. In 2000, local authorities and police forces collected, coded, validated and reported 234,000 accident records, 430,000 vehicle records and 320,000 casualty records for central government. 
2. The Quality Review : 2002

2.1
In earlier years the STATS 19 collection system was subjected to a quinquennial review to check that it continued to provide essential information for government, but minimised the burden of form filling and data provision upon local police forces and local authorities. This was invariably the case, but each review was able to identify minor modifications to the system in response to changing road safety issues and practicalities of data collection. It has always been recognised that all participants in the generation of STATS19 data derive benefit from its application in the quest to improve road safety; equally all acknowledge that the costs of collection must demonstrate value for money. 

2.2 The quinquennial review process has been succeeded by an enhanced review process designed to improve public confidence in National Statistics generally. Consequently this review is being organised in accordance with the National Statistics Quality Assurance Programme Board guidance paper ‘Commissioning a National Statistics Review’, following publication of the White Paper ‘Building Trust In Statistics’ (available on the Office of National Statistics web-site www.statistics.gov.uk). The 2002 quality review of the STATS19 injury road accident data collection system will contribute to this process.

2.3
The review will be overseen by a project board that will include the Chairman of SCRAS; the Review Project Manager; an independent assessor; and a quality assurance programme manager from the Office of National Statistics (ONS).

2.4
The review will be conducted by a working group, formed from the SCRAS membership. The core representation will be as follows:-

Police representatives

Chief Superintendent J Moore
Association of Chief Police Officers (England, Wales)

Superintendent L Wynne 
Association of Chief Police Officers (Scotland)

Local Authority representatives


Mr J Devenport



London Local Authorities ( including TFL street management)


Mr A Duff



Convention of Scottish Local Authorities


Mr D Sherborne



Northern Local Authorities





Mr J Shortland



Midlands, East Anglia and Southern Local Authorities

Mr A Rookes



Welsh Local Authorities

Devolved Administration

Mrs S Demery



National Assembly for Wales


Mr F Dixon



Scottish Executive

DTLR


Mr Anil Bhagat


Transport Statistics Roads 5


Mr D Wilson



Transport Statistics Roads 5

Mr P Wilding



Review Project Officer

3. The aims of the 2002 quality review

3.1
The aims of the review are to confirm the information needs of users and to assess whether the collection system fulfils its requirement to provide accurate and credible road accident statistics to meet these needs. It also has to confirm that the burden of provision is acceptable to data providers. With this in mind, the general scope of the review will cover the following issues, but the detail will evolve through the consultation process and discussion within the working group and final SCRAS ratification-

· Evaluation of 1997 review changes. Were they effective?

· Concerns about current reporting and coding practices.

· Casualty reduction targets and proposals for changes in severity definition.

· Proposals for the addition of new variables and values.

· Proposals for the deletion of under-used variables and values.

· Proposal to formally adopt the collection of contributory factors.

· Data linkage with health, crime and socio-economic statistics.

· International perspective and commitments.

· Availability and presentation of national road accident statistics.

· Data protection.

· Ownership, supply and charging arrangements for national and local road accident statistics.

· Standard Formats for the supply of STATS19 data to DTLR/SE/NAW

3.2 The review will, of course, cover other issues that are raised by participants. There will also be a confirmation of user needs based upon consultation.

4. Consultation

4.1 The review officer will arrange for the provision of questionnaires to both data users and data providers to gather information about the STATS19 collection system and the broad range of road accident analyses which it supports. This will encompass central government policy users, external road safety organisations, local police forces and local authorities. The response from local authorities, the Scottish police forces, SE and NAW will be co-ordinated by representatives on the SCRAS working group. The response from police forces in England and Wales and road safety organisations in England will be processed by DTLR. SE and NAW will also directly consult road safety organisations in their regions.  Consultees will also be sent a copy of this  ‘Project definition and scope of the review’ paper to explain the review process and to outline some topics about which it would be useful to elicit a formal response. An advertisement will also be placed in the SCRAS newsletter and on the DTLR web-site to ensure as wide a consultation process as possible.

4.2 The review officer will reply to consultees once the results of the review are finalised, and a programme of regional meetings involving local authorities and police will be organised to explain the review findings and to ensure that there are no fundamental objections to the conclusions and recommendations.

5 Final report

5.1 The final review report will be produced in collaboration with the Office of National Statistics to ensure that it meets quality assurance standards for National Statistics. The aim is to provide a final report to Ministers in October 2002 and then to publish in early December 2002. This should be alongside revised ‘STATS20’ and ‘STATS21’ documents which define the detail of the ‘STATS19’ data items required and how they should be checked and supplied.

6 Initial scope of the review

The ‘aims of the review’ identified 12 issues in 3.1 above that the review could usefully address. Notes and ideas relating to each of these issues are set out below to assist the consultation process. Views on these issues, and on any other matters which participants wish to raise would be welcomed.

1. Evaluation of 1997 review changes. Were they effective?

· Were the data-inputting costs and disruption arising from modifications to existing variables acceptable?

· Are the new variables adopted in 1999 producing useful and reliable information?

· Accuracy of ‘Place accident reported’.

· Is driver and casualty post-code data providing data linkage potential?

· Is the STATS 19 reporting requirement now clear for severity of injury, and also the definitions of ‘public road’ and ‘reportable accident’? 

· Is the difference with the reporting requirement of the road traffic act clear? If not, why was the ‘memo card’ supplement to STATS 20 not taken up by local police forces?

· Do 1999 and 2000 statistics reveal any significant changes following the 1997 review:- e.g.

· Ratio between severe and slight injuries following clarification of classification requirement for ‘whiplash neck injury’.

· Change in trend in slight accidents following clarification of ‘public road’.

· Boarding and alighting accidents on buses following clarification that accidents in bus stations should be excluded.

· Increase in completeness of breath test results in injury accidents following review discussion.

· Increase in single cycle accidents following clarification that they should be included in the STATS19 requirement.

2. Concerns about current reporting and coding practices.

· Differences in the extent to which police forces are not keeping to the ‘30 day accident reporting rule’
· A few police forces are considering reducing the STATS19 reporting requirement for ‘over the counter’ reported accidents (mostly slight accidents). This raises the issue of whether this is in fact an efficient practice for reporting accidents some time after the accident has taken place because of the difficulty of fully completing a STATS19 form in these circumstances. The review could consider the benefits/disbenefits of a 2 tier reporting requirement to simplify the reporting of self reported accidents (currently coded as ‘2 - elsewhere’ for the ‘place accident reported’ variable).
· ‘Place accident reported’. Currently some confusion over interpretation.
· Completeness of post –code data?
· Are hand held global positioning systems (GPS) devices available for reporting officers to improve grid reference information? Who pays for the devices?
· What is the situation concerning the development of the standardised local report form?
· Many police forces and local authorities report on a financial year basis. It would simplify their provision of STATS 19 data, and enhance the comparison of local and national statistics, if national road accident statistics were accounted for on a financial year basis instead of a calendar year basis.
3. Casualty reduction targets and proposals for changes in severity definition.

· The 1997 review addressed the need for more discrimination in the severity of injury definitions in order to identify road accident costs more accurately. The review rejected the case for introducing a ‘hospitalised’ subset of serious injury and for splitting slight injury into ‘visible’ and ‘non-visible’ injury classifications.
· This issue has been raised again by the Association of Chief Police Officers –Scotland (ACPO(S)) – as they did during the 1997 review – and also by the Department of Health (DoH), and will need to be addressed again.
· Both the DoH and DTLR/SE/NAW have produced 2010 casualty reduction targets. The DoH accident reduction target (10% reduction, but no specific target for road accidents) specifically defines serious injury as a 4 day hospital admission. This is a much narrower definition than the definition of serious injuries in road accidents underpinning the DTLR/SE/NAW casualty reduction target (40% reduction in fatal and serious injuries).

· Severity definition changes cannot be introduced prior to 2010 if they change or destabilise current statistics for ‘serious’ and ‘slight’ casualties as this will lead to a loss of credibility in the monitoring (and targeting process). However, if acceptable to the police, disaggregation of the ‘serious’ classification could be made prior to 2010 that would still allow monitoring of 2010 targets as long as it did not confuse police classification between slight and serious categories.

· The current police view is that identifying hospital admission is too onerous. Does post coding information have the potential yet to estimate the proportion of seriously injured road accident casualties, who are hospitalised for 4 days, by matching road accident records with DoH records. Probably not at a national level.
4. Proposals for the addition of new variables and values.

· Work related accidents. 
· Explore possibilities with the Association of British Insurers (ABI).

· Problem of defining ‘work – related’. Is there a standard definition of company car use for ‘company – business.

· Damage only accidents
· Follow on from last review. Explore possibilities with ABI.
· School child injury after having alighted from a school bus.

· Problem of defining ‘after having alighted’. Hard to see what remedial action this could support apart from publicity.

· Mobile phones

· Strongly supported by Ministers in the 1997 review. Rejected by the Association of Chief Police Officers (ACPO) as too difficult and onerous to collect. This could be considered as an additional causation factor.

· Driver experience from Driving licence number

· Could be too difficult to collect. A driving licence is not always carried by drivers, and the length of number could lead to coding difficulties. Stirs up controversy about national identity cards. Is it a better indicator of experience than age of driver which is simpler to collect/estimate?

· Text description to help identify trunk road accidents.

· Rejected at the last review. It was decided that the supply of this information should be decided locally between local processing authority and the Highways Agency and its contractors. What is the potential for hand held GPS to supply this crucial information in the next few years?

· Seat belt and child restraint usage

· An amendment to the Commission’s seat belt wearing directive (91/671/EEC) seeks to;- (1) increase the use of seat belts or appropriate child restraints especially in the rear seats of cars and (2), to increase the use of seat belts, where fitted, in other vehicles. This may lead to demands for re-instating the collection of information about the wearing of seat belts to assist monitoring of this priority road safety measure. Although there are difficulties in collecting information, especially for slight injury accidents, in which paradoxically the injury reducing effect of belt usage is most effective, it is commonly collected by other Member States.

· Air Bag deployment

· As with restraint use, air bag deployment is critical in influencing the severity of injury for a given accident severity. This information is significant for determining relative car driver and occupant protection ratings for specific models of car. Air bag deployment is simple for the police to determine at the accident scene. 

· Foreign vehicles

· Consider an explicit code for foreign vehicles.

5. Proposals for the deletion of under-used variables and values.

· None have been identified so far. All are regarded as valuable by DTLR road safety division.
6. Proposal to formally adopt the collection of contributory factors.

· A harmonised national collection system was first proposed in the 1997 review and supported by DTLR Road Safety Division and ACPO as a ‘best practice’ system. Details of this proposed system are described in the 1997 review document. The executive summary of the TRL report describing the proposed new collection system is appended to this paper.
· The county surveyors society and some local authorities hold strong reservations about the proposed collection form and also the possibility of legal complications arising from comparisons of accident causation between local authorities. The compromise solution was that national collection could proceed upon a voluntary basis and that the issue of whether this should become a ‘STATS 19’ requirement would be addressed in the 2002 review. This would be done in the light of the experience gained from the voluntary use, on a trial basis, of the proposed system.
· The proposed national collection system can provide a very large sample of causation analysis to support road safety publicity.  At a local level the issue is whether local causation analysis from the harmonised national collection system, linked to STATS 19 information about vehicle, driver, and accident type and place, can effectively guide local police enforcement activity and local authority road accident prevention schemes. Some local authorities claim that this is not the case, and that existing local collection systems are more effective.
· The DTLR will assess the results of the causation factor analysis to be carried out by the Transport Research Laboratory (TRL).
7. Data linkage with health, crime and socio-economic statistics.

· The 1997 review accepted the need for driver and casualty post-code information to enhance the potential for linking road accident data with health, crime and population statistics. The post-code information would also provide information about where casualties lived and could usefully distinguish ‘locals’ and ‘non-locals’.

· Has any analysis or data linkage been done?

· How accurate is the post coding?

8. International perspective and commitments.

· The road accident database for Great Britain is well known for its high quality and coverage. In Europe it offers a model of data collection based upon devolved responsibility rather than centralised bureaucracy. This model makes the collection system very responsive to local needs and road safety problems. The British data formally supports:-
· The EU road accident database (CARE)  - Council Decision (93/704/EC) : Implemented 1 April 1994. Under this agreement individual national data records are supplied to contribute to a Community road accident database.

· The International Road Traffic and Accident Database (IRTAD) – An aggregated database managed by the OECD.

· The Safety Rating Advisory Committee (SARAC)- a European Commission funded project in which British road accident data provides a key component for assessing the occupant protection performance of specific models of car, and also comparing results with those produced by the European New Car Assessment Programme (EURONCAP).
· The Commission Recommendation on maximum permitted Blood Alcohol Content- COM (2000) 4397 was adopted on 17 January 2001. This included notice that the Commission would like to co-ordinate the use of alcohol related road accident records (breath test and blood test results) for analysis of drinking and driving at a European level. Drivers in most injury road accidents are tested for alcohol in the UK, but police testing levels vary in different police force areas. Evidential breath test levels are not recorded and, by omission, are not available for analysis. Blood test levels are confidential and are currently not provided to the EC. A European data requirement for alcohol test results may develop in the future.

9. Availability and presentation of national road accident statistics.

· A range of statistical publications is produced annually to inform users of road accident data about statistical trends and road safety/road transport developments. These are mostly available on a Web site but accessibility and the range of analysis or data records available for users should be investigated.

· Sometimes casual users of data are not aware of what information is available, whether it has to be paid for or not, and the review could usefully consider how a web-site could improve guiding users to available information. It could also consider the most effective ways of getting figures to users.  A scrutiny of the most appropriate information linked to topical road safety issues which could be placed on the internet would be a useful exercise.
10. Data protection.

· The 1997 review took the view that STATS19 road accident records and post- code information were anonymous and that such information could be transferred to other users. The data protection act was interpreted as putting the legal responsibility for protection upon the holder or user of the data and this did not prohibit the supply of data to users subject to charges and contractual obligations concerning use.
· Following the 1997 review some local processing authorities questioned the legal implications of providing post-code data to DTLR in case it violated the data protection act.
· Also the ONS recently advised that according to the provisions in the data protection act their view was that post-code information, once in the DTLR STATS19 database, could only be supplied to DTLR organisations and to agents working for DTLR.  (presumably this would include other government Departments like Health and the Home Office or this would greatly diminish the purpose of collecting this information for data matching purposes) 

· Advice is being sought from the data protection registrar. Whatever the outcome, advice needs to be provided in the 2002 review to clarify the situation.
11. Ownership, supply and charging arrangements for national and local road accident statistics.

· The view of the last review was that the STATS19 national (GB) database was jointly managed and owned by SCRAS, but dissemination and charging was the responsibility of DTLR. The issue of who owned the revenue from national STATS19 sales was overcome by advising that monies would be eventually paid to the central exchequer. 

· Guidelines for disseminating and charging for STATS19 data by DTLR and the Scottish Executive and the National Assembly for Wales were set out in the last review.
· Locally the nature of the relation between local processing authority and data users (usually a road contractor or authority) will vary considerably and contractual agreements are decided locally. It would be extremely difficult to offer guidelines at a local level. However we could revisit this sensitive subject with examples of how some local arrangements work. This might address the problem of the proliferation of local road authorities and contractors and their demands upon local, especially police, processors. 
12. Standard Formats for the supply of STATS19 data to DTLR/SE/NAW Implementation time for modifications to the STATS19 process

· Currently, the only available format accepted is a “fixed column” ASCII flat file which contains a mixture of record types. There have been requests for the option to be made available to supply data in alternative formats which may have the benefit of being more easily produced from commonly used software.
· Any modifications to the data collection process normally require a lead time of one year to implement. The implications of the length of lead time for reporting and coding organisations could be considered. 
7. The timetable for the review process

7.1 The timetable for the main stages of the 2002 quality review of the stats19 injury road accident data collection system is set out in following table.

Peter Wilding

Review Project Officer

13 July 2001

THE 2002 QUALITY REVIEW OF ROAD ACCIDENT INJURY STATISTICS
Timetable

· Set up Project Board/Contact ONS



- 
June 2001

· Set up SCRAS working group - appoint independent assessor  
-
June 2001

· Sort out police representation. ACPO.



- 
June 2001

· Update List of consultee safety organisations
  
  
- 
June 2001

· Produce a scoping paper and consultation questionnaire

- 
First 2 weeks of July 2001

to discuss with SCRAS Working group

· Consultation  process organised



- 
First 2 weeks of July 2001

· Summary for  SCRAS Newsletter



- 
First 2 weeks of July 2001

· Consultation information on DTLR web-site


-
First 2 weeks of July 2001

Process responses from consultation and

   

-       
Early September
2001

produce SCRAS paper. Assess review items.

· Full SCRAS meeting to present the 

   

- 
October 2001

scope of the review and the detailed proposals

arising from consultation
  

· First meeting of Working Group


   
-     
October 2001

· Examine consultation response

· Develop scope of review

· Organise Working Group meeting schedule
· Working Group to report



  
- 
Early March 2002

Interim conclusions

· Consultation with ONS


               
-
Late March 2002

Arrange a programme of Regional meetings to present

-  
March to July 2002

Interim conclusions and obtain feedback

Produce draft  review report



   
-    
August 2002
· Full SCRAS meeting to finalise

Review report and implementation date



-        
September 2002

· Report to ONS for approval




-
September 2002
Report to Ministers





-   
October 2002

Production of final bound reports and press notice


`-
Early December

Implementation in January or April 2004

List of Acronyms

ABI

- The Association of British Insurers

ACPO

- The Association of Chief Police Officers (England, Wales and Northern Ireland)

ACPO(S)
- The Association of Chief Police Officers (Scotland)

AMA 

- The Association of Metropolitan Authorities

ACC

- The Association of County Councils

COSLA
- The Council of Scottish Local Authorities

CSS

- The County Surveyors Society

CARE

- The road accident data-base of the European Community

DTLR

- The Department of Transport, Local Government, and the Regions

DoH

- The Department of Health

EC

- The European Community

EURONCAP
- The European New Car Assessment Programme

GPS

- Global Positioning System

HO

- The Home Office

HA

- The Highways Authority

IRTAD
- The International Road Traffic Accident Data-base

LPA

- Local Processing Authority

LAAU

- The London Accident Analysis Unit

NI

- The Department of Regional Development (Northern  Ireland)

NAW

- The National Assembly for Wales

OECD

- The Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development.

ONS

- The Office of National Statistics

RS

- Road Safety Division (DTLR)

RUC

- The Royal Ulster Constabulary

SARAC
- The Safety Rating Advisory Committee


SE

- The Scottish Executive

SCRAS
- The Standing Committee on Road Accident Statistics

TRL

- The Transport Research Laboratory

A NEW SYSTEM FOR RECORDING CONTRIBUTORY FACTORS IN ROAD ACCIDENTS

By Dr J Broughton, Miss K A Markey and Superintendent D Rowe

Unpublished TRL Project Report PR/SE//229/96

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The present national system for collecting information about road accidents was established in 1949, and is still known as the STATS19 system after the standard reporting form.  The data collected have proved invaluable in monitoring accident trends and developing new measures to improve road safety.  One important reason for this is that accident data are collected in a consistent way in all parts of Great Britain, so local data can be brought together in a national database.

In addition to objective factors such as time of day and speed limit, the original system also collected 'contributory factors', i.e. the factors which the reporting officer considered had contributed to the causation of the accident.  Subsequent doubts over the reliability of the factors being collected meant that collection of these data ceased to be a national requirement in 1959.  Nevertheless, in 1994 a TRL survey of the 43 police forces in England and Wales found that over one half were still recording contributory factors, but the systems being used had diverged over time so that patterns of accident causation in different areas could not be compared.

The contributory factors summarise the events and influences which led directly to an accident.  The information is inevitably subjective as it depends upon the investigator's 'reconstruction' of the circumstances leading up to the accident from the available evidence.  The information can suggest possible interventions and remedial measures which could have prevented the individual accident, and measures for improving road safety can be developed by studying the factors for large numbers of accidents.  The fact that many police forces continue to record contributory factors so long after the national requirement ended provides one indication of the local value of this information at a time when road safety has assumed greater prominence.

The information has been mainly used by the Local Authorities, for example in developing remedial measures at accident blackspots and for road safety publicity.  Its value would be greatly enhanced, however, if the factors could be recorded in a consistent way by all forces, and assembled into a database closely linked to the national STATS19 database.  Accordingly, the Department of Transport commissioned the Transport Research Laboratory to develop a prototype system.  This report describes the development of a system that could be used by the police.  It also describes the trial of the scheme that was carried out by eight police forces for three months in the summer of 1996, and presents analyses of the data collected.

There were various objectives in developing the new system.  It had to be simple to use yet sufficiently comprehensive to accommodate the great majority of road accidents within a standard set of codes.  Many police officers attend only one or two accidents per year, so it should be self-explanatory and not require extensive training or documentation.  Equally importantly, its design should encourage the collection of high quality data.

The following approach to accident investigation was adopted in order to optimise the

overall quality of the data collected:

1 .
ascertain the critical failure or manoeuvre which led up to the accident (referred to as the Precipitating Factor) and record it using the appropriate code,

2.
from the evidence available, identify the factors which contributed to this failure or manoeuvre (there may be more than one of these Contributory Factors) and record them using the appropriate codes.

Two lists were drawn up, one consisting of 15 Precipitating Factors and the other of 54 Contributory Factors.  As the identification of Contributory Factors in an accident tends to be relatively subjective, depending upon the experience of the investigator and the strength of the evidence, investigators were asked to code each factor as either Definite, Probable or Possible.

The eight police forces which co-operated in the trial represented all parts of Great Britain and all types of roads: two forces had not been recording contributory factors routinely.  The trial thus provided a rigorous test of the new system.  TRL staff made a single visit to y

each force to brief key personnel about the new system: these were then responsible for briefing the officers who would attend accidents during the trial.  According to responses received from the participating police officers, few problems were encountered when using the new system. 2897 coding forms were returned to TRL, only 102 of these had not been completed satisfactorily.

The report presents various analyses of the contributory factors that had been recorded.  In addition, the forms have been linked to the regular STATS19 reports for those accidents whose details had reached the national database by November 1996 (if in future a police force uses the system to record contributory factors routinely then the link would be made automatically in its accident database), and analyses of the linked data are also presented.

A system capable of recording contributory factors for every conceivable type of accident would be unmanageably large.  In order to judge whether the new system provides a satisfactory compromise between completeness and ease-of use, investigating officers who were unable to choose an appropriate code were asked to enter 'other' and supply full details.  Analysis of these details suggests that only a few minor adjustments to the factor lists are required.  This 'other' facility also provided a means of recording valuable non-standard information, such as that two of the accidents resulted from suicide attempts, so the facility could be a useful feature of a future implementation of the new system.

The value of STATS19 accident information to Local Authorities and the Department of Transport in attempting to improve road safety has been widely recognised for many years, but its potential contribution to the effective management of traffic policing has received less attention.  This report shows that the STATS19 information augmented by the contributory factors collected with the new system can be entered and stored by the police using the MAAP5 software mounted on a PC, and that it can be analysed to guide deployment of police resources in support of the National Road Policing Strategy adopted by the Association of Chief Police Officers of England, Wales and Northern Ireland (ACPO).  This approach was adopted by the Cleveland Constabulary in January 1997 and represents a further test of the new system for recording contributory factors, but it is too early to evaluate the results achieved.  In addition to the benefits to the police, the enhanced data will be useful to the Local Authorities for developing remedial measures.
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