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Forward

This report has been prepared to satisfy federal reporting and provide
documentation for the 2016 federal grant year.

The 2016 Performance Plan was presented for approval by the Oregon
Transportation Safety Committee (OTSC) on June 9, 2015 and subsequent
approval by the Oregon Transportation Commission (OTC) on June 18, 2015.
The majority of the projects will occur from October 2015 through September
2016.

The process for identification of problems, establishing performance goals,
developing programs and projects is detailed on page 5. A detailed flow chart
of the grant program planning process is offered on page 9, Overview of
Highway Safety Planning Process.

Each program area page consists of five different parts.

1. Alink to the Transportation Safety Action Plan which shows how we
are addressing the long range strategies for Oregon.

2. Problem statements are presented for each topical area.

3. Data tables have been updated to reflect the latest information
available and provide previous years’ averages where possible.

4. Goal statements are aimed for the year 2020 and performance
measures for 2016.

5. Project summaries are listed by individual project and by funding
source at the end of the document. The amounts provided are
federal dollars, unless in brackets, which denotes state/other
funding sources.

Throughout the 2016 fiscal year the following funds are expected (financial
figures represent the latest grant and match revenues available through May
1, 2015):

Federal funds: $18,552,443
State/local match: [$7,589,200]
Grand Total $26,141,643

Copies of this report are available and may be requested by contacting the
Transportation Safety Division at (503) 986-4190.







Document Purpose

The purpose of this document is to show the effectiveness of the broad
collaboration that takes place in Oregon’s highway safety community. We
are also able to show the significant impact our funds, time, and programs
will have on the safety of the traveling public.

The plan represents a one-year look at the 2016 program including all of
the highway safety funds controlled by the Transportation Safety Division.
In addition, every year an Annual Evaluation report is completed that
explains what funds were spent and how we fared on our annual
performance measures.

We are looking forward to a successful 2016 program where many injuries
are avoided and the fatality toll is dramatically reduced. Each and every day
our goal is zero fatalities.







Process Description

The following is a summary of the current process by the Transportation Safety Division
(TSD) for the planning and implementation of its grant program. The program is based on a
complete and detailed problem analysis prior to the selection of projects. A broad spectrum
of agencies at state and local levels and special interest groups are involved in project
selection and implementation. In addition, grants are awarded to TSD so we can, in turn,
award contracts to private agencies or manage multiple mini-grants. Self-awarded TSD
grants help us supplement our basic program to provide more effective statewide services
involving a variety of agencies and groups working with traffic safety programs that are not
eligible for direct grants.

Process for Identifying Problems

Problem analysis is completed by Transportation Safety Division staff, the Oregon
Transportation Safety Committee (OTSC), and involved agencies and groups on January 12
and 13, 2015.

HSP development process Organizations and Committees

e  Dept. of Public Safety e  Driver Education Advisory Committee e FHWA
Standards and Training
e GACon DUl e  GAC on Motorcycle Safety e  Klamath Safe Routes to School
e Lane County Council of e ODOT DMV e ODOT Region 2
Governments
e ODOT Region 4 e  ODOT Traffic - Roadway e  ODOT Transportation Data
e Oregon Association Chiefs of e  Oregon Health Authority e  Oregon Judicial Department
Police
e  Oregon State Police e Oregon State Sheriff’'s Association e  Oregon Transportation Safety
Committee

e  Washington Traffic Safety
Commission

A state-level analysis is completed, using the most recent data available (currently 2013
data), to certify that Oregon has the potential to fund projects in various program areas.
Motor vehicle crash data, survey results (belt use, helmet use, public perception), and other
data on traffic safety problems are analyzed. State and local agencies are asked to respond
to surveys throughout the year to help identify problems. Program level analysis is included
with each of the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) and Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA) priority areas such as impaired driving, safety belts, and
police traffic services. This data is directly linked to performance goals and proposed
projects for the coming year, and is included in project objectives. Not all of the reviewed
data is published in the Performance Plan.



A higher number of injury crashes have been reported for the 2011 data file compared to
previous years and result from a change to an internal departmental process that allows the
Crash Analysis and Reporting Unit to add previously unavailable, non-fatal crash reports to
the annual data file. Please be aware, the 2011-13 data will reflect an increase of
approximately 15% more injury crashes when comparing pre-2011 injury crash statistics.

Process for Establishing Performance Goals

Performance goals for each program are established by TSD staff, taking into consideration
data sources that are reliable, readily available, and reasonable as representing outcomes
of the program. Performance measures incorporate elements of the Oregon Benchmarks,
Oregon Transportation Safety Action Plan, the Safety Management System, and nationally
recognized measures. Both long-range (by the year 2020) and short-range (current year)
measures are utilized and updated annually. Oregon uses a minimum of 3, 5, or 8 year
history average, then a change rate of 3 percent, plus or minus, to establish performance
measures. If the 3 percent performance change is deemed unreasonable based on crash
data, partner inputs during planning workshop, and legislative and environmental changes
(i.e. legalization of recreational use of marijuana), the 3 percent may be adjusted in the
target. This level of change has proven to be effective in prior Highway Safety Plans and is
an easy way to forecast what can be expected. This level of change is generally
representative of one standard deviation, meaning that the actions taken had an influence
on the result outside of just pure chance. The Oregon highway safety community has also
embraced this formula and supports the use of 3 percent.

Process for Developing Programs and Projects

Programs and projects are designed to impact problems that are identified through the
problem identification process described above. Program development and project
selection begin with program specific planning meetings that involve professionals who work
in various aspects of the specific program. A series of public meetings are held around the
state to obtain the input of the general public (types of projects to be funded are selected
based on problem identification). Specific geographic areas are chosen from among these
jurisdictions determined to have a significant problem based on jurisdictional problem
analysis. Project selection begins with proposed projects requested from eligible state and
local public agencies and non-profit groups involved in traffic safety. Selection panels may
be used to complement TSD staff work in order to identify the best projects for the coming
year. Past panels have been comprised of OTSC members, the Oregon Transportation
Commission, statewide associations, and other traffic safety professionals. Projects are
selected using criteria that include; response to identified problems, potential for impacting
performance goals, innovation, clear objectives, adequate evaluation plans, and cost
effective budgets. Those projects ranked the highest are included in Oregon’s funding plan.



As required under MAP-21, the project selection process for NHTSA-funded grants rely on
published reports and various types of studies or reviews. The Transportation Safety
Division relies on these reports to also make project selections for all of the other grants and
programs that are contained in this Performance Plan. The sources of information are:

1t Countermeasures That Work: A Highway Safety Countermeasure Guide for State
Highway Safety Offices - USDOT

1t National Agenda for Motorcycle Safety

X Annual Evaluation - TSD

X Annual Evaluation - various SHSO's from across the country

1t State Highway Safety Showcase - GHSA

¥ Mid-Year Project Evaluations - TSD

1t Research Notes - USDOT

It Program Assessments - various SHSO's from across the country

X Uniform Guidelines for State Highway Safety Programs - USDOT

The flow chart on the following page presents the grant program planning process in detail.







Overview of Highway Safety Planning Process

Annual Planning Conference
01/12/2015—01/13/2015

OTSC
Review
03102015

GAC DUII
Review
03/06/2015

GAC MC
Review
0319/2015

Program Area Sessions

-

J

Community Forums
- J

:

Draft Performance

-

v
OTSC

Approval
06/09/2015

OTC
Approval
06/18/2015

NHTSA/FHWA
REVIEW
07/01/2015

Project Starts
10/01/2015

Time
January

February

March

April

May

May

June

July

October

December

Purpose

Annual Planning Conference to
determine funding distribution
and overall direction of program.

OTSC approval of revenue and
multiple committee advice on
direction of programs.

Program area sessions to create

specific plans and projects within
each program area. Community

forums to gather public input.

Draft Performance Plan created
and distributed for review by
ODOT, OTSC, GAC MC, GAC Dull,
NHTSA, FHWA, and program area
experts.

OTSC (GAC MC and GAC DUIl)
final review of Performance Plan.

Final Performance Plan printed
and submitted for approvals.

OTC approval for grants and
contracts.

Final Performance Plan due to
NHTSA and FHWA. Formal
acknowledgement for NHTSA and
FHWA, through Governor.

Field implementation of grants
and contracts.

Staff debrief of current year’s
programs to determine
benchmarks.
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Performance Goals

This report highlights traffic safety activities during the upcoming federal fiscal year 2016.
The data contained in this report reflects the most current data available.

The following performance measures satisfy NHTSA’s required core outcome, behavior and
activity measures. This document was approved by the Oregon Transportation Safety
Committee, endorsed by the Governor’s Advisory Committees, and these measures were
reviewed in January 2015 as part of the 2016 planning process.

Performance Goals and Trends, 2009-2013

5-Year Goal
2009 2010 2011 2012 2013  Average 2016
Fatalities 377 317 331 337 313 335 289
Serious Traffic Injuries 1,231 1,382 1541 1,619 1,418 1,438 1,351
Fatalities/100M VMT 1.11 0.94 0.99 1.02 0.93 1.00 0.87
Rural Road Fatalities/100M VMT* 1.93 1.45 1.48 1.58 1.35 1.56 1.30
Urban Road Fatalities/ 100M VMT* 045 054 061 058 059 0.55 0.53
Unrestrained Passenger Vehicle Occupant
Fatalities, All Seat Positions 96 50 61 61 54 64 52
Alcohol Impaired Driving Fatalities Involving a Driver
or Motorcycle Operator with a BAC of .08 and Above 96 51 81 67 85 76 69
Speeding-Involved Fatalities 157 116 127 114 120 127 107
Motorcyclist Fatalities 51 38 39 49 31 42 35
Unhelmeted Motorcyclist Fatalities 3 3 4 3 0 3 2
Drivers Age 20 or Younger in Fatal Crashes 16 37 35 40 35 39 22
Pedestrian Fatalities 39 62 a7 60 52 52 a7
Bicycle Fatalities 7 7 15 10 3 8 8
Statewide Observed Seat Belt Use, Passenger
Vehicles, Front Seat Outboard Occupants 96.6% 97.0% 97.0% 97.0% 982%  97.2%  99.0%
Sources: Crash Analysis and Reporting, Oregon Department of Transportation
Fatality Analysis Reporting System, U.S. Department of Transportation
Oregon Occupant Protection Observation Study, Intercept Research Corporation
*http://www-nrd.nhtsa.dot.gov/departments/nrd-30/ncsa/STSI/USA%20WEB%20REPORT.HTM
Grant Funded Enforcement, 2010-2014
FFY
FFY FFY FFY FFY FFY 5-Year
2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Average
Seat Belt Citations Issued During Grant Funded 12732 15.829 10.116 5.096 7.429 10.240
Enforcement ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’
Impaired Driving Arrests During Grant Funded
Enforcement 1,447 2,144 1,881 1,390 1,646 1,702
Speeding Citations Issued During Grant Funded 13.689 18.902 17 217 12376 21732 16.783

Enforcement

Sources: TSD Grant files, 2009 - 2014
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Core Outcome Measures

Traffic Fatalities (C-1)
Decrease traffic fatalities from the 2011-2013 average of 327 to 289 by December 31, 2016.
(NHTSA)

Serious Traffic Injuries (C-2)
Decrease serious traffic injuries from the 2011-2013 average of 1,438 to 1,351 by December
31,2016." (NHTSA)

Fatalities/\VMT (C-3)
Decrease fatalities per 100 million VMT from the 2011-2013 average of 1.00 to 0.87 by
December 31, 2016. (NHTSA)

Rural Fatalities/VMT (C-3)
Decrease rural fatalities per 100 million VMT from the 2011-2013 average of 1.47 to 1.30 by
December 31, 2016. (NHTSA)

Urban Fatalities/VMT (C-3)
Decrease urban fatalities per 100 million VMT from the 2011-2013 average of 0.59 to 0.53
by December 31, 2016. (NHTSA)

Unrestrained Passenger Vehicle Occupant Fatalities (C-4)
Decrease unrestrained passenger vehicle occupant fatalities in all seating positions from the
2011-2013 average of 59 to 52 by December 31, 2016. (NHTSA)

Alcohol Impaired Driving Fatalities (C-5)
Decrease alcohol impaired driving fatalities from the 2011-2013 average of 78 to 69 by

December 31, 2016. (NHTSA) *Note: Alcohol-impaired driving fatalities are all fatalities in crashes
involving a driver or motorcycle operator with a BAC of .08 or greater.

Speeding Related Fatalities (C-6)
Reduce fatalities in speed-related crashes from the 2011-2013 average of 120 to 107 by
December 31, 2016. (NHTSA)

Motorcyclist Fatalities (C-7)
Decrease motorcyclist fatalities from the 2011-2013 average of 40 to 35 by December 31,
2016. (NHTSA)

Unhelmeted Motorcyclist Fatalities (C-8)
Decrease unhelmeted motorcyclist fatalities from the 2011-2013 average of 3 to 2 by
December 31, 2016. (NHTSA)

Drivers Age 20 or Younger Involved in Fatal Crashes (C-9)
Reduce the number of drivers; age 15-20, involved in fatal crashes from the 2011-2013
average of 25 to 22 by December 31, 2016. (NHTSA)

Pedestrian Falalities (C-10)
Reduce pedestrian fatalities from the 2011-2013 average of 53 to 50 by December 31, 2016.
(NHTSA)

Bicycle Fatalities (C-11)
Reduce bicyclist fatalities from the 2011-2013 average of 9 to 8 by December 31, 2016.
(NHTSA)

11n 2011 the number of injury and property damage crashes increased due to improved reporting procedures and
improved data capture.
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Core Behavior Measure

Seat Belt Use Rate (B-1)
Increase statewide observed seat belt use among front seat outboard occupants in

passenger vehicles, as determined by the NHTSA compliant survey, from the 2013 usage
rate of 98 percent to 99 percent by December 31, 2016. (NHTSA)

Activity Measures

Seat Belt Citations (A-1)
Number of Seat Belt citations issued during grant-funded enforcement activities. (NH7SA)

Impaired Driving Arrests (A-2)

Number of Impaired Driving arrests during grant-funded enforcement activities. (NHTSA)

Speeding Citations (A-3)
Number of Speeding citations issued during grant-funded enforcement activities. (NHTSA)

2016 Performance Report

The following is a performance report outlining ODOT-TSD’s progress on the current goals.

2014
Core Goal*
Measure Description (2011-2013 Avg) Status Comments
C-1 Number of 300 The 2014 number of traffic fatalities is: The 2012-2014 average is:
Fatalities 357 336
C-2 Number of Serious 1,382 The 2014 preliminary number of The preliminary 2012-2014
Injuries Serious Injuries is: average is:
1,257 1,431
C-3 Fatalities/VMT 0.90 The 2014 Fatality Rate is: The 2012-2014 average is:
1.03 0.99
C-4 Unrestrained 51 The 2014 number of Unrestrained The 2012-2014 average is:
Passenger Vehicle Passenger Vehicle Fatalities is: 60
Fatalities 66
C-5 Alcohol-Related 66 The 2014 number of Alcohol-Related The 2012-2014 average is:
Fatalities Fatalities is: 91
120
C-6 Speed-Related 108 The 2014 number of Speed-Related The 2012-2014 average is:
Fatalities Fatalities is: 126
144
C-7 Motorcyclist 42 The 2014 number of Motorcyclist The 2012-2014 average is:
Fatalities Fatalities is: 41
44
C-8 Un-helmeted MC 2 The 2014 number of Un-helmeted MC The 2012-2014 average is:
Fatalities Fatalities is: 2
3
Cc9 Drivers Age 20 or 34 The 2014 number of Drivers Age 20 or The 2012-2014 average is:
Younger Involved in Younger Involved in Fatal Crashes is: 36
Fatal Crashes 33
C-10 Pedestrian 51 The 2014 number of Pedestrian The 2012-2014 average is:
Fatalities Fatalities is: 56
57
C-11 Bicycle Fatalities 9 The 2014 number Bicycle Fatalities is: The 2012-2014 average is:
7 7
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2014

Core Goal*
Measure Description (2011-2013 Avg) Status Comments
B-1 Observed Seat Belt 99% The 2014 Observed Seat Belt Use rate The 2014 number
Use is: represents a 0.5% decrease
97.8% from the previous the year.
Other Areas Tracked
FFY 2013 Data FFY 2014 Data
A-1 Seat Belt Citations Issued During 5,096 7,429
Grant Funded Activities
A-2 Impaired Driving Arrests During 1,390 1,646
Grant Funded Activities
A-3 Speeding Citations Issued During 12,376 21,732
Grant Funded Activities

Sources: Crash Analysis and Reporting, Oregon Department of Transportation
Fatality Analysis Reporting System, U.S. Department of Transportation
Oregon Occupant Protection Observation Study, Intercept Research Corporation, TSD Grant files.
*http://www-nrd.nhtsa.dot.gov/departments/nrd-30/ncsa/STSI/USA%20WEB%20REPORT.HTM
*Oregon uses a minimum of 3, 5, or 8 year history average, then a change rate of 3 percent, plus or minus, to establish performance measures.
If the 3 percent performance change is deemed unreasonable based on crash data, partner inputs during planning workshop,
and legislative and environmental changes (i.e. legalization of recreational use of marijuana), the 3 percent may be adjusted in
the target.

Public Opinion Measures? 2

Do you believe the transportation system in your community is safer now, less safe now or
about the same as it was one year ago?

Seventy-one percent (71%) of survey respondents believe the safety of the transportation
system in their communities is about the same as it was one year ago. Seventeen percent
(17%) believe the transportation system has become less safe unchanged from the 2012
survey (17%).

In the past 60 days, how many times have you driven a motor vehicle within two hours after
drinking alcoholic beverages? (A-1)

The average reported frequency for driving a motor vehicle within two hours after drinking
alcoholic beverages in the past 60 days is less than one (0.59). Eighty-five percent (85%) of
those surveyed report they have not driven a motor vehicle within two hours after drinking
alcoholic beverages in the past 60 days.

In the past 30 days, have you read, seen or heard anything about alcohol impaired driving or
drunk driving enforcement by police 7(A-2)

Sixty-three percent (63%) of survey respondents indicate they have read, seen or heard
messages about alcohol impaired driving or drunk driving enforcement by police.

Where did you see or hear these messages?

Respondents who are aware of messages regarding alcohol impaired driving or drunk
driving enforcement by police most often mention television (57%) and/or newspaper (30%)
as the primary sources.

2 Source: “Statewide Public Opinion Survey, Summary and Technical Report”, March 2013.

3 Revision August 2014 in response to NHTSA review to include Public Opinion Measures. Based on“Survey
recommendations for the NHTSA-GHSA working group” (February 2009) and DOT HS 811 025, “Traffic Safety
Performance Measures for States and Federal Agencies”( August 2008)
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Based on anything you know or may have heard, what do you think the chances are of
someone getting arrested if they drive after drinking - that is, how many times out of 100
would someone be arrested?(A-3)

The average perceived chance of getting arrested for driving after drinking is 45%, a slight
increase from previous survey findings.

How often do you use safely belts when you drive or ride in a car, van, sport utility vehicle or
pickup - always, almost always, sometimes, seldom or never?(B-1)

Almost all respondents (98%) report that they “always” (95%) or “almost always” (4%) wear
a safety belt when driving, unchanged from 2010 survey findings (98%).

In the past 60 days, have you read, seen or heard anything about seat belt law enforcement
by police?(B-2)

Twenty-six percent (26%) of those surveyed indicate they have read, seen or heard
information about seat belt law enforcement by police within the past 60 days.

Where did you see or hear these messages?

Respondents who are aware of messages regarding seat belt law enforcement by police
most often mention television (33%), roadway signs (31%), billboard/outdoor signs (21%),
newspaper (13%) and/or radio (16%) as the primary sources.

Based on anything you know or may have heard, what do you think the chances are of
getting a ticket if you don't wear your safety belt - that is, how many times out of 100 would
you be ticketed?(B-3)

The average perceived chance of getting a ticket for not wearing a safety belt is 35%, a
slight decline from previous surveys.

On a local road with a speed limit of 30 miles per hour, how often do you drive faster than 35
miles per hour - most of the time, half of the time, rarely, or never?(S-1a)

An overwhelming majority of those surveyed indicate they do not frequently exceed the
speed limit: Seventy-six percent (76%) report that they rarely (55%) or never (21%) drive
faster than 35 miles per hour on local roads with a speed limit of 30 miles per hour.

On a road with a speed limit of 65 miles per hour, how often do you drive faster than 70 miles
per hour - most of the time, half of the time, rarely, or never?(S-1b)

Seventy-seven percent (77%) report that they rarely (47%) or never (30%) drive faster than
70 miles per hour on roads with a speed limit of 65 miles per hour.

In the past 30 days, have you read, seen or heard anything about speed enforcement by
police?(S-2)

Twenty-five percent (25%) of survey respondents indicate they have read, seen or heard
something about speed enforcement by police within the past 30 days.

Where did you see or hear these messages?

Respondents who are aware of messages regarding speed enforcement by police most
often mention television (31%) followed by roadway signs (25%), police/giving tickets (21%),
newspaper (19%), and/or billboard/outdoor signs (10%), and radio (9%).

What do you think the chances are of getting a ticket if you drive over the speed limit - that is,
how many times out of 100 would you be ticketed?(S-3)
The average perceived chance of getting a ticket for driving over the speed limit is 35%.
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Acronyms and Definitions

AASHTO
ACTS
AGC
AMHD
ARIDE
ARTS
ATV
BAC
CCF
CLTSG

CTSP
DHS
DMV
DPSST
DRE
DUII
EMS
F&A
F&I
FARS
FHWA
FMCSA
GR
GAC-DUII

American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials

Alliance for Community Traffic Safety

Associated General Contractors

Addictions and Mental Health Division

Advanced Roadside Impaired Driving Enforcement

All Roads Transportation Safety

All-Terrain Vehicles

Blood Alcohol Concentration

Commission on Children and Families

County/Local Traffic Safety Group: An advisory or decision body
recognized by one or more local governments and tasked with
addressing traffic safety within the geographic area including one or
more cities.

Community Traffic Safety Program

Oregon Department of Human Services

Driver and Motor Vehicle Services, Oregon Department of Transportation

Department of Public Safety Standards and Training

Drug Recognition Expert

Driving Under the Influence of Intoxicants (sometimes DUI is used)

Emergency Medical Services

Fatalities and Serious Injury A

Fatal and Injury

Fatality Analysis Reporting System, U.S. Department of Transportation

Federal Highway Administration

Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration

Governor’s Representative

Governor’s Advisory Committee on DUII

GAC-Motorcycle Governor’s Advisory Committee on Motorcycle Safety

GHSA
HSM
HSP

HSIP
IACP
ICS
11D
IRIS
LTSG

MADD
MAP-21

Governors Highway Safety Association

Highway Safety Manual

Highway Safety Plan, the grant application submitted for federal section
402 and similar funds. Funds are provided by the National Highway
Traffic Safety Administration and the Federal Highway Administration.

Highway Safety Improvement Program

International Association of Chiefs of Police

Incident Command System

Ignition Interlock Device

Integrated Road Information System

Local Traffic Safety Group: An advisory or decision body recognized by a
local government and tasked with addressing traffic safety. Limited to
one geographic area, and may not include cities or other governmental
areas within the boundaries.

Mothers Against Drunk Driving

Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (P.L. 112-141), was
signed into law by President Obama on July 6, 2012.

17



MPO

NHTSA
OACP
OASIS
ODAA
ODE
ODOT
OHA
oJb
OJIN
OLCC
ORS
OSP
OSSA
OoTC
oTP
OTSAP
OTSC
PAM
PUC
SAFETEA-LU

SCG

SFST
SHSP
SMS
SPF
SPIS
STIP
TRCC
TSD
TSRP
VMT
“f

Metropolitan Planning Organization: MPOs are designated by the governor
to coordinate transportation planning in an urbanized area of the state.
MPOs exist in the Portland, Salem, Eugene-Springfield, and Medford
areas.

National Highway Traffic Safety Administration

Oregon Association Chiefs of Police

Oregon Adjustable Safety Index System

Oregon District Attorneys Association

Oregon Department of Education

Oregon Department of Transportation

Oregon Health Authority

Oregon Judicial Department

Oregon Judicial Information Network

Oregon Liquor Control Commission

Oregon Revised Statute

Oregon State Police

Oregon State Sheriffs’ Association

Oregon Transportation Commission

Oregon Transportation Plan

Oregon Transportation Safety Action Plan

Oregon Transportation Safety Committee

Police Allocation Model

Oregon Public Utility Commission

Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy
for Users

Safe Communities Group: A coalition of representatives from private and/or
public sector entities who generally use a data driven approach to focus
on community safety issues. Includes all age groups and may not be
limited to traffic safety issues.

Standardized Field Sobriety Testing

Strategic Highway Safety Plan

Safety Management System or Highway Safety Management System

Safety Performance Functions

Safety Priority Index System

Statewide Transportation Improvement Program

Traffic Records Coordinating Committee

Transportation Safety Division, Oregon Department of Transportation

Traffic Safety Resource Prosecutor

Vehicle Miles Traveled

Education, Engineering, Enforcement and Emergency Medical Services

18



Statewide

Links to the Transportation Safety Action Plan:

The Oregon Transporiation Safety Action Plan “envisions a future where Oregon’s
transportation-related death and injury rate continues to decline. We envision a time when
days, then weeks and months pass with not a single fatal or debilitating injury occurs.
Someday, we see a level of zero annual fatalities and few injuries as the norm.”

The Oregon Transportation Safety Action Plan calls for comprehensive, data-driven and
cost-effective programs and strategies to identify measures to reduce fatal and serious
injury crashes. Cornerstones of these programs are continuous evaluation and
improvement, enhanced data sharing, timely and effective solutions to identified safety
problems, and creating a unified statewide approach towards the mutual goal of roadway
safety.

The Problem

e 1In 2013, 313 people were killed and 33,161 were injured in traffic crashes in Oregon.

e 1In 2013, 17 percent of Oregon’s citizens believe the transportation system is less safe
than it was the prior year.

e Crash data increased 12-15% from 2011 forward due to improvements in internal
procedures for DMV and CARS.

19



Oregon Traffic Crash Data and Measures of Exposure, 2009-2013

2004-2008 2009-2013
Average 2009 2010 2011* 2012 2013 Average

Total Crashes 43,539 41,270 44,094 49,053 49,798 49,510 46,745
Fatal Crashes 406 331 292 310 305 292 306
Injury Crashes 18,849 19,053 20,879 23,887 24,456 22,984 22,252
Fatalities and Serious Injuries 2,364 1,608 1,699 1,872 1,956 1,731 1,773
Property Damage Crashes 24,285 21,886 22,923 24,856 25,036 26,234 24,187
Fatalities 459 377 317 331 337 313 335
Fatalities per 100 Million VMT 1.31 1.11 0.94 0.99 1.02 0.93 1.00
Fatalities per Population (in thousands) 0.15 0.10 0.08 0.09 0.09 0.08 0.11
Injuries 28,177 28,153 30,493 35,031 36,085 33,161 32,585
Serious Injuries per Population (in 0.52 0.32 0.36 0.40 0.42 0.36 0.37

thousands)
Injuries per 100 Million VMT 81 82.84 90.29 104.96 108.78 98.38 97.05
Injuries per Population (in thousands) 7.64 7.36 7.93 9.08 9.29 8.46 8.43
Population (in thousands) 3,688 3,823 3,844 3,858 3,884 3,919 3,866
Vehicle Miles Traveled (in millions) 34,916 33,983 33,774 33,376 33,173 33,706 33,602
No. Licensed Drivers (in thousands) 3,017 2,999 2,920 2,930 2,926 3,109 2,977
No. Registered Vehicles (in thousands) 4,067 4,121 4,046 4,022 4,028 4,128 4,069
% Who Think Transportation System is

as Safe or Safer than Last 71% 81% 7% 83% 83% 81% 81%

Year

Sources:  Crash Analysis and Reporting, Oregon Department of Transportation

Fatality Analysis Reporting System, U.S. Department of Transportation

Center for Population Research and Census, School of Urban and Public Affairs, Portland State University
Public Opinion Survey, Executive Summary, Intercept Research Corporation
*In 2011 the number of injury and proper