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EXECUTIVESUMMARY

INTRODUCTION

In preparingits FFY2012HighwaySafety Strategic Plan (HSSP), theSGhW 2 Na ¢ NI FFA O { I FS
(GTSC) continued to use a dalt@ven approach in identifying problems and setting priorities for the
adF3S8SQa KAIKSIbES ga I, RN &Q aL-ba3Sapt@MgdrocgsOiS inclusive and takes

into account issueand strategies identified by the GTSC member agencies, other state and local agencies,
enforcement agencies and néar-profit organizations that have submitted applications for funding.

The 10 core outcome measures and the one core behavioral meashserved seat belt use,

recommended by the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) and the Governors Highway
Safety Association (GHSA), were incorporated into the FFY 2012 Bt83Bse 2009 data are the most

recent available from FARS|Se NI S 'yl féeasa 2F LINBtAYAYINE unmn R
Information System (AIS) were conducted for key outcome fatality measures and incorporated into the
appropriate sections of the HSSIPARS and AIS data are not strictly comparable duefioititenal

differences.{ Ay OS GKS ydzYoSNJ 2F &ASNA2dza Aye2d2NASa |yR (KS
data sources, these easures were able to be updated goal was set for each of the measures with a

target date of December 31, 2012.

STATEWIDE HIGHWAYSAFETY PROGRAM

The GTS@ovidest S RSNE KAL) I YR &adzlJLl2 NI F2NJ bSdgough#sN] { GF S
administration of the federal 402 program and various incentive grants awarded to New York under the
SAFETERU legislation The top priorities of thé-FY2012Highway &fety Program are to address

trends of increaimg numbers of crashes involving spedifighway users and to halt the development of
unfavorable trends in certain types of crashes.

STATUS OFCORE PERFORMANEMEASURES

Based on the available FARS data, fatalities were on a consistent downward trend between 2006 and
2009 However, peliminary 201R I ( I F NB Y AlBirfligate thatid dovinward trend in
fatalitiesdid not continue; compared to 20Q€atalities increased by 4% in 2018erious injuries did not
follow the same pattern; between 2009 and 2010, serious injuries declined by 5%.

All of the statewidecorefatality measures included in the table belovill be updated once the FARS
data become wailable.

9ESOdzi A @S {idzZY Y I NE Xt



FATALIYANDSERIOUBNJURY MEASURES
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2012 Goal

Fatalities 1434 1454 1,332 1,238 1,156 N/A 1,121
Serious Injuries 13,647 13,174 13,280 12,900 12,988 12,375 12,244
Fatality Rate/100 million VMT 1.03 1.03 097 0.92 N/A N/A 0.88
Urban Fatality Rate 0.82 0.79 0.64 0.61 N/A N/A 0.58
Rural Fatality Rate 1.67 1.80 1.99 1.88 N/A N/A 1.81
Drivers Under 21 Involved in Fatal Crashes 211 226 218 182 176 N/A 164

*NYSAIS déa for 2010are preliminary
Sources: The sece for all fatality measures is FARS: the source for injury data is the NYS AIS

FFY 2012 GOALSAND STRATEGIES

CKS 2@SNrfft 3I2Frta 2F bSg , 2NJ] QdoreHick Krashes, saiid |ife§ G &  LIN.
and reduce the severity of the injes suffered.In FFY2012 a comprehensive approach widbntinue to

be taken with strategies implemented in all of the major highway safety program areas. The

effectiveness of the collective efforts will be assessed through changes in fatality arydngasures

IMPAIRED DRIVING

The GTSC plays the central role in the promotion and coordination of the
multiple components of NewYNJ Q& A Y LJ A NBE R mBNA A
focus of the impaired driving program over the past year was the
implementaton2 ¥ G KS / KAfR tFaaSy3aSN t NP4
[ ¢ 9FFSOUADS | dz %
' . component of the law requires drivers
.08 Don't blow it. convicted of DWI to install ignition interlock
devices in their vehickefor a minimum of six
months. The GTSC funded®2 YLINBEKSyYy aA @S Llzot A0 | g NBySaa OF YLI A:
adlkd8Qa Y22 NRaadirainingpyogranisfSr lay énforcdmiendprosecutorscourt
personnel and other groupgundings also being provided fahe ignition interlockmonitoring
programs established in each county anddarevaluation of the effectiveness of the law.

TheGTSC is also supporting the implementation of another important new law passed by the State

[ STA&EFGdzNBE AY HAamMnd Wler@lympiaK ffom Qake Flatidwho was Kil&iRy T 2 NJ
a drunk driver in 2002, removed restrictions that prohibiteditied medical personnéom drawing

blood to determine alcohol or drug content without a physician pres@mained medical personnel are

now auhorizedto draw evidentiary blood samples solely at the request of a police officer.

In addition to training associated with new laws, other training programs will continue to be a major
O2YLRYSyld 2F bSg , 2NJ] Qa O2 Y LINBsK frofeamgdBlude YLI A NBR RN
Sandardized Field Sobriety Testing/Drug Recognition EXBEiST/DRE) trainirgvanced Roadside
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Impaired Driving Enforcement RIDE)trainingand Drug Impairment Training for Education
Professionals (DITERh addition, new dissaination strategies, such as podcasts, will be used to
provide greater access to training.

STATUS OFCORE PERFORMANO#EASURES

New York experienced a consistent decline in alcirhphired driving fatalities between 2006 and
2009. Based on FARS data ttumber of driver/motorcycle operator fatalities with a BAC of .08% or
higher decreased from 433 in 2006 to 321 in 2009, a 26% redud®iaR.S data for 2010 are not yet
available to update this measure.

ALCOHOIMPAIRED DRIVING FATALITIES
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2012Goal

Alcohotimpaired Driving Fatalities 417 433 377 346 321 N/A 305

Note: Alcoholmpaired Driving Fatalities are defined as drivers and motorcycleatpsrwith a BAC of .08% or above
who are killed in crashes.
Source:FARS

. FASR 2y pefndinary 20MRISdata, alcohaklated fatalities continued on a downward
trend in 2010, declining by 4% between 2009 and 2GRS and AIS data are not strictly comparable
due to differences in the methodologised to definealcohotrelated crashes, fatalities and injuries.

FFY 2012 GOALSAND STRATEGIES

Reducing the numbers of alcoHatpaireddrivingF I G F f AGA S& | YR rdagheydzbi@dtbed 2y (K
LINAYINBE 3F2Ffa 2F bSg , 2NJ Qafaktvitleh andNdtiRiveR NiIRb& A y 3 LINE 3
undertaken to accomplish these goals. Enforcement of the impaired driving laws will be increased,

training forlaw enforcementprosecutorsand other groupsvill be expandedand efforts to increase

public awareness dghe dangers of drinking and driving will be emphasizids anticipated thatlie

Impaired DrivingAdvisory Councéstablished by the GT$4ll continue tocombat alcohol and drug

AYLI ANBR RNAGAYy3 2 ientifyicGimpravdmérfsioiie imBiteddéving systetn@

and implementing new initiative® reduce impaired driving

POLICE TRAFFIC SERVICES

Public Information ané@ducation (PI&E) and aggressive
enforcement of the New York State Vehicle & Traffic Laws are t
cornerstone of Polie Traffic Services and hageoven to be
effective in confronting dangerous driving behaviors

A primary focus of the Police Traffic Services program area is
strategies to reduce speeding and aggressive driving among Ne_ "

York State motoristi generalas well as enforcing violations involving specific types of vehicles such as
commercial vehicles and school bus&istracted driving is also a major area oficern.Over the past

two years, New Yorkas participated in a nationahforcement demonstrabn projectto determine the

9ESOdzi A @S {idzY Y| NEB Xt



effectiveness of high visibility enforcement waves in reducing distracted drivingrepdrticular
talking and texting on cell phones and other electronic deviéesone of the two states in the nation
selected by NHTSA participate in the project, New York is pleased with the success of the four
enforcement wavesmplemented in Syracuse, the demonstration site.

STATUS OFCORE PERFORMANO#EASURES

The primary goal of thBolice Traffic Services program is to decrease speediatated fatalities. Based

on FARS data available through 2009, speeckfajed fatalities were on a séely downward trend
between 2005 and 2009 decreasing from 456 to 36BRS data for 2010 are not yet available to update
this measure.

SPEEDIN®ELATED FATALITIES
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2012Goal
SpeedingRelatedFatalities 456 449 417 410 368 N/A 350

Source: FARS
|

t NEBf AYAY I NB Hnwmn Rinditdte tiatNaRalfiesbnSpeectlafetdra@nies cbritifued on
a downward treml; in 2010, there was an 11% decrease in fatalities compared to the previous year.
FARS and AIS data are not strictly comparable due to definitional differences.

FFY 2012 GOALS ANDTHRATEGIES

Thegoal of the Police Traffic Services program is to desgerashes, fatalities and injuries resulting
from unsafe driving behaviors includisgeedingand other aggressive driving behaviatstracted
drivingand passing stopped school busegaffic violations involving commercial vehicles are also
includedunder this program arealn addition to routine and selective enforcement approaches,
training programs will be conducted for polioficers, probaibn officers, judgeand prosecutors.
Enforcement issues related to impaired driving, occupant protectiootorcycle safety and pedestrian
safety are addressed unddre individual sections of the HSSP devoted to those topics.

MOTORCYCLE SAFETY

The popularity of motorcycles continues to grow as
evidenced by the consistent upward trend in both
motorcycle licenses and registrationser the past
decade In 2010the number of drivers with motorcfe
licenses increaseifth over 665500and thenumber of
registered motorcyclemcreased to ove840,000.

I YF22N) O2YLRYSyd 2F bSdachtoaddkes®and iD@ovd ivBisySlysafety S | LIL
is the Motorcycle Safety Program (MSP) administered by the NYS Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV).
In201016,000 studentenrolledin the training programs offered @ sitesstatewide

9ESOdzi A @S {izYYl NEXt | 3S



The GTSC wilbntinue to mordinate and administer enforcement and educatjmmogramsthat address

motorcycle safety2 A G K I aaAaidl yOS NewW¥owk Stata Polizé ama¢{{ tLaw ad K S
EnforcementLiaisongresented regional motorcycle safety training programs for éeforcement

officersover the past yearThe MSP and GT®4I alsocontinue toencourage seasoned motorcyclists

02 LJzNBEdzS LISNA2RAO NBEFNBAKSNI NI AYyAy3IoD ¢KS da[ St N
who represent a significant propddn of the licensed motorcyclists in New York State.

In the coming year, the GTSC will continue to coordinate, support and administer enforcement
AYAGALFGAGBSa YR SRdAzZOFGA2Y FYR gl NBySaa LINRINI YA
comprehensive moto Of S al FSG& LINPINI YO ¢tKSaS AYyAGAlFIGAGDSaA
efforts to reduce motorcycle crass, fatalities and injuries.

STATUS OFCOREPERFORMANCE MEASURES

Based orthe FARS datavailable through 2009he number of motorcyclis killed in crashes fluctuated
up and down over the fivgear period 20022009 compared to 2008, fatalities decreased by 16% in
2009 (from 184 to 155FARS 2010 data are not yet available to update this measure.

Analysesof B g ., 2 NJ Q& 2000Sdath ivdicatd théBmadorcyclist fatalities continued the up
and down pattern increasingg 2010 to a level comparable tbe number in2008.

Based orthe availableFARS datdhe number of unhelmeted motorcyclists killed in crashes dropped to
21 in2009 after spiking to 36 in 2008.

MOTORCYCLIST FATALIANSUNHELMETEMOTORCYCLISATALITIES
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2012Goal

Motorcyclist Fatalities 162 194 168 184 155 N/A 152
Unhelmeted Motorcyclist Fatalities 27 26 24 36 21 N/A 19

Source:FARS

FFY 2012 GOALSAND STRATEGIES

The primary goals in the areamibtorcycle safety are to decrease motorcycfalities, unhelmeted
motorcyclist fatalitiesand motorcyclists injuredThese goalsvill be accomplished by theontinued
expansion of motorcycle rider education opportunitiaadincreasechumber oftraining delivery sites,
increased motorcyclist enforcement initiativand greatermotorist awareness of motorcyclists on the
roadways An evaluation of the effectiveness of theotorcycle rider educatioprogram is a key
research initiative planned for the coming year.

9ESOdzi A @S {dzY Y| NE Xt



PEDESTRIAN, BICYCLE, tNINE SKATING,
NON-MOTORIZED SCOOTERND
SKATEBOARDING SAFETY g

o, Smart.
Because of the vulnerability of pedestrians, bicyclisuinim skates, g/lﬂﬂﬂ m POM

non-motorized scooter operators and skateboarders when they she
the road with motor vehicles, programs that address the safety of
these groups continue to be prioritiésr the GTSC.

Over the past year, partner agencies and organizations continuedll@mborate on the presentation of
symposiaworkshops and training programs specific to the safety of pedestrians, bicyclists and

LI NHAOALI yia Ay 20KSNJ 6KSSt aLlRNIa oKz dzasS GKS ai
Bike 2010 Symposium lielune 7, 201,0n Hauppauge on Long Islanfihe GTSC will also continue to

work closely with partner agencies and organizations to protrmiaing opportunities at both the state

and local levels. Examples of these course offerings include How toopevBedestrian Action Plan,

Road Safety Audits, Speed Management, Designing Pedestrian Streets and Developing a Template for
Pedestrian SafetyNew York also has mangw educational efforts in tis program area such &se
BRAINprojectwhich focusesy OK A f RNB y Q &idirf§ Skillsrithe Niz& Bork BigyBling

I 2| f AdUraffe gkisi1G1 which provideson-the-road training for adults

In the area of whee$port safety many programs promote the use of helmets and other safety
equipment The use of appropriate &ty equipment, whetheto increase visibility or to provide
protection, is particularly critical for bicyclists and participants in other wheeled sports who share the
road with motor vehicles.

STATUS OFCORE PERFORMANCE MBURES
Pedestrian Safety

The core outcome measure for pedestrian safety is
pedestrian fatalities. Based on FARS dataugh 2009
the number of pedestrian fatalities in New York State
increased to 297 in 2008 and 306 in 20FARS data for 2010 anet yet available to update this
measure

PEDESTRIABTALITIES
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2012Goal
Pedestrian Fatalities 312 276 297 306 N/A 291

Source:FARS

{ SLI NI 4GS I yI t p@iBrinan22810MSSista indi2ailth@tdheumber of pdestrians
killed increased by two between 2009 and 2010.

9ESOdzi A ¥S {dzYYIl NBEXt | 3S



ALJ NI A Odzf | NJ O2yOSNY 2F bSg ,2N] Qa LISRSAGNRIY al FSi
fatalities that occur in New York CitBased on the geliminary 2010AIS datg 69%o0f the pedestrian

crashes and 4% of the pedestrian fatalities occurred in New YGity, 22% of the crashes and¥8bf

the fatalities occurred in the Upstate reg and 9% of the crashes and%2Df the fatalities occurred on

Long Island.

Bicycle Safety

Thea G I pr&irfigary2010 AIS datahowthat the 2007-
2009 downward trend in theumber of bicyclists killed in
crashes with motor vehicledid not continuein 2010. In 2010, bicycst fatalitiesincreased by seven (from
29in 2009to 36). Similar to prdous years, bicyclist fatalities continued to account forB%oof all
fatalities.

BICYCLIFHATALITIES
2006 2007 2008 2009 20100 2012Goal

Bicyclist Fatalities 45 50 42 29 36 32

*Data for 2010are preliminary
Source: NYS AIS

New York City iglso a particular area of concern for bicycle crashe201), nearly six out of temf all
crashes involving bicycles ahdlf of the bicyclist fatalitieoccurred in New York City.

FFY 2012 GOALSAND STRATEGIES

The primary goals of the pedestridnicycle in-line skatingnon-motorizedscooterand skateboarding
safetyprograms are to reduce the number of pedestrians, bicydiists participants in other wheel
sportskilled and injuredn crashes.These goals will be accomplished through educatmd public
Fgl NBySaa STT2NIa 2ZINRE 2 Y ardyaingisSiedy edutaiab tgoiitk &hd w
other groups including education efforts to encourage the usfeappropriate safety equipmengnd
expanding helmet distribution programs. Comrityfbased programs will play a major role in these
efforts. Reearch and evaluation activities will badertaken to assss program effectiveness, identify
trendsand potential new problem aread assist in defining future program direction and potentia
countermeasures.

OCCUPANT PROTECTION

IN201= b S ¢ stat@wit@senfibelt use rate was measured%it% the
highest level reachetb date. ¢ KA & & dz00Saa A& f I NE
Buckle Up New York (BUNY) program which promotes sustained
enforcement efforts as well as continued participation the national Click
It or Ticket mobilizations.

9ESOdzi A ¥S {dzYYl NE Xt



¢CKS &IFFS GNIyALRNIFGAZ2Y 2F OKAf RNSB yn Nokyiher2g08zS a (i 2
bS¢ |, 2NJ] &dG§NBy3IiKS yabtRawdibi @quidng Ehildfeota re@dih infamRapdpriaie NJ
child restraint system until they reach the age of eight.

bSé¢ , 2N Qa Lzt A0 ¢l NBySaa OF YLI ATy O:
National Child Passenger Safety WaeBeptembehighlights the impaance
of usnga child restraint that is appropriate forh OKAf RQ&a Int 3S | yR
@ 2011,b S ¢ | @ BtkpL4Kidsampaign is focusing on Step 3 which
J educates parents on when it is safe to move a child from a forsasthg
\ child safety seat inta beltpositioning booster seatn 2012, thecampaign
will promote keeping children in booster seats for as long as possible and

educating parents owhen it is safe to allow a child tmegin using an adult seat belt, Step 4 of the
campaign.

Each year,ite GTSC supports approximately 180 local programs that offer child safety seat education

including permanent fitting stations, car seat check events and awareness training classes, as well as car

seat distribution programs for loimcome families. The NYZBild Passenger Safety Advisory Board is an
AYGSaANFft LINI 2F GKS adrdisSQa /t{ LNRBANIYY FyR 3dzAR
safety (CPS) programs across s$tate.

STATUS OFCORE PERFORMANCE MEASURES

The core behavioral measure ihd OccupantProtection program area is the observed seat belt use
NI G4S o h@dSNJ 0KS LI ad Sy @SINEX bS¢g 2Nl Qa aidliSys
to 91% in the statewide survey completed in June 2011.

NEW YORK STATE SEAT BELT USE RATES
95% 92%
90% 91%

88%
85% 85% 85%
85% | 83% 83% 83%
80%
75%
70% T T T T T T T T T T

2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Goal

Source: NYS annual seat belt observation surveys

Based on KRS datavailable through 2009he number of unrestrained passenger vehicle occupant
fatalities increased to 369 in 2006 before beginning a downward trend to 280 in 2007, 234 in 2008 and
208 in 2009, a total decline of 44%ARS data for 2010 are not vailable to update this measure.
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UNRESTRAINED PASSENGER VEMICLIPANT FATALITIES
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2012Goal
Unrestrained Occupant Fatalities 330 369 280 234 208 N/A 198

Source: FARS

FFY 2012 GOALSAND STRATEGIES

The primary gals of the occupant protection program areit@rease theobservedstatewide seat belt
use rate and talecrease unrestrained occupant fatalities in passenger vehigles.strategies
identified for adievingthese goals includkigh visibilityenforcemert, including nighttime checkpoints
andpublic information and education, especially in the area of child passenger safety

TRAFFIC RECORDS

Theextensive use gberformancebased program planning agencies
and organizations involved in traffic safedt all jurisdictional levels
requires access to a variety of accurate and timely traffic records. data
Identifyingthe nature and location of traffic safety problems presents
significant challenge to the traffic safety agencies and organizations
respasible for developing traffic safety initiatives.

In developing appropriate countermeasures to meet these challenges, the traffic safety community
needs data on crashes and injuries, arrests andvictions for traffic violationsdrivers and vehicles
involved in crasheandroadway attributes New York strives to meet the needs ffata and data
analysis support through major improvements in the way it maintains and uses its traffic records
systems.

New York has made significant strides in improitsgarious traffic records systems over the past few

years, due in large part to the implementation of28062009 Traffic Safety Information Systems

Strategic PlanTheplan addressed KS Y I 22 NJ RSTAOASY OA SaitatbriRSY G A FTASR A\
adjudication, driver, injury surveillance, vehicle and roadway data syster211, anew strategic plan

designed to covethe fouryear period, 20122015 was completed The new multiyearstrategic plan was

developed by thé5TS@vith the assistancefdhe Institute for Traffic Safety Management and Research
OL¢{awb FYR GKS adldSQa ¢ NI FTROA2205QZNIREHic Jaetg NRA Y | U A
Information Systems Strategic Plarovides an opportunity for New York to make further impgrments

in its traffic records systems, informing the decision making process for highway safety managers in New

York State.

9ESOdzi A @S {idzY Y| NEBE Xt



STATUS OFCOREPERFORMANCE MEASURES

During the past yeasubstantial progreskas been madeniimprovingli K S atraffic lieSofols
systems especially therash and citation/adjudication systemsaintained by the Department of Motor
Vehicles These achievements aglee in large part to the continuing roll out @faCSTraffic and
Criminal Softwargb S ¢ . 2 NJ Q& SahdSickétingBysteniT heteNhva &so been significant
improvementsin the traffic safetyrelated data systemmaintainedby the Department of Health anoy
the Department of Transportation.

FFY 2012 GOALSAND STRATEGIES

The primary goals of the eff@tundertaken in the area of traffic records are to continoeoordinate
efforts by various agencies to expand or enhance tba@irabilifesto collect, retrieve and disseminate
traffic safety data electronically on both the local and statewide leveladdtition, effortsfor continued
improveaments indata linkage capabilities among traffic safetyated data systemat both the state
and local levelsvill be supported Funding willklso be availabléor the installaion of newtechnologies
by enforcenent agencies and the courémd for the trainingnecessary for the operatioof these
technologies.

COMMUNITY TRAFFIC SAFETY PROGRAMS

CommunityTraffic Safety Programs combine strategies from several traffic safety program areas to
address local highwasafety problemsSome of the highway safety issues that counties are encouraged
to integrate into their local programs stem from state level initiatives including outreach programs for
diverse populations, younger drivers, oldeivérs and returning verans.

Statewide and local efforts to improve the safety of young dricerginued
to be a prioritythe past year. During O (i 2 dé&eNDrider Safety Weeke |
NYS DMV unveiled a series of wedsed educational teen driver videos
Sy i A dft SRNIwhich bk BeSigwed on the DMV website or on
YouTube. In addition, the DMV also expanded its Teen Electronic
Notification Service (TEENS®)parents can be notified in the event their teel
driver receives a traffic tickefThe GTSC has also receiaggrant through Ford Driving Skills For Life to
fund a traffic safety event in October 2011 for teens in Nassau and Suffolk counties where there have
been a significant number of tragic teen driving deaths.

Another important area that requires ongoingettion at the state and community level is drowsy
driving.hy b2@SYOSNI mnX wnmnX GKS D¢{/ YR 2GKSNJ YSYO0 S
Drowsy Drivig (NYPDD) held a press evahThe Sage Colleges Albany Campus in conjunction with
National Dowsy Driving Prevention Week to alert motorists to the dangers of drowsy driving and
highlight its impact, especially on young drivers who are one of the higheskagroups.

FFY 2012 GOALSAND STRATEGIES

The strategies implemented under the indival community traffic safety programs will contribute to
the attainment of the goals established for the statewide highway safety program. In addition to
funding local programshe strategies in this area incluagforts to promote the development of bex-

9ESOdzi A #S {dzYYIl NBE Xt | 3S



based coalitions that include organizations with differing perspectives on traffic safety issubss
private sector organizationstate and local governmenthe media,the business communitgnd
industry associationsEducational efforts tamprove traffic safety amongigh riskgroupsare a priority
for thesecommunityprograms

PROGRAM MANAGEMENT

The GTSIS responsible for coordinating and managing New York State's comprehensive highway safety
program. The GTSC takes a leadershipinaldentifying the state's overall traffic safety priorities;

provides assistance to its partners in problem identification at the local level; and works with its partners

to develop prograr, public information campaigrand other activities to addresti¢ problems

identified. In addition to the 402 highway safety grant program, the GTSC administers various incentive

grant programs awarded to the state under SAFEMEA. Y | RYAYyAaGSNAyYy 3 GKS adl a8
program, the GTSC takes a comprehenajwgroach, providing funding for a wide variety of programs

reduce crashes, fatalities and injuries through education, enforcement, engineering, community

involvement and greater access to safetyated data.

¢ KS D2@SNYy2NRa ¢ NI udlypibcegsestoedi &0 gradt ¥pplication§ Gprésghiihg
approximately $32 million in funding to state, local and-fatprofit agencies. The electronic grants
management system, eGrants, will continue to improve efficiency, reduce staff resourcenime a
AYLNRGS YIylF3aSYSyd 2F bSs¢ 2Nl Qa | A3dKgle {FFSde t

FFY 2012 GOALSAND STRATEGIES

The GTSC is committed to continuing and strengthening planning at the state and local levels and to

promoting the use of the Highway Safety Strategic Plan (HS$I®) principal document for setting

priorities, directing program effortand assigning resourceSheD ¢ { / Qa4 NRBf S gAff Ay Of dzf
identify new and expand existing technology as a means of disseminating traffic safety information and
improving canmunication with its customerandto provide direction, guidancand assistance to

support the traffic safety efforts of public and private partnefhe GTSC will also continue to

O22NRAYI UGS YR LINRGARS (NI AY Aey professidinitsiliddaysipfoit S& F 2 N.
GKS dzaS 2F S@Iftdzr A2y a&fgyplogram22f Ay GKS adFiSQa KA
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FFY2012 HIGHWAY SAFETY PROGRAM
PLANNING PROCESS

INTRODUCTION

In preparing its FFY 20 Highway Safety StrategicPlaf (it 0 = (G KS D2 @SNy 2NIDa ¢ NI F7
(GTSC) continued to use a dalt@ven approach in identifying problems and setting priorities for the
adlFri8SQa KAIKgl e al FSie LidEdpeEhningprocasSiginclustidNdndrakeslLIS NJF 2
into account issues and strategies identified by the GTSC member agencies, other state and local agencies,
enforcement agencies and néar-profit organizations that have submitted applications for funding.

Overview of the Planning Process

The GTSC conduatsitreach at meetings, conferences and wshkpsthroughout the year to gain input
from thetraffic safety community on emerging issues and new countermeashetshould be

included in the HSSH he annual GTSC meetiegnvened by the GTSC Chairako used as an

opportunity to review priorities and the status of initiatives undertaken by the member agencies of the
GTSCAt the annual meetingiepresentatives from each agengport on the ongoing as well as the

new programs being implemented by theigencies and through partnerships with other departments.
Where appropriate, the information provided by the member agencies on current and proposed efforts
to improve highway safety in the staiteincorporated into the HSSP.

The planning processsal provides for several opportunities to discuss highway safety priorities with

traffic safety partners at the local level. Local granteage the opportunity to provide inpubr the

planning process through monitoring ¥ssand other forms of contaatith their designated GTSC
representative® Ly I RRA lrageagirEpresdatativedréquenty ke part in local traffic
safetyboardmeetings todiscusdocal issues and assist with grant planning and managen@&S D¢ { / Q&
management, fiscalrad program staffalso solicit ideas for thelSSBProm several organizations

representing local programs that work closely with the GTB@se organizations include the NYS

Association of Traffic Safety Boards, NYS $IW@PAssociation, NYS Associatib&biefs of Police, NYS
{KSNATFTFaAaQ ! 3a20AFGA2Y YR (KS !3a20AFG4A2Y 2F b, {

Local Agencies Program Planning Coordination and Assistance

The GTSC also provides guidance and various resources to assist local aghecjggparation of grant
applications. Program representatives are available during site visits or by telephone to work with local
grantees. A number of resources are also provided through the GTSC wehsgiteSaféNY.ny.gov

including extensive countypecific traffic safety data for use in problem identification and assessing the
performance of local programs.

Highway Safety Program Planning Process...Rage
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The GTSC provides crash and ticket data reports for each county and a statewide report for local
agences to use for problem identification, program plang and evaluationThe state and individual
county data reportare prepared by thénstitute for Traffic Safety Management and Reseal€tBIMIR
andare postedon the website in Februarjor use in the peparation of graneapplicdions for

submission to th&sTS@ May. The reportanclude the most recent three years of accident and ticket
data; in addition to countyvide data on all crashes and tickets, the reports include additional tables on
alcohotrelated crashes, speedifrglated crashes and crashes involving motorcychashives of the
reports going back to 200dre maintained online, for referenceTheGTSC and ITSMRffsannually
review the content of the reports to assess the useéisis otthe informationbased on feedback from
local agenciesLocal grant applicantre encouragd to supplement the information contained in the
County Data Reports with their own crash and ticket data.

Performance Measures

The 10 core outcome measureschine one core behavioral measure, observed seat belt use,

recommended by the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) and the Governors Highway
Safety Association (GHSA), were incorporated into the FFY 2012 HSSP. Due to the delayilability ava

of 2010 FARS data, 2009 data continue to be reported for eight of the core outcome measures; 2008 data
were the most recent FARS data available for the fatality rate measures (total, rural and urban). In the
absence of 2010 FARS data, prelimdnarn nmn FlL GFf ON} &K FyR FLOFIfAGE RIE
Information System (AIS) were included in the various sections of the HSSP. While the data from the AIS
may not be strictly comparable to the FARS data due to definitional differeneeprefiminary AlS data

provide a strong indication of the changes in the core measures that occurred in 2010. Since the number

2F ASNAR2dza AyedaNASA yR (GKS adridsSoa asSrid oStia dzas
were able to be updad for the 2012 HSSP.

New York Statdriver Survey

In addition to the outcome, behavioral and activity measures discussed above, NHTSA also requires
states to conduct annual surveys to track driver reported behaviors, perceptions and awareness related
to major traffic safety issues. A baseline driver survey was conducted at five NYS Department of Motor
Vehicles offices between June 24 and July 16, 2010. The offices were selected to provide representation
from the three main areas of the state. Threfethe DMV offices are in the Upstate region: Albany

(Albany County), Syracuse (Onondaga County), and Yonkers (Westchester County); one is in New York
City (Brooklyn) and one is on Long Island (Medford, Suffolk County).

The survey instrument includedtatal of 10 questions: three on seat belt use, three on speeding and

four on impaired driving. Information was also collected on the age, gender and county of residence of
the survey participants. A total of 1,590 drivers participated in the surveynimum of 300 surveys

were completed at each of the five DMV offices. The results of the survey were included in the FFY 2010
Annual Report. The survey was repeated in June 2011; analyses of the results, including comparisons
with the results from the aseline survey will be included in the FFY 2011 Annual Report due

December 31, 2011.
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Data Sources

Clw{ O2yilAydzSa (2 06S G(GKS 2FFAOAIf &2d2NOS 2F RI {1
Accident Information System (AIS) is the soureeafbinjury data in the HSSP, including the serious

injuries core outcome measuréit the time the FFY 2012 HSSP was prepared, complete 2010 FARS data
gSNBE y20 &S0 F@grAflofSo I O02YLX SGS aSd 2F ONI &k
data are considered preliminary until the final determination in the fall that the file is complete. The
a2dz2NOS F2NJ 0KS O2NB O0SKIGA2NI t YSI&adaNBsE GKS 20aSN
observation survey conducted in June; the rate from2041 survey was available for inclusion in the

HSSP.

The statewide speeding and seat belt ticket data included in the HSSP were extracted from two sources:
bSg¢ . 2 NJ(Taific $afefy Ba® Enforcement and Dispositam Administrative Adjudicatn

(AA) systemsAlthough still considered preliminary, a complete year of ticket data fa02eas

available fromeach of these systems which together cover all of New York State. The statewide data on
impaired driving arrests were compiled from datzeesed directly from the Suffolk County STOW|

program and the New York City Police Department, in addition to the TSLED system. A few of the tables
FYR 3N LIKa faz2 AyOftdzRS RIFGF FTNRY bSg ,2N]l Qa RNAROD

CoordinaOET 1T xEOE . Ax 91 OE6O 300OAOACEA ( ECE

CKS L FYyyAy3a LINPOSaa T2NJ GKAA @SIENRa | {{t &l a 7FdzN.
Highway Safety PlgisHSPJeveloped by the NYS Department of Transportation (NYSDOT) in ctosulta

with the GTSC and representatives from a wide range of other state and local organizations concerned

with traffic safety. The SAFETHAJ legislation requiseNYSDOT to develop and implement a ddiaen

SHSP that identifies key emphasis areas tadressed to reduce roadway fatalities and serious injuries

in New York State. The results of other state and local planning processes, such as the HSSP process, are

to be considered in developing the key emphasis areas for the SHi®Rnost recent upda to the data

driven plan was released by NYSDOT in March 2Ri.the request of GTSC, the Institute for Traffic

Safety Management and Research assisted the NYSDOT in preparing the 2010 SHSP.

Format of the Plan

The FFY 2@ Highway Safety StrategRlan includes a description of the statewide program and the
current status othe statewidemotor vehiclecrash, fatality, and injury measures. The plan also includes
overviews of the individual program areas which provide general descriptions ofathéstand major
issues in these areas. Specific findings of the problem identification process with the pertine
documentation are presented and performance goals are established with performance and activity
measures to monitor progres€ach program aa description also includesrategies forachieving the
goals of the individual traffic safety area which will ultimately contribute to attaining the goals of
statewide highway safety program.

Highway Safety Program Planning Process...Bage



NEW YORK STATE
FFY 2012 HIGHWAY SAFETY STRATEGIC PLAN
COREOUTCOME AND BEHAVIORAL MESURES

Goal
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2012

C1 | Number of Fatalities 1,434| 1,454| 1,332| 1,238 1,156 NA:* 1121
3-Year Moving Average 1474 1,461| 1,407 1,3%1| 122

C2 | Number ofSerious Injuries 13,647 | 13,174 13,280| 12,900| 12988 | 12,375* | 12,244
3-Year Moving Average 14,103| 13,604 | 13,367 | 13,118| 13,056 | 12,754

C3 | Fatalities per 100 Million VMT 1.03 1.03 0.97 0.92| NA= NA* 0.88
3-Year Moving Average 1.07 1.05 1.01 0.97
Rural Fatalities per 100 Million VMT 1.67 1.80 1.99 1.88| NA* NAF* 1.81
3-Year Moving Average 1.54 1.64 1.82 1.89
Urban Fatalities per 100 Million VMT 0.82 0.79 0.64 0.61 NAF* NAF* 0.58
3-Year Moving Average 0.90 0.85 0.75 0.68

C4 | Number of Unrestrained Passenger Vehicle
Occupant Fatalities 330 369 280 234 208 NAS* 198
3-Year Moving Average 346 348 326 204 241

C5 | Number ofAlcohotimpaired Driving Fatalities 417 433 377 346 321 NA™* 305
3-Year Moving Average 416 428 409 384 348

C6 | Number of Speedindrelated Fatalities 456 449 417 410 368 NAx* 350
3-Year Moving Average 468 457 441 425 398

C7 | Number of Motorcyclist Fatalities 162 194 168 184 155 NA* 152
3-Yea Moving Average 155 169 175 182 169

C8 | Number of Unhelmeted Motorcyclist Fatalities 27 26 24 36 21 NAS* 20
3-Yea Moving Average 22 24 26 29 27

C9 | Number of Drivers Age 20 or Younger
Involved in Fatal Crashes 211 226 218 182 176 NAF* 164
3-Year Moving Average 236 231 218 209 182

C10| Number of Pedestrian Fatalities 322 312 276 297 306 NA:* 291
3-Year Moving Average 324 317 303 204 292

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

B1 | Observed Seat Belt Use 83% 83% 89% 88% 90% 91% 92%

3-Year Moving Average 84%| 84%| 85%| 87%| 89% 90%

*Preliminary2010 data from NYS AIS
* EFARS data are not available to update measure

Sources: ARS is the source for all of the Core Outcomaadlires with the eeption of Serious Injuries (C2). The source for this measure |
New York's Accident Information System (AIS) maintained by the NYS Department of Motor Vehicles. New York's annualadssevesto
of front seat outboard ccupants in passenger vehickre the soure for the Core Behavioral Measure (B1).
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OVERVIEW

¢tKS 321K fta 2F bSé 2Nl Qa O2Y
highway safety program are to prevent motor vehicle
crashes, save lives, and reduce the severiipjofies

adzFFSNBR Ay ONI} &aKSao ¢tKS D2@SNYy2NRa&E ¢NIFFAO { I FS
provides leadership and support for the attainment of these goals through its

administration of the federahighway safety grant prograawarded to New Yorky the National

Highway Traffic Safety AdministratioThe GTSC, supported by the Institute for Traffic Safety

Management and Research (ITSMR), affirmed its leadership role in ERYir2digh these initiatives

and accomplishments

X

X

Seat belt use reached 91%, the highegi®t Ay bSg¢ L 2NJ {dlFG§SQa KAadz

Theawardd A Y YAYy 3 G5NARAY{AYy3d YR S5NAGAYA wakteG GSNA [ A
aired and publicized statewide to educate the motoring public about the dangers of impaired
driving.

New York completed its twgearnational distracted driving enforcement demonstration
project in Syracuse, New York.

STOMWI Awareness events were conducted at numerous sporting events and venues.

Amulti- 3Sy 0e ¢2N)] 3INRdzL) 6S3AlLY AYLIE SYSYUAY® A YLINEC(
Program.

A full cycle of grants was administered through the new electronic grants management system.

The multiagency Driver Education Workgroup continued to meet and explore possible
AYLINRGSYSyYy(d 2LIR2NIdzyAGASE (2s, btéhdardsahd] Q4 RNAGJSN
curriculum.

Partnerships were strengthened Wwibrganizationsuch as the Metropolitan Planning
Organizations, the New York State Motor Truck Association and the New York Association for
Pupil Transportatiomo work cooperatively ompersistent and emerging traffic safety problems
such as pedestrian safety in metropolitan areas.

The Impaired Driving Advisory Council established a work group to assist with the implementation
2F [ SFYRNIYQa [ 6 ¢KAOK NElsdohiciediof DVWAASdy 02y A Yy G S NJ
assess the effectiveness of the new law is underway.

{GFrGS6ARS | A3dKgl & 5{FFSie



x  GTSC joined forces with the National Safety Council and the Allstate Foundation to create a teen
driver coalition aimed at educating teens and their parents on New Yo DNJ Rdzr 6 SR 5 NA O
[ AOSyaS ftlga FyR G2 aiuNBaa GKS AYLERNIFYyOS 2F LJ

x ¢KS b, { S5SLINIYSYyl 2F az2i2N) +SKAOfSaQ 5A0AaArzy
recognition technology and began merging therise records of those individuals holding
multiple identities.

x  New research orthe rate of impaired driving recidivisin New York Statevas completed by the
Institute for Traffic Safety Management and Research.

HIGHWAY SAFETY PRIORITIES FOR FFY 1D

The top priorities of the 202 highway safety program are to address trends of increasing numbers of

crashes involving specific highway users and to halt the developmemfayorable trends in certain

types of crashesNew York has identified ninexghasis areas including improving the safetyounger

and older drivers, commercial vehicle operators, motorcyclists, pedestrians and bicyatists
AYLINR@SYSyGa G2 bS¢ |, 2 NgwYarkwilMbolcdfinGe tiNiBpleaemiR 8 a2ad Sy
programs toincrease seat belt and child restraint use and reddaegerouddriving behaviors, including

impaired driving distracted driving andpeeding.

The GTSC will be responsible for the administration and oversight of state and local highway safety
initiatives set forth in this Highway Safety Strategic Plan. The following priority activities have been
Sailoft AAKSR T2HESPb S¢ |, 2NJ Qa H~n

x  Expand recently established programs to educate younger drivers and their parents on New
. 2NJ Qa4 3 NI R dzisdisgsiem, Riviladice NiRigh rikang Beyfavior and general
safe driving practices

x  Study the current state of Driver Education in New York and support progherhanalye the
effectiveness oVarious other education methods

x  Continue recent initiativeandertaken to educate older drivers on the effects of aging on driving
abilities and increase awareness of alternatives to driving

x  Through the Impaired Driving Advisory Council, continue efforts to identify and implement
measures to reduce impaired drign

x  Build on the efforts teenhance program administration and more effectively allocate resources
with the 58 local STGBWI programs Increase enforcement of the laws relating to impaired
driving using new approaches and technologieprievent alcohol ad drug impaired driving.

x  Continue programs to curb underage drinking and enforce the law prohibiting the use of
fraudulent identification to purchase alcohol

x  Continue active enforcement and related public information and education activities to increase
seat belt use in New York Statecorporate expanded enforcement in the FFY 2012 Buckle Up
New York program. The GTSC will continue to work with police agencies to have them adopt
seat belt use policies, conduct local seat belt use surveys, raise publier®ss and employ
enforcement strategies including increased nigihte and multiagency details.

{GFr0S6ARS | A3TKgl & 6{FFShie tNRINIYXtFIAS



Expand efforts thaaddress lower seat belt use rates among spehifib risk groups, such as
younger drivers and drivers from rural areas, through spexidorcement and education
programs

Increase education and outreach on the proper use and correct installation of child safety seats
by strengthening the network of child passenger safety programs, particularly in areas that serve
high risk populationsand increasing training opportunities for technicians

Continue to support vigorous enforcement of the Vehicle and Traffic Laws through Selective
Traffic Enforcement Programs (ST&R)ed at dangerous driving behavioespecially those
pertaining to speedig, distracted drivingrunning red light@andaggressive driving

Expand existing STEP efforts to include a focus on commercial motor vehicles and motorcycle
operatorswho engage in dangerous driving behaviors

Continue to emphasize programs and effortattaddress distracted driving, including
SYT2NOSYSyld 2F bSgs ,2N]JQa OStf LK2yS [yR GSEGA
Continue to support state and local police agencies in adopting technology to improge in

traffic ticket andcrashreport recording and transmissiofocusingheavily on successful
transmissions from the New York City Police Department

Continue to employ technology to improve traffic records systems in New York to provide better
I 00Saa G2 | O0dzaNY GS RIEGE 2y GKS &0 leriifiedién RNA @S N&
programimplementation ancevaluation

| 2YyGAYydzZS LI NGAOALI GA2Yy Ay (GKS adliSQa RNRgae R
Increase the availability of education for motorcycle operators and awareness of safe

motorcycling through the adoption of recommeations from the Motorcyle Safety

Assessmenand encourage proper license endorsement by operators

Expand training opportunities for police officers, prosecutors and the judiciary

Provide additional training for law enforcement agencies seeking to comdoitircycle
enforcement and education

Continuecoalition building to improve pedestrian and bicycle safety across the state, with
particular concentration in &w York Gty

Continue to actively bring highway safety programs to diverse populations in NévS¥be

Continueopportunities to partner with federal, state and local agencies to improve commercial
vehicle safetyefforts

Encourage police agencies to consider police traffic services as an everyday priority using the
GONI FTFAO Sy T2 NSYBYYiE Andl JudNeg éxnxdy tAe2DRACTS model

[ 2y GAydzS (2 adzLILR2 NI AYLINR@GSYSyda G2 GKS adldasSq
timeliness and quality of the data

Explore initiatives that will improve the efficiency and accuracy of théicredcords systems
and increase operational efficiency by eliminating duplicative data files maintained by different
agencies

Continue to expand the use of PI&E to raise awareness of priority traffic safety issues and
educate the public on new laws thrgh partnerships with organizations such as the NYS
NEIFROFaGSNRa !'3aa20AF0A2y FYR (GKS hdziR22NJ ! RGOS
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REVIEW OF DATA

Several core outcome measures based on FARS data are used to monitor the trends in motor vehicle
fatalities in New York G I 4 S @ ¢CKS adFraS Frftaz2z NBfASa 2y RIEGF  FN
Information System (AIS), maintained by the NYS Department of Motor Vehicles to track serious injuries,
Fy20KSNJ O2NB 2dzi 02YS YSI adz2NBE . FThéldodt keCent EARS dafaQa KA I K
currently available indicate thahe downward trend in thenumber of fatalities in motor vehicle crashes

in New York Stateontinued in 2009. Between 2006 and 2009, the number of fatalities decreased by

20% (from 1,454 to 136). FARS data for 2010 are not yet available to update these measures.

FATALITIES AND

FATALITIES IN
MOTOR VEHICLE CRASHES 3-YEAR MOVING AVERAGE
1,600 1,600
1,434 1,454 1,474 1,461

1,407

1,238 1,434 1454 1,242
1,156

1,200 1,200
1,238
1,000 L 000 1,156
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Source:FARS —¢—Fatalities =—fll=3-Yr Moving Average

Source: FARS
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injuries. Because of definitional differences between FARS and AlS, therdataand fatality numbers

from the two systemsare not strictly comparableAs required by the National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration (NHTSA), FARS data are used for the core fatality measures. Since FARS data for 2010
are not yet available he table below provides preliminary 2010 data from the AIS on fatal crashes and
fatalities.

Based on preliminary 2010 AIS data, the downward trends in fatal crashes and fatalities that occurred
from 2006 to 2009 did not continue in 2010. Between 2008 2010, fatal crashes increased by 5%
(from 1,060 to 1,115) and fatalities increasby 4% (from 1,148 to 1,188\lthough increases occurred

in these measures in 2010, over the figear period from 2006 to 2010 there wesebstantial

decreases in fatalrashes and fatalities of 16% and 17%, respectively.

The AIS is also the only source for New York State data on personal injury crashes and injuries. As the
table shows, the number of personal injury crashes and the number of persons injured in crashes
continued on downward trends in 2010. Compared to 2009, there were decreases of 4% in both
measures in 2010. Between 2006 and 2010, personal injury crashes decreased by 7% and the number of
persons injured dropped by 9%.

{GFr0S6ARS | A3TKgl & 8{FFShe tNRINIYXtFIAS



NEW YORK STATE
FATAL AND PEBSAL INJURY CRASHES, FATALITIES AND INJURIES

% Change % Change
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010* 20062010* 2009-2010*

Fatal Crashes 1,330 1,220 1,160 1,060 1,115 -16.2% 5.2%
# fatalities 1,433 1,317 1,224 1,148 1,188 -17.1% 3.5%
Injury Crashes 138,311 139,117 134,894 133,888 128,850 -6.8% -3.8%
# persons injured 195,644 194,255 187,160 186,034 178,655 -8.7% -4.0%

*Data for 2A.0 are preliminary
Source: NYS AIS

Another core outcome measure identified by NHTSA is serious injugessines.Based on preliminary
Hamn REFEGF FTNBY bSé peshids @b retelvdsetious? KNS injrdzyiontied 2 T
vehicle crashes dropped to 12,375 from 12,988 in 2@08ecrease of 594’ he moving thregear

average smoothes out the datae shows the downward trend in the number of serious injuries over
the five'year period, 200€010.

SERIOUS INJURIES IN SERIOUS INJURIES AND
14.000 MOTOR VEHICLE CRASHES 3-YEAR MOVING AVERAGE
14,000 13,604
13,367
13,500 ’
13,174 13,280 13,500 13,118 13,056

12,754
13,174 13,280

12,988
13,000 12,900 13,000
12,500 12,900 12,98
12,375
12,500 12,006 et
12,000 . . : 11,500 . . . ;

== Serious Injuries =—ill=3-Yr Moving Average
*Datafor 2010 are preliminary
Source: NYS AIS

*Datafor 2010are preliminary
Source: NYS AIS
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Other core measures are the statewide, urban and rural fatality rates per 100 million vehicle miles
traveled (VMT). As shown in the graphs belower the fiveyear period, 20042008, the overall fatality

rate has been on a downward trend in New York from 1.08 fatalities per 100 million VMT in 2004 to 0.92
fatalities in 2008. The urban fatality rate also declined steadily over thgréigeperiod from 0.93 to

0.61 fatalities per 100 million VMT while the rural fatality rate was on an upward trend between 2004
and 2007 before decreasing to 1.88 fatalities per 100 million VMT in 2008. The movingdhree

averages for each of these fatality ratessed on VMT show the downward trends in the overall fatality
and urban fatality rates and the upward trend in the rural fatality rate.

FARS data for 2009 and 2010 currently are not available to update these measures.

FATALITY RATE URBAN AND RURAL FATALITY RATES
PER 100 MILLION VEHICLE MILES PER 100 MILLION VEHICLE MILES
TRAVELED TRAVELED
1.50 2.50
1.99
. 1.88
108 103 103 gy 0.02 2.00 167 180
1.00 ' 1.46
1.50
0.93
0.82
0.50 1.00 0791 064 | o061
0.50
0.00 T T T T
2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 0.00 - - - - -

2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
Source: FARS H Urban Fatality Rate 1 Rural Fatality Rate

Source: FARS

TOTAL, URBAN AND RURAL FATALITY RATES
PER 100 MILLION VEHICLE MILES TRAVELED
3-YEAR MOVING AVERAGES

2.00 182 1.89
1.64 A A
1.54 A
1.50 A
11 1.07 1.05 1.01
1.00 ¢ —— v —9
T
0.90 0.85 —
' 0.75 o
0.50 :
O-OO T T T T 1
2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

== Fatality Rate =l—Urban Fatality Rate A Rural Fatality Rate

Source: FARS
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The final core outcome measure associated with the overall highway safety program is drivers under age
21 involved in fatal crashes. Since 2006 when 226 drivers under 21 years of age were involved in fatal
crashes the number of drivers has decredby 50 to 176, a drop of 22%. This measure cannot be

updated at this time due to the delay in the availability of 2010 FARS data.

DRIVERS UNDER AGE 21
INVOLVED IN FATAL CRASHES

DRIVERS UNDER AGE 21

INVOLVED IN FATAL CRASHES AND

300 3-YEAR MOVING AVERAGE
300
250 236
226 231
211 218 250 218 209
192
200 200
182 176 11 226 218
150
150 182 176
100 T T T T 1
100 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 —4$=Drivers <21 Involved in Fatal Crashes

=l—3-Yr Moving Average
Source: FARS

Source: FARS

PERFORMANCE GOALS AND MEASURES

Performance Goals
x  To decrease traffic fatalities 3 percent from 1,156 in 260%,1.21 by December 31, 2012

x  To decrease serious traffic injurépercentfrom the 20082010 calendar base year average of 12,754
to 12,244by December 31, 2@1

x To decrease fatalities/100M VMT 4 percent from 0.92 in 2008 to 0.88 by December 31, 2012

x Todecrease urban fatalitie200M VMT4 percentfrom 0.61in 20 to 0.58 by December 31,
2012

x  To decrease rural fatalitie$00M VMT4 percentfrom the 20062008 calendar base year
average ofL.89to 1.81 by December 31, 2012

x To decrease drivers age 20 or yoer involved in fatal crashes 10 percent frai@6 in 20090
164 by December 31, 201

Performance Measures
x  Number oftraffic fatalities
x  Number of serious injuries
x Fataliies/100M VMT
x  Rural fatalities/100M VMT
x  Urban fatalities/100M VMT

x Number of driversage 20 or younger involved in fatal crashes
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IMPAIRED DRIVING

OVERVIEW SAFENY.COM

For more than three decades, New York has been a national leader in reducing crashes, fatalities and
injuries resulting from alcohol and drug impaired driving. The 8d¢&€ NQ& ¢ NI} FFAO { I FSi e
(GTSC) plays the central role in the promotion and coordination of the multiple components of New
,2N]1 Qa4 AYLI ANBR RNAGAY 3 LINPINI YO G GKS O2NB 27
STORWI program whicheturns fines collected for impaired driving convictions to the counties where
the violations occurred to fund enforcement and other impaired driving programs at the local level.
Since the STOGPWI program is seBustaining, GTSC is able to use the fabiiemds received by New
York to support a variety of stadevel initiatives that complement the local efforts and strengthen the
overall impaired driving program.
2011@’,:?,,,23,,%’:?&?{;: In addition, as the organization responsible for the
Super Bow: T ES oversight of the STOGBPWI programGTSC is in a
st Patrick's Day: Mar, 1620 POSItiON to maximize the opportunities for
memorial Day: May 2730 cOoperative efforts, such as statewide enforcement
Fourth of July: Jun. 19-Jul.4  MoObilizations during holiday periods, and ensure
National Labor Day Crackdown: Aug.19-Sep. 5 their success.
Halloween: Oct. 26-31
Holiday Season: Nov. 23-Dec. 31 { A y‘ (') S l:l K S LJ- aal 3 S 2 TDW{I K S - l.:l |
legislation in 1981, New Yohas continued to enact
tough new laws to combat alcohol and drug impaired driving. In FFY 2011, GTSC assisted with the
successful implementation of new impaired driving legislation by supporting efforts in key areas
including public awareness, trainingdaresearch and evaluation.

A major focus of the impaired driving program over the past ye~~
was the implementation of the Child Passenger Protection Act
1y26Yy a G SFYRNIQa [ g€ ® ¢
component of the law requires driversmegcted of DWI to

install ignition interlock devices in their vehicles for a minimum
of six months. Several members of the Impaired Driving
Advisory Council coordinated by the GTSC were involved in
major training efforts related to the new law, includitrgining
for law enforcement, court personnel and probation officers.
The GTSC also funded a comprehensive public awareness ;
OFYLI AIYys as52yQli .f2¢ LGZE | e 0 0SQA
the new law and is providing support for the ignition interlock noimng function each county is

required to perform. In addition, the Institute for Traffic Safety Management and Research (ITSMR) has
received funding to conduct an evaluation of the implementation and effectiveness of the law.

LYLI ANBR 518K gAy3AXt



GTSC is also supportitige implementation of another important new law passed by the State

[ SAA&E L GdzZNB AY wHnamno®d WE Ol {KSIFIQa [l8Z yIFEYSR FT2NJ
a drunk driver in 2002, removed restrictions that prohibited trained medical perspsnoch as

advanced emergency medical technicians (AEMTS), from drawing blood to determine alcohol or drug

content without a physician present. This legal loophole allowed the drunk driver who caused Jack
{KSFQa RSIFGK G2 Saol LIS aINPER OdiiA2K 2 (RSEASAIS KF A ¢
Traffic Law has now been amended to authorize trained medical personnel to draw evidentiary blood

samples solely at the request of a police officer. The GTSC is partnering with the NYS Department of

He £ G KQa . dzNBlFdz 2F 9YSNHSyOe aSRAOFtT {SNBAOSa G2

In FFY 2012, the presentation and coordination of training

programs will continue to be a major component of New

2Nl Qa O2YLINBKSYyaA@S AYLIF ANBR |
GTSavill continue to support training progransich as

the Standardized Field Sobriety Testing/Drug Recognition

Expert (SFST/DRE) @hd Advanced Roadside Impaired

Driving Enforcement (RDE)programs.

Training for prosecutors of DWI cases wl8ocontinue to
be provided and théraining initiatives begun in FFY 2010

n to provide drug recognition training to parole officers and
probation officers will also continuet. £  ya G2 LINRRdzOS Nttt OlFff @ARS2a
SFST programs are alswerway.

In addition, efforts to expand thBrug Impairment Training for Education Professionals (DIWilEP)

continue. The CD produced last year to promote the DITEP program will be accessible for viewing on
YouTube through the Departmentof Motor VeHi S& Q wSa2dzNDSa F2NJ 0KS | 2dzy 3¢
gAftf 06S LINPOARSR 2y GUKS { I FSb, 6So0aArisSQa 5L¢c9t L
within the state, on request, and will also be distributed to other states with DITEP programs.

The GTSC also continues to raise public awareness of t @. & n nr“nk nri“er

dangers of drinking and driving through statewide media 7
campaigns and at sporting events throughout the year. ey | M“"Iﬂreu
N~ @ 8 N i .
20 Bus LEtie Sivl. SN
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holiday season. 4o DRIVE SOBER.
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To further highlight the dangers of impaired driving, the
GTSC conducted a series of SDO¥A Awareness Nights

in cooperation with the Department of Motor Vehicles
(DMV) Division of Field Investigation (DHIhese events
were held at college basketball, professional hockey and
minor league baseball games and provided the
opportunity to heighten awareness of the risks and
consequences of impaired driving among the thousands in

BT .
SHRCTRS emmEm attendance. The GTSC plansdaduct both media

" campaigns and public awareness nights again in FFY 2012.

e —
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Vigorous enforcement of New 2 NJ Q& A Y LI AwhlbermaRthide @itilirBthefstatérithe
coming year, law enforcement agencies will implement coordinated deterrgnitatives,sobriety
checkpoints, multagency saturation patrols and other high visibility enforcement activities. These
enforcement strategies are often combined with a public awarewessponent and media campaign.
bSgé |, 2 NPTOBDWIE pfodranisthe GTSC anthe law enforcement community will also continue
to participate in the national impaired driving enforcement periods.

REVIEW OF DATA

The core outcome measure used to monitor progress in this area is the number of dlopladaied
drivingfatalities defined as the number of fatalities in crashes involving drivers and motorcycle
operators with a BAC of .08 or abovgased on FARS data, alceimapaired driving fatalities have been
on a downward trend, decreasing from 433 in 2006 to 322009, a 26% reduction. This measure
cannot be updated at this time due to the delay in the availability of 2010 FARS data.

ALCOHOIMPAIRED DRIVING ALCOHOIMPAIRED DRIVING FATALITIE!
500 FATALITIES* AND 3YEAR MOVING AVERAGE
500
450 433

450 | 417

433
417
400 377 400
346
350 i 321 350
300 T T T T E_\ 300

409

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 - 321
*Fatalities in crashes involving drivers and motorcycle 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
operators with a BAC of .a8 above. N )
Source:FARS —$—Fatalities == 3-Yr Moving Average

*Fatalities in crashes involving drivers and motorcycle operato
with a BAC of .08 or above
Source: FARS

Additional analysesdsed on
RIGF FNBY bSg
file were conducted to provide

ALCOHORELATED FATAL AND PERSONAL IBRRASHES

a more comprehensive piCtUl'e 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010**
of the trend in écoholrelated

crashes in the state. It should Fatal Crashes 359 344 355 329 320
be noted thatNew York a %of all fatal crashes 27.06 28.20 30.606 31.0% 28.7%
methodology todetermine # of fatalities 397 373 381 361 347
alcohotrelated eashes,

from the methodology used by % of all injurycrashes 42% 40% 3.9% 39% 3.7%
FARS. # of persons injured 7,293 7,175 6,886 6,810 5,972

A .,. A « *All data in this table are based ooljzereported crashes
! _a_S R 2y UKS a **Data for 2010 are preliminary

preliminary 2010 data, alcohol Source: NYS AIS

related fdal crashes and |
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fatalities continued on downward trends, declining by 3% and 4%, respectively, between 2009 and 2010.
Compared to 2008 and 2009, alcohelated fatal crashes accounted for a smaller proportion of the
total crashes in 2010 (29% comparedsto in 2008 and 2009).

There were also improvements in all the measures related to ale@aied injury crashes and injuries.
The number of alcoheklated injury crashes, the proportion of total injury crashes that were aleohol
related and the numbeof persons injured in these crashes have all been on a consistent downward
trend since 2006.

The figure below provides information on the role of the different age groups of drivers in alcohol
related fatal and personal injury (F&PI) crashes and imgadriving arrests. Impairediglersin the

three age groupsinder 30 years of ageontinued to be highly overrepresented in both alcokelated

fatal and personal injurgrashes andrrests forimpaired driving when compared with the proportion of
licensed driversn those age groups. In 2010, drivers under the legal drinking age of 21 represented 5%
of the licensed drivers but accounted for 9% of the impaired drivers in aleelated fatal and personal
injury crashes and 8% of the drivers arrestedimpaired driving. Drivers ages-24 represented 6% of

the licensed drivers but were involved in 18% of both the impaired driving fatal and personal injury
crashes and arrests.

Licensed Drivers, Impaired Drivers Involved in AlcoRalated Fatal and
Personal Injury Crashes and Drivers Arrested for Impaired Driving

30% by Age Group: 2010* 26%
25% L1 23%

20%
20% 18%18%  170d8% 170/ °19%49% 19%

15%

10%

5%

0%
25-29 30-39 40-49 60+
M Licensed Drivers (n=11,285,830)

H Impaired Drivers in A-R F&PI Crashes (n=4,226)

H Impaired Driving Arrests (n=57,181)

50-59

16-20 21-24

*Datafor 2010 are preliminary
Sources:NYS Driver's Licengde,AlSand TSLED system; Suffolk CouTyORDWI; and NYPD

Impaired driving arrests have been on a

IMPAIRED DRIVING ARRESTS

downward trend in New York&e. After 68,000 64,023

increasing to 64,023 in 200he&number of 64,000 | 61,653 62,227

drivers arrested for impaired driving 60.000 60,375

consistently declined over the next three years. 57,181
56,000

Based on preliminary data, there were 57,181 l

[ ired driving arrests in 2010, a decrease of 52,000

'mpaire 9 ’ 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010*

11% compared t@007.

*Datafor 2010 are preliminary
Sources: NYS TSLED system, Suffolk CountyDSVIG#d NYPD
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In 2010, the New York City Police
Department (NYPD) and the other local
police agencies in the state were
responsible for more than 50% of the
impaired driving arrests (18% and 33%,
respectively).

PROPORTION OF DRIVERS ARRESTED
FOR IMPAIRED DRIVING BY TYPE OF
ENFORCEMENT AGENCY, 2010*

The New York State Police made 26% of
the arreds and county police agencies
were responsible for the remaining 23% of
the drivers arrested.

M State Police ®County ENYPD i Other Local

*Data for 2010 are preliminary
Sources:NYS TSLED, Suffolk County $X@Pand NYPD

PERFORMANCE GOALS AND MEASURES

Performance Goals

x To decrease alcohd@inpaired drivingatalities5 percentfrom 321in 2009to 305 by December
31,2012

x  To reduce the number opersons injured in alcohaklated crashes 5 percefriom 5,972in
2010to 5,673by December 312012

Performance Measures

x  Number ofalcoholimpaired driving fatalities

x  Number of alcohelmpairedinjuries

Activity Measures

x  Numberof impaired drivingarrests

x  Number of training programs provided for prosecutors, probation officers, toxicologists and
judges

x  Number of SFST and DRE instructors and the number of officers trained
x  Number of officers trained in ABE
x  Number of SFSTefresher courses for officers

x  Number of educational professionals completing DITEP training
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STRATEGIES

Statewide Coordination of Activities Targeting Impaired Driving

Impaired Driving Advisory Council

In the coming year, the Impaired DriviAgvisory Coucil established b TS@ill continue to combat

Ff O2K2f YR RNXzZZ AYLI ANBR RNR QDAY IAdasyry Gotndis ad 6SQa
broado SR YR Ay Of dzRSa (i K Sstath dgencypartneisii Niie$earhsTosug aheé | Y R
the areasof general deterrence; legislatiaand sanctions; enforcement; prosecution; courts; probation;
assessment, evaluatieandtreatment; licensing/relicensing and research. The teamsaiiltinue to

develop, implement and evaluafetential innovative actities, programs and countermeasures that

address the problem of impaired driving. Periodically, each team will prepare a brief cepitst

activities, findings and recommendations for presentation at Team lreadetings. The teams will

continue to meein the coming year to work on new issues and initiativeis; éxpected that two to

three meetingswill be held with team leaders to discuss progress emtimon issuethat have been

identified.

Enforcement of Impaired Driving Laws

Initiatives wil continue to be supported on both the state and
local levels to increase enforcement of the impaired driving
laws. Generally, local DWI enforcement efforts are funded
through the New York State STOWI program. The GTSC ma
use grant funds to supporhe development and
implementation of innovative enforcement strategies by local
agenciesncludinghigh visibility enforcement programsuch as
regionalsaturation patrols, sobriety checkpoints and organizeq
statewide mobilizations, as well as particifatiin the national
impaired driving mobilizations.

Efforts to publicize enforcement activities will be pursued. Materials supporting the national
mobilization campaigns and the lo&TOFDWI programs will be provided llge GTSC. Data from the
mobilizaions will be compiled by th&TS@nd provided tahe National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration (NHTSA). To ensure that coordinateplired driving messagese delivered
throughoutthe state, the GTSC will provide funding for public informati@terials through the STGP
DWI Foundation.

TheGTSC provides grant funds for impaired driving programs implemented statewide that have local
benefits for law enforcementTheDivision of Criminal Justice Servid@€JBwill continue a program
started in D10 to furnish all local police departments with the latest technology in Heeld

preliminary breath testing instruments to be used at the roadside;itiseruments will be supported

and maintained by th®CJSThe number of instruments each departmesteives will be determined

by the size of the agency. The DCJS will also provide SFST update training for police officers in the
coming year.
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The New York State Police will continue to conduct a vigorous high visibility impaired driving
enforcement progam that includes both road details and underage enforcement. A variety of
strategies, including checkpoints, roving patrols and sting operations, will be used to detect impaired
drivers. The State Police will also continue to conduct public informatioipaigns that address the
issue of impaired driving. In addition, since toxicologists from the State Police toxicology lab provide
expert testimony in DWI cases, the GTSC will provide funding to train lab personnel in the latest
techniques and developmésin the field.

Impaired Driving Programs for High Risk Groups

In addition to general deterrence approaches to reduce impaired driving, programs and strategies that
focus on specific groups of drivers are needed. In particular, special efforteegledhto address

underage drinking and driving. Strategies to limit access to alcohol by persons under the age of 21 will
continue to be supported iIRFY2012.

Underage Drinking and Driving

I Y 22N O02YLRYySyd 2F GKS & i ves fudidagentzysikng dideratiSns. LINSE @S y i
The GTSC provides funding to support these enforcement operations, which include purchasing scanners
to check for fraudulent and altered IDs and conducting public information and education activities.

TheState Policenaintain a tolfree number (3866-UNDER 21) tenableindividuals to report incidents
of underage drinking and underage drinking and driving. Based on reported data, each Troop will
conduct at least one detail per month to check retail establishmentstaverns for underage sales
during peak consumption times.

The DMV DFWwill continue to combat underage salegthugh a program that focuses on the prevention
of fraudulent identification use. Mukagency teams will be used in tkaforcement operations

Alcohol Education for Parents

The GTSC will continue to support programs to educate parents and other adults on the risks of
providing access to alcohol to those undge21. Several municipalities and counties in New York State
KFI3S Syl ODdRtf K@K ¢ a #he pblite tayokargd &dults who pradvide alcohol in

their homes to underage persons without havilogwitnessthe consumption.

Interventions atColleges to Reduce Underage Alcohol Consumption

Collegebased interventions are @ecessary component in the fight against underage drinking and
driving. There is a need for broddsed programs that include the involvement of the school
administration in controlling the availability and consumption of alcohol on camitferts to ppmote
cooperationbetween colleges andff-campus establishments and communication with the surrounding
communities will also be supported.

Local Interdiction at Point of Sale

The BCJSvill continue to provide data to the county STO®WI programs for usi identifying the

alcohol beverage establishments that have been the last drinking location for drivers subsequently
arrested for DWI. The STMORVI prograns are able to work with local agencisd with the New York
State Liquor Authority (SLA) to addsgwoblem establishments using countermeasures such as server
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training and monitoring license compliance. The SDW@R programs are also finding new ways to use
these data in their programming.

Repeat DWI Offender Programs

The problem of DWI recidivisrma persistent drinking drivers will continue to be addressed through the
Drinking Driver Program (DDP) and its treatment referral mechanafith the support of the GTSC, an
information system is being developed to facilitate the exchange of informaeonden the DDP

providers and the Department of Motor Vehicles. The GTSC will also support the participation of repeat
DWI offenders in a traffic safety program provided by @fficeof Probation and Correctional

Alternatives QPCA) and other similar iratives.

Educational Programs and Training

The GTSC will continue to support public awareness and educational programs, as well as training for
police officers, court personnel, probation officers and others who are responsible for enforcing and
proseating impaired driving offenses and sanctioning and monitoring convicted offenders.

Networks for Educational Outreach

The use of various networks to deliver educational outreach to specific groups and venues will be
supported. The GTSC and the STOWIFoundation will create public information matesab be used
in outreach programsthese materialsvill feature thestate message while still maintaining the local
identity of the county STGBW!I programs.

The GTSC will continue to support communityreach at venues such as race tracks, fairs and

community events. Fatal vision goggles and a driver simulator have been purchased by the GTSC to use
Fd GKSaS S g SiwimafercemettlaBon®abitiiu@ta assist in these efforts by recruiting

the participation of local agencies.

Underage Drinking and Driving

There is a continued need for a public information and education campaign targeting the problem of
drinking and drivindpy persons under the age of 2The messages should incorporate the
conseqguences of underage drinking and impaired driving, including the physical and psychological
ramifications, the risk of crashes, the effects of binge drinkéthgphol poisoning, alcoholisamd
associated crime.

The GTSC will continue to promotedasupport initiatives calling for law enforcement to form multi

agency regional enforcement teams to gather intelligence on underage drinking activity and take
coordinated enforcement actions against underage consumers and retailers who sell alcoholic
bewerages to minors. To deter underagleoholpurchases, local police will continue to be trained in

0KS RSGSOGAZ2Y 2F T NTNOERILANE gtliier oRyAidizai@willeéntinteXxdO Sy 4 S & @
educate alcohol beverge sellers and servers about thedghl responsibilities, as well as how to

recognize fraudulent IDs. Programs to educate parents ath@utonsequencesf providing alcohol to

minors will also be supported.

In addition, the GTSC will develop educational materials explaining the conseguaicreating,
purchasing and using fraudulent documents to purchase alcoholic beverages.
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Drug-lmpaired Driving — —

The GTSC coordinates and supports the statewide program
to train and deploy Drug Recognition Experts (DREs)will
continue to provide DRé&ertification training to police
officers throughout the state. Through-depth

experiential training and a rigorous curriculum, this
intensive course provides the law enforcement communit
with legallyrecognized expert withesses who have the too
necessary to detect and arrest those who operate a motor
vehicle while impaired by drugs and provide testimony tha
will lead to a conviction.

While gudiescontinue toshow thatimpairment bydrugsis a prevalent factor in motor vehicle fatalities,
the number of arrests for drugged driving is relatively l@wven in localities that have trained DREs. To
improve drug impaired driving detection, the GM(Ccontinue to support thestatewide

implementation of Advanced Roadside Impaired Driving EnforcefddRItDE) training for patrol officers.
Although the RDEtraining is not as intense as the DRE training, it provides a solid foundation for
officers to make drugmpaireddriving arrests that can be adjudicated successfully.

The GTSC will also conteto train more instructors to teach the DITEP (Drug Impairment Training for
Educational Professionals) coursine DITEP training was developed to help fight the growing problem
of drugs inschools School personnel are trained to recognize and evalsatdents who are abusing

and impaired by drugsThe requests for DITEP training have continued to increase.

Training Programs for Local Police and Court Personnel

Increased opportunities to receive training onpaired drivingdetection and innovative rdforcement
techniques will be made available to local police and prosecutomigh the New York State Traffic
SafetyResource Prosecut@di SRP) and the New York Prosecufmaining InstitutéNYPTI) Training to
increase the courtroom skills of offieemaking DWI arrests and training for probation officers,
prosecutors and judges on the techniques of handling impaired driving caseswitleaprovided.

The GTSC wilsocontinue to support training for prosecutors and law enforcement on proseguti
traffic-related cases, especially those involving drugs and alcohol. Training topics include DWI trial
advocacy, prosecuting the driigpaireddriver and ARIDE traininglhis training provides local District
Attorneys and their staffs with the latestformationon law enforcement practices and judicial
decisions in impaired driving cases

DWI and Drug Courts

Drug courts offer an alternative approach to the more traditional sanctions imposed for alcohol and
drug abuse and related criminal activitgcluding DWI Persons sentenced to drug court are subjected
to an extensive supervision and treatment program. In exchange for successful completion of the
program, the court may dismiss the original charge, reduce or set aside a sentence, offer seene le
penalty or offer a combination of these.
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Implementation of Ignitioninterlock Sanctions

The GTSC provides funding to thHiceof Probation and Correctional Alternativé8RCA) to assist with

GKS O22NRAYIFGAZ2Y | YR A YibdiinfeNoSkypiddramihitlyhab€en éxidédded G I G S
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to carry out its oversight responsibilities for the ignition interlock program and to provide support fo

the monitoring function delegated to the counties.

Q
y

DWI Victim Impact Panels

New York Stateontinues to encourage the establishment@#VI Victim Impact Panelghich many

courts useas a sentencing option. DWI victims also speak in schools, at cotyrauents and on radio

and TV and help to produce videos about the tragedies associated with impaired driving. These panels
are funded at the local level, generally with user fees or county oM@Ffunds.

Research and Evaluation

Research and evaluaticgtudies will be conductetb identify specific issues thaeed to be addressed

by policy or program initiativeandto support the efforts of the Impaired Driving Advisory Council.
Areas for investigation may include drugged driving, young drivers #metr @pecific demographics and
the adjudication of impaired driving offensbg the courts. Research on the driving histories of persons
convicted of DWI will continue and may be expandBdaluations of existing programs will be
conducted to determineheir effectiveness with regard to their stated goals and objectives. Support
will also be provided for evaluation projects related to the implementation of new lawsgaafufill
requirements foregislativelymandated studies.

In FFY 2010, the Ingtie for Traffic Safety Management and Research (ITSMR) conducted a study of
recidivism among drivers convicted of impaired driving and the enforcement and adjudication of the
Aggravated DWI (ADWI) law. ITSMR has two research projects currently undeRkFy2011. The first

Aa +y S@Ltdz GAz2y 2F GKS AYLISYSylGldaGAzy 2F (KS (g2
and adjudication of violations involving drivers arrested for impaired driving with children under age 16

in the vehicle; and 2) thextent to which the ignition interlock requirement is being implemented as

intended. The second study focuses on alcabtdted crashes involving motorcycles. Special impaired

driving research and evaluation studies will continue to be conducted i2FRY
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POLICE TRAFFIC SERVICES

OVERVIEW

Public Information and Education (PI&E) and aggressive enforcement of the New York State Vehicle &

Traffic Laws are the cornerstone of Police Traffic Services. The combination of high visibility

enforcemen and sustained traffic safety messaging has proven to be effective in confronting dangerous

driving behaviors and has become an important component of the overall traffic safety program in New

York. This enforcement model has been applied to SelectafécTEnforcement Programs (STEP) which

use dedicated traffic enforcement details to address specific types of unsafe driving behaviors and to
Comprehensive Traffic Enforcement Programs (CTEP) which take a more general approach. Police

Traffic Services@l2z Sy O2 YLI aa GNIAYyAy3d 2LIRNIdzyAdASa F2N GK
which skills are honed and the latest in traffic enforcement tactics are shared.

To supplement the more traditional training programs offered in the state, the NY 8iatsz0 of Chiefs

of Police has developed a series of audio podcasts for law enforcement on a number of topics including
speeding, distracted driving, impaired driving and nighttime seat belt enforcement. The poaleasts

portable files, easily transmittethrough email attachments and as links in electronic newsletters. They

Oy Fftaz2 o6S R2gyf2FRSR TNRY (GKS 1 aa20AF0A2yQa 6S0o
car computers and MP3 players for police officers to listen to while on patrol.

A primary focus of the Police Traffic Services program area is strategies to reduce speeding and
aggressive driving among New York State motorists. These objectives are realized through the
implementation of Selective Traffic Enforcement Programs (STieR$ dedicated traffic enforcement
details are deployed to address specific unsafe driver behaviors. STEPS are custom designed by
enforcement agencies to address unigue traffic safety problems in their particular locality.

New York also continues taibg attention to the
epidemic of distracted driving behavior and its role as a
major contributing factor in crashes. In 2001, New York
became the first state in the nation to ban the use of
handheld cell phones while driving, and in 2009, the
state enaced new legislation prohibiting the use of any
portable electronic device to send text messages or
e-mails while driving.

Over the past two years, New York has participated in a
national distracted driving enforcement demonstration
project based on theiggh visibility enforcement modelAs one of the two states in the nation selected
by NHTSA to participate in tipeoject, Nev York is pleased with the success of the feniorcement

t2ft A0S ¢NI FTFBO { SNUA



waves that were implemented irByracusgethe demonstration site TheSyracuse City Police

5SLI NIYSYyGs hy2yRIFEIlF [/ 2dzydié {KSNAFFTQa hFFAOS I yR
during the four high visibility cell phone enforcement waves and issum@ than9,500tickets for

texting and talking on cell phoneghile driving.

Enforcement strategies related to impaired driving, occupant protection, motorcycle safety and
pedestrians, bicycles and other whesglorts are included under their respective sections in the Highway
Safety Strategic Plan.

Soeed

Becawse of its role as a contributing factor in crashes, speeding
continues to be a major traffic safety issue in New York State.
Excessive speed increases both the frequency of crash events and
severity of the crashes that occur. Vehicles being operated
excessive speeds pose a serious risk to all users of the public high
and the crashes that result are often very costly in terms of human
tragedy and economic costsh@ GTSC and its partners are working
together to develop strategies that will enheethe comprehensive
approach to this serious problem.

B

In addition to traditionaradar technologyinnovative strategieand
new technologiesre being used by law enforcement to address the
problem of speedingOne example is the use of LIDAPeedmeasuring equipmentat uses light
emitting diodes to measure speed and cannot be detedtgdnotorists.

LYON
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Proven to be &ighly effectivestrategy in apprehendingpeeders and other aggressive drivete use
2TF2@HELINRFAL SE  LBbtdibd@xpanded amdnthOteaffidierfgfaBent motor patrol fleets
of the State Police anNew York's couy and local police departments. In another initiative, Taffic
Incident Management Teams (TIMS}ablished by thé&tate Policeontinue to take a z®-tolerance
approach to speeidgin designated work zonesWhen the road construction season ends, the TIMS
enforcement units, equipped with laser speed measuring devices, are deployed to other high crash
areas where speeding and aggressive driving sHerare prevalent.

Aggressive Driving

Aggressive driving is a broadrm used to describe a variety of unsafe and illegal driving behaviors
includingspeeding, following too closely, failure to yield the rigiftiway and failure to stop at red lights
andstop signs. Theseolations contribute to many crashes that resulinjuries and fatalities Despite
media coverage that h&scused extensivattention on the phenomenon of aggressive drivititese
unsafe behaviorsontinue to be a serious issuespecially with the increasirgaffic volume and
O2y3SaitArzy 2y Ndhyays ErfdrcemdatStraiegids anfl @ initiatives to address
these dangerous driving behaviors will continue to be supported.
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Distracted Driving

Distracted drivings generally associated with the behavior of talking on a Haald phone while

driving. However, distracted driving encompasses much more than the use of a cell phone. The New
York State Vehicle & Traffic Law also forbids drivers from texting whilagitiging a cell phone or any
other type of portable electronic device such as PDAs,
laptop computers and portable computing devices.

Other types of distracted driving behavior that by
themselves are not illegal can also lead to a traffic cras
adjustng the radio, talking with passengers, reading a ' '

YL 2N y@dKAy3 StasS GKFG aGrFr1Sa G6KS RNAGSNDRa aGas
Because all of the various forms of distracted driving can and do contribute to crashes, theseftypes

unsafe driver behaviors must be addressed through a variety of enforcement and educational strategies

In FFY 2012, New York will maintain its commitment to the reduction of cell phone use and texting while
drivinga motor vehiclehrough the Selecti¥ Traffic Enforcement Program (STEP) grant program. In
addition, New York will continue to pursue funding opportunities to promote the reduction of distracted
driving statewide.

REVIEW OF DATA

New York maintains twtraffic ticket

TOTAL TICKETS ISSUED systems: th&rafic Safety Law Enforcement
4,250,000 and Disposition (TSLED) system which covers
4,065,136 4095908 4 1 454,080,449 most of the state and thé&dministrative

4,020,143 Adjudicdion (AA) system which covers the

4,000,000 large metropolitan areas (New York City,
Buffalo and Rochester) and tfige western
3,750,000 towns in SuffoliCounty.
Analyses of the combineditket datafor
3,500,000 ; . . .

20062010 show relatively small changes in
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010*

*Data for 2010 are preliminary

Sources: NYBSLED and AA systems PROPORTION OF TICKETS ISSUED

) ) BY TYPE OF POLICE AGENCY, 2010*
the number of total tickets since 2006. The largest

change in the numbers occurred between 2009 and
2010 when the number of tickets issued decreased
by approxinately 60,000 (less than 2%).

The proportions of tickets issued by the State
Police, county agencies and local police agencies
have remained fairly constant over time. In12Q
the State Police issue2B%of all traffic tickets; i State Police m County ®NYPD 1 Other Local
county agencies issueib%; the New York City *Datafor 2010 are preliminary

Police Department (NYPD) issued 0% all other Sources: NYS TSLED and AA systems

local agencies issu&t¥%
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Speed

The core outcome measure for this program area is speeadilaged fatalities. Based on FARS data,
speedingrelated fatalities were on a steady dowavd trend over the fiveyear period, 2002009,
decreasing from 456 to 368 his measure cannot be updated at this time due to the delay in the
availability of 2010 FARS data.

SPEEDINBELATED FATALITIES AND

SPEEDINGELATED FATALITIES 550 3-YEAR MOVING AVERAGE
500
450 4l po5
417 410 450 b 398
350 350 368
300 T T T T 1
300 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Source:FARS

=== Speed-Related Fatalities ==i==3-Yr Moving Average

Source:FARS
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strictly comparable due to definitional differences between the two systelmshe AIS, speetklated

crashes are defined as those crashes with a contributing factor of unsafe speed and/or a crash where a

driver has been ticketefbr speeding.

As the table shows,

speedrelated fatal SPEEfRELATED FATAL AND PERSONAL INJURY CRASH
crashes were on a

general downward trend 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010**
betweden 2?106 anld 2010. Fatal Crashes 391 369 379 314 289
Based on the preliminal

data for 2010,pspeed i % of all fatal crashes 30.9% 31.3% 32.7%  29.6% 25.9%
related fatal crashes # of fatalities 439 406 412 357 319
declined 8% fromthe 1y crashes 13,048 14406 14207 13,202 12,410

previous year (289 versus

0, ini 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
314 in 2009). % of all injury crashes  10.6%  11.5% 11.7% 11.0% 10.8%

# of persons injured 19,474 21,137 20,595 19,326 18,105

Speedrelated fatal *All data in this table are based on policeported crashes
crashes also accounted “Patafor 2010are preliminary
. Source: NYS AIS
for a smaller proportion
of the total fatal crashes.
In 2010, 26% of the fatal crashes were spesldted compared to 30% in 2009.

Fatalities in speedelated crashes also continued on a downward trend; in 2010, there were 319
fatalities compared to 357 in 2009, an 11% decrease.

The number of injury crashes involving speed and the number of persons injured in speddiad
crashes also declined in 2010. Between 2009 and 2010, spksdd injury crashes declined by 6% and
the number of persons injured decreased by 6%.
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SPEEDING TICKETS ISSUED . ' .
Statewide, law enforcement officers issued more

than 709,00Gspeeding ticketén 2010. Over the
746,454 five-year period, 2008010, speeding tickets
704,169709,078 accounted for 18%.9% of the approximately four
million tickets isaed annually.

800,000

750,000 [735.222731 313

700,000

650,000

600,000

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010*

*Data for 2010 are preliminary
Sources: NYS TSLED & AA systems

Aggressive Driving

Analyses of the contribing factors inpolicereportedfatal and personal injury crashaslicate that

unsafe driving behaviors associated with aggressive driving are persistent factors in crashes.
IN2010,4 F I A f dzNB  ( of-68 AaSritiRiediokd8& NN DR NI Ay wmc: 2F (K O NJ
Of 2 avddabcafactorin 162%F (G KS ONJ a K S & Iad-ayabtor in dayoot thie SatalzandS S
injury crashes.

S
R¢

PROPORTION OF POHREIPORTED FATAL AND INJURY CRASHES W
CONTRIBUTING FACTORS ASSOCIATED WITH AGGRESSIVE DRI

18%
16.1% 16.0% 16.0% 16.3%
16% * ——
14% i -
14.2% 14.4% 14.4%
12% 11.4% 11.6% 10.9% 107
10:%/_M 0
10% T T T T 1
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010*

=—$=—Failure to Yield ROW == Following Too Closely == Unsafe Speed

*Datafor 2010 are preliminary
Note: Many crashes have multiple factors reported
Source:NYS AIS

Distracted Driving

The fble below provides information on the extent to which driver inattention/distraction is reported
as a contributing factor on police reports of fatal and personal injury crashes, as well as the role the
particular distracted driving behavior of cell phonge plays.
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FATAL AND PERSONAL INJURASHES

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010**

Fatal Crashemvolving Distracted Driving 143 132 118 119 140
% of all fatal crashes 10.8% 10.8% 10.2% 11.2% 12.6%
Fatal Crashes Invaivg Cell PhondJse 3 5 2 6 8
% of all fatal crashes 0.2% 0.4% 0.2% 0.6% 0.7%
Injury Crashesnvolving Distracted Driving 22,729 23,244 22,985 23,631 23,426
% of all injury crashes 18.5% 18.6% 18.9% 19.6% 20.5%
Injury Crashes Involving Cell Phone Use 252 252 257 296 299
% of all injury crashes 0.2% 0.2% 0.2% 0.2% 0.2%

*All data in this table are based on poloeported crashes
**Data for 2010 are preliminary
Source: NYS AIS

After being on a downward trend between 2086d 2009, the number of fatal crashes where distracted
driving was reported as a contributing factor increased to 140 in 2010. In addition, the proportion of
fatal crashes that involved distracted driving in 2010 increased to 13% compared tb1%0%the four
previous yearsCompared to 2009, distracted driving was reported as a contributing factor in a slightly
smaller number of personal injury crashes in 2010 (23,426 versus 23,631 in 2009); however, as a
proportion of all injury crashes, 21% invohdidtracted driving compared to 1920% in 20062009.

Cell phone use, one of the unsafe driving behaviors frequently associated with driver inattention and
distraction continues to be reported as a contributing factor in less than 1% of fatal anddrashes.

In 2010, eight fatal crashes were reported to involve cell phone use, two more than in 2009; the number
of injury crashes involving cell phone use also increased slightly from 296 to 299.

PERFORMANCE GOALS AND MEASURES

Performance Goal

x To decrease speddgrelated fatalities 5 percent from 368 2000 to 350 by December 31, 2012

Performance Measure

x  Number ofspeedingrelated fatalities

Activity Measures

x  Total umber of tickets issued
x  Number of tickets issued for speeding violations
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STRATEGIES

Selective Traffic Enforcement Pro grams (STEP)

Through theSelective Traffic Enforcement Programs (S,HEE)
GTSC provides funding for law enforcement agencies to targe
local traffic safety issues. These issues are identified through fh ‘
analysis of crash data that identify commonalities such as cras g
locations, contributing factors and day and time. Based on the® \:
results, agencies then design and implement traffic safety
education and enforcement programs within their communitie
with the god of reducing the frequency of crashes in the

v
targeted areas. s -2

In FF2012, the primary emphasis in Police Traféov&es will continu¢o be STEP projects which focus
on unsafe speed and aggressive drivietpaviors. STEPs use a variety of enforcemeahniques such

as stationary or moving patrgllowvisibility (lowprofile) patrol cars fobetter detection and

apprehension, highisibility patrol cars for prevention and deterrence and safety checkpoints. Over 300
local police agencieare expectedo participate in the STEP program in FFY2201

Speed Enforcement Programs

The GTSC will continue to supponf@cement projects designed to increase compliance with speed
limits on all types of roadwayd/arious speed enforcement strategies wilused, including dedicated
roving patrols and saturation enforcement details within designated areas. While enforcement in high
= el crash areas is encouraged, routine dayday enforcement is

Ifa2 ySSRSR (2 AyONBlIaS GKS Llzf A
what are you apprehension Safety education and informational materials

o may also be provided in conjunction with enforcemetrt.
WILEROMHEAY  addition, he coordination of higivisibility statewide

enforcement initiatives will be supported.

—— SAFENY.COM
T REIAM

The State Policepeed enforcement progm focuses on
conductingenforcement detailst high crash areasmnon-
2. : interstate highways The State Police will continue to use
ticket, crash and other datto ensure that patrols are deployed to the areas that have the most
significant traffic safetproblems.

Speed enforcement activities will continue to make greater use of newer technokgiésagiual

antenna radar devices, which provide the ability to monitor traffic from two directions simultaneously,

and new generation RADAR (Radio Detectiamh Ranging) whictegisters the speeds of target vehicles
whether the traffic officer is stationary or mobile. The use of LIDAR (Light Detection and Ranging) speed
detection units will also be expandgtihese units have pinpoint accuracy and are geaited for

enforcement on congested roadwayshelState Police, as well as many local police agencies)sill
continue to deploy low profile patrol cars which are veryefiveat apprehending speeders.
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Enforcement of the Cell Phone Law UtngUJ M

Enforcement othe & i | defSpRane laws addressed largely D It

throughthe STEP program. The GTSCalsiflinclude enforcement

information about cell phones in its statewide prograifthe New York State Police will continue to

02y RdzOU UGKS &dzOOSUp&a TLAMEP HMILIS NG KINR G A Yy F IRNA GSNE  dzd A
hundred mile New York State Thruway.

Commercial Vehicle Enforcement

An effective commercial vehicle enforcement program must include enforcement of hazardous
materials and equipment violationgjeights and measures, houof-service, seat belt usage and other
regulations. While it is recognized that special training is required for even cursory checks of
commercial vehicle weight, equipment, load securement and logbooks, the GTSC will engalicge
agencies receiving grant funding to include routine traffic enforcement of commercial vehicle operators
in their enforcement programsPolice agencies will also be encouraged to enforce unsafe driving and
traffic violations committed byrivers d other vehicles in the vicinity of commercial vehicldhe GTSC

will continue to work with theNYS Department of Transportation, the New York State Piiiee,

Federal MotorCarrier Safety Administraticend the trucking industry to ensure that commexiciehicé
traffic safety is maintained.

Operation Safe Stop

Operaion Safe Stop is an education and enforceme, (t e e
program designed to protect school children when e g
boarding and exiting school buseEo encourage
greater law enforcement participatiothe Operation
Safe Stop onglay enforcement evenis now held

the New York Association for Pupil Transportation
and law enforcementill select one day during FFY
2012 to conduct this importanstatewice education
through enforcement eventTheGTSC also continues to recognize passing a stopped schoolaus as
dangerous driving behavior and provides support for enforcement of these violations throughfe S
grant program.

Rural Traffic Law Enforcem ent

LG Aa LINRP2SOGSR GKIFG (KS { KS KASEMAE projedzMiththe Medd ¥ F A O
C2N] {GFOS {KSNAFTaAQ ! &a2 OA Isuppor tfie traffs Midenfgreementt (G KS L
and related community traffic safefforts of 12Sheriff's Officesn New York State in FFY 2012. In

addition to the previous patrticipants who are primarily located in the Finger Lakes and western portion

of the state, Schenectady County will also become a full partner in this endeBhisrongoing project

funds overtime for selective traffic enforcement efforts, gguent and projectrelated travel and
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training. This project is designed to engage rural counties with respect to the coordination and
integration of not only traffic law forcement activities but also those relatinge¢ducational and
engineering issues that impact crash frequency and severity.

At the request of the Sheriffs of Ontario and Yates counties, a-fagkited program will be developed

to address traffic safetissues specific to the Amish and Mennonite communities in that region. Many

of these concerns relate to necompliance with laws and ordinances that conflict with cultural and
religious beliefs, such as the requirements for reflectors/lights on slowmgoxehicles (horse and

buggies) and bicycle helmets and reflectors. Rather than enforcement, an educational approach and the
building of trust and understanding with the Amish and Mennonite communities will be the basis of the
program. It is anticipatethat the work completed under this effort will serve as a model for others to

use to address similar problems.

The{f KSNAFFEAQ / NAYS | YR [/ ND&dDrideyApdahdhesioTRmetahdTidict { G NJ
Safety (DDACT/)ocess, will continueotbe implemented within selected rural counties. Burglary

remainsthe targeted crime due to the number investigated by the Sheriffs in the participating counties

and becauséhe vast majority of burglariesccurringin rural settings require a vehicle for

transportation to and from the scenéAn analysis of 124 burglary incidents from four selected

townships in Ontario County demonstrated a definite geographical clustering of incidents in high traffic
FNBFa gAGK || @SNE y2il okKASO yQIZYNaNGANR 2f NeEO | (GKSFRI ANGIzyF & a&32So
State Thruway {80) and to the north of New York State Route 96 throughout the jurisdiction. This

analysis, coupled with a similar one completed for Livingston County, demonstrates the viability of this

concept in rural New York. An analysis is currently underway for Genesee County with preliminary

mapping depicting a series of defined geographic locations in the four selected townships. Burglary
incidentanalysisn support of thigproject will continue tcbeofferedo @ G KS { KSNAFFAQ ! 4a2
remaining counties in this project and, time permitting, for other counties, on request.

Statewide Law Enforcement Liaison Program

The continued partnership and engagement of the law enforcement commumihe overall traffic

al ¥FSG@& LINPINIXYY A& | 1Se& O02YLRyYySyld (2 GKS adz0Saa
Law Enforcement Liaison (LEL) Program is comprised of representatives of the New York State Police,
b, { { KSNAXTTa®NYIAsshb@atoh of CHiess pfPoliteywRo are uniquely integrated and work
in cooperation with GTSC and DMV staff on a daily basis. The LELs provide additional resources,
communication networks, and other opportunities that are available through their ézg#ions to

further engage and promote a statewide coordinated response to traffic safety issues. Throughout the
year, the LELs solicit and support law enforcement participation in the Click It or Ticket/Buckle Up New
York mobilization, impaired drivingaekdowns, training programs and other traffic safety initiatives.

The expanded roles of the LELs have led to their involvement in a variety of statewide programs and
assignment to numerous committees associated with the GTSC, DMV, NYSDOT, NHTSAtaaiother
safety partnersin addition, the LELs are responsible for coordinating programs with the NHTSA Law
Enforcement Liaison for Region 1.
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Statewide Traffic Law Enforcement Recognition Program

N The New York Law Enforcement Challenge is a friendly

competition between law enforcement agencies ohsar

NE\N YORK LAW ENF ORCEMENT sizes and types that set and achiearabitious goals for

traffic safety enforcement and educatioibupported and

coordinated by the GTSQ®@etpurpose of the Challenge is to

recognizethe best andmog innovative traffic safety

programs in New YorKThis competition also offers a unique opportunity for a department to establish

itself as a leader in this field.

o CHALLENGE o

*
¥ »
*

* -

el

The areas of concentration for the Law Enforcement Challengediméfiorts to enforcdaws and

educate the public about occupant protection, impaired driving and speedihg.most effective and

noteworthy programs combine officer training, public information and education, and enforcement to

reduce crashes and injuries within jurisdictiots S ¢ , 2 N] Qa LINE 3 NateXChallenge2 y S 2 F
Programsn the countrythat mirror and support the International Association of Chiefs of POIRER

National Law Enforcement Challengehe national Challenge Program is sponsoredHy SA, théACP

FYR GKS blraA2ylt {KSNATFQa ! aa20AlGA2Y

A Challenge Awards Recognition Ceremommgideach year in conjunction with the Empire State Law
Enforcement Traffic Safe(lESLETS) Training Symposiut winning agenciesre also entered to
representNew York State in theational competition.

Training Programs

To increase knowledge and awareness of traffic safety issues and provide instruction in enforcement
techniques and strategiethe GTSC will continue to suppodrious training programs iRFY 2012.
Focusing oithe area of law enforcement, the adjudication of traffic violations, and thesstipion of
convicted violators, training will beonducted for enforcemerpersonnel judges and prosecutorgnd
probation officers.Examples of pragams supported under this strategy include the following:

Empire State Law Enforcement Traffic Saf@&SLET3yaining Symposium

The Empire State Law Enforcement Traffic SqfeBLETS)ainingSymposiumis ahighlyregarded
event held annually folaw enforcementofficers in New York State. Thgrgosium is coordinated by
the New York State Poliegth support from the GTSCRepresentatives

from the GTSC and the Law Enforcement Liaisons from the NYS
Association of Chiefs of Police aheé NYS Sherg ! 342 OAl {
assistance and participate on the planning committee. .

Since 2000, the ESLETS symposiasmprovided thousands of law
enforcement officers with training, skills and knowledge to address
current highway skety issues and the challges dfecting law enforcement5 S & A Dy 18R &
SYT2NODSYSy il ¥ 2 NthefsymposiSnyidisd Baesveri&ng dppditunity for police officers

to share ideas and experiences as wetha®pportunity for the GTSC Chair, NHTSA and other leaders in
highway safety to address a large group of dedicated traffic enforcement officers who are the
cornerstone ofl K S asiicte§sfukinitiatives and program&.scholarship program was introduced in
2011 to enable more officers to benefit from the trainir3gt0 attended the most recent ESLETS
symposium in April 2011.
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Awareness Training: The Scope of Traffic Enforcement

Each traffic stop not only provides an opportunity to correct driver behavior, but also resaltant

encounter where the trained officemay begin to establish reasonable suspicioth respect to

criminal activity An alertandd A G A O t £ 8 GKAY (1 Ay3a¢eé 2FFAOSNI Oy AR
througha careful revieve ¥ G KS @A 2f I (4§2NDa R2 Odzy Sy ddndinbvefial @S ND
mannerisms.To assistinthisregafd KS b, { { KSNATFaQ ! a4a20AFGA2Y 6&A
(Behaviors, Responses, Attitudes, Documentation and Situakbam¥e. This program features a

number of highway interdiction technigues¢eimded with traditional interview and interrogation
techniques. The course also provides information faderal and state case law as it pertains to traffic
stopsandracial profilingand ways taensuee that stops are made as a result of probable caugbauit

regard to the race, gender or ethnic background of the driver or occupants.

Sy
i
£t

Older Driver Awareness TrainingConfronting Issues & Solutions for Law Enforcement

The Older Driver Awareness Trairg@gnfronting Issues and Solutions for Law Enforr@nwvas

RSO®St 2LJSR 60& GKS D¢{/Qa [9[aod ¢KS LINPAINIY ARSYyGA
relate to an aging population and provides specific responses to those concerns. The course provides
information on identifying atisk drivingbehaviors, the physical conditions that affect driving,

appropriate enforcement actions and the DMV referral process. The training also includes information

on resources and networks for the law enforcement community to use when addressing older driver

issues. The LELs from the NYS Sheriffs' Association and the NYS Association of Chiefs of Police instruct

the course which is now available statewide.

Traffic Management Training

The current fiscal environment on the federal, state and local governmemngklés forcing a system

wide rethinking of traditional managerial practiceBo assist local law enforcement in developing and
maintaining viable traffic safety programs and to insure that supplemental funding is used in the most
effective and efficienmannez G KS D¢ {/ > Ay O22LISNI A2y S6AGK GKS b
will continue to develop and present training programs specifickbignedor police traffic managers

and supervisors. Courseshifanaging Retrenchment by Increasing PaBmductivity, Implementing
Crime and Crash Integrated Pat®irategies (based on the DDACTS mo8elpervising Selective Traffic
Law Enforcement Operations, Contenngry Traffic Law Enforcemenflanaging the Police Traffic
Functionand Traffic/TerrorisnEnforcement Issues will be availablthese programs stress the
importance of developing a traffic enforcement philosophy within the overleme of contemporary
policing and serve tmtegrate managerial and operational techniques watintemporarytraffic safety
issues.

School Resource Officer Tool Kit

One of the key elements of any traffic safety program is educafi@w enforcement officers assigned
as School Resource Officers (SROSs) are in a unique position to both educate the general public and
deliver traffic safety programs to the-aisk population of teen driversin 2010, the School Resource
Officer Tool Kit was launched on thevw.SafeNY.ny.gowvebsite to provide resources for SROs, police
officersand traffic safety educatorsTo date, the tool kit has received over 9,000 hits and provided
materials for many traffic safety presentations.
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http://www.safeny.ny.gov/

An inquiry submitted through the tool kit led to a
collaborative traffic safety event involving the GTBE,
National Safety Council, the DMV Office for the Younger
Driver, the City of Cortland Police Department and Cortland
Central School DistricOver 150 parents and teens attended
this event which included a presentation by a victim of a
distracted driving crash, a driving simulator and a parent/tee
traffic safety knowledge contest.

The SRO tool kit will continue to be updated with new
presentations, brochures and PI&E materials as they becor;
available.
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MOTORCYCLE SAFETY

OVERVIEW

The mpularity of motorcycles continues to grow as evidenced by the consistent upward trend in both
motorcycle licenses and registrations over the past dec&larce2001,the number ofdrivers with
motorcycle licenses has increased by 24%chéngover 665,90in 2010. During this same time period,
the number of registered motorcycles has also been on a consistent upward trend with the number
increasing 56% to over 340,000.

Unlike motorcycle licenses and registrations, motorcycle fatal crashes have loeiddla consistent
pattern ove the past ten years. Betweé®09 and 2010, fatal crashes rose from 152 to 180. The
increase that occurred in 2010 was comparable to the decrease in fatal crashes between 2008 and 2009.

MOTORCYCILECENSES, REGISTRATIONS AND FATAL CRASHES

2001-2010
700
600 637 654 666
593 598 618
500 | g53g 559 967
400 307 329 336 340
300 | 218 229 241
200
-— ++¥0W0
100 | 145 141 151 144 168 164 152 180
0 T T T T T T T T T 1
R L T L I L )
== MC Fatal Crashes == MC Registrations (thousands) === MC Licenses (thousands)

*Fatal crash data for 2010 are preliminary
Sources: NYS AIS, NYS Vehicle Registration and Driver's License Files

Because of the concern over thelnerability of
motorcyclists who are sharing the road with much
larger vehicles, New York State has developed and
implemented a program that takes a comprehensive
approach to encouraging and promoting motorcycle
safety. One of the key components of th@gram is
public awareness efforts that address both

motorcyclists and other motorists.
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In FFY 2011, motorcycle safety awareness was promoted
through a number of channels and at a number of events.

az2i2NDeOf Sa¢ atz23ry 2y GKS |
(VMS) and to station the signs on high crash corridors. In

message continued to be distributed for posting on the back
of large trucks. Bmper stickers, kickstand pads and key
chains with motorcycle safety messages continue to be very
popular with the public and more will be distributed at
outreach events later in the year.

I Y 22N O2YLRYSyid 2F bS¢g | 2 Npsadinpedve nddiBdcksaietlyd S
in the state is the Motorcycle Safety Program (MSP) administered by the NYS Department of Motor
Vehicles (DMV). In existence since 1996, the MSP provides instruction and field training to improve the
riding skills of motazyclists.

In June 2009, the Motorcycle Safety Foundation (MSF) was awarded a contract to deliver the MSP.
While the number of course enrollments did not grow in 2009 due to the transition to a new contractor,
the MSF program is fully operational as26f10; the MSP is now being delivered at a total of 44 sites
statewide, compared to 23 sites in 200A.total of 16,000 students were enrolled in the training

program in 2010, approaching the level reached in 2008.

MOTORCYCLE SAFETY PROGRAM
STUDENTS TRAINED

19962010
16,363 16,000

13,690
13,158 13:283 13,500

11,017 12,176

9,155
6,984

4,941
3,786
1,950 239
1,020

4990 4991 4998 4990 000 Hq0d 00T 9003 00 000 9000 90T g0 00 1O

Source:NYSDMV MotorcycleSafety Program

The Motorcycle Safety Program Techhikasessment Advisory Group continues to respond to the New
York State motorcycle safety program technical assessment performed by the National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration (NHTSA) in 2008. The technical assessment included a comprehensew overvi
of the Motorcycle Safety Program as it existed in 2008. It provided recommendations to strengthen
areas relating to program management, personal protective gear, operator licensing, rider education
and training, operating under the influence of alcohal drugs, legislation and regulations, law
enforcement, highway engineering and rider conspicuity and motorist awareness programs.

Motorcycle Safety...Padgt6
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While many of the recommendations have already been addressed, there is a need to monitor progress,
evaluate efforts andddress remaining issues. TAdvisoryD N2 dzLJQ & | ré/wtRelrecenta (i 2
changes in the MSP, prioritize the remaining technical assessment recommendations and discuss any
additional motorcycle safety issues. TAdvisoryGroup will continue to megperiodically during

FFY 2012.

The law enforcement training initiative undertaken in 2009 continued in FFY 2011. The New York State
Police and the Law Enforcement Liaisons from the NYS Association of Chiefs of Police and the NYS
{KSNATT2Yg YadRXOKBAA &Gl yOS FTNRY D¢{/ IYyR 5a+Qa af{t
training programs for law enforcement officers. The haadsnstruction provided officers, especially

those assigned to patrol duties, with the knowledge and skills to edunatorcyclists and the public on
motorcycle safety and to enhance enforcement efforts in New York State.

The MSP and GTSC will continue to encourage seasoned motorcyclists to pursue periodic refresher
GNIAyAy3o ¢ KS G&[ SI Nyei ohBxpéridnced 8dbid \hase skiflsnéed Y LI A 3y F 2
sharpening, experienced riders who are transitioning to a larger motorcycle and riders who are

returning to motorcycling after a period of time. Experienced riders represent a significant proportion

of the licersed motorcyclists in New York State.

In the coming year, the GTSC will continue to coordinate, support and administer enforcement
AYAUGALFGAGSa YR SRdAzOFGA2Y YR gl NBySaa LINRINI YA
comprehensive motorcycle safety pig Y @ ¢tKSAaS AYAUGAFGAGSEA | dAYSyYyG Gl
efforts to reduce motorcycle crashes, fatalities and injuries.

REVIEW OF DATA

hyS 2F GKS O2NB 2dzi02YS YSIFadaNBa F2NJ dNFO1Ay3 GKS
program is moorcyclist fatalities. Based on FARS data, the number of motorcyclists killed in crashes has
fluctuated up and down over the fivgear period 200822009. Between 2008 and 2009, there was a 16%
decrease from 184 to 155. This measure cannot be updatedsatithe due to the delay in the

availability of 2010 FARS data.

250 MOTORCYCLIST FATALITIES MOTORCYCLIST FATALITIES
AND 3YEAR MOVING AVERAGE
250
200 194 184 194 184
162 168 155 200 162 175 169
150
155 155
100 T T T T 100 T T T T 1
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

—4—MC Fatalities —ili=3-Yr Moving Average
Source: FARS

Source:FARS
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MOTORCYCLE FATAL AND PERSONAL INJURY CR/

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010*

Fatal Crashes 190 164 184 152 180

% of all fatal crashes 143% 13.% 159% 14.3% 16.1%
# of motorcydists killed 192 171 182 151 183
Injury Crashes 4,272 4,727 4,593 4,347 4,580
% of all injury crashes 31% 34% 34% 32% 3.6%
# of motorcyclists injured 4,515 4,996 4,842 4,497 4,836

*Data for 2A.0 are preliminary
Source: NYS AIS

Analyses of dta from New
2N Qa ! L{
Based on the 2010 preliminary
data, the number of fatal
crashes involving motaycles
continued to fluctuate.In 2010,
the number of fatal crashes
increased to 180 after
decreasing from 184 in 2008 to
152 in D09.

Motorcycle fatal crashes
accounted for 16% of all fatal
crashes in 2010, up from 14% in

2009 and comparable to the proportion in 2008. Motorcyclist fatalities (operators and passengers)
followed a similar pattern increasing from 151 in 2009 to ¥83010, a level comparable to 2008.

Both the number of motorcycle crashes involving personal injuaiesthe number of motorcyclists

injured followed patterns similar to that of fatal crashes. As a result of the increase in injury crashes and

injuries between 2009 and 2010, both measures returned to levels comparable to those in 2008.
Over the fiveyear period, 20062010, motorcycle injury crashes consistently accounted fod38of all

injury crashes.

The second core outcome measure used in naying motorcycle safety is the number of motorcyclists
who died and were not wearing a helmet. Based on FARS data, the numbrgratiheted motorcyclist

fatalitiesdropped to 21 in 2009 after spiking to 36 in 2008. This measure cannot be updated ahthis t
due to the delay in the availability of 2010 FARS data.

UNHELMETED MOTORCYCLIST
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PERFORMANCE GOALS AND MEASURES

Performance Goals

x  To decrease motorcyclist fatities 10 percent from the 2002009 calendar year average of 169
to 152 by December 31, 2012

x To decrease unhelmetanotorcyclst fatalities 10 percent from 21 in 2009 to 19 by December
31, 2012

x  To decrease the number of injured motorcyclists 8 perdeorh the 20082010 calendar base
year average of 4,725 to 4,347 by December 31, 2012

Performance Measures
x  Number of motorcyast fatalities
x  Number ofunhelmetedmotorcycist fatalities

X Number of injured motorcyclists

Activity Measures

x  Number ofMSP cotse enrollments
x Number of new training sites
x Number of motorcycle enforcement initiatives implemented

x  Number ofmotorcycle safety educational and public awareness efforts conducted

STRATEGIES

Educational Programs and Public Awareness

Motorcycle RidefTraining Program

New motorcyclists wilkontinue tobe encouraged to complete a motorcycle safety education course
and to become licensed operators. Thepartment of Motor Vehicles MSRII continue to foster the
statewide availability of rider educath programs and to increase the number of sites providing training
based on criteria established by theSfA A portion of the motorcycle license and registration fees is set
aside to fund this initiative. The public will be informed of the benefits Jawisity and location of
motorcycle rider education courses throughout the state.

Experienced Rider Course (ERC) programs will continue to be offered under the name Basic Rider
CourselLevel 2 (BRC2). Since nearly 25% of motorcyclists killed in crasi@peoperly licensed, the

MSP is pursuing the road test waiver benefit for completion of the BRC2 as an incentive for experienced
unlicensed riders to become trained and licensed. The ™keeled Motorcycle BRC (3BRC) will
continue to be offered tmddress the growing popularity of thregheeled motorcycles.
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Motorcyclist Intervention and Education

The nature and operation of motorcycles make them more susceptible to crashes than other types of
vehicles when the operator uses alcohMotorcycle @erators and passengers aatso more likely to
suffer serious injury or death in a crash thaectupants obther types of vehicles. Educational materials
that bring this increased risk to the attention of motorcyclists are needed and new channelsifor the
distributionwill continue to be developed.

Public Awareness of Motorcycle Safety

Public information and educatiaof®I&E@activities
that stress the proper use of approved safety
equipment, especially helmetare important for g S

STATE cow .-'

improving motorcycle daty. Efforts to increase B e ot

awareness and educate the general driving <>

Qopulatjon abouE motorcycle safety issues will  Fernp SPEEDING ) :
O2y UAydzSo tKSas STTZI\WW“‘“’“"" 4 D a

participation in the nabnal initiative recognizing
May asMotorcycleSafetyAwarenessnonth; the
use of variable message signs promoting
motorcycle safety; and public awareness .
campaigns and Pl&Baterials designed to heighten the awareness of the motoring publlc regarding the
need to share the road safely with motorcycles.

Partners

The GTSC willork with its partners, includingthe NY ®©epartment of Motor Vehicleshe NYS
Association offraffic Safety Boargdshe New York State Poliemd the NY®&ssociation oChiefs of
Police, to promote local rider safety education opportunities within thegpective communities.

Program Quality

Maintaining the quality of the instructor cadre in terms of skills, knowledge and motivation is a

challenge in every program. To maintain a high quality program, New York will use a variety of outreach
modes toimprove the availability of training for providers and instructors and aid in the retention of
qualified instructors.A MSFgualified team makes visits to each of the public training sites every year to
ensure the program continues to maintain high starak for course delivery.

Enforcement

Motorcycle Enforcement Checkpoints

Motorcycle safety checkpoints wdbntinuein
strategic locations to check for license and registratiof
violations, noacompliant helmets, faulty or illegal
equipment and other \olations. Variable message
signs and other methods may be used to ensure
mandatory compliance with the checkpoint. The
checkpoints may also be used in conjunction with P1&
and research initiatives.
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Officer Training and Local Enforcement

Police officetraining on motorcycle enforcement issues and techniquesag#inbe conducted. The
training will focus on safety violations such as unapproved helrgtgpment violations such as tires
and lighting and altered motorcycles, especially those with laxhaust systems. Trained officers will
be deployed to enforce these laws and issue tickets to violators.

Motorcycle Enforcement Training

The New York State Police atige Law Enforcement Liaison from the NYS Association of Chiefs of Police
will again patner in presenting the Practical Guideds for Motorcycle Enforcememtaining program.

This innovative and specialized training curriculum designed tgoresentpractical anccomprehensive
information onmotorcycle safety and motorcycle laws. The tision instruction provides officers,
especially those assigned to patrol duties, with the knowledge and skills to educate motoseyalist

the public on motorcycle safety and to also enhatteenforcement of motorcycle laws ineM York

Sate. In additon to law enforcement ristructors from the M6F ad other traffic safety partners will

benefit from this training. The training program is supported by tAi&@Gnd theMSP.

Research and Evaluation

Research studies and data analyses that focus ortifgigng issues that contribute to crashes involving
motorcycles and motorcyclist injuries and fatalities will continue to be supported. Evaluations and
assessments to determine the effectiveness of various strategies and programs will also be encouraged.
hyS SEFYLXS 2F |y AYLRNIFIYyG &aGddzRé Ay (GKA& | NBEF A
Program to determine the effectiveness of the rider education program in reducing the crash

involvement of motorcycle operators who participated in the trainmmggram.

ax
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WHEEL-SPORT*SAFETY

*IN-LINE SKATING,NON-MOTORIZED
SCOOTERAND SKATEBOARDING

PEDESTRIANBICYCLEMD
g/w)w Me Road,

OVERVIEW

Improving the safety of pedestrians, bicyclists and other wideelU2 NIi Sy d Kdza Al ada 6K2 |1
most vulnerable roadwagiza SNE O2y Ay dzSa (G2 o6S F LINA2NRGE F2NJ GF
Responsibility for pedestrian, bicycle and whepbrt safety is shared among several ageniciddew

York that frequently participate ioollaborative effortsincluding
symposiaworkshops and training programs. The purpose of these =,

LINEINF Ya Aa G2 LINRBY2GS GKS al 7 Q 7"\ Walk-Bike &8 dzas 2
transportation system Y pedestrians and bicyclist¥he most recent | N ew YOI'k

statewide WalkBike New York symposium was held June 7, 2010, i
Hauppauge on Long Island. The GTSC also continues to promote EncouragmgSustalnableMovement

.S {YFINI® {KIFENB GKS w2l R®P¢é YSaards uz NI AA&S gl N
motorists of the need to share the road safely with all roadway users.

One of the challenges in this program area is that persdrdl ages, from young children to older
adults, are part of the atisk group. Effective public information and education (PI&E) programs and
other strategies to reduce deaths and injuries among pedestrians, bicyclists and participants in other
wheeklsports must be designed to address both children and adults.

In FFY 2012, the GTSC will continue to support bicycle safety programs that focus on improving the

riding skills of children and expanding their use of bicycle helmets. One of the newvestigti2011 is

the BRAIR(SQUARED) project (Bike Riders Avoiding Injuries to Noggins) launched by the New York State
Association of Traffic Safety Boards. In June, volunteer bicyclists rode a 62 mile course that included

stops at four Capital Districteghentary schools to educate children about the importance of wearing a

bicycle helmet. Each second grade student at the participating schools received a free helmet custom
FAGOSR T2N) GKSYO® ¢CKS bSg |, 2N] . AFGRAGE MY f/f28 EmnivAe2
across the state for adult riders; these courses providé¢haaroad training with an emphasis on safe

riding skills in all road and traffic conditions. The New York Coalition for Transportation Safety, which
conducts bicycle safg programs in Nassau County, will undertake a special program to improve bicycle
AFFSde FY2y3a 020K FRdfGa YR OKAfRNBY Ay (KS O2dzy

New bicycle safety legislation was also enacted during the past year. Effective November, 1h010
NYS Vehicle & Traffic Law was amended to require drivers overtaking a bicycle traveling on the same

AARS 2F GKS NRIRgle G2 LIkaa G2 GKS tSTa4G aFd - ar ¥
Improving the safety of pedestriansof I3 Sa A& | fa2 | LINA2NARGE AY bSg
{OK22té¢ YR 20KSNJ LINPAINIYa (KIFIGd F20dza 2y @&2dzy3a OK
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fatalities in the state occur in New York City and another 21% occur on Long Island, comprehensive
approaches to improving pedestrian safegntinue to be concentrated idownstate region of the state

in order to have the greatest impacOver the past year, the GT8&tnered with the New York City
Department of Transportation (NYCDOT) to develop PI&E campaigns related to pedestrian safety and
provided funding to the New York City Police Department (NYPD) to increase traffic enforcetright in
pedestrian crash corridors. In addition, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) authorized the
NYCDOT to use federal funding to reconstruct and improve high pedestrian crash locations.

The GTSC will also continue to work closely with the FHivéAew York State Department of
Transportation (NYSDOT) and Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOSs) to provide training
opportunities at both the state and local levels. Examples of these course offerings include How to
Develop a Pedestrian Action RJdRoad Safety Audits, Speed Management, Designing Pedestrian Streets
and Developing a Template for Pedestrian Safety.

REVIEW OFDATA

Pedestrian Safety

The core outcome measure for pedestrian safety is pedestrian fatalities. Based on FAR®data
number of destrian fatalitiesn New York Statdeclined between 2005 and 2007 and then started on
an upward trend. In 2008, 297 pedestrians were killed by motor vehicles, an increase of 8% over the
number of fatalities in 2007. FARS data for 2D@Bcate that the upward trend in pedestrian fatalities
has continued; in 2009, 306 pedestrians were killed in crashibs measure cannot be updated at this
time due to the delay in the availability of 2010 FARS data.

PEDESTRIAMTALITIES
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Additional analyses werecy’ RdzOG SR o6l aSR 2y RIFGF FTNRY bSg | 2NJ Qa
Preliminary data for 2010 indicate that the number of fatal crashes involving pedestrians increased to

307, five more than the number in 2008 and 2009. Although the number irentepsdestrian fatal

crashes accounted for the same proportion of the total fatal ceasis the previous year (28%)he

number of pedestrians killed increased by two in 2010 (from 307 to 309); FARS and AIS data may not be
strictly comparable due to defitional differences between the two systems.

| e numbeof injury crashes

PEDESTRIAN FATAL AND PERSONAL IBRABMES involving pedestrians and the

number of pedestrians injured
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010* n crashes have varied only

Fatal Crash 312 277 302 302 307 slightly over the fiveyear
e period, 20062010. Based on

# of pedestrians killed 315 272 302 307 309 there were slight decreases of
less than 2% in both measures.

Injury Crashes 15,355 15,402 15,291 15,352 15,115
% of all injury crashes  11.1% 11.1% 11.3% 11.5% 11.7% Eah year, injury crashes

# of pedestrians injured 15,369 15,472 15,317 15,321 15,128 involving pedestrians
accounted for 1194.2% of all

*Data for 2010are preliminary personal injury crashes.
Source: NYS AIS

PEDESTRIAN CRASHES AND FATALITIE
I LI NI AOdzE I NJ O2yOSNY 2F bSé BeAREA2010*
pedestrian safety program is the number ggoy
of pedestrian crashes and fatalities that 69%
occur in New York City. 60%

In 2010, 69% of the pedestrian crashes 40%

and48% of the pedestrian fatalities
occurred in New York City2% of the
crashes an®1% of the fatalities
occured in the Upstate region and® of
the crashes and®6 of the fatalities
occurred on Long Island. M Crashes (n=15,443)u Fatalities (n=309)

*Data for 2010 are preliminary
Source:NYS AIS

20%

0%

NYC Long Island Upstate
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Bicycle Safety

The preliminary New York State AIS data for 2010 indicate that the downward trend in the number of fatal
crashes involving bicycles and the number of bicyclists killed in crashes with motor vehicles in 2008 and
2009 did not continue. In@L0, bicycle fatal crashes and bicyclist fatalities both increased by seven (from
29 to 36). Similar to previous years, bicyclist fatalities continued to account fde3%4 all fatalities.

BICYCLE FATAL AND PERSONAL IRRASWES  'he number of injury crashes
involving bicyclists and the number

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010* of bicyclists injured in personal injury
crashes also increased in 2010. Both

Fatal Crashes 45 41 e 36 measures increased by 5% compared
% of all fatal crashes 34% 4.2% 35% 2.7% 3.2% to the previous year.
# of bicyclists killed 45 50 42 29 36
_ The proportion of injury crashes
Injury Crashes 5484 5,451 5,563 5,550 5,845

involving a bicyclist remained
% of all injury crashes 4.0% 3.9% 41% 4.1% 4.5% relatively consistent at 4% across the

# of bicyclists injured 5,426 5,373 5,422 5,405 5,690 five years, 200&2010.

*Data for 2010are preliminary
Source: NYS AIS

New York City is also a particular

BICYCLE CRASHES AND FATALITIES area of concern for bicycle crashes.
80% BY AREA, 2010* In 2010, nearly sixut of ten of all
crashes involving bicycles and half of
60% 59% the bicyclist fatalities occurred in

New York City.
40% : ;
Nearly onethird (31%) of the bicycle
crashes and 28% of the bicyclist
fatalities occurred in the Upstate
region. In 2010, the smallest

NYC Long Island Upstate proportion of crashes and fatalities
occurred on Long Island (11% and
22%, respectively).

20%

0%

® Crashes (n=5,914) mFatalities (n=36)

*Data for 2010 are preliminary
Source: NYS AIS

Theseasonal nature of bicycle riding
and the lack of information on annual travel by bicycle, in addition to the relatively small numbers, make it
difficult to draw condlisions about the data.

Pedestrian, Bicyclend Wheef LJ2 NI { I #®Sdie& Xt | 3§



In-Line Skating, Non -Motorized Scooter and Skateboarding Safety

Helmet use has been required in New York State for children undesifig wheekportequipment
starting in 1996 for idine skaters, 2002 for scooter riders aP@05 for skateboarders. The GTSC
supports local programs to educate the public and encourageitieeof helmets and other whesport
safety equipment, as well as programs to distribute helmets and demonstrate their proper fit.

Motorized scooter use onyblic property continues to berphibited by law in New Yorklhese devices

are not allowed on any street, highway, parking lot, sidewalk or other area that allows public motor
vehicle traffic. Only DM¥pproved vehicles that meet performance and safggndards are legal to be
operated in New York State and these vehicles must be registered, insured and operated by a licensed
operator. Violators can be ticketed for operating one of these motorized vehicles without a registration,
driver license, inspdion, insurance orequiredsafety equipment.

PERFORMANCE GOALS AND MEASURES

Performance Goals

x  Toreduce pedestrian fatalitieS percent from306 in 2009 to 29by December 31, 221

x  To reduce the number of pedestrians injured in traffic crasBgercentfrom 15,128 in 20100
14,674 byDecember 31, 2

x  To reduce the number of bicyclist fatalities 10 perdemtin the 20082010 calendar year average of
36 to 32by December 31, 2@1

x  To reduce the number of bicyclists injured in traffic crashes 5 patdrom the 20082010
calendar base year averagé5,506to 5,230by December 31, 21

Performance Measures

x  Number of pedestriafiatalities in traffic crashes
x  Number of pedestrians injured in traffic crashes
x  Number of bicyclists killed in traffic crash

x  Number of bicyclists injured in traffic crashes

Activity Measures

x  Number of people educated on pedestrian safety
x  Interim report on the nature and scope of the pedestrian safety problem

x Number of people educated on bicycle safety
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STRATEGIES

New York State Bicycle and Pedestrian Safety Advisory Council

The New York State Bicycle and Pedestrian Safety Advisory Gasnoden reconvened by the
NYSDOTThe Council providea forum for open communication and information exchange between the
NYSDO@nd other state agencies, federal agencies andfapprofit advocategegarding strategiet
reduce bicycle and pedestrian crashiedalities andinjuries The Council will provide advice and ideas
for consideration by NYSDOT and its partners.

Public Information and Education

Pedestrians, bicyclisemdother wheel sport
participants are among the most vulnerable highway
users. Education for these groups to increase their
awareness of safety issues and ways to avoid crash
involvement and injuriewill continue tod S I LJF NIi 2 P012hkgt8vayBafdty/ p@gramid C |

addition, heightening the awareness of the motoring public to the behaviors and vulnerabilities of these
other roadway users is an importanttbo Ay LINR Y2 (i A y Bore th&R8 | GExgh(iBddfi 2 F a {
specific strategieare described below.

Share the Road Promotional Material

Education and publicawaréna & | OG0 A @A GA Sa (K2 KR4AINE T2 3 @ Rhighway Y Ky WB
users encourage compliance with traffic laws retaf to pedestrians, bicyclists-lime skaters, scooter

riders and skateboarders; and provide education on safe practiceébdee special groups of roadway

userswill continue to be supported. The Share the Road Safely booklet has been revisedde incl

information on nonmotorized scooter and motorcycle safety amdthe helmet law.

Pedestrianand Bicycle Safety Action Plans

The GTSC will collaborate with th®BBureau of Injury Prevention, FHWA, NYSDOT, NYCDOT, NYS

Office for the Aging (NYSOFB)V, NYS Department of State (DO@{ropolitan Planning

OrganizationgMPOs) AmericanAssociation of Retired Persons (RB, New York State Association of

Traffic Safety Board®NYSATSB)Vellness Institute, &lv York BicyclingGoalition (NYBC)State Pate,

b,{ 'aaz20ArdA2y 2F [/ KASTa 2F t2t A0Sz b,{ {KSNATTaA
statewide pedestrian and bicycle action plans.

New York City Department of Transpottan (NYCDOT) Pedestrian Saf€gmpaign

The NYCDOWill continue to promote a largescale pedestrian safety campaign to raise driver
awareness concerning the dangers that speeding and falibéeld pose to pedestriarig order to
improve driver behavior and reduce pedestrif@talitiesand injuries.
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Safety Equiprant

In addition to increasing compliance with the helmet law, the objective of these public information and
education efforts will be to increase youth acceptance of wearing proper safety equipment. Such efforts
will encourage the use of appropriate safetquipment including knee pads, elbow pads, wrist guards,
helmets and reflective equipment, clothing or vests. Many counties in New York State have community
based bicycle safety programs which routinely include a helmet distribution component anabicycl
rodeos to teach children the necessary survival skills when riding a bicycle in urban environments.

Helmet DistributionPrograms

Helmet distribution and fitting programs will continue to expand in order to increase the availalpitity
use of helmetshat are properly fitted fobicyclists, idine skates, normotorized scooter riderand
skateboarders.

Community -Based Programs in Pedestrian, Bicycle, In -line Skating,
Non-Motorized Scooter and Skateboarding Safety

Pedestrian, bicycle, iline skathg, normotorized scooter and skateboarding safety programs
developed and implemented on the local level will continue to be supported.

Community Pedestrian Safety Projects

Community pedestrian safety projects include components such as comrhasgdeducation (e.g.,
through hospitals) and enforcementhe New York State Partnership for Walk Our Children to School

O6b, {2h/ {0 O22NRAYI (0Sa LISRSaGNAIy arFrFSie& LINR2SOlasz

Campaign and the Walking School B&SB) Thegoal of theWSB program i® make waking to school

safe, fun and convenient. A walking school bus is a group of children walking to school with one or more
adults. The program is structured with planned routes, meeting points, a timetable ariebdide of

trained volunteers.

Comprehensive Local Efforts in Pedestrian, Bicycld,jme Skating, NoiMotorized Scooter
and Skateboardingzafety

These programs will involve a grassroots approach to the identification and resolution of local
pedestrian bicycle, idine skating, skateboarding and scooter safety problems. Itis recommended that
communities establish coalitions to focus on the issues that have been identified and promote the goals
and objectives set by the coalition.

Networking among th various community partners will be encouraged in order to expand the resources
available and the potential delivery system for these programs and other initiatives. Comibasést
programs will foster local support for efforts to decrease the scopgb@pedestrian, bicycle, itine

skating, skateboarding and scooter safety problems that have been identified. The local networks that
are established will also be encouraged to link with appropriate state and national programs.

Pedestrian, Bicyclend WheelSport Safed Xt 149 S



The development angnplementation of model programs which may be expanded to other areas of the
state or nation will be encouraged. These would include innovative commioasyd programs and/or
campaigns that will be carefully documented and evaluated to identify suct¢assitegies and

program components that other communities can be encouraged to adopt.

Training

Various training programs in the areas of pedestrian, bicyclinenskating, normotorized scooter and
skateboarding safety will be considered for implartagion. The objective of the training programs will
be to increase knowledge and awareness of topics related to these areas of highway safety. Training
may be delivered on a local, regional or statewide basis and may utilize electronic media.

Research and Evaluation

These projects will includesearch anevaluation efforts undertaken to assess program effectiveness,
identify trends and potential new problem areas, and assist in defining future program direatidn
potential countermeasures. €ke efforts may include the collection and analysis ojdie, inline

skating, scooteand skateboard helmet use data to determine the effectiveness of current efforts to
increase helmet usage rates. Research and evaluation activities to determinesttaemce and
circumstances of crashes involvingiime skaters and scooters and the scope and characteristics of
incidents involving impaired pedestrians may also be implemented.
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OCCUPANT PROTECTION

OVERVIEW

LY HAammZI stat@videsea ielu® date was measured 8% the highest level reachetb

date. ¢ KA a adzO0S&aa Aa I NBHSte& RdzS (2 bSg , 2N)] Qa . dzO7f¢
sustained enforcement efforts as well as continued participation in the national Click It or Ticke

mobilizations. On May4 2011, New York State kicked off the"Buckle Up New York/Click It or

Ticket enforcement mobilization with a mudigency press event held at the New York State Police

Troop G Headquarters in Albany County. The launch d2@hé& May mobilization highlighted the

nighttime seat belt enforcement initiatives being conducted throughout the state and eddda¢

public about the importance of seat belt use both during the day and at night. The event also included
theuseofthedd N2t f 2 GSNE aAYdz F 62N YR GKS aO2y @Ay OSNE (2
occupant restraint devices.

In addition to the BUNY program and statewide seat belt enforcement mobilizations, other interagency
collaborations and strategies that focus immproving occupant restraint use for high risk groups, such as
teenagers, rural populations and nighttime occupants will be encouraged in FFY 2012.

Improving the safety of children riding in motor vehicles also continues to be a major objective of New

Y2N] Qa 200dzLd yi LINRGSOGAZ2Y LINRPBAIANF YO I @I NASGe 27
educate parents and other caretakers on the best way to protect young passengers riding in motor

vehiclesl K N2 dz3 K  (hidPasBendert8ena(CHS) mimgrant program. Eacear, the GTSC

supports approximately 180 local programs that offer child safety seat education including permanent

fitting stations, car seat check events and awareness training classes, as well as car seat distribution
programs folow-income families. The NYS Child Passenger Safety Advisory Board is an integral part of
GKS adlFisSQa /t{ LINZINIY I yirkyCPREbgramsiacrosktBe sta®.0 A OA (1A Sa
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Ensuring that the CPS technicians and instructors who condesétprograms

receive the most current information and training is critical to the success of these
public awareness and educational programs. One optirearyopportunities for
updating CPS technicians and instructors was thR@gional Child Passesg

Safety Training and Technical Conference hosted by New York in Lake Placid in
May 2011. Representatives from New York, New Jersey and Pennsylvania served
on the planning committee for the conference which rotates among the three states. This year,
participants from the states in NHTSA Region | as wg* 780

as Region Il were invited to attend making this the
largest conference held to date with over 600
attendees.

The conference provided the opportunity fGPS
technicians, many of whom are volunteers atend
training and informational sessions on a wide range ¢
topicsand to earn credits toward recertificationCar
seat manufacturers demonstrated their newest

hOOdzLJ yi t NBLISOGA2Y X



technological advances and a seat chefflevent was heldor technicians to demonstrate aCPS
instructortheir skills in installing the different types of seatsrequirementor recertification. Prior to

the conference, more than 90 CPStructors from New York amather states in NHTSA Regions | and Il
attended a seminar to share trainingchniques and other information.

In 2011, the American Academy of Pediatrics adopted a new policy advising parents to keep children in
rear-facing child safety seats until age two or until they reach the maximum height and weight allowed
for the seat beauseof the greater protectiorthese seatgrovide in a crash. In the coming year, the

CPS program at the state leyva$ well as CPS technicians and instructors throughout New York State

will be instrumental in educating the public on this new polid¢yiclk has been endorsed by NHTSA and
Safe Kids Worldwide.

To further raise public awareness, the GTSC is continuing to conduc )
MNewYork@m {(0SLJA n YAR&a¢ OF YL} AIY 2y SAGK
PassengeSafety Week in September. 2011, New ¥ NJ Q& OF
focusing on Step 3 which educates parents on when it is safe to mov @
child from a forwarefacing child safety seat into a
belt-positioning booster seat using the slogans
GDNBFG +ASg DAAST S AtR2A2 ¢l
J 2012, the carpaign will promote keeping children in
booster seats for as long as possible and when it is safe to allow a child to begin using
an adult seat belt.

REVIEW OF DATA

The core behavioral measure in the occupant protection program area is the observeueiaate
NI GSo h@SNJ GKS LI ad GSy @SFENBRZ bSg ,2wmhxa adl GdSs
to 91%in the statewide survey completed in June 201

SEAT BELT USE RATES SEAT BELT USE RATES AND
20022011 3-YEAR MOVING AVERAGE
95%
. 000, 91%  95% o9 91%
90% °88% 89% 88%
90% 0 9670
85% 85% 85% 85% 85% 85%
85% |83% 83%83% 8505 | 83% 83% 83% 899% 90%

87%

5%

0
33% 84% 849% 849, 8°%

80% 80%
80%
75% 75%
70% 70% r r r T T T , , , .
2007 087 100 1007 100 BT (00B 0 HIO A Ao o o P oS P e o

Source: NYS annusdat belt observation surveys A—Seat Belt Use Rate—#—3-Yr Moving Average

Source: NYS annual seat belt observation surveys
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The core outcome measure for tracking progress in occupant protection is wirestrpassenger

vehicle occupant fatalities. Based on FARS data, the number of unrestrained passenger vehicle occupant
fatalities increased to 369 in 2006 before beginning a downward trend to 280 in 2007, 234 in 2008 and
208 in 2009, a total decline of % This measure cannot be updated at this time due to the delay in the
availability of 2010 FARS data.

CAdNIIKSNJ Iyl feasa

UNRESTRAINED PASSENGER VEHICLI
OCCUPANT FATALITIES
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provide additional information to consider in
planning effective programs. Although reported 8.5%

redraint use in crashes is considered less reliable 3.7%
than observed use, the reported use rate in crashe:
is similar to the rate of use observed in traffic durin
aidt dSg AR 88%0laNID ¢
occupants in policeeported crashes were restined
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while 4% were not restrained.

50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

0%

PROPORTION OF ALL OCCUPANTS AND
FATALLWJURED OCCUPANTS WHO WERE
UNRESTRAINED IN POIREPORTED
CRASHES

42%

38% 37% 36% 36%

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010*
H All Occupants | Fatally-Injured Occupants

*Datafor 2010 are preliminary
Source: NYS AIS

UNRESTRAINED OCCUPANT FATALITIES
AND 3YEAR MOVING AVERAGE

400 | 346 369
350
300 330 241
250
200 234
150
100 . . . .

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
== Unrestrained Occupant Fatalities
—fi—3-Yr Moving Average

Source:FARS

326

208

ol asR REPORTED RESTRAINT USE IN I

ALL POLIGREPORTED CRASHES, 2010*

87.8%
H Restraint Used ®No Restraint Used & Unknown
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Reported restraint use among vehicle occupants who
were killed in crashes is substantially lower than
among all occupants in crashes. From 2006 t®200
the proportion of occupant fatalities in crashes who
were not restrained was on a downward trend from
42% to $% in 20@; based on preliminary data, the
proportion of fatallyinjured occupants who were
unrestrained remained unchanged in 201M
comparison, only 4% of all occupants in palice
reported crashes thizoccurredin all five years (2006
2010) wee unrestrained.
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TICKETS ISSUED FOR VIOLATIONS OF The number of seat belt tickets issued

SEAT BELT LAW

continued on a downward trend in 2010.

550,000 Compared to 2006 when 475,556 tickets

475,556 were issued for seat belt violations,

445,458 388,262 tickets were issued 020, a
450,000 417,168 409,206 : g '
: 388,262 decrease of 18%,
- i i [
250,000 T T T T
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010*

*Data for 2010 are preliminary

Sources: NYS TSLED and AA systems

Each year, the majority of
seat belt tickets are issued by
local police agencies,
including the New York City
Police Department (NYPD). 80%
Between 2006 and 2010, the 60%
proportion of tickets issued
by local agencies decrezs$
from 71% to 64% while the
proportion issued by the
State Police increased from 20%
21% to 30%.

40%

0%
Over the fiveyear period,
20062010, the proportion
issued by county police
agencies decreased from 8%
to 6%.

SEAT BELT TICKETS ISSUED BY STATE POLICE
COUNTY AND LOCAL AGENCIES

71% 0
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*Datafor 2010 are preliminary
Sources: NYS TSLED and AA systems
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PERFORMANCEOALSAND MEASURES

Performance Goals

x To increase the statewide observed seat belt use of front seat outboard occupants in passenger
vehicles 1 percentage point fro81% in 201 to 92% by December 31, 201

x To decrease unrestrained passenger vehicle occupant fatalities in allgspasitions percent
from 208in 20® to 198by December 31, 2@

Performance Measures
x  Proportion of front seat outboard occupants observed using seat belts

x  Number of unrestrained passenger vehicle occupant fatalities

Activity Measures
x  Number of seabelt tickets issued
x  Number of persons trained/educated on issues related to seat belts and child safety seats
x Number of CPS technicians and instructors trained
x  Number of fitting stations
x  Number of car seat checks

x Number of child safety seats distributed

STRATEGIES

Enforcement

Buckle Up New York
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enforcement strategy for occupant protection. While

approximately 260 agencies currently receive funding

to participate in BUNY, nearly every police agency in

the state actively supports the program.

In addition to strong support from police agencies, grant funding has made it possible to mobilize
substantial numbers of police officers dedicated solely to emfiorent of the occupant restraint laws.

This support is further promoted on a state and national level by the International Association of Chiefs
of Police and the GTSC Law Enforcement Challenge award progranenforcement agenciesill be
encouraged tapply for grants in future fiscal years as funding permits.
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