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According to the Highway Safety Act of 1966, 23 USC Chapter 4, Section 402, each state shall have a highway safety
program approved by the Secretary, designed to eliminate traffic crashes, deaths, injuries, property damage and
economic losses resulting from traffic crashes on Idaho roadways. In order to secure funding each state must submit a
Highway Safety Plan (HSP) to the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA). The HSP must be a
set of clear and measurable highway safety goals, descriptions of the process used in determination of the highway
safety problems, and the activities on how projects will address the highway safety problems. This Idaho HSP for
Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) 2019 serves as the State of Idaho’s application to NHTSA for federal funds available under
Section 402 State and Community Highway Safety grant program and the Section 405 National Priority Safety
Program of the Fixing America’s Surface Transportation (FAST) Act.

We support the ITD’s mission of Y our Safety, Your Mobility, Your Economic Opportunity” by conducting
programs to eliminate traffic deaths, serious injuries, and economic losses from motor vehicle crashes through funding
programs and activities that promote safe travel on Idaho’s transportation systems, and through collecting and
maintaining crash data and utilizing reliable crash statistics.

To be a leader in promoting safety on all of Idaho’s roadways in an efficient and effective manner.
Reduce the S-year average number of traftic deaths to 185 or fewer by 2020.

The primary goal of the highway safety program has been, and will continue to be, eliminating motor vehicle, bicycle,
and pedestrian deaths, serious injuries, and economic losses. The results of the problem identification process are used
by the Oftice of Highway Safety (OHS) staff to assure resources are directed to areas most appropriate for achieving
the primary goal and showing the greatest return on investment. Performance measures and goals are consistent with
both NHTSA requirements and the Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP) goals and are aligned with the Highway
Safety Improvement Plan (HSIP).

The SHSP helps coordinate goals and highway safety programs across the state. The collaborative process of
developing and implementing the SHSP helps safety partners work together to reduce fatalities and serious injuries on

Idaho roadways.

The SHSP links to several other highway safety plans. The HSIP, a core Federal aid program administered by the
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), requires that states update and regularly evaluate SHSPs. Other federal aid
programs under the Department of Transportation must also tie their programs to the SHSP. These programs
including this HSP, and the Commercial Motor Vehicle Safety Program (CVSP), funded through the Federal Motor
Carrier Safety Administration (FMCSA). Because the data is shared between the plans, the plans are able to have the

same core goals/ targets.
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The goals are determined by examining the trend of past data to determine likely future performance. The OHS tries to
set goals that are aggressive, but also reasonable. An updated set of goals with the most current values were presented to

and approved by the Idaho Traftic Safety Commission (ITSC) at the October 2016 meeting.

Goals are set and performance will be measured using five-year averages and five-year rates. For example, the 2014
benchmark is comprised of five years of crash data and exposure data for the years 2010 through 2014. NHTSA has
instituted a set of eleven core outcome performance measures (CI through CIT) and one core behavioral performance
measure (BI) for which the States shall set goals and report progress. There are three additional activity measures (Al
through A3) for which the states are required to report progress on. For more information, see “Traftic Safety
Performance Measures for States and Federal Agencies (DOT HS 811 025), link:

http://www.nhtsa.gov/DOT /NHTSA / Traffic%20Injury%20Control / Articles/ Associated %20Files /811025.pdf.

In addition, states are required to have performance measures which for state specific focus areas that fall outside of the

core measures. In Idaho these focus areas and corresponding measures include Distracted Driving (I1), Mature Drivers

(12), Commercial Motor Vehicles (I3), Run-Off-Road (I4), Head-On/ Side-Swipe Opposite (IS), and Intersections
(16).

The data to be used in determining goals for the required performance measures (CI, and C3 through CIT) is provided
to every State by the National Center for Statistics and Analysis (NCSA) and can be found at the State Traffic Safety
Information website:
http://www-nrd.nhtsa.dot.gov/departments/nrd-30/ncsa/STSI/16_1D/2010/16_ID_2010.htm. The other
performance measures are calculated using the yearly observed seat belt use rate (BI) which is determined from the
observational seat belt survey and the state crash data (C2, and IT through IS). The goals were presented to the Idaho
Traffic Safety Commission in the October Performance Planning meeting and are the same goals and performance

measures presented in the Idaho Strategic Highway Safety Plan.

Goals are set and performance will be measured using five-year averages and five-year rates. For example, the 5-Year
Average Number of Fatalities is comprised of the sum of the number of fatalities over S years divided by S (for the
2010-2014 Benchmark, that would be for the years 2010 through 2014).The 5-Year Fatality Rate is the sum of the
number of fatalities over the 5 year period divided by the sum of the annual vehicle miles of travel over the same 5 year
period. Averaging the rates over the S year period is mathematically incorrect, the rates are weighted values and
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averaging them negates the weights (i.e. each year is not equal because the Annual Vehicle Miles Traveled (AVMT)
changes).

The Oftice of Highway Safety (OHS), which is in the Division of Engineering Products and Plans of the Idaho
Transportation Department (ITD), has a deep concern for the welfare of the traveling public, and believe our main
purpose is to save lives through creative, highly visible, innovative, and effective highway safety programs for all modes
of transportation. We are committed to our critical role within the State of Idaho, and the rest of the nation, to ensure
safe travel on Idaho’s roadways. As stewards, we have a responsibility to make a positive impact on peoples’ lives.

ITD Director Brian W. Ness is the Governor’s Highway Safety Representative for Idaho. John Tomlinson is the
Highway Safety Manager for Idaho’s OHS.

The continuation and expansion of state and local partnerships is essential to our success. The primary mission is to
identify existing and emerging traffic safety trends through statistically-based problem identification efforts, to
efficiently provide decision makers accurate data for use in determining where the most effective highway safety
investment is made. This includes the task to develop and implement highway safety programs that save lives and
prevent injuries, and to provide appropriate safety funds that empower communities to address critical local traffic
safety issues.

As highway safety professionals, we are committed to teamwork, integrity and maintaining a positive working
environment. In our highway safety partnerships, we respond, cooperate, and provide accurate and timely service. We
are a leader in a coordinated statewide effort to eliminate death and serious injury on all of Idaho’s roadways.

John Tomlinson | Highway Safety Manager
Cecilia Awusie | Grants Contract Officer for Strategic Planning (SHSP, HSP), Vulnerable Users
(Motorcycles), Task Forces, Financial Administration
]osephine Grants Contract Ofticer for Police Traffic Services, Vulnerable Users (Bicycle &
Middleton | Pedestrian), Mobilizations, Equipment and Mini Grants
Lisa Losness | Grants Contracts Officer for Impaired Driving, Vulnerable Users (Youth), Alive at 25,
Compliance and Training
Bill Kotowski | Grants Contracts Officer for Community Traffic Safety (Law Enforcement Liaisons,
Coalition, Summit) & Public Outreach
Sherry Jenkins | Grants Contracts Officer for Occupant Protection, Child Passenger Safety,
Year-Long grants
Steve Rich | Research Analyst Principal
Kelly Campbell | Research Analyst Principal, Traffic Records/Roadway Safety, TRCC, Equipment for E-
Citation
Carrie Akers | FARS(Fatality Analysis Reporting System) Analyst and Crash Analyst
Patti Fanckboner | Crash Analyst and Backup FARS Analyst
Ruth Munoz | ITD Financial Specialist
Savannah Hill | Crash Analyst
Carol Schubach | Crash Analyst
Adam Miller | Crash Analyst
Kirstin Weldin | Crash Analyst and Law Enforcement Trainer
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Idaho Transportation Department
Organizational Chart
Division of Engineering Products and Plans - Office of Highway Safety
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PLANNING PROCESS

The Oftice of Highway Safety (OHS) administers the Federal Highway Safety Grant Program, which will be funded
by formula through the transportation act titled Fixing America’s Surface Transportation Act (FAST Act), and the
Highway Safety Act of 1966. The goal of the program is to eliminate deaths, injuries, and economic losses resulting
from traffic crashes on all Idaho roadways, by implementing programs designed to address driver behaviors. The
purpose of the program is to provide funding, at the state and community level, for a highway safety program
addressing Idaho’s own unique circumstances and particular highway safety needs.

Process Descriptions

A “traffic safety problem” is an identifiable subgroup of drivers, pedestrians, vehicles, or roadways that is statistically
higher in crash experience than normal expectations. Problem identification is a data driven process that involves the
study of relationships between traffic crashes and the population, licensed drivers, registered vehicles, and vehicle miles
traveled, as well as characteristics of specific subgroups that may contribute to crashes.

The process used to identify traftic safety problems began by evaluating Idaho’s experience in each of the National
Highway Traffic Safety Administration’s (NHTSA) eight highway safety priority areas [Alcohol/ Drugs and Impaired
Driving; Occupant Protection (Safety and Child Restraints); Pedestrian and Bicycle Safety; Traffic Records; Emergency
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Medical Services; Aggressive Driving; Motorcycle Safety; Teen Drivers]. In addition to these priority program areas,
Distracted Driving has become a major concern nationwide. These program areas were determined by NHTSA to be
most effective in eliminating motor vehicle crashes, injuries, and deaths. Consideration for other potential traffic safety
problem areas came from analysis of the Idaho crash data and coordination with the Idaho Strategic Highway Safety
Plan. The Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP) is a statewide coordinated plan that provides a comprehensive

framework for eliminating highway fatalities and serious injuries on all public roads.

Comparison data was developed, where possible, on costs of crashes, the number of crashes, and the number of deaths
and injuries. Crash data, from the Idaho State Collision Database, was analyzed to determine problem areas as well as
helmet use for motorcycles and bicycles, child safety restraint use, and seat-belt use. Population data from the Census
Bureau, Violation and License Suspension data from the Economics and Research Section, Idaho Transportation
Department and arrest information from the Bureau of Criminal Identification, Idaho State Police (ISP) was also used
in the problem identification.

Ultimately, Idaho’s most critical driver behavior related traffic safety problems were identified and funding ranges were
developed to address the largest problems accordingly. The areas were selected on the basis of the severity of the
problem, economic costs, and availability of grantee agencies to conduct successful programs, and other supportable
conclusions drawn from the traffic safety problem identification process.

In October, the problem identification analysis is presented to the Idaho Traffic Safety Commission (ITSC) to identify
the recommended focus areas and funding ranges. The ITSC votes to accept the Idaho focus areas and approve the
targeted funding ranges anticipated to be programmed for the next year.

The annual project selection process begins by notifying state and local public agencies involved in traffic- related
activities of the availability of grant funds. A Grant Application notice, reflecting the focus areas considered for
tunding, is released in December. The Grant Application notice invites applicants to submit grant applications by the
end of January. Copies of the Grant Application notice and instructions are provided in the Appendix C.

Analysis of the crash data for all counties and cities with a population of 2,000 people or greater is used to solicit
agencies for grants, evaluate grant applications, and solicit participation in the mobilizations. This analysis is done for
each focus area and includes the number of fatal and injury crashes over the last three years and the 3-year fatal and
injury crash rate per 100,000 population. Fatal and serious injury crashes are also used if the number of crashes is large
enough to provide guidance of areas that may have a more severe crash problem. A more complete description and

examples of the tables and graphs used can be found in this document, The Data Driven Process, Appendix D.

Once the application period has closed, potential projects are sorted according to the focus area that most closely fits
the project. OHS evaluates each project’s potential to eliminate death and injury from motor vehicle crashes. For a new
application (i.e., those which are not continuation grants from prior years), one of the Program Managers take a lead in
order to get the application reviewed and scored based on the relevance of the application narrative/funding request
and the overall merit of the project (i.e., whether the project implementation is part of SHSP strategies and whether the
problem presented is data driven or supported by research or other relevant documentation). Funding decisions are
based on where the crash data indicates a traffic safety problem that grant funds may be able to reduce. Project
Applications that fail to meet the selection criteria will not be recommended for the HSP.

In Idaho, the project selection process for NHTSA - funded grants is guided by data analysis supporting the effective
countermeasures for specific emphasis areas. In the case of a few established proven effective countermeasures,
innovative countermeasures are utilized on those areas that demonstrate evidence of potential success. Sources that

guide Idaho’s HSP project selection include:
Drive well Ildaho. Highway Safety Plan | Pg. 5
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e Countermeasures That Work (CTW), A Highway Safety Countermeasure Guide for State Highway Safety
Offices — USDOT

o  Written plan/ reports such as the SHSP, Impaired Driving Task Force published document, emphasis areas or

program specific assessment reports
¢  Uniform Guidelines for State Highway Safety Programs (USDOT)

e Hishway Safety related research recommendations from trusted sources such as the Transportation Research
y P

Board (TRB), and the NCHRP Report 500 series.

e Funding recommendations for the individual projects are incorporated into the HSP and are presented to the
ITSC in the spring meeting, for acceptance. The HSP is then presented to the Idaho Transportation Board for
approval and sent to NHTSA for final approval. A flow chart depicting the entire process is contained on page

seven.

e Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP) team meetings: Besides seeking guidance and approval from ITSC,

OHS coordinates SHSP team meetings for guidance in implementing programs funded with NHTSA funds,
Section 402 and 4085, and with FHWA HSIP (behavioral safety portion) funds.

e  Grant Applicant prior performance evaluation

As required by FAST ACT, the states must submit a HSP with programs that are supported by data driven strategies.
Idaho has adopted this concept through the implementation of its mission “Toward Zero Deaths” within Idaho’s safety
community. Idaho’s safety community is described in the Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP) as implementing four
pillars of safety, which are:

e Data- Driven Decisions: To make effective and efficient use of limited resources, Idaho will invest in safety
programs based on need as demonstrated by data. Return on this investment will be maximized by thoroughly
studying crash data and other pertinent data, including industry best practices.

e Culture Change: Safety advocates will work toward a change in mindset, countering the belief that traffic
deaths are just part of life, promoting that every life counts, and that it is no longer acceptable to make poor
and irresponsible choices when behind the wheel in Idaho. Commitment: Idaho will stay the course, leaving no
stone unturned in the effort to save lives and keep families whole.

e Partnerships: Partnerships multiply the message and commitment. The SHSP draws on the strengths and

resources of many safety partners and advocates.

e Evaluation: The process of reviewing, measuring and evaluating progress allows Idaho to see where change is
possible for improvement in the future and to assure that proper investments are made.

To support the overall safety goal, the SHSP is a fundamental guiding document for eleven Focus Area Groups. The
SHSP and participants of the eleven Focus Area Groups integrate the four E’s (engineering, education, enforcement,
and emergency response) to meet Idaho’s goal in eliminating highway fatalities and serious injuries on all public roads.
The collaborative process of developing and implementing the SHSP brings together and draws on the strengths and
resources of Idaho’s safety partners. This process also helps coordinate goals and highway safety programs across the
state.
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The SHSP is comprised of three Emphasis Areas and associated with eleven Focus Areas. Each Focus Area has 4-10

priority strategies.

High Risk Behavior Severe Crash Types Vulnerable Roadway User
Emphasis Area Emphasis Area Emphasis Area
Aggressive Driving Commercial Motor Bicycle & Pedestrian
Distracted Driving Vehicles Mature Drivers
Impaired Driving Intersections Motorcycle
Occupant Protection Lane Departure Youthtful Drivers

In the Highway Safety Plan strategies are referred to in a code with letter and numbers, i.e. D-2 or INT-1. The letters
refer to the focus area and the number is the strategy of the particular focus area. Focus area alpha listing is as follows:

CMYV = Commercial Motor
Vehicles
INT = Intersections

A= Aggressive
D = Distracted Driving

I = Impaired Drivers

BP = Bicycle and Pedestrian
MD= Mature Drivers
M = Motorcycle

OP = Occupant

Protections

MONTH

LD = Lane Departure YD = Youthful Drivers

ACTIVITIES

SEPTEMBER | Traffic safety problem identification
OCTOBER = OHS planning sessions and ITSC planning meeting and action
DECEMBER | Grant application notice is disseminated
JANUARY = Grant application period begins
MARCH | Grant application period ends
Draft Highway Safety Plan to be completed in April
APRIL  Clarify project proposals
Prioritize and develop draft language for the Highway Safety Plan
MAY | ITSC acceptance of Highway Safety Plan
Initial presentation and submission of Highway Safety Plan to ITD Board
JUNE | ITD Board approval
JULY  July I: Submission of Highway Safety Plan to National Highway Traftic Safety
Administration
OCTOBER | Implementation of projects

Drive well Ildaho.
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Evidence-Based Traffic Safety Enforcement Program

Idaho state and local law enforcement (LE) agencies are the greatest advocates for highway safety. Our LE partners are
instrumental in helping Idaho achieve the goal of zero deaths. Traftic enforcement mobilization is a format for the
Idaho Office of Highway Safety to fund High Visibility Enforcement (HVE) during specified emphasis periods,
special events, or corridor enforcement in support of the OHS Highway Safety Plan (HSP) focus areas.

Executing effective HVE requires enforcement efforts targeted to the appropriate behavioral areas and locations
coupled with meaningful media and public education outreach. The agency’s evidence-based traftic safety enforcement
program outlines a three-step strategy to ensure effectiveness: Data Analysis, Resource Allocation, and Project
Opversight. The strategy starts with an annual analysis of serious injury and fatality data to identify problems and
ultimately allocate funding to projects through the annual grants process. This in depth analysis produces the HSP and
Performance Report contained within each program area, which in turn drives the allocation of resources to the areas of
greatest need. Following analysis and resource allocation, the ITD-OHS staft work closely with law enforcement
agencies to ensure enforcement efforts are carried out successfully. These efforts, or the statewide traftic enforcement
mobilizations, support the national mobilization efforts.

Idaho’s Law Enforcement Liaison’s (LEL), which are represented by six officers, one from each of the six Idaho
Transportation Districts, have provided leadership for the evidence based traffic safety mobilization enforcement
statewide. The primary objective of the LEL program is to increase participation and effectiveness of Idaho’s law
enforcement agencies and officers in statewide mobilizations, serving also as oversight and purveyors of HVE best
practices. The result is an evidence- based traffic safety HVE project designed to address the areas and locations at
highest risk and with the greatest potential for improvement. Data analysis is constantly updated and evaluated
providing for continuous and timely revisions to enforcement deployment and resource allocation.

Fatal Crashes by Day of the Week: 2016 Fatal Crashes by Time of Day: 2016
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High Visibility Enforcement / Traffic Safety Enforcement Mobilizations

The goal of each mobilization is to establish project requirements with law enforcement agencies to align with the
SHSP and to eliminate deaths, serious injuries and economic loss. Agencies taking part in the mobilizations enter into
an agreement with the OHS to perform dedicated patrol for traffic enforcement. For the impaired driving
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mobilizations, the OHS encourages participants to conduct enforcement during time frames that are data driven;
nighttime hours. Funding for these campaigns are allocated to locations throughout the state using demographic, traffic
safety data, and agency past performance.

As part of the agreement, the law enforcement agencies publicize the enforcement effort with local media contacts to
increase the awareness of enforcement and provide results before, during, and after mobilizations. Enforcement efforts
are coupled with media and public education outreach designed to let the public know of the increased enforcement,
thereby increasing the perception of stepped up enforcement. Idaho uses the same timeline model for media as
NHTSA, closely mirroring their media calendar. Outreach efforts include using public service announcements (T'V,
radio, outdoor, and internet marketing), social media, variable message boards, and earned media events. Upon
completion of each mobilization the agencies are responsible for reporting their performance. During the seat belt
mobilization, pre- and post- surveys are conducted and submitted along with their performance report. Although
formal seat belt usage surveys are done annually through the OHS, the recipient of highway safety funds is given the
opportunity to gauge performance by doing the pre- and post- seat belt surveys. The OHS Program Managers use this

information as an indicator in evaluating and monitoring performance.

The OHS conducts these specific HVE/Mobilizations:

e Impaired Driving Mobilizations: December - January (to coincide with NHTSA Impaired Driving campaign),
June-July (to coincide with July 4*), and August — September (to coincide with NHTSA Impaired Driving
campaign, Labor Day weekend).

e 100 Deadliest Days Sustained Enforcement: During the summer, traffic crash fatalities frequency is
over-represented. Aggressive Driving and Distracted Driving used to be the main focus for 100 Deadliest Days
enforcement, but this campaign is now encompassing the DIA principle (Distracted, Impaired, and Aggressive)
and Safety Restraints usage.

e Seat Belt Mobilizations: May Click It or Ticket (to coincide with NHTSA national campaign).

FEY 2019 HVE Mobilization Schedule
e

December, Jancary (Holiday Season- Drive Sober or Get Pulled Over) | Dec 13, 2018 - Jan 3, 2019
May (Click it or Ticker) May 20 - June 2, 2019

4h of July (Drive Sober or Get Pulled Over) July 1 - July 7, 2019
Aggressive Driving July 26 - Aug 9, 2019
Labor Day (Drive Sober or Get Pulled Over) Aug 16 - Sept 4, 2019

To complete the evidence based traffic enforcement, Idaho is growing increasingly stronger in its adjudication process.
There is a strong data driven partnership between the judiciary and law enforcement: prosecutors, Idaho Supreme
Court, Administrative Licensing Suspension (ITD), Alcohol Beverage Control, Idaho State Police and local law
enforcement statewide.

Idaho's Traffic Safety Resource Prosecutor (TSRP) has served as a liaison between prosecutors, judiciary, law
enforcement, and other stakeholders in the fight against impaired driving. Prior to the start of this program, the
communication between law enforcement and prosecutors was in need of stronger relationships and communication.
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The TSRP provides training and technical assistance to law enforcement officers and prosecutors, delivering the critical
support to enhance successful prosecution of traffic safety violations.

STRATEGIC PARTNERS and STAKEHOLDERS

Idaho Traffic Safety Commission Members

The Idaho Traffic Safety Commission (ITSC) has input throughout the development process of our Highway Safety
Plan. The OHS maintains contact primarily through regular email and our Highway Safety Quick Notes.

The following members represent the ITSC:

Idaho Transportation Department
L. Scott Stokes, Deputy Director
John Tomlinson, Highway Safety Manager

Law Enforcement

Lt. Colonel Sheldon Kelley, Idaho State Police
Chief Jeff Wilson, Orofino Police Department
Craig T Rowland, Bingham County Sheriff

Prosecutor/Legal

Louis Marshall, Bonner County Prosecutor

Medical Services
Stacey Carson, VP Operations, Idaho Hospital Association

Education
Audra Urie, Driver Education Coordinator, State Department of Education
Sunshine Beer, Idaho STAR (Skills Training Advantage for Riders)

Idaho Senate & House
Senator Bert Brackett, Idaho Senate Representative
Representative Joe Palmer, Idaho House Representative
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The following table presents the goals and actual values for each performance measure in a simple, one-page format

Benchmark
2010-2014  2011-2015  2012-2016  2013-2017  2014-2018  2015-2019  2016-2020

Primary Goal
C1 5-Year Ave Fatalities - Goals 192 191 190 188 187 185
Actual Values 192 193 211

Secondary Goals

c2 5-Year Ave Serious Injuries - Goals 1,278 1,263 1,250 1,239 1,230 1,221
IActual Values 1,303 1,294 1,298
c3 5-Year Fatality Rate - Goals 1.19 1.17 1.17 1.14 1.12 1.10
Actual Values 1.20 1.19 1.29
I
FHWA-1 5-Year Serious Injury Rate - Goals 7.98 7.74 7.63 7.49 7.36 7.27
Actual Values 8.12 7.98 7.89

Aggressive Driving
Cc6 5-Year Ave Speeding Fatalities - Goals 53 52 51 51 50 49
Actual Values 54 51 52

Distracted Driving
11 5-Year Ave Distracted Fatalities - Goals 43 42 41 40 39 38
Actual Values 45 43 48

Safety Restraint Use in Passenger Motor Vehicles (PMV)

c4 5-Year Ave Unrestrained PMV Fatalities - Goals 75 74 73 72 70 69
Actual Values 76 81 89
I

B1 Yearly Observed Seat Belt Use - Goals 81.6% 82.2% 82.5% 83.0% 83.3% 83.8%
Actual Values 80.2% 81.1% 82.9% 81.2%

Impaired Driving

c5 5-Year Ave Driver BAC>=0.08 Fatalities - Goals 55 54 53 53 52 52

Actual Values 57 56 62

Vulnerable Users (Bike, Pedestrian, Mature)

c11 5-Year Ave Bicyclist Fatalities - Goals 2 2 2 2 2 2
IActuaIVaIues 2 1 3
C10  5-Year Ave Pedestrian Fatalities - Goals 11 11 11 11 11 10
IActualValues 12 11 13
12 5-Year Ave Drivers >=65 in Fatal Crashes - Goals 37 36 35 35 34 33
Actual Values 38 39 42
I
FHWA-2 5-Year Ave Non-Motorist Fatalities & Serious Injures 120 120 120 120 120 120
Actual Values 112 111 117

Youthful Driver

c9 5-Year Ave Drivers <=20 in Fatal Crashes - Goals 28 27 27 26 25 24
Actual Values 29 29 28
Motorcycle (MC)
c7 5-Year Ave Motorcycle Fatalities - Goals 22 22 21 21 21 20
Actual Values 23 24 25
I
c8 5-Year Ave Unhelmeted MC Fatalities - Goals 12 12 11 11 11 11
Actual Values 12 13 14
Commercial Motor Vehicle (CMV)
13 5-Year Ave CMV Fatalities - Goals 23 22 21 21 20 20
Actual Values 23 26 29

Lane Departure

14 5-Year Ave Single Vehicle Run-Off-Road Fatalities - Goals 100 99 98 97 95 94
Actual Values 101 101 107
I

15 5-Year Ave Head-On/SS Opposite Fatalities - Goals 28 27 26 25 24 23
Actual Values 30 27 30

Intersections

16 5-Year Ave Intersection-Related Fatalities - Goals 36 36 35 35 33 32
Actual Values 36 38 40
Items for Reporting
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
Yearly Total Fatality Rate 1.15 1.30 1.48
Yearly Urban Fatality Rate 0.52 1.70 1.97
Yearly Rural Fatality Rate 1.61 0.48 0.65
FFY2015 FFY2016 FFY2017 FFY2018 FFY2019 FFY2020
Al Seat Belt Citations Issued during Grant Funded Activities 11,780 12,067 5,574
A2 DUI Arrests made during Grant Funded Activities 861 687 557
A3 peeding Citations Issued during Grant Funded Activities 7,853 6,908 10,239
Updated: 12/18/2017
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CI — Reduce the five-year average number of fatalities from 211 (2012—5” | g to lg’ 5” l g—l gec. Ig l , 5” |5 .

C2 — Reduce the five-year average number of serious injuries from 1,298 (2012-2016) to 1,230 (2015-Dec. 31,
2019).

C3 — Reduce the five-year fatality rate per 100 million Annual Vehicle Miles Traveled (AVMT) from 1.29 (2012-
2016> to I.12 (ZOIS—DeC. 31, 2019).

C4 — Reduce the five-year average number of unrestrained passenger motor vehicle occupants killed from 89 (2012-
2016> to 70 (ZOIS—DeC. 31, 2019).

CS — Reduce the five-year average number of fatalities involving a driver with a BAC greater than or equal to 0.08 from
62 (2012-2016) to 52 (2015-Dec. 31, 2019).

C6 — Maintain the five-year average number of fatalities resulting from crashes involving speeding at or below S0.
C7 — Reduce the five-year average number of motorcyclists killed from 25 (2012-2016) to 21 (2015-Dec. 31, 2019).

C8 — Reduce the five-year average number of motorcyclists killed that were not wearing helmets from 14 (2012-2016)
to I1 (ZOIS—DeC. 31, 2019)

C9 — Reduce the five-year average number of drivers, 20 years old and younger, involved in fatal crashes from 28

(2012-2016) to 25 (2015-Dec. 31, 2019).

CIO — Maintain the five-year average number of pedestrians killed by motor vehicles at or below 11.

CII — Keep the five-year average number of bicyclists killed by motor vehicles from increasing (2).

BI — Increase the yearly observed seat belt use rate from 82.9% (2012-2016) to 83.3% (2015-Dec. 31, 2019).

IT — Reduce the five-year average number of fatalities resulting from distracted driving from 48 (2012-2016) to 39
(2015-Dec. 31, 2019).

I2 — Reduce the five-year average number of drivers, 65 years old and older, involved in fatal crashes from 42 (2012-
2016> to 34 (ZOIS—DeC. 31, 2019).

I3 — Reduce the five-year average number of fatalities resulting from commercial motor vehicle crashes from 29 (2012-

2016) to 20 (2015-Dec. 31, 2019).

I4 — Reduce the five-year average number of fatalities resulting from single-vehicle run off the road crashes from 107

(2012-2016) to 95 (2015-Dec. 31, 2019).

IS — Reduce the five-year average number of fatalities resulting from head-on or sideswiped opposite direction crashes

from 30 (2012-2016) to 24 (2015-Dec. 31, 2019).

I6 — Reduce the five-year average number of fatalities resulting from intersection-related crashes from 40 (2012-2016)
to 33 (2015-Dec. 31, 2019).

*All goals are based on calendar years (ending December 31, 2019).
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Core Outcome Measures

5 Year Moving Averages

2006-2010 | 2007-2011 | 2008-2012 | 2009-2013 | 2010-2014 | 2011-2015 | 2012-2016

Traffic Fatalities Total (C-1) 237 217 204 200 192 193 211
Rural 185 172 162 161 156 156 167
Urban 53 45 42 39 36 35 38
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 3 5

Fatalities Per 100 Million Total (C-3)

VMT** 1.53 1.39 1.29 1.26 1.20 1.19
Rural 1.99 1.84 1.74 1.72 1.67 1.66
Urban 0.85 0.72 0.65 0.60 0.54 0.51

Passenger Vehicle Total

Occupant Fatalities

(All Seat Positions) 179 162 150 148 141 143 156
Restrained 73 65 62 61 59 57 61
Unrestrained (C-4) 99 90 82 81 76 81 89
Unknown 7 7 6 7 6 5 6

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

(C-5) 73 66 62 58 57 56 62

Speeding-Related Fatalities (C-6) 76 69 65 61 54 51 52

Motorcyclist Fatalities Total (C-7) 32 27 26 25 23 23 24
Helmeted 14 13 13 12 11 10 10
Unhelmeted (C-8) 17 15 13 13 12 13 14
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 1

Drivers Involved in Fatal Total

Crashes 293 269 260 254 243 248 270
Aged Under 15 2 2 1 2 1 1 1
Aged 15-20 41 37 33 30 28 29 28
Aged Under 21 (C-9) 43 39 34 32 29 30 29
Aged 21 and Over 248 228 225 222 214 219 240
Unknown Age 1 1 1 1 0 0 1

Pedestrian Fatalities (C-10) 11 11 11 11 12 11 13

Bicyclist and Other Cyclist Fatalities**** (C-11) 3 3 3 3 2 1 3

*These Performance Measures Were Developed By The National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA)

and the Governors Highway Safety Association (GHSA) (See Publication: DOT HS 811 025)
**2016 State Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) Datais Not Yet Available

***Based on the BAC of All Involved Drivers and Motorcycle Riders (Operators) Only
****On March 11th, 2014 GHSA and NHTSA agreed on bike fatalities as a newly required performance core measure




SHIFT

IDENTIFICATION REPORT

Idaho is geographically located in the Pacific Northwest. Idaho is the I1th largest State the nation in land area, but the
39th largest in population. Idaho consists of 82,750.9 square miles of land and is comprised of 44 Counties ranging in
size from 407.5 square miles (Payette County) to 8,485.2 square miles (Idaho County). Two counties, Idaho County
(8,485.2 square miles) and Owyhee County (7,678.4 square miles) encompass 19.5% of the State, although they only
represent just 1.7 percent of the statewide population. Just over 63% of Idaho is federally owned land, primarily
consisting of national forests, wilderness areas, and BLM land.

The United States Census Bureau estimates the population of Idaho on July I, 2015 was 1,654,930. Idaho is a rural
State, nearly two-thirds (65%) of the population resides in just 6 of the 44 counties: Ada (434,211), Canyon
(207,478), Kootenai (150,346), Bonneville (110,089), Bannock (83,744), and Twin Falls (82,375).
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Problem

ldentification

Report

FY 2019

Prepared by the Office of Highway Safety
Prepared by: Office of Highway Safety, Idaho Transportation Department. Report is based on information provided by law enforcement
agencies on collisions resulting in injury, death or damage to one person’s property in excess of $1500.
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SHIFT 1

Statewide

The Problem
. In 2016, 253 people were killed and 13,664 people were injured in traffic crashes.

. The fatality rate was 1.48 fatalities per 100 million Annual Vehicle Miles of Travel (AVMT) in Idaho in 2016. The
US fatality rate was estimated to be 1.18 fatalities per 100 million AVMT in 2016.

. Motor vehicle crashes cost Idahoans nearly $4.3 billion in 2016. Fatal and serious injuries represented 70
percent of these costs.

Idaho Crash Data and Measures of Exposure, 2012-2016

Avg. Yearly
2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 Change 2012-2016
Total Crashes 21,402 22,347 22,134 24,018 25,328 4.4%
Fatal Crashes 169 200 175 198 232 9.0%
Total Deaths 184 214 186 216 253 9.1%
Injury Crashes 7,630 7,850 8,217 9,050 9,327 5.2%
Total Injured 10,988 11,344 11,768 13,207 13,664 5.7%
Property-Damage-Only
Crashes (Severity >$1,500) 13,603 14,298 13,742 14,770 15,769 3.9%
Idaho Population (thousands) * 1,596 1,612 1,634 1,655 1,683 1.3%
Licensed Drivers (thousands) 2 1093 1,111 1,128 1,144 1,165 1.6%
Vehicle Miles of Travel (millions) > 15,838 15,877 16,145 16,662 17,152 2.0%
Registered Vehicles (thousands) > 1,555 1,445 1,480 1,489 1,491 -1.0%
Sources: 1: U.S. Census Bureau, 2: Economics and Research Section, Idaho Transportation Department
3: Traffic Survey and Analysis Section, Idaho Transportation Department
Economic Costs* of Idaho Crashes, 2016
Incident Description Total Occurrences Cost Per Occurrence Cost Per Category
Fatalities 253 59,623,771 $2,434,814,073
Serious Injuries 1,332 $460,257 $613,062,509
Visible Injuries 4,251 $125,360 $532,903,363
Possible Injuries 8,081 564,013 $517,285,896
No Injuries 49,005 $3,243 $158,914,683
Total Estimate of Economic Cost $4,256,980,523

*Economic Costs include: property damage, lost earnings, lost household production, medical, emergency services,
travel delay, vocational rehabilitation, workplace, administrative, legal, pain and lost quality of life. Based on estimates
released by the Federal Highway Administration and updated to reflect 2014 dollars.
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SHIFT
Statewide — (Continued)

Fatal and Injury Crash Involvement by Age of Driver, 2016

# of Drivers in % of Drivers in #of Licensed % of Total Fatal & Injury Crash
Age of Driver F&I Crashes F&I Crashes Drivers Drivers Involvement®

15-19 2,297 14% 65,940 6% 2.4
20-24 2,325 14% 99,305 9% 1.6
25-34 3,362 20% 198,720 17% 1.2
35-44 2,656 16% 190,481 16% 1.0
45-54 2,301 14% 185,748 16% 0.8
55-64 1,952 11% 198,970 17% 0.7

65 & Older 1,833 11% 226,067 19% 0.6
Missing 268 2%

Total 16,994 1,165,231

*Representation is percent of drivers in fatal and injury collisions divided by percent of licensed drivers.
Over representation occurs when the value is greater than 1.0.

Location of Idaho Crashes, 2012-2016

Avg. Yearly

Roadway Information 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 Change 2012-2016
Local:

AVMT (100 millions)* 74.0 73.5 74.5 75.8 77.3 1.1%

Fatal Crash Rate 1.0 11 1.0 11 1.2 4.9%

Injury Crash Rate 60.7 62.6 64.7 68.7 68.8 3.2%

Total Crash Rate 170.3 183.6 185.9 191.2 195.0 3.5%
State System (Non-Interstate):

AVMT (100 millions)® 48.4 48.8 49.5 511 52.1 1.9%

Fatal Crash Rate 1.5 1.8 1.5 1.6 1.8 6.3%

Injury Crash Rate 52.1 519 50.4 56.5 57.6 2.7%

Total Crash Rate 142.2 139.5 133.4 149.2 154.6 2.3%
Interstate:

AVMT (100 millions)’ 36.0 36.5 37.4 39.7 421 4.0%

Fatal Crash Rate 0.7 0.8 0.7 0.9 11 14.5%

Injury Crash Rate 17.2 19.6 24.2 24.1 23.9 9.0%

Total Crash Rate 53.2 56.0 44.8 47.9 52.4 0.4%
Statewide Totals:

AVMT (100 millions}l 158.4 158.8 161.5 166.6 171.5 2.0%

Fatal Crash Rate 11 13 11 12 14 6.9%

Injury Crash Rate 48.2 49.4 50.9 54.3 54.4 3.1%

Total Crash Rate 135.1 140.8 137.1 144.1 147.7 2.3%

Source: 1: Traffic Survey and Analysis Section, Idaho Transportation Department
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SHIFT
Aggressive Driving

The Definition

. Aggressive driving behaviors include: Failure to Yield Right of Way, Driving Too Fast for Conditions, Exceeding
the Posted Speed, Passed Stop Sign, Disregarded Signal, and Following Too Close.

. Aggressive driving crashes are those where an officer indicates that at least one aggressive driving behavior
contributed to the collision. Up to three contributing circumstances are possible for each vehicle in a collision,

thus the total number of crashes attributed to these behaviors is less than the sum of the individual
components.

The Problem

. Aggressive driving was a factor in 51 percent of all crashes and 36 percent of all fatalities in 2016.

. Drivers, ages 19 and younger, are 4.2 times as likely to be involved in an aggressive driving collision as all other
drivers.

. Aggressive driving crashes cost Idahoans more than $1.7 billion in 2016. This represented 41 percent of the
total economic cost of crashes.

Aggressive Driving in Idaho, 2012-2016

Avg. Yearly
2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 Change 2012-2016
Total Aggressive Driving Crashes 11,442 12,522 12,366 12,383 12,793 2.9%
Fatalities 66 84 72 77 83 6.9%
Serious Injuries 629 635 649 637 612 -0.7%
Visible Injuries 1,944 2,109 2,077 2,282 2,164 2.9%
Possible Injuries 3,964 4,255 4,356 4,652 4,706 4.4%
Number of Traffic Fatalities and Serious Injuries Involving:*
Driving Too Fast for Conditions 233 244 229 276 266 3.9%
Fail to Yield Right of wWay 215 219 205 171 174 -4.8%
Exceeded Posted Speed 63 97 124 115 93 13.9%
Passed Stop Sign 93 95 102 92 89 -0.9%
Disregarded Signal 63 50 60 50 67 4.2%
Following Too Close 100 68 58 49 69 -5.4%
Aggressive Driving Fatal and Serious
Injury Rate per 100 Million AVMT 4.39 4.53 4.47 4.29 4.05 -1.9%

* Three contributing circumstances possible per unit involved in each collision
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Distracted Driving

The Definition

° Distracted driving crashes are those where an officer indicates that Inattention or Distracted — in/on Vebhicle
was a contributing circumstance in the crash.

The Problem

. In 2016, 64 fatalities resulted from distracted driving crashes. This represents 25 percent of all fatalities. Of
the 50 passenger vehicle occupants killed in distracted driving crashes, 23 (46 percent) were wearing a seat
belt. The other fatalities resulting from distracted driving in 2016 were 4 motorcyclists, 2 bicyclists, 7
pedestrians, and 1 farm equipment operator.

. In 2016, drivers under the age of 25 comprised 37 percent of the drivers involved in all distracted driving
crashes and 27 percent of the drivers involved in fatal distracted driving crashes, while they only comprised 14
percent of the licensed drivers.

° Distracted driving crashes cost Idahoans just over $1.1 billion in 2016. This represents 26 percent of the total

economic cost of crashes.

Distracted Driving Crashes in Idaho, 2012-2016

Avg. Yearly
2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 Change 2012-2016
Distracted Driving Crashes 4,890 4,757 4,781 5,470 4,973 0.8%
Fatalities 41 43 39 51 64 13.0%
Serious Injuries 422 339 364 425 367 -2.3%
Visible Injuries 1,005 996 1,033 1,285 1,193 5.0%
Possible Injuries 1,792 1,831 1,846 2,211 2,121 4.7%
Distracted Driving Crashes as a
% of All Crashes 22.8% 21.3% 21.6% 22.8% 19.6% -3.4%
Distracted Driving Fatalities as a
% of All Fatalities 22.3% 20.2% 21.0% 23.6% 25.3% 3.6%
Distracted Driving Injuries as a
% of All Injuries 29.3% 27.9% 27.6% 29.7% 26.9% -1.9%
All Fatal and Injury Crashes 7,799 8,049 8,392 9,248 9,559 5.3%
Distracted Fatal/Injury Crashes 2,153 2,096 2,182 2,568 2,355 2.7%
% DistractedDriving 27.6% 26.0% 26.0% 27.8% 24.6% -2.6%
Distracted Driving Fatality and Serious
Injury Rate per 100 Million Vehicle
Miles Of Travel 2.92 2.41 2.50 2.86 2.51 -2.9%
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Safety Restraints

The Problem
. In 2016, 83 percent of Idahoans were using seat belts, based on seat belt survey observations.
. In 2016, seat belt usage varied by region around the state from a high of 90 percent in District 3 (Southwestern

Idaho) to a low of 66 percent in District 4 (South-Central Idaho).

. Only 35 percent of the individuals killed in passenger cars, pickups and vans were wearing a seat belt in 2016.
Seatbelts are estimated to be 50 percent effective in preventing serious and fatal injuries. By this estimate, we
can deduce that 65 lives were saved in Idaho in 2016 because they were wearing a seat belt and an additional
57 lives could have been saved if everyone had worn their seat belt.

. There were 4 children under the age of 7 killed (1 was restrained) and 17 seriously injured (11 were restrained)
while riding in passenger vehicles in 2016. Child safety seats are estimated to be 69 percent effective in
reducing fatalities and serious injuries. By this estimate we can deduce that child safety seats saved 2 lives in
2016. If all of the children under 7 had been properly restrained, an additional 2 lives may have been saved.
Furthermore, 24 serious injuries were prevented and 3 of the 5 unrestrained serious injuries may have been
prevented if they had all been properly restrained.

. Unrestrained passenger motor vehicle occupants cost Idahoans nearly $1.3 billion in 2016. This represents 30
percent of the total economic cost of crashes.

Occupant Protection in Idaho, 2012-2016

Avg. Yearly
2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 Change 2012-2016
Observational Seat Belt Survey
District 1 72% 72% 76% 74% 77% 1.8%
District 2 86% 85% 80% 79% 78% -2.3%
District 3 93% 86% 91% 89% 90% -0.7%
District 4 66% 74% 67% 58% 66% 0.8%
District 5 64% 81% 80% 87% 86% 8.1%
District 6 71% 77% 71% 66% 67% -1.3%
Statewide Average 79% 82% 80% 81% 83% 1.2%
Seat Belt Use - Age 4 and Older*
Cars, Pickups, Vans and SUV's
In Fatal Crashes 43.0% 33.3% 44.3% 37.6% 34.6% -3.2%
In Serious Injury Crashes 65.8% 63.2% 64.2% 66.8% 69.3% 1.4%
Self Reported Child Restraint Use*
in Cars, Pickups, Vans and SUV's 75.5% 79.3% 80.4% 80.3% 96.4% 6.6%

*The child restraint law was modified in 2005 to include children under the age of 7. As of 2005, seal belt use
is for persons age 7 and older and child restraint use if or children 6 and younger.
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Impaired Driving

Definition

e Impaired driving crashes are those where the investigating officer has indicated the driver of a motor vehicle, a

pedestrian, or a bicyclist was alcohol and/or drug impaired or where alcohol and/or drug impairment was listed
as a contributing circumstance to the crash.

The Problem

. In 2016, 88 fatalities resulted from impaired driving crashes. This represents 35 percent of all fatalities. Only
17 (or 25 percent) of the 65 passenger vehicle occupants killed in impaired driving crashes were wearing a seat

belt. Additionally, there were 6 motorcyclists, 10 pedestrians, 4 ATV riders, 2 commercial vehicle occupants,
and 1 bicyclist killed in impaired driving crashes.

. Of the 88 people killed in impaired driving crashes in 2016, 80 (or 91%) were impaired drivers or operators,
persons riding with an impaired driver, or impaired pedestrians.

. Nine percent of the impaired drivers involved in crashes were under the age of 21 in 2016, even though they
are too young to legally purchase alcohol.

. Impaired driving crashes cost Idahoans over

economic cost of crashes.

Impaired Driving in Idaho, 2012-2016

S1 billion in 2016. This represents 24 percent of the total

Avg. Yearly
2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 Change 2012-2016
Impaired Driving Crashes 1,454 1,425 1,378 1,367 1,535 1.5%
Fatalities 73 96 72 87 88 7.1%
Serious Injuries 241 228 227 219 223 -1.9%
Visible Injuries 399 362 383 350 397 0.3%
Possible Injuries 535 445 443 477 482 -2.1%
Impaired Driving Crashes as
a % of All Crashes 6.8% 6.4% 6.2% 5.7% 6.1% -2.7%
Impaired Driving Fatalities as
a % of All Fatalities 39.7% 45.1% 38.7% 40.3% 34.8% -2.5%
Impaired Driving Injuries as
a % of All Injuries 10.7% 9.1% 8.9% 7.9% 8.1% -6.6%
Impaired Driving Fatality & Serious
Injury Rate per 100 Million AVMT 1.98 2.04 1.85 1.84 1.81 -2.1%
Annual DUI Arrests by Agency*
Idaho State Police 1,659 1,304 1,197 1,089 1,305 -4.7%
Local Agencies 7,482 6,825 6,248 6,298 6,015 -5.2%
Total Arrests 9,141 8,129 7,445 7,387 7,320 -5.3%
DUI Arrests per 100 Licensed Drivers 0.84 0.73 0.66 0.65 0.63 -6.8%
*Source; Bureau of Criminal Identification, Idaho State Police
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Youthful Drivers

The Problem

Drivers, ages 15 to 19, represented just fewer than 6 percent of licensed drivers in Idaho in 2016, yet they
represented 12 percent of the drivers involved in fatal and serious injury crashes.

In 2016, drivers ages 15 to 19 constituted 6 percent of the impaired drivers involved in crashes, despite the
fact they were too young to legally consume alcohol.

National and international research indicates youthful drivers are more likely to be in single-vehicle crashes, to
make one or more driver errors, to speed, to carry more passengers than other age groups, to drive older and
smaller cars that are less protective, and are less likely to wear seat belts.

Of the 27 people killed in crashes with youthful drivers, 9 were the youthful drivers themselves. Of the 7
youthful drivers killed that were in passenger motor vehicles, 3 were wearing a seat belt. Of the other 2

drivers, 1 was on a motorcycle and 1 was on an ATV.

Crashes involving youthful drivers cost Idahoans nearly $664 million in 2016. This represents 16 percent of the

total economic cost of crashes.

Crashes involving Youthful Drivers in Idaho, 2012-2016

Avg. Yearly
2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 Change 2012-2016
Total Crashes Involving Drivers 15-19 4,796 4,825 4,668 5,374 5,622 4.3%
Fatalities 14 26 20 34 27 28.0%
Serious Injuries 230 214 198 270 238 2.5%
Visible Injuries 782 785 812 997 1,011 7.0%
Possible Injuries 1,541 1,524 1,547 1,903 1,986 6.9%
Drivers 15-19 in Fatal &
Serious Injury Crashes 211 197 182 232 232 3.3%

% of all Drivers involved in Fatal

and Serious Injury Crashes 11.2% 10.5% 9.4% 12.0% 12.0% 2.7%
Licensed Drivers 15-19 62,094 62,398 62,895 65,264 65,940 1.5%

% of Total Licensed Drivers 5.7% 5.6% 5.6% 5.7% 5.7% -0.1%
Fatal & Injury Crash Involvement* 1.98 1.87 1.69 211 213 2.6%
Drivers 15-19 - Fatal Crashes 12 22 19 32 25 29.1%
Impaired Drivers 15-19 - Fatal Crashes 3 5 4 7 4 19.7%

% of Youthful Drivers that were

Impaired in Fatal Crashes 25.0% 22.7% 21.1% 21.9% 16.0% -9.9%

* Fatal & Injury Crash Involvement is the percent of fataland injury crashes divided by the percent of licensed drivers.
Over-representation occurs when the value is greater than 1.0., Under-Representation when the value is less than 1.
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Mature Drivers

The Problem

. Mature drivers, drivers age 65 and older, were involved in 4,214 crashes in 2016. This represents 17 percent of
the total number of crashes. Fatalities resulting from crashes involving mature drivers represented 20 percent
of the total number of fatalities in 2016. Of the 51 people killed in crashes with mature drivers, 39 (76
percent) were the mature drivers themselves.

. Mature drivers are under-represented in fatal and injury crashes. Mature drivers represent 19 percent of
licensed drivers, but represent 11 percent of drivers involved in fatal and injury crashes.

. National research indicates drivers and passengers over the age of 75 are more likely than younger persons to
sustain injuries or death in traffic crashes due to their physical fragility.

. Crashes involving drivers, age 65 and older, cost Idahoans nearly $845 million in 2016. This represents 20
percent of the total economic cost of crashes.

Crashes Involving Mature Drivers in Idaho, 2012-2016

Avg. Yearly
2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 Change 2012-2016
Total Mature Driver Crashes 3,255 3,605 3,682 3,992 4,214 6.7%
Fatalities 38 35 46 42 51 9.1%
Serious Injuries 220 215 263 269 287 7.3%
Visible Injuries 566 598 642 719 784 8.5%
Possible Injuries 1,059 1,097 1,176 1,372 1,476 8.8%
Mature Drivers in Fatal & Injury Crashes 1,329 1,388 1,536 1,711 1,833 8.4%
% of All Drivers in Fatal & Injury Crashes  10.2% 11.2% 11.1% 10.4% 10.8% 1.5%
Licensed Drivers 65 & Older 187,274 197,457 207,824 216,423 226,067 4.8%
% of Total Licensed Drivers 17.1% 17.8% 18.4% 18.9% 19.4% 3.2%
Involvement® of Drivers 65 & Older
in Fatal and Injury Crashes 0.60 0.63 0.60 0.55 0.56 -1.6%
Mature Drivers-Fatal Crashes 37 35 43 41 53 10.5%
Mature Drivers-Impaired Fatal Crashes 1 4 2 3 1 58.3%
% Fatal Impaired Crashes 2.7% 14.3% 6.7% 7.3% 1.9% 77.7%

* Representation (or Involvement) is percent of falal and injury crashes divided by percent of licensed drivers.
Over-representation occurs when the value is greater than 1.0, Under-Representation when the value is less than 1.

Drive well Ildaho. Highway Safety Plan | Pg. 22



L

SHIFT 1
Motorcycles
The Problem
. In 2016, motorcycle crashes represented 2 percent of the total number of crashes, yet accounted for 12

percent of the total number of fatalities and serious injuries.

. Almost half of all motorcycle crashes (45 percent) and more than half of fatal motorcycle crashes (52 percent)
involved just the motorcycle (no other vehicles were involved) in 2016.

. Idaho code requires all motorcycle operators and passengers under the age of 18 to wear a helmet. In 2016, 9
of the 12 (75 percent) motorcycle drivers and passengers, under the age of 18 and involved in crashes, were

wearing helmets.

. The National Highway Traffic Safety Administration estimates helmets are 37 percent effective in preventing
motorcycle fatalities. In 2016, only 36 percent of motorcyclists killed in crashes were wearing helmets.

° Motorcycle crashes cost Idahoans nearly $325 million in 2016. This represents 8 percent of the total economic
cost of crashes.

Motorcycle Crashes in Idaho, 2012-2016

Avg. Yearly
2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 Change 2012-2016

Motorcycle Crashes 545 517 510 546 528 -0.7%
Fatalities 22 26 25 28 22 1.2%
Serious Injuries 158 150 146 174 164 1.4%
Visible Injuries 253 221 207 225 223 -2.8%
Possible Injuries 105 95 87 131 123 6.6%
Motorcyclists in Crashes 621 584 562 611 591 -1.1%
Registered Motorcycles 62,964 54,813 60,160 51,219 55,865 -2.2%
Motorcyclists Wearing Helmets 351 306 328 347 329 -1.3%
% Motorcyclists Wearing Helmets 56.5% 52.4% 58.4% 56.8% 55.7% -0.1%
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Pedestrians and Bicyclists

The Problem

. In 2016, 18 pedestrians and 6 bicyclists were killed in traffic crashes. The 18 pedestrians killed represented 7
percent of all fatalities in Idaho.

. Children, ages 4 to 14, accounted for 12 percent of the fatalities and injuries sustained in pedestrian crashes
and 25 percent of the fatalities and injuries sustained in bicycle crashes.

. Crashes involving pedestrians and bicyclists cost Idahoans over $332 million in 2016. This represents 8 percent
of the total economic cost of crashes.

Pedestrians and Bicyclists Involved in Crashes in Idaho, 2012-2016

Avg. Yearly
2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 Change 2012-2016
Pedestrian Crashes 229 206 232 207 236 1.5%
Fatalities 13 14 14 8 18 22.5%
Serious Injuries 53 53 55 51 66 6.5%
Visible Injuries 102 88 87 103 102 0.6%
Possible Injuries 69 53 78 66 80 7.5%
Pedestrians in Crashes 242 218 245 224 249 1.3%
Pedestrian Fatal and Serious Injuries 66 67 69 59 81 6.8%
% of All Fatal and Serious Injuries 4.5% 4.5% 4.7% 3.8% 5.1% 5.2%
Impaired Pedestrian F&SI 9 10 7 6 17 37.5%
% of Pedestrian F&SI - Impaired 13.6% 14.9% 10.1% 10.2% 21.0% 21.0%
Bicycle Crashes 389 334 296 286 319 -4.3%
Fatalities 2 3 2 0 6 41.7%
Serious Injuries 51 51 41 36 52 3.2%
Visible Injuries 206 167 152 149 158 -6.0%
Possible Injuries 117 104 100 101 109 -1.5%
Bicyclists in Crashes 399 341 305 353 322 -