
LIP Statutory Target Proforma

Borough

Target Performance 
Indicator

Base/Target/Unit 
Data Year Value Year 

Type 
Target 

Progress Changes in Reported Target Methodology & Data Source

Base Data 1994/98 
average 170 Year 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Target Data 2010 85 Actual 199 192 150 128 105 93

KSI Trajectories 98 108 100 93 85

Base Data 1994/98 
average 60 Year 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Target Data 2010 30 Actual 47 44 51 34 37 39

KSI Trajectories 28 38 35 33 30

Base Data 1994/98 
average 36 Year 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Target Data 2010 18 Actual 24 19 25 11 20 12

KSI Trajectories

Base Data 1994/98 
average 2 Year 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Target Data 2010 1 Actual 3 3 3 4 1 0

KSI Trajectories

Base Data 1994/98 
average 8.5 Year 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Target Data 2010 4.3 Actual 8 10 11 10 3 8

KSI Trajectories

Base Data 1994/98 
average 8 Year 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Target Data 2010 4 Actual 7 9 6 4 8 9

KSI Trajectories

Base Data 1994/98 
average 0.5 Year 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Target Data 2010 0.3 Actual 0 0 1 1 0 1

KSI Trajectories

Base Data 1994/98 
average 0 Year 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Target Data 2010 0 Actual 1 0 0 0 0 0

KSI Trajectories

Base Data 1994/98 
average 5 Year 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Target Data 2010 2.5 Actual 4 5 5 4 5 9

KSI Trajectories

Base Data 1994/98 
average 12 Year 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Target Data 2010 6 Actual 8 9 7 4 2 3

KSI Trajectories 7 8 7 7 6

Base Data 1994/98 
average 19 Year 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Data source - LRSU crosstab 
reports for historical data and 

calculation of baseline average, 
numerical comparison between 

years

Not on Track

2005 figures increased 4 on 
2004 albeit the numbers are 

low  - possible remedial action - 
targeted ETP

Units

1. Road Safety: TfL and 
boroughs (obtaining the 
support of the Police and 
other members of the Pan 
London road Safety Forum 
where appropriate) are to 
achieve:
a) A reduction of 50% in the 
number of people killed and 
seriously Injured by 2010 for 
all road users and also 
separately for pedestrians 
and cyclists.  
b) A reduction of 40% in the 
numbers of motorcyclists 
killed and seriously injured by 
2010. 
c) A reduction of 60% in the 
number of children killed or 
seriously injured by 2010 
d) A reduction of 25% in the 
slight casualty rate per 100 
million vehicle kilometres by 
2010. 

Number of 
pedestrians killed and 
seriously injured by 
ethnicity (not known) C

Number of 
pedestrians killed and 
seriously injured by 
ethnicity (Asian)

Number of 
pedestrians killed and 
seriously injured by 
ethnicity (Afro-
Caribbean)

Number of 
pedestrians killed and 
seriously injured by 
ethnicity (White-
skinned European)

Data source - LRSU crosstab 
reports for historical data and 

calculation of baseline average, 
numerical comparison between 

years
Units

Number of 
pedestrians killed and 
seriously injured by 
ethnicity (Arab) C On Track Numbers too small to measure 

conclusively

Data source - LRSU crosstab 
reports for historical data and 

calculation of baseline average, 
numerical comparison between 

years
Units

Number of 
pedestrians killed and 
seriously injured by 
ethnicity (Oriental)

Units

C Not on Track

2005 figures increased 1 on 
2004 albeit the numbers are 

low - possible remedial action - 
targeted ETP

Units

C

2005 figures increased 5 on 
2004 albeit the numbers are 

low - possible remedial action - 
targeted ETP

No Clear 
Evidence

Numbers too small to measure 
conclusivelyC

Data source - LRSU crosstab 
reports for historical data and 

calculation of baseline average, 
numerical comparison between 

years

Data source - LRSU crosstab 
reports for historical data and 

calculation of baseline average, 
numerical comparison between 

years

Units

Not on Track

On Track

2005 figures 8 down on 2004 
and well below the target line.  

Most likely cause of reduction - 
ETP and engineering schemes

Data source - LRSU crosstab 
reports for historical data and 

calculation of baseline average, 
numerical comparison between 

years

Data source - LRSU crosstab 
reports for historical data and 

calculation of baseline average, 
numerical comparison between 

years

No Clear 
Evidence

Numbers too small to measure 
conclusively

Waltham Forest

In 2005 motor cycle KSI 
i d t ti 3 b th

Data source - LRSU crosstab 
t f hi t i l d t d

2005 figures 2 up on 2004 but 
are stilll below the target line - 

possible remedial actions - 
targeted ETP

Data source - LRSU crosstab 
reports for historical data and 

calculation of baseline average, 
numerical comparison between 

years

Number of cyclists 
killed and seriously 
injured In 2005 pedal cycle KSI 

casualties have increased by 1 
but are still well below the target

line

Data source - LRSU crosstab 
reports for historical data and 

calculation of baseline average, 
numerical comparison between 

years

C On Track

Units

C On Track

Actual and Trajectory Data

MTS Priority Area 1: 

C On Track

Units

Number of people 
killed and seriously 
injured overall

2005 figures 12 lower than 
2004.  Contributions to 

reductions by engineering 
schemes, ETP, enforcement 
and improved vehicle design

Data source - LRSU crosstab 
reports for historical data and 

calculation of baseline average, 
numerical comparison between 

years

Number of 
pedestrians killed and 
seriously injured 
overall

Units

Number of 
motorcyclists killed 
and seriously injured

Units

Number of 
pedestrians killed and 
seriously injured by 
ethnicity (Dark-skinned 
European)

C

C



Target Performance 
Indicator

Base/Target/Unit 
Data Year Value Year 

Type 
Target 

Progress Changes in Reported Target Methodology & Data SourceActual and Trajectory Data

Target Data 2010 11 Actual 35 30 27 24 18 18

KSI Trajectories

Base Data 1994/98 
average 30 Year 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Target Data 2010 12 Actual 23 25 14 18 12 21

KSI Trajectories

Base Data 1994/98 
average 1028 Year 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Target Data 2010 771 Actual 1106 932 929 949 790 825

Slight cas Trajectories

Base Data 1994/98 
average 266 Year 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Target Data 2010 239 Actual 218 215 198 193 183 178

Casualties Trajectories

Base Data 1994/98 
average 100 Year 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Target Data 2010 90 Actual 71 55 60 63 53 62

Casualties Trajectories

Base Data 1994/98 
average 138 Year 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Target Data 2010 124 Actual 144 148 134 110 101 96

Casualties Trajectories

Base Data 1994/98 
average 595 Year 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Target Data 2010 535 Actual 716 617 605 627 480 513

Casualties Trajectories

Base Data 1994/98 
average 5 Year 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Target Data 2010 4.5 Actual 7 2 1 7 7 3

Casualties Trajectories

Base Data 1994/98 
average 51 Year 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Target Data 2010 45 Actual 100 64 42 45 45 43

Casualties Trajectories

Base Data 1994/98 
average 38 Year 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Target Data 2010 34 Actual 45 23 33 28 20 18

Casualties Trajectories

Base Data 1994/98 
average 5 Year 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Target Data 2010 4.5 Actual 4 0 6 4 6 5

Casualties Trajectories

Base Data 2003/04 37 (42%) Year 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09 2009/10 2010/11 2011/12 2012/13 2013/14 2014/15

On Track 2005 figures 2 down on 2004

Data source - LRSU crosstab 
reports, Cuser/Asevacc 

unavailable numerical casualty 
comparison for 2004/2005 - 

Target 10% reduction in All Car 
Incidents

2005 figures 33 up on 2004 - 
still below the target line

Data source - LRSU crosstab 
reports, Cuser/Asevacc 

unavailable numerical casualty 
comparison for 2004/2005 - 
Target 10% reduction in All 

Other Vehicle IncidentsUnits

No Clear 
Evidence

2005 figures 1 down on 2004 - 
numbers too small to measure 

conclusively

Data source - LRSU crosstab 
reports, Csevcas/asevacc 

unavailable, numerical casualty 
comparison for 2004/2005 - 

Target 10% reduction in All Bus 
& Coach Incidents

On Track 2005 figures 2 down on 2004

Data source - LRSU crosstab 
reports, Cuser/Asevacc 

unavailable, numerical casualty 
comparison for 2004/2005 - 
Target 10% reduction in All 

Goods Vehicle Incidents

Number of incidents 
by vehicle 
classification (Other 
Vehicle) C

Units

Number of incidents 
by vehicle 
classification (Goods 
Vehicle) C

Units

Number of incidents 
by vehicle 
classification (Bus or 
Coach) C

Units

Data source - LRSU crosstab 
reports, Cuser/asevacc 

unavailable, numerical casualty 
comparison for 2004/2005 - 

Target 10% reduction in All Taxi 
Incidents

Number of incidents 
by vehicle 
classification (Taxi)

C No Clear 
Evidence

2005 figures 4 down on 2004 - 
numbers too small to measure 

conclusively

Units

Number of incidents 
by vehicle 
classification (Car)

C On Track

Data source - LRSU crosstab 
reports, Cuser/Asevacc 

unavailable numerical casualty 
comparison for 2004/2005 - 
Target 10% reduction in All 

P2W IncidentsUnits

Number of incidents 
by vehicle 
classification (Pedal 
Cycle) C

Number of incidents 
by vehicle 
classification 
(Powered 2 Wheeler) C On Track 2005 figuures 5 down on 2004

On Track 2005 figures up 9 on 2004 but 
still below the target line

Data source - LRSU crosstab 
reports for historical data and 

calculation of baseline average, 
numerical comparison between 

years
Units

Data source - LRSU crosstab 
reports, Cuser/Asevacc 

unavailable, numerical casualty 
comparison for 2004/2005 -
Target 10% reduction in All 

Pedestrian Incidents

Data source - LRSU crosstab 
reports, Cuser/Asevacc 

unavailable, numerical casualty 
comparison for 2004/2005 -
Target 10% reduction in All 

Pedal Cycle IncidentsUnits

Number of incidents 
by vehicle 
classification 
(Pedestrian) C On Track 2005 figures down 5 on 2004

Units

The slight casualty 
rate (adults and 
children)

C On Track 2005 figures up 35 0n 2004 but 
are still below the target line

2. School Road Safety: 
Boroughs are to review road 
safety around all primary and

Number and 
percentage of primary 
and secondary

Numerical count of schools 
h SRtS 20 h

remained static 3 above the 
target line, this is consistent 

across London set against an 
increase in motor cycle usage

reports for historical data and 
calculation of baseline average, 

numerical comparison for 
2004/2005

Number of children 
(under 16 years) killed 
or seriously injured

The 2005 figures are up by 9 
over the previous year, 

fortunately there were no 
fatalities, this means we are 1 

KSI over the target line - 
remedy - ETP

Data source - LRSU crosstab 
reports for historical data and 

calculation of baseline average, 
numerical comparison between 

years

C On Track

Units

C On Track

Units

and seriously injured



Target Performance 
Indicator

Base/Target/Unit 
Data Year Value Year 

Type 
Target 

Progress Changes in Reported Target Methodology & Data SourceActual and Trajectory Data

Target Data 2008 88 (100%) Actual 44 (50%) 51 (58%)

No of schools Trajectories 50% 58%

Base Data 2003/04 37 (42%) Year 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09 2009/10 2010/11 2011/12 2012/13 2013/14 2014/15

Target Data 2008 88 (100%) Actual 44 (50%) 51 (58%)

No of schools Trajectories 50% 58%

safety around all primary and 
secondary schools in London 
by 2008.

and secondary 
schools: Reviewed

where SRtS, 20 mph zones, 
local safety schemes or traffic 
calming measures have been 

assessed

Number and 
percentage of primary 
and secondary 
schools: With 
schemes implemented

Numerical count of schools 
where SRtS, 20 mph zones, 

local safety schemes or traffic 
calming measures have been 

implemented

F

Units

F

Units

Programme of review of school 
road safety continuing in 

association with local safety 
schemes, 20 mph zones and 

school travel plan programmes

On Track



Target Performance 
Indicator

Base/Target/Unit 
Data Year Value Year 

Type 
Target 

Progress Changes in Reported Target Methodology & Data SourceActual and Trajectory Data

Base Data 2002/03 1.8 Year 2003/04 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09 2009/10 2010/11 2011/12 2012/13 2013/14

Target Data 2009/10 1.3 Actual 1.4 1.4 1.4

Minutes Trajectories

Base Data 2005 13.7 Year 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Target Data 2009/10 13.7 Actual 14.5

Minutes Trajectories

Base Data 2005 13.2 Year 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Target Data 2009/10 13.2 Actual 10.1

Minutes Trajectories

Base Data 2005 14.5 Year 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Target Data 2009/10 14.5 Actual 10.6

Minutes Trajectories

Base Data 2005 17 Year 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Target Data 2009/10 17 Actual 15.2

km/h Trajectories

Base Data 2005 17.2 Year 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Target Data 2009/10 17.2 Actual 15.4

km/h Trajectories

Base Data 2005 15.8 Year 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Target Data 2009/10 15.8 Actual 13.9

km/h Trajectories

Base Data 2004 6.08 Year 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Target Data 2009/10 6.4 Actual 6.08

km Trajectories

Base Data 2005/06 70 (23%) Year 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09 2009/10 2010/11 2011/12 2012/13 2013/14 2014/15 2015/16

Target Data 2009/10 300 (100%) Actual 70 127.5 185 242.5 300

Number Trajectories 23% 42.50% 61.70% 80.80% 100%

Base Data 2001 778 Year 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012

Target Data 2011 817 Actual 761 777 741 770

Million veh km Trajectories 797 801 805 809 813 817

Base Data n/a n/a Year

Target Data n/a n/a Actual

70 bus stops out of a total of 
300 had been made fully 

accessible by 2005. This is the 
equivalent of 23%. Data Source 

- LBWF

Number and 
percentage of 
accessible bus stops 
per borough.  F

Units

4. Borough Bus Target: 
Boroughs are to reduce, or 
maintain at 2005 levels, bus 
journey times on London Bus 
Initiative (LBI) bus routes.

Data Source: TfL extranet - 
'Borough bus target baseline 
data (February 2005)' Target 
data set as the same as the 

baseline data figure as 
boroughs are to reduce, or 
maintain at 2005 levels. TfL 

extranet 'Borough Bus Target - 
Units

C On Track

Data Source: TfL extranet - 
'Borough bus target baseline 
data (February 2005)' Target 
data set as the same as the 

baseline data figure as 
boroughs are to reduce, or 
maintain at 2005 levels. TfL 

extranet 'Borough Bus Target - 
Units

Average journey times 
(mins) along the LBI 
routes within the 
borough for the Inter-
peak period (Mon-Fri 
1000-1600)

Average journey times 
(mins) along the LBI 
routes within the 
borough for the PM 
peak period (Mon-Fri 
1600-1900)

Average bus speeds 
(km/hr) along the LBI 
routes within the 
borough for the Am 
peak period (Mon-Fri 
0700-1000)

Data Source: TfL extranet - 
'Borough bus target baseline 
data (February 2005)' Target 
data set as the same as the 

baseline data figure as 
boroughs are to reduce, or 
maintain at 2005 levels. TfL 

extranet 'Borough Bus Target - 
Units

C On Track

Data Source: TfL extranet - 
'Borough bus target baseline 
data (February 2005)' Target 
data set as the same as the 

baseline data figure as 
boroughs are to reduce, or 
maintain at 2005 levels. TfL 

extranet 'Borough Bus Target - 
Units

C On Track

5. Traffic volumes: TfL and 
boroughs are to achieve, 
between 2001 and 2011, an 
absolute reduction in weekday 
traffic of 15% in central 
London, zero growth across 
the rest of inner London, and 
a reduction in growth in outer 
London by a third, with the 
aim of achieving zero growth 
in outer London town centres.
(Boroughs to specify target 
relevant to them)

Traffic volumes 
(million vehicle 
kilometres)

Units

Borough to add if 
required to report on 
Metropolitan town 
centre target (Table 
4.1b of the LIP 
Guidace)

Data source: DfT. Target based 
on 5% growth between 2001 

and 2011
C On Track

No metropolitan town centres in 
the borough

MTS Priority Area 3:

Data Source: TfL extranet - 
'Borough bus target baseline 
data (February 2005)' Target 
data set as the same as the 

baseline data figure as 
boroughs are to reduce, or 
maintain at 2005 levels. TfL 

extranet 'Borough Bus Target - 

Average bus speeds 
(km/hr) along the LBI 
routes within the 
borough for the PM 
peak period (Mon-Fri 
1600-1900)

Units

C On Track

Units

Average bus speeds 
(km/hr) along the LBI 
routes within the 
borough for the Inter-
peak period (Mon-Fri 
1000-1600)

C On Track

C Not on Track

Average journey times 
(mins) along the LBI 
routes within the 
borough for the Am 
peak period (Mon-Fri 
0700 -1000)

Data Source: TfL extranet - 
'Borough bus target baseline 
data (February 2005)' Target 
data set as the same as the 

baseline data figure as 
boroughs are to reduce, or 
maintain at 2005 levels. TfL 

extranet 'Borough Bus Target - 
Total bus lane 
kilometres/hours in 
operation per borough

The borough has a very 
extensive system of 6.08 km of 
bus lanes in operation - there is 

limited scope for further bus 
lanes due to constraints on 

roadspace.  Hours of operation 
are constantly under review.

C

Units

F On Track

Units

MTS Priority Area 2: 
3. Bus Excess Wait Time: 
TfL are to reduce bus excess 
wait time (EWT) to 1.3 
minutes per passenger 
journey by 2009/10.

Bus EWT (High 
Frequency Routes), 
minutes per customer

Data Source: TfL extranet and 
TfL London Buses Quality of 
Services Indicators 2005/06 
showing we are on track to 

meet this target



Target Performance 
Indicator

Base/Target/Unit 
Data Year Value Year 

Type 
Target 

Progress Changes in Reported Target Methodology & Data SourceActual and Trajectory Data

Trajectories

Base Data Year

Target Data Actual

Trajectories

Base Data 2001 32.72% 
(158,674 trips) Year 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Target Data Actual

% & No Trajectories

Base Data 2001 1.10% (5,357 
trips) Year 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Target Data Actual

% & No Trajectories

Base Data 2001 0.85% (4,109 
trips) Year 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Target Data Actual

% & No Trajectories

Base Data 2001 38.23% 
(185,425 trips) Year 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Target Data Actual

% & No Trajectories

Base Data 2001 0.79% (3,829 
trips) Year 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Target Data Actual

% & No Trajectories

Base Data 2001 11.06% 
(53,655 trips) Year 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Target Data Actual

% & No Trajectories

Base Data 2001 0.56% 2,729 
trips) Year 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Target Data Actual

% & No Trajectories

Base Data 2001 14.68% 
(71,218 trips) Year 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Target Data Actual

% & No Trajectories

Base Data 2001 61.77% 
(299,571 trips) Year 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Target Data Actual

% & No Trajectories

Base Data 2003/04 0 (0%) Year 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09 2009/10 2010/11 2011/12 2012/13 2013/14 2014/15

Target Data 2008/09 88 (100%) Actual 10 37

7. Modal Shift: TfL and 
boroughs are to maintain or 
increase the proportion of 
personal travel made by 
means other than car. (LTDS)

Proportion of personal 
travel made by mean 
other than car

Proportion of personal 
travel made on by 
Goods Vehicle

C

Proportion of personal 
travel made on by 
other vehicle

C

Units

LATS 2001 Household Survey

Units

27 No School Travel Plans 
completed in 2004/05

Numerical count of Completed 
STPs signed off by Director of 
Environmental Services and 

Director of Education

On Track

LATS 2001 Household Survey

Units

C

LATS 2001 Household Survey

Proportion of personal 
travel made on foot

LATS 2001 Household Survey

Units

LATS 2001 Household Survey

Units

Proportion of personal 
travel made on by Car

C

Units

Proportion of personal 
travel made on by Taxi

C

Proportion of personal 
travel made on by Bus 
or Coach

C

LATS 2001 Household Survey

Units

Units

Proportion of personal 
travel made on by 
Powered 2 Wheeler

Proportion of personal 
travel made on by 
pedal cycle

C

C

Number and 
percentage of schools: 
Where review of travel 
has been completed

LATS 2001 Household SurveyC

Units

F

LATS 2001 Household Survey

Units

6. General Traffic Journey 
Time Reliability: TfL and 
boroughs are to ensure 
disruption and variability of 
journey times for general 
traffic on ‘A’ roads and busy 
bus routes is reduced, or not 
increased, year on year

General traffic journey 
time reliability

Units

Guidace)

LATS 2001 Household Survey

8. School Travel Plans: 
Boroughs are to work with 
schools or groups of schools 
to review travel to all schools 
by March 2008, with 
significant progress having



Target Performance 
Indicator

Base/Target/Unit 
Data Year Value Year 

Type 
Target 

Progress Changes in Reported Target Methodology & Data SourceActual and Trajectory Data

No of schools Trajectories 11.4% 42% 74% 100%

Base Data 2003/04 0 (0%) Year 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09 2009/10 2010/11 2011/12 2012/13 2013/14 2014/15

Target Data 2008/09 88 (100%) Actual 10 37

No of schools Trajectories 11.4% 42% 74% 100%

Base Data 2003/04 0 (0%) Year 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09 2009/10 2010/11 2011/12 2012/13 2013/14 2014/15

Target Data 2008/09 88 (100%) Actual 10 37

No of schools Trajectories 11.4% 42% 74% 100%

Base Data 2001 42/58 Year 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Target Data Actual

Trajectories

Base Data 2001 88/12 Year 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Target Data Actual

% Trajectories

Base Data Year

Target Data Actual

Trajectories

Base Data Year

Target Data Actual

Trajectories

Base Data N/A N/A Year

Target Data N/A N/A Actual

N/A Trajectories

Base Data 2001 7,450 PT trips 
(0.4 = rate) Year 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Target Data Actual

No trips Trajectories

Base Data 2001
11,949 PT 
trips (0.5 = 

rate)
Year 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Target Data Actual

No trips Trajectories

Base Data 2001
71,979 PT 
trips (0.7 = 

rate)
Year 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Target Data Actual

Proportion of 
mechanised and non 
mechanised school 
trips as defined in 
LTDS

C

Director of Education

Number and 
percentage of schools:
Where travel plans 
deemed necessary 
and developed

LATS 2001 Household Survey

Units

LATS 2001 Household SurveyC

MTS Priority Area 5:
10. Access: TfL and 
boroughs are to achieve year 
on year improvements in the 
proportion of trips made by 
equality and inclusion target 
groups under-represented in 
the public transport travel 
market, particularly disabled 
people and women travelling 
at night. 

Number and rate of 
trips made on each 
mode of transport as 
defined in and 
measured by LTDS 
for: Disabled people 
(all disabilities 
aggregated, all day)

LATS 2001 Household Survey

Number and rate of 
trips made on each 
mode of transport as 
defined in and 
measured by LTDS 
for: Older people (all 
aged over 65, all day)

LATS 2001 Household Survey

Number and rate of 
trips made on each 
mode of transport as 
defined in and 
measured by LTDS 
for: Women travelling

Business satisfaction 
with fairness of 
enforcement of 
parking and loading 
regulations. 

Public provision of 
long stay parking 
supply both on and off 
street. Change in 
parking supply for 
major town centres at 
borough level, by year 
as an actual number 
and proportion of total. 
(Only for Boroughs 
with a Metropolitan 
town centre target)

C

On Track 27 No School Travel Plans 
completed in 2004/05

Number and 
percentage of schools:
Where travel plan 
implemented

Proportion of 
mechanised and non 
mechanised work trips 
as defined in LTDS

Units

Units

F

significant progress having 
been made by March 2006

Numerical count of Completed 
STPs signed off by Director of 
Environmental Services and 

Director of Education
Units

F On Track 27 No School Travel Plans 
completed in 2004/05

Numerical count of Completed 
STPs signed off by Director of 
Environmental Services and 

Director of Education

LATS 2001 Household Survey

Units

Units

MTS Priority Area 4: 
9. Compliance: boroughs are 
to achieve improvements in 
compliance with parking and 
loading regulations from a 
baseline to be agreed 
between boroughs and TfL 

Compliance factor.  

Units

Units

C

Units

C

Units



Target Performance 
Indicator

Base/Target/Unit 
Data Year Value Year 

Type 
Target 

Progress Changes in Reported Target Methodology & Data SourceActual and Trajectory Data

No trips Trajectories

Base Data 2005 100 Year 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09 2009/10 2010/11 2011/12 2012/13 2013/14 2014/15 2015/16

Target Data Actual 100

% Trajectories

Base Data Year Yes

Target Data Actual

Trajectories

Base Data 2001 158,674 trips 
(rate = 0.81) Year 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Target Data 2015 174,541 trips 
(rate = 0.89) Actual

No & rate Trajectories

Base Data 2003/04 23.5 Year 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09 2009/10 2010/11 2011/12 2012/13 2013/14 2014/15 2015/16

Target Data 2010 6.5 Actual 10.5

% Trajectories

Base Data 2001 5,357 trips 
(rate = 0.03) Year 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Target Data 2011 9643 trips 
(rate = 0.05) Actual

No & rate Trajectories

Base Data 2003/04 63 Year 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09 2009/10 2010/11 2011/12 2012/13 2013/14 2014/15

Target Data 2009/2010 100 Actual 84.5 88 91 94 97 100

%age Trajectories

14. Roads: TfL and boroughs 
are to bring all ‘A’ roads and 
busy bus routes up to 
serviceable standard – that is, 
a UK PMS score of 70 or 
below – by 2010

Road condition, share 
of TLRN and of 
Boroughs Primary 
Road Network (BPRN) 
carriageway with a 
UKPMS score lower 
than 70

MTS Priority Area 7: 
13. Cycling: TfL and 
boroughs are to achieve an 
increase of at least 80% in 
cycling in London between 
2001 and 2011

Number and rate per 
person of cycling trips 
per annum, as 
measured by LTDS. 

MTS Priority Area 8: 

MTS Priority Area 6: 

12. Walking: TfL and 
boroughs are to achieve an 
increase of at least 10% in 
journeys made on foot per 
person in London between 
2001 and 2015

Number and rate per 
person of walking trips 
per annum, as 
measured by LTDS.  
(Walking trips for this 
purpose are those 
where the person 
walks all the way. This 
Proportion of footway 
in categories 1, 1a and 
2 (as per BV187a)

11. Taxicard: Boroughs are 
to ensure that their Taxicard 
scheme conforms to an 
agreed all-London standard in 
terms of service quality, 
eligibility assessment and 
entitlement by 2006

Milestone: 
achievement of 
compliance with 
London-wide standard

C

The percentage of 
pedestrian crossings 
with facilitites for 
disabled people 
(BV165)

Numerical count of pedestrian 
crossings

Units

F On Track

for: Women travelling 
between 19.00 - 07.00 
hrs.

Units

Units

LATS 2001 Household Survey

Units

F On Track UKPMS survey

Units

LATS 2001 Household Survey

Units

Units

F On Track

C


