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The Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) Reporting Gui s.hg is being 4&Vised to b
reflect the reporting requirements of Title 23 of the Code of Federal<Regulations 924 (23 Q
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%)
1. Introduction 6

The Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Ac\q@ Legacy fo ers
(SAFETEA-LU) established the Highway Safety Improvement Progragr{HSIP) as

core program and provided a significant increase in the funding a |Iable for tructure-
related highway safety improvement projects. This program is egabllshed as se 148 of TIt&b

23, United States Code (23 U.S.C. 148) and regulated under 924

O
<

Given the emphasis on this program, it is important th %NA be ablg\jo demonstra@@at the @6

program is being effectively carried out, and that the @bjects bern emented a@chlevmg @

results. The ultimate measure of the success of this\xogram is a ficant nationwide declrne

in real terms, in the number of fatalities and ser@s Injuries. To&@sure that th gram |s Q

implemented as intended and that it is aghieving its pur ) an annual ort on the

implementation and effectiveness is r Ered by %{) C §14Eig¥:and 23 R 924

Furthermore, State Departments of Téportaﬂon (SBAT) that ¢ early de ate the

success of the safety program, thro%’regular repQrting, can use eport to ¢ unicate to

others within their State about portanc &ontmurng us on i ing highway

safety. Q %)
o %0 (e"f? O ?Q .
The following guidance will"assist the §® S in meeti e HSIP rep g requirements of 23

U.S.C. 8148(g) and 23CFR 924. Pur, tto 23 CF 4.15, the HSIP report shall also contain

information regard@'t e High Ri ural Roads.@)gram (HR&QD) which is a component of

the HSIP. %)
O

While 23 . 8148(9) @%’lncludes are |rement to ess railway-highway crossings, this
infor ould be ected in a geparate report red under 23 U.S.C. § 130(g). At the
option the State, ree rep quired un tlon 148 (the HSIP report, the railway-
highway crossin port and ransparency %) report (Section 148(c)(1)(D)) may be
mitted se y, or co into one r ort with three distinct sections. (See guidance for
Q)a)the Railway- ng way Cros Reporting qurrements dated May 5, 2006, and guidance for the
\% “5% of @st hazardou ations™ d(o April 5, 2006, for additional information on those

%) repor
RS o 2
Z\CReportlng E ency anﬁule
@ursuant to CFR 924 States reports shall be submitted to the FHWA Division

%\)QAdmrnrst no later than August 31% of each year. The report should be no more than 10
pages |®e gth, excl general listing of projects.

IZ?} ant to 23 C@M .15, the report shall be for a defined one year reporting period. It is at the
iScretion of th@,SDOT, in consultation with the FHWA Division Office, to define the reporting

period. Th tes have the flexibility to report based on calendar year, federal fiscal year or
State fis@year. However, the reporting period must be clearly indicated at the beginning of the
report and be consistent from year to year.
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The Division Offices will forward the reports electronically to the FHWA Offi Safety by
September 30™ each year. These dates coincide with the other HSIP-relatedggorts requjred
under SAFETEA-LU (e.g., the report describing at least 5% of the Iocatlonsf@ubiting the
severe safety needs and the railway-highway crossing report). Q

< S
3. Content and Structure of the HSIP Report S %)
The report should address ALL projects implemented with H and HRRRP s, includi 6
local projects and non-infrastructure projects (i.e. imple $§1 with H x funds a}
addition, States should also report on projects identified th he HSIP bu plemente ith 6@
other funding sources. States are encouraged to coordm h their pI@ ing organiz s and
local government agencies to obtain all relevant mfo&@ n to ensu @mplete HSIIG) orting. \6

The HSIP report should consist of four sectlor@program str re progres ® mpleme%Q
HSIP projects, assessment of the effectiveness of the i ements, a e HRRRP
content and structure of each section is de@)ed beIOW%Q

@ S
A. Program Structure Q) Q b
) g
The report should briefly descr e structur the State’s HSIP, includin @ HRRRP, and
any significant program ch that have |mplemen since the be@ng of SAFETEA-

LU. This should |nclude but not be I|m €éhto, the foIIo

Q)
i. Progr mmlstratlor% 9 S
o >

i Pro thodolgg Q‘Z) o
O @
I. Proqra.m@dmlnlstratlcﬂn@ %
Briefl ibe howt 1SIP funds e administere ?qhe State (i.e. centrally or via districts).
If the MSIP is adm?e ered at the r|ct Ievel%& ibe the funding allocation process (i.e.
fotmula, crash Describ innovative Practices (i.e. road safety audits) used to
&Iement th& Descnb@w local roags are addressed as part of the HSIP. For example,
e}are local road (non-State o and oper projects identified using the same methodology as
Q}% State roa@? If not, des how local ggad projects are identified under A.2) below. Describe

N

% g ning) and

N

how way safety%provement Fd]ects are selected for implementation (i.e. competitive
app{®ation procgss). Lastly, des@ overall coordination and collaboration with internal (i.e.
eé'nal (i.e. re%'sﬁa planning organizations) partners as it relates to the HSIP.

Progr ethodolo
The prgdxd8m and projextidentification processes must be developed in consultation with the
FH ivision A@wlstrator. Since these processes will not likely change on an annual basis,
iCi~ecommen at they be submitted to the Division Administrator under separate cover
from the annu@,HSIP report. The Division Administrator should maintain a copy of current
program a oject identification processes. For the purposes of the annual HSIP report, States

should i@‘y:ate the date the program methodology was last updated and submit a brief summary
of the following key elements:
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e Data used %)
o Crash (i.e. all crashes, fatal only, fatal plus serious injury, fatal ‘gog I mwne%>
o0 Exposure (i.e. traffic volume, population)
0 Roadway (i.e. geometry, pavement condition) 6@
e Project Identification Methodology (i.e. frequency, equivalen@@?rty dama{ 6
critical rate, safety performance functions, empirical bayes) 66

e Summary of targeted programs being implemented unde@e HSIP (i.e. @lan %)
crossover, intersection, safe corridor, horizontal curv &6 a}
e Extent to which systemwide improvements are imp nted as part of the HSIP i 6@
proportion of spot location vs. systemwide imprc@nents) (%4)
e Extent to which highway safety mprovemﬁwcts align \Q@’the State’s S%P Kg

e Project prioritization process (i.e mcreg benefit c@raﬂo rank%] based on r@Q

benefit, etc.)
S %QQ @Q) 5

B. Progress in Implementing the % prOJects @ b@

States should describe the pr lﬁﬁh |mplemer§§g HSIP prOJegs\gurmg the s f|ed reporting

period. This description sho lude the f
b N

i.  HSIP fund vallable (prog Q@hed) %

. Numbe eneral listi he types @%@qects init
o] Ide how the proj ts relate to tate SHS the State’s safety goals and

QK@ctlves Q,b %\}Q %

i. HSIP&nds Avmlabls@roqrammed) X

For t rpose of t port, the t “HSIP fur@includes those funds that are available

(programmed) to i ment hlg @ safety mp@ment projects that have been identified as
of the Sta IP At a m@jrhum, this would include projects obligated using HSIP funds

ectlon 148)-Pazard Elim'é?%n funds (Se€hion 152), Optional Safety funds, penalty transfer

funds (from Sections 15 d 164), sa belt performance grant funds (Section 406),and
Q}% mcer%vant funds sections and 163). In addition, the report should include other
R

non- funds (i P ARRA, e, local) that were available (programmed) to implement
% hlg&ay safety smprovement cts. HRRRP funds are addressed in Part D below and
i way ng%} rossing m funds are addressed under separate reporting requirements.

N “Availabtey (Programr@d) funds are those funds that have been programmed in the Statewide
Trans tion Impr ent Program (STIP) for the reporting period and can be expended on
M safety i ement projects. States should not only report available (programmed)

but also t{&mount of available (programmed) funds that were obligated for the specified
reporting perg

This info%mation could be presented in a format similar to that illustrated below. If this format is
used, it should be supplemented with a narrative briefly describing the information presented.
The report should also discuss any impediments to obligating HSIP funds and plans to overcome
this challenge in the future.
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AQ)b
HSIP Project Funding Q>
Reporting Period: MM/DD/YYYY to MM/DD/YYYY A(O 6
Funding Category Programmed* Qiflbated Z
HSIP (Section 148) (;\0‘ ) 6
Hazard Elimination (Section 152) 4 o~ %)
Optional Safety P 9 @6
Penalty Transfer (154 and 164) \@ ) \%
Safety Belt Performance Grants @v %)
(Section 406) R A RN
Incentive Grants (i.e. Sections 157, 163) Q > GQ)v o) Qﬁg
Other Federal-aid funds (i.e. STP, O X
ARRA) ( ) o<~% N ,e} CJ\)Q
State and Local Funds N N )~ o >
Total [\ @)~ N >~ A

QAttachmen

* “Available” (Programmed) funds refer to t nds that have beén programme@\he Statemde&@,nsportatlon
Improvement Program (STIP) and can be { ded on hlgh\/\@safety mprove@prqects

Lastly, briefly describe the a Qt of HSIP f elther dollar amounts o entage basis that
were available (programmed) and obllgat(ﬁ'ao Iocal saf @pmjects specified reporting
period. Local safety projects are those Jects |mple ed on non- e owned and operated

roadways.

/ 6@ G,)0 @a)
ii. General Listi¥g of Projects; b
Pursuant to FR 924. tes shall @&1 the num nd general listing of the types of
projects ated using funds for th portlng p . The general listing of the projects
oblig all be str ed to ident how the projeets relate to the State Strategic Highway
Safety Plan (SH the State?
HSIP funds, the @é&wmg mfor

@atety goals a@ jectives. For each project obligated with
I provement Ca;#y
. ﬁect output iles of rur@s strips)

n should be provided:
oject cost

c.? RelatlonSBp to the State ﬁSP

Iustrates how this information can be presented in a tabular format. This table
should b{@lpplemente% @lth a narrative briefly describing the information presented.

'& provement @egory should align with the list of highway safety improvement projects in
FR 924, wn in Attachment 2. While a single project may consist of multiple project
types, each ct should be assigned to only one category. The category chosen should align
y purpose of the project. For example, the State recently completed a pavement
intersection A to improve the skid resistance on the approaches to the intersection.
This project could be categorized as (1) intersection safety improvement, (4) installation of skid
resistant surface and (11) improvement of highway signage and pavement markings. The State
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chose improvement category (4) installation of skid resistant surface since that % primary

purpose of the project.
° S

N
The project output will vary depending on the type of projects implemiﬁlFor examplé@ the
State recently completed a rumble strip project, the project output w the miles-&rumble
strips installed for that project. On the other hand, if the county ®ad a proje¢t&d” improve

pedestrian accommodations at ten intersections in their region, eghe project ou &{9 ould be 66

intersections.

&
The cost should reflect the total cost of each project. @Q 6 QQ
> O

For each HSIP project, the State must demonstra Qe relatlonsh@% the SHSP. States shoul @K
empha5| GPea (i.e. int tion, roa%&@

not only link each project to the appropriate
departure), but also the strategy that most cgely aligns wit prlmary pugsise of the proj

q > @@ O
C. Assessment of the Effectlven@ the Implg/ements (Pri@ Evaluatuén@@

This section should provide a &Qeo)nstratlon oéée effectiveness of the HSIP @No parts:

I.  Overview of general high ﬁé‘ety trends %0

ii. Descrlptlo@fthe overall ctlveness of HSIP 6

i. Overview of @ eral highway safetv trends QJ O
Present and |be figures sadwing the highway ty trends (for the past five years)
in the Sta rashes seri injuries and fatalities andéq other information the State deems

useful@m mber and ate.
@ 66 6°Q
&Description ofQverall HSIP Pﬁbctiveness

appropria e‘summary cj‘ﬁrogram effactiveness should consist of three components, as
% oted below. Provide any a@her informatiq@that demonstrates the effectiveness and success of

K% the HSI or example some instagegs, successful implementation of programs, strategies
%) and/ox§eatments maﬁl}ad to polic @el changes, whereas safety treatments are being applied
%\)Q acr Il projects and not jus@ specific projects. Such changes should be noted in the
al report as fQry represe t in safety culture.
gl repon ot 2

SAFE “LU. For le, some States have begun targeting fatal and serious injury crashes
in t IP rathe n all crashes. Other States have taken steps to address local roads as part
SIP T&&brmaﬁon will help FHWA qualitatively assess the effects SAFETEA-LU
& ha

d on the

%\)QAISO brie escribe siﬁiﬁcam program changes that have occurred since the beginning of

SHSP Eﬁ@asw Areas
Present information regarding SHSP emphasis areas that relate to the HSIP. Present and describe
trends in emphasis area performance measures (i.e. fatalities and serious injuries, all crashes).

O

O
6@
6®
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Subprogram Types %)
Many States have subprograms that are administered under the HSIP. These rograms may
target subsets of the SHSP emphasis areas or specific strategies (i.e. medr@arrrer pro

States should report on the overall effectiveness of these subprogram @ontlnumg the
example, if a State has been implementing a median barrier progra e past se years,
trends in cross median crashes could be presented. Q\

66
Systemwide Treatments e} QQ 2

Many States are beginning to implement treatments on a emwide basis. States shoulQ}also
report on the effectiveness of these treatments in reduci target cragi\type. For ex e, the
State has been targeting horizontal curve crashes by_i@plementing gévron warnin®| ns on a
systemwide basis for the past several years. Th@le should r@ on the effectiveness (i.e.~&
percent reduction of targeted crash type) of this ment. &% \)Q
% GQ’ q,

X
D. High Risk Rural Roads Prograr@!RRRP) %

This section of the HSIP report Id provi mformation e progre HRRRP
implementation. The content oft RP po ; fthe rep uld mirror of the HSIP,

as outlined in sections B and ove except It is specific to'the HRRR RRRP funds are
set aside for construction or operatl mprovem s to improy, Qfety on roadways
functionally classified as rural major 0r6® collectorb@v rural local r@

The HRRRP portu&@féthe HSIP rﬁort should cor{r'a of three p%é

| Basic pr(a\%n mpleme@on mformzatt-roobQ &%Qb

i MetthI ed to identi %)
iii. Q@ RRRPef@Iveness Q
> & >
Q O
Q)b O 2 S
Q)e}i. Program Implementatig?} <

& Base@n the speci e@éportmg per Jthe following should be addressed:
%,

\}Q QbHRRR ds available ( ammed)
% Qﬁ%o Numbhe type of projects initiated
X
o

HRRRP(—(ths Avallab.@Proqrammed)

Thi |on of the Qort should only address the funds set aside for the HRRRP. Other funds
(@ , ARR ural Safety Innovation Program, State, local) used to obligate projects
ntlfled thro the HRRRP should also be identified in the report. If additional HSIP funds

are used to sdgport the HRRRP, that information should be captured in the HSIP portion of the
report. ilable” (Programmed) refers to the HRRRP funds that have been programmed in the
Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) for the reporting period and can be
expended on HRRR projects. In addition to the amount of HRRRP funds available
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(programmed), States should also report the amount of HRRRP funds obligated f e specified
reporting period. Q
& e

This information could be presented in a format similar to that iIIusterat?e? ow. If this

used, it should be supplemented with narrative briefly describing th rmation pr ed. The
report should also discuss any impediments to obligating HRRR funds and pla overcomeb®
this challenge in the future. )
P S @\%
HRRRP Project Funding,“ % §>
Reporting Period: MM/DD/YYYY t@MM/DD/Y XY [l K@

Funding Category Progras¥ned* ~ Obligated %)
HRRRP (%o o O \)Q
Other Federal-aid funds (i.e. STP, (4 6‘0 S
ARRA, Rural Safety Innovation 6 QQ %)
Program) be % D“'O 2
State and Local funds 9 & QO O

Topl Nroxd o2l &

* “Available” (Programmed) ref in the Statewide

@hould be su

Transportation Improvement Pr:

HRRRP Projects |nmé§d

States should pr@é‘e’ the number?d general @&mg of the
HRRRP fundgder the reportl@ period. The

projects rel
’s safety ggats and objectlves For each

structured
and the

ntify how

STIP) and

\\,Q

to the H‘Téﬁ’(}unds that have been progral

follomﬂﬁg mformatlon\ uld be pl’Oé d:

e Projecteltput (i. e

Improyegjmﬁ Category @
of rumbleg&s)

Qect cost
®gTationship t@?State s SHQB

A{G%hment 1 iliQdtrates how

The i ement cate
%‘)24 as sho
%}%I for HR
le all HR

high risk r
HRRRP

ented with

expended on

Q)

6\‘»

eral listing
the State §f@tegic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP)
Ject obligated with HRRR funds, the

RR projects. 0

a?of projects obligated using
e projects obligated should be

ative briefly describing the information presented.

%}Qﬁormaﬂon can be presented in a tabular format. This table

should align with the list of highway safety improvement projects in
ttachment 2. However, those items designated with a caret (") are not
unds and should not be used to categorize HRRRP projects. In addition,
projects would be considered “construction and operational improvements on

roads,” this project category should not be used to define the project type for
rting purposes. Also, while a single project may consist of multiple project types,

each project should be assigned to only one category. The category chosen should align with the
primary purpose of the project.

The project output will vary depending on the type of projects implemented.
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6@
The cost should reflect the total cost of each project. 6
For each HRRR project, the State should demonstrate the relationship to thfSHSP State uld
not only link each project to the appropriate SHSP emphasis are tersectio Qoadway 6
departure), but also the strategy that most closely aligns with the pr| purpose o pt‘OjeCt 6

i. Methodology used to identify HRRR locations bge} %OQ @ a}
States should briefly describe methods and data used to [Eggﬁfy HRRR @atlons if it |§§Qferent
than the program methodology described under @&e* HSIP Pr Structur This
description should include, but not be limited to, a@rlptlon of t@ ash and yolume data usedQ
to calculate the statewide and location specific%a ity and in C|tat|ng Injé crash rateg-fQly
each applicable roadway classification. 6 2

N &
If the State does not currently have the @%blhty of Ioca?ﬂg crashes ( terminin \Qp‘nes)
on all public roadways, this sectlon Id clearly describe:

o the data-based me S that wera @¢d to select [@gts for HRﬁénd
o the steps un(%ec to |mprov%® data systebs to permit th ired analysis.

N

If applicable, States ghould also cleﬁdescrlbe t ghethods and €ata used to determine
projected increases ig\fatalities a acitat ries basedson projected traffic volumes.
The report should fly describe xtent to vgc prOJect36 fied using this methodology

are implement der the HI%RP QQ o

S
iii.  Narrad summarlzm&te overall HRRRP effectivel
StatesGhpld present gpl describe figtyes showm eneral highway safety trends related to
the HRRRP. For ple, this d lnclude number of fatalities and serious injuries
rring on ys functlo Iassmegas a rural major, minor collector and rural local
6Qéads in the efor the pa&t\ e years

Q}% @b 4, Prol@«ﬁof Data fr@@) Discovery & Admission into Evidence

%\)Q Seg%n 148(g) (4 stipulates tha Q%’a compiled or collected for the preparation of the HSIP
port “ ih% t be subje Iscovery or admitted into evidence in a Federal or State court

\)Qproceedmg considered for other purposes in an action for damages arising from any
occurren@ Iocatlo identified or addressed in such reports...” This information is also
prot y 23 USC&@ (discovery and admission as evidence of certain reports and surveys).

&
Q
%‘\’Q
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pes R &
Attachment 1: General Listing of Prejgcts (%)
20 > 9 O

Improvement Output @~ Relatiapship to SHSP. ¥ @66
Project Category : : Cost N\ PRe: >
(see Attachment 2) (i.e. #, miles) Q@‘ Empham%@)ea Stl@\ay @{O

o> o N R

o PN O A >

10
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c‘z’b

Highway Safety Improvement Project Categories %Q

Attachment 2: Highway Safety Improvement Categories

€>

(Source: 23 CFR 924)
@
While a single project may consist of multiple project types, each pr hould be ‘aaﬁgned to
only one category. The category chosen should align with the primar rpose oft
(1) An intersection safety improvement project @6 %0 %Q
(2) Pavement and shoulder widening 6 é

(3) Installation of rumble strips or other warning devices @Q

(4) Installation of skid resistant surface at an intersectigihor other Io@% with a hi@%quency keg

of crashes

(5) An improvement for pedestrian or bicyclist s%}? or for the 3@1%/ of person@nth disabilj l@Q
*(6) Construction of any project for the elimination of hazar a railway- ay crossin t
is eligible for funding under 23 U.S.C. 1 @lncludlng aration or, ection of grades at
railway-highway crossings. & 8

*(7) Construction of railway-highw mstallatlorﬁg@nlghway-

0ssing safé'%/ feature, |ncI
railway grade crossing protective
*(8) The conduct of an effectiy, ic enforc@% activity at &llway hlgh@ crossing
(9) Construction of a traffi g featur
(10) Elimination of a roadside obstacle o
(11) Improvement of ighway signage pavement ings
(12) Installation ofsa@yTority contr tem for emf,gency vehlcleéat signalized intersections
(13) Installation a traffic control or other @arning dew%@n a location with high crash

potential QQ
A+ (14) Tra@ortatlon saf annlng %) &9
ve

"+(15 mentl collection and analysis of
(16) nlng |nte d mtero;zg(&e emerge mmunlcatlons equipment, operational

d5|de haz @b %\}'

k zone saf;

a;tlvmes or traff forcement vities (inclu Iaw enforcement assistance) relating to

N
Q
%Q’Q

%\)

Q’ traffic lanes for the safet Qroad users

orkers), and crash attenuators.
(18) ddition or fitting of s{ ures or other measures to eliminate or reduce crashes
inv g vehicles and wildlife

({% Installatlor@nd main%ﬁ& of signs (including fluorescent yellow-green signs) at

7) Installatiorrof guardra@%rrlers (lg@@ barriers between construction work zones and

Q@edestrlan -bi crossings In school zones.

*(21) Co tion and perational improvements on high risk rural roads. [Do not use for the
HRRRP n of the rep @
’\(Zzéhductmg ro@

’%Iude onwﬁo\y highway or high risk rural roads projects are funded with HSIP-type funds, NOT the set-

fety audits.

aside funds for, e programs. Projects implemented using the set-aside funds for these programs have separate

reporting % ents.

" These project categories should not be included in the HRRRP portion of the report. They are not considered
construction or operational improvements and therefore are not eligible for HRRR funds.

+ Describe in narrative

11

&”6
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