Highway Safety lnrproveinent
Program Reporting Requireme:is
Web Conference

FHWA Office of Safety

Jure 20, 2006




Meeting Agenda

* Welcome and conference «gerating procedures
o Overview of all 3 repocting reguirements

» Reiteration of spec.i*ic reportizig requirements by each lead
person followed by questicns and arswers.

Two ways to-participate In the d:scussion:
o Ask a.guestion-idring oren discussion (press *1).
o Submit yours guestior inrough the “chat” pod.



Presenters

e HSIP--Ken Epsteir&nd Leslie Wright
« Highway-Railw:y Crossings—Guan Xu
e 506 Report—Ed Rice



General Informatio:n

Guidance on each of the reporting requireivients
disseminated during April anc May

Guidance now or the Safewy Website
http://safety.fhwa.dot.gss/safete=:u

Request fcr Clearance by the Office of Management
and Budaet—60-nay Fedzral Register notice
publisied on May 4

Guidance wii be cerarinually monitored and updated
as we ga.vi additianial experience



Report Submeittal

 Reports are due antaally by August 31 to
Division Offices, =d to th:2 Office of Safety by

September 3C

o State Opticris—Thiree separate reports or
one repcit with.-three dizinct sections

o Electronic siiumission of reports



Protection from Discgvery and
Admission Inte £vidence

o 23 U.S.C. 8148(g)(4)-=Notwithstanding any other
provision of law, reports, susveys, schedules, lists,
or data compiled =r collesied for any purposes
directly relating to . . .«wne HSY- and 5% Reports]
... shall nt be sunject to-giscovery or
admittes into evidence i a Federal or State
court.j,roceesting or considered for other
purposes Inany action for damages arising
from anv occurreiice at a location identified or
addressed In.<uch reports, surveys,
schedules, iists, or other data



HSIP Repnit

» Section 148(g} and Séction 152(g)

 Purpos~ of report -- 1o assess whether
the EISIP Is siccompiishing its intended
purpose o reduie fatalities and serious
Injuries on pLblic roads



HSIP Repeit

 Report Contents [Sectioz 148(0)]

(1) Description of progress beingnade to tmplement
HSIP projects

(2) Assessment of the effeciiveness @1 the projects

(3) Description @i the extent to which the HSIP
Iprovements conirioute to:

(a) Revucing faialities
(b) keducing injuries AT
(c) Reducing craslies s /)
(d) Mitigating the consequences of crashes
(e) Reducing rail-highway crossing crashes




HSIP Repeit

e The report should 250 contain:

 Information on tne State’s High R::k Rural Roads
Program

o Relattonship 2©the HSIF projects to the State’s SHSP



Progress in Implemeniiing HSIP
Projects

Description of:
 HSIP funds ava:iable

 Number and genera: listing-of HSIP
projects stiitiated—how:they relate to the
State’s Strategic Higinway Safety Plan

 How proiccts are«.nosen for the HSIP



Assessment of the Effecliveness of
the Improvenrients

Demonstration of pregram effectiveness—
general informaticii and tr=nds
e Overview of genera! highwzy safety trends

o Descripticni of the overall effectiveness of
the HS?

o Summary ar the Figh Risk Rural Roads
program effectireness



Project Evaluation—How Iriprovements
contributed to speciiic geiis

« Addresses requirements from both SAFETEA-LU
and Section 152(g)

e QOverall purpose-—To determine:if the project
achieved Its @urpose



Project Evaluation

Information being reauested
 Location/identificr for.rroject

e Type of Improveme:its(s)— able provided
e Cost of 1n:provenient

e “Befor=" and“After’ crash results—Use 3
years of “heiore” and 3 years of “after” data

e Evaluation resuits—Benefit/Cost or other
methodoloay



Reporting on High Risk Rural
Roads Pregram

« HRRR report criteévia Is includes as a
section in the KISIP report guidance
— Basic program imriementziion information
— Method: used 1o select HRRR

— Detaiied infgymatioin-assessing the HRRRP
projects



HRRR Program
Implementation

 Based on the most recent compieted
State FY

— # and type or HRRIXP proiccts initiated
— HRRRF 1unds available



HRRR Selectionrocass

e With a compreherisive statewice crash
and roadway data sysiem
— Methodology usec
— Data us=d
o #fxtalities, #incapacitating injuries, etc.
“VMT, ADT, lahe miles, number of
vehicles eniering an intersection, etc.



HRRR Selectionrocass

» \WWorking towards-& comprehensive
statewide crask-and readway: data
system

— Interim NMethodelogy usea (data-based)

— Possilile interim data.used
o Hatalities, #incapacitating injuries of a defined
area

o “per capita” cata (registered vehicles, licensed
drivers, pcoaulation, etc.)



HRRR Selectionrocass

 Techniques used tc iadentify roadweay s with
projected increases in tradic voluraes that
cause a projecfed incr¢éase In.crash rates
exceeding the statewide avciage. [23 U.S.C.
§148(a)(%;(B)]

e Steps undervzy to Imgrove crash and
roaaway d=ta systems

— consizering aii public roads



Assessment of HRRRP
Project Effectiveness

 Present/describe.cvaluation data for
projects
— Location/identifier
— Federal “unctionés classcot roadway
— Type &t improvement
— Cost of Imiiovement
— “Before’ and “Afer” crash results
— Evaluation kesults



Rail-Highway Cross:iigs Report
Sections 130(g) and 148(c: |SAFETEA-LU Section
1401(d)]

Purpose of report - to assess whethatne program is
accomplishingats intenidzd purpose

Annual veport Is aue by August 31 each year to Division
Offices, to Office of Saf=ty by September 30

Biennial report dii= to Congress on April 1, 2006 and every
2 years thereaf:er



Section 130 Projects

e Purpose: Eliminate hazards of HRGX

* Project types
— Crossing Approach Imciovemer:s

— Crossing Warning-&:gn and Pavement Marking
Improvements

— Active Grade Crossing f.guipmens Installation/Upgrade
— Visibility finproverents

— Roadway Geometry Improvements

— Grade Crossing Elimination

— Crossing ‘rventory L*pdate



Rail-Highway Crossings Report
Report Contents

e General Program

— Overall efforts funded by Section 130 includiry total number
of projects and costs

— Status of data acqu'sition and analysis 2fforts and
expenditures;

— Total numbei Of public crossings within the State, including
type of cressing proction;

— Speci‘ic progran: emphasts areas; and

— Assessment <1 overall Section 130 program effectiveness.


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Number of projects undertaken and their distribution by cost range and nature of treatment

Effectiveness of improvements (“before” and “after” crash experience)

Recommendations for future implementation of the program




Rail-Highway Crossings Report

Report Contznts

* Project Metrics
— Location of projects;
— USDOT crossing fiumbers:
— FHWA roadwey’ functioriar classification;
— Crossing pratection fix., active; passive);
— Crossing type (e.g., vehicle..cedestrian, etc.);
— SpeciiiC projec: iype ana escription;
— Cost of proiect;
— Fundingypes (Se<ton 130 or other);
— Crash data
— Effectivenecs of prior year projects.



Railway-Highway Crossings P
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Rail-Highway Cross:iigs Report

o States can use up to 2% of thet; rail-
highway crossing funds to.compi'e‘and
analyze data for i1ie repaits required under
Section 130(4

< avwentory - Microsoll Inbernet Explorer
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“9% Repori”

» Mandated by Secticn 148(c)(1)(D:

e |s a condition to obtgating-annual HSIP
funds



“95% Repori”

 As part of their Strateq:c Highway Safety Plans,
States must have crasn data systems:capable of:

e ldentifying hazardous t-cations.cii all public roads;

 Establishiz:g the relative seveiity of those locations
using ciiteria deamed appraoyriate to the State, in terms
of crashes, Intries, fataliues, traffic volumes, and other

relsvant date.

* The purpose of ine HSIP Is to achieve a significant
reduction In uaffic fatalities and serious injuries
on public roads — Section 148(b)(2)



“95% Repori”

e The annual report siould then idestfy not
less than 5% of *liose e ations i the State
exhibiting the most ssvere safety needs.

o Purpose - tor2ise pubilc awareness of the
safety neexs and criallenges in the States



“5% Report”

 ltisrecognized that nct all States are ctirrently
able to i1dentify crasti locatiens on nen-State-
maintained roacs

o Current methodologywan be usza for the initial
report(s)

e The Guidar¢e recorsinends that States improve
their datasystems so that full public road coverage
can be achievea by 8/31/09



“95% Repori”

* Methodologies used kY the States shou!a'include
fatalities and serious injuriesand may ne based on
one or more of thx follow:iig:

* Frequencies

e Rates per.00 MVNMY

 Rates =r millio entering “ehicles (intersections)

o Rates per mils

 Fatal andscrious Iniary crashes as a % of total crashes
e Crash .gss (dollars)

o Other as idenn:tied by a State



“95% Repori”

 Number of locations i the report shou!< be:
« Commensurate witk the size ©f the Stace

e Reflect the locations the Siate DOT believes have the
greatest safety needs in:tiie State i raise public
awareness of these rieeds

e No minimum 2y maximum number of locations
can be recommendes-at this time

e Some exampits are presented in the Guidance



“95% Repori”

* The reports shall also incl:ue:

 Potential remediesaoi the iderfied
locations (in any of the “4E areas)

e Estimated costs of the remedies

* Impedimenrtsto implenientation other than
cost




“95% Repori”

 |tIs recommended thatine report subm:ssions
Include:

* The State’s methodolog'y used to-aetermine the
locations £uvill varyamong the States)

o Extent ¢t publicroad coveinge

o Schadule for uudating crash data system to full
coverage (icapplicaht2)

o Calencatyears us=d in the data analyses (most recent
3-5 years of data recommended)

 State contact person and/or office



“95% Repori”

o Sample tabular report farmat is irciuded 1 the
Guidance

» Reports will be inade a\vailable to the public on the
USDOT wei site - Gection 143(g)(3)(A)

e Reparis mustoe 508 compliant (any maps used
must have a text ecuivalent)



“95% Repori”

o States have much flexisility in determining their
locations with the nost severe safety-needs —
shouldn’t comp-re States” reports

* Most Fedzral-aic highway iunds can be used for
crash aatabase =nd analysis improvements

(refer to wiwvw.dottrec.gov/pages/funding.htm)



Thank Youi

(uestions?
Sugyestieus??

Troughts???
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