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Flest skrad atvik voru milli 6kuteekja @ dvérdum vinstri beygjum straumum.
Alvarlegustu atvikin voru milli 6kutaekja og dvarda vegfarendur vid heaegri
beygju framhjahlaup og pegar Okutaeki voru ad keyra beint afram a
Kringlumyrarbraut og vegfarendur 34 rafskitum og reidhjélum voru ad fara
yfir & raudu gangbrautarljosi.

Greining a naestum pvi slysum getur verid ageetis verkfeeri til ad leggja mat 4
umferdaroryggi vid gatnamot og vid gongu- og hjdlapveranir og til ad
kortleggja heettulegustu stadi gatnamodtanna. Nidurstédur geta nyst vid
fyrir/eftir greiningar til ad meta baetingar 4 umferdardryggi vid breytingar &
gatnamdtum. P3a getur greiningin einnig verid notud til vidbodtar vid
hefdbundna slysagreiningu milli 3. og 4. stigs umferdaroryggisryni fyrir ny
umferdarmannvirki.

Med greiningartakni Miovision er haegt ad lata greina alla umferdarstrauma

vid gatnamot en pad er einnig haegt ad velja akvedna umferdarstrauma og
skoda pa sérstaklega.
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SAMANTEKT

Greiningar a naestum pvi slysum hafa verid gerdar med mismunandi adfer6um i pd nokkurn tima. Ein
slik adferd er kennd vié Svipjod (e. The Swedish Traffic Conflict Technique, s. Den svenska
konflikttekniken). Adferdin hefur verid i préun sidan & attunda dratug sidust aldar og byggir & peirri
kenningu ad umferdarslys og alvarleg naastum pvi slys (e. Serious conflicts) hafa keimlikan addraganda.
Addragandi slysa er po yfirleitt frabrugdinn med heerri umferdarhrada. Pad sem naestum pvi slysa
greiningar hafa umfram venjulega slysagreiningu er m.a. ad naestum pvi slys eiga sér stad 3.000-40.000
sinnum fyrir hvert slys sem a sér stad. bad er pvi haegt ad f4 sambeaerilegar upplysingar um hegdun
vegfarenda og mogulegar adgerdir 4 3-5 dogum i stad pess ad notast vid margra ara slysagogn.
Slysagdgn geta verid tilviljanakennd og pvi geta fengist betri nidurstédur med naestum pvi slysa
greiningum i stad slysagreininga. Vaensta leidin til arangurs er po liklega ad notast vid badar adferdirnar
samhlida hvor annarri.

Til ad geta framkvaemd naestum pvi slysa greiningar parf ad hafa upplysingar um ferla vegfarenda,
hrada og tima milli pess ad ferlar skerist. Hingad til hefur naestum pvi slysa greining verid mjog dyr en
framkvaemd hennar hefur ad miklu leyti verid gerd med handtalningum einstaklinga sem hafa hlotid
sérstaka pjalfun. Adilinn hefur pa purft ad vera ati a vettvangi i lengri tima vid ad skra nidur atvik sem
verda i umferdinni. Nylegar taekniprdéanir med myndgreiningartaekni og gervigreind hefur gert okkur
kleift ad greina naestum pvi slys med odyrari og skilvirkari leidum en adur. Morg fyrirteeki bjoda upp a
slika pjonustu og eitt peirra er kanadiska fyrirtaekid Miovision. Efla hefur framkvaemt margar
umferdartalningar & sidustu arum med Miovision bunadi og pvi var akvedid ad seekja um
rannsoknarstyrk fra Vegagerdinni til ad profa pessa nyju taekni til ad greina nastum pvi slys a
gatnamdtum.

{ samradi vid fulltrda Vegagerdarinnar var akvedid ad skoda gatnamoétin Kringlumyrarbraut-
Haaleitisbraut. Gatnamatin eru ein af fléknari gatnamoétum hofudborgarsvaedisins og hafa m.a. varda
vinstri beygju strauma, dvarda vinstribeygju strauma, hjélapverun a8 umferdarljésum, haegri beygju
framhjahlaup og évarda haegri beygju. Gatnamaotin eru i reglulegri endurskodun hja veghaldara og pad
potti liklegt ad breytingar verdi gerdar a Utfaerslu gatnamdtanna a naestu drum og pvi var talid aeskilegt
ad eiga fyrir greiningu & naetum pvi slysum sem haegt veeri ad bera saman vid eftir greiningu eftir
mogulegar lagfaeringar.

[ samradi vid tengilidi hja Miovision var akvedid ad setja upp fjérar myndavélar & gatnamétunum og
var upptokutimabilid 11-15. juni 2024, fra pridjudegi til laugardags milli 07:00-19:00. Samtals var pvi
60 kiIst. myndefni ur fjérum myndavélum sent til greiningar. Nidurstodur barust i langri skyrslu fra
Miovision par sem naestum pvi slys voru skrad eftir vegfarendahdpum, alvarleikastigi, og stadsetningu
a gatnamoétunum. Fjorir vegfarendahdpar voru skodadir; okutaeki, reidhjol, rafskdtur og gangandi.

Miovision skilgreinir naestum pvi slys ef minna en 3 sekundur lida eftir ad ferlar vegfarenda skerast.
Atvikin eru flokkud i fjogur alvarleikastig; minnihattar (low risk), medal (medium risk), meirihattar (high
risk) og kritiskt (critical risk). Alvarleikastig eykst eftir pvi sem timinn minnkar og hradi 6kutaekja eykst.
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Mismunandi skilgreining er 4 alvarleikastigi & naestum pvi slysum milli 6kutaekja-6kutaekja og 6kutaekja-
Ovarda vegfarendur (reidhjol, rafskdtur, gangandi) , t.d. pa eru atvik skrdd sem minnihattar fyrir
okutaeki-okutaeki ef umferdarhradinn er 35 km/klst eda leegri en fyrir 6kutaeki-dvarda vegfarendur eru
atvik skrad sem minnihattar ef umferdarhradinn er 15 km/klst eda laegri.

Yfir 1000 atvik voru skrdd sem naestum pvi slys a greiningartimabilinu fyrir gatnamétin
Kringlumyrarbraut-Hdaleitistbraut. Flest atvikin, 600, voru milli o6kuteekja og Okutaekja og
umferdarstraumarnir med flest atvik voru évordu vinstri beygjurnar fra Haaleitisbraut. Flest 6nnur
atvik voru vegna rangrar dkvordunartoku 6kumanna sem voru komin of langt inn & gatnamétin pegar
pbad koma rautt ljés. Pad voru engin kritist atvik skrdd en 22 atvik voru skraé sem meirihattar.

Atvikin fyrir évarda vegfarendur var flokkad eftir hverjum faramata fyrir sig. 87 atvik voru skrad milli
Okutaekja og rafskudta, par af 2 kritisk atvik og 1 meirihattar atvik. Flest atvikin attu sér stad vid haegri
beygju framhjahlaup. Meirihattar atvikid atti sér stad vid haegri beygju framhjahlaup. Kritisku atvikin
tvo attu sér stad vid gongupverun pvert 4 Kringlumyrarbraut par sem vegfarendur a rafskdtu voru med
graent jés halfa leid yfir en féru svo yfir 4 raudu ljosi yfir adra akstursstefnuna.

185 atvik voru skrad milli 6kutaekja og reidhjélandi vegfarendur. Flest atvikin attu sér stad vid haegri
beygju framhjahlaup. Ekkert kritiskt atvik var skrdd en tvo meirihattar atvik voru skrdd, i badum
tilvikum var hjélandi vegfarandi ad fara yfir a raudum umferdarljési.

166 atvik voru skrad milli 6kuteekja og gangandi vegfarendur. Flest atvikin attu sér stad vid haegri beygju
framhjahlaup. Ekkert kritiskt atvik var skrad og heldur ekkert meirihattar atvik (high risk).

Greining 4 naestum pvi slysum getur verid ageetis verkfeeri til ad leggja mat 4 umferdaroryggi vio
gatnamoét og vid gongu- og hjdlapveranir og til ad kortleggja haettulegustu stadi gatnamdtanna.
Nidurstodur geta nyst vid fyrir/eftir greiningar til ad meta baetingar 8 umferdaroryggi vid breytingar a
gatnamotum. b4 getur greiningin einnig verid notud til vidbdtar vid hefdbundna slysagreiningu milli 3.
og 4. stigs umferdaroryggisryni fyrir ny umferdarmannvirki. Med greiningartaekni Miovision er haegt ad
l[dta greina alla umferdarstrauma vid gatnamdét en pad er einnig haegt ad velja akvedna
umferdarstrauma og skoda pa sérstaklega.
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1 INNGANGUR

Seenska adferdin vid ad greina naestum pvi slys var préud a adttunda aratug sidustu aldar. Hun felur i sér
ad gatnamoét eru skodud og naestum pvi slys skrdad nidur og flokkud. Naestum pvi slys er atvik pegar
ferlar mismunandi vegfarenda skarast, hvort sem pad eru akandi, gangandi eda hjélandi. Fjarlaegd milli
vegfarenda og hrada peirra hefur mikid med alvarleika atviksins ad segja. betta getur leikmadur séd
med berum augum pegar akandi parf ad naudhemla eda pegar évardir vegfarendur purfa ad stoppa,
bakka eda hoppa fra til ad fordast ad slys verdi.

Saenska adferdin segir til um ad svo unnt sé ad na 6llum mogulegum atvikum parf ad fylgjast med
umferdinni® i ad minnsta kosti prja sélarhringa. Gégn um naestum pvi slys & peim tima jafngildir
upplysingum ur slysatélfreedi margra dra. Hins vegar er erfitt, og sérstaklega kostnadarsamt, ad lata
einstakling fylgjast med svaedi i prja daga og pvi hafa naestum pvi slysa greiningar ekki ndd miklu flugi.

Sidustu ar hafa ordid gifurlega framfarir i greiningum a naestum pvi slysum med myndgreiningartaekni.
Med pessari teekni er haegt ad safna téluvert mikid af gognum, af meiri nakveemni, til pess ad greina
nastum pvi slys og pannig sja fyrir haettur sem geta skapast i umferdinni 4dur en slysin gerast.

Taeknin er ny og hefur litid verid notud & Islandi og pvi dhugavert ad sja ad hvada marki myndgreiningar
gagnast vid greiningar a naestum pvi slysum, a staerri gatnamoétum. Markmid rannséknarinnar var ad
nota umferdarmyndavélar og myndgreiningarbunad til ad greina naestum pvi slys & steerri
gatnamdtum. Rannsdknin mun nytast sveitarfélogum og Vegagerdinni til ad kynnast taekninni og geti
ba nytt sér hana pegar fara a i lagfeeringar 4 innvidum til ad baeta umferdaroryggi vegfarenda.

AJ verkefninu vann Ragnar Gauti Hauksson. Verkefnid var styrkt af rannsdknarsjodi Vegagerdarinnar.
Hofundar skyrslunnar bera abyrgd a innihaldi hennar. Nidurstodur hennar ber ekki ad tulka sem
yfirlysta stefnu Vegagerdarinnar eda alit peirra stofnana eda fyrirteekja sem hoéfundar starfa hja.

1| pessari skyrslu er ordid umferd notad um umferd allra vegfarenda.
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2 NASTUM bVi SLYS

Efla vann rannséknarverkefni arid 2020 sem ber heitid Greining ¢ umferdaréryggi évarda vegfarenda
med myndgreiningartaekni og er undirkafli 2.1. hér ad nedan tekin beint Ur peirri rannsékn med sma
uppfaerslu.

2.1 Samstuds adferdir og umferdaroryggi

Samstuds adferd (e. conflict techniques eda greining @ nastum pvi slysum) hafa verid notadar i po
nokkurn tima. Til eru mismunandi adferdir vid ad greina samstud og er ein slik kennd vid Svipjdd (e.
The Swedish Traffic Conflict Technique, s. Den svenska konflikttekniken). Adferdin hefur verid i préun
sidan a attunda aratug sidustu aldar (Hydén, 2008) og byggir & pa peirri kenningu ad umferdarslys og
alvarleg samstud/naastum pvi slys (e. serious conflicts) hafa keimlikan addraganda. Addragandi slysa
er poé yfirleitt frabrugdinn alvarlegum samstudum, vegna heerri umferdarhrada. bad sem samstuds
greiningin hefur fram yfir venjulega slysagreiningu er medal annars:

- Alvarleg samstud eiga sér stad 3.000-40.000 sinnum fyrir hvert slys sem a sér stad (Hydén,
2008) (Mynd 1). bad er, Ur samstuds greiningum er haegt ad fa sambeerilegar upplysingar um
hegdun vegfarenda og mogulegar adgerdir & 3-5 dogum i stad pess ad notast vid margra ara
slysaslysagogn.

- Slysagbgn geta verid tilvilanakennd og pvi geta fengist betri nidurst6dur med samstuds
greiningum i stad slysagreininga.

Accidents

Serious conflicts

Slight conflicts
Severe injury

Slight injury
Damage only

Potential conflicts

Encounters

Figure 1. “Safety pyramid” (adopted from Hydén, 1987).

MYND 1 Umferdaroryggis piramidinn (Laureshyn & Varhelyi, 2018).
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Pad sem slysagreining hefur hins vegar fram yfir samstuds/nastum pvi slysagreiningu er timi og
kostnadur en samstuds greiningin er nokkud timafrek. p.e. i hef6bundinni samstuds greiningu er
starfsmadur, pjalfadur i taekninni, sendur a vettvang par sem hann fylgist med umferdinni yfir daginn.
i hvert skipti sem hann sér atvik sem leitt gaetu til slyss skrdir hann hja sér addragandann ad
samstudinu, hrada okuteaekjanna/vegfarendanna og fjarleegd milli peirra. Ut fra hradanum og
fjarlaegdinni er svo mogulegur ,,timi ad slysi“ reiknadur sem gefur svo alvarleiki samstudsins. Pvi minni
timi ad mogulegu slysi, pvi alvarlegra var samstudid (Mynd 2).

Til ad geta framkvaemt samstuds greiningu er pvi mikilvaegt ad rannsakandinn hafi upplysingar um

- Ferla vegfarenda, hvadan voru peir ad koma, hvert voru peir ad fara og skérun peirra.
- Hrada beggja vegfarenda.
- Fjarleegd milli vegfarenda 4 peim timapunkti sem samstudid 4 sér stad.
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Figure 2. Conflict severity diagram.

¢ Time-to-Accident (TA) - time remaining to a collision when the evasive action is
taken by the relevant road user;

e Conflicting Speed (CS) - speed of the relevant road user when he/she takes the
evasive action,

MYND 2 Graf sem synir skil milli alvarlegra og ekki alvarlegra samstuda (Laureshyn & Varhelyi, 2018).

Med pessum heetti feer starfsmadurinn fljétt syn & hvada vandamal eru til stadar a stabnum og gogn
sem adstoda vid ad dkvarda hvada umferdardryggisadgerdum ma beita til ad auka Oryggi allra
vegfarenda a pessum tiltekna stad.

Eins og gefur ad skilja er dyrt ad hafa einn starfsmann ad fylgjast med umferdinni i heila viku. bvi hafa
rannsoknir & svidi samstuds greininga undanfarin ar sndist um ad finna betri og hagkveemari lausnir til
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ad framkvaema greiningarnar. ba hefur verid proud teekni med myndgreiningum og sjalfvirkum
greiningartélum sem geta greint alvarleika samstuda.

Fram til nylega hefur pesis teekni verid mjog dyr en a sidustu drum hafa fleiri fyrirtaeki bodid upp a
pjénustu ad greina naestum pvi slys 4 gatnamdétum med myndgreiningartaekni.
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3 FRAMKVAMD VERKEFNISINS

3.1 Kringlumyrarbraut-Haaleitisbraut

i samradi vid umferdaroryggissérfraedinga hja Reykjavikuborg, Hoskuld Runar Gudjonsson, og hja
Vegagerdinni, Katrin Halldérsdottir, var akvedid ad skoda gatnamodtin Kringlumyrarbraut-
Haaleitisbraut fyrir pessa rannsékn.

Gatnamétin voru valin, m.a. vegna harrar slysationi i umferdaréryggidzetiun Reykjavikurborgar, og pess
fjolda vegfarenda i 6llum vegfarendahépum sem um gatnamétin fara 4 degi hverjum. Vié vesturhlid
gatnamdtanna er tvistefnhjolastigur medfram Kringlumyrarbraut med ljésastyrdri hjdlapverun. Vid
austurenda gatnamodtanna eru haegri beygju framhjdhlaup ad og fra Haaleitisbraut ad og fra
Kringlumyrarbraut. Gatnamoétin eru ljosastyr6 og med varda vinstri beygju strauma 34
Kringlumyrarbraut en med évarda vinstribeygju strauma a Haaleitisbraut. Sja mynd 3.

pa voru gatnamaétin einnig valin par sem forsvarsmenn veghaldara toldu liklegt ad farid verda i Urbaetur
a gatnamotunum innan farra ari og pvi vaeri mogulega haegt ad gera eftir rannsékn med naestum pvi
slysa greiningu pegar buid yréi ad breyta gatnamotunum.

¢
faus

>

S Y]

MYND 3 Kringlumyrarbraut-Haaleitisbraut. Ovarin vinstri beygja er 4 Haaleitisbraut. Rautt |jés er fyrir gangandi vegfarendur
par sem vinstri beygju straumur akandi vegfarenda fer yfir gangbraut pvert @ Kringlumyrarbraut.
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A Kringlumyrarbraut i akstursstefnu til sudurs fyrir gatnamétin eru fjérar akreinar. Akreinin naest
mideyju er vinstri beygju akrein. Midju akreinarnar tvaer fara beint afram yfir gatnamétin og akreinin
naest vegkanti er haegri beygju akrein. Haegri beygju akreinina er med rautt ljos ad hluta pess tima sem
graent er a beint afram strauminn, og a peim tima er greent fyrir hjélandi. begar pad er graent ljds 4
haegri beygjunni pa er rautt ljés fyrir gangandi og hjélandi vegfarendur a vesturhlidinni medfram
Kringlumyrarbraut. Sja mynd 4.

¥ S

MYND 4  begar hjélandi umferd & hjdlastignum er med graent ljés pa er rautt ljés fyrir haegri beygju straum af
Kringlumyrarbraut.

3.2 Myndbandsupptaka

Morg fyrirtaeki bjéda upp a umferdartalnignar og greininar med myndgreiningartaekni. Eitt peirra er
kanadiska fyrirtaekid Miovision sem bydur upp a myndavélar og myndgreiningar og hefur Efla notad
taeki peirra og greiningarpjonustu til fjolda ara med gédum darangri.

Miovision bunadurinn samanstendur af Utdraganlegum staur sem festur er a ljésastaur eda skiltastaur.
Efst & Utdraganlega staurnum er myndavél stadsett i um 6-7 metra haed. Kassi med tolvu er stadsett
nedarlega 4 staurnum og einnig er haegt ad baeta vid 66rum kassa med aukabatterium ef taka & upp
myndbond til lengri tima. Sja mynd 5. Myndbdndin eru négu géd til ad sja 6kutaeki og adra vegfarendur
en myndbondin na ekki ad greina skraningarnimer okutaekja eda andlit dvarda vegfarenda og uppfylla
bvi persénuverndarlog. Eftir ad upptoku likur eru myndbondin svo send til greininar til Miovision.
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MYND 5 Miovision umferdartalningarbinadur samanstendur af Gtdraganlegum staur sem festur er vid ljésastaur eda
skiltastaur. Efst @ staurnum er myndavél og nedst er kassi med télvu.

Til ad framkvaemda naestum pvi slysa greiningu rddleggur Miovision ad upptaka fari fram fra pridudegi

til laugardags milli klukkan 07:00-19:00, samtals 60 klukkustundir @ fimm daga timabili. Upptaka for

fram frd 11.-15. Jani 2024 og notadur voru 4 Miovision myndavélar sem stadsettar voru i hornum

gatnamodtanna, sja mynd 6.

MYND 6 Stadsetningar Miovision umferdarmyndavéla vid gatnamaétin Kringlumyrarbraut-Haaleitisbraut.
Upptaka fér fram dagana 11.-15. juni 2024.

EFLA VERKFRADISTOFA
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3.3 Adferdafraedi

Adferdarfreedi Miovision virdist ad miklu leyti byggja a seensku , konflikttekniken“. P eru einhverjar
undantekningar og fravik. Miovision skilgreinir naastum pvi slys ef minna en 3 sekundur lida eftir ad
ferlar vegfarenda skerast (e. Post Encroachment Time, PET). Atvikin eru flokkud i fjogur alvarleikastig;
minnihattar (low risk), medal (medium risk), meirihattar (high risk) og kritiskt (critical risk).
Alvarleikastig eykst eftir pvi sem timinn minnkar og hradi 6kutaekja eykst.

Mismunandi skilgreining er 4 alvarleikastigi @ naestum pvi slysum milli vélknina 6kutaekja vid dnnur
vélknuinn okutaeki og milli vélknina okuteekja og dvarda vegfarendur (reiéhjol, rafskdtur, gangandi),
t.d. pa eru atvik skrdd sem minnihattar fyrir okutaeki-okutaeki ef umferdarhradinn er 35 km/klst eda
legri en fyrir 6kutaeki-évarda vegfarendur eru atvik skrdd sem minnihattar ef umferdarhradinn er 15
km/klst eda laegri. Sja myndir 7 og 8.

100
95
90
85
a0
1%
o

Wehicle Speed (km/h)

0.0 0.5 L0 1.5 20 2.5 3.0
Post Encroachment Time (s)

MYND 7 Flokkun alvarleikastigs & naestum pvi slysum fyrir 6kutaeki-okutaeki. Atvikin er skrad Gt fra hrada seinna
Okutaekis sem sker vegferil fyrri 6kutaekisins og Gt fra timanum sem lidur milli pess ad ferlarnir skerast.

Vehicle Speed (km/h)

00 0.5 1.0 15 2.0 25 3.0
Post Encroachment Time (s)

MYND 8 Flokkun alvarleikastigs @ naestum pvi slysum fyrir 6kutaeki-évardir vegfarendur. Atvikin er skrad Gt fra hrada
okutaekis sem sker vegferil hja ovordum vegfarenda og ut frd timanum sem lidur milli pess ad ferlarnir skerast.
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Yfirlit yfir pa ferla sem skodadir eru i nastum pvi slysa greiningunni ma sja 8 mynd 9.

Indicator Used

Overview of Conflict Types

Vehicle vs Pedestrian/Cyclist

VRUss

Left-hook

Right-hook

Through/Right/Left (near-

side) Through (far-side)

pedestrian/cyclist vs
left turning vehicle
exiting intersection

pedestrian/cyclist vs
right turning vehicle
exiting intersection

pedestrian/cyclist vs
through vehicle exiting
intersection

pedestrian/cyclist vs vehicle
entering intersection

)
BRSNS

s

Indicator Used

PETss

Vehicle vs Vehicle

Left Turning vs Oncoming

Through vs Through Left Turning vs Through from Left

J
L

J U U

R

IHERNE

These are generic conflict type diagrams and do not depict the specific site

MYND 9 Tegundir atvika sem skodud eru i naestum pvi slysa greiningu med Miovision myndgreiningartaekni.
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{ skyrslu Miovision med nidurstddum ur naestum pvi slysa greiningunni er daetlad fjoldi atvika fyrir heilt
ar, tidni atvika og hlutfallsleg ahaettu Ut fra fjélda atvika og umferdarmagni. Sja mynd 10.

Definition of Metrics Used in Detail Pages
Metric Definition of Metric
Measured Number of conflicts measured in the respective risk category.
Frequency
Annual Simple extrapolation of measured frequency to an annual basis. The purpose of this metric is to
Estimate provide an annualized context.
Calculated as:
, number of conflicts in a respective risk level
Conflict . ——
Rate frequency of estimated limiting movement
eg. if there is one North-left vs South-through high risk event and there are 1000 North-left
vehicles, the high risk conflict rate for this configuration is 0.1%.
Calculated as:
conflict rate at or above a specific risk level
benchmark average conflict rate at or above that risk level
Relative
Risk A Relative Risk of 1 means the conflict rate of road users at or above that risk level is the same as
the benchmark average whereas a Relative Risk of 0.75 means the conflict rate is 0.75x the
benchmark etc. Benchmark thresholds are developed locally for network screening applications
and based on relevant sites from other jurisdictions otherwise. The purpose of this metric is to
demonstrate which interactions have elevated risk and which do not.

MYND 10 Skilgreiningar Miovision 4 arlegt mat a fjolda atvika, atvikatidni og hlutfallslega dhaettu.

EFLA VERKFRADISTOFA



4 NIPURSTODPUR

4.1 Skyrsla Miovision

Skyrsla Miovision fyrir naestum pvi slysa greiningu @ gathnamotunum Kringlumyrarbraut-Haaleitisbraut
ma sja i heild sinni i vidhengi med pessari skyrslu. Skyrslan ber heitid Risk Diagnostic Report —
Kringlumyrarbraut-Hdaleitisbraut. Med skyrslunni fylgdi myndband af hverju atviki fyrir sig. | byrjun
skyrslunnar er farid yfir adferdafraedi vid naestum pvi slysa greiningar eins og farid var yfir i kafla 3.3.
par naest er samantekt a skrddum atvikum fyrir mismunandi 6kutaekjaflokka, p.e.

Okutaeki-Rafskutur
Okutaeki-Hjélandi
Okutaeki-Gangandi
Okutaeki-Okutaeki

W

Taeknin hja Miovision bydur upp a ad skoda naestum pvi slys milli vélkndinna 6kutaekja og annarra
vélknuinna 6kutaekja og milli vélkndinna 6kutaekja og évarinna vegfarenda. Taeknin bydur enn ekki upp
a ad skoda atvik milli dvarinna vegfarenda, t.d. milli gangandi vegfarenda og reidhjélandi vegfarenda.
Taeknin bydur heldur ekki upp 4 ad skodud séu atvik er varda aftandkeyrslur en slik taekni er til skodunar
hja fyrirtaekinu.

Eftir samantektina i skyrslunni er farid yfir hvern feril fyrir sig eda 10 fyrir 6kutaeki-okutaeki, 12 fyrir
Okutaeki-rafskutur, 15 fyrir 6kutaeki-hjélandi og 15 fyrir 6kutaeki-gangandi. Samtals 52 ferlar i heildina.

4.2 Samantekt 4 nidurstédum ur skyrslu Miovision

Yfir 1000 atvik voru skrdd sem nezestum pvi slys d@ greiningartimabilinu fyrir gatnamdtin
Kringlumyrarbraut-Haaleitistbraut. Flest atvikin, 600, voru milli okuteekja og Okutaekja og
umferdarstraumarnir med flest atvik voru 6vordu vinstri beygjurnar fra Haaleitisbraut. Flest 6nnur
atvik voru vegna rangrar akvordunartoku 6kumanna sem voru komin of langt inn & gatnamétin pegar
rautt ljos logadi. Pad voru engin kritist atvik skrad en 22 atvik voru skrad sem meirihattar.

Atvikin fyrir dvarda vegfarendur voru flokkud eftir hverjum faramata fyrir sig. 87 atvik voru skrad milli
Okutaekja og rafskuta, par af 2 kritisk atvik og 1 meirihattar atvik. Flest atvikin attu sér stad vié haegri
beygju framhjahlaup. Meirihattar atvikid atti sér stad vid haegri beygju framhjahlaup. Kritisku atvikin
tvo attu sér stad vid gongupverun pvert & Kringlumyrarbraut par sem vegfarendur a rafskdtu voru med
graent ljés halfa leid yfir en féru svo yfir 4 raudu ljosi yfir adra akstursstefnuna.

185 atvik voru skrad milli 6kutaekja og reidhjélandi vegfarendur. Flest atvikin attu sér stad vid haegri
beygju framhjahlaup. Ekkert kritiskt atvik var skrdd en tvo meirihattar atvik voru skrad, i badum
tilvikum hjdladi vegfarandinn gegn raudu umferdarljdsi.

166 atvik voru skrad milli 6kutaekja og gangandi vegfarenda. Flest atvikin attu sér stad vid haegri beygju
framhjahlaup. Ekkert kritiskt atvik var skrad og heldur ekkert meirihattar atvik (high risk).

EFLA VERKFRADISTOFA
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5 LOKAORD

Greining 4 naestum pvi slysum getur verid ageetis verkfeeri til ad leggja mat & umferdaroryggi vid
gatnamoét og vid gongu- og hjdlapveranir og til ad kortleggja heettulegustu stadi gatnamodtanna.
Nidurstodur geta nyst vid fyrir/eftir greiningar til ad meta baetingar & umferdaroryggi vid breytingar a
gatnamodtum. b3 getur greiningin einnig verid notud til viobdétar vid hefdbundna slysagreiningu milli 3.
og 4. stigs umferdaroryggisryni fyrir ny umferdarmannvirki. Med greiningartaekni Miovision er haegt ad
[dta greina alla umferdarstrauma vid gatnamoét en pad er einnig haegt ad velja akvedna
umferdarstrauma og skoda pd sérstaklega.

Nidurstodur greiningarinnar syndi ad alvarlegustu atvikin voru pau par sem vegfarendur 3
rafhlaupahjélum pverudu gotur gegn raudu ljési. ba virtust leidigerdi og kantsteinar vera litil fyrirstada.
Vekur petta spurningar um pad hvort og hvernig sé haegt ad koma i veg fyrir akstur peirra gegn raudu
ljdsi.

i einhverjum tilfellum var ekid gegn raudu ljdsi i haegri beygju fra Kringlumyrarbraut i akstursstefnu til
sudurs og yfir hjdlastiginn. P6 ma sja ad fa atvik eru milli akandi og hjélandi & pessari beygju. Ahugavert
vaeri ad skoda i framhaldinu svipud gatnamot par sem haegri beygja er ekki a ljési yfir tvistefnu hjélastig
og hvort par séu fleiri atvik skrad en vid pessi gatnamat.
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°

General Information

Report Details

Site Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, Reykjavik, Iceland

Video | »454-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15

Period

Video

Length 60 hours

Report VRU conflict data is provided for south crossing Jun. 11-13 @ 07:00-19:00, Jun.15 @ 07:00-19:00 and for
NoI:es all other crossings Jun. 11-15 @ 07:00-19:00 each day. Additionally, VRU conflict measurements may have

been impacted by Camera Stability & Position and Traffic & Road Conditions.

Report Organization

General Information Provides key details about the report

Results Summary Provides data at the intersection level

Results Detail Pages | Provides data for individual configurations

Indicator Definitions

Safe Systems PET is the time elapsed between one vehicle leaving a conflict area and a conflicting vehicle

Post arriving at it. Risk level is based on PET together with the bullet vehicle impact speed. Risk
Encroachment | thresholds reference the probability of severe injury (MAIS 3+) for left-turning vehicle vs
Time (PETss) oncoming vehicle collisions [1]. This indicator is used to measure risk to vehicle occupants.
Vulnerable

VRUss is a categorical risk indicator that uses an adapted version of Post Encroachment Time
(PET) and the vehicle impact speed to determine the nearness and probability of a severe injury
collision (MAIS 3+) using biomechanical injury thresholds for vehicle-pedestrian collisions [1]. This
indicator is used to measure risk to VRUs.

Road User
Safe Systems
Risk Indicator
(VRUss)

[1] Jurewicz, C., Sobhani, A., Woolley, J., Dutschke, J., Corben, B., 2016. Exploration of Vehicle Impact Speed - Injury Severity
Relationships for Application in Safer Road Design. Transportation Research Procedia 14, 4247-4256.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trpro.2016.05.396
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°

Overview of Conflict Types

Vehicle vs Pedestrian/Cyclist

Indicator Used VRUss

Left-hook Right-hook 'Sl'igrec;ugh/nght/Left (near- Through (far-side)

pedestr!an/cyc!lst VS p‘edestrla‘n/cyclls‘t VS pedestrian/cyclist vs vehicle pedestrlan/gyollst Vs

left turning vehicle right turning vehicle S - through vehicle exiting
o ; e . entering intersection . X

exiting intersection exiting intersection intersection

JA T U L[
aianianaln

Indicator Used PETss

!
NS

Left Turning vs Oncoming Through vs Through Left Turning vs Through from Left

These are generic conflict type diagrams and do not depict the specific site

.
RS
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Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions
°

Definition of Metrics Used in Detail Pages

Metric Definition of Metric

Measured Number of conflicts measured in the respective risk category.
Frequency
Annual Simple extrapolation of measured frequency to an annual basis. The purpose of this metric is to
Estimate provide an annualized context.
Calculated as:
Conflict number of conflicts in a respective risk level
Rate frequency of estimated limiting movement
eg. if there is one North-left vs South-through high risk event and there are 1000 North-left
vehicles, the high risk conflict rate for this configuration is 0.1%.
Calculated as:
conflict rate at or above a specific risk level
benchmark average conflict rate at or above that risk level
Relative
Risk A Relative Risk of 1 means the conflict rate of road users at or above that risk level is the same as
the benchmark average whereas a Relative Risk of 0.75 means the conflict rate is 0.75x the
benchmark etc. Benchmark thresholds are developed locally for network screening applications
and based on relevant sites from other jurisdictions otherwise. The purpose of this metric is to
demonstrate which interactions have elevated risk and which do not.
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Results Summary - Safe Systems Post Encroachment Time
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Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

Results Summary - Safe Systems Post Encroachment Time

Right-Angle (Left-Turning Vehicle vs Oncoming Vehicle)

Configuration Low Risk Medium Risk High Risk Critical Risk
North-Left vs South-Through 85 18 0 0
South-Left vs North-Through 0 0 0 0

East-Left vs West-Through 32 69 14 0
West-Left vs East-Through 113 96 8 0

Right-Angle (Through Vehicle vs Through Vehicle)

Configuration Low Risk Medium Risk High Risk Critical Risk
North-Through vs East-Through 5 0 0 0
East-Through vs North-Through 58 4 0 0
South-Through vs West-Through 1 0 0 0
West-Through vs South-Through 0 0 0 0
East-Through vs South-Through 3 0 0 0
South-Through vs East-Through 61 1 0 0
North-Through vs West-Through 0 0 0 0
West-Through vs North-Through 0 1 0 0

Right-Angle (Left-Turning Vehicle vs Through Vehicle from Left)

Configuration Low Risk Medium Risk High Risk Critical Risk
North-Left vs East-Through 0 0 0 0
South-Left vs West-Through 0 0 0 0
East-Left vs South-Through 0 0 0 0
West-Left vs North-Through 10 21 0 0
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Results Summary - Scooter Safe Systems Risk Indicator
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Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

Results Summary - Scooter Safe Systems Risk Indicator

Scooter vs Northbound Vehicle Conflicts

Configuration Low Risk Medium Risk High Risk Critical Risk

North-Left Hook 0 1 0 0
North-Right Hook 4 19 0 0
North-through far-side 0 0 0 0
North-T/L/R near-side 0 2 0 0

Scooter vs Eastbound Vehicle Conflicts

Configuration Low Risk Medium Risk High Risk Critical Risk

East-Left Hook 0 3 0 0

East-Right Hook 1 3 0 0
East-through far-side 0 1 0 0
East-T/L/R near-side 0 0 0 0

Scooter vs Southbound Vehicle Conflicts

Configuration Medium Risk High Risk Critical Risk
South-Left Hook 0 2 0 0
South-Right Hook 1 4 0 0

South-through far-side 4 5 0 2
South-T/L/R near-side 2 2 0 0

Scooter vs Westbound Vehicle Conflicts

Configuration Low Risk Medium Risk High Risk Critical Risk

West-Left Hook 0 0 0 0
West-Right Hook 7 11 1 0
West-through far-side 0 0 0 0
West-T/L/R near-side 4 8 0 0

Unconventional Scooter Movement vs Vehicle Conflicts

Configuration Low Risk Medium Risk High Risk Critical Risk

Unconventional NM NM NM NM

NM = Not Measured
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Results Summary - Cyclist Safe Systems Risk Indicator
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Results Summary - Cyclist Safe Systems Risk Indicator

Cyclist vs Northbound Vehicle Conflicts

Configuration

Low Risk

Medium Risk

High Risk

Critical Risk

North-Left Hook 0 S) 1 0
North-Right Hook 11 58 0 0
North-through far-side 0 8 1 0
North-T/L/R near-side 0 2 0 0

Cyclist vs Eastbound Vehicle Conflicts

Configuration

Low Risk

Medium Risk

High Risk

Critical Risk

East-Left Hook 1 7 0 0
East-Right Hook 0 7 0 0
East-through far-side 0 1 0 0
East-T/L/R near-side 0 4 0 0

Cyclist vs Southbound Vehicle Conflicts

Configuration

Medium Risk

High Risk

Critical Risk

South-Left Hook 0 3 0 0
South-Right Hook 3 2 0 0
South-through far-side 1 1 0 0
South-T/L/R near-side 0 0 0 0

Cyclist vs Westbound Vehicle Conflicts

Configuration

Low Risk

Medium Risk

High Risk

Critical Risk

West-Left Hook 2 3 0 0
West-Right Hook 3 27 0 0
West-through far-side 0 1 0 0
West-T/L/R near-side 9 24 0 0

Unconventional Cyclist Movement vs Vehicle Conflicts

Configuration

Low Risk

Medium Risk

High Risk

Critical Risk

Unconventional

NM

NM

NM

NM

NM = Not Measured
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Results Summary - Pedestrian Safe Systems Risk Indicator
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Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

Results Summary - Pedestrian Safe Systems Risk Indicator

Pedestrian vs Northbound Vehicle Conflicts

Configuration Low Risk Medium Risk High Risk Critical Risk

North-Left Hook 0 1 0 0
North-Right Hook 3 28 0 0
North-through far-side 0 9 0 0
North-T/L/R near-side 1 3 0 0

Pedestrian vs Eastbound Vehicle Conflicts

Configuration Low Risk Medium Risk High Risk Critical Risk

East-Left Hook 0 8 0 0

East-Right Hook 1 5 0 0
East-through far-side 0 0 0 0
East-T/L/R near-side 0 1 0 0

Pedestrian vs Southbound Vehicle Conflicts

Configuration Medium Risk High Risk Critical Risk
South-Left Hook 0 2 0 0
South-Right Hook 2 3 0 0

South-through far-side 1 1 0 0
South-T/L/R near-side 3 1 0 0

Pedestrian vs Westbound Vehicle Conflicts

Configuration Low Risk Medium Risk High Risk Critical Risk
West-Left Hook 4 6 0 0
West-Right Hook 22 41 0 0

West-through far-side 0 1 0 0
West-T/L/R near-side 4 15 0 0

Unconventional Pedestrian Movement vs Vehicle Conflicts

Configuration Low Risk Medium Risk High Risk Critical Risk

Unconventional NM NM NM NM

NM = Not Measured
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

North-Left Vehicle vs South-Through Vehicle
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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Level
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Post Encroachment Time (s)
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

East-Left Vehicle vs West-Through Vehicle
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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Rate (%)
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Post Encroachment Time (s)
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

West-Left Vehicle vs East-Through Vehicle
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15

Risk
Level
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Rate (%)

Relative
Risk
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Time of day (h)
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Post Encroachment Time (s)

Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report Page 14



o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

North-Through Vehicle vs East-Through Vehicle
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15

Risk
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

East-Through Vehicle vs North-Through Vehicle
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

South-Through Vehicle vs West-Through Vehicle
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15

Risk
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Rate (%)

Relative
Risk
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

East-Through Vehicle vs South-Through Vehicle
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15

Risk
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

South-Through Vehicle vs East-Through Vehicle
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

West-Through Vehicle vs North-Through Vehicle
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

West-Left Vehicle vs North-Through Vehicle
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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Rate (%)

Relative
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

North-Left Vehicle vs Scooter on West Side (North-Left Hook)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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Estimate

Conflict
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Risk
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

North-Right Vehicle vs Scooter on East Side (North-Right Hook)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

North-T/L/R Vehicle vs Scooter on South Side (North-T/L/R near-side)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

East-Left Vehicle vs Scooter on North Side (East-Left Hook)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

East-Right Vehicle vs Scooter on South Side (East-Right Hook)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

East-Through Vehicle vs Scooter on East Side (East-through far-side)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

South-Left Vehicle vs Scooter on East Side (South-Left Hook)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

South-Right Vehicle vs Scooter on West Side (South-Right Hook)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15

Risk
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

South-Through Vehicle vs Scooter on South Side (South-through far-side)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

South-T/L/R Vehicle vs Scooter on North Side (South-T/L/R near-side)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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Rate (%)

Relative
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

West-Right Vehicle vs Scooter on North Side (West-Right Hook)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

West-T/L/R Vehicle vs Scooter on East Side (West-T/L/R near-side)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15

Measured
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

North-Left Vehicle vs Cyclist on West Side (North-Left Hook)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

North-Right Vehicle vs Cyclist on East Side (North-Right Hook)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report
Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

North-Through Vehicle vs Cyclist on North Side (North-through far-side)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report
Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

North-T/L/R Vehicle vs Cyclist on South Side (North-T/L/R near-side)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

East-Left Vehicle vs Cyclist on North Side (East-Left Hook)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

East-Right Vehicle vs Cyclist on South Side (East-Right Hook)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report
Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

East-Through Vehicle vs Cyclist on East Side (East-through far-side)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

East-T/L/R Vehicle vs Cyclist on West Side (East-T/L/R near-side)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report
Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

South-Left Vehicle vs Cyclist on East Side (South-Left Hook)
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

South-Right Vehicle vs Cyclist on West Side (South-Right Hook)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report
Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

South-Through Vehicle vs Cyclist on South Side (South-through far-side)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

West-Left Vehicle vs Cyclist on South Side (West-Left Hook)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

West-Right Vehicle vs Cyclist on North Side (West-Right Hook)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

West-Through Vehicle vs Cyclist on West Side (West-through far-side)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

West-T/L/R Vehicle vs Cyclist on East Side (West-T/L/R near-side)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

North-Left Vehicle vs Pedestrian on West Side (North-Left Hook)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

North-Right Vehicle vs Pedestrian on East Side (North-Right Hook)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

North-Through Vehicle vs Pedestrian on North Side (North-through far-side)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

North-T/L/R Vehicle vs Pedestrian on South Side (North-T/L/R near-side)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15

Risk
Level

Measured
Frequency

Annual
Estimate

Conflict
Rate (%)

Relative
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

East-Left Vehicle vs Pedestrian on North Side (East-Left Hook)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

East-Right Vehicle vs Pedestrian on South Side (East-Right Hook)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

East-T/L/R Vehicle vs Pedestrian on West Side (East-T/L/R near-side)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report
Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

South-Left Vehicle vs Pedestrian on East Side (South-Left Hook)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

South-Right Vehicle vs Pedestrian on West Side (South-Right Hook)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

South-Through Vehicle vs Pedestrian on South Side (South-through far-side)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

South-T/L/R Vehicle vs Pedestrian on North Side (South-T/L/R near-side)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

West-Left Vehicle vs Pedestrian on South Side (West-Left Hook)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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o Miovision Risk Diagnostic Report

Near-Miss Data from Traffic Video for Life-Saving Decisions

West-Right Vehicle vs Pedestrian on North Side (West-Right Hook)
@ Kringlumyrarbraut and Haaleitisbraut, 2024-Jun-11 to 2024-Jun-15
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o 