NJ’s Local Safety Program
An HSIP Success Story!
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National Fatalities (miles travelled)

\F'citalities and Fatality Rate per 100 Million Vehicle Miles Traveled by Year

60,000  5.18 6.00
50,000 I “"[l" - 5.00
» 40,000 il l"ll" 33561 | 400 T
2 41,723 =
= 30,000 - - 300
= 2
20,000 - 200 &
10,000 - mE - 1.00
114
0 - - 0.00
NI N N N N A N N A P N SN
W EFLELFETETES S FF S F S TS S S S o

m Fatalities Fatality Rate per 100M VMT
5 ¥ [L]7e ! —

Source: 1963—1974: National Center for Health Statistics, HEW, a
FARS 1975-2011 (Final), 2012 Annual Report File (ARF); Vehicle

&=
AV

S Sl WS- Day Traffic Deaths by NHTSA);
Way AU InIS'[l'Eltlon




Risk Associated with our Roadways

2012 Fatalities — FHWA Focus
* Every 15 minutes - Areas

someone Is killed.
e In 2012, there were | |
33,561 fatalities.
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Data Trends
Increase Pedestrian Fatalities

Composition of Fatalities, 2003 and 2012
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Congestion Costs vs. Crash Costs

Figure 1.2 Per Person Cost of Crashes versus Congestion
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Average Fatality Rate 2009-2012
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% Fatalities: Intersections - 2010
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NJ’s $57 Million Annual HSIP

Apportionment
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Highway Safety Improvement
Program, HSIP
Projects or Programs that:

|dentified through a data-driven process

Addresses NJ's Comprehensive
Strategic Highway Safety Plan Priority

Targets identified safety issue with
funding eligibility on all public roads

Reduces fatalities and serious
Injuries

Toward Zero Deaths




|dentified through a data-driven process

NJ Safety Emphasis Areas
Fatalities &Serious Injuries — 2008 to 2012

National
Safety Emphasis Area Fatalities

Percentag Percentage

Pedestrians and Bicyclists




Targets identified safety issue with

funding eligibility on all public roads

Distribution of Roadway Miles,
Fatalities and Severe Injuries
by Jurisdiction

- State Road System Local Road System .-
State Highway
Interstate Total Urban Rural Unknown County Other StateW|de

Municipal

State: 2,757 miles (7%) Local: 35,820 miles (89%)

— = = = = 6,826 28,994 1,719 40,296
Total Fatalities & . .

Serious Injuries State 3,265 (33%) Local: 5,735 (57%)

% Total Fatalities and
Serious Injuries

— 17% 2% 4% 100%

286 3,385 2,350 1,037 10,037

4% 28% 23% 3% 3% 34% 23% 10% 100%




Targets identified safety issue with

funding eligibility on all public roads

2008-2012 Fatalities& Serious
Injuries

m State 33%
m Local 57%
Other 10%

Toward Zero Deaths




Targets identified safety issue with

funding eligibility on all public roads
Distribution of Safety Funds in 2014

Total Obligation
~ $45 Million ~

m State Projects 35%
m Local Projects 65%
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Addresses NJ' s Comprehensive

Strategic Highway Safety Plan Priority

Comprehensive Strategic Highway Safety Plan

DRIVING
DOWN
DEATHS

ON NEW JERSEY'S ROADWAYS

8 Emphasis Areas

Minimize Roadway Departure Crashes
Improve Design/Operation of
Intersections

Curb Aggressive Driving

Reduce Impaired Driving

Reduce Young Driver Crashes

Sustain Senior Mobility

Increase Driver Safety Awareness
Reduce Pedestrian, Bicycle, Rail and
Vehicular Conflicts

jim] Toward Zero Deaths




Predictive Tools for Targeted

Crash Reductions

A Useful Tool

HIGHWAY
SAFETY
MANUAL

1st Edition
Volume 1 ¢ 2010




Winning HSIP Funds...

Align project with SHSP
Data Driven ~ Use Plan4Safety

Justify why & how your project will address
identified safety concern using the HSM

Incorporate 9 Proven Countermeasures
Prioritize Focus State Pedestrian - Intersection




9 Proven Countermeasures

——
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Roundabouts Corrnidor Access Backplates with Longitudinal Rumble Strips Enhanced Delineation and
Management Retroreflective Borders and Stripes on Friction for Horizontal
Two-Lane Roads Curves

&

Safety Edgesy Medians and Pedestrian Pedestrian Hybrid Beacon Road Diet
Crossing Islands in Urban
and Suburban Areas

http://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/provencountermeasures/




Local Safety Program

 Addresses MPO and/or NJDOT derived high priority
crash locations on Local Roadways

High Risk Rural Road Program

o Set-aside federal safety funds to address
travel safety needs in rural areas.




Authorization Process for Local Safety Program

o Solicitation of projects through the sub
regions

« MPO screening of all the submitted
applications

« Advancement of applications to Technical
Advisory Committee (TAC)

« TAC Meeting

* Final Scores

 Application recommended to proceed
 FHWA final authorization




LSP Application Process




SITEA
FY 2015-FY 2016 Local Safety Program & High Risk Rural Roads Program
Project Assessment Form

Reviewer:

Dare:

Project Location:

Fe. Factar Toint Seare
T[T et Toeeeen T
Comnction neadizen =
T TemEe o ety =
T [Temapean T
Tatal Scare =1

Comments and'sr Concerns:

WITFA
FY 2015-FY 2016 Local Safety and High Risk Rural Roads Programs
Eligibility Determination and Evaluation Process

1 Project is losated am sntained roadnay ox intained roaduway bt
3¢ bim Sponsared by a Cotty (seciases Tarey £ vt Namark)

1 Lattar of sipgest (ar resnlution from Board of Chosse Freehodrs or County Engineer) udan
n epplication Bas base sxbmsitted by 2 County on bakalf of 2 pmicipally-maintained zoad.

3. Project lecation:

ATTACHMENT A: Idantified priority location based om the NITPA Crask Pres Locatices
(@010-2011)

ATTACHMENT B: Ideesifisd prioeity Joction based o the MITPA High Ridk Fura] Raad
Supments (2010-2017)

4. Projuct’s applicant has oommined to complats all nscessary dssign and parssiting within tha
timaframs for federal suthorization 2 outlined in the guidalings.

5. igibls for 2 Cassgarizal Exclusice Srom NIDOT.
& Whars applicabla, the detailed coestrection cast astizsats includes ADA compliznce
T. Project Spomsor kas recaived LPA aligibdlity approval

Aftar ining eligik:lity Itn'l‘ hmical Sew Comevittes will 1! d score sach
Paints given will serve cely 25 2 guids in.

Paints

High crash location 35

Project lgations, ideidied om sisher Attzchmsent A or E vl recaive 3 podnts.

Project locations idantified in tha top 25 Incation lists nall receivs | additiceal poy

Projects ]:mwu idetified in the top 10 Jocations of Astachment A cr B m_'l Tacaive 1
additiomal point

1

2. Comstruction readiness

. i that heve ] deidan, auy nece
anquisition bas already taken placs, mauwmms_‘-
il receiv 5 peines,

+ Project applications thet in additics to idsntifying the proposed improvsmnts
s nchzde & conceptzal plan pralimizary desiz= and desailed comstroction sast
saimiy vell rocsived 3 poimes.

that omby inchudln 2 desceiption of the. prapos
nl vsceva 1 peine,

LSP Application Process

3. Potential for safety benefits 1-5
Eizsad o professions] judgmen, teckeical committse mambers nill detsrming whather prapased
countermeasurs{s) heve 2 high, modseats, or minimeal potsatial for redusing crashes, dnjuris,
and'or famalitics.
* Enajects with 2 high potantial for safuey homafis vell ocaiva 3 poists.
P safity iva 3 points.

safity ive 1 poizts.

4. Bouus points 0-8

+ Projects that icorporats amy FHWA proves safety countarmsasurs. will receive 1 pont if
3 conmisma s is propassd and 2 peines if fwn o mmora coumtarmearures ars proposed

. Mmmmhxaﬂcnammﬂmﬁma]‘?ﬂliwhiﬂMlxma
1 points. Projacts tat arg bassd on a recommendatios fom = NITPA Walketls -
Warkshap vill recaive 1 point.
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caticns that nckada the Highvay Safeey Manual calculetions to quamtify th

ofthe progessd will recsivs 2 poists.




MPQ'’s LSP Success Stories




MPQ'’s LSP Success Stories




MPQ’s LSP Success Stories

S BURLINGTON COUNTY ENGINEER’S OFFICE
APennoni’ CouNTY ROUTE 528 & OLD YORK RD. (CR 660)
R INTERSECTION SAFETY IMPROVEMENT ProJECT, CHESTERFIELD TOWNSHIP




Burlington County
Modern Roundbou

28



Monmouth County
Pedestrian Safety Improvements
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Thank You

Questions/Comments/Concerns?

Send an emall to:

caroline.trueman@dot.gov
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