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Introduction

New Hampshireds Regional Pl anning Commi
in 1969 as advisory bodies formed voluntarily by member communities. The
Rockingham Planning Commission (RPC) was created in 1981 from the merger of
two smaller commissions. RegiahPlanning Commissions provide technical
planning assistance to communities, promote regional cooperation, and conduct
planning in areas such as transportation, land use, water resources, housing,
economic development, and emergency management. The RPGaserned by

a Board of Commissioners, consisting wblunteer representatives appointed by

the 27 member communities' Planning Boards and Boards of Selectmen or

City Councils.

The Commi ssion®ds r egi @Rockinghans Cosnty sommdnitie? in Sautheadt Meev 3
Hampshire. Communities in the RPC region include Atkinson, Brentwood, Danville, East Kingston, Epping,
Exeter, Fremont, Greenland, Hampstead, Hampton, Hampton Falls, Kensington, Kingston, New Castle,
Newfields, Newington, Newton, North Hampton, Plaistow, Portsmouth, Raymond, Rye, Salem, Sandown,

Seabrook, South Hampton, and Stratham. The region has a total population of approximately 196,100. All
roadways excluding interstates in this region total approximately 1,985 miles.

The RPCis dedicated to enhancing transportation safety with the goal of eliminating deaths and serious
injuries from crashesby 2050. Thisplan outlines the transportation risks, safety data, and strategies for
improving safety across the region. Implementing this plan will enhance transportation safety for
residents and visitors alike. Developed with input from various safety partners and stakeholders, this
Safety Action Plan represents a continuous effort to make safety improvements. The ultimate goal of this
plan is to achieve zero deaths and serious injuries on our roadways.

As dated in the R P C2050 Long Range Transportation Plan, safe travel for all road
users in everyday and emergency scenar
transportation system.

What is a Safety Action Plan?

The Safe Streets and Roads for All (SS4A) grant program, established as part of the Bipartisan
Infrastructure Law (BIL) in 2022, allocates $5 billion over five years (2022026) to support regional, local,
and tribal initiatives aimed at preventing serious injuries and fatalities from roadway crashes. This funding
can be used to develop Safety Action Plans or implement project proposals outlined in such plans.

A Safety Action Plan is a strategic roadmap designed to enhance safety within a community or
organization by identifying risks and outlining specific measures to mitigate them. It begins with a
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thorough assessment and analysis of potential hazards, gathering data on crashes and neammisses, and
incorporating input from stakeholders to understand safety concerns comprehensively.

The plan sets clear safety objectives and establishes performance indicators to measure progress. It details
actionable steps, such as infrastructure improvements, policy changes, trainingprograms, and public
awareness campaigns, all within defined timelines. Roles and responsibilities are clearly assigned to ensure
coordination and accountability. The plan's execution is continuously monitored to stay on track, with
regular performance evaluations to measure effectiveness. Periodic reviews allow for adjustments based

on feedback and evolving circumstances.

Need for a Safety Action Plan

Southeastern New Hampshire has a robust highway network that has been strategically developed to
support the region's high quality of life, strong economy, and distinct community character. Significant
investments continue to be made in maintaining and improving infrastructure systems to support both
communities and businesses and enhance transportation networks to ensure efficient and reliable
connectivity across the region. In recent years,the region has begun to focus on increasing non-
motorized and public transportation options to help residents adapt to the high cost of energy and to
provide alternatives to private vehicle use. This effort aims toimprove safety, reduce traffic congestion,
lower emissions, and improve overall accessibility.

The Rockingham Planning Commissionis dedicated to eliminating fatalities and serious injuries on the
roadway network. However, progress on improving transportation safety in the region has been limited,
and people of all ages and abilities continue to be killed and seriously injured in roadway crashes.A first
step in eliminating fatalities and serious injuries is to conduct a regional safety analysisto better
understand the patterns and trends behind the 22,105 crashes282 serious injuries, and 65 fatalities that
occurred in the region in recent years Understanding the data highlights the critical need for
interventions in areas such as distracted and impaired driving, intersection safety, and protection for
vulnerable road users like pedestrians and motorcyclists. The analysis underscores the importance of
addressing specific groups, including older and teenage drivers, to enhance overall road safety in the
region. The Safety Action Planpulls together the analysis and appropriate strategies into a cohesive
framework that helps the RPCand the local communities identify priorities and facilitate system
improvements that help reach the goal of zero fatalities and serious injuries in the region.

Safe System Approach

The Safe System Approach is a holistic and comprehensive strategy for road safety that aims to reduce
the risk of severe injuries and fatalities from road traffic crashes. It is based on the understanding that
while human error is inevitable, road traffic fatalities and serious injuries are not. It works by building and
reinforcing multiple layers of protection to both prevent crashes from happening in the first place and
minimize the harm caused to those involved when crashes do occur.

Six Principles form the basis of the Approach:

y Deaths and serious injuries are unacceptableand the elimination of crashes that result in death
and serious injuries should be prioritized.

12



Y Humans make mistakesand the transportation system should be designed and operated to
accommodate certain types and levels of human mistakes and avoid death and serious injuries
when a crash occurs.

Yy Humans are vulnerableand the transportation system should be designed and operated in a
manner that accommodates physical human vulnerabilities.

Yy Safety is proactiveand tools are available to help prevent crashes rather thanreacting only when
they occur.

Y Redundancy is crucialand risk can be reduced by strengthening the system so that when one part
fails other parts still protect people.

Y Responsibility is sharedand all stakeholders are vital to preventing fatalities and serious injuries.
The Five Elements that form the Safe System address every aspect of crash risk:

Yy Safe Speedsd promote safer speeds in all roadway environments through context appropriate
design, education, and enforcement.

y Safe Roadsd design roadways to mitigate human mistakes and encourage safer behaviors.

y  Safe Peopled encourage responsible driving and behavior by people who use the roadways.

Yy Post-Crash Cared Expedite access topost-crash emergency medical careand ensure a safe
working environment for emergency responders.

y  Safe Vehiclesd Expand availability of vehicle systems and features thathelp prevent crashes and

minimize the impacts of crashes on occupants and non-occupants.

S
SPONSiB1, 7y 15 SHARE®

Fi gdreSafe System Approach Wheel ( FHWA)
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Safety for All

Essential to the mission of the RPC is to ensure that
The RPC 2023 Regional Housing Needs Assessment, 2050 L
Coordinated Human ServicesvRIramual Icoiminemtitfiysamaed kiughl

face different transportation safety impacts due to fa
For example, c¢crash data analysis for the Safety Action
involved in significantly more crashes than younger dr
drivers can be a barvreirgrd atyo deasftdInyatd mmess sihmgpueghout t he
future trends in transportation |ike the continuing in
greater risk to pedestrians, especially icshiolndr eamndwho a
people with disabilities. By understanding the demogr a
transportation issues, more strategic and effective pl
| mproving safety outcomes for eveRBdsnegoanl tohfe ernehgai nocni nag
access to jobs, education, healthcare, recreation, com
transportation opti onsRPaSrter iav ekse yt op arretd uocfe hcoows tt hbeur den s
opportunities for all households in the region.

The Justice40 Initiative and ETC Explorer

The now-rescinded Justice40 Initiative waslaunched in 2021 to confront and rectify decades of
underinvestment in disadvantaged communities by channeling resources to those most affected by
climate change, pollution, and environmental hazards. To help guide resources to these disadvantaged
communities, the Equitable Transportation Community (ETC) Explorer had been developed as part of the
Justice40 Initiative to evaluate Census Tracts nationally in the following metrics: Transportation Insecurity,
Health Vulnerability, Environmental Burden, Social Vulnerability, and Climate and Disaster Risk Burden.
The ETC Explorer was utilized as part of the equity assessment of this Plan to identify the disadvantaged
communities within the RPCregion.

The process of evaluating Transportation Insecurity, Health Vulnerability, Environmental Burden, Social
Vulnerability, and Climate and Disaster Risk Burden involves summing ranked normalized indicators for
each component to generate a composite score. This composite score for each component is then
percentile-ranked against all other census tracts, both nationally and statewide, through USDOT's
National Results and State Results dashboards, respectively.

Census tracts are rated from 0% to 100%, with 0% indicating the least disadvantaged and 100% the most.
A census tract is deemed disadvantaged if its overall index score places it at or above the 65th percentile,
a cutoff chosen for consistency with the Climate and Economic Justice Screening Tool (CEJST). This
percentile threshold was validated through sensitivity analyses for its appropriateness in the Equitable
Transportation Community (ETC) Explorer.

To generate an Overall Score, the ranked Component Scores are summed, with Transportation Insecurity
given double weight based on feedback from the Request for Information (RFI) process and further
sensitivity analyses. This Overall Score is then percenttranked again to produce the Final Index Score,
allowing a comparative assessment of each census tract's overall disadvantage both nationally and
statewide.
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This methodology provides comprehensive insights into the interplay of various factors contributing to
transportation disadvantage. It offers flexibility in qualifying tracts as disadvantaged and assesses
cumulative impactsfi combined environmental, social, or economic effects that can be more significant
collectively than individually. By focusing on cumulative impacts, communities facing the highest
combined burdens can be identified, thereby enabling more targeted and bene ficial funding for projects
in those areas.
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Vision, Mission, & Goal

Vision
By employing a comprehensive and systematic approach, we imifilement

data-drivenand proven safety measuret® reduce crash risks for all road usens
the RPC region.

Mission
Encourage and maintain cooperation among private and public stakeholders in
implementing the 4 E's strategiéseducation, enforcement, engineering, and

emergency responsi to cultivate a safety culture where even one death on RPC
region roadways is unacceplsde.

Goal

Reduce the number of fatalities and serious injuriag 50% by 2035, working
toward O by 2050.

16



Safety Action Plan Approach

RPCimplemented the FHWA Local Road SafetyPlan (LRSP) process to develop the Safety Action Plahis
approach is a FHWA Proven Safety Countermeasure.

Stakeholder Identification

During this phase of the planning process, the RPC identified additional stakeholders, such as the RPC
TAC committee and focus group members, to inform the plan. The leadership team simultaneously
pinpointed further data and research topics and developed a vision statement to articulate the local safety
culture and desired outcomes for the plan.

ARTH
Local Road Identify Stakeholders P
Safety Plans: 8 @® ® &
Your Map fo Safer Roadways o LR ems  Hected

No matter what your resources, a Local
Road Safety Plan will guide you to
data-driven solutions and safer roads.

hitps://safety.fhwa.dot.gev/provencountermeasures/local_road/

Chevron signs Choose Proven Solutions

@ © © @ | - - - - - -

crashes by 25%.
Chewvrons  Roundabouts E,;ggmm Crosswalks

( Use Safety Data
Je % “ In 2017, over
l Lot . = 50% of fataliies
occurred on rural
( Crashes .PMIIIE;;GI\C. m vmm roads, but just 19%
of Americans live

in rural areas.

s | A

Educafion & Caopfial Maintenance
Enforcement ts Work

More than
75% of all roads
are maintained
by local
agencies.

Le*

Fi grel nfographic showSafglttvhe (bR&P) Rpamdcess (F|

Help Get People Home Safely

.
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Public Engagement and Data Analysis

Data on reported crashes were analyzed to identify hot spots for historic traffic crashes. Further analysisof
these crasheswas completed to determine the risk factors most closely correlated with crashes resulting
in serious injuries and fatalities. Current local and regional plans and policies were reviewed to identify
local roadway safety priorities projects. Community input was gathered to incorporate the lived
experiences of residents,social service providers,workers, and travelersusing various modesin the RPC
region and surrounding areas.

Determin ing Safety Priorities and Emphasis Areas

The results of data analysis and community input were summarized to identify specific safety issues and to
establish prioritized safety countermeasure recommendations based on road classification. The analysis of
crash types and emphasis areas revealed pderns and behaviors that can be addressed through a
comprehensive approach, incorporating engineering, enforcement, education, and emergency response.

Identify ing Strategies and Projects

Strategies weredeveloped by combining public input from the Safety Action Plan survey and focus
groups with the data analysismentioned above, and integration of appropriate elements from the Safe
Systems Approach Page 11)

Evidence based safety countermeasures for engineering and infrastructure formed the primary set of
strategies, following procedures like the Road Safety Audit method. The recommended strategies were
further shaped and refined Specific actions were identified for each strategy to create an implementation
framework. Action items were prioritized for execution in Priority Focus Areas and along the High Injury
Network. This plan will be used to refine strategies and develop specific projects, timelines, and cost
estimates.

Plan Implementation

The actions outlined in this plan are strategically aligned for potential funding through the NHDOT
Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP), federatliscretionary grants such as the Safe Streets for All
program, and other state and federal funding sources. Implementing these projects will require ongoing
coordination between the RPGNHDOT,RPC member communities and other partners.

Future Plan Updates and Evaluation

This plan incorporates performance metrics to monitor ongoing and continuous implementation efforts.
These metrics are centered on reducing or eliminating serious injuries and fatalities from roadway crashes.
They rely on traditional data sources such as eported crashes, supplemented by gathering additional data
such as near misses and insights from the experiences of the region residens. Updating this plan every
five years is essential to align with the latest New Hampshire Strategic Highway Safety Plan(SHSP,2 new
federal and state funding opportunities, and evolving traffic safety issues and priorities.

22022-2026 New Hampshire Strategic Highway Safety Planhttps://www.dot.nh.gov/sites/g/files/enhbemt811/files/inline -
documents/strategic - highway- safety-plan-2022-2026.pdf
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Outreach Efforts

The RPCused several methods of outreach to involve the public in the development of the Safety Action
Plan. A dedicated page on the platform Public Input was created, consisting of an online survey and
interactive input map . The RPC alsoorganized a sequence of meetings with the projectd Steering
Committee, the New Hampshire RPCTransportation Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) and focus
group meetings with key stakeholders.Focus groupsfor the plan included bicyclists, motorcyclists, and
social serviceprofessionals who serve people disproportionately impacted by crash injuries and fatalities,
such as olderadults.

The collective feedback from these meetings guided the project team's development of a series of
recommendations aimed at improving local roadway safety. The contributions from the general public ,
primarily expressed through the online survey, were critical in capturing a detailed understanding of local
experiences and priorities. This engagement was especially valuables it facilitated input from individuals
with disabilities, parents of young children, and those lacking access to private motor vehicles. These
groups are often underrepresented in public involvement processes, but offer unique perspectiveson
roadway safety.

Focus Group Meetings

Three focus-group meetings were conducted to gather input from plan stakeholders. RPC stafffacilitated
detailed discussions with motorists, pedestrians, bicyclists, motorcyclists, and social service providers
located neart he r e gi oovérall craslahotgmotsin Portsmouth.

The primary objectives of the meetings were to review the Safety Action Plan approach andgain insight
on public concerns about local roadway safety. The feedback obtained from these meetings was
integrated with the results from the Public Survey.

Public Webpage

For the Roadway Safety Action Plans, a web page was developed and hosted on the Strafford Regional

Pl anning Commi ssionds website to provide comprehensive
Plans. This page includes an overview of the Roadway SafgtAction Plans and background on the funding

sourcef USDOT&8s SS4A pr ogr am. thabpresgntedsdataven faml andrseridus injueyd

crashes over the past five years for each of the four MPOs, based on information from the New Hampshire

Department of Transportation. Additionally, the page features details regarding stakeholder and

committee meetings. Tohel p communi ty members understand the plano
the Safe System Approach to transportation safety and

Public Survey

A critical engagement tool used for the Roadway Safety Action Plan included an online survey. The survey
featured questions that asked participants to help the project team better understand t he publ i ¢ 8 s
experiences when walking, driving, bicycling, or using a mobility device within the four Metropolitan

Planning Organization regions in New Hampshire. The survey wagublished and advertised on June 7,

2024, and was open until July 16, 2024 The survey garneredjust over 1,000 responses.
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Respondents were asked to provide information on their demographics, their typical modes of
transportation, and how safe they feel while using different modes of transportation. The survey also
included questions about their top road safety concerns related to driver behavior and road conditions, as
well as space for respondents to suggest potential safety improvements and share specific safety
concerns. A full list of the questions and summary of the answers is available in AppendixA.

In addition to the questions, respondents had the option to add markers to an interactive map to

highlight locations within each MPO region where they feel unsafe using specific modes of transportation
and ideas where they would like to see safety improvements. Suggestions for potential improvements
included road maintenance and condition, pedestrian-friendly infrastructure, expanding bike lanes,
addressing traffic congestion, enhancing public transportation, better signage and pavement markings, or
other infrastructure ideas provided by respondents. A total of 1007 individuals completed the online
survey, with just over 1,700 markers expressing safety concerns and/or ideas for improvements, as shown
in Figures 3-6.

Of the 1,729 individual markers placed:
1 809 (47%) related to motor vehicle safety concerns
1 425 (25%) for pedestrian safety
1 334 (19%) for bicycle safety
)l

161 (9%) were in the other safety improvement category
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Legend

D RPC Boundary

Motor Vehicle Safety
® Improvement Request

{ Rockingham

Fi gB8r eMap of Motor Vehicle Safety I mprovement Requests

Some key t akeanwayosr fuaeofnedtiyheeq unecs tuideen s

1 Dangerous Intersections: Survey respondentsindicated that intersections in the region can feel
dangerous due to poor visibility, high speeds, and confusing layouts.

1 Speeding Issues: Speeding was one of the most common concerns among the public input
received. Respondents suggestd reducing speed limits and increasng patrolling of high -speed
crashlocations and implementing traffic calming measures such as speed bumps andmedians.

1 Traffic Signal Improvements: The responses from public outreach showed support for better
traffic signal synchronization and the addition of new traffic signals at busy intersections to
improve traffic flow and safety.

1 Roundabouts: Several respondents suggesed adding or improving existing roundabouts to
reduce intersection crashesrelated to human error and reduce congestion.

i Signage Improvements: Better signage is needed to guide drivers, especially at confusing
intersections and traffic circles. Improved signage can help reduce accidents and improve traffic
flow.
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Visibility Issues: Poor visibility due to overgrown vegetation, parked cars, and inadequate
lighting is a common concern among the public. Respondents suggesed trimming vegetation,
improving lighting, and removing or relocating parking spacesaway from intersections and
crosswalksto enhance sightlines.

Road Maintenance: roads in poor condition as apotential safety hazard. Roads and bridges in
need of maintenance can result in crashesand related public safety concerns.

Enforcement of Traffic Laws: Public input received for the plan indicated a need for better
enforcement of traffic laws, including speed limit enforcement, yielding to pedestrians, and
obeying traffic signals. Increased police presence and the use of traffic cameras are suggested to
deter violations.
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Legend
] rec Boundary

Pedestrian Safety
®  nprovement Request

Fi gdr eMap of Pedestrian Safety I mprovement Requests fr
Some key takeaways from the pedestrian input include:

T Need for More QQrhegswdlsksa significant demand for ad
areasnhance pedestrian safety.

T I mproved Sidewal ks, Winter Maint enanRees,p oanndde nAtcsc e s s i
emphasized t he-mae end afi mre db esti tdeerwal ks, including addr
existing pathways, and ensuring ADA compliance. Fur
during winter is crucial formpaedsashblre achue atfe®tgnova sa
Addi titomeand ywas freqeehmhancehgraccessobility for i nd
di sabilities which includessidetwal kengreunhvi gmps$ ec
wheel chairs.

T Better Ligmproged | ight i mgldatki capdsebgiaonsi dewal ks
common request to ensure pedestrian visibility and
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T Traffic Cal mingwdensuslutrceasl les f or i mplementing traffi

such as speed bumps, narrower roads, armndadsedft eri gh ¢
pedesaciiawnity

1T Pedestrian SignalBnhpadedtgmiaggre si gnal s, including c
flashing signs, are needed to make crossing streets

T Addressing DangerouSpéatkbreechtensections have beer
dangerous for pedestr imondd fircexdeidcrsiinggn.i mmedi at e

T Enforcement of: TBeatftfarc emfwsr cement of d@xitosmriedg tr af f
rulespeed | i miandnyioeglckimmeqptt,o pedestrians at crossw
pedestrian safety.

Legend

D RPC Boundary

Bicycle Safety
Improvement Request

FigbrMap of Bicycle Safety | mprovement Requests
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Other Safety
®  provement Request

Rockingham

FigborMap of Other Safety I mprovement Requests fr

Some

f
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Traffic Signal SAdgjguessttmeongssoini ¢ lgwde ng traffic signal
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pedestrians amtlo bd cpadwatys hazarcongreasltatoemd t o

Speed CRespoihdents exprlesscedr ssppedtefhbDor cement anc
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Existing Efforts

2022-2026 New Hampshire Strategic Highway Safety Plan

The New Hampshire Strategic Highway Safety Plar(SHSP)s an integral component of the State's
Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP). This Federahid program utilizes funds to implement
strategies and countermeasures aimed at reducing fatalities and serious injuries on all public roads. Each
State receives HSIP funding and develops a reportto indicate how the money will be used on

infrastructure related projects that align with

The RPC Safety Action plan follows grocess similar to the data-driven and multidisciplinary effort to
develop the SHSP. In both plans, safety is the top focus, and both haveemphasis areas outlining the key
crash types and risls, listing specific strategies for addressing the safety problems. Both approaches use
the Safe System approach.Through this comprehensive approach, New Hampshire aims to create a safer,

more sustainable transportation environment that protects all road users and supports the state's vision
of zero traffic-related fatalities and serious injuries.

SHSPCritical Emphasis Areas (CEAS)

D&

@

Ol

Intersections & The junction of two or
more roadways.

Roadway Departure 0 Crashes
involving drivers drifting out of their
lanes into opposing traffic or off the
roadway.

Distracted Driving 9 Any non-driving
activity that a person engages in while
driving that causes inattentiveness or
distracts them from the primary task of
driving. Four main types of distraction
are visual, manual, cognitive, and
drowsiness.

Impaired Driving & Driving under the
influence of alcohol and/or drugs.

Speed and Aggressive Driving o
Speeding is driving above speed
reasonable and proper for the roadway
conditions.

3 New Hampshire 2022-2026 Strategic Highway Safety Plan

28

Vehicle Occupant Protection & Vehicle
occupant protection is the proper use of
seat belts, child safety restraints, and
other vehicle safety features that help to
avoid or reduce the severity of injuries
that might result from a crash.

Older Drivers & Crashes involving
drivers aged 65 and older.

Teen Traffic Safety & Crashes involving
drivers 18 and under.

Vulnerable Roadway Users

(Motorized) & Crashes involving
motorcyclists or other motorized
vulnerable roadway users (i.e., scooters
or Off-Highway Recreational Vehicles
[OHRVS]).

Vulnerable Roadway Users (Non -
Motorized) & Crashes involving
pedestrians (including wheelchair users),
bicyclists, and e-bikes.

t

he

SH



Local, Regional, and State Plans

Local, regional, and state transportation plans were reviewed for relevance to roadway safety and
alignment with Safety Action plan goals and strategies. Plans reviewed included thefollowing:

State Plan Summaries

2022-2026 New Hampshire Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP)
The 200226 New Hampshire Strategic Highway Safety Pl an (

achieving zero fatalities and serious injuries on stat
preventing roadway depattactsd amd iminpaigaed ndgr idvi ng t h
stricter enforcement. The plan also addresses speed ma
i mprovements for vulnerable road users | ikewpedestrian
l ocal , regional, and national entities is essential, a
engagement. The SHSHréemphasbhdagptabtdatapproach for depl

interventions and enhankingroegdenaad vafealhl eff oamswor
action plans by advocating f-of skriaoeiasi basgdi nhedaént ia
devel ops targeted strategies for each creietdiscale nesmph angi
continuous i mprovement through regular reviews and upd

2022 New Hampshire Highway Safety Plan (HSP)

The New Hampshire Highway Safety Plan (HSP) is a detai
road users in the state. This plan builds on previous
met hodol ogies to address ¢tuveenpt PHOaeivel ppeldablyen dhes Ne fnf
of Highway Safety, the plan targets key issues such as
citing increasasednfapaeédti es and i mpaired droiving inc
address these issues, the HSIP combines education, enf
public awareness campaigns, stricter penalties, increa
The pl an r elriievse no ihadkad teagloohcoatael resources effectively, m
interventions, and make necessary adjustments. Coll abo
organi zations and community involvement is emphasized
Ovreal |l , the HSP provides a thorough framework to i mpr o)

environment statewi de.

2023 New Hampshire Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan
The 2023 New Hampshire Bicycle and Pedestrian Pl an out

enhancing the safety and accessibility of active trans
efforts, the plan integrategirce dHommevadatSiadred yf Pdmant {e&H
make all modes of travel, including biking and wal king
and abilities. Key el ements include addressing pedestr
roadgwd atal itief20deOhlwaeroai 891bnfrastructure, and promot.
Streets in various communities. The plan also stresses
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facilities and addressing gaps in the sidewalk infrast
transportation options. Through these measures, the st
environment for pedestrians and cyclists.

2023 New Hampshire Vulnerable Road User Safety Assessment (VRUSA)
The 2023 New Hampshire Vulnerable Road User Safety Ass

on enhancing the safety of pedestrians and bicyclists
of New Hampshire's Hi ghw®&y ogafaent mnldmprowmameé |y ai ms to
number of fatal and serious crashes i4qvolveinn@antahegse svu
Mandated by federal guideldiine%, atkasVBU8Apiropotsiesi ¢arly
andnterventions to address these risks. Key actions in
awareness, and fostering collaborations among various
national organizations. Thet assegsmempraVemeempandi aéa
on ongoing data collection and feedback, ensuring that

safer -mMotononet s.

2024 New Hampshire HSIP Implementation Plan
The 2024 New Hampshire Highway Shimpt gmé mpaitsvemeREt aRProg

targeted initiative mandated due to the state's failur
202 1t focuses on critical areas such as reducing fata
especially vulnerable road users I|-dkievprdeftoitass RBade!
the New Hampshire DeparNHIR@OT) ,0ft hfTe amisproritratt e egmat(es st r e
educat iemf orcement, and engineering solutions to addres
i mpaired driving, and inadequate seatblkempl emagtat Empha
Plamvolves partnerships with | ocal, regional, and nati
share best practices. This comprehensive approach ensu

updates and feedback based on emerging data.

Local & Regional Plan Summaries

2015 Rockingham Planning Commission Regional Master Plan
The 2015 Rockingham Pl anning Commi ssion (RPC) Regional

framework for the region's development, with a signifi
section addresses sever alsuccrhi taisc all iigsnsiuegs |anmd tcehda Ifli enmagn
the growing needs of the transportation network. The p
and modernization of the existing transportation syste
efficyi. eley safety takeaways include the i mplementation
road infrastructure, and devel opment of pedestrian and
motorized users. The plan aétbemémt egsatresth@dtmplteteet St
for safe use by all, regardless of age, ability, or mo
RPC aims to create a safer, more efficient, and sust ai
regional coll abbeamioesiahdehoag
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2050 Long Range Transportation Plan
Th2e6ALonRkjange Transportation Plan (LRTP) developed by t|

federally mandated planning document that outlines sig
i mprovements for the next 25 yeatrAseaCovdari hRTPrhaddetesas
areas including automotive, transit, bicycle, pedestri
goals, strategies for achieving them, and pdrfwvemance
anaslis and continuous public involvement, the LRTP prio
connectivity, safety, and sustainability. Compliance w
ensures the plan integrranegisordlf eznd vedtyi ovmalh tor amsdpor t
focusing on |l and use coordination, multimodal connect.
devel op a comprehensive and resilient transportation n
andiipates future needs.

2025-2028 Rockingham Planning Commission Transportation

Improvement Program (TIP)

Th20522 08Rocki ngham Pl anning Commi ssion Transportation [
structuryaar mudittii ati ve that presents a prioritized | i ¢
i mpl ementation within the Metropoluirt &re drRlrand RiDRg c@r g ayreia
208 . This TI P was Mdrfditi BD 2ayn da diosp tdeedv eddnope dRPEG| | aborati

regional transit agencies, and the New Hampshire Depar
focuses on addressangpoegabnon needs through projects
safety, and infrastructure for various transportation
pedestrian paths. | L oalgi Riarsagnes pt chr tt dhiRiPr afldeem dher es t o
regul ations, ensuring consistency and coordination wit
Program (STI P) . Regul ar amendments and updates are inc

regul atory comgl ibyncemmumnppgogrtasnd st akehol der engagemen
responsiveness to the region's dynamic transportation

Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP)
The Uni fied Planning Work Program (PURWR) nogf Orhgea nRazcakiino

outlines the planning prioriteiaecsshwapoar tdekisodco-thbhey 20arde
2025)emphasi zing a unified approach to transportation p
Cooperative, Comprehensive) metropolitan planning proc
Metropolitan Planning Rules. Thamdocumehtasevpelcabl esf ahn
achieve these objectives, providing a comprélhensieve ov
MPO, prioritizing projects, and ensuring the devel opme
transportation network. It integrates planning efforts
community stakeholders, tberabyohoasndriaddreegiagabotal

transportation needs.
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Data Analysis

Background

This Safety dActhigomd aPlaamniasd ysis that identified when, w
the Rockingham Pl d RPiC8 giF@w ami, ssieom ous injury,andi nor i n
property damage only crashes weneNRa#f atnpadeht whatcadht he per
managed by the Department of Motor Vehiclesd DMV VI SIO
was distributed to t.heTlendbsatlada andu rfoea famralfyastiasl cr ashe:
mai ntained Fatality Ana)ysis Reporting System (FARS

For the devel opment of RPh&n aSayfzeetdy icAdcetsitoini ghtl magn ,whtehne, wh €
how crashes in theBRP&Enmkgkzbngoccashedata from 2018 to
crapaht tendsttaemimsi desafety plTéhnmsi magn adfyfsarst si.ncl udes al |l
mi nor incidents to those resulting in serious injuries

Data sources include the Department of Motor Vehicl esbd
no-fiiat al crashes and the federally maintained Fatality
This Safety Action Pllae mpmos$bo8te emrmestcdrimisthieess ,wistehr itous i
mi nor itmj wruiiedle safetgcbmmeodaBgobnbi gning with the emph
outlined 42 2t6h&Ne2w0O Hampshire Strai( SiSPRACghwayofrBestiet yt B
on hiimgmact | ocations, porti moesngandwardgrambosroadway ¢
coordinated approadrrsnupgpadt oft ke ilmomating traffic fat
the region by 2050.

Key Findings

During -yeer fpgeiod from 2018 to 2022, the RPC region e

severity and contributing factors. There were 65 fatal
causing minor injuriesalDespbshesaduedogtRR0-809fj ncbonci di
restrictions, the number of serious injury crashes rem
volumes may have | ed to higher speeds and more severe

resuwl tiinnfatalities or injuries increased from 11% in 2
safety concendi ¢t data¢sdatbaway departures, speed, aggress
occupant protection were significant factors in fatal

i

nterventions.

The emphasis area analysis further identified key fact
Di stracted Driving, and Occupant Protection as the mos
Vul nerabl e Motorized Users V(ummtearadvadl cdsd mendd Uwsoeresd s() b iam)
and pedestrians) had the highest rates of fatal, serio
These findings emphasize the critical need for strateg
speiedg and aggressive driving, especially among vul ner ¢
bet ween different emphasis areas, such as impaired dri
nature of crash causation. iMmMpdoeesi ngatdhdesiigasyesgnthian
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enforcement, and public education could significantly
crashes by 50% by 2035, and achieve the ultimate goal

General Trends

During the 5-year period from 2018 to 2022, there were 65 fatal crashes 282 crashes resulting in serious
injury, and 2,270 minor injury crashes in the RPCregion. F i g @ shews the trend of fatal, serious, and
minor injury crashes.

500 ;71 ; . %
400 % % 369 s %
% / Z % / m Fatal Crashes
300 % % % % % & Serious Injury Crashes
200 % % % / % # Minor Injury Crashes
100 L % 56 % 60 % . 58 % . 62 %
. ) B B 0 0
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Tablsehows the total number of @&fratsdle,s @erioswss liervjedrsy ,0fm
possible injury, anidToptreolp ecrrtays hdeasmargeeacomndddy a | ow i n 2020C
COVIil® related restrictions. However, the decrease in t
serious injdwriaeag. -ylemesf petrbedsecond highest total for s
recorded in 2020. A potenti al reason is that as traffi
drive faster, leading to mor e esaav erea iiondj wret OB, 2Mels® a
overall percentage of crashes that®i nesahsed each fatal
11% of crashes resulted in fatality, serious injury, o
tol3. 3%.

Tabl:e Crash Totals by Severity

Crash Sever| 2018 Row Total
Fatal 17 9 9 14 16 65
Serious Injury 46 56 60 58 62 282
Minor Injury 471 505 369 417 508 2,270
Possible Injury 192 218 191 168 187 956
Property Damage Only 4,135 4,312 3,036 3,425 3,624 18,532

Column Total

KABCO Injury Severity Scale
W O
.I‘ Y
H ® ®
K A B C (0]
Fatal Serious Minor Possible No Apparent
injury Injury Injury Injury Injury

4 Victims who suffer a serious or minor injury experience broken bones, severe or medium bleeding, unconsciousness, and
dislocations. Possible injury involves minimum bleeding, scrapes, and/or bruises. Source KABCO Injury Classification Scale@n
Definition s 8 FHWA (chrome-extension://efaidnbmnnnibpcajpcglclefindmkaj/https://highways.dot.gov/media/20141 ).

5 The KABCO scale is a functional measure of the injury severity for any person involved in the crash. 4katal Injury, A-Suspected
Serious Injury, BSuspected Minor Injury, GPossible Injury, and GNo Apparent Injury
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Emphasis Area Analysis

Table 2 shows the total crashes recorded in the region during the 5-year period from 2018-2022. The

emphasis areas are the primary factors involved in New Hampshire crashes as identified ithe SHSP.SHSP

emphasis areas are listed asrows and broken down by injury severity as columns. Please note that the

columns do not add up to t he 08&6adskes @nofieh mmvolve muliiplet he col |
emphasis areas at onced for example, a crash involving a distracted driver who is speeding and driving

while impaired would involve three emphasis areas.

The three emphasis areas with the most crashes in the RPC were:

y  Older Drivers (4,514 crashes)
y Distracted Driving (4,341 crashes)
Yy Occupant Protection (2,387 crashes).

The O6Percent of Emphasi s ATable2: QRashsSeerityi by Emphasis AkkghBwsc o | u mn
the percent of total crashes for each emphasis area that resulted in a fatal (K), serious (A), or minor (B) injury.

The three emphasis areas with the highest occurrence of fatal, serious, and minor injuries are Vulnerable

Motorized Users & Motorcycles/Mopeds (60%), Vulnerable NonMotorized Users 0 Bikes/Pedestrians (57%),

and Speed and Aggressive Driving (28%).

Tab2e Crash Severity by Emphasis Area

SHSP Emphag FatiSeri« Mino| Possi Propel Percen Perce Row
Area Cr as (K) I'nju Inju|lnjury Damag Emphas of To Tot ¢
n=6%t (A) (B) n = 9 Onl(y0O) Ar ea KAB
n=28 n =2, n = 18 Resul ti
KAB

I ntersecti| 14 7 126 6 2 862 14 % 6 % 1, 01
Roadway De 38 54 298 115 1,40] 20% 15% |1, 9
Di stracted 4 44 527 217 3, 54¢ 13% 22% |4, 34
|l mpaired O 18 50 196 58 752 25% 10% |1, 0]
Speed and 26 17 81 12 300 28 % 5 % 436
Aggressi ve

Occupant 37 68 386 138 1, 75¢ 21 % 19% | 2, 3¢
Protection

Ol der Driyv 20 6 4 531 217 3, 687 14 % 24% |4, 5]
Teen Drive 5 11 224 82 1,747 12% 9 % 2, 0¢
and Younge

Vul nerable 16 77 240 48 176 6 0 % 13% | 557
Mot or i z edd

Mot orcycl €

Mopeds

Vul nerabl g 8 11 91 16 67 57 % 4 % 193
Mot or i z edad

Ped/ Bi kes
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The three emphasis areas that accounted for the greatest proportion of the 65 fatal crashes during the 5-
year period were:

1 Roadway Departure (38 crashes, 58%),
1 Speed and Aggressive Driving (26 crashes, 40%),
1 Occupant Protection (37 crashes, 57%).

Figure 8Error! Reference source not found. shows the crash severity outcomes for these three emphasis
areas. The largeproportion of fatal crashes versus nonfatal crashesindicate that crashes involving
roadway departures, speed, aggressive driving, and occupant protection aredisproportionately fatal . For
instance, Speed and Aggressive Driving was a factor in only 1% of nonfatal Roadway Departure crashes,
but 47% of fatal crashes Similarly, improper occupant protection was a factor in 12% of non-fatal

roadway departure crashes, but 47% of fatalcrashes This high level of overlap can be addressed through
recommended strategies identified in this plan. Countermeasure strategies that address these emphasis
areas can help make significant progress in reaching the target of a 50% reduction in fataland serious
injury crashes by 2035 and 0 fataland serious injury crashes by 2050.

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

58%

m Fatal (K)

m Serious Injury (A)

® Minor Injury (B)

8% m Possible Injury (C)
Property Damage Only (O)

Roadway Departure

40%

6%
4%
1%
2%

Speed and Aggressive Driving

57%

Occupant Protection

9%

Fi gB8rCa ash Severity by Emphasiwi tAr e@r & aotre sEtmpkracg
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Fi g®reCrash Severity Shthoe Bgm&mphagi Emphasai s Areas

Figure 9Error! Reference source not found.shows the remaining 7 emphasis areas. Teen Drivers are evenly
distributed across all crash severities, indicating that crashes related to Teen Drivers are not
overrepresented or underrepresented in any severity. Older Drivers are slightly overrepresented n fatal
crashes but are otherwise evenly distributed across nonfatal severities. Crashes involving bicyclists and
pedestrians (Vulnerable Non-Motorized Users) are overrepresented in fatal crashes, accounting for 12% of
fatal crashes, but 4% of serious andminor injury crashes. Vulnerable Motorized Usersd
Motorcycles/Mopeds are overrepresented in fatal and serious injury crashes, while Distracted Driving is
underrepresented in those crash severities. Gathering accurate data on Distracted Driving is difficlt, and

it is thus believed to be underreported as a contributing factor.

Emphasis Area Highlights

The foll owi ng denptoird raaifiahcgtholrisg hftosr t he f ol Il,owhng hf i ve en
represent the three with the highest proportion of fat
emphasi;s Roaedhway Departure, Occupant Protection, Speed
Mot ori zedMoWercycl es and MopedBot amidz Bli tgedh&ise aNan
Pedestrians.
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Roadway Departure

1 There were a total of 1,906 crashes involving a Roadway Departure during the Syear period.
38 (58%) of the 65 fatal crashes during the 5year period involved a Roadway Departure.
Approximately 20% of all Roadway Departure crashes resulted in a fatal, serious, or minor injury.
Of the 38 fatal Roadway Departure Crashes, 18 (47%) also involved Speed and Aggressive Driving.
13 (34%) of the 38 Roadway Departure crashes occurred on a curved roadway.
22 (58%) of the 38 Roadway Departure crashes occurred in dark lighting conditions.

= =4 =4 =4 =4

Occupant Protection

1 There were a total of 2,387 crashes involving improper Occupant Protection during the 5-year
period.

1 37 of the 65 fatal crashes (57%) during the Syear period involved improper occupant protection.
During the 5-year period, the average seat belt usage rate was 74% in New Hampshire, and 91%
Nationwide.

1 Approximately 21% of all Occupant Protection crashes resulted in a fatal, serious, or minor injury.

11 (30%) of the 37 fatal Occupant Protection crashes involved Impaired Driving
1 The rate of unbelted occupants is higher in the early morning hours (12:00 AM through 5:00 AM).

=

Speed and Aggressive Driving

1 There were 436 crashes involving Speed and Aggressive Driving during the Syear period.
26 (40%) of the 65 fatal crashes during the 5year period involved Speed and Aggressive Driving.
28% of Speed and Aggressive Driving Crashes resulted in a fatal, serious, or minor injury.
12 (46%) of the 26 fatal Speed and Aggressive Driving crashes also involved Impaired Driving.
62% of fatal crashes involving Speed and Aggressive Driving occurred in dark lighting conditions.
Lower traffic volumes in the late evening and early morning hours allow for drivers to reach
higher speeds, which leads to more severe injury outcomes in crases.

= =4 4 =4

5Seat Belt Use in 20225 NHTSA {ttps://crashstats.nhtsa.dot.gov/Api/Public/Publication/813487 )
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Percent of Crashes with an Unbelted Occupant, by Hour
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Vul nerabl e MéMororzeywclUseasd Mopeds

There were a total of 557 crashesinvolving a Vulnerable Motorized User during the 5 -year period.

16 (25%) of the 65 fatal crashes involved a Vulnerable Motorized User during the 5year period.

Approximately 60% of all Vulnerable Motorized User crashes resulted in a fatal, serious, or minor

injury. This is the highest rate of all emphasis areas.

1 9 (56%) of the 16 fatal crashes involved riders not wearing a helmet(Occupant Protection). 17% of
serious and minor injury crashes involved no helmet usage.

1 8 (50%) of the 16 fatal Vulnerable Motorized User crashes also involved Speed and Aggressive
Driving by the operator.

1 8 of the 16 (50%)fatal Vulnerable Motorized User crashes occurred on a Local Road or Street.

= =4 =4

Vul ner aiMloe oNoz dBetleset si ans and Bicycl es

1 The database included a total of 193 crashes involving a Vulnerable Norn-Motorized User during
the 5-year period, though actual numbers were likely higher these types of crashes are often not

reported

1 Approximately 57% of all Vulnerable Non-Motorized User crashes resulted in a fatal, serious, or
minor injury.

1 8 (12%) of the 65 fatal crashes involved a Vulnerable NonMotorized User during the 5-year
period.

1 The 8 fatal crashes occurred on three different road classificationsd Minor Arterial (4), Principal
Arterial (2), and Local Road or Street (2).

1 171 (89%) of the 193 Vulnerable NonMotorized User crashes occurred in a norintersection
location. This includes 6 of the 8 fatal crashes, and 10 of the 11 serious injury crashes.

1 Approximately 16% of fatal, serious, and minor injury Vulnerable Non-Motorized User crashes
involved an older driver, 5% involved a teen driver, and 15% involved a distracted driver.

Crossmatrix Analysis

When a crash occurs, there can be multiple factors that caused the crash. When analyzing crashes to
identify trends in emphasis area involvement, we acknowledge the same possibilityd there can be an
older driver, who is not wearing their seatbelt, and hits a pedestrian. Stated another way, a single crash
can involve multiple emphasis areas.Table 3 below shows the overlap between emphasis areas in crashes
that resulted in a fatal, serious, or minor injury d the percentages listed are in reference to the emphasis
area in the column header. For example, 25% of Impaired Driving crashes also involved &oadway
Departure.

The highest overlap in Table 3 is observed at the intersection of Impaired Driving and Occupant
Protection. Approximately 32% of Impaired Driving crashes also involved improper Occupant Protection
(unbelted passengers). This overlap indicates that multiple risktaking behaviors are often factors in a
crash. Enhanced enforcement of Impaired Driving, increased outreach in schools, and media campaigns
can target the overlap of these risk-taking behaviors. The second highest overlap in Impaired Driving
crashes are Roadway Departures, with 3% of Impaired Driving crashes involving a Roadway Depatrture.

Strategies for addressing Teen Driver safety should emphasize the dangers of distracted driving. While
teen drivers were involved in approximately 9% of fatal, serious, and minor injury crashes, 28% of those

40



crashes involved distracted driving. Distracted driving is believed to be underreported in non -fatal
crashes, and therefore the level of involvement may be even higher.

Approximately 22% of people in the RPC are aged 65 or older, however, it is unknown what percent of

ol der people have a driverds | icense. I n the RPC,
people aged 65 or older. Older drivers were involved in 31% of fatal, serious, and minor injury intersection
crashes during the 5-year period, which is the highest percent overlap for the Older Driver emphasis area.
While the aging process affects everyone differently, intersection design should meet the needs of older
drivers, which may include installing high-visibility signal backplates, high-visibility signage, and the
distribution of educational materials which advise the public on new design elements.

I'tés also i mportant to note the disparities that
and Moped crashes involved Speeding, however, approximately 21% ofSpeeding involved crashes
involved a motorcycle or moped. This suggests that while speeding is not a prevalent problem for all
motorcycle or moped involved crashes, speeding crashes that involveda motorcycle or moped operators
disproportionately result in a fatal, serious, or minor injury due to their vulnerability and lack of prote ction.
This disparity highlights the point that safety improvements that target a specific problem -- for example
road diets to reduce speeding -- can provide an outsized benefit to other goals, like reducing the severity
of Motorcycle and Moped crashes.
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2018022
region ¢ Ol dei Teen
resul ti | nteet ko Roadw Distr | mpai Speed Occup: DriveDriver Mot orc' Bi kes
fatal , ¢ Depart Drivi Drivi P Protec (65+" and and Mo} Pedest
and min ‘Young
injury d
( KAB)
I nterse - 2% 6 % 3% 6 % 5 % 7 % 8 % 5 % 11%
Roadwa 4% 2 %
Depart |\
Di stra
Drivin
Impal'r 10 %
Drivin
Speedi 1%
Occupa
Protect
Ol der D
0,
(65+) SRR
Teen Dri 5% 3% 8 % 5%
and You
Motorcyc 10% 10% 7% 10% 9 % 9% 7% - 2 %
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Bi kes
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Systemic Analysis

The systenfiocr atnhailksgsplgarnash trees to identify multiple f

Whil e the crossmat réamp heasréelsau siinvved lyv eammeanl ty ziens cr ashes, t he
analysis incorporates several other data fields that a
conditions, l ighting conditi dhe, Sysadmcor Aatatysj sand d
the High I njury Network analysidschwsist §iicmatcli omison Thfe
excludes crashes on | imited access roadways, such as i
crash demnecedss ieved from two different sources, the FARS
Statewide crash dataset for all other injury crashes.

dataset do not contain t hemastaimen dfactra ecaacthe gcorra sehs, atnhde rienf
create crash ttbdesatahtandi hgjboy crashes.

Crash Tree:Crashes Involving Speeding

The crash tree below shows a breakdown of f-20a2aP peasbd
in Rockingham. The crash tree also includes roadway cl
fatal crashes thatingnvtohey &fdi ywepreiedd hgl2uf46%) occurred
This finding provides an opportunity for focused speed
indicate that roadway design on Localdi Rgads i amd sStreet

Speeding Involved Fatal Crashes RPC, 2012022

Speeding

26 [100%)]

|
Princi Ie Arterial - inci i
Lozl Aigeil oy Minor Arterial pom Minor Collector Major Collector Flsjpel Ay
Street 5 [9%) er 2 [8%] 2 [8%] Interstate
12 [46%)] 4 [16%)] 1 [4%]
|
Rural Urban Urban Urban Urban Urban
3 [25%] 14 [93%)] 4 [100%] 1 [50%] 2 [100%] 1 [100%)]

Rural
1 [50%)]

|
Urban

9 [75%]

Figdrre Speeding I nvolved Fat al Crashes Crash Tree



Speeding Involved Suspected Serious Injury and Suspected Minor Injury Crashes RPC, 2012022

Speeding

98 [100%]

]
|
Principle Arterial- inci i
Locegltrlzz?d or Minor Arterial %ther Minor Collector Major Collector P”nfr']?:rls'?;i”ah
11 [11%] 1 [1%)] 75 [77%] 2
8 [8%)] 3 [3%]
| Urban L Urban L Rural | Urban L Urban
10 [91%] 8 [100%] 1 [100%] 63 [84%] 3 [100%]

0 [0%)]
Rural Rural

1 [9%] 12 [16%]

Fi gdBe Speeding I nvol ved Sus pSeucstpeedc tSedr iMdwnso rl njnyruyyr yanCk as h

The dastuas poercd reidonuds mii mjour y crashes indicates that a sign
collectors, especially in urban areas, with 75 out of

these (84%) occurring in urban setbihgstolTbBiarentdbéespo
for serious injury crashes related to speeding, with f
arterials and prindinpalonar @etfiattahlieintdieatsatraanlesst.ed t o s pec
di fferent distribution. Out of 26 total fatalities, on
which are in urban areas.

The crash tree bel ow usshpoencst ead bsrearaakoduossveni hdjifair yi nvol ved sp
the 2028 period in Rockingham. The crash tree also inc
designatibh.sWOfpddhteed csansihess tihmjtui wvol vedyeagreepérnigo d,u
65%) occurKFreidday, aSaturday o-ped8undalyhridsu rfiinngdiangnopnr ovi de s
for focused speeadi ngheennefnodr coefmetnhte week and weekends dur
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Crash Tree: Pedestrian Involved Crashes

Speeding Involved Suspected Serious Injury Crashes RPC, 2018022

Speeding

17 [100%]

I
| | | | | |
Friday Saturday Sunday Thursday Monday Wednesday
4 [24%)] 4 [24%] 3 [18%)] 3 [18%)] 2 [12%)] 1 [6%)]
Non Peak Hou L Non Peak Hou L Non Peak HougjliNon Peak Hou
4 [100%)] 4 [100%] 3 [100%] 1 [33%)]

B AMPeak
1[33%]

Non Peak Hou Non Peak Hou
1 [50% 1 [100%]

B PMPeak
1 [50%]

B PMPeak
1 [33%]

Fi gdrde Speeding I nvolved Suspected Serious I njury Crashe

When analyzing the I ocation of pedestrian involved fat.
six crashes occurred away from an intersection, and fi
l'ighting along ederstird@ams wher &€ opnmo fb,l oarkd cirrotsrsa chigesi nwg tr
Refuge I slands where there are |l ong stretches between

safe crossings for pedestrians. Otdver Rpetdasguliam Rapie
Beacons (RRFBs) and Pedestrian Hybrid Beacons (PHBs).
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Fatal Pedestrian Crashes RPC, 2012022 Serious Injury Pedestrian Crashes RPC2018-2022
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6 [100%]
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8 [100%)]
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1 [100%]
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(Source: FHWA) (Source: FHWA)
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Crash Tree: Location of Fatal Crashes

The following crash tree shows whreetahkedeoywo cacfuirfnéetwa la¢ c tan®
I ntersections are a natur al conflircaadgotimavsliinrcgeg itrhedi
di recgt ihoonweeovsetr f at al crashes (78%) occRurrtehlde ranwoarye ,f r303m oc
no-nntersection crashes (65%) did noxashvolypesafool thsesb
include fixed( 20)jreodtl oved3pedsg(fpesi @ncycle iUy, vdedldtia:
jumping from a vehicle (1), Thingd fsitmd iknwarbdarheati & wfagic W r
factors, like poddwyi anr-vatergcati amdl prasemans , at f i Xe
no-nntersecti.olnt laolcsaot iiomdi cates that i mprway ngnti et e ctei
i ncl wdigmegg! timing and sighagan amael mttherr ¢ dnpec & vtelme nn s mb
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33 [64%] . 3 [75%] 1 [100%)] 1 [100%]
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Motor Vehicle 1A[2£5’|o§]
2 [25%] E
Bl Frontto-Front
1 [12%)

Angle
7 [14%)

Front-to Rear
5 [10%)]

Other

6 [12%]

FiguBEat al Crashes Crash Tree

Building &8whFic@urceat Egorizes fatal crashes by twaesr oc
devel bpeflurther break down these crashes by rural and
(86%) occurred in urban settings. Of the 65 fatalities
nine rural fatalitiesm (B806&)soctcuomed Addiyt f-onaklgectia

rural crashes (74%) did not involve another motor vehi
I n urban settings, 43 out of 56 fatal crashes (77%) ha
crashes, 27 (64%) did not involve another motor vehicl
rural and urban ar eas fprroend oimitnearnstel cyt ioocncsu ranadwadyo not i n\y
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Equity Analysis

The U.S. Department of Transportation identifies census tracts that face a cumulative burden as a result of
underinvestment in transportation, across five measures: Transportation Insecurity, Climate and Disaster Risk
Burden, Environmental Burden, Health \ilnerability, and Social Vulnerability’. Census tracts are considered
OTransportation Disadvantaged6if the overall index score for a given tract is in the 65th percentile (or higher)
when compared to all other U.S. census tracts. Data from the USDOT Equitable Transportation Community
(ETC) explorer were analyzed to identify tracts in Rockingham that wee considered Transportation
Disadvantaged on a nationwide level.

There is one census tract in the RPC that is oO0OTranspor
census tract faces a high environmental burden, and high social vulnerability (Table 4). Some of the factors

that determine environmental burden are toxic release sites proximity, percent of housing stock built before

1980 and impaired surface water. Factors that determine social vulnerability include, percent of population

aged 65 and older, limited English proficiency, housing cost burden, and unemployment rate. The RPC as a

region, however, scores above the 65" percentile in transportation insecurity, indicating that the region faces
transportation insecurity. Tract 1071is not considered transportation insecure.

Tabd4:e USDOT Transportation Disadvantaged I ndex Summ

Census Tr Climate EnvironmHeal th Soci al Transpor
Di saste Burden Vul nera Vulnerall nsecur i
Bur den

Tract 10758 89 40 73 56

Aver dgRP(J22 47 25 23 75

Hot Spot Maps

Duringyeae period, there wer echus rteadt aln car als haens p(0o2 %)a tti
census tract in the RPC. Of those 525 crashkisgad8 (13%
shows the o0hot spotsd6 where there are relatively |l arge
(in orange) and o0cold spotsdé (in blue) where | ower rel
considered OTr ansagpgpeadd taroen sbhh asdaeddv agnrtay. The highest con

" Transportation Insecurity 8 occurs when people are unable to get to where they need to go to meet the needs of their daily life
regularly, reliably, and safely.

Environmental Burden @ includes variables measuring factors such as pollution, hazardous facility exposure, water pollution, and the
built environment.

Social Vulnerability 8 a measure of employment, educational attainment, poverty, housing tenure, access to broadband, and housing
cost burden.

Health Vulnerability & assesses the increased frequency of health conditions that may result from exposure to air, noise, and water
pollution, as well as lifestyle factors such as poor walkability, car dependency, and long commute times.

Climate and Disaster Risk Burden & reflects sea level rise, changes in precipitation, extreme weather, and heat which pose risks to the
transportation system.

For more information, please visit the USDOT Equitable Transportation Community (ETC) Explored Understanding the Data -
https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/0920984aa80a4362b8778d779b090723/page/Understanding the-Data/
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High Injury Network

Figure 21 shows the High Injury Network (HIN) corridors for the RPCregion. The High Injury Network analysis
identifies a subset of roads in the RPCwhere a high proportion of fatal, serious, and minor injury crashes
occur. The analysis identifies which road each fatalserious, or minor injury crash occurred on, and attributes
each crash tothe correlating roadway segment. Crashes with geographic (XY) coordinates that are greater
than 100 feet from a road, and crashes occurring on limited access highways (ex: interstates) were excluded
from this analysis. Crashes on limited access roads were excluded to focus improvement recommendations on
roads which are maintained by local governments.

Each roadway segment must be at least ahalf mile in length and have at least six fatal, serious, or minor
severity crashes to qualify for the analysis. Crashes are multiplied by the crash cost values shown iable 5
and divided by the length of the roadway segment. Segments are then ranked from 1 to 50 based on the
highest to lowest crash cost scores.

Tabb e Crash Costs foBoNMeweHa@pabhr €€oéts for Hi yhway Saf

Cr ash
Fat al

Severit Crash Cost
otnpariy$1, 328, 148
Injury |$111, 200

Mi nor

There were a total of 2,322 fatal, serious, and minor injury crashes over the Byear period in the RPC region.
On the 50 corridors included in analysis, there were 811 fatal, seriousand minor injury crashes. In total, the
High Injury Network makes up only 7% of the road network in the RPC region but accounts for 35% of fatal,
serious, and minor injury crashes The 47 miles of Principal Arterial roads (such as NH 101, 125, 111, etc.) on
the HIN make up 70% of all Principal Arterial roads in RPC. The 38 mils of Minor Arterial (such as Ocean
Boulevard, Market Street, NH 33) make up 46% of all Minor Arterial roads. Combined, Principal Arterial and
Minor Arterials are the road class for 66% of HIN crashes. The rows infable 6 are organized by road
classification hierarchy, where Interstates typically carry high volumes of traffic at high speeds, and local roads
typically carry lower volumes at the lowest speeds.

Road Cl assificati on

Tab6:e HI' N Summary by

Tot al E Tota HI N % HI N HIl N % HI N
Crashes Mil e CrashCrashe Mil es Mil es
I nterstate 210 6 4 0 0 % 0 0 %
Prindrpeltial|251 79 0 0 % 0 0%
Ot her Fr eew,;
Expressways
Principal Al428 6 8 385 40 % 47 31%
Ot her
Mi nor Arter {398 82 2314 37 % 38 44 %
Maj or Coll e{391 206 127 15% 29 22 %
Local 535 1, 19|59 8 % 14 4 %
No Functi o*n*75 245 0 0 % 0 0 %
Grand Total |2,322 1,97(811 100% 129 100%
*Note that many roads classified as Interstate were excluded from this analysis since they are considered limited access
highways.
** Roads with no functional classification either lack classification identifying data or are private roadways.
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Census Data Overrepresentation Analysis

Additional analysis compared Transportation Disadvantaged census tracts with census tracts for key
underserved populations. These census tracts show areas where there are higher populations than the rest of
the RPC region for the following demographic groups:

il

=A =2 =4 =4

f

Black, Indigenous, and People of Color (BIPOC) populations
Persons with a disability

Persons aged 65 and older

Persons in poverty

Zero vehicle households

Households with limited English proficiency

This analysis identifies overrepresented populations on a region wide scale, helping toprovide the basis for
certain safety countermeasure recommendations. For example, areas where poverty rates are higher would
benefit from countermeasures that emphasize safety for alternative, less expensive modes of transportation
like transit, walking, and bicycling. Areas with Limited English Proficiency should provide educational materials
and conduct transportation safety outreach in languages other than English. Census tracts with high rates of
disabled persons should conduct public outreach to identi fy the needs of the community and employ
appropriate safety countermeasures.
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Persons with a Disability

The region wide disability rate is approximately 115%.
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Limited English Proficieny
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Persons Aged 65

Population Age 65 and Older
RPC Average Rate: 22.03%
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Persons i n

Poverty Rate
RPC Average Rate: 4.8
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Prioritization of Safety Countermeasure
Improvements

The Wwiohdg osafety r ecoatnmegdraitz eoth sb aafed cddlomsmd ddving ad i @5h
emphasi Bharracommendati ons have also been prioritized I
contribute to the greatest share of fatal, serious, an

Prioritization by Road Classification

The following section provides safety countermeasure r
classification, in the following order:

1. Major Highways (Principal and Minor Arterial Roads) Principal and minor arterial roads are
higher-volume highways intended for statewide and interstate travel. Principal arterial roads in
the region include NH Route 4,NH 101 and NH 125. Minor arterial roads include NH 108 and NH
111. While bicycle and pedestrian travel on some minor arterials like NH 108 is legal and fairly
common, principal arterial roads primarily serve vehicle travel at higher speeds.Theseroads are
typically owned by the Federal Highway Administration or NHDOT.

2. Collector roads . Collector roads typically accommodate a lower traffic volume connection
between arterial and local roads. For example,NH 27 is a collector road that connects NH 101, a
principal arterial, to local roads in Epping, Exeter Brentwood, and Raymond This makes NH 27 a
more suitable route for some vulnerable road users like bicyclists who seeklower volume
connections between downtowns and local roads, such as Watson Road in ExetefThese roads are
most often owned by NHDOT or other state agencies.

3. Local roads. Local roads areowned by municipalities and typically include residential streets, side
streets, and other lower volume town roads . These roads provideaccess to local residences and
businesses

PrincipalNHA2Z5eri aCol |l edHo¥EDPping), LocMbhin Street,
Pl ai st ow, NH Exeter, NH Newmar ket , NH

Fi gB8mMe Representative Roadways by Classification
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Roadway classificiabhibhbagpéeeneni bowtfirzequently that cl a
the High I njury NetwoR2W2QHIpNY . odyr i4gs t(IB8530D8 fatal,

crashes that occummed®romctilpal HIANtwe 1 a | roads, and 37%
Approxi mately 15% occurred on Collector roads,--and 8%
which includsesuichxoesétl ateways, adwekrex gxed uwayws from the h
net wam&l ysarse aenmxdcl uded from this prioritization. The or
presented also followsArteadahi enadehyypiicatiplesarry th
provaaodeess to commerci al activity centers while being ¢
|l ocal roads each carry |l ower traffic volumes, and are

direct access to neighborhoods.

Each road classificabiromokaeamplreseateddwi shftwm the HIN

of corridors with the same classification. Examples of
recommendations are then provided. These countermeasur
th8trategyeddhbrasa complete | ist of actions that may be

i njuries.

Arterial Roads

Street Name: HI' N Rank City

Calef H{HHwap5)|1 Epping Brent wolLee

Road CI| assMifniocratAirane:r i al

Cont elwtb:ane undi vildede tdo vfiaderd scenic commerci al, recr e
high pedestrian traffic.

Countermeasure Recommendati ons:

Lane narrowing/striping edge lines

Speed feedback signs

Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon§RRFBS)
Pedestrian Hybrid Beacons (PHBS)

Bicycle lanes

Crosswalk visibility enhancements

Road diets

Improve lighting along roadways
Install/repair sidewalks where necessary

=4 =4 =4 =4 -4 -4 -4 4
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Street Na HI N Rank City From Stre To Street

Route 111|3 Hampstead
Road CIl assPirfiinccatpiadn:Arteri al

Cont Rutraal-Ldawe Arteri al

Countermeasure Recommendati ons:
il
1
1
1
1
1

Collector Roads

Center/edge line rumble strips

Enhanced delineation for horizontal curves
Clear zone management

Systemic stop-controlled improvements
Lane narrowing/striping edge lines

Speed feedback signs

Street Na HI N Rank City From Stre To Street

Route 27 5 Ray mond Dudl ey Ro|Prescott

Road CIl as sGoflil ceacttioorn:Road

Cont eRxetg:i onal collector rraimr qil ngd efsrigm twid hl srmheoul der st
commercial activity.

Countermeasure Recommendati ons:

1 Enhanced delineation for horizontal curves

1 Center/edge line rumble strips; note that bicycle safety should be considered when determining where
to install these.

Clear zone maintenance

Improve lighting along roadways

Speed feedback signs

Transverse rumble strips where speeds drop in towns

= =4 4 =4
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Street Na HI N Rank City From Stre To Street

Route 28633 Seabrook [Washingto Oce8oul ev
Road CI| as sTiwfoi datnieonCol | ect or Road

Cont etkensity residential connector with passing zones

Countermeasure Recommendati ons:

1 Center/edge line rumble strips; note that bicycle safety should be considered when determining where
to install these.

1 Clear zone maintenance

1 Systemic stop-controlled improvements

1 Lane narrowing/striping edge lines

1 Speed feedback signs

1 Access management
Street Na HI N Rank City From Stre To Street
Atl antic 24 North HamHobbs Roa/Oce8&8pobul ev

Road CIl as sTiwfoi cLaatnieonC.ol | ect or Road

Cont &sutbiur ban Residenti al
Countermeasure Recommendati ons:

Enhanced delineation for horizontal curves

Clear zone management

Systemic stop-controlled improvements

Improve lighting along roadways

Speed feedback signs

Center/edge line rumble strips; note that bicycle safety should be considered when determining where

to install these.

=A =4 4 4 - 4
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Local Roads

Street Na HI N Rank City From Stre To Street

Batchel de|9 Seabr ook Dexter DrfRoute 107
Road CIl as sLiofciad a tRiocard:

Cont etw: density industrial, medium density residenti al

Countermeasure Recommendati ons:
1
1
1
1
il
1
1

Street NaHI N Ra City From StreetTo Street

Center/edge line rumble strips

Clear zone management

Systemic stop-controlled improvements
Lane narrowing/striping edge lines

Speed Feedback Signs

Widen paved shoulders

Enhanced delineation for horizontal curves

Rail road 17 Seabr ook Lafayette [FCentenni al
Road CIl as sLiofciac a tRiocand:

Cont ewtiensity residenti al

Countermeasure Recommendati ons:

Appropriate speed limits for all users
Improve lighting along roadways
Enhanced delineation for horizontal curves
Clear zone management

Speed feedback signs

Centerline/edge line rumble strips

=A =4 =4 -4 -4 4
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Prioritization by Emphasis Area

The following section prioritizes safety countermeasur
i nvol vement. The chosen emphasis areas were overrepres

Safety recommenbasednsnt haad ac lkraescsoininiecnadtaitoi no nasenblausseids o f
area involvement can be seen as two sides of a coin. W
proactive systemic approach which focuses on entire co
i nvol vement icst invoer ea popfr caa crhe.a

Prioritizing safety countermeasures which address emph
and minor injuries will result in the greatest reducti

Roadway departure

Speeding and aggressive driving

Occupant protection (seat belt usage)

| mpaired driving

Vul nerable motorized users (motorcycles and mo|

Vul ner amoé onomz dp edseesrtg i ans and bicyclists)

ORONGEOROR0)
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Strategy Tables

Emphasis Area: Intersections
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Emphasis Area: Roadway Departure
Emphasis Area QRejdactdirvedfeiency and severity of roadway departur % hes.
Success Metric:Reduce the number odr avshdWwayy 28B@Rrtur e

Tab8e Roadway Departure
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NUWUR! HAWI nYI x¢UI FE!'t q [ a0l RUN faGaIa 1l

2 Gel qUUI ~Jgl RA GGUGRHOYUqLEGUWG EYel ARt A¢cqRU Al RY NRGIWHI |
Eql ¢qUN! HZIONHf G GG WG WUqHIUUNRUWWUI RUNHABY2Uql GUct 2l 3t HgYHI JT 2 HIJ
SIONKf Ut qc¢ 0 HADUqUl~2URBRE 20HWUI|[~¢TYI HA2l ¢cGE¢n|cEf AAH |9~[ aH|~UI R EGSYI q

|l 2 GHGIUHY ql RGH c?8N HYI | RI|AYOGGWHEzHz2I|AYecT|~2URHRG|bIl 21 ¢
¢ GGl YGI R qlIHY ¢ ¢ UT HI 2
HYUT 2 /q T 1O GROVYI H
¢l qul R
ZIONK T RT WUH¢ UTéoWed tHI( ~2 URRRLE 20 HWUI|[~¢TYI HA2l ¢QEECNIcEf AAH |9~ H |~UTR/xYUN
¢l et Hs 611 WHaq( c?§NK HYl | RT|AYGOGWHEzHAz2I|AY¢T|~2URHRG|T WGUWU
tenBag! HOUWWUIT Ha ¢ UT HI 2 YUH
sROQ6HCECHI DRY2 I aRUOYI H t 6Yeid
RUHI D¢t WHGGE! ¢l qul R 5 RT q6
AJagqs WWUHT | R2 1]
scit ROUDHOHARY
ZIONKf Ut qei o HESMWIUH] ~2 URBRLE 20GHWUI|~¢TYI HA2l ¢GEenJcEf AdH YqHR/ c RN xYUN
| Jt 2l ne¢HRUNHI c? 8K HYl | RT|AYUGOGWHEzHAzI|AY¢cT|~2URHRG| 90 C I
¢UT HI 2 2t
GRUOYI H
¢l qul R
ZIONK Al D¢ qHI YET HE|~2URARRLE 20HWUI|[~¢TYI HA2I ¢E¢EnNnI) c?8NH?| YgqHR|[cRNG ~WUI Red
RGGI Y2IHI Y¢T HE c?8N HYI | RT|AYOGGWHEzH2I|AYecT |~2URHRRG 90 1Jcl
t UYs HU213U0qt 1O ¢ UT HI 2 2t 1
GRUYI H
cl qUl R
ZIONKf Ut q¢ G GHY!I Hs Rl~2 URRRLE 20HWUI|~¢TYI HA2I ¢0E¢c¢n] c?8NH7|{9~[ aH/cRNS EGYI q
Ge2laWU0qHGel t c?8N HYI | RT|AYOGGUWHEzH2I|AYET |YnHNI ¢o/MIOYTT
GRUWY HCUT HIT N ¢UT HI 2 ~2 URHRG|bIl 21 ¢
GRUYI H
cl ql R




INIRAcAZEN
NIIOH! H

HqR2R
Al nYI

E¢nld AYqUUqR
xec Ul FE! t q

[ 201 ROD

2 0H Gel qUUI ~Wql RA GGURHOYUqLEGWG EYel A1t AcqRU
SIONKAI Y2RT WHWU6¢c Ul ~2 URAREE 20GHWUI|[921 210t[A21 ¢Eecn c?8NH?[9~[ aH|[~WUT REGSYI q
TWaRUWecqRYUAHY c?8N HYI | RT|~¢TYI HE2HzI|AY¢T|~2URHRG| MIOT=ZP
¢UT HG¢21WGWUaqH HYOOWH bl Uy U
CHHAYI T c¢URIUHS R ¢ UT HI & RUqUI
HlI RqlJl R¢ O GRUYI H Ub
¢l qul R
ZIONK Ot JHCRNSH[ | RA(~2 URARLE 20 HWUI|~¢TYI HA21 ¢O0EENn c?8NH?[9~[ aH/~UT R xYUN
NIl e qa DUqHbic[E c?8N HYI | RI|AYGGWHEz2HeI|AYecT |~2URHARG MIOP=Z®
ql ¢cHqRYUHQqG6 ! Ve ¢UT HI &
Gl RYIl R@qRARUNH GrROYI H
| ¢ q IO ¢l qll R
ZIONKf 0GlI Y2IUHORNG6ql~2URABRE 20HWUI|~¢TYI HA2l ¢GE¢nI c?8NH?/9~[aH ~UI R ~UI Rzl
| YeTs¢e!lt 1O c?8N HYI | RT|AYOGOGWHEz2H2I|AY¢T |~2URHRG
¢ Ul HI 2
GRUYI H
¢l qll R
ZIONKf Ut qc G GHGOGUT Rel~2URRRLE 20HWUI|[~¢TYI HA2I ¢QE¢NnI) ¢c?8NH?/9~[aH/ ~UJI R ~UI Rzl
GRNGIVIT HRYI I RT c?8§NK HYI I RT|AYGOGNUHAE2Hel|AYeT|~2URARG|bINCqC
Rt q VY| dnid ¥V iy &g H ¢ UT HI 2 HI ¢t 6
HYOORt RYUt GRUYI H
¢l quUl R
Eql ¢ qln! HEDEHfGGGU&UUqHHYaUmUIGUCIelUIHCUTHIqICqUDRU+Hq6chI
ZO=KEUt 21 DJHRUt qct{~2URARE 20HNI| ddHel|Ael ¢edEcn] c?8NH?| YqHR|{cRNG ESYI g
t RDUHGeHE ¢ NIJAE c?8N 5YI t HA EzaHel|AYecT |~2URHRRG 90 c
Gel t RUNDY AHe UT 2t 1
YGUI ¢ qRYUt HGUI
OURNY!I GHNI ¢ o Rt
~ON9 ? b IOH
SIZKAI YGYqUHt ¢nllgl~2URBRE 20HWUI| GdaHcl|Ael ¢cGEe¢nld] c?8NHE| o xYs |~WJI Read
DoY!l qt oGl YNl ¢l c?8§N 5YI t HA EzaHel|AY¢T |EWHqRYU
GUIlI + YOUNDGHeUOT Ec¢nll|~2 URHRW
~¢cU0enNWaWUqHBRNT AYET|NI ¢T OH
Ot 11 t+ YHRC
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Al YGYt I HQ@qR2R E¢nld AYqUUqR

NUWOR! HAI nYI x ¢cUT FE!'t q [ 2071 RUN faGaa
2 0H q R Gel qUUI ~Wql RA GGURHOYUqLEGWG EYel #It AcqRU Al RY NRGIWHT |
ZIO=ZKf OGINAGNUqH2¢!l I~2URRARRLE 2 0HWUI| GaHel|Acl ¢QEc¢n] c?8NH7|/9~[ aH/cRNS EGYI q
iROGRaqt HEqHs YI t c?§8K 5YI t HA EzaHel|AYeT |YnHNI ¢o|bial A¢
~2 URHRG| MOz YN
bil 21 ¢
SI=ZKfF OGUNGNUqHqUG(~2URABRE 20HWUI| GaH¢lI|Ael ¢cqGEecn|f URGaT 3 o ~UJT R ESYI q
Gec2laWUqHGe!l t c?8N 5YI t HA EzaHel|AYecT |Al YTUHGq
Gc2laWUqHHEYUOT YnHI VIt
#YUt ql e#qRYUIO GGl RHC
ZIOZKMPUAGGY!I ¢l ' Hal ¢|~2 URRRLE 2 0HWUI| GaHel|Acl ¢OQEcn|f URGal W 9~[ aH/ cRNS EGYI q
l ql RGt 1O c? 8N 5Y1l t HA EaHel|AYCT|Al YTUHq|bl2] AC
YnHi YI t|t 2HAel
GGl RHC
Eql ¢qUN! HZHOOa Hf G GG UGN UqHUT eHEcqRYUCOTGHUOY!I qt HgYHCET T 1 3t HI Yel ¢
SO ET eHec qRYUHRU2Y~2 URABRE 2 0HWUI| GOH¢I| GUOHEGEENnWU|cEf AAH~| o xYs [§UNYRUDN
| 3t GYUt RHG! HT ¢x YR¢OHe 6Yel t AYeT |YI HEq¢ q
5 1J¢ q 6513 FHYRIaHI o A E q ¢ q IIHEA Ot 11 YUGI Y3
ERSY VYL T 2YHCH
21 R21J1 1 11 Ye Gt
ETl 2 HC qR
Z00KK Ot UHq!l ¢ 0 RAHt R{~2 URARRG =20HWI| GOH¢I| GUGHJdEe¢nN ~2URHRG o xYs [§UNYRUDN
BT eHecqRYUHW21J B230qt AYCT|Eqec qUHA
Ot 11
SO ET eHe qUUHT | R2 11 ~2 URARLE GHII| GaHcEI| GOHJEENW| cH?2-~6é 0 xYs [§UNYRUDN
GUuH6c URHACOHNCECIx YRCOHE 6Yel t Avel
Gl YGYqRUNH2UJGIEq¢c qlJHA Ot 1l
¢ Ul HeGsYdl RUN Ecnll
ROt GUHqRY Ut 66 R
oK 9YUT eHaqHaql ¢ RUK~2 URHARTE GHWDI| GO0H¢I| GUOHGEEMWU|[ci H 0 xYs |E6YI q
TWGe!l qel DHHI ¢t x YR¢COHE 6Yel t AYeT |NURSURHR
GRGQRNEqRYUHCEG(Eq¢c qlJHA Ot 11 tt Rt q¢
Eql ¢cqnN! H=ZtONaHEUS8¢ URWHUWUNYI #UG WD UqHEHRQR2Rq! HqYHCET T 1 13ttt HI Yel se
Stontgf URI Wet DHq6WHUEqéc qHE 28 HAHWI| GaHI YAzl ¢dEecnl~2U0URHBRG ~~~~ [cRN6/8§8UNYRUN
ROGERIHIGIMUIOce | x YRCOHAG6Y21t |q! GOt |EeaHel|AY¢ET | Eqcec qlUHA
TIR2ZRUNHWWUNYI t Ot 1l
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INIRAcAZEN

HqR2R

Ecnll

AYquUUqR

NUWOR! HAI nYI x ¢cUT FE!'t q [ 2071 RUN faGaa
2 0H Gel qUUI ~Wql RA GGURHOYUqLEGUNG EYel A1t AcqRU Al RY NRGIH]
SN f URI Wet DHUUNYIEqc qHE 2 0HWDI| GaHel|Ael ¢dE¢n)~2URHARG ~~~~ [cRNG8UNYRUN
DEFHDL T R2IDHT | RixYHCOHAG6Y2 1 EzaHel|AYECT|Eqc qlIHA
DGG6ct Rt INOU&E I Ot 11
TIrR2RUNDIO
Eql ¢qUN! HZOPaHf GGl Y2IUHI ¢ q¢c HRYOGOaWAqRYUHcUI HeUc¢cG! t Rt HGI ¢ HqRHIJY
ZIOPK NI ¢ RUHt q¢ 0 He Ull~2 URBRELE 2 GHWDI| GOH¢I| GUOHEGEENnI|[ci 4H 0 xYs |E6YI q
HYOGOaGUHqRYUHcCUlIx YHECOGHE6Yel ¢ AYeT |AUNRYUe
qUASURN2 Ut HgYIEq¢ qlJHA Ot Wl |~2URHRG
tue¢ G Rq! HYNnHRU! NUIURRL
qYHU+Gua¢RUHQG |
| 3t edaqt HYnHHI ¢
ZIOPIC9YUqRU2 UJHqYHt (~2URRRLE 2 0HWUI| GOH¢EI| GGHGEEMN|[ci 4AH 0 cRNG 8§UNYRUN
tenlag! HGel qUUIx YHeOHE Gel qUII AYeT |AUNRYU¢
t UYs G Ul DIDHYNH(Eq¢ qlJHA Ot Wl |~2URHRG
RUAGaTl RUNHONGE ¢ E¢nld NWURRW
¢l6R
ZIOPKADI nYl GHI Y¢Tl s¢~2URHBRE 20HWNI| GOH¢!I| GOGHG G0 |cEfA 0 cRNG6|~1JT Re @
YUHGI RYI Rq! HH) c¢?§NK AE
RT JUqRN! Hao Yt
¢ UT Het 131 HAIG ¢ ;
#YUql RAz2 qUHqY
¢UT Ht DG WHEqHq6
HYz2UqUl GUct 2l |
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Emphasis Area: Distracted Driving
Emphasis Area Rejdactei wehie fsevgerintcy a@afmddi stracted driving cras

Success Metric:Reduce thedngmbadncitwidrag he%blpgy 28685

Tab9:e Distracted Driving

NUUR! HAWI nYI Ot JH E't qu [ 20T RUI faGcauay
Gel qUUI ~Uql R ~ A
Eql ¢cqlN! HOWNaHf 6 GGG WUqHUT e®#¢qRYUCTHUOY! qt HqYHc¢ T

Al YGYt I Hqﬁzj x ¢UT E¢nlWH AYquUWUql

GGiRtOYUq EGUGIN EYel HUIACqFAI RY NRGWH[ | ¢
I

| 3t + HIT Rt ql ¢

OWNK?2132W00YGH¢UI HRG(CEqc qUaAH 2 0GHWI GO0H¢!I TGOH E¢nlH c¢NE 4l o ~UT R xYUDN
? Rt ql ¢ HaqlHlqRYIURE ¢ UT Hx YHG Yel Ot It c?8EH
cT2YHECqUHNYI HE(QAYORHD
OIWNKEUHY2!l ¢NWUHes ¢l LEqecqlaH 2 GHWI GdHeIl GOH E¢nlWH c¢NE 4] o ~UT R ~WT Re
CTT1 Y RUNDHI Rt ¢ UT HxYHG6Y21 Ot It c?8EH
9VYUIT 2 #HaqHdqHIRIED AY GEHED | ~2 URHR
Ge HORHHt Il 2RHINY YRRcEOH Eqc¢ qldH
§CEHCHYz2qHI Rt qll YOHG 134 # YUGI Y
AdecrHO6HY2 qHqVYHt £nl ¢ GRUD T 2Y#HCc1
' Yeq6HqYHHAHIHCET 2 ] 1 Ye Gt

2
T1 R2ZRUNIOHT U2 Y {3
Al 3213 U0UqRYUH9 13U
RU2Ya210H¢ U7 HGe¢ |
9YUT 2 #HaqHc¢ Urtealdks
sRO6HAE t Had ¢ qt
RGGERI GRUqHe UT &
5ROAO6Hq6IJHGe Al R
CqHqG6IUHECEHQVYHI
Gt e¢nNt HnYl HT F
T1I3GYNI ¢ G6RHL 1O
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20HA

Al YGYt I
NIIOH! H

HqR2R
Al nYI

x ¢ Ul

Ec¢nlJH

AYquUql

Ot JH EVt qU [ 20T RUI

fOGaaWC

HqRYU

Gel qUI

~Jql R

GGUiRt9YUq EGWGW EYel ARUtAcqFAI RY NRGUWH[ I ¢

OIONKI 91 D¢ qUUHEHHAYCUOR(EqQCIMEEH 2 G HII| GdHell GdGH/E¢nlDH c¢NE 4| o cRNG6|~WVT Rea @
TRt ql ¢AqUT HT I RI¢UT HHYHG6Y21 Ot It c?8EH
NY¢OHs REGHAWHgYAY GBRH1J ~2 URHAR
¢UT Hnal q611 HUT e ~2 URHRG EqcaqllH
fTRIU0OqRN! HET T Ra¥ YyUGI Y
q61IIHT Rt ql ¢ AqlIT ¥k T2Y#HCE
fTRIU0OqRN! HET T Ra¥ ] 1 Ye Gt
YI nNecURA¢c qRY Ut o4
Rfii et RYUHYUHQ@6 I
9YUT eHaqHCE qHGWC
¢cUUezc¢tlG! HnYIl Ha(
qct t HnYIl A#IJIOHT U2
HYGGaURq! HYI D¢ (
Eql ¢cqlN! HOW=ZaHEUS6¢ UHIWDHUDUNY!I #UGWDUgqHECHQR2Rq! HqYHCT T 1 13t HI Rt ql ¢
O=ZKINE!I DUgHGW!I RYT + HEqc9aMEAH 2 G A GOHE!I OGOGH Ee¢nhIJH c¢c?8EH{~~~ [cRNG6/8UNYRUN
GYHCUGOEq¢c qUHARY(cUT HxYHGEYe I | Ot Ul t|~2URHR(~
¢UT HA~HqRG Wt b O|AYTRHD EqcaqldH
OK=I0i YI t Hs Rq6 Hi IINRY E q ¢9aVEBSHH GHWI| GOdHell GOH{EE¢nWH Cc¢c?8EH{ o cRNG6 xYUN
qYHOGCERUQEcRUHYI F¢UT HHYHGY 21 Ot I t|~2U0RHR
TRt aql ¢cHqUT HT | RIAYIBRHL Eqc¢cqlH
q6l YenN6HUkEBEYGE~2 URHRG
AdGcHIUHQYGRHAHY U}
9YGUGRtT RYUHe NI
9YUqRUaWDHqVYHCT 3
G¢cRUq¢ RURUNHH2 |
Hel | WUqHGUUC G aph
nl JWHGOG¢s He UT HRI
¢cT Tet quauUqt 1O
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Al YGYt D HqR2R x¢UT E¢nlUH AYquUUq!
NWUH! HAWDI nYI Ot UH E'+t qU [ 20T RUI faGauaul
2 0H Gel qUUI ~Uql R GGUiRt9YUq EGWGW EYel ARUtAcqFAI RY NRGUWH[ I ¢
O=If T WUgqRN! HYGGYI (~2 URHRG 20HWI| GGH¢I GGH EENIH NSRY HY ) xYs [xvYUDN
2U6WPERUM I ¢t ql 2 R Gel qUl 6 RH AIJHCHD
qUHSUYIYN! Hs 6 R# G2 100H
TITR2UI+t HRUNYI G ¢
tgqcaget HYnHt 21 |
RUNnI ¢t ql e Hgel IJK
AYUqRUz2 UT HRAIGH R
DaWHql YURHAY He U]
I JT e AUHaEWRY BH
GlUiUUquYHqéuﬂ
Eql ¢cqlN! HOWOa Hf 6§ GI Y2IUHI ¢cq¢c HAYI O REFEqRY¥BHOUHHE Be RUNKY HGI ¢ HqRHIJt
OO i YI t Hs RS HUGESHIEqeqUAH96c¢UNI) GdHEI GOH EE¢NWH c¢c?2~é4F o cRNG6|~WT Re U
¢CNWURRWYt HgYHT W3¢ 0T HxYHT ¢ qc¢H Ot Wl t|~2URHAR
Algqaqll HRT WUqRNIAYOGRHID [ARYOGUH EqcqldH
TIR2IJI HT Rt ql ¢ H Gl Y#HIJI
I DHYI T Hq6¢c qHRUT
I JGYI qt aHI Inel T
TRt ql cHRRYEHRHY
OO ANt el A6HaqVYYat FEqec qUAH xRt qHY| GGH¢EI GGH E¢nWH ~2URHR( o cRNG6|~WUT Ra
BOnY!I AUGWUqHqYHe UT Hx YHGY qUq Ot It | EqecqldH
GYqVY!l Rt qHs ¢t HaHAYGRHI |[qYYdt H
T 132 RHIJIOH NN N
Gl Indl
qYYillto
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Emphasis Area: I mpaired Driving
Emphasis Area ORejdactei veéh:e frequency and severity of impaired d cras
Success Metric:Reduce the number coorfashmp%byaddas i vi ng ¥ \}

Tabl@®@ | mpaired Driving

Al YGYt L H@qR2R E¢nlWH AYqUUq

NWUR! FAJI nYI x¢UITHE!'t ql [2UlRU

20H #HqRYU Gel qUUI ~Uql RAHE GGURtOYUqU EGUGW EYel HIJAc¢qRU Al RY
Eql cRONBHHG GGG WUqHIT 2 A& CRORSYCHRI tR2IRAUNIKt HagYHeT T 1 13t + H
MIONKO 9YUT eHaqH T2¢U|/EqeqlaH 2 aHII GdH¢!l OGHCE|EcnlH c¢cNE 4 o ~UT R xYUN
fGGECRI DT H?21 R2|¢UT HxYHG6Yel | Ot It c?8EH
bl Af 2EbHaql ¢RU/AYTGRHAL
BUnYI AIGUUqHY
YHF DI 2 0AHRT 13U
q61Ht RNUt HYnH
MIONKO 9 YUt eligqHs ROQGH Eq¢c qlAH 2 G HIJI GOHeIll GOHCE|Ec¢nNIWIH c¢NE 4 o xYs |[xvYUDN
E+GUIl qt HYUHHI| ¢ UT Hx YF6Yel t Ot It c?8EH
cTT1 Uttt HROGER I AYURHD §cEAH
~2 URHR
EqcqlJH
MIONKO 9 YUT e #HqHENSAH Eq¢c qUAH 2 G HI @IMWec| GOHE|EcnWDH c¢NE 4 o ~UT R xYUN
HYYI T RUCqUHGY|cUT HxYHGI YNI ¢ Ot It c?8EH
cTT1 WY HRAOAGER|AYURAD (21304t §c EAH
~2 URHR
Eqc¢qllH
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Al YGYt I HqR2R Ec¢nlUH AYqUUgq

NWUH! FAIJI nYI x¢cUTHE!'t qU [ 20T RU fOGaa

20A #qRYU Gel qUUI ~Uql RHE GGURtOYUqUW EGWGW EYel AWDAcqRU Al RY NRGIWH[ | |
MIONKO EURY2 1l ¢ DUHABAYO| Eqc qlAaH 2 G HIJI GOHeIll GOHCE|Ec¢nNIWH c¢NE 4 o cRNG6|~1JT Ra

HJgqs DODUHGYHRcOG|¢UT HxYF978t H Ot 1t c?8EH

Eq¢c qUHGYURAIUDH AYGRAI | 30UNeND §cEAH

CTT 1 WY Hq6HT ~2 URHR

ROGCECRI UT HI I R2 Eqc¢c qldH

HY OO0 eRiqIDT H YUGI Y

YI n¢ URA¢ qRy Bt I 2YHC

GYGeidc¢caqRYUt Hi ]! Ye Gt

#YGadaURq! He UI

¢cTTRqRYUCGCOHRY

f 1 130 qgRa 1B MR dft GH

HYGGaURqRIJt HR

nYHezt HEHqQR2 RQ

dYARcqRYUL 1O
MIONKO Al YOGYqQUHGI YNRI [EqecqlaAH 2 aHII GOHeIl GOHE|Eec¢nWH c¢NE 4 o xYs ~T Re

DT eHEcqUHq6WHG| ¢ UT Hx YH6Yel Ot It c?8EH

| Rt t HEUT HRY Ut |AYORRUS §cEAH

ROGCERI WTHI I R2| NUURRL ~2 URHR

§CcEKHI NTHRE BHIHR ¢ Eqc¢cqldH

¢cUOUz¢dH?2I R2IJH YOUOGI Y

AzdaalT HE21J1 H9 I 2YHCE

Gl Ut t HHEYUn I 1 ]1 Ye Gt

Gz HIRHHNYI Haé

] JoqHA2 GO T HE 2

91 e qlIH] ! U1+ H

YNHRGOGGERI IJT HI

TRt ql RHzaqUHqVY

6RNEHI HEY YOt 1O
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Al YGYt I HqR2R Ec¢nlUH AYqUUgq
NWUH! FAIJI nYI x¢cUTHE!'t qU [ 20T RU

GCIqUUI UmIRH GGuR 9YumeuUuUEYe|HUAc

M= DQYUIquHAaHuREmchﬂF 20 HIII GdHcl GldHc a a cNE A ~rnne cCRNG|ESYI q
A6 WAt GYRUqt tOH| ¢ UT Hx YRG YHC qR c?8EH
GYURHARUHGO&SI Y AYORHD §cEAH
q6¢c qHRUHRG 2T 134 ~2 URHR
ceq6Yl RA¢qRYU Eqc¢c qldH

H6 DAt GYRUqHc U
Ge Hi RHHUYqRHLU
21G¢!l quUqt Hq
GYtt RARGRq! HY
GUIl + YUCOGHHAI Ue¢
6 RIPERM t HNI Yo GY

NO=09YUTl eHaqHCc RNBH|Eqec qlAH 2 aHII GdH¢!l OGHCE|EcnlWH ~2URHAR ~~~~ |cRNG|EBYI q
teqel ¢ qRPWOHAER ¢ UT Hx YR 13213 Uqt Ot It | Eqc¢cqllH
CHI Yttt HOYHCOH|AYOGRHALD
Nz f URYI GYIl ¢qUHC|EqeqlaH 2 aHII GdHEI OGHCE|EEcnIH Cc¢c?8EH o cRNG|ESYI q
b YAI RUq! HqWt q|c¢UT HxYHql ¢ RUR Ot It
ql ¢cRURURABBRUR|AYORHL
HY q 6 H agndRIdHIGHq BRil
GYURHIUHeHET G
YGGYI qa URqRIJ!
HI Weqé6c¢cia! Al H
NO=09YUqRUz UHc¢l RIEqeqlAH 2 aHII GdH¢!l OGHCE|EcnlWH ~2URHAR o cRNG|EBYI q
ROGO Do VayHIcKHE (¢ UT Hx YHG6 Yel Ot It | EqcaqllH
2t RUNDHIT | 2NHI W AYGRHALD

bi? AEt b OHEUDE N
Het 3T HYI Nn¢ URA
cm Rt t HGYGa (i ¢ q
5sRQ6HYUIIHHY GG
¥ Gec Ul HqYHe¢T 1T
H#HY G002 URaq Rd&YEERH
c@ Rt t HHYG G2 UR
EqcqlHcUT HnYH
q6 13t JHOGYHEqRY
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Al YGYt I HqR2R Ec¢nlUH AYqUUgq

NUWOR! FAIDI nYI x¢CUTHE!'t qU [ a0 RU faGua
2 0H Gel qUUI ~Uql RHE GGURtOYUqUW EGWGW EYel AWDAcqRU Al RY NRGIWH[ | |
MO=Z10 2?2020 YGHecUT HG|Eqe qlAH 2 GHNI| GdHe¢l ddHE EcnlWH ~2URHR o ~WT R ~WT Ra
BUCRGBAREe qR2 1 ¢ UT Hx YR 6 VYel t Ot It | Eqc¢cqlIH
HYUGGEAY!I ¢cqRYU|AYORAL ~2 URHR
BOnY!l #3GWUqHE [ 20T ¢

Gl Y2RT It HqVYH

DT giMATqHAL 1J¢ g
¢UOT HI RT It 6¢1 1]
2Ya2H6WUI t HQYHR
t 2 At q¢ URIDHz21t 1
q6 11 JAH! HI T e H
YnHRGGE RI IPTRHITT
GYGaili¢qRYUt 1O
Eql ¢cqldN! HOOOaHf G GI Y2 1J

TCqCHHYuRﬂEmRYUHMUIRQ@@@K)R+HGICHqRHU+
|

H
MO ANl nYIl GHI Yéel s|~2URARAL 20HWD GaHel GH¢| T cEf A ) cRNG6|~WI Re
YUHGI RYI Rq! HH| c¢c?8§N AE
RT WUqRN! HI Yel
sIJddHet HT I ROY
GYRcqRYUt Hq6 ¢
ROGCERI UT HI | R2
qYHt D211 WHHI ¢
q 6eldHS1 YGI Re qlJH
HYaUqUl Gct 2l
MoK f GGl Y2IDHHYGGU|~2 URARA GOGHCEIl TGOHE| EcnIII C?8EH o cRNG6|~1JIT Re
ROGCERI DT HI I R2|Eq¢ qlHG Ot I t|8cEAH
Do WHqR2IUIHWDUNY|x YHE G HA c?8NH
AIYTaHUHCUUaC Ecnllq!
et ql ¢ diiRiqle f& EURQRY

R
GYHRCqRYUt HI 10
?1 R2ZRUNHRUHARI

83



Emphasis Area: Speed and Aggressive Driving
EmphasiQ@bjAgectai vReduce the frequesnxee dnaln & edmgagviiesys ioofreas hes.
Success Metric:Reduce thespembdemandf aggiensgshee tHy 50%.percent b

Tabl® Speed and Aggressive Driving

Al YGYt L HqR2R x¢ Ul Ee¢nlDH AYqUUgq

XIJeTH rAll nvl Ot UH Elt qU [ 20T RU faGHIIa 1l
bic Ul HG¢ ~Jaql RH GGURH 9YUq EGIUGW EYel HIW{AcqRU Al RY NRGIWHI[ |

Eql ¢cqlnN! HPIONa Hf #EG UqPUUGRBUPROVKBOgRENDWVZEGHT EBUCROBDHEOUHHED BT L
b 1Jdddn Yl #RUNDIO
PIONKEWQqHE GGl YGI Rédq~2URHARC 20GHWI|~¢TYlI H OGH|/E¢nlWH| c?8NH| o cRNG6|~1JT Ra
A¢t DT HYUHQ@6 IUH g I YeTt |BRYGGUH AYeTlt|7eal cel
CUT HUPDVDRRODIIH ¢ Ul HI 2 E¢nWH NI ¢ 0 RH!
Gl ¢ HQRHIJL 1O aRUYI H EGUUT |[~2 URHR/
¢l qll R
PIONKE+Ge¢ Ul Hqé UKzt Il ~2 URARC 20HWUI|~¢TYI H OGOGH E¢nIUH c?8NH|9~[aH cRNGEBSYI q
t GURR3IHAHCET 2 Rt Y GYHCqQRAYGOUH AYeTt|7el Weel
¢T 2Rt DHGYqVYI Rt ¢ UT HI e E¢nWH NI ¢ 0 RH!
CqHQE6 DHGYRaWI K GROYI H EGUWUT |~2 URHR/
¢l 2Rt DT 1O ¢l qul R
PIONKf Uql YT e H#IJH2¢l F~2URHARC 20GHWUI|?22l RUN| GUOH E¢nlJH c?8NH|9~[ aH cRNGESYI q
nYl HERNBE@UL BY t RqWt |GYI URUO AYeTt|7el Wcelwel He
J210qt 1O J21URU Ec¢nIH| NI ¢ § RH!
HYGUO2 q EGUUI | ~2 URHR/
YOHGeET
RYGOUH
¢ UT HI e
GRUYI H
¢l qll R
PIONICf UHI Déet DHYBBA(~2URAR] 20HWUI|[~¢TYI H GUGH{E¢nIUH c¢c?8NH|[9~[aH/ cRNG ESYI q
[ DT A¢ At HERNUt Rt |HYGGUH AYeTt |72l Ucelbll 2l ¢
YnHq6 JRI Ht G ¢ U7 HI 2 E¢nIJH| NI ¢ 0 RH!
aROYI H EGUNUT |~2 URHR|
¢l qll R E¢nlJH
Ot It
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Al YGY1 L
x 3¢ T H

HqR2R
rAlJlI nYl

X C
Ol

ol
IJH

bic UT HGe ~Jql RA GGuURH9YUq

EcniJH
ELt qld
EdIJa 1

faGuag

PIONKIAWT e #IOHGE¢ UWHpH~2URAR] 20HAHWI|~¢TYI H GGH[E¢nmUH c¢c?8NH|[9~[H |[cRNGE EBYI q
t ql RGRUNHYHI t RqUt | BYGOGUR AY¢eTtH|?Rt ql RITWGUU
t GIIIT t tOH ¢ UT HI & E¢cnWH ~2URHRIYBRI q
GRUOYI H EGIIIIT I T 2+
¢l qll R
PIONKIf Ut qecidtaHql ¢ Ut 4~2U0RHBR( 20GHWI GOHIY GOH E¢NWH/ cEf AAH|9~[ aH|xYs |[~JI Rel
qYHWUHY21 ¢NIIHT t Ra 13t AY¢eTt|~2URHR({b2 | H¢
9VYUIl eHqHC GGI Y ( E¢nIJH t 2Hel
ROHeET 2¢ UHIDHY n & EGIIIIT
PIONKf Ut q¢c¢ it Hagl ¢cORF~2URHARC 20HWUI|{xYHRCOH OGGH E¢hWUH/ cEf AAH|9~[ H |xYs |~WUI Rel
HYaUql GUct 2l | t Rt |1 YeTlseé AY¢eTt|~2URHR(écEcI RIJ
2101 qRHCOHT 1J] 1JF E¢nlJH
620Gt HYIl HI ¢ Rt | EGIIIIT
¢cUTH6YI RAYUq¢
H6RHC Ut AHR1IUC
ql ¢CFORRHEHI Ut b Ha Y
YOHOGYHECUGHI YET s
Eql ¢qUN! HPO=ZaHf A GGG WU qHIIP aXiccaRM (HY GehhiddgayY 1Kt Hg YHeT T 1 13t + HE GIIIIT
PIO=ZK1 Yl t HsRq6éHszal F~2 URRARR(C 2 0HII GaHCI GOH E¢nWH ~2URHR| o cRNGIEGYI q
xR¢Rt YOt HqYHIIU I Rt ql R Ot It
I 3t GUHQHN Y He ( E¢nldH
t GUUT RUNHHERQC ¢ EGIIIIIT

¢Ul YeqH¢ UT HGI
el RARcOHgz2ql I
RND6GRNEqRUNHI
RoWI WURIDE HRUH
20U ¢ HGOIDHHL

Hel t Hql ¢ 2130 RUT
0§G6H2t OHOMHUG G4
YI t Hs Raq6Hs el F
x Re Rt YUt HqYHIJ4
qYH¢ UROAMMHE U

N —(Oy 0 O

—_—

b1t quato
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Al YGY1 L

xJeT H 1

HqR2R
Al nYlI

x ¢ Ul

Ec¢nlIJH

AYquUq

Ot JH Elt q [ e 0T RU

faGuag

20A #w bl¢c UT HGE ~Jql RA GGuURHOYUq EGWGW EYel AU{Ac¢qRU Al RY NROGWH |
PIOZKETl e A¢ qUHaq6UHGa~2 URHRA] 2 0GHWI| GGHc¢I GOGH/E¢NIWH| c¢cNE 4| o xYs |~WUI Reald
TeUnult HEUOT HEBYEq@E®@ID H| 6 Y2l t Ot It cC?8EH
t GUIUT RUNKWHAGCT ¢x YHCE T HA E¢nlIJH
Hc O GEcRNDUL HORY | EGUII
q6IJHERNDUHYI HAg¢
BEqYGHEGIUWUT RUT
OYe wlOHf Gliat ql ¢
aql ¢ 2130 HH GII IS
Al ¢t RUNDHT Rt qe¢ (
tel 2RBYHRE RaqHH
Gl Ynutt RYU¢c Ot K
Gt EeNUHNI ¢ ORI
PIOZKCEUNENWUHx¢s HEUN ~2 URHRA] 2 GHWI| GGHc¢I GOGH/E¢CNIJH| c?8EH| o cRNG6|~1JT Re @
x RERt YUHRUHARYYEq®EQID H| 6Yalt Ot It
RURQR¢qR21IJt Haq¢x YHC U HA E¢nIJH
t GUT RUNIO EGIIIIT
Eql ¢cqlN! HROOYHEBUGOUBBERqQRRERGEHGYHEE h @Y HOHt GIIIIT
PIOOK9YYI T RUCqUHs Rq~2URHARA =20GHWI| GGHIY @iWEcnWUI|~2URHAR| o cRNG|EGYI q
§ORHANI t HgOYHGI FEq@&®ID H|6VYel t Ot Ul t |[Eqc aqlH|
(BOnY! WHHIFdrE q| x YHE O HA
6 Rt q VY1 !gHNncHg 1Id |
HI ¢t 613t tOH
POOK Ot DHA¢T ¢1 HEGUI ~2 URARC 20GHWI| GGHI Y GOGH E¢nlH c?8NH|9~[aH cRNGEBYI q
ERNDUt HqgYHUY qR™Y iYHR¢qR AYeTt|7el Deel
I T 2 ®#IT HY GIIIT K E¢nWH NI ¢ 0 RH!
EGUUIT |~2URHR
E¢nlIH
Ot I 4
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Al YGYt L HAQqR2R x¢UT E¢nhlJH AYqlUUq

xWeTH rAJI nYl Ot JH Elt q [ e 0T RU faGaua

HaqRYU bl¢c UT HGE ~Jql RA GGuURHOYUq EGWGW EYel AU{Ac¢qRU Al RY NROGWH |
PIOOK T 2YHCqUHNY!I Hqo~2 URARRA =2 0HIJI GOHI Y GOH E¢nWH ~2URHR| o cRNG|~JT Ra
ceqYOUcaqWl Ht ¢nlEq@E@I H|GYHREqR Avyelt
CTT It HE GUUT Hx YHCE TG HA E¢nlIJH
EGIIIIT
E¢nlIH
Ot I
Eql ¢qUN! HPtOMNaHf G Gl Y2IUIHI ¢cq¢cHAEYOO YOHABDUHHCODEG! IORt HGI ¢ HaqRHE It
PIONK ~¢ RUq¢ RUHEHT ¢q~2 URHRAL 9YUI 2 H E¢nWH c?2~é4al ~JT Re
YnHeOUOHt GUUT RUEq@E@ID H|YI HOY q EGUUT |[~2 URHR/
¢UT HHI ¢t 610t HqYx YHCE TG HA Eqc qldH,
HYI | RTYIt IO
PONKf URYI GYl ¢ qUHaqd~2 URHRL QY UI 2 #H G Ec¢nlJH| c?8NH RNG|~W1 Rea
2t W1t Hs 6 WUHt DCEq@E@ID H| YI HUY q EGUUT |72l W¢el
¢UT Het DHT ¢ q¢ Hox YHCE O HA NI ¢ 0 RH!
130 13 H q RYGUWHDY rHHI g ~2URHAR
PIONMK 9 YO GRUWHT ¢qcHI~2URHRL9OYUI 2 H a E¢nWH ~2 URHR/ RNG6|~WT Re
b GUUT IOH9 YUt RT IEq@&dl H|YI HUY q EGUNIIT
t 6¢1 RUDHRNYAGRNY O x YHE OHA




Emphasis Area:

Emphasis Area

Vehicl e

Rejdeucctei u eh:e

Success

Tabl2 Vehicl e

b

Met ri c:Reduce

y 50% b

Occupant

Al YGYt I
NDWUOH! H

Occupant

y 2035

Protection

thecnasthet

of te

Protecti on

HqR2R
AlJl nYI

a

x ¢ 01

| ack

frequew by achceudp @srettyv € ctoimgpn © an.c e

of

EcnlH AYqUUq
Ot UH E!'t q [ eUT RU

vehicl e

rates

occupa

]

tecti

faGcuan

Gel qUUI ~Uql RH GGURHOYUQIEGWGW EYel AU{AcqRU Al RY NRGWH]
Eql ¢cqlN! HZIONaHEq!l DUNq61WUHt DeqHANOqHOCE 5t

SIONK T 2YHCECqUHNYI H(~2 URHRG| 1 YGqR {@GOHc¢cI| GGH(EENII Al R2¢q cRNG6/8UNYRUN
clalaqHt WEqHHAD({~DT RACT qdIJHT ¢ Ot It |EUqRQqR
GYaqY!l A#! RGUHG6W{AI Y2RT I YUGI Y,
Ecnlda! H T 2YHE
11 Ye Gt
Eql ¢cqlnN! HXtO=aHET e AcqHI 3t RT WUqt HYUHt De qHBDGqHGEst HEUT Hqg6 IJHRG G

TI=ZKT YI t HHGYY D0! Hi~2 URRRLE 2 0HWDI| GOH¢EI| GOH(EENII cNE 4|~~~ xYs |[xyYUDNn
c¢clGt ORI Wkt HNVERSYYUHHARCGOGER Ot It c?8EH
Al YDl ¢ HqYHRUt? Rt ql RHA YUGI Y
HIJGqHeat ¢ldd IBHbcsq T 2YHCE]
Hc G Ge RNUY ]1 Ye Gt

SIZKE2aGGY!l qHqS8UHUIEqec qUUHA 20GHWDI| GOH¢EI| GOGH(EEN I C?8EH|~n~nnn~ xYs |[xYUDN
HORGT HI Ut ql ¢RI9Y28GI0HII2130qt Ot Wl t|~2U0RHR
HYUT eFGARARINAHA ¢ g 9 R RIJt 4 Eqc qldH)

AYOGRHD

SI=ZIKA¢!I qUUI Hs Rqé Hi~2 URRRLE 2 GHWUI| GOH¢EI| GOGH(EEMI|[Al R2¢q |~ ~ - xYs |[xYUDN
Faqet B6YAT DIt H(~¢TYI H |[Gel qUII Ot It |EUgRQqR
C2¢RIBICHAAIIHRYUHEG GO Y! I c?8EH
qYHGI YOGYqUHRU1 ~2URHR
Gl YqU#rqRYU Eqc¢aqldH.
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Al Y 2RIl 0K #d R RIO
DT eAecqRYUcOHGI
RUnYl ¢ qRYUHgq
Nacl T ReUL AHHE |
GUT RECOHGUI t+ Y

BsHce¢lGt 6RI NI
EYHRIUq! b IOHAC |
¢UT HeUUezc¢caG! HY
TWqecRAIRUNHWIIT 21
~¢l t JqHq6 | YREH
RUn¢UqHt WeqHHA
GYRCOHGYOURHIDAL

INIRAcAZEN
NIIOH! H

~2 URHBRT
ERG6YYOH
?Rt ql RHA

t q¢ qRYUL 1O

HqR2R

Al nYI

20 AW
poneniy
B2130qt

dadHecel

x ¢ Ul

Ot WH E!t quU [ 20T RU
Gel qUUI ~Wql RA GGURHOYUqIEGWGW EYel AU{AcqRU Al RY NRGIH]

U0 H¢

EcnlJH AYquUUq

E¢nlidl
Ot It

xYs

faGuag

xYUn
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Emphasis Area: Ol der Drivers
Emphasis Area ORejdactei veéh:e frequency and severity of crashes i

Success Metric:Reduce the number of cr abyhes0%nvyol 20y ol der dr

Tabl® Ol der Drivers

NWUR! FAIDI nYlI x¢UIFE!'t q [ 2UT RO faGaa

Al RY NRGWH]

Al YGYt I HqR2R EecnlWH AYquUUaqt J

Gel qUUI ~Jagql RAE GGURFOYUqLEGUWGIW EYel ARIItACqR
Eql ¢cqlN! HTIONaHf 6 GGG WUqHIUIUNRUWNVE REOHBNYEEE! U021 Ut HqYHI U1 2 H

TIONKOf G GUI WA NWUgqHHAY2| c?8NAH =2 aHIJI GOHCEI| GUGHJEENWUI|[cEf AAHHO9~[ H [cRNG|EBSYI q

Nl YGHQqG6WH[ ci ~2URARRGUOYHEqR AYeETH|?2REHRI D(2¢! RI
cRNG6s¢! H?2 1t RN Ec¢nll|~2URHR
f ORI D¢t UDHE RAD Ot It

YnHI YeTs¢e! HE R
t ql RGRUNGH ¢ UT
I 3] WHEqR2 I§FEHT Rl

RGGI Y211 Ht RNU
HGc¢l Rq! 6 Ht JUR
¢l 2¢UHIIHY RNU¢C
TIONKO NI ¢ RUHt q¢ 0 HYU| c¢c?8NdAH 2 aHWI GOGH¢EI| GOHGEEMWII|[ci H ) cRNG6|IxYUN
§GI?MWIRR I Hc RNE ~2 URHRdql ¢ RUR AYeTH|RUAGSURT
~¢Ue¢OHI Inl 1 Ecnidl bt R q¢
EGIIIIT
Ecnidl
Ot 114
Eql ¢cqN! HTO=ZaHf 6 GGG WUqHUT e #E RMUCE RGOl qt HqYHCET T 1 3t HYGT DI H
TIOZKOf GGUINAGNUgqHq6 1| ~2 URHRT x YR¢cqR GdOH¢I| GOGHGEENII c NE 4db o xYs |[~NI Rel
qYHGI YaGYqQUHRY|Eq&dglDh(cUca! A €J6RHA Cc?8EH
Tl R2ZRUNDH¢UT HA|YnH Teai YUOGI Y]
YOUTil 1l HT | R2 131} NRUNHE T 2YHCH
CqaqUlUqRYUHYUH b7 Eb ] 1 Ye Gt
¢cUT H3 qtO0
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Al YGYtI I HqR2R “¢nlJH AYqUUaqt
NUWUH! KAl nYI x¢U =1+ qU [ 22Ul RUI Gl
2 0H Gel qUUI ~Uql RH GRE9OYUqL DG EYel AtAcqRUAI RY NRGIWHI I
THOZKiI YI t HsRqQ6HqG6W|EqcaqlladH T YGqR GOH¢I| GOGHGEENII c?~¢é nn cRNG6|~WUI Re
GRHIUY UHI WUWUs|YnH TadGYlRH! ot I
I I3nWJlI I ¢dHt !t q/ NRUNHE
TIR2UI t H5 6 YH!t |17 Eb
IT'I R2RUNIO
THO=ZKO9VYUI aHqH AAH 9 RqRIt § 2 GHIII GOHEI| GOHGEENIII YUGI Y]~~~~ | ~UI R|~UIT Re
Gl YNNI ¢AGHqYHS6|YnH TadGl YNI ¢ Ot I t| T2YHCEH
I Inl Wt 6H6 URI NRUNHE 11 Ye Gt
bl 7 Eb
THOZK9OVYUTl eHqHOYO MWW 9RqRIt S 2CGHWI| GOHeEI| GGHJEE¢NnUI|~2URHR( o xYs |[xvYUDN
HcGGERNDUHqYHA|AYIRRARIUHARCUGER Ot WIt|Eqé¢ qldH/
Aaqs JWUHI YET H YnH TeagWw21ulU0aqt
BUOnY!l #G1WIUqtO N FEWN
bl 7 Eb
Eql ¢qN! HTHOOa HAI Y2RIT DHc O qlll UcqR2IDHGWec Ut HYnHql ¢ Ut GYI q¢ qRYUHN
THOOK I YI t Hs Rq6HUOYHR|~2 URHRTAI YNNI ¢| GOH¢I| GOGHGEenI|NI ¢ Ut Rqg o ~UT R ~WT Ra
gl ¢ Ut RqHe UT HG| NI ¢ Ut GY Yo 131 1T ¢N6RA NUUHRRI
qYHGI Y2RI DHaq! NUURRL c?8NsAH
¢ctt Rt qc URIUHGI ~2 URHR
¢ttt Rt qHt WUORYI
T 1 R2IJIOH
TIOOKWE+#G¢ Ul Hal ¢ Ut R|~2 URHRT Al YNNI ¢| GdH¢I| GOGHGEeENnI|NI ¢ Ut R¢ o ~UT R ~WT Rea
2UT I+ 131 207 HAR|{ NI ¢ Ut GY Yo I 1IT ¢UN6RA NUUHRI
NIUHRL c?8NAH
~2URHAR
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