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Highway Safety Plan
NATIONAL PRIORITY SAFETY PROGRAM INCENTIVE GRANTS - The State applied for the following
incentive grants:
S. 405(b) Occupant Protection: Yes
S. 405(e) Distracted Driving: Yes
S. 405(c) State Traffic Safety Information System Improvements. Yes
S. 405(f) Motorcyclist Safety Grants. Yes
S. 405(d) Impaired Driving Countermeasures. Yes
S. 405(g) State Graduated Driver Licensing Incentive: Yes
S. 405(d) Alcohol-Ignition Interlock Law: Yes
S. 405(h) Nonmotorized Safety: No
S. 405(d) 24-7 Sobriety Programs. Yes
S. 1906 Racial Profiling Data Collection: Yes

Highway safety planning process

Data Sources and Processes

INTRODUCTION

Mission Statement

To reduce the state’ s traffic crashes, injuries, and fatalities on public roadways through leadership, innovation,
facilitation, and program support in partnership with other public and private organizations.

Executive Summary

The Nebraska Department of Transportation (NDOT) Highway Safety Office (HSO) is responsible for
developing and implementing effective strategies to reduce the state's traffic injuries and fatalities and traffic
related injury and fatality rates. These strategies may take the form of the stand-al one projects and activities or
more comprehensive long-term programs. Traditional, innovative, and evidence-based strategies are utilized.
Staff members of the HSO are responsible for the administration of the federal NHTSA section highway safety
funding and for facilitating and implementing the highway safety program efforts supported by these funds.
The Director of the NDOT as the designated Governor is Highway Safety Representative, while the HSO
Administrator fulfills the role of the state's coordinator of the activity.

The HSO is an active and integral partner in the development and preparation of the Nebraska Strategic
Highway Safety Plan (SHSP). In addition to the SHSP, the HSO Administrator servesin an advisory capacity to
the Nebraska State Patrol’s Motor Carrier Safety Assistance Program (MCSAP) Plan and the NDOT Highway
Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) Plan. Asaresult, the HSO Administrator isin aposition to assist in
coordinating and maintaining continuity among the various plan targets with the HSO annual HSP.

Two members of the HSO staff serve on the SHSP Interagency Safety Work Group that includes those that
prepare the State's MCSAP and HSIP Plans. Many of the current critical strategies employed to address the
problems identified in the HSIP are identical to the strategies contained in this HSP including fatalities, fatality
rate and seriousinjuries. Nearly al of thoseinvolved in the SHSP development are al'so members of the ad hoc
HSO Highway Safety Advocates group. The Nebraska Strategic Highway Safety Plan — 2017 — 2021 islocated
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on the website at: http://dot.nebraska.gov/safety/shsp/.
The HSO Administrator also serves as a permanent member of the Department of Health and Human Services
(DHHS) Preventive Health Advisory Committee that oversees the Preventive Health Block Grant funding. The
HSO Administrator also serves as amember the DHHS State Epidemiological Work Group that make
recommendations to the DHHS management staff. Each of these relationshipsisimportant to leverage activity
that influences the HSO initiatives while avoiding potential duplication of efforts.
A Traffic Records Assessment (TRA) was completed and areport issued on January 4, 2016. The HSO along
with the members of the Traffic Records Coordinating Committee (TRCC) have reviewed the recommendations
and a continuation of the traffic records strategic planning process was undertaken. The updated 405c¢ Traffic
Records Strategic Plan will incorporate many of the suggestions from the TRA. Thiswill enhance the ability to
conduct problem identification, monitor project activity, produce measurable results, and evaluate the
performance of programs.
The HSO isafederal grant program Section of the Division of Traffic Engineering within the NDOT. The
federal fiscal year runs from the period of October 1 through September 30. The HSO is submitting the fiscal
year 2020 (FY 2020) HSP document utilizing the "performance-based" approach. A "performance-based"
approach to planning provides the state with flexibility in targeting identified highway safety problems. This
process also appropriately provides the state with the ability to determine measurable outcomes.
The HSP document provides information regarding the annual strategic "benchmark™ plan. The most
significant section is the Process Description that describes problem identification, performance goal selection,
and the program/project/activity selection.

Supplementary statistical traffic crash data provides the necessary data for the Section 402/405 State and
Community Highway Safety Projects by Program Areafor FY 2020, and additional Highway Safety Funding.
Additional sections provide the required federal States 402/405 Certifications and Assurances.
The HSP funding application will be used to address the following priority traffic safety issues under the
Section 402 Section. In addition, applications are included for Section 405 areas where the State of Nebraska
was eligible to submit applications:

Section 402 State Highway Safety Program Grant priority areas include unrestrained occupants,
impaired driving, speed-related driving, young drivers, and other identified factors.

Section 405 Application (23 U.S.C. 405)

Occupant Protection Grant (405b: 23 CFR § 1300.21) will be used to increase the statewide child
restraint and safety belt usage, media campaigns, and overtime awards for law enforcement
agencies.

State Traffic Safety Information System Improvements Grant (405c: 23 CFR § 1300.22) will be used
to improve the State data systems linking medical, roadway and economic data.

Impaired Driving Countermeasures Grant (405d: 23 CFR § 1300.23) will fund equipment, overtime
enforcement and training to reduce alcohol and other drug involvement in traffic crashes.
Motorcyclist Safety Grant (405f: 23 CFR § 1300.25) funds are used to enhance motorist and
motorcyclist awareness programs and training enhancement to reduce motorcycle crashes.
Maintenance of Effort (MOE) Requirement
The provision has been updated in the newest authorization (FAST Act) to require the State to maintain its
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aggregate expenditures from the lead State agency for programs at or above the average level of such
expendituresin fiscal years 2014 and 2015 to qualify for certain highway safety funding under Section 405
grants. Asacondition of receiving grant funds, States will be required to certify in the Section 405 Grant
Applications that they meet the applicable MOE requirements.

Nebraska s most recent MOE calculation (FY 2018) continues to maintain aggregate expenditures from al State
and local sources for programs at or above the average level of such expendituresin fiscal years 2014 and 2015,
as was the requirement at the time of submission under MAP 21. On April 1, 2018, HSO submitted the State’s
FY 2018 MOE, asrequired, to NHTSA.

Legidation

During the years 2015-2019, the Nebraska Unicamera passed the following new legidlative bills addressing
highway safety:

May 27, 2015 Allow Pedal-Pub Vehicles permitted to have license to sell alcohol and passenger to
consume

August 28, 2015 Create new Auto-Cycle Vehicle definition and public roadway use

July 25, 2016 Clarifies right of way when bicycles and pedestrians cross roadways while using a path
designed for pedestrians/bikes

April 11, 2018 Move Over law expanded to utility workers vehicles

July 18, 2018 Conditional operation of Autonomous Vehicles

July 18, 2018 Allows increasing speeds on non-state highway divided highway from 60 to 65 mph,
also allows increasing speed limit on state divided expressways from 65 to 70 mph

January 1, 2019 Change age from “up to 6” to “up to 8” for children riding in a federally approved child
safety seat.

State Demographic Analysis

Nebraska is geographically located in the Midwest. The United States Census Bureau estimates that
the population of Nebraska was 1,929,268 on July 1, 2018, a 5.1 % increase since the 2010 Census
(1,826,341). The population is distributed over 93 counties. There is 1 metropolitan class city, 1
primary class city, 30 first class cities, 116 second class cities and 382 villages in the state. About
73% of the population is urban and most of the urban areas are in the southeastern section of the
state. Approximately 88.9 percent of the population is white, 5 percent black and 10.7 percent
Hispanic. According to the Census, 24.8 percent of the population is under 18 years of age, 53.2
percent is between the ages of 18 and 65 and more than 15 percent is over the age of 65. There are
96,724 miles of public roads (highways, roads, streets). Of that total, 9,946 miles are state, 78,040
county and 8,738 municipal roads. In 2018, there were 1,459,064 licensed drivers and 2,471,317
registered vehicles. Temperature extremes from temperatures of below zero in winter to highs over
100 degrees during the summer challenge the driving public. A strong correlation has been noted
between crash experience and severity of winter weather. Print media includes 15 daily and 152
weeklies newspapers, broadcast media outlets include 15 commercial and education television
stations and 158 commercial radio stations. Two major areas of the State are linked with media in
neighboring states.

Highway Safety Planning Process
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The highway safety planning process is circular and continuous; i.e., at any one point in time, the
HSO may be working on previous, current and upcoming fiscal year plans. In addition, due to a
variety of intervening and often unpredictable factors at both the Federal and State level, the planning
process may be interrupted by unforeseen events and mandates.

The planning process HSP flowchart visually capturing the steps in the planning process: identifying
problems, setting targets, choosing performance measures, selecting projects, etc.

HSP Flowchart

Define and
describe the

problems

through data
analysis

Evaluate Identify and
outcomes and imvolvie

results for use partners in

in next each planning

planning cycle process

Highway
Safety
Planning

Submit HSP
____..--—""'_ Process Cycle

for NHTSA,

Coordinate
HSP and data

. collection with
review and

approval

those for the
State HSP

Identify, Develop
prioritize, and performance
select targets and
strategies and measures for
projects program areas

HSP Program Planning Calendar

November —December Debrief the previous year’s programs, crash
data, state and national priorities, update
problem identification, and set performance
targets with HSO staff. Coordinate data
and problem identification with the State’s
HSP.
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January —FebruaryJanuary —February Review program data and targets to
determine funding distribution and overall
direction of program. Consider the
NHTSA regional response to the prior
year’'s Annual Report, the prior year HSP
approval letter, and any applicable
Management or special Management
Review or Program Assessment comments.
Post Grant Contract Proposal Guide and
Policies and Procedures on the website.

March -April Determine revenue estimates, establish
draft budget, and review internally. Grant
proposals are solicited.

May Preliminary program, project, or activity
selection based upon need, performance,
and outcome expectations. Grant
Application due to HSO for formal review.

June Draft the HSP including the Sections 402
and 405 grant application for review by
NHTSA and program area experts. Review,
print and formally submit the HSP for
NHTSA review and approval.

July Finalize contracts negotiation and approval.
Respond promptly to NHTSA regarding
any requests for additional information for
the HSP application.

August —SeptemberAugust —September Print, distribute, and post the approved
HSP. Prepare for implementation and gain
approval for grants and contracts from the
appropriate officials.

October Implement grants and contracts. Begin
work on the Annual Report.

The program, project, and activity selection is the responsibility of the HSO professional staff. Information from
avariety of data sourcesis utilized. An evaluation criteriaformat is used to determine how individual
applications compare. These comparisons and ratings are used to make final funding determinations.

Processes Participants

Highway Safety Partnerships

The HSO staff requests information and data from other traffic safety groups and individuals. These include,
but are not limited to: federal, state and local government agencies and non-profit organizations:
Federal, state and local government agencies:

Nebraska Supreme Court (Administrative Office of the Courts & Probation),

Nebraska Department of Transportation,

Nebraska Department of Motor Vehicles,

Federal Highway Administration,

Nebraska Liquor Control Commission,

Nebraska Attorney General,

Nebraska Commission on Law Enforcement and Criminal Justice,

National Highway Traffic Safety Administration, and
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Governors Highway Safety Association.

Hospitals, local health departments, law enforcement, etc.:
Nebraska Hospital Association,

Nebraska Nurses Association,

Nebraska Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS),
Nebraska Department of Education, and

Nebraska State Patrol (NSP)

Over 200 Sheriff’s Offices and Police Departments,
Nebraska Game & Parks Enforcement Division,
University of Nebraska— Kearney - Nebraska Safety Center,
University of Nebraska - Omaha, and

University of Nebraska— Lincoln.

Bryan Health Independence Center Advisory Committee,
The Bridge Behavioral Health,

Mary Lanning Healthcare,

CHI St. Francis,

CHI Good Samaritan,

Four Corners Health Department,

Lincoln/Lancaster County Health Department,

Lincoln Fire and Rescue

Three Rivers Health Department, and

Sarpy/Cass Health Department.

Non-profit organizations:

Nebraska Mothers Against Drunk Driving,

Nebraska Brain Injury Alliance

National Safety Council, Nebraska,

Nebraska Prevention Center for Alcohol and Drug Abuse,
Nebraska Safety Council, Inc.,

One World Community Health Centers, Inc.,

Keep Kids Alive, Drive 25,

Safe Kids Nebraska, and

Bike Walk Nebraska.

Professional associations:

Nebraska County Attorney's Association,

Nebraska Trucking Association,

Nebraska State Troopers Association, and

Nebraska Medical Association

Nebraska Sheriff’s Association, and

Police Officers Association of Nebraska.

The participating members of the Nebraska Advocates for Highway Safety are vital partners and collaborators
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in the problem identification and priority determination process.
Among the other groups that contribute are:

Agriculture Safety Council of Nebraska,

City of Omaha Prosecutor’ s Office,

Douglas County Attorney’s Office,

DHHS CODES Data Management Team,

DHHS, Injury Prevention

Drive Smart Nebraska Coalition,

Injury Prevention Planning Group,

AAA Nebraska,

Nebraska Motor Club Foundation,

Nebraska Collegiate Consortium,

Nebraska Operation Lifesaver Committee,

Nebraska DHHS Preventive Health Advisory Committee,
Nebraska Transportation Coalition,

Nebraska Impaired Driving Task Force,

Project Extra Mile,

Students Against Destructive Decisions, and

Traffic Records Coordinating Committee.

Description of Highway Safety Problems

Problem Identification Process, Data Used and Participants

Problem identification is performed by the HSO staff, in collaboration with other state and local agency
personnel, and involves the examination of relationships between crashes and the characteristics of population,
licensed drivers, registered vehicles, and vehicle miles. Drivers can be divided into various subgroups by age,
sex, etc. Vehicles can be divided into subgroups according to the year, the make, body style, etc. Roadways
can be divided into subgroups according to urban, rural, type of surface, etc. Crashes can be further analyzed in
terms of time, day, and month; age and sex of the driver, and primary contributing factors; and usage of safety
equipment.

The HSO has chosen to define a highway safety crash problem as "an identifiable subgroup of drivers,
pedestrians, vehicles, or roadways that is proportionately higher in crash experience compared to normal
expectations.” The fact that a subgroup is over represented in crashes may suggest that there is a characteristic
of that subgroup that contributes to the crashes. A contributing factor can be defined as an identifiable
characteristic of drivers, pedestrians, other roadway users, vehicles, or roadways, which are statistically higher
in crash experience as compared to normal expectations.

Isolating and identifying contributing factors are essential in the strategic planning and selection of projects,
activities, or programs that result in measurable outcomes. The more specific contribution of characteristics
may be identified and corrected. The crash experience of the subgroup may be improved, resultingin a
reduction of the rate of traffic crash fatalities and injuries.

When conducting analysis, the HSO staff also considers other influencing factors. Factors such as composition
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of population, modes of transportation, system support, weather conditions, economic conditions, rural or
urban, etc., may all affect highway user behavior. The experience and judgment of the HSO staff (and their
highway safety partners) are essential in the problem identification and priority setting process.

Methods for Project Selection

Problem Identification Process, Data Used and Participants

Problem identification is performed by the HSO staff, in collaboration with other state and local agency
personnel, and involves the examination of relationships between crashes and the characteristics of population,
licensed drivers, registered vehicles, and vehicle miles. Drivers can be divided into various subgroups by age,
sex, etc. Vehicles can be divided into subgroups according to the year, the make, body style, etc. Roadways
can be divided into subgroups according to urban, rural, type of surface, etc. Crashes can be further analyzed in
terms of time, day, and month; age and sex of the driver, and primary contributing factors; and usage of safety
equipment.

The HSO has chosen to define a highway safety crash problem as "an identifiable subgroup of drivers,
pedestrians, vehicles, or roadways that is proportionately higher in crash experience compared to normal
expectations.” The fact that a subgroup is over represented in crashes may suggest that there is a characteristic
of that subgroup that contributes to the crashes. A contributing factor can be defined as an identifiable
characteristic of drivers, pedestrians, other roadway users, vehicles, or roadways, which are statistically higher
in crash experience as compared to normal expectations.

I solating and identifying contributing factors are essential in the strategic planning and selection of projects,
activities, or programs that result in measurable outcomes. The more specific contribution of characteristics
may be identified and corrected. The crash experience of the subgroup may be improved, resultingin a
reduction of the rate of traffic crash fatalities and injuries.

When conducting analysis, the HSO staff also considers other influencing factors. Factors such as composition
of population, modes of transportation, system support, weather conditions, economic conditions, rural or
urban, etc., may all affect traffic behavior. The experience and judgment of the HSO staff (and their highway
safety partners) are essential in the problem identification and priority setting process.

List of Information and Data Sources

Traffic Safety Performance Measures

In determining the HSP performance measures, the HSO coordinates with the development of the SHSP and the
Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) performance measures. Performance measures enable the state
to track progress, from a specific baseline, toward meeting atarget. In August 2008, the US Department of
Transportation released a document DOT HS 811 025, that outlines a minimum set of behavioral highway
safety plans and programs. The 11 Core (C) performances measures were developed by NHTSA in
collaboration with GHSA and others. The initial minimum set contains 14 measures: 10 core outcome
measures, 1 core behavior measure; and 3 activity measures. These 14 measures cover the major areas common
to state highway safety plans and uses existing data systems. Beginning with the 2010 Highway Safety Plans
and Annual Reports, state set targets for the report progress on each of 11 core outcome and behavior measures
annually. The following are the 15 performance measures which will be identified within their respective
programs areas.
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OUTCOME MEASURES:

C-1 Traffic Fatalities (actua-FARYS)

C-2. Number of serious (disabling) injuries (State Crash Data)

C-3. Fatality rate per 100M VMT (FARS, FHWA)

C-4. Number of unrestrained passenger vehicle occupant fatalities, al seating positions (FARS)C-5.
Number of fatalities involving driver or motorcycle operator with .08 BAC or above (FARYS)

C-6. Number of speeding-related fatalities (FARYS)

C-7. Number of motorcyclist fatalities (FARS)

C-8. Number of unhelmeted motorcyclist fatalities (FARS)

C-o. Number of drivers age 20 or younger involved in fatal crashes (FARS)

C-10.  Number of pedestrian fatalities (FARS)

C-11.  Number of bicyclist fatalities (FARS)

BEHAVIOR MEASURE:

B-1. Percent observed belt use for passenger vehicles —front seat outboard occupants (State Survey)
ACTIVITY MEASURES:

1 Number of seat belt citations issued during grant-funded enforcement activities (Grant Activity
Reports)

2. Number of impaired driving arrests made during grant funded enforcement activities (Grant Activity
Reports)

3. Number of speeding citations issued made during grant-funded enforcement activities (Grant Activity
Reports)

The Fatal Analysis Reporting System (FARS) data “ Traffic Safety Performance (Core Outcome) Measures for
Nebraska’ and calendar year state crash data, Standard Summary of Nebraska— Motor Vehicle Traffic
Accidents are being utilized. (A five-year baseline moving averageisused in al core outcome measures except
in the Behavior Measure).

Description of Outcomes
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Traffic 5afety Performance Trends and Targets

PERFORMANCE MEASURES 2013 2014 2015 2016 2

CORE BEHAVIOR MEASURE

S —

ACTIVITY PERFORMANCE MEASURES

k) 2018 | 201
C-1 |Traffic Fatalities"+& Annusl 211 225 246 218 228 230
5-Year Rolling Average 203 204 215 222 126
-2 |Serious Traffic Injuries++ Anrual 1536 1.620 1520 1568 1478 1,354
5-Year Rolling Average 1,732 1.667 1621 1585 1,548
C-3  |Foralities per VMT® #+ Anrusl 108 115 122 105 105 110
5-Year Rolling Average 105 1.05 1.10 112 112
C-4  |Unrestrained Passenger
Vehicle Occupant Fatalities® + Annual 105 95 118 6 i 23
5-¥ear Rofling dverage 55 92 100 101 102
C-5  |Alcohol-impaired Driving Fatalities
(BAC=.08.08+)"+ Azl 60| 60 64 62 67 53
5-Year Rolling Average 59 58 61 638 &3
-6 |Speeding-Relsted Fatalities™+ Anraal iz 48 ET) 36 37 a1
5-Year Rolling Average 36 40 a0 41 40
C-7  |Motorcyclist Fatalities"+ Anrwal 12 20 25 20 27 23
S5-Vear Rolling Averzge 18 13 21 20.2 21
-8 |Unheimeted Motorcydist
Fatalities® Annusl 1 3 1
5-Year Rodling Average 1 Z 2
C-9  |Driwers Age 20 or Younger
Involved in Fatal Crashes® Annual i3 34 35 26 35 40
5-Year Rolling Average 39 35 35 352 35
C-10 |Pedestrian Fatalities® & Anoual 12 9 15 12 0 23
5-Year Rolling fverage 10 10 12 134 12
C-11 |Bicyclist Fatalities™ + Anrual o 2 4 ol o
S5-Year Rolling Sverag 1 1 2 14 2

101

&3

a2

23

35

17

1442

114

A-1 |Safety Belt Citations Annusl 3,030/ 2,790 1914 1837 2,503 NFa NSa MN/A
&-2 |Blcohol Impaired Driving Arrests Anraal 2,509 130 775 1183 1.368 A NiA MiA
A&-3 |Speeding Citations Anrual 20,105 17.415) 15513] 22.7EB| 16375 hifd LT M/A)
Fatal, & and B Crashes® "+ Anrusl 4,713 £.648 4948 5,207 5,011 4,928 4 82E 4916
5-Year Rolling Average 5,008 4.860 4,544 4,904 4923
Alcohol-mpaired Fatal, & and B Crashes®* Anrual 550/ 378 367 378 353 29 352 342
5-Year Rolling Sverage &0, 594 581 5E5 565
Speed-Related Fatal, & and B Crashes®™ Anrwal i 38 250 ZE2 231 s 255 238
S5-Year Rolfing Average a7 358 317 o) 287
Youth-Inwohwed Fatal, A and B Crashes** Armual 1.300 1246 1,343 1464 1349 1296 1,323 1313
S-ear Rolling Aversze 1,487 1,388 1341 1,351 1340
AN Other Factors, Fatal, & and B Croshes®®+ | Annasal 3,529 3.733 4131 L4185 &4227 3452 3,953 4022
S-Year Rolfing Aversge 4,028 3,008 3936 4,017 4062
EDistracted Driver, Fatal, A and B Crashes®*+  |Annual 751 T9E Be7 SE2 E94 B74 813 847
S-Year Rolling Average 750 753 3 E6a
HNighttime (6 p.m.-6 a.m.] Unrestrained
Fatalities in Fatal, A and B Crashes®*+ Annual ] 53 Ly £ 1 74 65 72
5-¥ear Rofling Average 51 52 58 61 Bl
Source: "FARS, **"Nebraska State Crash Data, ***MNebraska Safety Belt Use Report = Actual Numbers Mf4 - Mot Applicable

* Annual Targets are based on 5-year Rolling average trend projections for 2013 to 2020.
+Predictions based on o trend analysis predictive model that indicated these perfformance areas would increase in 2015-2020. In crder to stop the trend,
B two percent decrease was applied to each year's projection.
F Includes Inattention, Mobile Phone Distraction, Distracted-Other, Following Too Closely Crashes
+ 2020 Nebrasks HEIP Target set on & reduction of the current increasing trend by 2%.

Performance report
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H5P Traffic Safety Performance [Core Outcome) Measures For Nebraska (FARS)

Projection

2018 2019 2020
-1 Traffic Fatalities++ 211 225 246 218 228| 2300 2330 2390
-2 Serious Traffic Injuries® 1,536| 1,620| 1,520 1,588 1478| 13040| 14780| 14420
C-3 Fatalities Per 100 million VMT++ 1.09 115 122 1.05 1.05 1100 1140 1.140
-4 Occupant Fatalities i 105 g5 118 BR 101 g3 101 102
5 Alcohol-Impaired Driving Fatalities (BAC=.08+)***+ 60 60 65 62 67 53 63 64
C-6 Speeding-Related Fatalities 39 45 37 36 37 41 42 42
7 Motorcyclist Fatalities+ 14 20 25 20 27 23 23 24
ca Unhelmeted Motorcyclist Fatalities i 1 4 3 i 1 2 2
C-9 Drivers Age 20 and Younger in Fatal Crashes 39 34 39 26 35 40 35 35
€-10 Pedestrian Fatalities+ 12 g 19 12 20 23 17 19
c-11 Bicyclist and Other Cyclist Fatalities 0 2 4 1 3 0 2 2
B-1 Observed Seat Belt Use~ 79.1%| 79.0%| 79.6%| B3.3%| B5.9%| B6.0%| BES5%| 904%

~ Nebraska Safety Belt Use Report ® Mebraska Crash Data Source: Fatality Analysis Reporting System [FARS)
+Predictions based on a trend analysis predictive model indicated these performance areas would increase in 2016-2018. In order to stop
the trend, a one percent reduction was applied to each year.
+ 2018 Nebraska H5IP Target set on a reduction of the current increasing trend by 1%.
¥ Baced on the Highest BAC of a Driver or Motorcycle Rider Involved in the Crash

Activity Performance Measures™ 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
Safety Belt Citations Issued During Mo Mo Mo
A-1 Grant Funded Enforcement Activities (FY) 3,030 2,790| 1,914 1,837| 2,503 | Goals | Goals | Goals
Alcohol Impaired Driving Arrests Made During Mo Mo Mo
A-2 Grant-Funded Enforcement Activities (FY) 2,593 1,301 775 1,183| 1,368 | Goals | Goals | Goals
Speeding Citations Issued During Mo Mo Mo
A-3 Grant-Funded Enforcement Activities (FY) 20,105 17,415| 15513 | 22,78B| 16,375 | Goals | Goals | Goals

~Source: NDOR-H50 - Ainnual Grant Reports

Fatal, A and B Injury Crash Targets 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
Fatal, A and B Injury Crashes 4713| 4648 4948 5,297 5011 4928 aB88| 4916
Alcohol-lmpaired Fatal, A and B Injury Crashes 550 576 567 579 553 529 552 542
Speed-Related Fatal, A and B Injury Crashes 334 339 250 282 231 317 255 238
Youth-Involved Fatal, A and B Injury Crashes 1,300| 1,246 1343| 1.464| 1349| 1,296 1,323 1,313
All Other Factors - Fatal, A and B Injury Crashes 3,828\ 3,733| 4131| 4418 4227| 3452 39893 4022
**Distracted Driver Fatal, A and B Injury Crashes 751 798 B97 982 B4 B74 913 947
Mighttime (6 p.m. - 6 a.m.) Unrestrained Fatalities in

Fatal Crashes ) 58 i 50 71 74 &9 T2

Source: Standard Summary of Nebraska - 5tatewide - Fatal, A and B Injuries - NDOR
*Distracted Driving includes Followed To Closely, Inattention, Mobile Phone Distraction, Distracted - Other

Progress towards meeting State performance targets from the previous fisca year's HSP

Sort Order Performance measure name Progress
1 C-1) Number of traffic In Progress
fatalities (FARS)
2 C-2) Number of serious In Progress

injuriesin traffic crashes
(State crash datafiles)

3 C-3) FatalitiessVMT (FARS, |In Progress
FHWA)
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C-4) Number of unrestrained
passenger vehicle occupant
fatalities, all seat positions
(FARYS)

In Progress

C-5) Number of fatalitiesin
crashesinvolving adriver or
motorcycle operator with a
BAC of .08 and above
(FARS)

In Progress

C-6) Number of speeding-
related fatalities (FARS)

In Progress

C-7) Number of
motorcyclist fatalities
(FARS)

In Progress

C-8) Number of unhelmeted
motorcyclist fatalities
(FARS)

In Progress

C-9) Number of drivers age
20 or younger involved in
fatal crashes (FARS)

In Progress

10

C-10) Number of pedestrian
fatalities (FARS)

In Progress

11

C-11) Number of bicyclists
fatalities (FARS)

In Progress

12

B-1) Observed seat belt use
for passenger vehicles, front
seat outboard occupants
(survey)

In Progress

13

Fatal, A and B Crashes
(State Crash Data)

In Progress

13

Alcohol-Impaired Fatal, A
and B Crashes (State Crash
Data)

In Progress

13

Speed-Related Fatal, A and
B Crashes (State Crash
Data)

In Progress

13

Y outh-Involved Fatal, A and
B Crashes (State Crash
Data)

In Progress

13

All Other Factors, Fatal, A
and B Crashes (State Crash
Data)

In Progress

13

Distracted Driver, Fatal, A
and B Crashes (State Crash
Data)*

In Progress

13

Nighttime (6 p.m.-6 am.)
Unrestrained Fatalitiesin
Fatal, A and B Crashes
(State Crash Data)

In Progress

Performance Measure: C-1) Number of traffic fatalities (FARS)

Progress. In Progress
Program-Area-L evel Report
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To decrease the increasing trend for traffic fatalities by 7.6 percent from the 222 (5 year rolling averagein
2012-2016) to 239 by December 31, 2019.

Upon areview of the state’ sfive year rolling averages of the annual fatality data, according to FARS through
2016, representatives of the NDOT Highway Safety Office, other NDOT Engineering Sections responsible for
the HSIP, and the state’s MPO'’ s, have discussed and determined an agreeable target rate. The increasing trend
in fatalities, combined with the VMT increases and reduced fuel prices, resulted in the (2015 — 2019) period
target of 239 fatalities.

The 2018 FARS numbers are not yet available but the final traffic fatalities increased by 2.5 percent to 228 in
2017.

Performance Measure: C-2) Number of serious injuriesin traffic crashes (State
crash datafiles)

Progress: In Progress

Program-Area-Level Report

To decrease serious traffic injuries by 2.8 percent from 1,585 (5 year rolling average in 2012-2016) to 1,540 by
December 31, 2019.

A consensus review that the declining trend in the number of annual traffic crash-related injuries appearsto be a
mirror image of the increasing observed safety belt use rate from 79% to 86% during the 2013 — 2017 period.
With the expectation that both of these trends will continue, the predicted target of a decrease of 5.1 percent is
within reach.

The 2018 FARS numbers are not yet available but the final serious traffic injuries decreased by 6.8 percent to
1,478 in 2017.

Performance Measure: C-3) FatalitiesVMT (FARS, FHWA)

Progress. In Progress

Program-Area-Level Report

To maintain the increasing trend for fatalities/100 VMT by 5.4 percent increase from 1.12 percent (5 year
rolling average in 2012-2016) to 1.18 by December 31, 20109.

Even with annual increasing VMT combined with stabilizing lower fuel costs, it remains challenging to
decrease the traffic fatalities proportionately, especially when multiple fatality crashes are contributing. Recent
forecasts of adeclining agricultural economy and using the 5 year fatalities’VMT rolling average trend, a target
of al.18 rateis predicted.

The 2018 FARS numbers are not yet available but the final 2017 fatalities’100 VMT decreased by .07 points to
1.05.

Performance Measure: C-4) Number of unrestrained passenger vehicle occupant
fatalities, all seat positions (FARS)

Progress: In Progress

Program-Area-Level Report
To hold steady unrestrained passenger vehicle occupant fatalities, in all seating positions by 5.9 percent from
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101 (2012-2016 rolling average) to 107, based on past trends, by December 31, 2019.

Thistarget includes the consideration of our expectation that Nebraska' s annual observed safety belt use rate
will continue to increase.

The 2018 FARS numbers are not yet available but the final unrestrained passenger vehicle occupant fatalities
decreased by .2 % to 101 for 2017.

Performance Measure: C-5) Number of fatalitiesin crashesinvolving adriver or
motorcycle operator with a BAC of .08 and above (FARS)

Progress: In Progress

Program-Area-Level Report

To maintain alcohol-impaired driving fatalities at O percent from 64 (2012-2016 rolling average) to 64, based on
past trends, by December 31, 2019.

As reports of declining annual numbers of impaired drivers arrested by law enforcement continues and the
increasing availability of the growing ride sharing options, this target would appear to be possible with planned
countermeasure activities.

The 2018 FARS numbers are not yet available but the final alcohol-impaired driving fatalities increased by 5
percent to 67 in 2017.

Performance Measure: C-6) Number of speeding-related fatalities (FARS)

Progress. In Progress

Program-Area-Level Report

To hold steady speeding-related fatalities by 2.4 percent from 41 (2012-2016 rolling average) to 42, based on
past trends, by December 31, 2019.

Considering theincreasein VMT over the period and the predicted future increase, the actual speeding-related
fatality rate is actually declining, so thistarget using the fatality number, would actually continue to achieve a
declining speed-related fatality rate.

The 2018 FARS numbers are not yet available but the final speeding-related fatalities decreased by 9.8% to 37
in 2017.

Performance Measure: C-7) Number of motorcyclist fatalities (FARS)
Progress: In Progress
Program-Area-Level Report
To hold steady motorcyclist fatalities to 15.0 percent from 20 (2012-2016 rolling average) to 23, based on past
trends, by December 31, 2019.
The warming climate change in Nebraska continues to annually increase the number of potential riding days
that increases the total miles accumulated by motorcyclists while, at the same time, increasing their risk of fatal
crash involvement and increasing the annual fatality numbers.
The 2018 FARS numbers are not yet available but the final motorcyclist fatalities did increase by 33.7 percent
to 27 in 2017.

Performance Measure: C-8) Number of unhelmeted motorcyclist fatalities (FARS)
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Progress: In Progress

Program-Area-Level Report

To maintain unhelmeted motorcyclist fatalities by 0.0 percent from 2 (2012-2016 rolling average) to 2, based on
past trends, by December 31, 2019.

Nebraska has a universal helmet law and the annual observed helmet use rate by riders during the 2014 -2018
period was between 97 percent and 100 percent with alow of 8.3 percent and a high of 15.2 percent of those
helmets being illegal/unsafe ones. Fatally injured riders wearing illegal helmet are marked as unhelmeted
riders. Effortsto discourage the use of non-conforming helmets are ongoing.

The 2018 FARS numbers are not yet available but the final unhelmeted motorcyclist fatalities decreased by
50.0 percent to 1.0 in 2017.

Performance Measure: C-9) Number of drivers age 20 or younger involved in fatal
crashes (FARS)

Progress. In Progress

Program-Area-Level Report

To reduce drivers age 20 and younger involved in fatal crashes by 11.4 percent from 35 (2012-2016 rolling
average) to 31, based on past trends, by December 31, 2019.

Declining trends are due to countermeasures that work programs on this target population. While still
significantly overrepresented in crashes, increasing attention to these drivers will continue.

The 2089 FARS numbers are not yet available but the final drivers age 20 and younger involved in fatal crashes
remained steady at 35 in 2017.

Performance Measure: C-10) Number of pedestrian fatalities (FARYS)

Progress: In Progress

Program-Area-Level Report

To hold steady pedestrian fatalities to 30.7 percent from 13 (2012-2016 rolling average) to 17, based on past
trends, by December 31, 2019.

Nebraskais among the lowest in total pedestrian fatalities of all states but those that do occur are frequently
challenging to address because there is usually almost no commonality to the contributing circumstancesin
these collisions. While countermeasure programs are limited, pedestrian fatalities still remains a target focus.
The 2018 FARS numbers are not yet available but the final pedestrian fatalities increased by 49.3 percent to 20
in2017.

Performance Measure: C-11) Number of bicyclists fatalities (FARS)

Progress. In Progress

Program-Area-Level Report

To maintain bicyclist fatalities by 0 percent from 1 (2012-2016 rolling average) to 1, based on past trends, by
December 31, 20109.

Recently, Nebraska ranked 50th in bicycle fatalities. Bicycling has dramatically increased in popularity in the
past decade with extensive urban and rural trail systems within the state, yet annual fatalitiesarerare. The
NDOT HSO intends to keep it that way.
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The 2018 FARS numbers are not yet available but the final bicyclist fatalities decreased by 115 percent to 3in
2017.

Performance Measure: B-1) Observed seat belt use for passenger vehicles, front

seat outboard occupants (survey)
Progress. In Progress

Program-Area-Level Report

To increase statewide observed seat belt use of front seat outboard occupants in passenger vehicles 3.0
percentage points from the 2017 calendar year usage rate 85.9 percent to 88.9 percent by December 31, 20109.
Asthe third highest secondary law observation rate state, we are pleased, but not satisfied. Continued use of
our existing countermeasure efforts have resulted in significant progress and plans are to expand and improve
thosein FY 2019.

The 2019 State Crash numbers are not yet available but the final statewide observed seat belt use increased by
0.1 point to 86 percent in 2018.

Performance Measure: Fatal, A and B Crashes (State Crash Data)

Progress. In Progress

Program-Area-Level Report

Reduce fatal, A and B crashes by 6.0 percent from 4,904 (2012-2016 rolling average) to 4,612, based on past
trends, by December 31, 2019.

Continued use of existing countermeasures that work programs should result in FY 2020 success.

The 2018 State Crash numbers are not yet available but the final fatal, A and B crashesincreased by 2.2 percent
to 5,011 in 2017.

Performance Measure: Alcohol-Impaired Fatal, A and B Crashes (State Crash
Data)

Progress. In Progress

Program-Area-Level Report

Reduce alcohol-impaired fatal, A and B crashes by 6.3 percent from 585 (2012-2016 rolling average) to 548,
based on past trends, by December 31, 20109.

Expanded use of the 24/7 impaired driving offender countermeasure program in Omaha and Lincoln metro
areas, high visibility enforcement efforts, and year round impaired driving media messaging campaigns are
working.

The 2018 State Crash numbers are not yet available but the final alcohol-impaired fatal, A and B crashes
decreased by 5.5 percent to 553 in 2017.

Performance Measure: Speed-Related Fatal, A and B Crashes (State Crash Data)
Progress. In Progress

Program-Area-Level Report
Reduce speed-related fatal, A and B crashes by 23.1 percent from 299 (2012-2016 rolling average) to 230,
based on past trends, by December 31, 2019.
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Recent success coincides with increased use of high visibility enforcement strategies and using new equipment
technology in critical locations on identified days and times.

The 2018 State Crash numbers are not yet available but the final speed-related fatal, A and B crashes increased
by 22.7 percent to 231 in 2017.

Performance Measure: Y outh-Involved Fatal, A and B Crashes (State Crash Data)
Progress: In Progress
Program-Area-Level Report
Reduce youth-involved fatal, A and B crashes by 16.1 percent from 1,351 (2012-2016 rolling average) to 1,134,
based on past trends, by December 31, 2019.

Increasing collaboration with multiple highway safety and public health partners has resulted in recent
decreases.
The 2018 State Crash numbers are not yet available but the final youth-involved fatal, A and B crashes
decreased by .15 percent to 1,349 in 2017.

Performance Measure: All Other Factors, Fatal, A and B Crashes (State Crash
Data)

Progress. In Progress

Program-Area-Level Report

Reduce all other factors, fatal, A and B crashes by 4.7 percent from 4,017 (2012-2016 rolling average) to 3,829,
based on past trends, by December 31, 2019.

Continued use of existing countermeasures that work programs should result in FY 2020 success.

The 2018 State Crash numbers are not yet available but the final all other factors, fatal, A and B crashes
increased by 5.2 percent to 4,227 in 2017.

Performance Measure: Distracted Driver, Fatal, A and B Crashes (State Crash

Data)*

Progress: In Progress

Program-Area-Level Report

To limit increasing distracted driver fatal, A and B crashes by 6.2 percent from 844 (2012-2016 rolling average)
to 896, based on past trends, by December 31, 20109.

While increasing the crash data with available distracted driving contributing factors the NDOT HSO will
increase the use of countermeasure that work to slow the increase in distracted driving crashes.

The 2018 State Crash numbers are not yet available but the final distracted driver fatal, A and B crashes
increased by 6.0 percent to 894 in 2017.

Performance Measure: Nighttime (6 p.m.-6 am.) Unrestrained Fatalities in Fatal, A
and B Crashes (State Crash Data)
Progress. In Progress

Program-Area-Level Report
To limit increasing nighttime (6 p.m. - 6 am.) unrestrained fatalities in fatal crashes by 16.8 percent from 61
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(2012-2016 rolling average) to 71, based on past trends, by December 31, 2019.

The NDOT HSO will continue the high visibility enforcement during the nighttime hours as well as other
countermeasures that work to decrease the unrestrained fatlities.

The 2018 State Crash numbers are not yet available but the final nighttime (6 p.m. - 6 am.) unrestrained
fatalitiesin fatal crashesincreased by 16.8 percent to 71 in 2017.

Performance Plan

Sort Order | Performance | Target Period| Target Start | Target End | Target Value
measure Y ear Y ear
name

1 C-1) Number |5 Year 2016 2020 239
of traffic
fatalities
(FARYS)
2 C-2) Number |5 Year 2016 2020 1,442.00
of serious
injuriesin
traffic crashes
(State crash
data files)

3 C-3) 5Year 2016 2020 1.14
Fatalities'VM
T (FARS,
FHWA)

4 C-4) Number |5 Year 2016 2020 102
of
unrestrained
passenger
vehicle
occupant
fatalities, all
Seat positions
(FARS)

5 C-5) Number |5 Year 2016 2020 64.00
of fatalitiesin
crashes
involving a
driver or
motorcycle
operator with
aBAC of .08
and above
(FARS)

6 C-6) Number |5 Year 2016 2020 42.00
of speeding-
related
fatalities
(FARS)

7 C-7) Number |5 Year 2016 2020 24.00
of
motorcyclist
fatalities
(FARYS)
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C-8) Number
of
unhelmeted
motorcyclist
fatalities
(FARYS)

SYear

2016

2020

2.00

C-9) Number
of drivers age
20 or younger
involved in
fatal crashes
(FARS)

SYear

2016

2020

35.00

10

C-10)
Number of
pedestrian
fatalities
(FARS)

5Year

2016

2020

19.00

11

C-11)
Number of
bicyclists
fatalities
(FARS)

SYear

2016

2020

2.00

12

B-1)
Observed seat
belt use for
passenger
vehicles,

front seat
outboard
occupants

(survey)

5Year

2016

2020

90.40

13

Fatal, A and
B Crashes
(State Crash
Data)

5Year

2016

2020

4,916.00

14

Alcohol-
Impaired
Fatal, A and
B Crashes
(State Crash
Data)

SYear

2016

2020

542.00

15

Speed-
Related Fatal,
A and B
Crashes
(State Crash
Data)

5Year

2016

2020

238.00

16

Y outh-
Involved
Fatal, A and
B Crashes
(State Crash
Data)

5Year

2016

2020

1,313.00
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17 All Other 2020
Factors,
Fatal, A and
B Crashes
(State Crash

Data)

18 Distracted
Driver, Fatdl,
A and B
Crashes
(State Crash
Data)*

19 Nighttime (6
p.m.-6 am.)
Unrestrained
Fataitiesin
Fatal, A and
B Crashes
(State Crash
Data)

Performance Measure: C-1) Number of traffic fatalities (FARS)
Performance Target details

SYear 2016 4,022.00

SYear 2016 2020 947.00

S5Year 2016 2020 72.00

Performance | Target Metric | Target Value | Target Period Target Start
Target Type Y ear
C-1) Number of [Numeric 239 5Year 2016

traffic fatalities
(FARS)-2020

Performance Target Justification
To decrease the increasing trend for traffic fatalities by 2 percent from 226 (5 year rolling average in 2013-
2017) to 239 by December 31, 2020.

Traffic Fatalities
300
246
250 225 2330 2330
m
200
150
100
2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

Performance Measure: C-2) Number of serious injuriesin traffic crashes (State

crash datafiles)
Performance Target details

20/462



Performance | Target Metric | Target Value | Target Period Target Start
Target Type Year
C-2) Number of |Numeric 1,442.00 S5Year 2016
serious injuries
in traffic crashes
(State crash data
files)-2020

Performance Target Justification
To decrease serious traffic injuries by 5.1 percent from 1,548 (5 year rolling average in 2013-2017) to 1,442 by
December 31, 2020.

Serious Traffic Injuries
2,200
2,000
1800 — 16— cEy
1,536 1,520
1,600 - 1478 1478,
1,400
1,200
1,00 T T T T T T T 1
2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2013 2019 2020

Performance Measure: C-3) FatalitiessVMT (FARS, FHWA)
Performance Target details

Performance | Target Metric | Target Value | Target Period Target Start
Target Type Y ear
C-3) Numeric 114 5Year 2016
FatalitiesVMT
(FARS,
FHWA)-2020

Performance Target Justification
To decrease the increasing trend for fatalities’100 VMT by 2 percent from 1.12 percent (5 year rolling average
in 2013-2017) to 1.14 by December 31, 2020.

Fatalities Per 100
Million Vehicle Miles Driven

140
130 1.22
120 1.15 1100 1.140 1.140
110 m%.&
1.00
050
0.80
070
0.60 ; ; ; . . . . |

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 20159 2020

21/462



Performance Measure: C-4) Number of unrestrained passenger vehicle occupant
fatalities, all seat positions (FARS)

Performance Target details

Performance
Target

Target Metric
Type

Target Value

Target Period

Target Start
Year

C-4) Number of

Numeric

102

SYear

2016

unrestrained
passenger
vehicle occupant
fatalities, all seat
positions
(FARS)-2020

Performance Target Justification
To decrease the increasing trend for unrestrained passenger vehicle occupant fatalitiesin all seating positions by
2 percent from 102 (2013-2017 rolling average) to 102, by December 31, 2020.

Unrestrained Passenger Vehicle
Occupant Fatalities
140 118
120 105 01— 103102
100 |
20
50
40
20
o T T T T T T T 1
2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

Performance Measure: C-5) Number of fatalitiesin crashesinvolving adriver or

motorcycle operator with a BAC of .08 and above (FARS)
Performance Target details

Performance

Target

Target Metric
Type

Target Vaue

Target Period

Target Start
Year

C-5) Number of
fatalitiesin
crashes
involving a
driver or
motorcycle
operator with a
BAC of .08 and
above (FARS)-

2020

Numeric

64.00

5Year

2016




Performance Target Justification
To decrease the increasing trend for a cohol-impaired driving fatalities by 2 percent from 63 (2013-2017 rolling
average) to 64 by December 31, 2020.

Alcohol-Impaired Driving Fatalities
(BAC=.08+)***+

=

&
o
&
&
2

cbBdESEa8S

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2013 2019 2020

Performance Measure: C-6) Number of speeding-related fatalities (FARS)
Performance Target details

Performance | Target Metric | Target Value | Target Period Target Start
Target Type Y ear
C-6) Number of |Numeric 42.00 5Year 2016
speeding-related
fatalities
(FARS)-2020

Performance Target Justification
To decrease the increasing trend for speeding-related fatalities by 2 percent from 40 (2013-2017 rolling
average) to 42, by December 31, 2020.

Speeding-Related Fatalities

49

a1
39 37 35 37

EE?EE
9

=]

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

Performance Measure: C-7) Number of motorcyclist fatalities (FARS)
Performance Target details
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Performance | Target Metric | Target Value | Target Period Target Start
Target Type Y ear
C-7) Number of |Numeric 24.00 5Year 2016
motorcyclist
fatalities
(FARS)-2020

Performance Target Justification
To hold steady motorcyclist fatalities to 0 percent from 23 (2014-2018 rolling average) to 23, based on past
trends, by December 31, 2020.

Motorcyclist Fatalities

27
0 75

25

20 20

15 g
10

G T T T T T 1
2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2012

Performance Measure: C-8) Number of unhelmeted motorcyclist fatalities (FARS)
Performance Target details

Performance | Target Metric | Target Value | Target Period Target Start
Target Type Year

C-8) Number of |Numeric 2.00 5Year 2016
unhelmeted
motorcyclist
fatalities
(FARS)-2020

Performance Target Justification
To maintain unhelmeted motorcyclist fatalities by 0.0 percent from 2 (2014-2018 rolling average) to 2, based on
past trends, by December 31, 2020.

Unhelmeted Motorcyclist Fatalities
i

N
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Performance Measure: C-9) Number of drivers age 20 or younger involved in fatal

crashes (FARS)
Performance Target details

Performance
Target

Target Metric
Type

Target Value

Target Period

Target Start
Year

Numeric

35.00

SYear

2016

C-9) Number of
drivers age 20 or
younger
involved in fatal
crashes (FARS)-
2020

Performance Target Justification
To reduce drivers age 20 and younger involved in fatal crashes by .5 percent from 35 (2014-2018 rolling
average) to 35, based on past trends, by December 31, 2020.

Drivers Involved in Fatal Crashes
Aged Under 21

Ak

oo, * 3% 35 35

et~

"

BB &858 8 3

o

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2013 2019 2020

Performance Measure: C-10) Number of pedestrian fatalities (FARS)
Performance Target details

Performance | Target Metric | Target Value | Target Period Target Start
Target Type Year
C-10) Number |Numeric 19.00 5Year 2016
of pedestrian
fatalities
(FARS)-2020

Performance Target Justification
To decrease the increasing trend of pedestrian fatalities by 2.0 percent from 14 (2013-2017 rolling average) to
19, by December 31, 2020.

Performance Measure: C-11) Number of bicyclists fatalities (FARS)
Performance Target details
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Performance | Target Metric | Target Value | Target Period Target Start
Target Type Y ear
C-11) Number |Numeric 2.00 5Year 2016
of bicyclists
fatalities
(FARS)-2020

Performance Target Justification
To maintain bicyclist fatalities from 1 (2014-2018 rolling average) to 1, based on past trends, by December 31,
2020.

Bicyclist Fatalities

o/

2013 2014

2015 2016 2017 2013 2019 2020

Performance Measure: B-1) Observed seat belt use for passenger vehicles, front

seat outboard occupants (survey)
Performance Target details

Performance
Target

Target Metric
Type

Target Value

Target Period

Target Start
Year

B-1) Observed
seat belt use for
passenger
vehicles, front
seat outboard
occupants

(survey)-2020

Percentage

90.40

SYear

2016

Performance Target Justification

To increase statewide observed seat belt use of front seat outboard occupants in passenger vehicles 4.9
percentage points from the 2018 calendar year usage rate 85.5 percent to 90.4 percent by December 31, 2020.

Performance Measure: Fatal, A and B Crashes (State Crash Data)
Performance Target details

Performance

Target

Target Metric
Type

Target Value

Target Period

Target Start
Year




Observed Seat Belt Use

o5, 05 O0.4%
23.5%

60085 T T T T T T T 1
2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 20183 2019 2020
Fatal, Aand B |Numeric 4,916.00 5Year 2016
Crashes (State
Crash Data)-
2020

Performance Target Justification
To decrease the increasing trend of fatal, A and B crashes by 1.0 percent from 4,966 (2014-2018 rolling
average) to 4,868, based on past trends, by December 31, 2020.

Fatal, A and B Injury Crashes
5,400 5,297
5,200 A 011
4,600
4,400
'q:-m T T T T T T T 1
2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2018 2020

Performance Measure: Alcohol-Impaired Fatal, A and B Crashes (State Crash

Data)
Performance Target details

Performance | Target Metric | Target Value | Target Period Target Start
Target Type Y ear

Alcohol- Numeric 542.00 5Yea 2016
Impaired Fatal,
A and B Crashes
(State Crash
Data)-2020

Performance Target Justification
Reduce alcohol-impaired fatal, A and B crashes by 3.4 percent from 561 (2014-2018 rolling average) to 542,
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based on past trends, by December 31, 2020.

Alcohol-Impaired
Fatal, A and B Crashes

== h] 576 5749
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570 | o
cE0 - \553 552
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500 T T T T T T T )
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Performance Measure: Speed-Related Fatal, A and B Crashes (State Crash Data)
Performance Target details

Performance | Target Metric | Target Value | Target Period Target Start
Target Type Y ear
Speed-Related  |Numeric 238.00 5Year 2016
Fatal, A and B
Crashes (State
Crash Data)-
2020

Performance Target Justification
Reduce speed-related fatal, A and B crashes by 16.2 percent from 284 (2014-2018 rolling average) to 238,
based on past trends, by December 31, 2020.

Speed-Related
Fatal, A and B Crashes
500
400
339
334 317
282
A
00 - 755
200
100
D T T T T T T T 1
2013 2014 2015 2015 2017 2013 2018 2020

Performance Measure: Y outh-Involved Fatal, A and B Crashes (State Crash Data)
Performance Target details
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Performance | Target Metric | Target Value | Target Period Target Start
Target Type Year
Y outh-Involved |Numeric 1,313.00 S5Year 2016
Fatal, A and B
Crashes (State
Crash Data)-
2020

Performance Target Justification
Reduce youth-involved fatal, A and B crashes by 2 percent from 1,340 (2014-2018 rolling average) to 1,313,
based on past trends, by December 31, 2020.

Youth-Involved
Fatal, A and B Crashes

3,500

2,000
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Performance Measure: All Other Factors, Fatal, A and B Crashes (State Crash

Data)
Performance Target details

Performance
Target

All Other
Factors, Fatal, A
and B Crashes
(State Crash
Data)-2020

Target Metric
Type

Numeric

Target Value | Target Period Target Start

Year
2016

4,022.00 S5Year

Performance Target Justification
Reduce all other factors, fatal, A and B crashes by 4.7 percent from 4,017 (2012-2016 rolling average) to 3,829,
based on past trends, by December 31, 2019.

Performance Measure: Distracted Driver, Fatal, A and B Crashes (State Crash

Data)*
Performance Target details

Performance
Target

Target Metric
Type

Target Value | Target Period Target Start

Year
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All Other Factors
Fatal, A and B Crashes
5,000
' 4,418
4131 4,227

3,829 . 3,993 4,022
4000 3,733
3,000
EJM T T T T T T T 1

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2013 2019 2020

Distracted Numeric 947.00 5Year 2016
Driver, Fata, A
and B Crashes
(State Crash
Data)*-2020

Performance Target Justification
To decrease the increasing trend of distracted driver fatal, A and B crashes by 2.0 percent from 864 (2013-2017
rolling average) to 947, by December 31, 2020.

Distracted Driver

Fatal, A and B Crashes
982

913

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 20183 2019 2020

Performance Measure: Nighttime (6 p.m.-6 am.) Unrestrained Fatalitiesin Fatal, A

and B Crashes (State Crash Data)
Performance Target details

Performance | Target Metric | Target Value | Target Period Target Start
Target Type Year
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Nighttime (6 Numeric 72.00 5Year 2016
p.m.-6 am.)
Unrestrained
Fatalitiesin
Fatal, A and B
Crashes (State
Crash Data)-
2020

Performance Target Justification
To decrease the increasing trend of nighttime (6 p.m. - 6 am.) unrestrained fatalitiesin fatal crashesto 3.0
percent from 66 (2014-2020 rolling average) to 68, based on past trends, by December 31, 2020.

Nighttime Fatal, A and B Crashes
100

77 74

W

&0

40

20

2015 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

Certification: State HSP performance targets are identical to the State DOT targets for common performance
measures (fatality, fatality rate, and serious injuries) reported in the HSIP annua report, as coordinated through
the State SHSP.
| certify: Yes

A-1) Number of seat belt citationsissued during grant-funded enforcement activities*

Seat belt citations. 1,657
Fiscal Year A-1: 2018

A-2) Number of impaired driving arrests made during grant-funded enforcement activities*
Impaired driving arrests. 857
Fiscal Year A-2: 2018

A-3) Number of speeding citations issued during grant-funded enforcement activities*
Speeding citations: 13,347
Fiscal Year A-3:. 2018

Program areas

Program Area: Communications (Media)

Description of Highway Safety Problems
Highway Safety Communication Plan
Paid Media
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In FY 2020, the HSO will use federal highway safety funding and federal highway safety improvement funding
to support paid marketing/advertising activities for several identified priorities of traffic safety subjects. The
Highway Safety Office identifies and utilizes those marketing/advertising strategies that will be most effective
in communicating those critical messages to the appropriate targeted demographic at the appropriate times.
The HSO plans to continue to utilize these paid marketing/advertising opportunities where the
messaging will be primarily targeted to 18 — 34 year old males: 1) television; 2) radio; 3) movie
screens; 4) pump top/handle; 5) truck side billboards/banners; 6) billboards, 7) high school, collegiate
and professional sports marketing: 8) social media/digital electronic ; and 9) print.

The HSO will use media methods for: 1) Occupant Restraints (Click It or Ticket); 2) Impaired Driving
(Buzzed Driving is Drunk Driving, Drive Sober or Get Pulled Over.); 3) Underage Drinking (Power of

Parents, MADD); 4) Distracted Driving (U Drive. U Text. U Pay.); 5) Motorcycle Safety (Share the
Road); 6) Child Passenger Safety (The Right Seat and Never Give Up Until They Buckle Up) and 7)
Railroad Grade Crossing Safety (Operation Lifesaver).

The HSO also enhances the volume of paid media marketing/advertising during the national Click It
or Ticket Mobilization, Impaired Driving Mobilization, and the additional designated Click It or Ticket

Mobilization. Special Underage Drinking campaigns are conducted around the prom and graduation
periods, in addition to the holiday breaks beginning with the Thanksgiving holiday though the end of
January. Additional, traffic safety messaging takes place in April for Distracted Driving Awareness
Month, May for Motorcycle Awareness, 100 Days of Summer (occupant protection and distracted
driving) and Child Passenger Safety, Seat Check Saturday in September and Drowsy Driving
Awareness.

Public Information and Education Materials

In FY 2020, the HSO will continue to support the traffic safety program with available printed Public
Information and Education (PI& E) materials that are available for free to the general public. These brochures,
posters, manuals, wallet cards, enforcement law visor cards, metal signs, and other items provide information on
al traffic safety-related issues, including but not limited to, seat belts, air bags, child passenger safety, rail
grade crossing safety, DUI prevention, bicycle/pedestrian safety, motorcycle safety, aggressive/distracted
driving and weather-related driving issues. A materials catalogue and order form is available on the HSO
website at: http://dot.nebraska.gov/saf ety/hso/education/.

The HSO offersto create and print materials for our traffic safety program partnersto assist usin our Public

Information and Education efforts.

The HSO will continue to update and offer free to the general public an audio-visual lending library of all of the
previously mentioned safety issues. An audio-visual catalogue is available on the HSO website to assist in
identifying specific safety information needs.

In addition, the HSO also has the fatal vision goggles, Distract-A-Match, and speed monitoring trailers that are
available for loan for qualifying individuals and organizations.

Earned Media

In FY 2020, the HSO will continue to utilize the Governor’s Office, the Nebraska State Patrol, the Department
of Health and Human Services, the Department of Motor Vehicles, the Department of Transportation, local
agencies/organizations and Drive Smart Nebraska Members to assist with kick off news conferences for the

32/462
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national and state traffic safety mobilizations and high profile activities (i.e., Child Passenger Safety Week in
September and Distracted Driving Awarenessin April, etc.).

The HSO (along with Nebraska Department of Transportation) issues local news releases regarding the grant
awarded special equipment for law enforcement agencies. All law enforcement operation grants require, asa
condition of the grant, that the grant recipient agency must hold alocal news conference and/or issue a news
release regarding the grant award and the related grant activity before the enforcement activity isinitiated. In
addition, they are required to issue a news release reporting the results of that specific enforcement operation.
The HSO encourages grantees and other traffic safety partners to include traffic safety-related datain their own
news notes, newsletters and electronic media platforms in an effort to generate local media (print and
electronic) interest in developing a news story item.

By reputation, the HSO is and will continue to be the primary traffic safety news story source for mediafrom
across the state. The HSO is recognized as the best source for related data, information, and to be able to direct
media representatives to other additional resources. The HSO will continue to pursue the best ways to collect,
present, and deliver traffic safety related information to maintain its position as the best traffic safety news
source.

Social Media

The HSO has continued to expand the marketing/advertising of traffic safety-related information via the social
networking sites. The HSO has used social marketing, through the mini-grant contracts, with contractors to
increase awareness for seat belt use, distracted driving, and high-visibility enforcement periods. Additionaly,
HSO works with DHHS, NDOT, NSP and Drive Smart Nebraska (DSN) to increase impressions, across the
state, using social mediato expand messaging through our stakeholders at the local level. The Nebraska
Department of Transportation included the 30 second radio ad on their Y ouTube mobile and Vimeo.
Expanding the use of Twitter, Facebook, Instagram and other highly utilized platforms remains an essential goal
for FY 2020.

Sustain Statewide Enforcement Operations (Day & Night)

In addition to the statewide Click It or Ticket mobilization (national in May and the State designated event in
November). The HSO provides grant funding to state and local law enforcement agencies for targeted occupant
restraint enforcement (40% daytime and 60% nighttime) and a majority being weekend operations with priority
given to the top 20 counties with the highest fatal and serious injury crashes. The 22 Priority Counties (see
above) FY 2020 provides an additional 4,800+ hours of enforcement with approximately 55-65 agencies, most
from rural areas of the State. Evidence-Based Traffic Safety Enforcement Program (TSEP)/High Visibility
Enforcement.

NSP CSO Persuader/Rollover/Seat Belt Convincer Demonstration Units

The NDOT-HSO provides the Nebraska State Patrol (NSP) with grant funding assistance that targets high-risk
groups (especialy teen and young adult males) with the use of the NSP Community Service Officers (CSO’s).
The CSO’sidentify community special events, civic organizations, state and county fairs, public and private
schools K-12, and athletic venues to utilize multiple persuader, rollover and seat belt convincer demonstration
units across the state. The high school football games * Friday Night Lights” demonstrations have proven
especially successful with immediate increases of observed belt use among teens and adults.

Child Passenger Safety Program
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Nebraska's comprehensive program is supported through education and outreach as follows:

The NDOT-HSO will carry out a minimum of four Child Passenger Safety Technician (CPST) Trainings across
the state to increase certified technicians, adding approximately 80 new CPST’s. These additional CPSTs will
support the inspection stations and community check events. HSO will provide printed materials, LATCH and
logisticsto carry out trainings. The state will hold one annual Update for all current CPST’ s and instructors to
attend and receive continuing education units to maintain certification.

The state will support approximately 19 inspection stations across the state and add two additional stations
(Custer and Platte counties) in FY 2020 to support at-risk and rural populations. HSO will provide LATCH
manuals, law cards (English and Spanish), supplies and printed materials to support parent/caregiver education
and outreach. This funding ensures that parents and/or caregivers have access to hands on education and a
federally approved car safety seat. All inspection stations take part in Child Passenger Safety Month
(September).

The NDOT-HSO will provide funding to agencies and/or organizations to purchase and distribute child safety
seats at |ocal inspection stations, check events and local health departments across the state. The majority of
funding goes to those serving residents in the 22 Priority Counties.

Urban Population

HSO will support 24 inspection station events, in metro areas, and reach approximately 725 parents/caregivers
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and/or guardians.

HSO will support another 30 community check events that will reach approximately 1,000 parents/caregivers
and/or guardians.

The HSO Communication Campaign will support CPS Month in September; National Seat Check Saturday,
September 2020 and continued education and outreach regarding the new child safety seat law that became
effective January 2019, reaching approximately 850,000 Nebraskans.

Rural Population

HSO will support 216 inspection station events, in our rural counties, and reach approximately 1,300
parents/caregivers and/or guardians.

HSO will support another 110 community check events that will reach approximately 1,200 parents/caregivers
and/or guardians.

The HSO Communication Campaign will support CPS Month in September; National Seat Check Saturday,
September 2020 and continued education and outreach regarding the new child safety seat law that became
effective January 2019, reaching approximately 1,050,000 Nebraskans (earned, paid and social media avenues).
At-Risk Population (Rural and Nighttime)

Rural unbelted vehicle occupant fatalities outpaced urban unbelted vehicle occupant fatalities by 58%
(121). County road unbelted vehicle occupant fatalities accounted for approximately 37% (45) of the
rural unbelted vehicle occupant fatalities with 80% (36) non-use, for occupant protection, on county
roads.

The urban traffic crashes accounted for 42% (51) of the unbelted vehicle occupant fatalities.

There were 73 nighttime fatalities (6 PM — 6 AM) and 51 (69%) are defined as rural, using the
Standard Summary of Nebraska, Motor Vehicle Traffic Accidents, 2017 data source.

Rural nighttime fatalities show that 51 individuals were killed and 40 (78%) were unrestrained.
Urban nighttime fatalities indicate that there were 22 individuals killed and 19 (86%) were
unrestrained.

HSO will serve the “rural at-risk” at population through 240 inspection station events (80% rural) and 140
check events (79% rural).

The HSO Communication Campaign will support CPS Month in September; National Seat Check Saturday,
September 2020 and continued education and outreach regarding the new child safety seat law that became
effective January 2019. It is estimated that the campaign will reach approximately 650,000 “at-risk” Nebraska
families.

Associated Performance Measures

Fiscal Year Performance |Target End Year| Target Period | Target Value
measure hame
2020 C-1) Number of |2020 5Year 239
traffic fatalities
(FARS)
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2020

C-2) Number of
seriousinjuries
in traffic crashes
(State crash data
files)

2020

SYear

1,442.00

2020

C-4) Number of
unrestrained
passenger
vehicle occupant
fatalities, all seat
positions
(FARS)

2020

SYear

102

2020

C-5) Number of
fatalitiesin
crashes
involving a
driver or
motorcycle
operator with a
BAC of .08 and
above (FARS)

2020

5Year

64.00

2020

C-7) Number of
motorcyclist
fatalities (FARS)

2020

SYear

24.00

2020

C-8) Number of
unhelmeted
motorcyclist
fatalities (FARS)

2020

5Year

2.00

2020

C-9) Number of
drivers age 20 or
younger
involved in fatal
crashes (FARS)

2020

5Year

35.00

2020

C-10) Number
of pedestrian
fatalities (FARS)

2020

SYear

19.00

2020

C-11) Number
of bicyclists
fatalities (FARS)

2020

5Year

2.00

2020

B-1) Observed
seat belt use for
passenger
vehicles, front
seat outboard
occupants
(survey)

2020

5Year

90.40

2020

Fatal, A and B
Crashes (State
Crash Data)

2020

S5Year

4,916.00

2020

Alcohol-
Impaired Fatal,
A and B Crashes
(State Crash
Data)

2020

5Year

542.00
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2020 Speed-Related {2020 5Year 238.00
Fatal, A and B
Crashes (State
Crash Data)

2020 Y outh-Involved 2020 5Year 1,313.00
Fatal, A and B
Crashes (State
Crash Data)

2020 All Other 2020 5Year 4,022.00
Factors, Fatal, A
and B Crashes
(State Crash
Data)

2020 Distracted 2020 5Year 947.00
Driver, Fata, A
and B Crashes
(State Crash
Data)*

2020 Nighttime (6 2020 5Year 72.00
p.m.-6 am.)
Unrestrained
Fatalitiesin
Fatal, A and B
Crashes (State
Crash Data)

Countermeasure Strategiesin Program Area

Countermeasure Strategy

Distracted Driving

|dentification and Surveillance

Impaired Driving (Drug and Alcohol)

Occupant Protection (Adult and Child Passenger Safety)

Countermeasure Strategy: Distracted Driving

Program Area. Communications (Media)

Project Safety Impacts

The HSO will engage in efforts to decrease the apparent increasing trend of distracted driving-related traffic
fatalities and serious injuries using high-visibility enforcement efforts combined with distracted driver
multimedia campaigns (U Drive. U Text. U Pay., Drive the Right Message, and Y ou Have One Job).

Linkage Between Program Area

Problem Identification Process, Data Used and Participants

Problem identification is performed by the HSO staff, in collaboration with other state and local agency
personnel, and involves the examination of relationships between crashes and the characteristics of population,
licensed drivers, registered vehicles, and vehicle miles. Drivers can be divided into various subgroups by age,
sex, etc. Vehicles can be divided into subgroups according to the year, the make, body style, etc. Roadways
can be divided into subgroups according to urban, rural, type of surface, etc. Crashes can be further analyzed in
terms of time, day, and month; age and sex of the driver, and primary contributing factors; and usage of safety
equipment.
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The HSO has chosen to define a highway safety crash problem as "an identifiable subgroup of drivers,
pedestrians, vehicles, or roadways that is proportionately higher in crash experience compared to normal
expectations.” The fact that a subgroup is over represented in crashes may suggest that there is a characteristic
of that subgroup that contributes to the crashes. A contributing factor can be defined as an identifiable
characteristic of drivers, pedestrians, other roadway users, vehicles, or roadways, which are statistically higher
in crash experience as compared to normal expectations.

Isolating and identifying contributing factors are essential in the strategic planning and selection of projects,
activities, or programs that result in measurable outcomes. The more specific contribution of characteristics
may be identified and corrected. The crash experience of the subgroup may be improved, resultingin a
reduction of the rate of traffic crash fatalities and injuries.

When conducting analysis, the HSO staff also considers other influencing factors. Factors such as composition
of population, modes of transportation, system support, weather conditions, economic conditions, etc., may al
affect highway user behavior. The experience and judgment of the HSO staff (and their highway safety
partners) are essential in the problem identification and priority setting process.

Nebraska Priority Counties

These data sources may be used as single sources of information or utilized in combination with other
traditional traffic record datafor problem identification. By refining the problem identification process
annually and by implementing specific program activity addressing those problems, greater measurable
outcomes are expected.

For the purpose of this FY 2020 problem identification process, the HSO will be using the previous five years
overall statewide data analysis utilizing reported fatal, A (disabling) and B (visible, but not disabling injury)
type injury crashes as the primary source of information.

Geographical problem identification considerations will primarily concentrate on the selected 22 priority
counties, representing 81% of the population. These counties and the communities within them have been
selected based upon crash data from the previous five years.

Rationale

Using comprehensive campaigns that can be used both statewide and at the local level (focusing on Priority
Counties), the HSO is able to target distracted driving media and high-visibility enforcement campaigns to
effectively reach our target audience and those of high-risk.

Planned activitiesin countermeasure strategy

Unique | dentifier Planned Activity Name

DD-2020-13-00-00 Distracted Driving Public Information &
Education

Planned Activity: Distracted Driving Public Information & Education
Planned activity number: DD-2020-13-00-00
Primary Countermeasure Strategy ID:
Planned Activity Description
This project provides funds to HSO for the devel opment/creation/production of educational messaging. This
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NEBRASKA PRIORITY COUNTIES FOR FY2020

COUNTY CRASH RATE compared to STATE CRASH RATE
PER 100 MILLION MILES

2017 FAB *Youth *All Other *Low
Congressional FAB *Crash *Alcohol *Speed 16-20 Factors Occ/Prot 2018

District County Crashes Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Percentage | Population**
Three Adams 58 22.91 3.16 0.79 10.27 18.96 61.3% 31,511
Three Buffalo 141 20.48) 1.45 1.31 4.36 17.72 71.3% 49,615
One Cuming 23 16.42 3.57 1.43 3.57 11.42 57.1% 8,940
Three Dakota 38 18.87 3.97 0.50 3.97 14.40 61.5% 20,083
Three Dawson 65 13.36 2.88 1.44 2.88 9.04 61.6% 23,709
One Dodge 116 31.61 2.73 1.91 7.36 26.98 77.8% 36,791
Two Douglas 1,527 33.06 3.70 0.69 6.52 28.67 69.3% 566,880
Three Gage 68 28.19 3.32 0.83 8.29 24.04 64.9% 21,493
Three Hall 188 26.49 2.40 0.28 4.51 23.81 81.7% 61,607
Three Jefferson 20 22.84 571 1.14 4.57 15.99 59.1% 7,097
One Lancaster 948 37.20| 3.81 0.78 8.71 32.61 86.7% 317,272
Three Lincoln 109 16.32 1.50 1.05 3.29 13.77 71.2% 35,185
One Madison 92 29.52 2.57 0.96 5.13 25.99 76.1% 35,392
Three Phelps 25 21.11 4.22 0.84 4.22 16.04 72.9% 8,996
One Platte 86 25.07 2.33 0.87 4.66 21.87 79.4% 33,363
Three Red Willow 28 24.43 5.24 0.87 6.11 1833 68.0% 10,726
Three Saline 28 22.63 7.27 2.42 1.62 12.93 57.4% 14,350
One/Two Sarpy 336 24.36 1.74 0.51 6.09 22.11 89.4% 184,459
One Saunders 43 17.57 0.82 1.63 4.49 15.12 69.4% 21,303
Three Scotts Bluff 96 31.24] 1.30 0.98 7.48 28.96 74.4% 35,989
One Washington 51 25.58| 2.51 0.50 6.52 22.57 76.5% 20,667
Three Wayne 28 32.70| 3.50 3.50 10.51 25.70 62.3% 9,403
22 County Population 1,554,831
statewide | 5017 | 23.88 2.63] 0.89] 5.10] 20.36 74.3% 1,929,268

Blue indicates High Crash Rates for Alcohol, Speed and Youth and Red indicates Low Occupant Protection Usage

Data taken from 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, A & B (FAB) Injuries, Statewide and County

* Rates for county alcohol, speed, youth, and other factors are based on county crash reports for
Fatal, A and B type injury crashes per 100 million miles per county using 2017 Annual Vehicles Miles - NDOT.
*Occ/Prot Percentage are taken from the 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, Aand B Injuries Crashes - Box 6

81%
of Population

**.S. Census Bureau Population Estimate as of 7/1/2018.
**Population information is used to document the percentage of state's population represented.
Nebraska 2017 data is the most current data for the FY2020 Plan

Revised 6/4/19

Provided by: NDOT Highway Safety Office, PO Box 94612, Lincoln NE

includes print and el ectronic messaging, multimedia campaigns (including paid media and social media), and
local agency/organization mini-grant agreements to increase general public awareness regarding the issues of
distracted driving, with afocus on youth 15 to 24 years of age. This project will provide fundsto HSO to
support National Teen Driver Safety Month in October and to support distracted driving awareness month in
April. HSO will assist local organizations with mini-grant agreements to increase public awareness in the 22

priority counties.

Intended Subreci pients
HSO, SADD and High Schools

Countermeasure strategies

Countermeasure Strategy

Distracted Driving

Distracted Driving

Funding sources

39/462



0% =55
Source Fiscal| Funding EligibleUse | Estimated Match Local Benefit
Y ear Source ID of Funds Funding Amount
Amount

FAST Act  |Distracted  [$110,000.00 [$27,500.00 |$27,500.00
NHTSA 402 |Driving
(FAST)

Countermeasure Strategy: |dentification and Surveillance
Program Areac Communications (Media)

Project Safety Impacts

The HSO will provide support for comprehensive traffic safety media campaigns to reduce the traffic crashes
involving unintentional injuries by increasing public awareness and education in the in the identified Priority
Counties. The HSO will accomplish this with the involvement of traffic safety partners from the Drive Smart
Nebraska ad hoc committee. Campaign areas include, distracted driving, seat belt use, speeding, and motorcycle
safety, etc.

Linkage Between Program Area

Problem Identification Process, Data Used and Participants

Problem identification is performed by the HSO staff, in collaboration with state and local agency personnel,
and involves the examination of relationships between crashes and the characteristics of population, licensed
drivers, registered vehicles, and vehicle miles. Drivers can be divided into various subgroups by age, sex, €tc.
Vehicles can be divided into subgroups according to the year, the make, body style, etc. Roadways can be
divided into subgroups according to urban, rural, type of surface, etc. Crashes can be further analyzed in terms
of time, day, and month; age and sex of the driver, and primary contributing factors; and usage of safety
equipment.

The HSO has chosen to define a highway safety crash problem as "an identifiable subgroup of drivers,
pedestrians, vehicles, or roadways that is proportionately higher in crash experience compared to normal
expectations.” The fact that a subgroup is over represented in crashes may suggest that there is a characteristic
of that subgroup that contributes to the crashes. A contributing factor can be defined as an identifiable
characteristic of drivers, pedestrians, other roadway users, vehicles, or roadways, which are statistically higher
in crash experience as compared to normal expectations.
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Isolating and identifying contributing factors are essential in the strategic planning and selection of projects,
activities, or programs that result in measurable outcomes. The more specific contribution of characteristics
may be identified and corrected. The crash experience of the subgroup may be improved, resultingin a
reduction of the rate of traffic crash fatalities and injuries.

When conducting analysis, the HSO staff also considers other influencing factors. Factors such as composition
of population, modes of transportation, system support, weather conditions, economic conditions, etc., may al
affect highway user behavior. The experience and judgment of the HSO staff (and their highway safety
partners) are essential in the problem identification and priority setting process.

Nebraska Priority Counties

These data sources may be used as single sources of information or utilized in combination with other
traditional traffic record datafor problem identification. By refining the problem identification process
annually and by implementing specific program activity addressing those problems, greater measurable
outcomes are expected.

For the purpose of this FY 2020 problem identification process, the HSO will be using the previous five years
overall statewide data analysis utilizing reported fatal, A (disabling) and B (visible, but not disabling injury)
type injury crashes as the primary source of information.

Geographical problem identification considerations will primarily concentrate on the selected 22 priority
counties, representing 81% of the population. These counties and the communities within them have been
selected based upon crash data from the previous five years.

Rationale
The HSO uses model campaign strategies that have proven to be successful. The HSO will evaluate campaigns
using the numbers of impressions and the targeted populations reached.

Planned activitiesin countermeasure strategy

Unique | dentifier Planned Activity Name
|S-2020-19-00-00 Y outh Public Information & Education
| S-2020-24-00-00 Traffic Safety Public Information &
Education

| S-2020-29-00-00 Drowsy Driving Public Information &
Education

M9MA-2020-01-00-00 Motorcycle Public Information and
Education

Planned Activity: Y outh Public Information & Education
Planned activity number: 1S-2020-19-00-00
Primary Countermeasure Strategy ID:

Planned Activity Description

Grant funding for the HSO for the devel opment/creation/production of educational messaging. This does
include print, electronic, messaging, and multimedia campaign (including social media and paid media)
messaging. Funding for local agencies/organizations to use the mini-grant agreements to support youth traffic
safety initiatives (i.e., GDL laws, Teensin the Driver's Seat, parent/teen driver agreements, SADD Chapters,
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MNMEBRASKA PRIORITY COUNTIES FOR FY2020
COUNTY CRASH RATE compared to STATE CRASH RATE
PER 100 MILLION MILES
2017 FAB F¥outh *All Other *FLow
Congressional FAB *Crash *Alcohol *Speed 16-20 Factors Qcc/Prot 2016
District County Crashes Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Percentage Population®*
Three Adams 58 22.91 3.16 0.79 10.27 18.96 61.3% 31,511
Three Buffalo 141 20.48 1.45 1.31 4.36 17.72 T1.3% 49,615
One Cuming 23 16.42 3.57 1.43 3.57 11.42 57.1% 8,940
Three Dakota 38 18.87 3.97 0.50 3.97 14.40 61.5% 20,083
Three Dawson 65 13.36 2.88 1.44 2.88 9.04 61.6% 23,709
One Dodge 116 31.61 2.73 1.91 7.36 26.98 T7.8% 36,791
Two Douglas 1,527 33.06 3.70 0.69 6.52 2B.67 69.3% 566,880
Three Gage BE 2B8.19 3.32 0.83 B.29 24.04 64.9% 21,493
Three Hall 188 26.49 2.40 0.28 4.51 23.81 B1.7% 61,607
Three Jefferson 20 22.84 5.71 1.14 4.57 15.99 59,1% 7,097
One Lancaster 043 37.20 3.81 0.78 8.71 32.61 86.7% 317,272
Three Lincoln 109 16.32 1.50 1.05 3.29 13.77 F1.2% 35,185
One Madison 92 29.52 2.57 .96 5.13 25.99 76.1% 35,392
Three Phelps 25 21.11 4.22 0.84 4.22 16.04 T2.9% 8,996
One Platte B& 25.07 2.33 0.87 4.66 21.87 79.4% 33,363
Three Red wWillow 28 24.43 5.24 0.87 6.11 18.33 68.0% 10,726
Three Saline 28 22.63 7.27 2.42 1.62 12.93 57.4% 14,350
OnefTwao Sarpy 336 24.36 1.74 0.51 6.09 22,11 B9.4% 184,459
One Saunders 43 17.57 0.82 1.63 4.49 15.12 69.4% 21,303
Three Scotts Bluff 9g 31.24 1.30 0.98 7.48 28.96 T4.4% 35,989
One Washington 5% 25.58 251 0.50 6.52 22.57 76.5% 20,667
Three Wayne 28 32.70 3.50 3.50 10.51 25.70 62.3% 9,403
22 County Population 1,554,831
Statewide 5,017 | 23.88 | 2.63 0.89 | 5 .1'U| 20.36 T4.3% 1,929,268
Blue indicates High Crash Rates for Alcohol, Speed and Youth and Red indicates Low Occupant Protection Usage
Data taken from 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, A & B (FAB) Injuries, Statewide and County 81%
= Rates for county alcohol, speed, youth, and other factors are based on county crash reports for of Population
Fatal, A and B type injury crashes per 100 million miles per county using 2017 Annual Wehicles Miles - NDOT.
*=Qcc/Prot Percentage are taken from the 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, & and B Injuries Crashes - Box 6
**J.5. Census Bureau Population Estimate as of 7/1/2018. Revised 6/4/19
**Population information is ysed to document the percentage of state’s population represented.
Mebraska 2017 data is the most current data for the FY2020 Plan Provided by: MDOT Highway Safety Office, PO Box 94612, Lincoln NE

Power of Parents and outreach in the high schools), the purchase of educational related equipment, and funding
to carry out/maintain the underage drinking toll-freetip line will also be available.

»
»

ee®

&
L

g DRIVER
t-driver.com SEAT

drivin

Intended Subreci pients

the right message
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Health and Human Services, School Resource Officers (SRO's), SADD, MADD and High Schools
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Countermeasure strategies

Countermeasure Strategy
Identification and Surveillance
Y outh

Funding sources

Source Fiscal | Funding EligibleUse | Estimated Match Local Benefit
Y ear Source ID of Funds Funding Amount
Amount

FAST Act  |Identification |$100,000.00 |$25,000.00 |$25,000.00
NHTSA 402 |and
Surveillance
(FAST)
Planned Activity: Traffic Safety Public Information & Education
Planned activity number: |S-2020-24-00-00

Primary Countermeasure Strategy |1D:

Planned Activity Description

Grant funding for HSO for the production/devel opment/creation/ of educational messaging. This includes print
and electronic messaging, multimedia campaigns (including social media and paid media), and local
agency/organizations using the mini-grant agreement process, and educational related equipment purchases
specific to traffic safety. Funds to assist in the reduction of unintentional related injuries/fatalities through
increased education regarding pedestrian safety, driver behavior at railroad crossings and bicycle safety.
Utilize an experienced traffic safety public opinion survey firm to conduct a scientific and statistically valid
statewide public opinion survey of Nebraska drivers to establish an annual baseline for measurement of driver's
attitudes and behaviors.

Work with community non-profits to reach a diverse audience (Hispanic and Arabic) to extend the reach of
NHTSA’s campaign calendar and resources offered on Traffic Safety Marketing and Drivesmart Nebraska
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Intended Subreci pients
Health and Human Services, Local Health Departments, culturally diverse non-profits, BikeWalk Nebraska

Countermeasure strategies

Countermeasure Strategy
| dentification and Surveillance
Traffic Safety
Funding sources
Source Fiscal | Funding Eligible Use | Estimated Match Local Benefit
Y ear Source ID of Funds Funding Amount
Amount
FAST Act Identification |$110,000.00 |$27,500.00 [$27,500.00
NHTSA 402 |and
Surveillance
(FAST)

Planned Activity: Drowsy Driving Public Information & Education
Planned activity number: 1S-2020-29-00-00
Primary Countermeasure Strategy ID:

Planned Activity Description

This project provides funds to HSO for the devel opment/creation/production of educational messaging. This
includes print and el ectronic messaging, multimedia campaigns (including paid media, earned media and social
media), and local agency/organization mini-grant agreements to increase general public awareness regarding the
increasing harms related fatigued/drowsy driving.

Intended Subreci pients
HSO, high schools, hospitals and local health departments

Countermeasure strategies

Countermeasure Strategy
Drowsy Driving
Identification and Surveillance
Funding sources
Source Fiscal | Funding EligibleUse | Estimated Match Local Benefit
Y ear Source ID of Funds Funding Amount
Amount
FAST Act Identification [$25,000.00 |$6,250.00 $6,250.00
NHTSA 402 |and
Surveillance
(FAST)

Planned Activity: Motorcycle Public Information and Education
Planned activity number: M9MA-2020-01-00-00

44/462



Primary Countermeasure Strategy ID:

Planned Activity Description

Motorcycle Safety Training

NDOT-HSO will provide funding to Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV) for Motorcycle Instructor Update
Class, New Motorcycle Instructor Training, and Quality Assurance Training and Visits. Additional
opportunities for training will include International Education and Training System (IRETS) Conference, 3-
Wheel Basic Rider Course (3WBRC), and New Curriculum Online Training.

Motorcycle Public Information & Education (Communication Campaign)

NDOT-HSO will use avariety of mediums (print, digital, broadcast and social) to raise awareness, inform the
motoring public and support national campaigns. Motorcycle Awareness Month in May, Share the Road
campaign, and “Look Twice Save aLife’ in target counties and across the state. NDOT-HSO will work with
Impaired Driving Task Force and the Drive Smart Nebraska members to provide mini-grant funding to target
counties to increase public education and awareness around helmet use and motorcycle safety on the rural
roads. Our member partners (safety councils, local health departments, law enforcement, DHHS, Injury
Prevention, and the Brain Injury Alliance of NE) will support messaging and provide additional education
through newsletters, electronic mailings and social media. The bulk of the campaign initiatives will be
conducted during the heaviest riding season (March — November).

Communication campaign (405F)

TARGET:

To decrease the increasing trend for traffic fatalities by 2 percent from 226 (5 year rolling average in
2013-2017) to 239 by December 31, 2020.

Nebraska’s target is to decrease the increasing trend for motorcyclist fatalities by 2 percent from 21
(2013-2017 5 year rolling average) to 24, by December 31, 2020.

Objectives

The objectives of this project are to; increase the public’ s knowledge, in targeted counties, to reduce the
incidence of motorcycle crashes, increase motorcycle awareness with the motoring public, and support traffic
safety messaging through media campaigns, social media, education and enforcement.

The objectives are to increase the educational messages to priority counties, across the state, through
funding specifically aimed at supporting motorcycle awareness, to motivate the public to look for motorcyclists,
and encourage law enforcement to provide citations when the law is not followed.

Mass Media campaign

Organization/Stakeh PlampE Frequency Reach
older
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communities amp
trucks running
statewide April —
JuneA pproximately
30 target
communities amp
trucks running

AllOver Media Motorcycle April — 10,000,000
Awareness Activity |[JuneApproximately |impressions
30 target statewide and 63,000

In target community

statewide
Drive Smart NE Meetings amp Quarterly 50 members
Codlition Activity
Sheriff’s Association | Share The Road Spring 2,600 distribution
Messaging
Brain Injury Alliance|Use Y our Head Wear | SummerBillboardsSu| 1,600,000
—NE Y our Helmet mmerBillboards Impressions
Communication campaign (405F)
Earned Media
Activity Plamp E Frequency Reach
Social Media Sharethe Road and |April — November, |25,000 impressions
Look Twice Specia attentionto |monthly
Messaging May
Nebraska Safety Motorcycle safety  [May and September 60,000 impressions
Council article in newsletter
Intended Subreci pients
HSO and safety councils
Countermeasure strategies
Countermeasure Strategy
|dentification and Surveillance
Motorcycle Rider Training
Funding sources
Source Fiscal | Funding EligibleUse | Estimated Match Local Benefit
Y ear Source ID of Funds Funding Amount
Amount
FAST Act  |405f $55,000.00 |$13,750.00 |$0.00
405f Motorcyclist
Motorcycle |Awareness
Programs (FAST)

Countermeasure Strategy: Impaired Driving (Drug and Alcohol)

Program Areac Communications (Media)

Project Safety Impacts

Under the direction and contribution of the statewide Impaired Driving Task Force (IDTF), the communication
campaigns will provide a comprehensive approach to prevent and reduce impaired driving. The planned

46/462



activitiesinclude, Buzzed Driving is Drunk Driving, Drive Sober or Get Pulled Over and Y ou Drink and Drive.
You Lose. These campaigns will be carried out using an extensive combination of electronic, print and non-
traditional media methods including but not limited to: earned, paid and social media reaching across the state.

Linkage Between Program Area

Problem Identification Process, Data Used and Participants

Problem identification is performed by the HSO staff, in collaboration with other state and local agency
personnel, and involves the examination of relationships between crashes and the characteristics of population,
licensed drivers, registered vehicles, and vehicle miles. Drivers can be divided into various subgroups by age,
sex, etc. Vehicles can be divided into subgroups according to the year, the make, body style, etc. Roadways
can be divided into subgroups according to urban, rural, type of surface, etc. Crashes can be further analyzed in
terms of time, day, and month; age and sex of the driver, and primary contributing factors; and usage of safety
equipment.

The HSO has chosen to define a highway safety crash problem as "an identifiable subgroup of drivers,
pedestrians, vehicles, or roadways that is proportionately higher in crash experience compared to normal
expectations.” The fact that a subgroup is over represented in crashes may suggest that there is a characteristic
of that subgroup that contributes to the crashes. A contributing factor can be defined as an identifiable
characteristic of drivers, pedestrians, other roadway users, vehicles, or roadways, which are statistically higher
in crash experience as compared to normal expectations.

I solating and identifying contributing factors are essential in the strategic planning and selection of projects,
activities, or programs that result in measurable outcomes. The more specific contribution of characteristics
may be identified and corrected. The crash experience of the subgroup may be improved, resultingin a
reduction of the rate of traffic crash fatalities and injuries.

When conducting analysis, the HSO staff also considers other influencing factors. Factors such as composition
of population, modes of transportation, system support, weather conditions, economic conditions, etc., may all
affect highway user behavior. The experience and judgment of the HSO staff (and their highway safety
partners) are essential in the problem identification and priority setting process.

Nebraska Priority Counties

These data sources may be used as single sources of information or utilized in combination with other
traditional traffic record data for problem identification. By refining the problem identification process
annually and by implementing specific program activity addressing those problems, greater measurable
outcomes are expected.

For the purpose of this FY 2020 problem identification process, the HSO will be using the previous five years
overall statewide data analysis utilizing reported fatal, A (disabling) and B (visible, but not disabling injury)
type injury crashes as the primary source of information.

Geographical problem identification considerations will primarily concentrate on the selected 22 priority
counties, representing 81% of the population. These counties and the communities within them have been
selected based upon crash data from the previous five years.

Rationale
The HSO is utilizing evidence-based planned activities where the primary target driver population are males
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NEBRASKA PRIORITY COUNTIES FOR FY2020
COUNTY CRASH RATE compared to STATE CRASH RATE

PER 100 MILLION MILES

[ 2017 FAB outh *All Other *Low
Congressional FAB *Crash *Alcohol *Speed 16-20 Factors Occ/Prot 2018
. District County Crashes Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Percentage | Population®*
Three Adams 58 22.91 3.16 0.79 10.27 18.96 61.3% 31,511
Three Buffalo 141 20.48 1.45 1.31 4.36 17.72 71.3% 49,615
One Cuming 23 16.42 3.57 1.43 3.57 11.42 57.1% 8,940
Three Dakota 38 18.87 3.97 0.50 3.97 14.40 61.5% 20,083
Three Dawson B5 13.36 2.88 1.44 2.88 9.04 61.6% 23,709
One Dodge 116 31.61 2.73 1.91 7.36 26.98 771.8% 36,791
Two Douglas 1,527 33.06 3.70 0.69 6.52 28.07 69.3% 566,880
Three Gage 68 28.19 3.32 0.83 8.29 24.04 64.9% 21,493
Three Hall 188 26.49 2.40 0.28 4.51 23.81 B1.7% 61,607
Three lefferson 20 22.84 5.71 1.14 4.57 15.99 59.1% 7,097
One Lancaster 943 37.20 3.81 0.78 B.71 32.61 Bo.7% 317,272
Three Lincoln 108 16.32 1.50 1.05 3.29 13.77 71.2% 35,185
One Madison 52 29.52 2.57 0.96 5.13 25.99 76.1% 35,392
Three Phelps 25 21.11 4.22 0.84 4.22 16.04 72.9% 8,996
One Platte BE 25.07 2.33 0.87 4.660 21.87 79.4% 33,363
Three Red Willow 28 24.43 5.24 0.87 6.11 18.33 68.0% 10,726
Three Saline 28 22.63 7.27 2.42 1.62 12.53 57.4% 14,350
One/Two Sarpy 336 24.36 1.74 0.51 6.09 2211 89.4% 184,459
One Saunders 43 17.57 0.82 1.63 4.49 15.12 69.4% 21,303
Three Scotts Bluff 96 31.24 1.30 0.98 7.48 28.96 74.4% 35,989
One Washington 51 25.58 2.51 0.50 6.52 22.57 76.5% 20,667
Three Wayne 28 32.70 3.50 3.50 10.51 25.70 62.3% 9,403
22 County Population 1,554,831
Statewide 5,017 ZS.SE| 2.53| 0.89 5.10 20.36 74.3% 1,929,268
_:Blue indicates High Crash Rates for Alcohol, Speed and Youth and Red indicates Low Occupant Protection Usage
Data taken from 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, A & B (FAB) Injuries, Statewide and County 81%

E Rates for county alcohaol, speed, youth, and other factors are based on county crash reports for

Fatal, A and B type injury crashes per 100 million miles per county using 2017 Annual Vehicles Miles - NDOT.
*Qcc/Prot Percentage are taken from the 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, & and B Injuries Crashes - Box 6

of Population

f**U.S. Censzus Bureau Population Estimate as of 7/1/2018.

Revised 6/4,/19
| **Population information is used to document the percentage of state's population represented.
MNebraska 2017 data is the most current data for the FY2020 Plan

Provided by: NDOT Highway Safety Office, PO Box 94612, Lincoln NE

ages 18-34. Annual public opinion survey results along with arrest, conviction, and crash data are used to
determine effectiveness evaluation.
Planned activities in countermeasure strategy

Unique Identifier

Planned Activity Name

AL-2020-10-00-00

Alcohol Public Information & Education

FDL1S-2020-06-00-00

Alcohol Public Information and Education

Planned Activity: Alcohol Public Information & Education
Planned activity number: AL-2020-10-00-00

Primary Countermeasure Strategy I1D:
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Planned Activity Description

This grant provides funds to HSO for the devel opment/creation/production of educational messaging. This
includes print and el ectronic messaging, multimedia campaigns (including paid media, earned media and social
media), local agency/organization mini-grant agreements, and related education equipment purchases.

Intended Subreci pients
HSO

Countermeasure strategies

Countermeasure Strategy
Impaired Driving (Drug and Alcohol)
Secondary Prevention

Funding sources

Source Fiscal | Funding EligibleUse | Estimated Match Local Benefit
Y ear Source ID of Funds Funding Amount
Amount
FAST Act  |Alcohol $400,000.00 |$100,000.00 |$100,000.00
NHTSA 402 [(FAST)

Planned Activity: Alcohol Public Information and Education
Planned activity number: FDLIS-2020-06-00-00
Primary Countermeasure Strategy ID:
Planned Activity Description
This grant provides funds to HSO for the devel opment/creation/production of educational messaging. This
includes print and electronic messaging, multimedia campaigns (including paid, earned and social media), local
agency/organization mini-grant agreements, and special education related equipment purchases.

Intended Subreci pients
HSO

Countermeasure strategies

Countermeasure Strategy
Impaired Driving (Drug and Alcohol)
Secondary Prevention

Funding sources

Source Fiscal | Funding EligibleUse | Estimated Match Local Benefit
Y ear Source ID of Funds Funding Amount
Amount
FAST Act  |405d Mid
405d Information
Impaired System
Driving Mid [(FAST)
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Countermeasure Strategy: Occupant Protection (Adult and Child Passenger Safety)
Program Area. Communications (Media)

Project Safety |mpacts

Increase seat belt use, across life span, in order to hold steady unrestrained passenger vehicle occupant fatalities
and injuries. The HSO will carry out several comprehensive seat belt campaigns (i.e., CIOT, high visibility
enforcement, #TheRightSeat, employer/employee outreach, law enforcement community outreach, etc.)
utilizing electronic, print, earned, social and non-traditional sources. The primary target driver population are
males ages 18-34 and primarily within the identified Priority Counties and other problem locations.

Linkage Between Program Area

Problem Identification Process, Data Used and Participants

Problem identification is performed by the HSO staff, with the occasional assistance of other state and local
agency personnel, and involves the examination of relationships between crashes and the characteristics of
population, licensed drivers, registered vehicles, and vehicle miles. Drivers can be divided into various
subgroups by age, sex, etc. Vehicles can be divided into subgroups according to the year, the make, body style,
etc. Roadways can be divided into subgroups according to urban, rural, type of surface, etc. Crashescan be
further analyzed in terms of time, day, and month; age and sex of the driver, and primary contributing factors,
and usage of safety equipment.

The HSO has chosen to define a highway safety crash problem as "an identifiable subgroup of drivers,
pedestrians, vehicles, or roadways that is proportionately higher in crash experience compared to normal
expectations.” The fact that a subgroup is over represented in crashes may suggest that there is a characteristic
of that subgroup that contributes to the crashes. A contributing factor can be defined as an identifiable
characteristic of drivers, pedestrians, other roadway users, vehicles, or roadways, which are statistically higher
in crash experience as compared to normal expectations.

Isolating and identifying contributing factors are essential in the strategic planning and selection of projects,
activities, or programs that result in measurable outcomes. The more specific contribution of characteristics
may be identified and corrected. The crash experience of the subgroup may be improved, resulting in a
reduction of the rate of traffic crash fatalities and injuries.

When conducting analysis, the HSO staff also considers other influencing factors. Factors such as composition
of population, modes of transportation, system support, weather conditions, economic conditions, etc., may al
affect highway user behavior. The experience and judgment of the HSO staff (and their highway safety
partners) are essential in the problem identification and priority setting process.

Nebraska Priority Counties

These data sources may be used as single sources of information or utilized in combination with other
traditional traffic record datafor problem identification. By refining the problem identification process
annually and by implementing specific program activity addressing those problems, greater measurable
outcomes are expected.

For the purpose of this FY 2020 problem identification process, the HSO will be using the previous five years
overall statewide data analysis utilizing reported fatal, A (disabling) and B (visible, but not disabling injury)
type injury crashes as the primary source of information.
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Geographical problem identification considerations will primarily concentrate on the selected 22 priority
counties, representing 81% of the population. These counties and the communities within them have been

selected based upon crash data from the previous five years.

NEBRASKA PRIORITY COUNTIES FOR FY2020
COUNTY CRASH RATE compared to STATE CRASH RATE
PER 100 MILLION MILES
2017 FAB *Youth *All Other *Low
Congressional FAB *Crash *Alcohol *Speed 16-20 Factors Occ/Prot 2018
District County Crashes Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Percentage | Population**
Three Adams 58 22.91 3.16 0.79 10.27 18.96 61.3% 31,511
Three Buffalo 141 20.48 145 131 4.36 17.72 71.3% 49,615
One Cuming 23 16.42 3.57 1.43 3.57 11.42 57.1% 8,940
Three Dakota 38 18.87 3.97 0.50 3.97 14.40 61.5% 20,083
Three Dawson 65 13.36 2.88 1.44 2.88 9.04 61.6% 23,709
One Dodge 116 31.61 2.73 1.91 7.36 26.98 77.8% 36,791
Two Douglas 1,527 33.06 3.70 0.69 6.52 28.67 69.3% 566,880
Three Gage 68 28,19 3.32 0.83 8.29 24.04 64.9% 21,493
Three Hall 188 26.49 2.40 0.28 451 23.81 81.7% 61,607
Three Jefferson 20 22.84 5.71 1.14 4.57 15.99 59.1% 7,097
One Lancaster 948 37.20 3.81 0.78 8.71 32.61 86.7% 317,272
Three Lincoln 109 16.32 1.50 1.05 3.29 13.77 71.2% 35,185
One Madison 92 29.52 2.57 0.96 5.13 25.99 76.1% 35,392
Three Phelps 25 21.11 4.22 0.84 4.22 16.04 72.9% 8,996
One Platte 86 25.07 233 0.87 4.66 21.87 79.4% 33,363
Three Red Willow 28 24.43 5.24 0.87 6.11 18.33 68.0% 10,726
Three Saline 28 22,63 7.27 2.42 1.62 12,93 57.4% 14,350
One/Two Sarpy 336 24.36 1.74 0.51 6.09 22.11 £9.4% 184,459
One Saunders 43 17.57 0.82 1.63 4.49 15.12 69.4% 21,303
Three Scotts Bluff 96 31.24 1.30 0.98 7.48 28.96 74.4% 35,989
One Washington 51 25.58 2.51 0.50 6.52 22.57 76.5% 20,667
Three Wayne 28 32.70 3.50 3.50 10.51 25.70 62.3% 9,403
22 County Population 1,554,831
Statewide | 5017 | 23.38) 2.63] 0.89) 5.10 20.36 74.3% 1,929,268
Blue indicates High Crash Rates for Alcohol, Speed and Youth and Red indicates Low Occupant Protection Usage
Data taken from 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, A & B (FAB) Injuries, Statewide and County 81%
* Rates for county alcohol, speed, youth, and other factors are based on county crash reports for of Population
Fatal, A and B type injury crashes per 100 million miles per county using 2017 Annual Vehicles Miles - NDOT.
*Qcc/Prot Percentage are taken from the 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, Aand B Injuries Crashes - Box 6
**1).5. Census Bureau Population Estimate as of 7/1/2018. Revised 6/4/19
**Population information is used to document the percentage of state's population represented.
Nebraska 2017 data is the most current data for the FY2020 Plan Provided by: NDOT Highway Safety Office, PO Box 94612, Lincoln NE

Rationale

Through comprehensive campaigns that can be used both statewide and at the local level (focusing first in the
Priority Counties), HSO can target seat belt campaigns to effectively reach populations that are resistant to
occupant protection and child safety seats.

Planned activities in countermeasure strategy

Unique |dentifier Planned Activity Name
M2PE-2020-10-00-00 Occupant Protection Public Information
and Education
OP-2020-04-00-00 Occupant Protection Public Information &
Education
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Planned Activity: Occupant Protection Public Information and Education
Planned activity number: M2PE-2020-10-00-00
Primary Countermeasure Strategy |1D:

Planned Activity Description

Grant funding provided to HSO for the devel opment/creation/production of educational messaging. This
includes print and el ectronic messaging, multimedia campaigns (including paid media), local
agency/organization mini-grant agreements, and special educational related equipment purchases.

HSO will carry out campaigns to increase belt use by providing mini-grant funds to organization that support
occupant protection at the community level and to organizations that can reach a diverse audience in our 22
Priority Counties.

Rural unbelted vehicle occupant fatalities outpaced urban unbelted vehicle occupant fatalities by 58% (121).
County road unbelted vehicle occupant fatalities accounted for approximately 37% (45) of the rural unbelted
vehicle occupant fatalities with 80% (36) non-use, for occupant protection, on county roads.

The urban traffic crashes accounted for 42% (51) of the unbelted vehicle occupant fatalities.

Location: Rural Traffic Crashes

Mot Used
<15 4 2 ! 2
15-19 19 7 H 12%
20-24 18 4 i 14*
25-34 14 4 10%
35-44 19 5 14*
45-54 14 6 8*
55-654 18 3 15%
55-74 9 4 5
=75 6 : 3 ! 3
Total i 121 : 38 ! 23 (68.5%)

*Uinkown included, standard summary of Nebrasko, Motor vehicle Troffic Accidents, 2017

Location: County Road Crashes

i Not Lised
<15 3 1 1
15-19 8 3 5
20-24 7 0 7*
25-34 7 2 5+
35-44 5 1 5
45-54 4 1 L
55-64 7 0 7*
65-74 4 1 3
=75 ; 0 0 o

Total ! 45 9 36 (B0%)

*inkown included, Standard summuary of Nebrasko, Motor vehicle Troffic Accidents, 2017

Urban

Location: Urban Traffic Crashes

Used Mot Used
<15 ! 1 0 1
15-19 7 1 &*
20-24 7 1 6*
25-34 11 0 11*
35-44 6 o 6*
45-54 2 1 1
55-64 6 2 4+
65-74 5 2 3
=75 5 : 4 ! 2
Total : 51 ] 11 40 [78%)

Funkown included, Standard Summary of Nebrosks, Motor Vehicle Traffic Accidents, 2017
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Intended Subreci pients
Public Health Agencies and Safety Organizations

Countermeasure strategies

Countermeasure Strategy
Occupant Protection (Adult and Child Passenger Safety)
Short-term, High Visibility Seat Belt Law Enforcement

Funding sources

Source Fiscal | Funding Eligible Use | Estimated Match Local Benefit
Y ear Source ID of Funds Funding Amount
Amount

FAST Act 405b Low $140,000.00 |$35,000.00 |$0.00
405b OP Low |Public

Education
(FAST)

Planned Activity: Occupant Protection Public Information & Education
Planned activity number: OP-2020-04-00-00
Primary Countermeasure Strategy ID:

Planned Activity Description

Intended Subreci pients
HSO

Countermeasure strategies

Countermeasure Strategy
Occupant Protection (Adult and Child Passenger Safety)
Short-term, High Visibility Seat Belt Law Enforcement

Funding sources

Source Fiscal | Funding EligibleUse | Estimated Match Local Benefit
Y ear Source ID of Funds Funding Amount
Amount
2020 FAST Act Occupant $550,000.00 |$137,500.00 [$137,500.00
NHTSA 402 |Protection
(FAST)
2020 FAST Act Occupant
NHTSA 402 |Protection
(FAST)

Program Area: Distracted Driving

Description of Highway Safety Problems
Distracted Driving Program Area to provide funding to reduce traffic fatalities and serious injuries due to
distracted driving. Thiswill provide funding for law enforcement overtime for distracted driver enforcement
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activities along with other specialty distract driving media campaigns throughout the fiscal year.

This program area provides funds to HSO for the devel opment/creation/production of educational messaging.
This includes print and electronic messaging, multimedia campaigns (including paid media and social media),
and local agency/organization mini-grant agreements to increase general public awareness regarding the
increasing issues of distracted driving, with afocus on youth 15 to 24 years of age.

Funding is provided to state and local law enforcement agencies through the mini-grant agreement process for
selective overtime enforcement to conduct specia distracted driving enforcement operations targeting drivers
that are driving distracted, including but not limited to texting and driving and use of electronic communication
device by ateen driver operating a vehicle while holding a provisional operator permit. Participating agencies
will receive funding assistance for overtime salaries.

Associated Performance Measures

Fiscal Year Performance |Target End Year| Target Period | Target Value
measure hame

2020 C-9) Number of {2020 5Year 35.00
driversage 20 or
younger
involved in fatal
crashes (FARS)

Countermeasure Strategiesin Program Area

Countermeasure Strateqy

Distracted Driving
High Visibility Cellphone/Text Messaging Enforcement

Countermeasure Strategy: Distracted Driving
Program Area: Distracted Driving

Project Safety Impacts

The HSO will engage in efforts to decrease the apparent increasing trend of distracted driving-related traffic
fatalities and serious injuries using high-visibility enforcement efforts combined with distracted driver
multimedia campaigns ( One Text or Call could Wreck It All, Drive the Right Message, and Y ou Have One
Job).

Linkage Between Program Area

Problem Identification Process, Data Used and Participants

Problem identification is performed by the HSO staff, in collaboration with other state and local agency
personnel, and involves the examination of relationships between crashes and the characteristics of population,
licensed drivers, registered vehicles, and vehicle miles. Drivers can be divided into various subgroups by age,
sex, etc. Vehicles can be divided into subgroups according to the year, the make, body style, etc. Roadways
can be divided into subgroups according to urban, rural, type of surface, etc. Crashes can be further analyzed in
terms of time, day, and month; age and sex of the driver, and primary contributing factors; and usage of safety
equipment.

The HSO has chosen to define a highway safety crash problem as "an identifiable subgroup of drivers,
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pedestrians, vehicles, or roadways that is proportionately higher in crash experience compared to normal
expectations.” The fact that a subgroup is over represented in crashes may suggest that there is a characteristic
of that subgroup that contributes to the crashes. A contributing factor can be defined as an identifiable
characteristic of drivers, pedestrians, other roadway users, vehicles, or roadways, which are statistically higher
in crash experience as compared to normal expectations.

Isolating and identifying contributing factors are essential in the strategic planning and selection of projects,
activities, or programs that result in measurable outcomes. The more specific contribution of characteristics
may be identified and corrected. The crash experience of the subgroup may be improved, resultingin a
reduction of the rate of traffic crash fatalities and injuries.

When conducting analysis, the HSO staff also considers other influencing factors. Factors such as composition
of population, modes of transportation, system support, weather conditions, economic conditions, etc., may al
affect highway user behavior. The experience and judgment of the HSO staff (and their highway safety
partners) are essential in the problem identification and priority setting process.

Nebraska Priority Counties

These data sources may be used as single sources of information or utilized in combination with other
traditional traffic record datafor problem identification. By refining the problem identification process
annually and by implementing specific program activity addressing those problems, greater measurable
outcomes are expected.

For the purpose of this FY 2020 problem identification process, the HSO will be using the previous five years
overall statewide data analysis utilizing reported fatal, A (disabling) and B (visible, but not disabling injury)
type injury crashes as the primary source of information.

Geographical problem identification considerations will primarily concentrate on the selected 22 priority
counties, representing 81% of the population. These counties and the communities within them have been
selected based upon crash data from the previous five years.

Rationale

Using comprehensive campaigns that can be used both statewide and at the local level (focusing on Priority
Counties), the HSO is able to target distracted driving media and high-visibility enforcement campaigns to
effectively reach our target audience.

Planned activitiesin countermeasure strategy

Unique | dentifier Planned Activity Name

DD-2020-13-00-00 Distracted Driving Public Information &
Education

Planned Activity: Distracted Driving Public Information & Education
Planned activity number: DD-2020-13-00-00
Primary Countermeasure Strategy ID:
Planned Activity Description
This project provides funds to HSO for the devel opment/creation/production of educational messaging. This
includes print and el ectronic messaging, multimedia campaigns (including paid media and social media), and
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NEBRASKA PRIORITY COUNTIES FOR FY2020
COUNTY CRASH RATE compared to STATE CRASH RATE
PER 100 MILLION MILES
2017 FAB *Youth *All Other *Low
Congressional FAB *Crash *Alcohol *Speed 16-20 Factors Occ/Prot 2018
District County Crashes Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Percentage | Population™*
Three Adams 58 22.91 3.16 0.79 10.27 18.96 61.3% 31,511
Three Buffale 141 20.48 1.45 131 4.36 17.72 71.3% 49,615
One Cuming 23 16.42 3.57 1.43 3.57 11.42 57.1% 8,940
Three Dakota 38 18.87 3.97 0.50 3.97 14.40 61.5% 20,083
Three Dawson 65 13.36 2.88 1.44 2.88 9.04 61.6% 23,709
One Dodge 116 31.61 2.73 1.91 7.36 26.98 77.8% 36,791
Two Douglas 1,527 33.06 3.70 0.69 6.52 28.67 69.3% 566,880
Three Gage 68 28.19 3.32 0.83 8.29 24.04 64.9% 21,493
Three Hall 188 26.49 2.40 0.28 4,51 23.81 81.7% 61,607
Three Jefferson 20 22.84 5.71 1.14 4.57 15.99 59.1% 7,097
One Lancaster 948 37.20 3.81 0.78 8.71 32.61 86.7% 317,272
Three Lincoln 109 16.32 1.50 1.05 3.29 13.77 71.2% 35,185
One Madison 92 29.52 2.57 0.96 5.13 25.99 76.1% 35,392
Three Phelps 25 21.11 422 0.84 4.22 16.04 72.9% 8,996
One Platte 86 25.07 2.33 0.87 4.66 21.87 79.4% 33,363
Three Red Willow 28 24.43 5.24 0.87 6.11 18.33 68.0% 10,726
Three Saline 28 22.63 7.27 2.42 1.62 12.93 57.4% 14,350
One/Two Sarpy 336 24.36 1.74 0.51 6.09 22.11 89.4% 184,459
One Saunders 43 17.57 0.32 1.63 4.49 15.12 69.4% 21,303
Three Scotts Bluff 96 31.24 1.30 0.98 7.48 28.96 74.4% 35,989
One Washington 51 25.58 2.51 0.50 6.52 22.57 76.5% 20,667
Three Wayne 28 32.70 3.50 3.50 10.51 25.70 62.3% 9,403
22 County Population 1,554,831
Statewide | 5017 | 23.88] 2.63] 0.89) 5.10] 20.36 74.3% 1,929,268
Blue indicates High Crash Rates for Alcohol, Speed and Youth and Red indicates Low Occupant Protection Usage
Data taken from 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, A & B (FAB) Injuries, Statewide and County 81%
* Rates for county alcohol, speed, youth, and other factors are based on county crash reports for of Population
Fatal, A and B type injury crashes per 100 million miles per county using 2017 Annual Vehicles Miles - NDOT.
*Occ/Prot Percentage are taken from the 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, A and B Injuries Crashes - Box 6
**|J.S. Census Bureau Population Estimate as of 7/1/2018. Revised 6/4/19
**Population information is used to document the percentage of state's population represented.
Nebraska 2017 data is the most current data for the FY2020 Plan Provided by: NDOT Highway Safety Office, PO Box 94612, Lincoln NE

local agency/organization mini-grant agreements to increase general public awareness regarding the issues of
distracted driving, with afocus on youth 15 to 24 years of age. This project will provide fundsto HSO to
support National Teen Driver Safety Month in October and to support distracted driving awareness month in
April. HSO will assist local organizations with mini-grant agreements to increase public awarenessin the 22
priority counties.

Intended Subreci pients
HSO, SADD and High Schools

Countermeasure strategies

Countermeasure Strategy

Distracted Driving
Distracted Driving

Funding sources
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0% =55
Source Fiscal| Funding EligibleUse | Estimated Match Local Benefit
Y ear Source ID of Funds Funding Amount
Amount

FAST Act  |Distracted  [$110,000.00 [$27,500.00 |$27,500.00
NHTSA 402 |Driving
(FAST)

Countermeasure Strategy: High Visibility Cellphone/Text Messaging Enforcement
Program Area: Distracted Driving

Project Safety Impacts

The HSO will implement strategies to decrease the increasing trend for traffic fatalities and unintentional
injuries, special focus on young drivers (20 and younger). High visibility enforcement activities and media
campaigns (earned, paid, and social) will be funded.

Linkage Between Program Area

Problem Identification Process, Data Used and Participants

Problem identification is performed by the HSO staff, with the occasional assistance of other state and local
agency personnel, and involves the examination of relationships between crashes and the characteristics of
population, licensed drivers, registered vehicles, and vehicle miles. Drivers can be divided into various
subgroups by age, sex, etc. Vehicles can be divided into subgroups according to the year, the make, body style,
etc. Roadways can be divided into subgroups according to urban, rural, type of surface, etc. Crashes can be
further analyzed in terms of time, day, and month; age and sex of the driver, and primary contributing factors,
and usage of safety equipment.

The HSO has chosen to define a highway safety crash problem as "an identifiable subgroup of drivers,
pedestrians, vehicles, or roadways that is proportionately higher in crash experience compared to normal
expectations.” The fact that a subgroup is over represented in crashes may suggest that there is a characteristic
of that subgroup that contributes to the crashes. A contributing factor can be defined as an identifiable
characteristic of drivers, pedestrians, other roadway users, vehicles, or roadways, which are statistically higher
in crash experience as compared to normal expectations.

I solating and identifying contributing factors are essential in the strategic planning and selection of projects,
activities, or programs that result in measurable outcomes. The more specific contribution of characteristics
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may be identified and corrected. The crash experience of the subgroup may be improved, resulting in a
reduction of the rate of traffic crash fatalities and injuries.

When conducting analysis, the HSO staff also considers other influencing factors. Factors such as composition
of population, modes of transportation, system support, weather conditions, economic conditions, etc., may al
affect highway user behavior. The experience and judgment of the HSO staff (and their highway safety
partners) are essential in the problem identification and priority setting process.

Nebraska Priority Counties

These data sources may be used as single sources of information or utilized in combination with other
traditional traffic record datafor problem identification. By refining the problem identification process
annually and by implementing specific program activity addressing those problems, greater measurable
outcomes are expected.

For the purpose of this FY 2020 problem identification process, the HSO will be using the previous five years
overall statewide data analysis utilizing reported fatal, A (disabling) and B (visible, but not disabling injury)
type injury crashes as the primary source of information.

Geographical problem identification considerations will primarily concentrate on the selected 22 priority
counties, representing 81% of the population. These counties and the communities within them have been
selected based upon crash data from the previous five years.

Rationale

HSO is utilizing an evidence-based program that supports increased enforcement of distracted driving in
priority counties and young and/or rural drivers.

Planned activitiesin countermeasure strategy

Program Area: Identification & Surveillance

Description of Highway Safety Problems

Problem Identification Process, Data Used and Participants

Problem identification is performed by the HSO staff, with the occasional assistance of other state and local
agency personnel, and involves the examination of relationships between crashes and the characteristics of
population, licensed drivers, registered vehicles, and vehicle miles. Drivers can be divided into various
subgroups by age, sex, etc. Vehicles can be divided into subgroups according to the year, the make, body style,
etc. Roadways can be divided into subgroups according to urban, rural, type of surface, etc. Crashescan be
further analyzed in terms of time, day, and month; age and sex of the driver, and primary contributing factors,
and usage of safety equipment.

The HSO has chosen to define a highway safety crash problem as "an identifiable subgroup of drivers,
pedestrians, vehicles, or roadways that is proportionately higher in crash experience compared to normal
expectations.” The fact that a subgroup is over represented in crashes may suggest that there is a characteristic
of that subgroup that contributes to the crashes. A contributing factor can be defined as an identifiable
characteristic of drivers, pedestrians, other roadway users, vehicles, or roadways, which are statistically higher
in crash experience as compared to normal expectations.

Isolating and identifying contributing factors are essential in the strategic planning and selection of projects,
activities, or programs that result in measurable outcomes. The more specific contribution of characteristics
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MEBRASKA PRIORITY COUNTIES FOR FY2020
COUNTY CRASH RATE compared to STATE CRASH RATE
PER 100 MILLION MILES
[ 2017 FAB *Youth *All Other *Low
Congressional FAB *Crash *Alcohol *Speed 16-20 Factors Occ/Prot 2018
. District County Crashes Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Percentage | Population®*
Three Adams 58 22.91 3.16 0.79 10.27 18.96 61.3% 31,511
Three Buffalo 141 2048 1.45 1.31 4.36 17.72 71.3% 49,615
One Cuming 23 16.42 3.57 1.43 3.57 11.42 57.1% 8,940
Three Dakota 38 18.87 3.97 0.50 3.97 14.40 61.5% 20,083
Three Dawson 65 13.36 2.88 1.44 2.88 9.04 61.6% 23,709
One Dodge 116 31.61 2.73 1.91 7.30 26.98 77.8% 36,791
Two Douglas 1,527 33.06 3.70 0.69 6.52 28.67 69.3% 566,880
Three Gage 68 28.19 3.32 0.83 B.29 24.04 64.9% 21,493
Three Hall 188 26.49 2.40 0.28 4.51 23.81 B1.7% 61,607
Three lefferson 20 22.84 5.71 1.14 4.57 15.99 59.1% 7,097
One Lancaster 5438 37.20 3.81 0.78 8.71 32.61 B6.7% 317,272
Three Lincoln 108 16.32 1.50 1.05 3.29 13.77 71.2% 35,185
One Madison 592 29.52 2.57 0.96 5.13 25.99 76.1% 35,392
Three Phelps 25 21.11 4.22 0.84 4.22 16.04 72.9% B,996
One Platte 36 25.07 2.33 0.87 4.66 21.87 79.4% 33,363
Three Red Willow 28 24.43 5.24 0.87 6.11 18.33 68.0% 10,726
Three Saline 28 22.63 7.27 2.42 1.62 12.93 57.4% 14,350
One/Two sarpy 336 24.36 1.74 0.51 6.09 22.11 89.4% 184,459
One Saunders 43 17.57 0.82 1.63 4.49 15.12 69.4% 21,303
Three Scotts Bluff 96 31.24 1.30 0.98 748 28.96 74.4% 35,989
One Washington 51 25.58 2.51 0.50 6.52 22.57 76.5% 20,667
Three Wayne 28 32.70 3.50 3.50 10.51 25.70 62.3% 9,403
22 County Population 1,554,831
Statewide 5,017 ZS.SS| 2.63 | 0.89 5.10 20.36 74.3% 1,929,268
_'Blue indicates High Crash Rates for Alcohol, Speed and Youth and Red indicates Low Occupant Protection Usage
Data taken from 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, A & B (FAB) Injuries, Statewide and County 81%
E Rates for county alcohol, speed, youth, and other factors are based on county crash reports for of Population
Fatal, & and B type injury crashes per 100 million miles per county using 2017 Annual Vehicles Miles - NDOT.
*Qcc/Prot Percentage are taken from the 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, Aand B Injuries Crashes - Box 6
i**U.S. Census Bureau Population Estimate as of 7/1/2018. Revised 6,/4/19
| **Population information is used to document the percentage of state's population represented.
Mebraska 2017 data is the most current data for the FY2020 Plan Provided by: NDOT Highway Safety Office, PO Box 94612, Lincoln NE

may be identified and corrected. The crash experience of the subgroup may be improved, resultingin a
reduction of the rate of traffic crash fatalities and injuries.

When conducting analysis, the HSO staff also considers other influencing factors. Factors such as composition
of population, modes of transportation, system support, weather conditions, economic conditions, etc., may all
affect highway user behavior. The experience and judgment of the HSO staff (and their highway safety
partners) are essential in the problem identification and priority setting process.

Nebraska Priority Counties

These data sources may be used as single sources of information or utilized in combination with other
traditional traffic record data for problem identification. By refining the problem identification process
annually and by implementing specific program activity addressing those problems, greater measurable
outcomes are expected.
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For the purpose of this FY 2020 problem identification process, the HSO will be using the previous five years
overall statewide data analysis utilizing reported fatal, A (disabling) and B (visible, but not disabling injury)
type injury crashes as the primary source of information.

Geographical problem identification considerations will primarily concentrate on the selected 22 priority
counties, representing 81% of the population. These counties and the communities within them have been
selected based upon crash data from the previous five years.

NEBRASKA PRIORITY COUNTIES FOR FY2020
COUNTY CRASH RATE compared to STATE CRASH RATE
PER 100 MILLION MILES
2017 FAB *Youth *All Other *Low
Congressional FAB *Crash *Alcohol *Speed 16-20 Factors Occ/Prot 2018
District County Crashes Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Percentage | Population**
Three Adams 58 22.91 3.16 0.79 10.27 18.96 61.3% 31,511
Three Buffalo 141 20.48 1.45 1.31 4.36 17.72 71.3% 49,615
One Cuming 23 16.42 3.57 1.43 3.57 11.42 57.1% 8,940
Three Dakota 38 18.87 3.97 0.50 3.97 14.40 61.5% 20,083
Three Dawson 65 13.36 2.88 1.44 2.88 9.04 61.6% 23,709
One Dodge 116 31.61 2.73 1.91 7.36 26.98 77.8% 36,791
Two Douglas 1,527 33.06 3.70 0.69 6.52 28.67 69.3% 566,880
Three Gage 68 28.19 3.32 0.83 8.29 24.04 64.9% 21,493
Three Hall 188 26.49 2.40 0.28 4.51 23.81 81.7% 61,607
Three Jefferson 20 22.84 571 1.14 4.57 15.99 59.1% 7,097
One Lancaster 948 37.20 3.81 0.78 8.71 32.61 86.7% 317,272
Three Lincoln 109 16.32 1.50 1.05 3.29 13.77 71.2% 35,185
One Madison 92 29.52 2.57 0.96 5.13 25.99 76.1% 35,392
Three Phelps 25 21.11 4.22 0.84 4.22 16.04 72.9% 8,996
One Platte 86 25.07 2.33 0.87 4.66 21.87 79.4% 33,363
Three Red Willow 28 24.43 5.24 0.87 6.11 18.33 68.0% 10,726
Three Saline 28 22.63 7.27 2.42 1.62 12.93 57.4% 14,350
One/Two Sarpy 336 24.36 1.74 0.51 6.09 22.11 89.4% 184,459
One Saunders 43 17.57 0.82 1.63 4.49 15.12 69.4% 21,303
Three Scotts Bluff 96 31.24 1.30 0.98 7.48 28.96 74.4% 35,989
One Washington 51 25.58 2.51 0.50 6.52 22.57 76.5% 20,667
Three Wayne 28 32.70 3.50 3.50 10.51 25.70 62.3%) 9,403
22 County Population 1,554,831
Statewide | 5017 | 23.38] 2.63| 0.89| 5.10 2036 74.3% 1,929,268
Blue indicates High Crash Rates for Alcohol, Speed and Youth and Red indicates Low Occupant Protection Usage
Data taken from 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, A & B (FAB) Injuries, Statewide and County 81%,
* Rates for county alcohol, speed, youth, and other factors are based on county crash reports for of Population
Fatal, A and B type injury crashes per 100 million miles per county using 2017 Annual Vehicles Miles - NDOT,
*Qcc/Prot Percentage are taken from the 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, Aand B Injuries Crashes - Box 6
**.S. Census Bureau Population Estimate as of 7/1/2018. Revised 6/4/19
**Population information is used to document the percentage of state's population represented.
Nebraska 2017 data is the most current data for the FY2020 Plan Provided by: NDOT Highway Safety Office, PO Box 94612, Lincoln NE

Associated Performance Measures

Fiscal Year Performance |Target End Year| Target Period | Target Vaue
measure name

2020 C-9) Number of |2020 5Year 35.00
drivers age 20 or
younger
involved in fatal
crashes (FARS)

2020 C-10) Number 2020 5Year 19.00
of pedestrian
fatalities (FARS)
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2020 C-11) Number |2020 5Year 2.00
of bicyclists
fatalities (FARS)

Countermeasure Strategies in Program Area

Countermeasure Strategy

Drowsy Driving

Highway Safety Office Program Management
Traffic Safety

Y outh

Countermeasure Strategy: Drowsy Driving
Program Area: Identification & Surveillance

Project Safety Impacts

HSO will provide funding to reduce fatalities and unintentional injuries by increasing public awareness,
information, and education about the risks associated with drowsy driving. The primary targeted driver
populations are young adults ages 16-34 and seniors ages 65-80.

Linkage Between Program Area

Problem Identification Process, Data Used and Participants

Problem identification is performed by the HSO staff, with the sometime assistance of other state and local
agency personnel, and involves the examination of relationships between crashes and the characteristics of
population, licensed drivers, registered vehicles, and vehicle miles. Drivers can be divided into various
subgroups by age, sex, etc. Vehicles can be divided into subgroups according to the year, the make, body style,
etc. Roadways can be divided into subgroups according to urban, rural, type of surface, etc. Crashescan be
further analyzed in terms of time, day, and month; age and sex of the driver, and primary contributing factors,
and usage of safety equipment.

The HSO has chosen to define a highway safety crash problem as "an identifiable subgroup of drivers,
pedestrians, vehicles, or roadways that is proportionately higher in crash experience compared to normal
expectations.” The fact that a subgroup is over represented in crashes may suggest that there is a characteristic
of that subgroup that contributes to the crashes. A contributing factor can be defined as an identifiable
characteristic of drivers, pedestrians, other roadway users, vehicles, or roadways, which are statistically higher
in crash experience as compared to normal expectations.

Isolating and identifying contributing factors are essential in the strategic planning and selection of projects,
activities, or programs that result in measurable outcomes. The more specific contribution of characteristics
may be identified and corrected. The crash experience of the subgroup may be improved, resultingin a
reduction of the rate of traffic crash fatalities and injuries.

When conducting analysis, the HSO staff also considers other influencing factors. Factors such as composition
of population, modes of transportation, system support, weather conditions, economic conditions, etc., may all
affect highway user behavior. The experience and judgment of the HSO staff (and their highway safety
partners) are essential in the problem identification and priority setting process.

Nebraska Priority Counties
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These data sources may be used as single sources of information or utilized in combination with other
traditional traffic record data for problem identification. By refining the problem identification process
annually and by implementing specific program activity addressing those problems, greater measurable
outcomes are expected.
For the purpose of this FY 2020 problem identification process, the HSO will be using the previous five years
overall statewide data analysis utilizing reported fatal, A (disabling) and B (visible, but not disabling injury)

type injury crashes as the primary source of information.

Geographical problem identification considerations will primarily concentrate on the selected 22 priority
counties, representing 81% of the population. These counties and the communities within them have been
selected based upon crash data from the previous five years.

NEBRASKA PRIORITY COUNTIES FOR FY2020
COUNTY CRASH RATE compared to STATE CRASH RATE
PER 100 MILLION MILES
2017 FAB FYouth *All Other *Low
Congressional FAB *Crash *Alcohol *Speed 16-20 Factors Qcc/Prot 2016
District County Crashes Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Percentage Population®*
Three Adams 58 22.91 3.16 0.79 10.27 18.96 61.3% 31,511
Three Buffalo 141 20.48 1.45 1.31 4.36 17.72 71.3% 49,615
One Cuming 23 16.42 3.57 1.43 3.57 11.42 57.1% 8,940
Three Dakota 38 18.87 3.97 0.50 3.97 14.40 61.5% 20,083
Three Dawson 6% 13.36 2.88 1.44 2.88 9.04 61.6% 23,709
One Dodge 116 31.61 2.73 1.91 7.36 26.98 T7.8% 36,791
Two Douglas 1,527 33.06 3.70 0.69 6.52 2B.67 69.3% 566,880
Three Gage GE 28.19 3.32 0.83 B.29 24.04 64.9% 21,493
Three Hall igs 26.49 2.40 0.28 4.51 23.81 B1.7% 61,607
Three lefferson 20 22.84 5.71 1.14 4.57 15.99 59.1% 7,097
One Lancaster Q48 37.20 3.81 0.78 B8.71 32.61 BB.7% 317,272
Three Lincoln 109 16.32 1.50 1.05 3.29 13.77 T1.2% 35,185
One Madison 92 29.52 2.57 0.96 5.13 25.99 76.1% 35,392
Three Phelps 25 21.11 4.22 0.84 4.22 16.04 T2.9% 8,996
One Platte BE 25.07 2.33 0.B7 4.66 21.87 79.4% 33,363
Three Red Willow 28 24.43 5.24 0.87 6.11 18.33 68.0% 10,726
Three Saline 28 22.63 7.27 2.42 1.62 12.93 57.4% 14,350
OnefTwo Sarpy 336 24.36 1.74 0.51 6.09 22,11 B9.4% 184,459
One Saunders 43 17.57 0.82 1.63 4.49 15.12 69.4% 21,303
Three Scotts Bluff =11 31.24 1.30 0.98 7.48 28.96 Fa4.4% 35,989
One Washington 5% 25.58 2.51 0.50 6.52 22.57 76.5% 20,667
Three Wayne 28 32.70 3.50 3.50 10.51 25.70 62.3% 9,403
22 County Population 1,554,831
Statewide 5,017 | 23.88 | 2.63 0.89 5.10 20.36 JA.3% 1,929,268
Blue indicates High Crash Rates for Alcohol, Speed and Youth and Red indicates Low Occupant Protection Usage
Data taken from 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, A & B (FAB) Injuries, Statewide and County B1%
*= Rates for county alcohol, speed, youth, and other factors are based on county crash reports for of Population
Fatal, A and B type injury crashes per 100 million miles per county using 2017 Annual Wehicles Miles - NDOT.
*Qcc/Prot Percentage are taken from the 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, A and B Injuries Crashes - Box 6
**¥U.5. Census Bureau Population Estimate as of 7/1/2018. Revized 6/4,/19
=*papulation information is used to document the percentage of state's population represented.
Nebraska 2017 data is the most current data for the FY2020 Plan Provided by: MDOT Highway Safety Office, PO Box 94612, Lincoln ME

Rationale

The HSO will report the initiatives used, along with the media (paid, earned, and social) and educational
messaging that was created and used. Documentation of the activities will be evaluated and reviewed.
Planned activitiesin countermeasure strategy

Unique I dentifier

Planned Activity Name
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|S-2020-29-00-00 Drowsy Driving Public Information &

Education

Planned Activity: Drowsy Driving Public Information & Education
Planned activity number: 1S-2020-29-00-00
Primary Countermeasure Strategy ID:
Planned Activity Description
This project provides funds to HSO for the devel opment/creation/production of educational messaging. This
includes print and el ectronic messaging, multimedia campaigns (including paid media, earned media and social
media), and local agency/organization mini-grant agreements to increase general public awareness regarding the
increasing harms related fatigued/drowsy driving.

Intended Subreci pients
HSO, high schools, hospitals and local health departments

Countermeasure strategies

Countermeasure Strategy
Drowsy Driving
Identification and Surveillance
Funding sources
Source Fiscal | Funding Eligible Use | Estimated Match Local Benefit
Y ear Source ID of Funds Funding Amount
Amount
FAST Act Identification |$25,000.00 |$6,250.00 $6,250.00
NHTSA 402 |and
Surveillance
(FAST)

Countermeasure Strategy: Highway Safety Office Program Management
Program Area: Identification & Surveillance

Project Safety Impacts
HSO project management team will initiate, plan, execute, control and evaluate project activities to reduce the
incidence of traffic-related fatal, A and B injuries across the state and in the HSO Priority Counties.

Linkage Between Program Area

Rationale

HSO project management team will evaluate and report annually the planned activity results and the target
population reached through project initiatives.

Planned activitiesin countermeasure strategy

Planned Activity Name
Y outh Program Coordination
Traffic Safety Program Coordination

Unique | dentifier
1S-2020-21-00-00
| S-2020-23-00-00
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Planned Activity: Y outh Program Coordination
Planned activity number: 1S-2020-21-00-00
Primary Countermeasure Strategy |1D:

Planned Activity Description
Grant funding for the HSO for the Traffic Safety Specialist staff time, persona services, travel, and materials
for devel opment/creation/production of educational messaging. This includes print and el ectronic messaging,
multimedia campaigns (including social media and paid media), funding for local agencies/organizationsto use
the mini-grant agreements to support youth initiatives, the purchase of educational related equipment.

Intended Subreci pients
HSO

Countermeasure strategies

Countermeasure Strategy
Highway Safety Office Program Management

Funding sources

Source Fiscal | Funding EligibleUse | Estimated Match Local Benefit
Y ear Source ID of Funds Funding Amount
Amount
FAST Act Identification |$40,000.00 [$10,000.00 [$0.00
NHTSA 402 |and
Surveillance
(FAST)

Planned Activity: Traffic Safety Program Coordination
Planned activity number: 1S-2020-23-00-00
Primary Countermeasure Strategy ID:
Planned Activity Description
Grant funding for the HSO Traffic Safety Specialists staff for basic costs, including personal services, travel and
office expenses, to coordinate, monitor, and audit program area grants and activities (excluding the areas of
alcohol, occupant protection, youth, and speed). Coordination of traffic safety projects, along with technical
assistance in traffic safety activities to help reduce the number of traffic safety incidents.

Intended Subreci pients
HSO

Countermeasure strategies

Countermeasure Strategy
Highway Safety Office Program Management

Funding sources

64/462



Source Fiscal | Funding EligibleUse | Estimated Match Local Benefit
Y ear Source ID of Funds Funding Amount
Amount
FAST Act Identification |$175,000.00 [$43,750.00 [$0.00
NHTSA 402 |and
Surveillance
(FAST)

Countermeasure Strategy: Traffic Safety

Program Area: Identification & Surveillance

Project Safety Impacts

The HSO will provide funding to support educational messaging, mini-grant agreements and conduct a public
opinion survey of Nebraska drivers. These activities will be traffic safety specific, some supporting our traffic
enforcement planned activities, in the areas of young drivers, pedestrians, bicyclists, and railroad crossings.
Funding isto assist in the reduction of unintentional related injuries/fatalities.

Linkage Between Program Area

Problem Identification Process, Data Used and Participants

Problem identification is performed by the HSO staff, with the sometime assistance of other state and local
agency personnel, and involves the examination of relationships between crashes and the characteristics of
population, licensed drivers, registered vehicles, and vehicle miles. Drivers can be divided into various
subgroups by age, sex, etc. Vehicles can be divided into subgroups according to the year, the make, body style,
etc. Roadways can be divided into subgroups according to urban, rural, type of surface, etc. Crashes can be
further analyzed in terms of time, day, and month; age and sex of the driver, and primary contributing factors,
and usage of safety equipment.

The HSO has chosen to define a highway safety crash problem as "an identifiable subgroup of drivers,
pedestrians, vehicles, or roadways that is proportionately higher in crash experience compared to normal
expectations.” The fact that a subgroup is over represented in crashes may suggest that there is a characteristic
of that subgroup that contributes to the crashes. A contributing factor can be defined as an identifiable
characteristic of drivers, pedestrians, other roadway users, vehicles, or roadways, which are statistically higher
in crash experience as compared to normal expectations.

I solating and identifying contributing factors are essential in the strategic planning and selection of projects,
activities, or programs that result in measurable outcomes. The more specific contribution of characteristics
may be identified and corrected. The crash experience of the subgroup may be improved, resulting in a
reduction of the rate of traffic crash fatalities and injuries.

When conducting analysis, the HSO staff also considers other influencing factors. Factors such as composition
of population, modes of transportation, system support, weather conditions, economic conditions, etc., may all
affect highway user behavior. The experience and judgment of the HSO staff (and their highway safety
partners) are essential in the problem identification and priority setting process.

Nebraska Priority Counties

These data sources may be used as single sources of information or utilized in combination with other
traditional traffic record data for problem identification. By refining the problem identification process
annually and by implementing specific program activity addressing those problems, greater measurable
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outcomes are expected.
For the purpose of this FY 2020 problem identification process, the HSO will be using the previous five years
overall statewide data analysis utilizing reported fatal, A (disabling) and B (visible, but not disabling injury)

type injury crashes as the primary source of information.

Geographical problem identification considerations will primarily concentrate on the selected 22 priority
counties, representing 81% of the population. These counties and the communities within them have been
selected based upon crash data from the previous five years

MNEBRASKA PRIORITY COUNTIES FORFY2020
COUNTY CRASH RATE compared to STATE CRASH RATE
PER 100 MILLICN MILES
2017 FAB FYouth *All Other FLow
Congressional FAB *Crash *Alcohol *Speed 16-20 Factors Qgcc/Prot 2016
Diistrict County Crashes Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Percentage Population®*
Three Adams 58 22.91 3.16 0.79 10.27 18.96 61.3% 31,511
Three Buffalo 141 20.48 1.45 1.31 4.36 17.72 71.3% 49,615
One Cuming 23 16.42 3.57 1.43 3.57 11.42 57.1% 8,940
Three Dakota 38 18.87 3.97 0.50 3.97 14.40 61.5% 20,083
Three Dawson 65 13.36 2.88 1.44 2.88 .04 61.6% 23,709
One Dodge ile 31.61 2.73 1.91 7.36 26.98 T7.8% 36,791
Two Douglas 1,527 33.06 3.70 0.69 6.52 28.67 69.3% 566,880
Three Gage BE 28.19 3.32 0.83 B8.29 24.04 64.9% 21,493
Three Hall 182 26.49 2.40 0.28 4,51 23.81 B1.7% 61,607
Three lefferson 20 22.84 5.71 1.14 4.57 15.99 59.1% 7,097
One Lancaster Q48 37.20 3.81 0.78 B.71 32.61 B6.7% 317,272
Three Lincoln 109 16.32 1.50 1.05 3.29 13.77 F1.2% 35,185
One Madison 92 29.52 2.57 0.96 5.13 25.99 76.1% 35,392
Three Phelps 25 21.11 4,22 0.84 4,22 16.04 T2.9% 8,996
One Platte BE 25.07 2.33 0.87 4.66 21.87 79.4% 33,363
Three Red Willow 28 24.43 5.24 0.87 6.11 18.33 68.0% 10,726
Three Saline 28 22.63 7.27 2.42 1.62 12.93 57.4% 14,350
Oone/Two Sarpy 336 24.36 1.74 0.51 6.09 22,11 B9.4% 184,459
One Saunders 43 17.57 0.82 1.63 4.49 15.12 69.4% 21,303
Three Scotts Bluff 95 31.24 1.30 0.98 7.48 28.96 T4.4% 35,989
One Washington 51 25.58 2.51 0.50 6.52 22.57 76.5% 20,667
Three Wayne 28 32.70 3.50 3.50 10.51 25.70 62.3% 9,403
22 County Population 1,554,831
Statewide 5,017 | 23.88 | 2.63 0.89 | 5.1'U| 20.36 T4.3% 1,929,268
Blue indicates High Crash Rates for Alcohol, Speed and Youth and Red indicates Low Occupant Protection Usage
Data taken from 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, A & B (FAB) Injuries, Statewide and County 81%
*= Rates for county alcohol, speed, youth, and other factors are based on county crash reports for of Population
Fatal, A and B type injury crashes per 100 million miles per county using 2017 Annual Vehicles Miles - NDOT.
*Qcc/Prot Percentage are taken from the 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, & and B Injuries Crashes - Box 6
*¥U5. Census Bureau Population Estimate as of 7/1/2018. Revised 6/4/19
**Population information is used to document the percentage of state’s population represented.
MNebraska 2017 data is the most current data for the FY2020 Plan Provided by: NDOT Highway Safety Office, PO Box 94612, Lincoln NE

Rationale
The HSO will report the initiatives used, along with the media (paid, earned, and social) and messaging that was
created and used. Documentation of the media reach will be collected. The HSO annually reports the findings
of the public opinion survey on the HSO website.

Planned activities in countermeasure strategy

Unique |dentifier
| S-2020-24-00-00

Planned Activity Name

Traffic Safety Public Information &
Education
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Planned Activity: Traffic Safety Public Information & Education
Planned activity number: 1S-2020-24-00-00
Primary Countermeasure Strategy |D:

Planned Activity Description

Grant funding for HSO for the production/devel opment/creation/ of educational messaging. This includes print
and electronic messaging, multimedia campaigns (including social media and paid media), and local
agency/organizations using the mini-grant agreement process, and educational related equipment purchases
specific to traffic safety. Funds to assist in the reduction of unintentional related injuries/fatalities through
increased education regarding pedestrian safety, driver behavior at railroad crossings and bicycle safety.
Utilize an experienced traffic safety public opinion survey firm to conduct a scientific and statistically valid
statewide public opinion survey of Nebraska drivers to establish an annual baseline for measurement of driver’s
attitudes and behaviors.

Work with community non-profits to reach a diverse audience (Hispanic and Arabic) to extend the reach of
NHTSA’s campaign calendar and resources offered on Traffic Safety Marketing and Drivesmart Nebraska

Intended Subreci pients
Health and Human Services, Local Heath Departments, culturally diverse non-profits, BikeWalk Nebraska

Countermeasure strategies

Countermeasure Strategy
|dentification and Surveillance
Traffic Safety
Funding sources
Source Fiscal | Funding EligibleUse | Estimated Match Local Benefit
Y ear Source ID of Funds Funding Amount
Amount
FAST Act Identification |$110,000.00 ($27,500.00 [$27,500.00
NHTSA 402 |and
Surveillance
(FAST)

Countermeasure Strategy: Y outh

Program Area: Identification & Surveillance

Project Safety Impacts

Reduce the number of young drivers (20 and younger) involved in fatal, A, and B crashes, through public
information and education messaging using multiple media options to target those drivers. The HSO will
support Teensin the Driver Seat, an evidence-based program, providing grant funding to the Nebraska
Department of Health and Human Services — Division of Behavioral Health.

Linkage Between Program Area
Problem Identification Process, Data Used and Participants
Problem identification is performed by the HSO staff, with the sometime assistance of other state and local
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agency personnel, and involves the examination of relationships between crashes and the characteristics of
population, licensed drivers, registered vehicles, and vehicle miles. Drivers can be divided into various
subgroups by age, sex, etc. Vehicles can be divided into subgroups according to the year, the make, body style,
etc. Roadways can be divided into subgroups according to urban, rural, type of surface, etc. Crashescan be
further analyzed in terms of time, day, and month; age and sex of the driver, and primary contributing factors,
and usage of safety equipment.

The HSO has chosen to define a highway safety crash problem as "an identifiable subgroup of drivers,
pedestrians, vehicles, or roadways that is proportionately higher in crash experience compared to normal
expectations.” The fact that a subgroup is over represented in crashes may suggest that there is a characteristic
of that subgroup that contributes to the crashes. A contributing factor can be defined as an identifiable
characteristic of drivers, pedestrians, other roadway users, vehicles, or roadways, which are statistically higher
in crash experience as compared to normal expectations.

Isolating and identifying contributing factors are essential in the strategic planning and selection of projects,
activities, or programs that result in measurable outcomes. The more specific contribution of characteristics
may be identified and corrected. The crash experience of the subgroup may be improved, resultingin a
reduction of the rate of traffic crash fatalities and injuries.

When conducting analysis, the HSO staff also considers other influencing factors. Factors such as composition
of population, modes of transportation, system support, weather conditions, economic conditions, etc., may all
affect highway user behavior. The experience and judgment of the HSO staff (and their highway safety
partners) are essential in the problem identification and priority setting process.

Nebraska Priority Counties

These data sources may be used as single sources of information or utilized in combination with other
traditional traffic record data for problem identification. By refining the problem identification process
annually and by implementing specific program activity addressing those problems, greater measurable
outcomes are expected.

For the purpose of this FY 2020 problem identification process, the HSO will be using the previous five years
overall statewide data analysis utilizing reported fatal, A (disabling) and B (visible, but not disabling injury)
type injury crashes as the primary source of information.

Geographical problem identification considerations will primarily concentrate on the selected 22 priority
counties, representing 81% of the population. These counties and the communities within them have been
selected based upon crash data from the previous five years.

Rationale

Teensin the Driver Seat® is ateen driven peer-to-peer educational program that is focused solely on traffic
safety and addresses all major driving risks for this age group. A survey of studentsin the (37) Nebraska High
Schools that implemented Teens in the Driver Seat will be used to identify changesin attitudes and behaviors.
Planned activitiesin countermeasure strategy

Unique Identifier Planned Activity Name
|S-2020-19-00-00 Y outh Public Information & Education
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MNMEBRASKA PRIORITY COUNTIES FORFY2020
COUNTY CRASH RATE compared to STATE CRASH RATE
PER 100 PILLION MILES
2017 FAB *Youth *All Other *Low
Congressional FAB *Crash *Alcohol *Speed 16-20 Factors Qgc/Prot 2016
District County Crashes Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Percentage Population®*
Three Adams 58 22.91 3.16 0.79 10.27 18.96 61.3% 31,511
Three Buffalo 141 20.48 1.45 1.31 4.36 17.72 71.3% 49,615
One Cuming 23 16.42 3.57 1.43 3.57 11.42 57.1% 8,940
Three Dakota 38 18.87 3.97 0.50 3.97 14.40 61.5% 20,083
Three Dawson 65 13.36 2.88 1.44 2.88 9.04 61.6% 23,709
One Dodge 116 31.61 2.73 1.91 7.36 26.98 T7.8% 36,791
Two Douglas 1,527 33.06 3.70 0.69 6.52 2B.67 69.3% 566,880
Three Gage 68 28.19 3.32 0.83 B8.29 24.04 64.9% 21,493
Three Hall ig8s 26.49 2.40 0.28 4.51 23.81 B1.7% 61,607
Three lefferson 20 22.84 5.71 1.14 4.57 15.99 59.1% 7,097
One Lancaster Q48 37.20 3.81 0.78 B.71 32.61 B6.7% 317,272
Three Lincoln 109 16.32 1.50 1.05 3.29 13.77 F1.2% 35,185
One Madison 92 29.52 2.57 0.96 5.13 25.99 76.1% 35,392
Three Phelps 25 21.11 4,22 0.84 4,22 16.04 T2.9% 8,996
One Platte B& 25.07 2.33 0.87 4.66 21.87 79.4% 33,363
Three Red Willow 28 24.43% 5.24 0.87 6.11 18.33 68.0% 10,726
Three Saline 28 22.63 7.27 2.42 1.62 12.93 57.4% 14,350
Onef/Two Sarpy 336 24.36 1.74 0.51 6.09 22,11 B9.4% 184,459
One Saunders 43 17.57 0.82 1.63 4.49 15.12 69.4% 21,303
Three Scotts Bluff 98 31.24 1.30 0.98 7.48 28.96 T4.4% 35,989
One Washington 51 25.58 2.51 0.50 6.52 22.57 76.5% 20,667
Three Wayne 28 32.70 3.50 3.50 10.51 25.70 62.3% 9,403
22 County Population 1,554,831
Statewide 5,017 | 23.88 | 2.63 | 0.89 | 5.10| 20.36 JA.3% 1,929,268
Blue indicates High Crash Rates for Alcohol, Speed and Youth and Red indicates Low Occupant Protection Usage
Data taken from 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, A & B (FAB) Injuries, Statewide and County 81%
* Rates for county alcohel, speed, youth, and other factors are based on county crash reports for of Population
Fatal, A& and B type injury crashes per 100 million miles per county using 2017 Annual Vehicles Miles - NDOT.
*Qcc/Prot Percentage are taken from the 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, A and B Injuries Crashes - Box 6
*¥U_5. Census Bureau Population Estimate as of 7/1/2018. Revised 6/4/19
**Population information is used to document the percentage of state’s population represented.
MNebraska 2017 data is the most current data for the FY2020 Plan Provided by: NDOT Highway Safety Office, PO Box 94612, Lincoln NE

Planned Activity: Y outh Public Information & Education
Planned activity number: 1S-2020-19-00-00
Primary Countermeasure Strategy I1D:

Planned Activity Description

Grant funding for the HSO for the devel opment/creation/production of educational messaging. This does
include print, electronic, messaging, and multimedia campaign (including social media and paid media)
messaging. Funding for local agencies/organizations to use the mini-grant agreements to support youth traffic
safety initiatives (i.e., GDL laws, Teensin the Driver’s Seat, parent/teen driver agreements, SADD Chapters,
Power of Parents and outreach in the high schools), the purchase of educational related equipment, and funding
to carry out/maintain the underage drinking toll-free tip line will also be available.
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Intended Subrecipients
Health and Human Services, School Resource Officers (SRO's), SADD, MADD and High Schools

Countermeasure strategies

Countermeasure Strategy
| dentification and Surveillance
Y outh

Funding sources

Source Fiscal | Funding EligibleUse | Estimated Match Local Benefit
Y ear Source ID of Funds Funding Amount
Amount

FAST Act |dentification |{$100,000.00 [$25,000.00 |$25,000.00
NHTSA 402 |and
Surveillance
(FAST)
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Program Area: Impaired Driving (Drug and Alcohol)

Description of Highway Safety Problems

Problem Identification Process, Data Used and Participants

Problem identification is performed by the HSO staff, with the occasional assistance of other state and local
agency personnel, and involves the examination of relationships between crashes and the characteristics of
population, licensed drivers, registered vehicles, and vehicle miles. Drivers can be divided into various
subgroups by age, sex, etc. Vehicles can be divided into subgroups according to the year, the make, body style,
etc. Roadways can be divided into subgroups according to urban, rural, type of surface, etc. Crashes can be
further analyzed in terms of time, day, and month; age and sex of the driver, and primary contributing factors,
and usage of safety equipment.

The HSO has chosen to define a highway safety crash problem as "an identifiable subgroup of drivers,
pedestrians, vehicles, or roadways that is proportionately higher in crash experience compared to normal
expectations.” The fact that a subgroup is over represented in crashes may suggest that there is a characteristic
of that subgroup that contributes to the crashes. A contributing factor can be defined as an identifiable
characteristic of drivers, pedestrians, other roadway users, vehicles, or roadways, which are statistically higher
in crash experience as compared to normal expectations.

Isolating and identifying contributing factors are essential in the strategic planning and selection of projects,
activities, or programs that result in measurable outcomes. The more specific contribution of characteristics
may be identified and corrected. The crash experience of the subgroup may be improved, resultingin a
reduction of the rate of traffic crash fatalities and injuries.

When conducting analysis, the HSO staff also considers other influencing factors. Factors such as composition
of population, modes of transportation, system support, weather conditions, economic conditions, etc., may all
affect highway user behavior. The experience and judgment of the HSO staff (and their highway safety
partners) are essential in the problem identification and priority setting process.

Nebraska Priority Counties

These data sources may be used as single sources of information or utilized in combination with other
traditional traffic record data for problem identification. By refining the problem identification process
annually and by implementing specific program activity addressing those problems, greater measurable
outcomes are expected.

For the purpose of this FY 2020 problem identification process, the HSO will be using the previous five years
overall statewide data analysis utilizing reported fatal, A (disabling) and B (visible, but not disabling injury)
type injury crashes as the primary source of information.

Geographical problem identification considerations will primarily concentrate on the selected 22 priority
counties, representing 81% of the population. These counties and the communities within them have been
selected based upon crash data from the previous five years.

Associated Performance Measures

Fiscal Year Performance |Target End Year| Target Period | Target Value
measure name
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NEBRASKA PRIORITY COUNTIES FOR FY2020

COUNTY CRASH RATE compared to STATE CRASH RATE
PER 100 MILLION MILES

[ 2017 FAB *¥outh *All Other *Low
Congressional FAB *Crash *Alcohol *Speed 16-20 Factors Occ/Prot 2018
. District County Crashes Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Percentage | Population®*
Three Adams 58 22,91 3.16 0.79 10.27 18.96 61.3% 31,511
Three Buffalo 141 2048 1.45 1.31 4.36 17.72 71.3% 49,615
One Cuming 23 16.42 3.57 1.43 3.57 11.42 57.1% 8,940
Three Dakota 38 18.87 3.97 0.50 3.97 14.40 61.5% 20,083
Three Dawson 65 13.36 2.88 1.44 2.88 9.04 61.6% 23,709
One Dodge 1156 31.61 273 191 7.36 26.98 T7.8% 36,791
Two Douglas 1527 33.06 3.70 0.69 8.52 28.67 69.3% 566,880
Three Gage 68 28.19 3.32 0.83 B.29 24.04 64.9% 21,453
Three Hall 188 26.49 2.40 0.28 4.51 23.81 B1.7% 61,607
Three Jefferson 20 22.84 5.71 1.14 4.57 15.99 59.1% 7,097
One Lancaster 943 37.20 3.81 0.78 B.71 32.61 B6.7% 317,272
Three Lincaln 105 16.32 1.50 1.05 3.29 13.77 71.2% 35,185
One Madison 92 29.52 2.57 0.96 5413 25.99 76.1% 35,392
Three Phelps 25 21.11 4.22 0.84 4,22 16.04 72.9% 8,996
One Platte 35 25.07 2.33 0.87 4.66 21.87 79.4% 33,363
Three Red Willow 28 2443 5.24 0.87 611 18.33 68.0% 10,726
Three Saline 28 22.63 1.27 2.42 1.62 12.93 57.4% 14,350
One/Two Sarpy 336 24.36 1.74 0.51 6.09 2211 B89.4% 184,459
One Saunders 43 17.57 0.82 1.63 4.49 15.12 69.4% 21,303
Three Scotts Bluff 96 31.24 1.30 0.98 7.48 28.96 74.4% 35,989
One Washington 51 25.58 2.51 0.50 8.52 22.57 76.5% 20,667
Three Wayne 28 32.70 3.50 3.50 10.51 25.70 62.3% 9,403
22 County Population 1,554,831
statewide 5,017 ZS.SS| 2.53| 0.89 5.10 20.36 74.3% 1,929,268
_:Blue indicates High Crash Rates for Alcohol, Speed and Youth and Red indicates Low Occupant Protection Usage
Data taken from 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, & & B (FAB) Injuries, Statewide and County 81%

E Rates for county alcohol, speed, youth, and other factors are based on county crash reports for
Fatal, A and B type injury crashes per 100 million miles per county using 2017 Annual Vehicles Miles - NDOT.
*0cc/Prot Percentage are taken from the 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, Aand B Injuries Crashes - Box 6

of Population

f“U.S. Census Bureau Population Estimate as of 7/1/2018.

Nebraska 2017 data is the most current data for the FY2020 Plan

Revised 6/4/19

|**Population information is used to document the percentage of state's population represented.

Provided hy: NDOT Highway Safety Office, PO Box 94612, Lincoln NE

2020

C-1) Number of
traffic fatalities
(FARS)

2020

5Year

239

2020

C-5) Number of
fatalitiesin
crashes
involving a
driver or
motorcycle
operator with a
BAC of .08 and
above (FARS)

2020

S5Year

64.00

2020

Fatal, A and B
Crashes (State
Crash Data)

2020

5Year

4,916.00
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2020 Alcohol- 2020 5Year 542.00
Impaired Fatal,
A and B Crashes
(State Crash
Data)

2020 Nighttime (6 2020 5Year 72.00
p.m.-6 am.)
Unrestrained
Fatalitiesin
Fatal, A and B
Crashes (State
Crash Data)

Countermeasure Strategiesin Program Area

Countermeasure Strategy
Highway Safety Office Program Management
Primary Prevention
Secondary Prevention
Tertiary Prevention

Countermeasure Strategy: Highway Safety Office Program Management
Program Area: Impaired Driving (Drug and Alcohol)

Project Safety Impacts
HSO project management team will initiate, plan, execute, control and evaluate project activities to reduce the
incidence of traffic-related fatal, A and B injuries across the state and in the HSO Priority Counties.

Linkage Between Program Area

Problem Identification Process, Data Used and Participants

Problem identification is performed by the HSO staff, with the occasional assistance of other state and local
agency personnel, and involves the examination of relationships between crashes and the characteristics of
population, licensed drivers, registered vehicles, and vehicle miles. Drivers can be divided into various
subgroups by age, sex, etc. Vehicles can be divided into subgroups according to the year, the make, body style,
etc. Roadways can be divided into subgroups according to urban, rural, type of surface, etc. Crashes can be
further analyzed in terms of time, day, and month; age and sex of the driver, and primary contributing factors,
and usage of safety equipment.

The HSO has chosen to define a highway safety crash problem as "an identifiable subgroup of drivers,
pedestrians, vehicles, or roadways that is proportionately higher in crash experience compared to normal
expectations.” The fact that a subgroup is over represented in crashes may suggest that there is a characteristic
of that subgroup that contributes to the crashes. A contributing factor can be defined as an identifiable
characteristic of drivers, pedestrians, other roadway users, vehicles, or roadways, which are statistically higher
in crash experience as compared to normal expectations.

I solating and identifying contributing factors are essential in the strategic planning and selection of projects,
activities, or programs that result in measurable outcomes. The more specific contribution of characteristics
may be identified and corrected. The crash experience of the subgroup may be improved, resultingin a
reduction of the rate of traffic crash fatalities and injuries.
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When conducting analysis, the HSO staff also considers other influencing factors. Factors such as composition
of population, modes of transportation, system support, weather conditions, economic conditions, etc., may al
affect highway user behavior. The experience and judgment of the HSO staff (and their highway safety
partners) are essential in the problem identification and priority setting process.

Nebraska Priority Counties

These data sources may be used as single sources of information or utilized in combination with other
traditional traffic record datafor problem identification. By refining the problem identification process
annually and by implementing specific program activity addressing those problems, greater measurable
outcomes are expected.

For the purpose of this FY 2020 problem identification process, the HSO will be using the previous five years
overall statewide data analysis utilizing reported fatal, A (disabling) and B (visible, but not disabling injury)
type injury crashes as the primary source of information.

Geographical problem identification considerations will primarily concentrate on the selected 22 priority
counties, representing 81% of the population. These counties and the communities within them have been
selected based upon crash data from the previous five years.

Rationale

HSO project management team will evaluate and report annually the planned activity results and the target
population reached through project initiatives.

Planned activitiesin countermeasure strategy

Unique | dentifier Planned Activity Name
AL-2020-09-00-00 Alcohol Program Coordination

Planned Activity: Alcohol Program Coordination
Planned activity number: AL-2020-09-00-00
Primary Countermeasure Strategy ID: Highway Safety Office Program Management
Planned Activity Description
This grant provides funds to HSO for basic time allocated Traffic Safety Specialists staff costs, including
personal services, travel expenses, and office expenses to coordinate, monitor, and audit program grant activity.
Intended Subreci pients
HSO

Countermeasure strategies

Countermeasure Strateqy
Highway Safety Office Program Management

Funding sources

Source Fiscal | Funding EligibleUse | Estimated Match Local Benefit
Y ear Source ID of Funds Funding Amount
Amount
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MEBRASKA PRIORITY COUNTIES FOR FY2020
COUNTY CRASH RATE compared to STATE CRASH RATE
PER 100 MILLION MILES
[ 2017 FAB *Youth *All Other *Low
Congressional FAB *Crash *Alcohol *Speed 16-20 Factors Occ/Prot 2018
. District County Crashes Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Percentage | Population®*
Three Adams 58 22.91 3.16 0.79 10.27 18.96 61.3% 31,511
Three Buffalo 141 2048 1.45 1.31 4.36 17.72 71.3% 49,615
One Cuming 23 16.42 3.57 1.43 3.57 11.42 57.1% 8,940
Three Dakota 38 18.87 3.97 0.50 3.97 14.40 61.5% 20,083
Three Dawson 65 13.36 2.88 1.44 2.88 9.04 61.6% 23,709
One Dodge 116 31.61 2.73 1.91 7.36 26.98 77.8% 36,791
Two Douglas 1,527 33.06 3.70 0.69 b6.52 28.67 69.3% 566,880
Three Gage 68 28.19 3.32 0.83 8.29 24.04 64.9% 21,493
Three Hall 188 26.49 2.40 0.28 4.51 23.81 81.7% 61,607
Three lefferson 20 22.84 5.1 1.14 4.57 15.99 59.1% 7,087
One Lancaster 943 37.20 3.81 0.78 B.71 32.61 B6.7% 317,272
Three Lincoln 109 16.32 1.50 1.05 3.29 13.77 71.2% 35,185
One Madison g2 29.52 2.57 0.96 5.13 25.99 76.1% 35,392
Three Phelps 25 21.11 4.22 0.84 4.22 16.04 72.9% 8,996
One Platte B6 25.07 2.33 0.87 4.66 21.87 79.4% 33,363
Three Red Willow 28 24.43 5.24 0.87 6.11 18.33 68.0% 10,726
Three Saline 28 22.63 7.27 2.42 1.62 12.93 57.4% 14,350
One/Two Sarpy 336 24.36 1.74 0.51 6.09 22,11 B9.4% 184,459
One Saunders 43 17.57 0.82 1.63 4.49 15.12 69.4% 21,303
Three Scotts Bluff 96 31.24 1.30 0.98 7.48 28.96 74.4% 35,989
One Washington 51 25.58 2.51 0.50 6.52 22.57 76.5% 20,667
Three Wayne 28 32.70 3.50 3.50 10.51 25.70 62.3% 9,403
22 County Population 1,554,831
Statewide 5,017 23.88| 2.53| 0.89 5.10 20.36 74.3% 1,929,268
_:Blue indicates High Crash Rates for Alcohol, Speed and Youth and Red indicates Low Occupant Protection Usage
Data taken from 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, A & B (FAB) Injuries, Statewide and County 81%
E Rates for county alcohol, speed, youth, and other factors are based on county crash reports for of Population
Fatal, A and B type injury crashes per 100 million miles per county using 2017 Annual Vehicles Miles - NDOT.
*Occ/Prot Percentage are taken from the 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, Aand B Injuries Crashes - Box 6
i**U.S. Census Bureau Population Estimate as of 7,/1/2018. Revised 6,/4/19
| **Population information is used to document the percentage of state's population represented.
_Nehraska 2017 data is the maost current data for the FY2020 Plan Provided by: NDOT Highway Safety Office, PO Box 94612, Lincoln NE

FAST Act
NHTSA 402

Alcohol
(FAST)

$100,000.00

$25,000.00

$0.00

Countermeasure Strategy: Primary Prevention

Program Area: Impaired Driving (Drug and Alcohol)
Project Safety Impacts

Addressing the drug and al cohol-crash problem can be divided into three sections: Primary Prevention
(reducing risky drug and alcohol use), Secondary Prevention (separating the drug use and drinking from
driving), and Tertiary Prevention (preventing offender recidivism). Primary Prevention projects address those

laws, policies, rules, and regulations that specifically target high-risk drinking, impaired driving offenses,

underage drinking as well as drug and alcohol availability and limits. Secondary Prevention deals with the

impaired driving enforcement (strategies, high visibility enforcement activity, system support, communication
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campaign, and training), prosecution (Traffic Safety Resource Prosecutor (TRSP), toxicology, training and
outreach), and adjudication (training, sentencing, and monitoring). Tertiary Prevention is both the
incapacitation of the convicted impaired driver to prevent further harm and the treatment/corrective action
options that are designed to help offenders overcome their recognized substance abuse problems.

Linkage Between Program Area

Problem Identification Process, Data Used and Participants

Problem identification is performed by the HSO staff, with the occasional assistance of other state and local
agency personnel, and involves the examination of relationships between crashes and the characteristics of
population, licensed drivers, registered vehicles, and vehicle miles. Drivers can be divided into various
subgroups by age, sex, etc. Vehicles can be divided into subgroups according to the year, the make, body style,
etc. Roadways can be divided into subgroups according to urban, rural, type of surface, etc. Crashes can be
further analyzed in terms of time, day, and month; age and sex of the driver, and primary contributing factors,
and usage of safety equipment.

The HSO has chosen to define a highway safety crash problem as "an identifiable subgroup of drivers,
pedestrians, vehicles, or roadways that is proportionately higher in crash experience compared to normal
expectations.” The fact that a subgroup is over represented in crashes may suggest that there is a characteristic
of that subgroup that contributes to the crashes. A contributing factor can be defined as an identifiable
characteristic of drivers, pedestrians, other roadway users, vehicles, or roadways, which are statistically higher
in crash experience as compared to normal expectations.

I solating and identifying contributing factors are essential in the strategic planning and selection of projects,
activities, or programs that result in measurable outcomes. The more specific contribution of characteristics
may be identified and corrected. The crash experience of the subgroup may be improved, resultingin a
reduction of the rate of traffic crash fatalities and injuries.

When conducting analysis, the HSO staff also considers other influencing factors. Factors such as composition
of population, modes of transportation, system support, weather conditions, economic conditions, etc., may all
affect highway user behavior. The experience and judgment of the HSO staff (and their highway safety
partners) are essential in the problem identification and priority setting process.

Nebraska Priority Counties

These data sources may be used as single sources of information or utilized in combination with other
traditional traffic record data for problem identification. By refining the problem identification process
annually and by implementing specific program activity addressing those problems, greater measurable
outcomes are expected.

For the purpose of this FY 2020 problem identification process, the HSO will be using the previous five years
overall statewide data analysis utilizing reported fatal, A (disabling) and B (visible, but not disabling injury)
type injury crashes as the primary source of information.

Geographical problem identification considerations will primarily concentrate on the selected 22 priority
counties, representing 81% of the population. These counties and the communities within them have been
selected based upon crash data from the previous five years.

Rationale
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MNEBRASKA PRIORITY COUNTIES FOR FY2020

COUNTY CRASH RATE compared to STATE CRASH RATE
PER 100 MILLION MILES

[ 2017 FAB *Youth *all Other Low
Congressional FAB *Crash *Aloohol *Speed 16-20 Factors Occ/Prot 2018
. District County Crashes Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Percentage | Population®®*
Three Adams 58 22.01 3.16 0.79 10.27 18.96 61.3% 31,511
Three Buffalo 141 20.48 1.45 1.31 4.36 17.72 71.3% 49,615
One Cuming 23 16.42 3.57 1.43 3.57 11.42 57.1% 8,540
Three Dakota 38 18.87 3.97 0.50 3.97 14.40 61.5% 20,083
Three Dawson 65 13.36 2.88 1.44 2.88 9.04 61.6% 23,709
One Dodge 116 31.61 2.73 1.91 7.36 26.98 77.8% 36,791
Two Douglas 1527 33.06 3.70 0.69 B6.52 28.67 69.3% 566,880
Three Gage B8 28.19 3.32 0.83 8.29 24.04 64.9% 21,493
Three Hall 188 26.49 2.40 0.28 4,51 23.81 81.7% 61,607
Three lefferson 20 22.84 5.71 1.14 4.57 15.95 59.1% 7,097
One Lancaster 943 37.20 3.81 0.78 B.71 32.61 B6.7% 317,272
Three Lincoln 109 16.32 1.50 1.05 3.29 13.77 71.2% 35,185
One Madison 92 29.52 2.57 0.96 5.13 25.99 76.1% 35,392
Three Phelps 25 21.11 4.22 0.84 4.22 16.04 72.9% B,996
One Platte B6 25.07 2.33 0.87 4.66 21.87 79.4% 33,363
Three Red Willow 28 24.43 5.24 0.87 6.11 18.33 68.0% 10,726
Three Saline 28 22.63 7.27 2.42 1.62 12.93 57.4% 14,350
One/Two Sarpy 336 24.36 1.74 0.51 6.09 2211 B9.4% 184,459
One Saunders 43 17.57 0.82 1.63 4.49 15.12 69.4% 21,303
Three Scotts Bluff 96 31.24 1.30 0.98 7.48 28.96 74.4% 35,989
One Washington 51 25.58 2.51 0.50 6.52 2257 76.5% 20,667
Three Wayne 28 32.70 3.50 3.50 10.51 25.70 B62.3% 9,403
22 County Population 1,554,831
Statewide 5,017 ZB.SE| 2.63 | 0.89 5.10 20.36 74.3% 1,929,268
_:Blue indicates High Crash Rates for Alcohol, Speed and Youth and Red indicates Low Occupant Protection Usage
Data taken from 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, A & B (FAB) Injuries, Statewide and County 81%

E Rates for county alcohol, speed, youth, and other factors are based on county crash reports for
Fatal, A and B type injury crashes per 100 million miles per county using 2017 Annual Vehicles Miles - NDOT.
*Qcc/Prot Percentage are taken from the 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, A and B Injuries Crashes - Box 6

of Population

f**U.S. Census Bureau Population Estimate as of 7/1/2018.

Revised 6/4/19

[**Population information is used to document the percentage of state's population represented.

Mebrazka 2017 data is the most current data for the FY2020 Plan

Provided by: NDOT Highway Safety Office, PO Box 94612, Lincoln ME

HSO will use funding to support model programs that have been validated and have had proven successful

outcomes.

Planned activities in countermeasure strategy

Unique ldentifier

Planned Activity Name

AL-2020-06-00-00

NE Collegiate Consortium to Reduce High-

Risk Drinking

AL-2020-18-00-00

Support of Evidence-Based Environmental

Strategies

AL -2020-40-00-00

Project Night Life Expansion

Planned Activity: NE Collegiate Consortium to Reduce High-Risk Drinking
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Planned activity number: AL-2020-06-00-00
Primary Countermeasure Strategy |1D:

Planned Activity Description

Funding will provide further the devel opment of the Nebraska Collegiate Consortium (NCC) to Reduce High
Risk Drinking project. Thiswill provide technical assistance to develop institutionally specific strategic plans.
Campus/community initiatives to reduce high-risk drinking with supporting brief intervention programs are
working. Liaison with national meetings and organizations, providing skill-building opportunities, maintaining
an effective educational website and list serve, providing technical assistance on the analysis of existing
databases, and the devel opment of new annual surveyswill all be available. This project has devel oped the CAP
(College Alcohoal Profile) aweb-based interactive brief intervention program that provides students with
immediate personalized and localized feedback about their drinking practices compared to those of their college
peers. The NCC will sustain program initiatives directed at soliciting parental involvement and support to
reduce high-risk drinking through The Power of Parenting website targeting the parents of entering 18-20 year
old students, at higher-learning institutions. The NCC also continues to expand the Y ear One College Alcohol
Profile (Y 1CAP) aweb-based brief prevention program designed to correct the misperceptions about alcohol
use among incoming first year students. It is also the only program with a customized brief intervention
available to all participating colleges (currently 27 member institutions).

Intended Subreci pients
University of Nebraska at Lincoln — Nebraska Prevention Center for Alcohol and Drug Abuse

Countermeasure strategies

Countermeasure Strategy
Primary Prevention
Funding sources
Source Fiscal | Funding EligibleUse | Estimated Match Local Benefit
Y ear Source ID of Funds Funding Amount
Amount
2020 FAST Act  |Alcohol $158,050.00 |$39,512.50 |$0.00
NHTSA 402 |[(FAST)

Planned Activity: Support of Evidence-Based Environmental Strategies
Planned activity number: AL-2020-18-00-00
Primary Countermeasure Strategy |1D:

Planned Activity Description

The objective of this project isto prevent underage and binge drinking through environmental prevention
evidence based strategies, ultimately addressing community policies, practices and norms. Project Extra Mile
(PEM) provides information on the problems associated with underage drinking and evidence-based strategies
for preventing the harms associated with it with the support of a strong and active community coalition group.
PEM continues to monitor the administrative and regulatory process around the liquor licensing provisions of
Nebraska Liquor Control Act to ensure and protect the public health and safety of communities and families.
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Intended Subreci pients
Project ExtraMile

Countermeasure strategies

Countermeasure Strategy
Primary Prevention
Funding sources
Source Fiscal | Funding EligibleUse | Estimated Match Loca Benefit
Y ear Source ID of Funds Funding Amount
Amount
FAST Act  |405d Mid
405d Other Based
Impaired on Problem
Driving Mid |ID (FAST)

Planned Activity: Project Night Life Expansion
Planned activity number: AL -2020-40-00-00
Primary Countermeasure Strategy |1D:

Planned Activity Description

Provides grant funds for the Omaha Police Department to continue expansion of Project Night Life. The Omaha
Police Department continues to reinforce awareness and education of Nebraska's Provisional Operators Permit
(POP) provisions for teens using joint activity, with surrounding local law enforcement agencies, to create more
awareness, education, and selective enforcement efforts surrounding the Omaha area. The project educates teen
drivers regarding the need for adhering to these restrictions and the penalties for failure to do so and educates
parents through seminars/workshops to make them aware of the need to encourage and provide their assistance
in establishing parental rules/agreements for teen drivers. Funding includes monthly selective enforcement
activity targeting young drivers and will concentrate on high-crash locations and around schools and school
activities.

Intended Subreci pients

Omaha Police Department

Countermeasure strategies

Countermeasure Strategy
Primary Prevention
Funding sources
Source Fiscal | Funding EligibleUse | Estimated Match Local Benefit
Y ear Source ID of Funds Funding Amount
Amount
FAST Act  |Alcohol $135,505.00 |$33,876.25 |$135,505.00
NHTSA 402 |(FAST)
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Countermeasure Strategy: Secondary Prevention
Program Area: Impaired Driving (Drug and Alcohol)

Project Safety |mpacts

Addressing the drug and al cohol-crash problem can be divided into three sections: Primary Prevention
(reducing risky drug and alcohol use), Secondary Prevention (separating the drug use and drinking from
driving), and Tertiary Prevention (preventing offender recidivism). Primary Prevention projects address those
laws, policies, rules, and regulations that specifically target high-risk drinking, impaired driving offenses,
underage drinking as well as drug and alcohol availability and limits. Secondary Prevention deals with the
impaired driving enforcement (strategies, high visibility enforcement activity, system support, communication
campaign, and training), prosecution (Traffic Safety Resource Prosecutor (TRSP), toxicology, training and
outreach), and adjudication (training, sentencing, and monitoring). Tertiary Prevention is both the
incapacitation of the convicted impaired driver to prevent further harm and the treatment/corrective action
options that are designed to help offenders overcome their recognized substance abuse problems.

Linkage Between Program Area

Problem Identification Process, Data Used and Participants

Problem identification is performed by the HSO staff, with the occasional assistance of other state and local
agency personnel, and involves the examination of relationships between crashes and the characteristics of
population, licensed drivers, registered vehicles, and vehicle miles. Drivers can be divided into various
subgroups by age, sex, etc. Vehicles can be divided into subgroups according to the year, the make, body style,
etc. Roadways can be divided into subgroups according to urban, rural, type of surface, etc. Crashescan be
further analyzed in terms of time, day, and month; age and sex of the driver, and primary contributing factors,
and usage of safety equipment.

The HSO has chosen to define a highway safety crash problem as "an identifiable subgroup of drivers,
pedestrians, vehicles, or roadways that is proportionately higher in crash experience compared to normal
expectations.” The fact that a subgroup is over represented in crashes may suggest that there is a characteristic
of that subgroup that contributes to the crashes. A contributing factor can be defined as an identifiable
characteristic of drivers, pedestrians, other roadway users, vehicles, or roadways, which are statistically higher
in crash experience as compared to normal expectations.

Isolating and identifying contributing factors are essential in the strategic planning and selection of projects,
activities, or programs that result in measurable outcomes. The more specific contribution of characteristics
may be identified and corrected. The crash experience of the subgroup may be improved, resultingin a
reduction of the rate of traffic crash fatalities and injuries.

When conducting analysis, the HSO staff also considers other influencing factors. Factors such as composition
of population, modes of transportation, system support, weather conditions, economic conditions, etc., may all
affect highway user behavior. The experience and judgment of the HSO staff (and their highway safety
partners) are essential in the problem identification and priority setting process.

Nebraska Priority Counties

These data sources may be used as single sources of information or utilized in combination with other
traditional traffic record datafor problem identification. By refining the problem identification process
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annually and by implementing specific program activity addressing those problems, greater measurable

outcomes are expected.

For the purpose of this FY 2020 problem identification process, the HSO will be using the previous five years
overall statewide data analysis utilizing reported fatal, A (disabling) and B (visible, but not disabling injury)
type injury crashes as the primary source of information.
Geographical problem identification considerations will primarily concentrate on the selected 22 priority
counties, representing 81% of the population. These counties and the communities within them have been
selected based upon crash data from the previous five years.

MEBRASKA PRIORITY COUMTIES FOR FY2020
COUNTY CRASH RATE compared to STATE CRASH RATE
PER 100 MILLION MILES
[ 2017 FAB *Youth *Aall Other *Low
Congressional FAB *Crash *Alcohol *speed 16-20 Factors Occ/Prot 2018
- District County Crashes Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Percentage | Population®*
Three Adams 58 2291 3.16 0.79 10.27 18.96 61.3% 31,511
Three Buffalo 141 20.48 1.45 1.31 4.36 17.72 71.3% 49,615
One Cuming 23 16.42 3.57 1.43 3.57 11.42 57.1% 8,940
Three Dakota 38 18.87 3.97 0.50 3.97 14.40 61.5% 20,083
Three Dawson B5 13.36 2.88 1.44 2.88 9.04 61.6% 23,709
One Dodge 116 31.61 2.73 1.91 7.3b6 26.98 771.8% 36,791
Two Douglas 1,527 33.06 3.70 0.69 6.52 28.67 69.3% 566,880
Three Gage 68 28.19 3.32 0.83 8.29 24.04 64.9% 21,493
Three Hall 188 26.49 2.40 0.28 4.51 23.B1 81.7% 61,607
Three lefferson 20 22.84 571 1.14 4.57 15.99 59.1% 7,097
One Lancaster 5438 37.20 3.81 0.78 B.71 32.61 B6.7% 317,272
Three Lincoln 109 16.32 1.50 1.05 3.29 13.77 71.2% 35,185
One Madison 92 29.52 2.57 0.96 5.13 25.99 76.1% 35,392
Three Phelps 25 21.11 4.22 0.84 4,22 16.04 72.9% 8,996
One Platte 86 25.07 2.33 0.87 4.66 21.87 79.4% 33,363
Three Red Willow 28 24.43 5.24 0.87 6.11 18.33 68.0% 10,726
Three Saline 28 22.63 7.27 2.42 1.62 12.93 57.4% 14,350
One/Two Sarpy 336 24.36 1.74 0.51 6.09 22.11 B9.4% 184,459
One Saunders 43 17.57 0.82 1.63 4.49 15.12 69.4% 21,303
Three Scotts Bluff 96 31.24 1.30 0.98 T7.48 28.96 74.4% 35,989
One Washington 51 25.58 2.51 0.50 b6.52 22.57 76.5% 20,667
Three Wayne 28 32.70 3.50 3.50 10.51 25.70 62.3% 9,403
22 County Population 1,554,831
Statewide 5,017 23.SS| 2.53| 0.89 5.10 20.36 74.3% 1,929,268
_'Blue indicates High Crash Rates for Alcohol, Speed and Youth and Red indicates Low Occupant Protection Usage
Data taken from 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, & & B (FAB) Injuries, Statewide and County 81%
| * Rates for county alcohol, speed, youth, and other factors are based on county crash reports for of Population
Fatal, A and B type injury crashes per 100 million miles per county using 2017 Annual Vehicles Miles - NDOT.
*Qcc/Prot Percentage are taken from the 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, A and B Injuries Crazhes - Box b
i**U.S. Censzus Bureau Population Estimate as of 7/1/2018. Revised 6/4,/19
| **Population information is used to document the percentage of state's population represented.
Mebraska 2017 data is the most current data for the FY2020 Plan Provided by: NDOT Highway Safety Office, PO Box 94612, Lincoln NE

Rationale

HSO will use funding to support model programs that have been validated and have had proven successful
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outcomes.
Planned activities in countermeasure strategy

Unique Identifier Planned Activity Name
AL-2020-10-00-00 Alcohol Public Information & Education
AL-2020-12-00-00 Alcohol Selective Overtime Enforcement
AL-2020-22-00-00 Enforcing Underage Drinking Laws
AL-2020-25-00-00 Traffic Training
AL-2020-39-00-00 Prosecutorial Response to DUI Crime
AL-2020-41-00-00 Judicial Prosecution Training
FDMDATR-2020-04-00-00 DRE / ARIDE Training and Recertification
M6X-2020-05-00-00 Alcohol Selective Overtime Enforcement &

System Support
FDLIS-2020-06-00-00 Alcohol Public Information and Education
FDLHV E-2020-07-00-00 Specia Enforcement Mini-Grants
FDLBAC-2020-11-00-00 NE State Patrol Toxicology Services

Planned Activity: Alcohol Public Information & Education
Planned activity number: AL-2020-10-00-00
Primary Countermeasure Strategy 1D:
Planned Activity Description
This grant provides funds to HSO for the devel opment/creation/production of educational messaging. This
includes print and el ectronic messaging, multimedia campaigns (including paid media, earned media and social
media), local agency/organization mini-grant agreements, and related education equipment purchases.
Intended Subreci pients
HSO

Countermeasure strategies

Countermeasure Strategy
Impaired Driving (Drug and Alcohol)
Secondary Prevention

Funding sources

Source Fiscal | Funding EligibleUse | Estimated Match Local Benefit

Y ear Source ID of Funds Funding Amount
Amount
FAST Act  |Alcohol $400,000.00 |$100,000.00 |$100,000.00

NHTSA 402 |(FAST)

Planned Activity: Alcohol Selective Overtime Enforcement
Planned activity number: AL-2020-12-00-00
Primary Countermeasure Strategy ID:

Planned Activity Description
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Funding isfor the state and local law enforcement agencies through the mini-grant agreement process for
selective alcohol overtime enforcement, which includes but is not limited to, alcohol compliance checks,
saturation patrols, sobriety checkpoints, shoulder tap operations and the national impaired driving crackdowns.
Law enforcement agencies shall identify specific locations, time of day, day of week, relating to alcohol fatal, A
and B injury crashes. Preferred status for the priority counties is always considered. Participating agencies
receive assistance for overtime salaries. Agencies with breath testing evidence collection instrumentation with
maintenance problems, supplies, and replacement materials, may be provided and/or supported to maintain the
state existing breath testing infrastructure.

Intended Subreci pients
State and Local Law Enforcement

Countermeasure strategies

Countermeasure Strategy
Secondary Prevention
Funding sources
Source Fiscal | Funding EligibleUse | Estimated Match Local Benefit
Y ear Source ID of Funds Funding Amount
Amount
FAST Act  |Alcohal $245,000.00 |$61,250.00 [$220,500.00
NHTSA 402 [(FAST)

Planned Activity: Enforcing Underage Drinking Laws
Planned activity number: AL-2020-22-00-00
Primary Countermeasure Strategy |1D:

Planned Activity Description

This grant provides funding to the HSO to use the mini-grant agreement process for enforcing underage
drinking laws through alcohol enforcement operations targeting underage drinking and binge drinking offenders
may also coincide with state and national impaired driving crackdowns. Participating state and local law
enforcement agencies use funding assistance for the operational cost of these special enforcements. All of these
operations will target those activities that contribute to alcohol fatal, A and B injury crashes. Funds will be
prioritized to support the 22 target counties, however all counties maybe provided funding as deemed
appropriate.Intended Subrecipients

State and Local Law Enforcement

Countermeasure strategies

Countermeasure Strategy

Secondary Prevention

Funding sources
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Source Fiscal | Funding EligibleUse | Estimated Match Local Benefit
Y ear Source ID of Funds Funding Amount
Amount
FAST Act  |Alcohol $40,000.00 |$10,000.00 |$20,000.00
NHTSA 402 |[(FAST)
2020 FAST Act Alcohol
NHTSA 402 [(FAST)

Planned Activity: Traffic Training
Planned activity number: AL-2020-25-00-00
Primary Countermeasure Strategy |1D:
Planned Activity Description
This grant provides assistance with mini-grant agreements for agencies and/or organizations to attend traffic
safety-related training/conferences/workshops. This project isto provide assistance to improve and expand the
knowledge of law enforcement and traffic safety professionals. This project helps to enhance skills to increase
local resources and assist in addressing identified highway safety problemsin Nebraska.
Intended Subreci pients
Law Enforcement and Safety Advocates

Countermeasure strategies

Countermeasure Strategy
Secondary Prevention
Funding sources
Source Fiscal | Funding EligibleUse | Estimated Match Local Benefit
Y ear Source ID of Funds Funding Amount
Amount
FAST Act  |Alcohol $35,000.00 |$8,750.00 $21,000.00
NHTSA 402 |[(FAST)

Planned Activity: Prosecutorial Response to DUI Crime
Planned activity number: AL-2020-39-00-00
Primary Countermeasure Strategy |1D:

Planned Activity Description

Provide funding to staff a statewide “ Traffic Safety Resource Prosecutor” position to aid local prosecution and
law enforcement personnel in improving their effectiveness and efficiency in the handling of traffic-related
cases. This position will provide critical support and training to local prosecutors, judges, and law enforcement
officials. The cases handled and training presented will be traffic-related with special emphasis on cases
involving impaired drivers. The project will create and maintain networking opportunities between law
enforcement agencies and prosecutors to strengthen information sharing and facilitate a uniform and effective
response to driving under the influence crimes.

Intended Subreci pients
Attorney Genera’s Office
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Countermeasure strategies

Funding sources

Countermeasure Strategy
Secondary Prevention
Source Fiscal | Funding EligibleUse | Estimated Match Local Benefit
Y ear Source ID of Funds Funding Amount
Amount
FAST Act  |Alcohol $132,500.00 |$33,125.00 |$0.00
NHTSA 402 |[(FAST)

Planned Activity: Judicial Prosecution Training
Planned activity number: AL-2020-41-00-00
Primary Countermeasure Strategy ID:
Planned Activity Description
This project provides funding using the mini-grant agreement process for judicial training opportunities. Grants
are to the Nebraska Supreme Court’ s Judicial Branch Education Division to bring faculty from the National
Judicial College (NJC) to Nebraska to provide traffic-related training to Nebraska or to send judges to the
College and to bring presenters to the annual judge' s conference. Expenditures may include fees for the NJC
and expenses related to the individual judges attending the training. Additional awards for other judicial training
are encouraged.

Intended Subreci pients
Supreme Court

Countermeasure strategies

Countermeasure Strategy
Secondary Prevention
Funding sources
Source Fiscal | Funding EligibleUse | Estimated Match Local Benefit
Y ear Source ID of Funds Funding Amount
Amount
FAST Act  |Alcohol $20,000.00 |$5,000.00 $0.00
NHTSA 402 [(FAST)

Planned Activity: DRE / ARIDE Training and Recertification
Planned activity number: FDMDATR-2020-04-00-00
Primary Countermeasure Strategy ID:
Planned Activity Description
This grant provides funding to the HSO to administer the Drug Evaluation and Classification Program (DECP)
and provide Advanced Roadside Impaired Driving Enforcement (ARIDE) training to increase law
enforcements’ ability to detect drug-impaired drivers on Nebraska' s roadways and assist in reducing motor
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vehicle fatal and injury crashes. This project will provide training for law enforcement officers to become Drug
Recognition Experts (DRE), provide annual in-service training for Nebraska' s DREs and prosecutors, provide
funding assistance for Nebraska' s DREs and prosecutors to attend the international DECP conference on
impaired driving and support ARIDE training statewide.

Intended Subreci pients

HSO

Countermeasure strategies

Countermeasure Strategy
Secondary Prevention
Funding sources
Source Fiscal | Funding EligibleUse | Estimated Match Loca Benefit
Y ear Source ID of Funds Funding Amount
Amount
FAST Act  |405d Mid
405d Drug and
Impaired Alcohol
Driving Mid |Training
(FAST)

Planned Activity: Alcohol Selective Overtime Enforcement & System Support
Planned activity number: M6X-2020-05-00-00
Primary Countermeasure Strategy |1D:

Planned Activity Description

Funding isfor the state and local law enforcement agencies through the mini-grant agreement process for
selective alcohol overtime enforcement, which includes but is not limited to, alcohol compliance checks,
saturation patrols, sobriety checkpoints, shoulder tap operations and the national impaired driving crackdowns.
Law enforcement agencies shall identify specific locations, time of day, day of week, relating to alcohol fatal, A
and B injury crashes. Preferred status for the priority countiesis always considered. Participating agencies
receive assistance for overtime salaries. Agencies with breath testing evidence collection instrumentation with
maintenance problems, supplies, and replacement materials, may be provided and/or supported to maintain the
state existing breath testing infrastructure Law enforcement will be involved in impaired driving enforcement
operations and two of the annual State impaired driving mobilizations for the following three years. Public
information and education information related to the enforcement operationsis required.

Intended Subrecipients
State and Local Law Enforcement

Countermeasure strategies

Countermeasure Strategy

Secondary Prevention

Funding sources
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Source Fiscal | Funding EligibleUse | Estimated Match Local Benefit
Y ear Source ID of Funds Funding Amount
Amount
FAST Act  |405d
405d Impaired
Impaired Driving Mid
Driving Mid |[(FAST)

Planned Activity: Alcohol Public Information and Education
Planned activity number: FDLIS-2020-06-00-00
Primary Countermeasure Strategy |1D:

Planned Activity Description

This grant provides funds to HSO for the devel opment/creation/production of educational messaging. This
includes print and electronic messaging, multimedia campaigns (including paid, earned and social media), local

agency/organization mini-grant agreements, and special education related equipment purchases.
Intended Subreci pients

HSO

Countermeasure strategies

Countermeasure Strategy

Impaired Driving (Drug and Alcohol)

Secondary Prevention

Funding sources

Source Fiscal | Funding EligibleUse | Estimated Match Local Benefit
Y ear Source ID of Funds Funding Amount
Amount
FAST Act  |405d Mid
405d Information
Impaired System
Driving Mid [(FAST)

Planned Activity: Special Enforcement Mini-Grants
Planned activity number: FDLHV E-2020-07-00-00
Primary Countermeasure Strategy |1D:
Planned Activity Description
This grant provides funding to the HSO to use the mini-grant agreement process for specia alcohol enforcement
operations targeting underage drinking and binge drinking offenders may aso coincide with state and national
impaired driving crackdowns. Participating state and local law enforcement agencies receive funding assistance
for the operational cost of these special enforcements. All of these operations will target those activities that
contribute to alcohol fatal, A and B injury crashes.

Intended Subreci pients
Law Enforcement Local
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Countermeasure strategies

Funding sources

Countermeasure Strategy
Secondary Prevention
Source Fiscal | Funding EligibleUse | Estimated Match Local Benefit
Y ear Source ID of Funds Funding Amount
Amount

FAST Act  |405d

405d Impaired

Impaired Driving Mid

Driving Mid |[(FAST)

Planned Activity: NE State Patrol Toxicology Services
Planned activity number: FDLBAC-2020-11-00-00
Primary Countermeasure Strategy |1D:

Planned Activity Description

This project provides funding for one full time forensic scientist at the Nebraska State Patrol Crime Laboratory
(NSPCL) in the Toxicology Section. This project focuses on providing timely toxicology results for prosecution
of Driving under the Influence of Drug cases in Nebraska. The NSPCL provides toxicological testing for all
Nebraska law enforcement agencies for alcohol/drug impaired driving. The number of days to complete
analysis must allow sufficient time for prosecutors to file charges.

Intended Subreci pients
State Patrol

Countermeasure strategies

Countermeasure Strategy
Secondary Prevention
Funding sources
Source Fiscal | Funding EligibleUse | Estimated Match Local Benefit
Y ear Source ID of Funds Funding Amount
Amount
FAST Act 405d Mid
405d Other Based
Impaired on Problem
Driving Mid [ID (FAST)

Countermeasure Strategy: Tertiary Prevention
Program Area: Impaired Driving (Drug and Alcohol)

Project Safety Impacts
Addressing the drug and alcohol-crash problem can be divided into three sections. Primary Prevention
(reducing risky drug and alcohol use), Secondary Prevention (separating the drug use and drinking from
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driving), and Tertiary Prevention (preventing offender recidivism). Primary Prevention projects address those
laws, policies, rules, and regulations that specifically target high-risk drinking, impaired driving offenses,
underage drinking as well as drug and alcohol availability and limits. Secondary Prevention deals with the
impaired driving enforcement (strategies, high visibility enforcement activity, system support, communication
campaign, and training), prosecution (Traffic Safety Resource Prosecutor (TRSP), toxicology, training and
outreach), and adjudication (training, sentencing, and monitoring). Tertiary Prevention is both the
incapacitation of the convicted impaired driver to prevent further harm and the treatment/corrective action
options that are designed to help offenders overcome their recognized substance abuse problems.

Linkage Between Program Area

Problem Identification Process, Data Used and Participants

Problem identification is performed by the HSO staff, with the occasional assistance of other state and local
agency personnel, and involves the examination of relationships between crashes and the characteristics of
population, licensed drivers, registered vehicles, and vehicle miles. Drivers can be divided into various
subgroups by age, sex, etc. Vehicles can be divided into subgroups according to the year, the make, body style,
etc. Roadways can be divided into subgroups according to urban, rural, type of surface, etc. Crashes can be
further analyzed in terms of time, day, and month; age and sex of the driver, and primary contributing factors,
and usage of safety equipment.

The HSO has chosen to define a highway safety crash problem as "an identifiable subgroup of drivers,
pedestrians, vehicles, or roadways that is proportionately higher in crash experience compared to normal
expectations.” The fact that a subgroup is over represented in crashes may suggest that there is a characteristic
of that subgroup that contributes to the crashes. A contributing factor can be defined as an identifiable
characteristic of drivers, pedestrians, other roadway users, vehicles, or roadways, which are statistically higher
in crash experience as compared to normal expectations.

I solating and identifying contributing factors are essential in the strategic planning and selection of projects,
activities, or programs that result in measurable outcomes. The more specific contribution of characteristics
may be identified and corrected. The crash experience of the subgroup may be improved, resultingin a
reduction of the rate of traffic crash fatalities and injuries.

When conducting analysis, the HSO staff also considers other influencing factors. Factors such as composition
of population, modes of transportation, system support, weather conditions, economic conditions, etc., may all
affect highway user behavior. The experience and judgment of the HSO staff (and their highway safety
partners) are essential in the problem identification and priority setting process.

Nebraska Priority Counties

These data sources may be used as single sources of information or utilized in combination with other
traditional traffic record data for problem identification. By refining the problem identification process
annually and by implementing specific program activity addressing those problems, greater measurable
outcomes are expected.

For the purpose of this FY 2020 problem identification process, the HSO will be using the previous five years
overall statewide data analysis utilizing reported fatal, A (disabling) and B (visible, but not disabling injury)
type injury crashes as the primary source of information.
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Geographical problem identification considerations will primarily concentrate on the selected 22 priority
counties, representing 81% of the population. These counties and the communities within them have been
selected based upon crash data from the previous five years.

MNEBRASKA PRIORITY COUNTIES FOR FY2020

COUNTY CRASH RATE compared to STATE CRASH RATE
PER 100 MILLION MILES

[ 2017 FAB *Youth *all Other Low
Congressional FAB *Crash *Aloohol *Speed 16-20 Factors Occ/Prot 2018
. District County Crashes Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Percentage | Population®®*
Three Adams 58 22.01 3.16 0.79 10.27 18.96 61.3% 31,511
Three Buffalo 141 20.48 1.45 1.31 4.36 17.72 71.3% 49,615
One Cuming 23 16.42 3.57 1.43 3.57 11.42 57.1% 8,540
Three Dakota 38 18.87 3.97 0.50 3.97 14.40 61.5% 20,083
Three Dawson 65 13.36 2.88 1.44 2.88 9.04 61.6% 23,709
One Dodge 116 31.61 2.73 1.91 7.36 26.98 77.8% 36,791
Two Douglas 1527 33.06 3.70 0.69 B6.52 28.67 69.3% 566,880
Three Gage B8 28.19 3.32 0.83 8.29 24.04 64.9% 21,493
Three Hall 188 26.49 2.40 0.28 4,51 23.81 81.7% 61,607
Three lefferson 20 22.84 5.71 1.14 4.57 15.95 59.1% 7,097
One Lancaster 943 37.20 3.81 0.78 B.71 32.61 B6.7% 317,272
Three Lincoln 109 16.32 1.50 1.05 3.29 13.77 71.2% 35,185
One Madison 92 29.52 2.57 0.96 5.13 25.99 76.1% 35,392
Three Phelps 25 21.11 4.22 0.84 4.22 16.04 72.9% B,996
One Platte B6 25.07 2.33 0.87 4.66 21.87 79.4% 33,363
Three Red Willow 28 24.43 5.24 0.87 6.11 18.33 68.0% 10,726
Three Saline 28 22.63 7.27 2.42 1.62 12.93 57.4% 14,350
One/Two Sarpy 336 24.36 1.74 0.51 6.09 2211 B9.4% 184,459
One Saunders 43 17.57 0.82 1.63 4.49 15.12 69.4% 21,303
Three Scotts Bluff 96 31.24 1.30 0.98 7.48 28.96 74.4% 35,989
One Washington 51 25.58 2.51 0.50 6.52 2257 76.5% 20,667
Three Wayne 28 32.70 3.50 3.50 10.51 25.70 B62.3% 9,403
22 County Population 1,554,831
Statewide 5,017 23.88| 2.63 | 0.89 5.10 20.36 74.3% 1,929,268
_'Blue indicates High Crash Rates for Alcohol, Speed and Youth and Red indicates Low Occupant Protection Usage
Data taken from 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, A & B (FAB) Injuries, Statewide and County 81%

E Rates for county alcohol, speed, youth, and other factors are based on county crash reports for
Fatal, A and B type injury crashes per 100 million miles per county using 2017 Annual Vehicles Miles - NDOT.
*Qcc/Prot Percentage are taken from the 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, A and B Injuries Crashes - Box 6

of Population

:**U.S. Census Bureau Population Estimate as of 7/1/2018.

Revised 6/4/19

[**Population information is used to document the percentage of state's population represented.

Mebrazka 2017 data is the most current data for the FY2020 Plan

Provided by: NDOT Highway Safety Office, PO Box 94612, Lincoln ME

Rationale

HSO will use funding to support model programs that have been validated and have had proven successful

outcomes.
Planned activitiesin countermeasure strategy

Unique I dentifier

Planned Activity Name

AL -2020-08-00-00

Felony Motor V ehicle Prosecution Unit
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AL-2020-17-00-00 Court Monitoring Evaluation and Education

Project

Planned Activity: Felony Motor Vehicle Prosecution Unit
Planned activity number: AL-2020-08-00-00
Primary Countermeasure Strategy |1D:

Planned Activity Description

Funding assistance to the Douglas County Attorney’ s Office to enhance community safety by reducing the
number of cases with reduced charges, increasing the conviction rate, and maintaining an active caseload
through the court system. Funded activity will include educating local law enforcement agencies/personnel to
ensure there is sufficient evidence for felony charges and thereby obtaining successful felony convictions. The
activities will aso include providing local training for ARIDE to law enforcement and training around drug-
related trends.

Intended Subreci pients
Douglas County, Douglas County Attorney’s Office

Countermeasure strategies

Countermeasure Strategy
Tertiary Prevention
Funding sources
Source Fiscal | Funding EligibleUse | Estimated Match Local Benefit
Y ear Source ID of Funds Funding Amount
Amount

2020 FAST Act  |405d Mid

405d Court

Impaired Support

Driving Mid [(FAST)

Planned Activity: Court Monitoring Evaluation and Education Project
Planned activity number: AL-2020-17-00-00
Primary Countermeasure Strategy |1D:

Planned Activity Description

Funding will be provided to Mothers Against Drunk Driving (MADD) Nebraska to continue to focus on
impaired driving issues as well as child endangerment pertaining to DUI across the state. This grant will focus
on 15 priority counties identified by HSO. This project will maintain a court monitoring project to educate and
train local volunteersto collect data, provide written documentation, and observe courtroom activity in
identified priority counties. MADD will observe court and collect data from additional counties to ascertain
whether consistent sentencing is utilized across the state. Information gathered through the court-monitoring
program is used to advocate for change and raise public awareness about impaired driving issues and the cost of
a cohol-related harms to communities. This project will also advocate for appropriate improvement to
community stakeholders (prosecutors, county commissioners, city council members, and community coalitions)
law enforcement agencies, and state probation. MADD will work to increase public knowledge through
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community education and outreach.

Intended Subrecipients
Mothers Against Drunk Driving (MADD)

Countermeasure strategies

Countermeasure Strategy

Tertiary Prevention

Funding sources

Source Fiscal | Funding EligibleUse | Estimated Match Loca Benefit

Y ear Source ID of Funds Funding Amount
Amount
FAST Act  |Alcohol $184,704.00 |$46,176.00 |$184,704.00

NHTSA 402 |(FAST)

Program Area: Motorcycle Safety

Description of Highway Safety Problems

Problem Identification Process, Data Used and Participants

Problem identification is performed by the HSO staff, in collaboration with other state and local agency
personnel, and involves the examination of relationships between crashes and the characteristics of population,
licensed drivers, registered vehicles, and vehicle miles. Drivers can be divided into various subgroups by age,
sex, etc. Vehicles can be divided into subgroups according to the year, the make, body style, etc. Roadways
can be divided into subgroups according to urban, rural, type of surface, etc. Crashes can be further analyzed in
terms of time, day, and month; age and sex of the driver, and primary contributing factors; and usage of safety
equipment.

The HSO has chosen to define a highway safety crash problem as "an identifiable subgroup of drivers,
pedestrians, vehicles, or roadways that is proportionately higher in crash experience compared to normal
expectations.” The fact that a subgroup is over represented in crashes may suggest that there is a characteristic
of that subgroup that contributes to the crashes. A contributing factor can be defined as an identifiable
characteristic of drivers, pedestrians, other roadway users, vehicles, or roadways, which are statistically higher
in crash experience as compared to normal expectations.

I solating and identifying contributing factors are essential in the strategic planning and selection of projects,
activities, or programs that result in measurable outcomes. The more specific contribution of characteristics
may be identified and corrected. The crash experience of the subgroup may be improved, resultingin a
reduction of the rate of traffic crash fatalities and injuries.

When conducting analysis, the HSO staff also considers other influencing factors. Factors such as composition
of population, modes of transportation, system support, weather conditions, economic conditions, etc., may all
affect highway user behavior. The experience and judgment of the HSO staff (and their highway safety
partners) are essential in the problem identification and priority setting process.

Nebraska Priority Counties

These data sources may be used as single sources of information or utilized in combination with other
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traditional traffic record datafor problem identification. By refining the problem identification process
annually and by implementing specific program activity addressing those problems, greater measurable

outcomes are expected.

For the purpose of this FY 2020 problem identification process, the HSO will be using the previous five years
overall statewide data analysis utilizing reported fatal, A (disabling) and B (visible, but not disabling injury)

type injury crashes as the primary source of information.

Geographical problem identification considerations will primarily concentrate on the selected 22 priority
counties, representing 81% of the population. These counties and the communities within them have been

selected based upon crash data from the previous five years.

NEEBRASKA PRIORITY COUNTIES FOR FY2020

COUNTY CRASH RATE compared to STATE CRASH RATE
PER 100 MILLION MILES

[ 2017 FAB *Youth *All Other *Low
Congressional FAB *Crash *Alcohol *speed 16-20 Factors OccfProt 2018
. District County Crashes Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Percentage | Population®*
Three Adams 58 22.91 3.16 0.79 10.27 18.96 61.3% 31,511
Three Buffalo 141 2048 1.45 1.31 4.36 17.72 71.3% 49,615
One Cuming 23 16.42 3.57 1.43 3.57 11.42 57.1% 8,940
Three Dakota 38 18.87 3.97 0.50 3.97 14.40 61.5% 20,083
Three Dawson B5 13.36 2.88 1.44 2.88 9.04 61.6% 23,709
One Dodge 116 31.61 2.73 1.91 7.36 26.98 771.8% 36,791
Two Douglas 1527 33.06 3.70 0.69 6.52 28.67 69.3% 566,880
Three Gage B8 28.19 3.32 0.83 8.29 24.04 64.9% 21,493
Three Hall 188 26.49 2.40 0.28 4.51 23.81 B81.7% 61,607
Three lefferson 20 22.84 571 1.14 4.57 15.99 59.1% 7,097
One Lancaster S48 37.20 3.81 0.78 B.71 32.61 B6.7% 317,272
Three Lincoln 109 16.32 1.50 1.05 3.29 13.77 71.2% 35,185
One Madison 92 29.52 2.57 0.96 5.13 25.99 76.1% 35,392
Three Phelps 25 21.11 4.22 0.54 4.22 16.04 72.9% 8,996
One Platte fals 25.07 2.33 0.87 4.66 21.87 79.4% 33,363
Three Red Willow 28 24.43 5.24 0.87 6.11 18.33 68.0% 10,726
Three Saline 28 22.63 7.27 2.42 1.62 12.93 57.4% 14,350
One/Two Sarpy 336 24.36 1.74 0.51 6.09 22.11 89.4% 184,459
One Saunders 43 17.57 0.82 1.63 4.49 15.12 69.4% 21,303
Three Scotts Bluff 95 31.24 1.30 0.98 7.48 28.96 74.4% 35,089
One Washington 51 25.58 2.51 0.50 6.52 22.57 76.5% 20,667
Three Wayne 28 32.70 3.50 3.50 10.51 25.70 62.3% 9,403
22 County Population 1,554,831
Statewide 5,017 23.88| 2.63 | 0.89 5.10 20.36 74.3% 1,929,268
_'Blue indicates High Crash Rates for Alcohol, Speed and Youth and Red indicates Low Occupant Protection Usage
Data taken from 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, & & B (FAB) Injuries, Statewide and County 81%

E Rates for county alcohol, speed, youth, and other factors are based on county crash reports for
Fatal, Aand B type injury crashes per 100 million miles per county using 2017 Annual Vehicles Miles - NDOT.
*Qcc/Prot Percentage are taken from the 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, Aand B Injuries Crashes - Box 6

of Population

:**U.S. Census Bureau Population Estimate as of 7,/1/2018. Revised 6/4/19

|**Population information is used to document the percentage of state's population represented.

MNebraska 2017 data is the most current data for the FY2020 Plan Provided by: NDOT Highway Safety Office, PO Box 94612, Lincoln NE

Associated Performance Measures
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Fiscal Year Performance |Target End Year| Target Period | Target Value
measure hame

2020 C-7) Number of {2020 5Year 24.00
motorcyclist
fatalities (FARS)
2020 C-8) Number of {2020 5Year 2.00
unhelmeted
motorcyclist
fatalities (FARS)

Countermeasure Strategies in Program Area

Countermeasure Strategy

Motorcycle Rider Training

Countermeasure Strategy: Motorcycle Rider Training
Program Area: Motorcycle Safety

Project Safety Impacts

HSO will provide funding to Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV) for Motorcycle Instructor Update Class,
New Motorcycle Instructor Training, and Quality Assurance Training and site visits. Funding for this area will
serve to reduce the number of single and multi-vehicle crashes involving motorcycles.

Linkage Between Program Area

Problem Identification Process, Data Used and Participants

Problem identification is performed by the HSO staff, with the sometime assistance of other state and local
agency personnel, and involves the examination of relationships between crashes and the characteristics of
population, licensed drivers, registered vehicles, and vehicle miles. Drivers can be divided into various
subgroups by age, sex, etc. Vehicles can be divided into subgroups according to the year, the make, body style,
etc. Roadways can be divided into subgroups according to urban, rural, type of surface, etc. Crashes can be
further analyzed in terms of time, day, and month; age and sex of the driver, and primary contributing factors,
and usage of safety equipment.

The HSO has chosen to define a highway safety crash problem as "an identifiable subgroup of drivers,
pedestrians, vehicles, or roadways that is proportionately higher in crash experience compared to normal
expectations.” The fact that a subgroup is over represented in crashes may suggest that there is a characteristic
of that subgroup that contributes to the crashes. A contributing factor can be defined as an identifiable
characteristic of drivers, pedestrians, other roadway users, vehicles, or roadways, which are statistically higher
in crash experience as compared to normal expectations.

I solating and identifying contributing factors are essential in the strategic planning and selection of projects,
activities, or programs that result in measurable outcomes. The more specific contribution of characteristics
may be identified and corrected. The crash experience of the subgroup may be improved, resulting in a
reduction of the rate of traffic crash fatalities and injuries.

When conducting analysis, the HSO staff also considers other influencing factors. Factors such as composition
of population, modes of transportation, system support, weather conditions, economic conditions, etc., may all
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affect highway user behavior. The experience and judgment of the HSO staff (and their highway safety
partners) are essential in the problem identification and priority setting process.

Nebraska Priority Counties

These data sources may be used as single sources of information or utilized in combination with other
traditional traffic record datafor problem identification. By refining the problem identification process
annually and by implementing specific program activity addressing those problems, greater measurable
outcomes are expected.
For the purpose of this FY 2020 problem identification process, the HSO will be using the previous five years
overall statewide data analysis utilizing reported fatal, A (disabling) and B (visible, but not disabling injury)

type injury crashes as the primary source of information.

Geographical problem identification considerations will primarily concentrate on the selected 22 priority
counties, representing 81% of the population. These counties and the communities within them have been
selected based upon crash data from the previous five years.

NEBRASKA PRIORITY COUNTIES FOR FY2020
COUNTY CRASH RATE compared to STATE CRASH RATE
PER 100 MILLIOMN MILES
2017 FAB *Youth *all Other *Low
Congressional FAB *Crash *Alcohol *Speed 16-20 Factors Qcc/Prot 2016
District County Crashes Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Percentage Population®=*
Three Adams 58 22.91 3.16 0.79 10.27 18.96 61.3% 31,511
Three Buffalo 141 20.48 1.45 1.31 4.36 17.72 71.3% 49,615
One Cuming 23 i16.42 3.57 1.43 3.57 11.42 57.1% 8,940
Three Dakota 38 18.87 3.97 0.50 3.97 14.40 61.5% 20,083
Three Dawson 65 13.36 2.88 1.44 2.88 9.04 Bb1.6% 23,709
One Dodge 116 31.61 2.73 1.91 7.36 26.98 F7.8% 36,791
Two Douglas 1,527 33.06 3.70 0.69 6.52 2B.67 69.3% 566,880
Three Gage 62 28.19 3.32 0.83 B.29 24.04 64.9% 21,493
Three Hall 188 26.49 2.40 0.28 4.51 23.81 B1.7% 61,607
Three lefferson 20 22.84 5.71 1.14 4.57 15.99 59.1% 7,097
One Lancaster S48 37.20 3.81 0.78 B.71 32.61 B6.7% 317,272
Three Lincoln 109 16.32 1.50 1.05 3.29 13.77 T1.2% 35,185
One Madison 92 29.52 2.57 0.96 5.13 25.99 76.1% 35,392
Three Phelps 25 21.11 4.22 0.84 4,22 16.04 72.9% 8,996
One Platte B& 25.07 2.33 0.87 4.66 21.87 79.4% 33,363
Three Red Willow 28 24.43 5.24 0.87 6.11 18.33 68.0% 10,726
Three Saline 28 22.63 7.27 2.42 1.62 12.93 57.4% 14,350
One/Two Sarpy 336 24.36 1.74 0.51 6.09 22.11 B9.4% 184,459
One Saunders 43 17.57 .82 1.63 4.49 15.12 69.4% 21,303
Three Scotts Bluff 9& 31.24 1.30 0.98 7.48 28.96 T4.4% 35,989
One Washington 51 25.58 2.51 0.50 6.52 22.57 76.5% 20,667
Three Wayne 28 32.70 3.50 3.50 10.51 25.70 62.3% 9,403
22 County Population 1,554,831
Statewide 5,017 | 23.88 | 2.63 0.89 5.10 20.36 T4.3% 1,929,268
Blue indicates High Crash Rates for Alcohol, Speed and Youth and Red indicates Low Occupant Protection Usage
Data taken from 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, A & B (FAB) Injuries, Statewide and County 21%
*= Rates for county alcohol, speed, youth, and other factors are based on county crash reparts for of Population
Fatal, & and B type injury crashes per 100 million miles per county using 2017 Annual Vehicles Miles - NDOT.
*Qcc/Prot Percentage are taken from the 2017 Standard Summaries, Fatal, A and B Injuries Crashes - Box &
**11.5. Census Bureau Population Estimate as of 7/1/2018. Revized 6/4/19
#*population information is used to document the percentage of state's population represented.
Mebraska 2017 data is the most current data for the FY2020 Plan Provided by: MDOT Highway Safety Office, PO Box 94612, Lincoln ME

Rationae

Motorcycle training is a proven strategy to increase operator knowledge and decrease operator involvement
with motor-vehicle crash incidents.
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Planned activities in countermeasure strategy

Unique |dentifier Planned Activity Name
M9OMA-2020-01-00-00 Motorcycle Public Information and
Education
M9OMT-2020-02-00-00 Motorcycle Training Assistance

Planned Activity: Motorcycle Public Information and Education
Planned activity number: M9MA-2020-01-00-00
Primary Countermeasure Strategy |1D:

Planned Activity Description

Motorcycle Safety Training

NDOT-HSO will provide funding to Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV) for Motorcycle Instructor Update
Class, New Motorcycle Instructor Training, and Quality Assurance Training and Visits. Additional
opportunities for training will include International Education and Training System (IRETS) Conference, 3-
Wheel Basic Rider Course (3WBRC), and New Curriculum Online Training.

Motorcycle Public Information & Education (Communication Campaign)

NDOT-HSO will use avariety of mediums (print, digital, broadcast and social) to raise awareness, inform the
motoring public and support national campaigns. Motorcycle Awareness Month in May, Share the Road
campaign, and “Look Twice Save aLife’ in target counties and across the state. NDOT-HSO will work with
Impaired Driving Task Force and the Drive Smart Nebraska members to provide mini-grant funding to target
counties to increase public education and awareness around helmet use and motorcycle safety on the rural
roads. Our member partners (safety councils, local health departments, law enforcement, DHHS, Injury
Prevention, and the Brain Injury Alliance of NE) will support messaging and provide additional education
through newsletters, electronic mailings and social media. The bulk of the campaign initiatives will be
conducted during the heaviest riding season (March — November).

Communication campaign (405F)

TARGET:

To decrease the increasing trend for traffic fatalities by 2 percent from 226 (5 year rolling average in
2013-2017) to 239 by December 31, 2020.

Nebraska’s target is to decrease the increasing trend for motorcyclist fatalities by 2 percent from 21
(2013-2017 5 year rolling average) to 24, by December 31, 2020.

Objectives

The objectives of this project are to; increase the public’ s knowledge, in targeted counties, to reduce the
incidence of motorcycle crashes, increase motorcycle awareness with the motoring public, and support traffic
safety messaging through media campaigns, social media, education and enforcement.

The objectives are to increase the educational messages to priority counties, across the state, through
funding specifically aimed at supporting motorcycle awareness, to motivate the public to look for motorcyclists,
and encourage law enforcement to provide citations when the law is not followed.

Mass Media campaign
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Organization/Stakeh PlampE Frequency Reach
older
AllOver Media Motorcycle April — 10,000,000
Awareness Activity |JuneApproximately |impressions
30 target statewide and 63,000
communities amp In target community
trucks running
statewide April —
JuneA pproximately
30 target
communities amp
trucks running
statewide
Drive Smart NE Meetings amp Quarterly 50 members
Cadlition Activity
Sheriff’s Association | Share The Road Spring 2,600 distribution
M essaging
Brain Injury Alliance|Use Y our Head Wear | SummerBillboardsSu (1,600,000
—NE Y our Helmet mmerBillboards impressions
Communication campaign (405F)
Earned Media
Activity PlampE Frequency Reach
Social Media Sharethe Road and |April — November, 25,