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from the publisher

Flithere,

Insurance fraud is rife. Insurers have 0 find a balance between the “We're in the business of paving claims
approach and nailing the blatant fraudsters who push up premiums and wreck claims ratios. The commdrum
becomes even more sinister when the perpetrators of insurance froud are killing and maiming innocemt people in
their blatant disregard for the law. And some insurers, informed of their clients misdemeanours, still choose 1o

iy oaal o the ¢ laem.

Im this isswe of RiskSA we carry a story on illegal street racing - a practice rife in many centres. Nod only are the
vighicles used highly modified {already an infringement on most motor insurance policies) but accidemt damage

coused as a resultof timed competinion is also speci fically excluded

Competitors have brazenly posted entries on their Internet Bulletin boards advising fellow racers: “1t is hetter not

to rce (legally ) ot Killamey (a race track in Cape Town), a2 when we crash the insurnce won't pay out™

Niegal street racing attracts as many os 300 competitors in an evening, competing for R 1000's, some say as much
as RIOK0 000 for the magor events. An undercover operation is currently underway in the Western Cape where
these perpetrators are being photographed and therr vehicles identified. The results of this datmbase will be
circulated amongst insurance companics in due course, Perhaps when these misguaded Schumachers have their

clnims disallowed the fraud and ingury {(sometimes futal) will stop.

Fompoy Ehe readd

Anidy & the RiskS A team
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mamnematucal equations are appiiea.

For example, if a car skidded out of control, left

the road, and crashed into a tree after going

over a section of gravel, and then grass, the
following steps would be taken:

1.Measure the "crush" on the vehicle (how
much it's front-end was pushed back).

2 .Calculate the speed of the vehicle, based on
this crush, by applying a series of formulae,
ranging from energy, through "Delta-V" and
finally speed AT THAT POINT.

3.Calculate the speed from the skid over
different surfaces (tar, grass and gravel),
since each has a unique "drag factor," i.e.
resistance to the vehicle's tyres skidding
across them.

4 Calculate speed from yaw or side-slip,
depending on the scenario that led up to the
departure and the available evidence.

5.Finally, the net combined result of the
findings is calculated, to find the INITIAL
MINIMUM speed of the vehicle BEFORE it
lost control.

The two vehicles shown on this page were

The plot thickens: A witness that was also
parked in the parking area claimed that the red
vehicle did in fact NOT stop at a red light, since
the light was green for them, so they had the

right of way.
The driver of the white car faced a charge of

Reckless Driving, but had no way of defending
herself. On face value this seems to be a pretty
simple case, yes?

Well - this is what the IBF found:
1. The red traffic light (robot) that was allegedly
green for the red car, as per the witness, could

FASSENGER, WNO aamitied [0 having a couple
of drinks, had an injury to her forehead, while
the alleged DRIVER who claims never to take a
drop of alcohol, had NO head injuries. The
question was - WHO hit the windscreen?

6. If the passenger hitthe windscreen (in front of

-the driver), it was further logical to assume that

the DRIVER would have also been affected by
the same forces, so that SHE would have either
hit the right side window, or the A-pillar. But
there were no head injuries or damage to the
right side window!

7. Then comes the most difficult part to explain
WITHOUT an animation. From the final resting
positions of the vehicles, we then proved that
the red car negotiated the exit at an angle,
thereby seeing the GREEN lights on the T-road,
and not the lights meant for them. They then ran
into the approaching vehicle at an angle close
to a HEAD-ON collision.

This case was won in court, and ZERO
NEGLIGENCE was proven on the side of the
WHITE CAR!
























