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1. The strengths and limitations of CFs and RSFs
How well are these recorded?

a.
b.
C.

How reliable is the insight they can give?
How does recording vary between forces?

2. The impact of the transition to RSFs?

d.

What impacts (positive or negative) did the change in recording process from CFs to RSFs
have on extent and accuracy of recording?

What are the implications for trend analysis? This will assess whether/how trends can be
presented accurately and things to be careful of.

Is there notable variation between forces or between factor groups? For example, we note
there are some spikes in the 2024 data for various forces, but not consistently across factor
groups.

3. The opinion and practice of forces who have moved to RSFs

a.
b.

Are forces capturing RSFs as intended?
Are some being reported more reliably than others?
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" Trends in 11 forces with largest volume of RSFs examined

" Broadly consistent with patterns in national findings
= Speed-related RSF category decreased
= Non-motorised road user category increased

= Behaviour and Inexperience shift also consistently evident

" Magnitude of change varies between forces
= Distribution of factors within this shifted



= A small number of interviews covering 5 police force areas (with thanks
to those who participated)
= Officers - RPU and others
= Data analysts

= Standard questionnaire covering
= How data are captured
= Experience of change
= Any insight to offer

= Exploring the ‘why’



If I'm honest, it’s just
a tick box on the RTC
card. We’re just doing
what we need to

complete the form —
Response police officer
(Kent)

If you put dangerous
driving on, you’re going to
have to investigate
dangerous driving ... then
you’ve got to go to Crown
prosecution... wait six
months for them to come

back — Attending officer
(Staffordshire)

A response bobby... is
going to say this is no
injury, minor injury, to
save four hours of

admin — Attending officer
(Staffordshire)






Some of those factors
are due to changes in
relation to e-bikes ... so
| do think there has
probably been a

genuine increase —

Road crime officer
(Staffordshire)

We’re now more happy to
say yes... some of this is on
you [NMRUs] — RPU

Sergeant/practitioner
(Hertfordshire)

| keep having to pause
some analysis on red light
running. Previously there
were four separate codes.
Now | simply can’t do it
unless | go through each
description. | think we lose

that granularity. — SSRP
Analyst (Staffordshire)




" Publication of report [possibly end May]
" Ongoing engagement with forces

" Ongoing analysis of RSFs and CFs data to
inform 2025 statistics and data
= Scheduled for publication September,
expecting 50:50 split

" Including updated guidance on impact of
changes to RSFs and our advice for
interpretation of the national-level data

= Data will inform several SPIs for the road
safety strategy
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4. Transition to road safety factors

As noted above, following the last STATS19 review, CFs will be replaced by

RSFs. However, as the adoption of the new STATS19 specification is happening at
different times in different police forces, for the years between 2023 and 2026 (at
least) there is likely to be a mix of both RSF and CF data. This section illustrates some of
the challenges this presents and outlines the department’s approach to addressing
these, based on the available data.

4.1 Mapping of contributory factors

Itis possible to map from the CFs to RSFs. so that data recorded as CFs can be analysed
using the RSF categorisation. This has been done in our initial analysis. While some
factors map directly across between the two systems there are some factors that
cannot be mapped directly from CFs to RSFs or where multiple CFs map to a single

RSF. In the department’s published materials, the RSF categories will be presented by
default. though the CF data can be made available on request.

4.2 Timeline in adoption of RSF recording

The first directly recorded RSFs relate to data from Movember 2023 for some forces
using the CRASH {Collisicn Reporting and Sharing) system. As of publication of the
2024 statistics in September 2025 some police forces have provided at Lleast portion of
their data for 2024 that was directly collected as RSFs, the list of police forces by
specification can be found in table 7 in the background infermation section. The
majority of these are forces using the CRASH system.

Overall, for 2024 data, it is estimated 31% of collisions with at least one CF or RSF
recorded were collected directly as RSFs in 2024. However, a majority of the data has
been recarded as CFs and converted to RSF categories. Based on force plans regarding
the new STATS19 specification, for 2025, it is likely that a majority of data will have been
directly recorded as RSFs. In 2026 we anticipate that most, but not all, data will be
RSFs.

Chart 1: Proportion of collisions with CFs or RSFs recorded by data collection
method

Change to table view

[l Cottected as CFs
[l Collected as RSFs

2023 _I 100%



https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/guide-to-contributory-factors-for-reported-road-casualty-statistics/guide-to-contributory-factors-for-reported-road-casualties-great-britain



