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Executive Summary

Although there has been a significant reduction in the number of collision-involved
injuries and fatalities in recent years, the United States still faces unacceptably high collision
rates in comparison to other developed countries. Road safety is a challenging and evolving field,
and preparing both students and practitioners with expertise in road safety and the research that
has been conducted is one important mission that cannot be underestimated by educators to
better solve forthcoming road safety challenges. However, most domestic universities do not
have an independent road safety course in their civil engineering departments. Student
knowledge of road safety is built on scattered sessions that are provided by other transportation-
related courses such as those in transportation engineering, planning, and freight and supply
chains. Similarly, practitioners may be provided with anecdotal evidence of transportation safety
trends, but the availability of transferable training materials in a delivery-ready format is limited.
Road safety is interdisciplinary in nature, as it intersects civil engineering, psychology,
mechanical engineering, urban planning, public health, and other disciplines. For these reasons,
developing materials for road safety benefits many potential end users.

The purpose of this project was to respond to gaps in delivering transportation safety
education and to develop introductory curriculum materials for both academicians and
practitioners. The project objectives included developing a comprehensive understanding of
needs and priorities with regard to safety data management and analysis; developing a set of core
skills and knowledge required for safety data management and analysis; providing a
comprehensive set of safety data workforce development resources easily accessed for use and
distribution; and identifying and utilizing proven delivery pipelines to supplement program

outreach efforts and activities in the safety data area.



This report documents the work conducted as part of a two-phase project. In the first
phase, which was reported separately, user group surveys of practitioners and academicians were
conducted, safety data were analyzed, and training tools and techniques were identified and
developed. Several key takeaways were identified as part of that study. From a practitioner
standpoint, while the acquisition, flow, storage, and use of data are similar from state to state,
many of the details are quite different, such as the data used for state highway projects and data
used for local projects within a given state. The most common reported difficulty with the data
seemed to be crash locations, but all states recognized this aspect and worked to validate and
modify, if appropriate, location data through some sort of quality control (QC) process. Several
agencies may have been involved in the data’s gathering and compilation, and inter-agency
cooperation and coordination were an important part of assuring accuracy and usability of the
data. Despite the automated nature of data transfer from one agency to another, errors in the data
or in interpretation were possible.

For this second phase, three activities that were initiated in the first phase were expanded.
First, the set of tools developed for practitioners was pilot tested and reviewed by a focus group
and then refined on the basis of the feedback received. Second, a set of tools developed for
academicians was reviewed by 18 faculty members to determine the potential value and
effectiveness of these products in the classroom. The participating faculty members from
throughout the country taught transportation or transportation safety-related courses. Lastly, as
an extension to the state-level crash reporting methodology described in the first phase, the
research team took a closer look at how crashes are reported in remote areas and updated current
safety data management practices for low volume roads and rural transportation in remote

villages. They attempted to reconcile the differences between crash reporting and injury/fatality



reporting systems by using three data sources as part of a case study: 1) the standard crash
reporting system used in Alaska by the Alaska Department of Transportation and Public
Facilities (ADOT&PF), which is similar to the system used in most other states; 2) the Alaska
Trauma Registry, a state-mandated system for reporting all hospital emergency admissions; and
3) crashes reported in the local newspapers of three communities, including one large community
on the highway system and two smaller communities not on the highway system. Trauma
Registry and newspaper data indicated that crashes of off-road vehicles were usually not reported
in the ADOT&PF database. For small communities, reliance on local sources, such as a town
newspaper, may in fact provide a more complete set of crash data than official trauma registries

and other agency databases.
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1. Introduction

Recent advancements in data collection capabilities have allowed transportation-related
agencies to collect mountains of safety data. Therefore, there is an immediate need to find out
what types of safety data are being collected, what types of safety analysis can be done with the
collected data, and what (other) types of safety data and analysis approaches are required to meet
the safety objectives.

Extensive collection efforts exist with regard to roadway, traffic, licensing, and vehicle
data. For example, more than 5 million traffic crashes are reported annually in the United States,
and over 37,000 lives were lost on roadways in the United States, according to the National
Highway Traffic Safety Administration (2017). The documentation process for every single one
of those crashes must begin at the scene of the incident with information gathered by a member
of the law enforcement community or by the private citizen(s) involved in the crash. This
information is subsequently transmitted to a local or state agency for data entry, processing, and
aggregation for the purpose of future analysis.

With the increased complexity of various safety data management and analysis activities,
and with most transportation agencies faced with limited staff and financial resources, there is an
opportunity to provide the transportation workforce, which includes practitioners and
academicians alike, with the resources needed to effectively understand, manage, and analyze
safety data. Safety data collection, management, integration, improvement, and analysis
activities are integral to developing a robust data program that leads to more informed decision

making, better targeted safety investments, and overall improved safety outcomes.



1.1 Objectives

This project responded to current gaps in research and identified a methodology to
benefit all system users. The objectives included the following:

e Develop a comprehensive understanding of needs and priorities with regard to safety data
management and analysis;

e Develop a set of core skills and knowledge required for safety data management and
analysis;

e Provide a comprehensive set of safety data workforce development resources that can
easily be accessed for use and distribution; and

e |dentify and utilize proven delivery pipelines to supplement program outreach efforts and
activities in the safety data area.

1.2 Approach / Method

This research collaboration leveraged the cumulative expertise in transportation safety
and transportation education of five institutions: the University of Alaska-Fairbanks (UAF),
Oregon State University (OSU), Washington State University (WSU), the University of
Washington (UW), and the University of Idaho (Ul). The following chapters represent the work
conducted in this project. Chapter 2, lead authored by the University of Idaho, discusses the
implementation of safety education tools developed for practitioners. Chapter 3, lead authored
by the University of Washington, discusses the implementation of safety education tools
developed for academicians. Chapter 4, lead authored by the University of Alaska Fairbanks,

examines how safety data may best be quantified and collected in remote areas.



2. Implementation (Practitioner Perspectives)

In order to identify the road safety challenges that local agencies are facing and to share
available resources, it was essential to develop a comprehensive understanding of needs and
priorities with regard to safety data management, analysis, and safety culture. Current and new
practitioners need to be provided with a fundamental set of core skills and knowledge required
for safety data management and analysis to support local transportation decision-making. A
structured process was developed in order to better understand current practices and needs. The
process steps included a preliminary assessment, survey, survey data analysis, draft
presentations, interview, interview data analysis, and final presentations. The objectives of the
first four steps, which were previously discussed in the first phase of this study, are summarized
below:

e A preliminary assessment of past studies was conducted that focused on the basic
concepts of road safety and agency involvement; this effort established a baseline
understanding of road safety.

e A survey was developed and distributed to collect information on local agency practices.

e The survey results were analyzed to identify the challenges of and the resources currently
used by local agencies.

e Draft presentations were created with the use of the preliminary assessment and the data
collected.

The second phase of this study sought to further examine how use of these developed
tools could be actively used by practitioners in the future. To that extent, two specific steps were

taken:



e Draft presentations were sent to practitioners who previously participated in the survey as

a pilot study. Interviews were conducted as a data collection method.

e The data were analyzed with the use of a qualitative tool and defined criteria. The draft
presentations were modified in accordance with the data collected.
2.1 Interviews

On the basis of the feedback provided by the practitioners, an initial set of PowerPoint
slides was developed to address user needs. (The content of these slides is described in the next
chapter.) To further evaluate the applicability and effectiveness of these learning tools, the slides
were sent to a subset of practitioners for testing as part of a pilot study. The main purpose was
for local agencies to review and comment on the content, images, graphics, text, and general
format of the slide deck. The directors, superintendents, or supervisors of each agency were
encouraged to share the presentations with newer staff, as well as to provide their own feedback.
The initial approach was to contact all practitioners who had previously participated in the
survey. Practitioners from cities and counties in the Pacific Northwest were selected to perform
this task, and from the 14 agencies contacted, seven agencies (N=7) agreed to participate in this
following evaluation. The presentations were sent in both .pdf and PowerPoint formats to the
participants.

A phone interview was conducted two weeks after initial contact with the participants.
During this period of time, a twelve-question interview script was developed that focused on
specific topics and concerns related to the content and format. The questions were divided into
the following categories: initial perception, usefulness, formatting, and recommendations. The

questions are summarized in Appendix A.



Each interview was recorded with the permission of the participants, and the analysis was
conducted on the basis of the participant’s observations of the initial slide deck. The average
time of each interview was 11 minutes 42 seconds. The interview was administered to six
agencies in the state of Idaho and one agency in the state of Oregon. Their working experience,
in their respective agencies, ranged between eight and 32 years.

2.2 Interview Responses

The interview responses were reported as qualitative data, and as a strategy to report this
type of data, frequencies were used to develop a useful summary based on the important points
of the interview. In the qualitative analysis, the data were indexed to develop different analytical
categories and theoretical explanations (Pope, Ziebland, Mays, 2000). A study done by Knafl
and Howard recommended the following minimal requirements for reporting qualitative data:
“preparation for data collection, length of time spent collecting data, how data were recorded,
and the amount of data collected; steps were taken to organize, categorize, or summarize the data
prior to final analysis; management of threats to the validity and reliability of the data; and the
process by which conclusions were derived from the data” (Knafl and Howard, 1984).

The data were analyzed by using two different approaches. The first approach used
Dedoose, a cross-platform application that analyzes qualitative data and mixed methods research.
The second approach followed the steps recommended in the Knafl and Howard study which
was previously described. In the following paragraphs, each method and associated results are
explained.

For the Dedoose analysis, the interviews were uploaded and analyzed with audio
recorded from each participant. After the audio files had been uploaded, a description of the

participants was created in a descriptors tab. The purpose of the descriptor tab was to describe



the source of the data, such as names, agency, age, gender, and other characteristics that
represented the participant. From the information collected, the following fields were created:
participant name, years of experience, and agency. After the descriptor set had been developed,
each descriptor was linked to its respective interview file. The analysis consisted of creating
codes that represented a specific characteristic or description identified by each participant. For
example, a code representing the need to break up the presentations or reduce the number of
slides was created and called “Improve Length;” all codes were simple and straightforward. (The
codes used in the software are listed in Appendix C.) Each code was linked to an excerpt that
represented a phrase in the interview uttered by the interviewer or interviewee. This process of
linking the code was done for each interview. Dedoose presents several options for reporting the
results, but for this analysis, the results were reported in a frequency chart matching users with

the established codes (see figure 2-1).
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Figure 2-1: Code application per user



As seen in figure 2-1, the code that most frequently occurred was the Recommendations
code (N=15). This code represented the number of times the participants suggested a
modification to the presentation, such as breaking up the slides or adding new content. The code
that occurred the fewest times was Purpose (Simple) (N=3). Four participants mentioned the
need to improve the length of the slides, and two of them mentioned it three different times
during the interview. More than half of the participants felt that the slides were easy to follow
(N=6), had good information (N=6), and stated that the images and graphics were helpful (N=7).
Four participants said they were willing to use the slides in the future, and five participants
desired to share them within their own agencies. The slide deck received a positive reaction with
regard to its format and content but a negative reaction overall. The participants’ suggestions
were taken into account when modifications were made to the initial set of slides.

In the second approach, interview notes were recorded and reviewed on the basis of the
positive or negative responses provided by the participants. The responses were grouped into the
following categories: usefulness, format, topics, and recommendations. A summary of the
responses is shown in Appendix B. Participants were asked to describe in their own words the
purpose of the presentation. Overall, most of the responses captured the main purpose of the
slide deck: the slides were intended to be a tool or a resource to support practitioners and their
agencies in identifying their role in the safety system and identifying the resources available to
them to improve their agency’s safety culture, and to gain insight into how to address road
safety. The presentation was also intended to help new engineers learn about the field of road
safety as they begin a career in this field.

The presentation received a positive reaction when practitioners were asked whether they

would use it themselves and whether they would share it with their agencies. More than half of



the participants were willing to use the slide decks for their own knowledge (N=4) or share it
within their own agency (N=5). The agencies that negatively responded explained that the reason
for not using the slides was that their city was considerably smaller or their roads were managed
by a highway district or county, and others responded that they use other training resources.

A majority of the participants noted that the presentation had a good format, with the
different fonts, graphics, and images making the slides interesting and catching the attention of
the audience (N=7). The presentation was easy to follow, and the variety of images and graphics
was helpful to better understand each topic. Two participants were concerned with the amount of
information provided in the presentation and explained that so much content presented in one
sitting might overwhelm a new engineer or cause a general audience to lose interest at some
point during the presentation.

The topics that were most interesting to the participants were the following: road safety
programs, local road safety plan, FAST act, the cooperative aspect of road safety, statistical data,
the important role of local agencies, and the history of road safety. Three participants commented
about the importance of allowing the audience to participate and having a place for discussion in
between key topics to allow the audience to ask questions, discuss topics, and not lose their
interest in the presentation.

The participants were also asked for suggestions on future presentation topics. Some
participants were interested in knowing more about funding and the training available to
participate and compete in safety grants. Another topic suggested was how to address human
error such as texting and fatigue while driving. With regard to topics already covered in the

presentation, breaking them down into more specific and in-depth content was suggested.



The interviews allowed the participants to express their recommendations to make the
presentation more effective and beneficial. Some of the recommendations included adding an
index, which would allow users to skip topics and move forward to topics of more interest to
them. The inclusion of an abbreviated index at the beginning of the presentation for new
practitioners who do not have experience with safety acronyms was mentioned. Another
suggestion was to add a “takeaway” at the end of each presentation. A takeaway would serve as a
next step after the lecture and would provide information such as who to contact, first steps
toward change, or links to web pages.

2.3 Results

Using the information and insight collected from the initial survey, a three-part training
tool was initially developed for broad dissemination to transportation practitioners. This tool,
which could be used as part of a continuing education training program, was designed to be both
dynamic and self-sustainable so that there would be value for those teaching this subject matter
related to safety data and safety data management. The development of this tool in the form of a
set of transferable PowerPoint presentations was implemented because of PowerPoint’s ease of
use, accessibility, and distribution. The three presentations included a definition of learning
objectives, identification of reading materials, road safety terminology, resources currently
available, survey results, local agencies challenges, and recommendations. The three
presentations were developed with the intent of being offered as part of a series but could also be
delivered as stand-alone presentations.

The presentations themselves were developed in three phases. The first phase consisted
of the development of an extensive outline. This helped to identify the primary topics for each

presentation and selected subtopics that would be included. The subtopics were categorized in



terms of relevance and anticipated interest to the audience. The topics were organized in a logical
sequence so that material could be shared in an orderly manner. Each slide deck could be
independent of one another, so the topics identified for each presentation were selected on the
basis of this concept. After these considerations were taken into account, an outline was

developed, and the main topics are highlighted in figure 2-2.

UNITED STATES ROAD SAFETY

i EOAD SAFETY AGENCIES

PRESENTATION
ROAD SAFETY RESOURCES

STATE OF PRACTICH

SECCRD SURVEY METHODOLDGY

PRESENTATION

SURVEY RESULTS

IDAHG s ROAD SAFETY

LOCAL AGENCIES CHALLENGES

ADDRESSING CHALLENGES & NOTEWORTHY
PRACTICE

Figure 2-2: Presentation organization

The second phase consisted of assembling the content for each presentation. The slide
decks were developed with the intent that anyone could serve as a presenter, even those
possessing minimal familiarity with the material. With this concept in mind, a detailed script was
written in the notes section of each individual slide. This script was designed to provide the
necessary background for the speaker while simultaneously allowing the presenter to provide
additional insight as needed. Another benefit to developing a script was that the speaker would
be encouraged to remain on point for each slide. To maintain audience interest, two to three

bullet points were typically provided on each slide, and additional graphs and images were used

10



to illustrate or highlight particular concepts. All graphics and figures were provided by either the
research team or available in a public domain space so as to avoid any potential copyright
violations. In figures 2-3 and 2-4, the structure of the slides and examples of the title page and

content page are presented.

- Title
Local Road Safety Plan
* Valuable tool for improving roadway safety
* Defines key emphasis areas and strategies - Bu Ilet Points

* Supports SHSP process

TOWARD =
X ZERO
DEATHS | |

Let's start by talking about a great tool that every agency should consider developing

a Local Road Safety Plan. A Local Road Safety Plan can be a valuable tool for
improving roadway safety. Local raad practitioners play a critical role in addressing
crash risks at the Jocal level and may be able to identify specific or unique conditions
that contribute to crashés within their jurisdictions. The LRSP defines key emphasis
areas and strategies that impact local rural roads and provides a framework to
accomplish safety enhancements at the local level. The Strateglc Highway Safety Plan
oF SHSP priortizes safety needs and investments at the state fevel, and may provide
input to the LRSP. Likewise, the LRSP can feed the SHSP process to dentify local road
specific safety issues, In the following slides we will further describe the benefits of
LRSP.

Images

L. Script

Figure 2-3: Slide structure (example)

Traffic Safety Management Local Road Safety Plan

and Analysis

luable tool for improving roadway safety
* Defines key emphasis areas and strategies

Bulding a Local Agency Safety Culture
’ * Supports SHSP process

TOWARD
ZERO

DEATHS

S S WHET

TN e b S S et

This slide deck is the first in a series of presentations. This effort is part of a research
project funded by PacTrans, a consortium of research universities in the Pacific
Northwest, to identify: what types of safety data are being collected, what types of
safety analysis can be done with the collected data, and what types of safety data and
analysis approaches are required to meet the safety objectives of local agencies. A
brief background of road safety will be provided and then continue with statistical
facts of road safety, general concepts, resources available, Let’s introduce this topic
by discussing the history of road safety.

Source: https.//phabay.com/fes/se¥%C3%B 1al-de-trsC3%nAlfico-road-trip-1210038/

Let’s start by talking about 3 great tool that every agency should consider developing
- a Local Road Safety Plan. A Local Road Safety Plan can be a valuable tool for
improving roadway safety. Local road practitioners play a critical role in addressing
crash risks at the local leved and may be able to identify specific or unique conditions
that contribute to crashes within their junsdictions. The LRSP defines key emphasis
areas and strategies that impact local rural roads and provides a framework to
accomplish safety enhancements at the local level, The Strategic Highway Safety Plan
or SHSP prioritizes safety needs and investments at the state level, and may provide
input 1o the LRSP. Likéwise, the LRSP can feed the SHSP process to identify local road
specific safety issues. In the following <lides we will further describe the benefits of
LRSP.

Figure 2-4: Example of title page (left) and content page (right)
The third phase consisted of revising and editing the presentations. The primary objective
during the revision process was to make certain that the technical content met the needs of the
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intended audience. The slides were reviewed so that the information provided was described
effectively and succinctly, the content on each slide made sense, the graphics on each slide were
suitable, and the key messages and takeaways for each presentation were retained. Below,
additional details related to the content of each presentation are provided.

The slide deck for the first presentation introduced the training by starting with the
history of road safety in the United States, from the Interstate Act of 1956 through the 2015
FAST Act. Statistical facts of road safety around the United States were presented and included,
but were not limited to, the number of fatalities and crashes, roadway ownership in the Pacific
Northwest states, and the economic impact of crashes. The next section described general
concepts of road safety, such as defining road safety, describing the road users, and discussing
performance measures. Current safety legislation and its importance were then discussed. A
significant part of this presentation described the resources available to local agencies, beginning
with governmental agencies that focus on improving road safety and concluding with a
discussion of specific manuals, courses, and available software.

The second presentation highlighted ongoing research efforts, along with the
methodology and analysis of the local practitioner survey and the responses collected.
Descriptions of the purpose, objectives, and methodology used for the research were provided.
Each step of the methodology was listed and described, and key elements such as preliminary
assessment, past studies, and data collection were provided. The target population and survey
objectives were described, and each survey question was explained. The survey responses were
presented and included information on the response rates and geographic location of each

responder. Specific survey results were discussed, with an explanation identifying the resources
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that local agencies in Idaho had available and the challenges that agencies faced while addressing
road safety.

The third and final presentation focused on local agencies in the State of Idaho. It
identified the challenges they faced and provided recommendations to address these challenges.
State-specific road safety statistics from 2010 to 2015 were introduced, along with details as to
how the transportation system was organized in the state. The challenges of gathering road safety
data from local agencies were explained and included causes, consequences, and the importance
of addressing them. A discussion followed encouraging the use of the Strategic Highway Safety
Plan for local agencies. The advantages and implementation methods were explained, and
additional resources were provided so that practitioners could obtain more information. In the
final section of the presentation, noteworthy practices throughout the United States were
highlighted to showcase how some states were addressing their challenges. The presentation
ended with a short conclusion section that presented the key points of the presentation.

The slide decks were modified in accordance with the comments and suggestions of the
seven practitioners who participated in the interviews from the states of Idaho and Oregon.
Initially, the slide deck consisted of three presentations with 55 slides, 59 slides, and 39 slides,
respectively. After taking into account the extensive amount of content in the first and third
presentations, both of those slide decks were divided into two presentations. This changed the
number of slide decks from three to five. In figure 2-5, the new outline is presented and the
corresponding topics highlighted. The second and fifth slide decks were presented as new
presentations, with 32 slides and 26 slides, respectively. The first slide deck was reduced to 25

slides, and the fourth slide deck decreased to 30 slides.
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The slide deck for the revised first presentation was broken into two presentations. The
first slide deck starts with the history of road safety in the United States from the Interstate Act
of 1956 through the 2015 FAST Act and statistical facts of road safety around the United States,
presenting data such as the number of fatalities and crashes, roadway ownership in the Pacific
Northwest states, and the economic impacts of crashes. It continues by describing general
concepts of road safety, such as defining road safety, describing the road users, and discussing
performance measures. Current safety legislation and its importance are then discussed. The
second slide deck describes the resources available to local agencies, beginning with the federal
agencies that focus on improving road safety and concluding with a discussion on specific
manuals, courses, and available software.

The second presentation has the same content, as it was not divided but is now considered
the third slide deck. The old third presentation was divided into two presentations. The fourth
slide deck focuses on the local agencies in the State of Idaho and identifies the challenges they
face to address road safety. State-specific road safety statistics from 2010 to 2015 are introduced,
along with details about how the transportation system is organized in the state. The challenges
that practitioners face in gathering road safety data from local agencies are explained and include
causes, consequences, and the importance of addressing them. A discussion follows encouraging
the use of the Strategic Highway Safety Plan for local agencies. The advantages and
implementation methods are explained, and additional resources are provided so that the
practitioner can obtain more information. The fifth and final slide deck provides
recommendations to address the challenges discussed in the previous presentation. Noteworthy

practices throughout the United States are highlighted to showcase how some states are
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addressing their challenges. The presentation ends with a summary and key information toward
building a safety culture environment.

An index and acronym table were also added to the slide deck, as requested by the
participants to help practitioners better understand the terminology and search specific topics
within the slide deck. A slide was included at the end of each presentation providing contact
information, along with the initial steps needed to improve an agency’s safety culture. All these

modifications were considered initial changes toward the continual improvement of the content

of the presentations.

UNITED STATES ROAD SAFETY

UNITED STATES ROAD SAFETY

ROAD SAFETY AGENCIES

ROAD SAFETY AGENCIES

ROAD SAFETY RESOURCES }

STATE OF PRACTICE
-
PHESENITAION METHODOLOGY AND RESULTS

T
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o IDAHO ROAD SAFETY
Ll D e L PRESENTATION LOCAL AGENCIES CHALLENGES
LOCAL AGENCIES CHALLENGES ADDRESSING CHALLENGES
ADDRESSING CHALLENGES &
NOTEWORTHY PRACTICE

Figure 2-5: Presentation organization (updated)

FIFTH
PRESENTATION NOTEWORTHY PRACTICES

2.4 Summary

Safety planning efforts and funding often start at the state level and trickle down to local
and regional agencies. The five presentations created serve the purpose of addressing some of
these challenges and providing alternatives to assist local agencies. Local practitioners had a
chance to evaluate the initial draft of the presentations and recommend changes that would make
the content more effective. The practitioners suggested several changes, such as dividing the

content into shorter presentations. This change was intended to avoid loss of audience interest
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and increase engagement and participation. Another recommendation was the inclusion of an
index and acronym list that would allow users to search for specific topics and learn new
terminology. The comments and recommendations improved both the slides and their content.
Future evaluation can still be done by interviewing local agencies from cities and counties that
manage more complex road systems, metropolitan planning organizations, highway districts,
LTAC, and state departments of transportation. The use of the slides during future presentations
will generate more feedback, which can be used to further update and expand the content.

The primary challenge to addressing safety remains a key responsibility of each local
agency, which, with limited staff or resources, must be properly engaged and informed in order
to best address existing roadway safety needs and continue to improve the safety culture of its
agency and community. Future research opportunities exist on the topic of road safety culture as
well as local agency participation in road management, the effectiveness of countermeasures, and
safety grants participation. All of the topics in the presentations that were developed can still be
expanded on the basis of the interest of the audience. Currently, many courses and training
opportunities exist around the country but it is essential to also create tailored educational
material (in this case to address issues in Idaho), and this approach and the format created can be

applied to other states that are interested in improving their safety culture.
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3. Implementation (Academic Perspectives)

Transportation engineering is a critical sub-discipline of the civil engineering profession
as indicated by its inclusion on the Fundamentals of Engineering Examination, overlap with
other specialty areas of civil engineering, and its recognition by the Transportation Research
Board (TRB), Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE), and American Society of Civil
Engineers (ASCE). However, colleges and universities do not always offer an independent
course on transportation safety and are more likely to provide coverage in the form of safety-
related modules as part of a broader transportation engineering course. Specific safety-themed
discussions may appear in sections focusing on transportation engineering, transportation
planning, and freight transportation.

For this research effort, a stand-alone educational module focused on roadway safety was
developed. This safety module, divided into three separate lectures, targeted both upper-level
undergraduate students and graduate students who have an interest in transportation safety. .

3.1 Lecture Development

The three lectures were designed for and with different student levels in mind. An
individual faculty member would be encouraged to select the appropriate lecture materials for his
or her targeted student group. The details of the three lectures are introduced below:

e Introduction to Road Safety: Core Definitions and Issues. This introductory-level lecture
covers the basic definitions of road safety such as collisions, collision rate, risk, risk
factors, relative risk, injury severity, and crash reduction or mitigation rate. This lecture

also provides a cursory review of traffic safety issues worldwide.
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e Road Safety Research: History, Analytical Approaches, Data, and Safety Measures. This
analysis-level lecture reviews the general trends of safety research history. In addition, an
overview of the 3Es or 5Es, public health, Haddon Matrix, and the system approach to
analyzing contributing crash factors and associated multidisciplinary elements are
discussed. Exposure to road safety data is also provided. This process helps students to
understand how safety data are collected and how biased data can be. In the end, by
introducing various safety measures, including user, vehicle, infrastructure, rescue, and
monitoring systems, this lecture provides a comprehensive introductory overview of
safety measures.

e The Future of Road Safety: Emerging and New Challenges. This advanced-level lecture
invites students to think about emerging or future road safety challenges such as texting
and driving and automated vehicles. The framework for a student course project
implementing research design and conceptualizing safety analysis is provided.

3.2 Assessment Framework

A formative evaluation approach was introduced to assess these three lectures. On the
basis of Wolf ’s Curriculum Development Process (Wolf, 2007) and Kirkpatrick’s Four Levels
of Evaluation (Kirkpatrick and Kirkpatrick, 2016), an assessment framework was developed to
evaluate the overall module.

The assessment framework shown in figure 3-1 illustrates the steps used to evaluate the
three developed lectures. The roadway safety module containing three lectures (i.e., introductory
level, analysis level, and advanced level) and one module plan (i.e., objectives, contents, and

target users) was provided to invited faculty members (see Appendix E) for their input and
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feedback (see interview questions in Appendix F). Their insights were used to refine the initial

version of the roadway safety education module and are described in the following sections.

| vodule | .
Roadway Safety ‘

Education Module

=5

Analysis Level Faculties

Testing Class

—

Students

Advanced ‘

Level

Module Plan

Survey

Evaluation Criteria

Interview

¥

Module Design

Objectives Contents Target Users

Feedback

Figure 3-1: Assessment framework for evaluating the safety education module

3.3 Evaluation Criteria

On the basis of the principles identified by Hass and Parkay (Parkay et al., 2006),

individual differences, flexibility, and systematic planning are criteria that depend in part on

knowledge of the different approaches to learning. Similar to the Technical Education

Curriculum Assessment (TECA) method developed by Keiser et al. (2004), five core criteria

were proposed to evaluate the perspectives provided by faculty members. Interview questions

were also developed and are listed in Appendix F.

The five core evaluation criteria included the following:
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Instructional Strategies. Did the curricula support teaching strategies that could easily be
applied by faculty and engage students?

Systematization. Did the designed module cover all of the important knowledge of
roadway safety to provide maximum value for students?

Congruity. Did the three levels of lecture material satisfy the different levels of student
needs?

Clarity and Integrality of Objectives. Did the objectives of this module completely and
clearly reflect the current essential needs of safety education in transportation
engineering?

Operability of the Module. Could the developed module, including the three lectures,

homework, and reading materials, be easily used by faculty members during class?

3.4 Interviews

taken:

To evaluate the developed roadway safety education module, three specific steps were

The module, including three lectures, corresponding homework, and related references
were sent to academicians (faculty members) who had teaching or research experience in
the field of roadway safety.

Eighteen academicians were interviewed and asked a series of integrated questions to
obtain their feedback with regard to improving the developed roadway safety education
module.

The data and feedback obtained from the interviews were analyzed by using a defined
criteria and qualitative method. The roadway safety education module was modified in

accordance with the feedback provided by the interviewed faculty.
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Phone interviews were conducted after each invited academician accepted our invitation.
A nine-question interview script (see Appendix F) was developed that focused on specific topics
and concerns related to the strengths and weaknesses of the roadway safety education module
and how improvements could be made.

Each interview was recorded with the permission of the participants, and a follow-up
analysis was conducted on the basis of the response and feedback provided by interviewees with
regard to the developed materials. The average duration for each interview was 22:32 minutes,
and all interviewees were university faculty members who had teaching or research experience in
the field of roadway safety.

3.5 Interview Responses

Interview responses were reported as qualitative data. The frequencies based on the
important points of the interview were used to develop a summary for identifying critical
information. In a qualitative analysis, the thematic content approach is employed to extract key
insights from the interview responses (Gul and Sozbilir, 2015; Daghan and Akkoyunlu, 2015).

Interviewee information with regard to gender and position are summarized in figure 3-2.
Of the 18 interviewees, ere about 22 percent (N=4) were female faculty members and 78 percent
(N=14) male. A majority of them were professors (39 percent) and assistant professors (33

percent).
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senior POSItion
Fellow

Research
Scientist
5%

Associate
Professor
17%

Figure 3-2: Interviewee gender and position

Their roadway safety-related teaching experience and their willingness to use the

developed roadway safety education module from this study in their courses are summarized in

figure 3-3. About 61 percent (N=11) of the interviewees had taught a roadway safety or

transportation safety course. Twenty-two percent (N=4) of them had taught roadway safety as a

component of other related courses. When asked whether the developed materials would be used

for a future class, 33 percent (N=6) of faculty members interviewed responded favorably;

another 28 percent (N=5) anticipated using parts of the developed module. Some interviewees
(less than 22 percent or N=4) stated that they were unlikely to use the developed module because

they felt that their courses were either already well-designed or incorporated components of our

content materials in existing lectures.
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Figure 3-3: Interviewee teaching experience and willingness to use

The interviewees who had taught roadway safety-related courses were asked to briefly
describe the syllabus or contents of their corresponding class. Each interviewee also provided
helpful feedback as to how the developed roadway safety education module could be improved.
Specific details are discussed in the following section.

3.6 Results and Analysis

This section describes the qualitative feedback provided by the interviewees with regard
to the content of their current syllabi, existing course material needs or gaps, learning objectives,
and feedback associated with the favorable or unfavorable design and content of the initial
version of the developed course module.

3.6.1 Syllabi of Roadway Safety-Related Courses

Academicians who had previously taught roadway safety or transportation safety-related
courses were asked to summarize their current course syllabus or the priorities of their
transportation safety class. On the basis of a review of the six syllabi provided (N=6), the
common threads were captured as the 16 topics shown in priority order in the bulleted list below.
The numbers in brackets indicate the number of times the subject matter appeared on a particular

syllabus.
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e Introduction to transportation safety (N=6)

e Regression analysis of count data and development of statistical models (5)
e Crash/safety data investigation and analysis (5)

e Human factors in traffic safety (5)

e Highway Safety Manual (HSM) (4)

¢ Identification of hazardous locations (4)

e Countermeasure development (4)

e Development of safety performance functions (SPFs) (4)

e Highway safety design (3)

e Safety and economic evaluations of countermeasures (3)

e Development of crash modification factors (CMFs) (3)

e Roadway and vehicle factors in traffic safety (2)

e Traffic engineering studies used in traffic safety analyses (2)
e Pedestrian and bicycle considerations and traffic calming (2)
e Current traffic safety research and literature review (1)

o Safety audits and highway legislation (1).

On the basis of the responses, common topics included a general introduction to
transportation safety, human factor issues, crash/safety data investigation and analysis, and
statistical modeling. Since the courses taught were often described in terms of “highway safety”
or “transportation safety,” variation in content areas was expected. Using this priority list, the
roadway safety education module developed as part of this study was refined to cover as many of

these topics as possible.
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3.6.2 Course Material Needs

When asked to describe the materials “most needed” for a traffic safety class, the
interviewees provided a variety of responses:

e Real-world case study data (i.e., state crash data, traffic volume data, regional GIS maps)

(N=4)

e Good homework problems (2)

e A good textbook (2)

e More compelling classroom activities (1)

e Reading materials (1)

e Cost of design treatment for reducing crash risk (1)
e Updates to lecture materials (1).

The interview responses indicated that the development and availability of real-world
case studies, along with good homework problems and a supplemental textbook on roadway
safety, are current voids with regard to available curriculum material.

3.6.3 Key Learning Objectives

Interviewees were asked to identify the learning objectives, perceived to be the most
important for this class, that were not covered in our draft module framework. The opinions are
highlighted below:

e Be able to use the Highway Safety Manual.

e Be able to apply a variety of quantitative techniques that can be used and applied to solve
real-life transportation safety problems.

e Be able to evaluate the safety and/or economic effectiveness of countermeasures using

several different methods.
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e Be able to apply ethical road safety approaches.
e Be able to understand human factor elements with regard to roadway safety.

The research team acknowledges the importance of each of these topics. However,
because of the detailed nature of topics such as the Highway Safety Manual, highway design,
economic evaluation of countermeasures, and safety audits and highway legislation, coverage
was not included as part of this platform.

3.6.4 Personal Preferences

The interviewees were asked to share their most and least favorite parts of the developed
lectures. Specific comments are summarized below.

Favorite Parts

e General background of roadway safety

e International perspective integrated into the lecture materials

e Slides full of images

e Reference list / literature review

e Emerging issues and challenges in future roadway safety (Lecture 3)
e Haddon Matrix (Lecture 2)

e Pictures showing distracted driving (Lecture 1)

e Description of policies and laws in different countries (Lecture 1).

Least Favorite Parts

¢ International perspective integrated into the lecture materials
e Engineering components missing data-driven methodologies
e International components without focusing on United States

e System approach should be improved (Lecture 2)
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e Using the word “accident” in the lectures
e Use contributing factors rather than risk factors.

According to the interviewee responses, many reacted favorably to the developed
module. There were conflicting opinions from different interviewees as to whether or not
international data should be included. One interviewee thought the lectures should focus on crash
data in United States, but ere two interviewees supported the integration of international data,
since international students may be present in the class and find the information relatable.
Domestic students might also find the comparative data to be of interest.

3.6.5 Modifications and Suggested Improvements

Many suggestions and comments were provided when interviewees were asked how the
roadway safety education module could be improved. Key modifications and suggestions are
summarized below:

e Think about opportunities for increasing the active participation of students.

e Integrate real-world data analysis into the class.

e Use the word “crash” instead of “accident.”

e Use contributing factors rather than risk factors.

e The definition of a “protective factor” should be clarified.

e The difference between crash severity and injury severity should be clarified. In fact,
crash severity is defined by the most severe injuries sustained by all occupants in a crash.

e There are not any meaningful methods for safety analysis in the developed slides. The
Highway Safety Manual and all the methods in the HSM should be mentioned.

e The basic statistical methods used for safety analysis should be introduced.

e ltis difficult to follow the slide of “system approach” (Lecture 2).
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e The slides seem to target the students from public health, public polices or general
audience, not for engineering students. Good effort collecting lots of information and
facts, but the slides lack information on data sources, principles, methods, and
engineering safety countermeasures (roadway design, traffic control and operations, and
maintenance, or planning).

e The developed slides do not have a clear focus but have too many pictures, which
become a distraction.

e The slides need less purple and more color and bold text for key words.

e There is no need for slide numbers. Those are taking up a lot of space, with little value.

e Lecture 3 is a lot shorter than the other two lectures (too short for a 75-min lecture, and
not much content).

e Highly recommend trying to keep bullets and sentences to two lines only. Some of the
text is very meaty and attendees will not have time to read it all.

Based on this feedback, selected modifications were carefully made as part of the updated
iteration of this roadway safety education module.
3.7 Summary

This research developed a stand-alone educational module focused on roadway safety.
Three lectures were created as part of this safety module that targeted upper-level undergraduate
students and graduate students who have an interest in transportation safety. In order to assess
the performance of the developed module, a formative evaluation approach was introduced. Five
core criteria were utilized as evaluation guidelines for faculty members. A total of 18
academicians, composed of faculty members from universities throughout the country, accepted

an invitation to review a draft version of a roadway safety education module and provide
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interview feedback. Interviewee information was analyzed to both validate the survey results and
gain insight to improve the developed module. To enhance the structure of the developed
lectures, additional learning objectives were suggested by the interviewees. Recommendations
included the development of real-world case study data and the development of methods to

increase the active participation of students during the lectures.
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4. Crash Reporting in Remote Areas

4.1 Introduction

In the first report, the research team explored how roadway crash data were acquired,
stored, and utilized in engineering and management decisions regarding highway projects. The
outcomes derived from that analysis dealt mostly with standard crash data, namely highway
vehicles on roadways. For this follow-up effort, non-standard safety data, for crashes of off-
highway vehicle users such as all-terrain vehicle (ATV or “four-wheeler”) riders and
snowmachine users, as well as reports of non-standard crashes in hospital records, were
examined. These data are especially important for rural and remote regions, where much of the
active transportation does not occur on highways, commonly uses non-highway vehicles, or
experiences a scarcity of administrative resources. In this chapter, the common areas of data
interest among injury/fatality crash reporting systems and their data discrepancies are examined.
We scrutinized the standard crash reporting system used by the Alaska Department of Motor
Vehicles (DMV) and the Alaska Department of Transportation and Public Facilities
(ADOT&PF), as well as a non-standard system (for this study), namely the Alaska Trauma
Registry. These data sources were then compared with police reports and other data from local
newspapers to identify any anomalies or discrepancies. This assessment was conducted for one
large and two medium-sized Alaska communities as case studies.

4.2 Non-standard Data and Rural Issues

Alaska has hundreds of communities that are not “on” the highway system. Some of
these communities are classified as small cities and called “rural hubs.” These communities
typically have some local highways for access, as well as an asphalt airport runway. However,

in these hubs and in all of the smaller communities, the road system is limited, and automobiles
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and small trucks share the few available roadways with ATVs and snowmachines. In the winter,
the river bodies freeze and are often used by snow machines, ATVs, and occasionally highway
vehicles. The hubs are generally served by Alaska State Troopers and sometimes by local police.
A few of the smaller communities also have troopers, but most have Village Public Safety
Officers (VPSOs), and some do not have any formal law enforcement presence. For these
reasons, both the nature of crashes and their reporting are likely to vary from the standard in
these rural areas.

Although road systems in rural localities are highly variable in quantity and quality, their
importance cannot be overlooked; for example, the road between a village and an airstrip or boat
launch may be of critical importance. Funding may be available for construction or maintenance
of these facilities, but data are needed for state-level safety planning algorithms. Reliable crash
reduction factors (CRFs), needed for input into economic models, are based on historical data
that may not be available for many rural locations because this type of data is simply not
collected on those facilities.

Three sources of data were used for this study: the Alaska DMV database of highway
crashes, the Alaska Trauma Registry of hospital encounters, and newspaper records from three
(one large and two small) Alaska communities.

4.2.1 Alaska DMV

In the state of Alaska, collected crash data is initially submitted to the Department of
Motor Vehicles (DMV). After review, the data are sent to the ADOT&PF and input into a
database from which data can be extracted for future use. The data are then used to support
funding requests from the Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) and other reports as

needed.
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Any incident causing either damage is in excess of $2000 or an injury is reported by
police on Form 200 or, in the case of citizen reports, on Form 209. Citizen reports are
predominantly used to document property damage-only crashes. (An officer might ask a driver to
access the Form 209 website, print a .pdf hard copy version, complete it by hand, sign it, and
then send it to the DMV, where it is placed in a file and scanned.) The DMV collects crash
reports but does not parse the data. The DMV sends a copy of any crash report to the ADOT&PF
either electronically, as a .pdf, or as a hard copy. A subset of data from the report is entered into
the ADOT&PF Oracle database either electronically or by hand. ADOT&PF staff and/or
contract personnel enter these data, and ADOT&PF headquarters staff also geo-locate the data.

There are four Form 200 crash data formats:

1. Electronic: Traffic and Criminal Software (TraCS) data are transmitted directly into

DMV and ADOT&PF’s systems;

2. Electronic: Fairbanks police data are transmitted directly into DMV and DOT&PF’s
systems;
3. Hard-copy .pdfs: Anchorage police data are uploaded to an FTP site for use by DMV and

ADOT&PF; and

4. Paper entries: typically from rural areas, these documents are either paper report scans or
actual paper reports.

In the state of Alaska, the Department of Public Safety uses a system called TraCS
(Traffic and Criminal Software). This system compiles the electronic Form 200 data from state
troopers, local police, airport police, and university police. Troopers and other enforcement

officers use a “Toughbook” to enter Form 200 data. Trooper staff review each report and if it is
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satisfactory, then TraCS data are sent to the DMV system. From there, the parseable TraCS data
are sent to the ADOT&PF Oracle database.

Historically, nearly 9- percent of crashes have been reported with Form 200 (police) and
20 percent with Form 209. In 2013, a significant change occurred. The National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration (NHTSA) recommended that Form 200 be Model Minimum Uniform
Crash Criteria (MMUCCO compliant, so these recommendations were incorporated when the
form was updated. However, the “new” Form 200 has been judged to be more complex and
difficult for law enforcement to complete, and some officers have chosen not to use the Form
200 for crash types that they would have reported in the past. The net result is that a greater
number of reports are now submitted with Form 209. On the basis of preliminary data from
2013, Form 200 was submitted in about 8,000 cases (64 percent) in comparison to approximately
4,500 cases using Form 209 (36 percent).

Note that Fairbanks police (FPD) use a different data platform for Form 200 data, but
once they are approved, FPD data are also electronically transmitted to the DMV and then to
ADOT&PF. In comparison, Anchorage police collect data electronically and then generate a .pdf
of Form 200, which is electronically sent via file transfer protocol (FTP) to the DMV and
ADOT&PF.

ADOT&PF crash data staff and contract personnel compile the data from all .pdfs and
paper documents into the Oracle database at ADOT&PF. All records require crashes to be geo-
located, although it is often difficult to determine the correct location from citizen reports.
However, the DMV data do not show non-highway or non-roadway crashes. As a result, an
automobile and snowmachine crash would be reported in the data if the crash occurred on or

adjacent to a highway, but not if it occurred off the highway.
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In Alaska, there is close coordination between the DMV database and the federal Fatal
Accident Reporting System, or FARS. However, a fatal snowmachine or ATV crash would not
be reported in FARS.

4.2.2 Trauma Registry

The Alaska Trauma Registry is an information system that documents the most seriously
injured patients in Alaska and the treatment they received. The system is maintained by the
Division of Public Health in the Alaska Department of Health and Social Services. It collects
data from all 24 of Alaska's acute care hospitals. The criteria for inclusion in the Trauma
Registry are patients with injuries who are admitted to an Alaska hospital, held for observation,
transferred to another acute care hospital, or declared dead in the emergency department, and for
whom contact occurred within 30 days of the injury. Injuries include trauma, poisoning,
suffocation, and the effects of reduced temperature. The trauma registry does not include
patient, physician, hospital, clinic, or ambulance service identifiers.

Trauma registry data are confidential and protected under Alaska Statute 18.23.010-070.
All Trauma Registry personnel and those requesting Trauma Registry data are required to sign a
confidentiality statement. Obtaining Trauma Registry data requires a signed Release of
Information Policy and Confidentiality Statement form, and a completed Data Element list must
be sent to the Alaska Trauma Registry Manager. The data are then sent to an email address
provided by the party making the request via secure file transfer. Data were obtained for 2009
through 2014, but only the records from 2013 were used for this study.

4.2.3 Newspaper Reports
The collection of vehicular crash data from newspaper reports involved searching from

three representative Alaskan communities of varying populations for an entire year, extracting
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relevant data for all identified crashes, and summarizing the findings in a way that would allow
tracking whether the crashes were also found in the DMV and Trauma Registry databases. The
2013 analysis year was chosen because it also represented the most recent time window for
which Trauma Registry data were available, with the cities of Fairbanks, Ketchikan, and Nome
selected for reasons explained earlier.

4.2.3.1 Fairbanks

The Fairbanks Daily News-Miner is a daily paper for a community of about 70,000
persons. Fairbanks is on the highway system but over 300 miles from Alaska’s largest city,
Anchorage. The 2013 Fairbanks Daily News-Miner, via the University of Alaska Fairbanks
Elmer E. Rasmuson Library’s NewsBank (2018) archival search engine, was used to find both
police blotter (i.e., public safety) and regular newspaper reports.

4.2.3.2 Ketchikan

Ketchikan is a city in the Ketchikan Gateway Borough; it is the southeastern-most city in
Alaska, with a population of 8,050 (2010 census). The surrounding borough, encompassing
suburbs both north and south of the city along the Tongass Highway (most of which are
commonly regarded as a part of Ketchikan, albeit not a part of the city itself), plus small rural
settlements accessible mostly by water, registered a population of 13,477 in that same census
(Wikipedia 2018). In the summer tourist season, tour boats produce a large, temporary increase
in population. At the Elmer E. Rasmuson Library (2018) microfilm collection in the Alaska and
Polar Regions Collections and Archives Department, all issues of the 2013 Ketchikan Daily
News were searched, and all identified crash reports from the police records columns (containing
reports from Ketchikan City Police and State Troopers) were summarized.

4.2.3.3 Nome
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Nome is located on the southern Seward Peninsula coast on Norton Sound of the Bering
Sea. In 2014 the population was estimated at 3,788, a rise from the 3,598 recorded in the 2010
Census. As of the 2010 census, the area population was 9,492 (Wikipedia, 2018). The census
area is more likely important in this context because crashes outside the city limits would be
included in the news reports. A microfilm search similar to that for the Ketchikan Daily News
was conducted of all issues of the Nome Nugget for 2013, identifying crash reports by the Nome
City Police and State Troopers.
4.2.4 Method
For each traffic crash, the following data were captured when possible:
e Publication date
e Occurrence date
e Occurrence, report or response time
e Reporting agency

e Description

e Location
e Names
e Injuries

e Follow-up, injury treatment, etc.
e Damage value
e Notes/other comments.
4.3 Results
Appendix | contains a listing of the data extracted from the three newspapers for 2013.

The Fairbanks Daily News-Miner archival search used the keywords “crash,” “accident,”
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“collision,” and “struck.” Of the 653 hits, 132 were vehicular crashes of some type. All are
summarized on the spreadsheet in Appendix I. The report includes 12 fatal crashes, of which
one was a double fatality, resulting in a total of 13 fatalities for 2013.

The microfilm search for Ketchikan identified 48 vehicular crashes, none of them
fatalities. Approximately 20 percent of the reports came from communities outside Ketchikan
and environs, such as Craig and Klawock. A wide variety in the number of reports per month,
from one to 12, was noted; there was also a gap of no reports from Ketchikan Police between
February 3 and August 27, 2013. We assumed, however, that data were sufficient to provide the
basis for researching the proportion of those crashes reported in the media that were also found
in the DMV and TR databases.

For Nome, the microfilm search identified 39 vehicular crashes, none of which were
fatal. These included several snowmachine and ATV crashes. The reports were fairly well
distributed across the year.

Figure 4-1 presents the crash data from the three sources. It includes snowmachines and

ATV data, as well as reported off-road data.
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Figure 4-1: Relative number of all transport-related incident records in the local newspaper,
Trauma Registry, and DMV records for (a) Nome, (b) Ketchikan, and (c) Fairbanks, Alaska, in
2013

Figure 4-1 indicates that the DMV data did not show any, or very few, off-road crashes.
It would have shown such data had the crash occurred on a roadway with a car or truck. For
Nome, where full newspaper reporting was available all year, there was good correlation
between the numbers reported in the DMV and the newspaper. (This would also have been true
if the Ketchikan newspaper data had been adjusted for the half year of missing data.) For
Fairbanks, the newspaper only reported a small fraction of the crashes that were reported to the
DMV. For Nome, the number reported in the TR correlated well with both the newspaper and
the DMV. This is consistent with more newsworthy injury crashes making the newspaper and

more serious crashes being reported to/by the police. However, this was not the case in
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Ketchikan, where fewer crashes were reported in the Trauma Registry. This result would have
been more pronounced if the newspaper reports for the missing months had also been factored.
For a larger community such as Fairbanks, a greater proportion of crashes as found in the
Trauma Registry than was reported in the newspaper. In Fairbanks, a smaller proportion of
crashes was also found in the Trauma Registry than was more diligently reported to the DMV for
non-injury crashes and non-newsworthy crashes. In contrast, the Trauma Registry represented
about 50 percent of the DMV crashes and one-third of the crashes reported by the newspaper. In
contrast, the Ketchikan numbers implied that less than 10 percent of the DMV crashes was
captured by Trauma Registry notes.

Figure 4-2 shows extracted snowmachine and ATV data from each data source. All three
locations yielded similar data, with most crashes not occurring on highways and not shown in the
DMV data. Only Fairbanks (with its much larger number of reported crashes) captured any off-
road crashes that were reported in the DMV database. The Nome newspaper and Trauma
Registry data showed that some off-road vehicle crashes occurred on a road. In fact, about half
the off-road vehicle crashes occurred on a road, which, given the personal experiences of the
researchers, mirrored the general use of the roads by off-road vehicles in rural areas. There were
too few off-road vehicle crashes in Ketchikan to draw any inferences. An analysis of Fairbanks
data showed that many of the non-roadway Trauma Registry reports were not picked up by the
newspaper. On the other hand, there was a correlation among the three sources with regard to
crash information in Fairbanks, perhaps indicating that the crashes involving off-road vehicles

with highway vehicles resulted in more serious injuries.
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Figure 4-2: Relative number of ATV and snowmachine incident records in the local newspaper,
Trauma Registry, and DMV records for (a) Nome, (b) Ketchikan, and (c) Fairbanks, Alaska, in
2013.

Figure 4-3 shows the overlap of records for the two hubs, Nome and Ketchikan. In
Ketchikan, for example, there were 100 total crashes, but only 61 were reported in the DMV, 36
reported in the DN, and three reported in the Trauma Registry. As a result, the DMV only

recorded 61 percent of the crashes.
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Figure 4-3: Overlap of records for Nome, Alaska, and Ketchikan, Alaska (2013)
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4.4 Summary

A review of Trauma Registry and newspaper data indicated that crashes of off-road
vehicles were usually not reported in the DMV database. In Fairbanks, the Trauma Registry
numbers indicated that crashes with injuries were not reported or were under-reported in the
DMV database and in newspapers. In Nome and Ketchikan, despite the fact that newspaper
reporting in smaller towns may vary in thoroughness, a large fraction of crashes that were not
officially in either the recorded DMV or the Trauma Registry were picked up in the newspapers.

In smaller communities, it appears that the most complete set of crash “data” may be
found in the local newspaper. Therefore, when seeking support for transportation system
improvements that would improve vehicular safety, officials in these communities would do well
not to neglect newspaper reports as valid sources of data. However, as community size
increases, the local paper likely has many more competing events to report, so a smaller

percentage of crashes is reported.
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5. Conclusions

The field of transportation engineering places significant attention on general themes
such as roadway design, traffic operations, and planning. The context and importance of safety as
part of this discussion is not always clearly defined or established, so in this study the need to
incorporate, emphasize, and highlight the role of this transportation pillar as part of curriculum
materials for both students and practitioners was explored. An independent set of modules
focused on transportation safety was developed and refined for each target audience. In addition,
safety data from communities in Alaska were examined to determine whether existing databases
fully capture all crashes that occur in remote areas or involve non-traditional modes of transport
(i.e., modes other than automobiles). Each of these activities contributed to the existing body of
knowledge and confirmed that there are, indeed, many opportunities that remain to define or
redefine the role of transportation safety, either in the form of educational materials or in terms
of assessing the processes and protocols currently employed by practitioners.

The materials that were separately developed for academicians and practitioners should
be viewed as an important and necessary first step. Although the materials have been reviewed,
edited, and updated, the slides and accompanying resources should be refined and adapted for
personalized use by future adopters. On the basis of the initial feedback provided by reviewers,
opportunities remain for instructors to tailor the modules to meet individual needs and teaching
styles. The focus group suggested that the slide decks could be shortened and active learning
activities developed; the research team supports these recommendations and encourages future
users to consider such changes to satisfy audience expectations. Furthermore, instructors are
strongly encouraged to incorporate relatable, real-world applications and case studies to

supplement the materials that have been developed; this type of context will greatly support
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learning and benefit the students and recipients of this developed material. Despite the collective
effort of many professionals representing different transportation-related disciplines, the
significant numbers of fatalities, injuries, and crashes that occur each year suggest that
conversations and learning about transportation safety must continue in order to bring this topic

to the forefront of transportation engineering-related discussions.
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APPENDICES

APPENDIX A — PRACTITIONER INTERVIEW SCRIPT

Hello, I'm and I’m calling on behalf of the University of Idaho.

We’re conducting this phone interview as a follow-up to the three traffic safety education
presentations that were sent to you.

Is this a convenient time for you?
1 - Yes, if yes continue.
2 —No, if no schedule another time

The information from this interview will help us to improve and enhance the content, as we want
this resource to benefit local agencies.

A. Would it be okay if we record this interview? [Yes or No]
Thank you. This interview will have a total of thirteen questions. Let’s begin.

What is your name and what agency do you work for?
How long have you been with [this agency]?
In your own word, what do you think is the purpose of these presentations?
If given the opportunity would you use these presentations yourself?
Do you think you would share these presentations within your own agency?
Would you recommend these presentations to your transportation colleagues? Yes or No.
Would you please comment on the general format of the presentations?
Were the presentations easy to follow? Yes or No. Please describe.
Were the images and graphics on the slides helpful? Yes or No. Please elaborate.
. What specific topic or topics did you find most interesting?
. Was the length of the presentations appropriate?
. Can you suggest any topics that you would recommend for future presentations?
. Are there any changes that you would recommend to make the presentations more
effective?

© oo N s WNRE

Il ol
W N RO

This concludes our interview. Do you have any questions for us?

47



48



APPENDIX B — PRACTITIONER RESPONSE CODING

Codes

Description

Easy to follow

The participants felt that the slide deck was easy to follow.

Good Format

The participants felt that the slide deck had a good format.

Good Information

The participants felt that the slide deck had good content.

Good length The participants felt that the slide deck was appropriate in length.
Helpful The images and graphics were considered helpful.

Improve Length The participants suggested the need to divide the presentation(s).
No Topics There were no interesting topics for the participants.

No Usage/ No

Share The participants were not willing to use or share the slide decks.

Purpose (In Detail)

The purpose of the presentation was explained in a detailed way.

Purpose (Simple)

The purpose of the presentation was explained in a simple way

Recommendations

The participant recommends changes to the slides or the addition of new
content.

Road Safety

The participants mention ways to address road safety.

Share The participants were willing to use or share the slide decks.
Topics There were interesting topics for the participants.
Usage The participants were willing to share the slide decks.
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APPENDIX C - PRACTITIONER INTERVIEWS - QUANTITATIVE RESULTS

Numbers Questions Participant 1 Participant 2 Participant 3
1 What is your name and what agency do you work for?  |City of Emmett, Idaho Lewis County, Idaho Swan Valley, Idaho
2 How long have you been with [this agency]? 32 years 8 years 10 years
| think it is ways to look at or improve road How different agencies can work
3 In your own word, what do you think is the purpose of |safety and the requirements of the federal together to address rural road Not completely sure but to address
these presentations? highway and the state of Idaho to address safety and address the local transportation issues.
safety. agencies limited resources.
No sure, the city is too small and it
4 If given the opportunity would you use these Possibly. The major concernis a lot of v considers that bigger agencies
es
presentations yourself? information which need to be broken down. would benefit more from the
presentations.
Yes, she likes the first slide deck. It
. . was easier to read and follow.
Do you think you would share these presentations . .
5 e Yes, he would. Appendix at the beginning of the
within your own agency? ) .
presentation for any new engineers
starting in road safety.
Would you recommend these presentations to your
6 v . p v Yes, he would.
transportation colleagues? Yes or No.
The different fonts and images makes the
presentation interesting. The statistical
information was interested, it catches the Find the slides easy to read. Go
; Would you please comment on the general format of  |attention. ave a full-time grant writer which  [through the grammar and
the presentations? makes it harder to compete with counties readability or spelling errors. The
which have staff focus in this task which gives slides are informative.
them an edge when competing with the small
cities.
Yes, the slides are good and depends on how
Were the presentations easy to follow? Yes or No. much time do you focus in each slide. Slide 26
8 . . . They were easy to follow.
Please describe. have three bullet points and the script
paragraph looks quite extensive.
Were the images and graphics on the slides helpful? Yes Yes, it catches your attention.
9 8 erap P Yes, good images. v ) Yes it was helpful
or No. Please elaborate. Makes you stop and think.
FAST act and the funding information. Include
N N . Rural road programs and LRSP
. . 5 . . controlled open discussion or question . . o
What specific topic or topics did you find most ) R oriented to highway districts.
10 ) R between key topics which allows the N R
interesting? . . " . Agencies with limited resources can
audience discuss different topics and > .
. still make an impact.
experiences.
There was an initial misunderstanding of the R
R Maybe the presentations are a
actual length of the presentations but after little bit | but a lot of
ittle bit long but a lot o
11 Was the length of the presentations appropriate? setting that the slides are divided in 3 parts he . . g. . . B
. . information is being covering so it
considers that the presentation had an . N
. might be alright.
appropriate length.
Addressing human error, more
Training in the safety grants. Local agencies |education and state educational
12 Can you suggest any topics that you would recommend |must hire engineering firms for competingin |programs. Specific content related |No recommendation in the

for future presentations? Suggest any changes.

grants. Funding. How to successfully
participate for grants.

to the topics already covered.
Create a type of index that people
can go to specific content.

moment.
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Numbers Questions Participant 4 Participant 5 Participant 6
1 What is your name and what agency do you work for? |City of Garden City, Idaho City of Hailey, Idaho Jerome County, Idaho
2 How long have you been with [this agency]? 9 years 25 years 24 years
Help different agencies
3 In your own word, what do you think is the purpose of |To help agencies to address road [understand their involvement |Collect information in road
these presentations? safety in the process and how safety |[safety.
and planning is a big plan on it.
Yes, | would but it is a little bit
long because of the amount of |Probably not unless it’s a specific
4 If given the opportunity would you use these Probably not. They use other information it has. Someone  |information they need. Highway
presentations yourself? training sources. that is beginning it would be district tells or dictates what they
hard to determine where to cando or not.
start.
Yes, probably show it their safety
Do you think you would share these presentations meetlt\g but actually the city
5 within your own agency? doesn’t d[? a \_Nhole lot of road Yes. Yes
safety which is done by Ada
county.
6 Would you recommend these presentations to your Yes Yes
transportation colleagues? Yes or No.
7 Would you please comment on the general format of  [Clear and concise, well directed, It would be nice to have a skip Yes
the presentations? was put together very well. ahead certain chapters.
Itis easy to follow but it would
Were the presentations easy to follow? Yes or No. have been nice to have a way R
8 . X Yes it was easy to follow
Please describe. to skip forward toward safety
aspects or funding.
Images and graphics were
9 Were the images and graphics on the slides helpful? Yes [The images and graphics were helpful but wish he could like |The images and graphics were
or No. Please elaborate. helpful. Well put together. to click in the link. Recommend |helpful.
to contact LTAC.
Federal funding and how it
works. Road safety aspects.
What specific topic or topics did you find most Combine efforts to improve
10 ) A | cannot really say. ) )
interesting? road safety including
enforcement, education,
engineering and EMS.
11 Was the length of the presentations appropriate? Yes, he think so It has an appropriate length
More chapters related to | wouldn’t change anything
Can you suggest any topics that you would recommend |They came clear and concise and safety and fur?dlng. If weA broke because he considers himself an
12 the presentations, there is

for future presentations? Suggest any changes.

use a good amount of time.

some great specific topics that
can go more in depth.

amateur and he is more focus
into planning.
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APPENDIX D — PRACTITIONER SLIDE DECKS (5 TOTAL)
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+ Highway Safety in Practice
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+ Road safety has to involve all transportation aspects
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Rural Road Ownership (2014) Rliral Roadway Percentage by State {Top 8)
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Current Legislation FAST Act

* Fixing America’s Surface
Transportation {FAST] Act

« Improves nation’s surface
transportation infrastructure

« Funding:

Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) Traffic Safety Management

* Core federal-aid program * Combined efforts =t impraving safety would collectively exceed the
effarts of agency working independently?

* HSIP projects mus be consistent with SHSP
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reduce fatalities and serious injuries

Partner Agencies Summary
Federal Departments and Programs * Abrief backgrourd of road safety in United States
*' Bapartsi ert oF- Trargpartation (RRT) + Describe the importancs of road safety

* Federsl Highway Achn M dration (FHWa)
* Natianal Highway Traftic Safety Administration (RHTSA)

* Introduce road safety’s main concepts

+ Agendies involve in road safety improvements.
State and Lol Agancios

* Govemars Highway Safety Assocation (GHSA)

« State Departm ent of Transportation

* Counties and Cities
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Traffic Safety Management
and Analysis

Agencies and available

Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)

* Supports state and Iocal agencies in the design, construction, and
maintenance

« Improve mobility and highway system performance

National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration (NHTSA)

* Responsible for reducing deaths, injuries and economic losses
* Investigates safety defects in vehicles
* Promotes the use of safety belts, child safety seats, and air bags

Department of Transportation
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« Contribute to nation's economic
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Department of Transportation — State Level Counties and Cities

* Own mission and vision * Manage a safe, high-quality local public street system
* Backbone of economy * Operations and maintenance practices vary by jursdiction
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How do we decide which operating condition poses the

@ e —

greatest safety risks?
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* Reference manual to assist with administrative, planning, and
educational efforts
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Highway Safety Manual (HSM)

* Introduction, Human Factors and Funcamentals
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* Prediclive Method
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Safety Improvement on High Risk Rural Roads

+ Costs and benefits of safety treatments on high risk rural roads
« Safety treatments
« Initial anc! renccurring maintenance costs
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Software

* WebCars

* Interactive Highway Safety Design Mode!
* Geographic Information System

* LHTAC crash data

* Trave! Demand Medel - QRS I}

* AASHTO Pavernent

* AASHTO Safety

Interactive Highway Safety Design Model
* Software analysis too's evaluates safety and operational effects of

geemetric design,
* Makes It significantly easier and faster 1o evaluate design decisions

IHSDM @

LHTAC crash data

* Designed to helg meet the requirement of the HSIP
* Crash data is acquired annually from the ITD Office of Highway Safety
* Displayed crash ions indicate the approxi vicinity of a crash

WebCars

* WeaCars 's acrash analys's reporting system used in the State of
Idaho.

« IMPACT 2K is a software designed to complete crash reports
electronically.

* IMPACT 2K software electronically transmits crash data to WebCARS

!

Geographic Information Systems

* Enables people see, analyze, and understand patterns and
relationships.
* Data in many different forms can be entered nte GIS,

Travel Demand Model - QRS I

« Quick Response System |11 the steategle trave! forecasting package
* Four-step olanning process for highway and transit forecasting




AASHTO Pavement AASHTO Safety Analyst

* Pavement ME Design is a pavement design software. = Safety Analyst is 2 set of software tools used for highway safety

« Efficiency in the calouletion process management.

* Tools to allow easy comparison between pavement designs = Implements the six main steps of the highway safety management
process.

* Fadlitates cost-effective, site-spacific highway safety improvernents

Summary Summary
* Agencies responsible of road safety * Road Safety Resources
Federal Agendics + My
* Deportmentcf Transportston [DOT) **hgrwnmy kntity Marinl
« Faderal Hahway Administration (FHWA) 2 Highway Safery Impeavement Manual
+ National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA] ]
+ Notindl Highwoy Insttute
State and Local Agencies o LHTAC
* Goverrors H ghway Safety ciation (GHSA) o CFEre DS
* State Department of Trarsportation + Software

= Countiesand Qes
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Traffic Safety Management

and Analysis

Highway Safety inPractica

Survey Objectives

+ Identify what local agencies co to address their challenges
+ |dantify what material they use to address road safety issues

+ Determine the biggest challenge for local agencies

Counties
and Cities

»

65

Survey: Population Target

+ Local practitioners from Idaho
+ Local agencies
+ Local consuftant

Survey Format

« Ten questions
+ Multiple choice, ranking, and
short answers

Survey (Responses)

o e " 3 w - -
-

Are You in

a Survey?
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Agency Needs

Prioiity 1]z 5 |

Canstollitcn Msthede 2 |a [ )

1 35 L3 2

1 a 3 2

srip| 2 | 2 1

Froject Pr i Rigauen. k-3 k3 1 3

Hroect fundrg 8|5 2] 4

Future Training Topics
Project Priockimton
Desgn of Hy d 14 gt (=]
Furdrg
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Prioritizing Neads

Racding
Heedy 1 2 3
Hire addticoal st or expe ise 7 2 5
Ingease training or technical ssssance

3 T -3

Increas: dete collection opportunt ies { frequency N s s

Erhance deta anshras copabilties. X 2 5
Summary

*+ Destription of the survey's cbjectives and procedures
* Derermine what rascurces are avallable to address road safety
+ Iclentify the loca agencies challargas to address road safety




Traffic Safety Management
and Analysis

Road 5afety for Local Agencies in ldaho

State of Idaho
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Urban and Rural Crashes ldaho Local Agencies

« Many local roads are mzintzined by local agencies
N NRNAERS. e R « with limited resources and staff, making it particularly challenging 1o
T T T TR s e address safetyissues.
prr W m m an
e AR~ T e (i
5 W, owy o i TR
o D P
- u»  ams W ow pous
by i -
A i
. o @ e s

Counties and Cities State Police
« Manage a safe, high-quality local public street sysem

* Patral, invastigations
« Operations and mainienance practices vary by jurisdiction

« Commercizl vehicle safety
* Alcohol beverage contral

WO State_ Police

Challenges

Challenge: Project Funding

* local agencies may lack funds to implement safety improvements
* Local agencies struggle with competing priorities and issues
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Challenge: Project Pricritization

* Multiple methocs for prioritizing safety projects exist
* Many considerations enter into project selection beyond safety

Challenge: Countermeasure Identification

* CMFs
« funding constraints

—

9

Challenge: Lack of staff or expertise

+ Small kacal agendes may lack the resources needed to apply for the
safety furds

* States provide training or assi to offset this ¢
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Challenge: Data System Integration

+ Proper data collection, access, and analysis will
+ Improve data quality, timelinass, completeness, and unformity
= Improye data sharing
+ Improve access ta real-time informetion
+ Enharce sonass

Challenge: Data Collection

* Safety
* Equipment Failures
* Communication Issues

M e by s b % s 214

Challenge: Training or technical assistance
opportunities
* Lack of local staff creates more mukitasking and less efficiency

* Lack and uneven commitment to training
* Technical assistance programs vary widely

)
Tralning and Technical Assistance ﬁ’@;}n.n“

ZL. Q\




Addressing Challenges

« Every situation and every zgency is unique

53

Benefit: Proactive Approach

* Routire safety analyses of the oadway netwark
« Agencies utilize both systemic and spot location improvements

Benefit: Multicisciplinary Cooperation

+ Develop effective solutions

* leverage resaurces

+ Engineering, enforcemant, education, and EMS
+ Ability to influence strategic priorities

71

Local Road Safety Plan

+ Valuable tool for improving roadway sefety
* Defines key emphasis areas and strategies

* Supparts SHSP process
X ZERO

DEATHS

Benefit: Develop Partnerships

* improve relationships with the public, stakeholders, and
governmental agencies

+ Improving road safetyis a benefit for everyone invelved

= Differing philosophies, competing priorities, and verying business
cultures will be present

Benefit: Safer Roadways

* Comprehensive approach
* Move safety awareness
* Partner “experience” factor




Benefit: Safety Funding

« Jusgtify funding requests
* Unkage ta SHSP

Critical Success Factors

* Have a champion

* Develop a dear vision and missan
« Aszemible collzborative parters

* Allccate sppropriate resources

« Establish open communicaton

Summary

* Importance of road safetyin the State of Idaha
+ identify the challenges that loca agendies face ta ad dress road safety
* Identify the impartanea of implemanting a Local Road Safety Plan
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Benefit: Managing Liability

* Proactive approadh
* Demensirates agency responsivaness
+ Reducs crash potental and improve cverall safaty performance

Additional Resources

+ Developing Safety Plans: & Manud for Local Rurd Roed Owners
* Strateg e Highway Safety Fans: Guidebook 10 Savirg Lives
* SHSP contacts



Traffic Safety Management
and Analysis

Addressngthe Challenges and Noteworthy Practices.

Data Collection

+ K =fatality

« A—serious injury

* B = non-incapacitating injury
» C—possible injury

0= noinjury

Data Collection

+ Auiometed, semi-actomated, and manual systems
« Sorme roadway data colleciad marually
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Data Collection

+ First ep in the transportation safety planning process

« Needed to establish goals, performance measLres and identify
projects

* Tasks intlude collecting, dtoring, and sharing

* Datasetsinclude crash ciata, roadway characteristics, teaffic volumes,
driver and passenger information

Technology Usage

* Roadway Photolog

’ ing The Roadway Y
- Globel Fositioning System

* Traffic Counters

State Strategy

* State DOTs uses a variety of strategies to mitigate the issues local
agenciesface



Data Analysis

Eanchmarking

Tdantify Crash Trends and
Cantrbuting Factors

Idantify and Evsluate Focus
Crash Types

Netwark Scroeening—Identify
Sites for Safety Improvement
Systemic Analysis—Identfy
Safety Risk Factors

Carridor and Intersection
Planning Safety Analysiz

Data Collection and Analysis Tools

* Model Inventory of Roadway Elements (MIRE)
* Highway Safety Infarmation System (HSIS)

* Highway Safety Menuel [HSM]

= Interactive Highway Safety Design Model (1HSOM )

* Fundamentsl Data Elem ents (FDE)

+ Safaty Analyst

Additional Data Analysis Tools

* Intercection/Interchen e Safaty Analysis Taols (IS4T)
* Surragate Safety Assessment Module [SSAM )
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Data Analysis: FHWA

* FHWA provides and supports a wide range of data and safety anayds

SE
1A )

4

Pedestrian and Bicycle Safety Tools

*Pedesrian and Bicycle Crash Anzlysis Toal (PRCAT)

*Pedagrian Safaty Guide and Counterm easure Selection System
(PEDSAFE)
*Bicycle Countermaasure Selection Sysem [RIKESAFE)

Training and Development

* Stare DOTs, LTAP s, MPCOs, and univeraties provide traningtor local
practitioners

* Pramotes susainahle safety programs
* Bullds orgenizational capacity




Road Safety Audits

+ Formal safety performance ingtion dbyi

sudit team
« Improved understancing of crash cause and countermeasures
* FHWA provides a set of guidalines used for RSAs

Mussing Your Fiowte Galer

Road Safety Audits*

Countermeasure Fvaluation Methods
« Net Present Value

« Benefit / Cost Ratio
* Cost-Effectiveness

Notewarthy Practice: Data Collection

+ Washington State DOT (WSDOT) rexolve data inconsisiencies by
collecting latitude and longitude coordinate data.

« lowea DOT implemented 3 program to collect roacway features,
structures, and crash data

Project Prioritization

+ Benefit/Cost Analysis
« Compares all of the benefits associated with @ countermezsure

Countermeasure |dentification

* Manusls
« Websites {ex: Crash Modification Factor Clearinghouse]

Notewarthy Practice: Data Collection

« Alabama AHTD developed eCrash electronic crash form ta improve
the zccessibility and ease of usa for crash reporting on local rozds

+ Calorada DOT worked with Statewide Traffic Records Advisory
Committee ta streamline data callection and reparting procas=es
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Noteworthy Practice: Data Collection

* Mantana Highway Patrol is rolling out 2 Web-based reporting system,
SmartCop, 1o allow for greater ease of data access

*+ New Hampshire's Nashua Regionzl Planning Coundil reduced data
collection time delay by using Google slerts

Noteworthy Practice: Data Analysis Tools

+ Geagraphic Mapping Tools
« Data Analysis Tools that incorporaie other roacway characteristics

Noteworthy Practice: Ghio GCAT

+ Ohie's Crash Data Analysis Tools
* Developed & crash-mapping tool
* Crash data for all kecal roadways is available
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Noteworthy Practice: Data Access

* Wisconsin COT (WisDOT) operates the Wi TransPortal Systam
« lowa DOT has asuite of crash data analysis tools available for cities
and counties

Notewarthy Practice: CalTrans Manual

* Caltrans Benefit/Costs Tool and Locsl Raad Safety Manual

« Analysis tools needed to identify locations with roadway safety issues

* Manuzl provicles an easy-to-use, sraightforward, comprehensive step
by step safety analysis

Notewaorthy Practice: Ghio Partnership

* Ohia LTAR/DOT/County Engineers Assadation of Ohio Partnership
+ Collabaration provides funding for local road safety improvements
* Methods to educate local agendes on the federal-aid process



Conclusions

* Data are needed to esteblish reasongble goals objectives,
performance measures and targets

« Agencies can collect data using automated, semi-automated, and
manual systems

* startsmall oo avercome dataanalydsbanders
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APPENDIX E - ACADEMICIAN INTERVIEWEES

University of Cincinnati

Jiagi Ma, http://ceas.uc.edu/caecm/facultyandStaff/profiles/jiagi_ma.html,
jiagi.ma@uc.edu

University of Idaho

Michael Lowry, http://www.uidaho.edu/engr/departments/ce/our-people/faculty/michael-
lowry, mlowry@uidaho.edu

Oregon State University

David Hurwitz (human factors), http://cce.oregonstate.edu/hurwitz,
david.hurwitz@oregonstate.edu

Salvador Hernandez, http://cce.oregonstate.edu/hernandez,
sal.hernandez@oregonstate.edu

Texas A&M University

Dominique Lord, https://ceprofs.civil.tamu.edu/dlord/, d-lord@tamu.edu
Northwestern University

lan Savage, http://faculty.wcas.northwestern.edu/~ipsavage/, ipsavage@northwestern.edu
University of Texas at Austin

Kara Kockelman, http://www.caee.utexas.edu/faculty/directory/kockelman,
kkockelm@mail.utexas.edu

University of Central Florida

Jaeyoung Lee, https://www.dr-lee.net/, jaeyoung.lee@ucf.edu

University of Minnesota

Lee Munnich, https://www.hhh.umn.edu/directory/lee-munnich, munni001@umn.edu
University of Michigan

Lidia Kostyniuk, http://mww.umtri.umich.edu/who-we-are/staff-directory/lidia-p-
kostyniuk, lidakost@umich.edu

University of Maine

Per Erik Garder, https://civil.umaine.edu/faculty/per-erik-garder/, garder@maine.edu
Oklahoma State University

Qiang (Joshua) Li, https://cive.okstate.edu/node/113, giang.li@okstate.edu
University of North Carolina at Charlotte

Srinivas Pulugurtha, https://coefs.uncc.edu/sspulugu/, sspulugurtha@uncc.edu
Montana State University

Yiyi Wang, http://www.montana.edu/wang/, yiyi.wang@ce.montana.edu

University of Washington at Seattle

Linda Boyle, https://ise.washington.edu/people/faculty/boyle, linda@uw.edu
University of Alaska at Anchorage
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Osama Abaza, https://www.uaa.alaska.edu/academics/college-of-
engineering/departments/civil-engineering/faculty-bios-ce/osama-abaza.cshtml,
oabaza@alaska.edu

University of Wisconsin at Milwaukee

Xiao Qin, https://uwm.edu/engineering/people/qin-ph-d-xiao/, qinx@uwm.edu

Ohio University

Bhaven Naik, https://www.ohio.edu/engineering/about/people/profiles.cfm?profile=naik,
naik@ohio.edu
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APPENDIX F - ACADEMICIAN INVITATION AND INTERVIEW SCRIPT

Email Message for Inviting Academicians:

Dear Prof./Dr. |

Greetings and hope this letter finds you very well! lam __ at Department of Civil and
Environmental Engineering at UW. Supported by the PacTrans’s education grant, our research
team members have developed an educational module for a transportation safety course to be
adopted in universities. Three lectures are designed for different levels of students (Please see
them in the attachments). Since you have rich experience in the field of roadway safety, we
would like to learn from your insights about how we can improve this educational module. If you
agree to review and give comments on our developed lectures, we would like to setup a short
telephone interview (20 mins) to ask some guestions and learn about your guidance when you
have time. Will look forward to hearing from you soon.

Sincerely,

GoToMeeting or phone interviewing:

Hello, Prof./Dr. . As you know, we have an education project funded by the PacTrans,
which is a university transportation center (UTC) regional center granted by the USDOT. Our
research team members developed the education module for a transportation safety course which
contains three lectures to be adopted in universities. Since you are an expert in the field of
roadway safety, we would like to ask you several questions in regarding to improve our
developed education module.

A. Would it be okay if we record this interview? [Yes or No]

Thank you. This interview will have a total of nine questions. Let’s begin.

1. Have you taught a roadway safety class before? [Yes or No] (If Yes, go to 2; if No, go to
3)

2. Can you briefly describe the syllabus/contents of your transportation safety class?

3. Based on your review of the materials that we have developed, would you use them in

your course? [Yes or No] (If Yes, go to 4; if No, go to 5)
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4. Would you suggest any modifications? Please provide us with some feedback (based on

the curriculum evaluation criteria we developed). (Go to 6)

5. In what ways would the materials need to be modified in order for you to implement?
6. What types of materials do you need “the most” for your traffic safety class?
7. What are the learning objectives you perceive as most important for this class (not

covered in our module framework)? Why?

8. Regarding the materials developed, which part did you like the most, and which part did
you dislike the most? Why?
9. Are there any other comments you would like to share?

This concludes our interview. Thanks a lot for supporting our research.
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APPENDIX G — ACADEMICIAN SLIDE DECKS (3 TOTAL)
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Infroduction o Road Safet
Core Definitions and Issues
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Traffic collisions result in ur d health quences and add
tremendous cost te society.

Transporation engineers have the ability to: improve road safety
{from the built environment), cortribute to vehicle design, and
examine the behavioral issues of road users in order to reduce
falalities, injuries, and preperty damage.
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Child crash fataliti
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Human Errors / Behaviors
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Percentages of crashes due to fatigue
23 3 function of hours of erving
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* Impaired judgment
* Lack of attentiveness
« Slow reaction time

* Increased likelihood
of falling asleep at
the wheel
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Emerging safety issues
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Road Safety:

Research, Analytical Approaches,
and Safety Measures

Road safely research

v vYewey

Time periods and characteristics of
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Road Safety Analytical

Multidisciplinary crash investigation:
VALT 2003
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steps of the public health approach
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Haddon matrix with coniributing factors
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Safety measures ars
activilies and precautions

]
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Sate routes to school

WHAT IS A COMPLETE STREET?

SafeRoutes
Az ] 2 |

ScfeRoute fo School pragrams are desgred b
decreoes haffic and peluion andincredee fhe
heallh of chikdran and fhe commurity, Safe Roule
t Schook promeates woking and biking fo sehos!

itans
» Foigiving roads 58 cor a s 11 &' Piieiakes

{dnver esrar or fau

» Sell-explaining roads

behaviors congistent with r

adopt

gring, and etreet lighting

aining roagdls

BEFORE

103



:._: . v 3 traffic

v l [ [ I ( i | calming
Y ] 1 Yot BISECHER
o> -1 {
o ) 1 ‘

nagoiively

Example: winfe

“tﬁ‘
o

Den't raval alone

Frash s <onc

» Alerd
» Rescue

104



=cl crash pr

bers =

bsthee

faty maasus o) Safety In num
=d »

Urban vs. Suburban

” . =
URBAN DENSITY o o Hil

H =

. . B Tromi accessibilty

Deniy
o Subrom

Is new whbanism
advocating a safe road
environment?

105



Will the Ame n give up
their cule suburban bock
yards?

Seoed managem
pronhyfer imers
atety

 Protwy o fudy
§

g

Speed management

106



b
N
==
¥ |

{ \

and dermonck

» Vkion Lero [waden)

b Suslamabla sotely Tha Mathadandy

Dieo

107



The Future of Road Safety
Emerging and New Challenges
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APPENDIX H—- ACADEMICIAN HOMEWORK ACTIVITIES
Homework #1

1. The trends of traffic crashes in the past decade reported by OECD (declining) and WHO
(increasing) are quite different. Why?

2. If the crash risk of older people driving is measured by the number of collisions per 100
million VMT or the number of collisions per 100,000 population, will the results be
consistent? Why?

3. What are the differences between exposure, risk, risk factors, and safety measures?

4. What are the three main types of distractions? Can you put the following distractions into the
right type?
e Eating breakfast
e Texting
e Talking on the phone
e Making up
e Adjusting radio channels
e Laughing with other passengers

5. Discuss five (5) characteristics for each that place children, older people, and young drivers
as the “at risk” groups?

6. Please identify the road safety problems in your community through several interviews. You
can add more questions.

Step 1: Talk to at least four residents about general road safety problems in your community.
Respondents should be of different gender and age groups.
Key Questions:
e How do you define your community? Who is part of my community? Who is not?
e What is your preferred transportation mode?
e Do you have children? Have your ever worried about your children’s safe routes to
schools?
e Do you like the road facilities in your community? Who has influence? Who is at
risk?

Step 2: Identify detailed problems.
Key questions:
e What is the most common contributing circumstance to motor vehicle crashes in your
community?
e Which problem results in the worst injuries or the highest number of collisions?
e Which road safety problem is the community most concerned about?
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e Which transportation mode is the most dangerous in your neighborhood? Why?
e s this problem becoming more serious?
e What are people trying to achieve with this problem?

Step 3: Collect and analyze relevant information to support your argument.
Key questions:

e Have other communities faced similar problems?

e Have they solved the problems? How did they approach it?

e Is our community reflective of a larger trend to the whole city?

Step 4: Ask respondents to evaluate themselves as road users.
Key questions:
e How often do you distract the driver when you are sitting in the car?
e Have you ever made a phone call or sent messages when you are driving?
e Do you follow the rules when biking? Have you ever biked on drive lanes?
e How would you rate your parents/children as drivers?
e Should motor cyclists be able to decide whether to wear helmets?
e How would you rate yourself as a safe pedestrian?
e Have you ever allowed your children to play games in the street?
e Have you ever stared at your smartphone when crossing a street?
e How often do you cross a street when the light is red?
e How well do you know traffic safety laws?
e How well do you follow traffic safety laws?

Step 5: Synthesize your findings and compare these findings with City/State’s reports. Report
your findings (step 5) on an answer sheet.
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Homework #2

1.

2.

3.

Discuss why it is important to report road crashes and record the historical information?

Possible answer: The historical collision profile can be smartly utilized for multiple purposes
by different agencies and social groups.

e The historical information helps local authorities to track the road collision status in
the city, which serves as a guide to the transport administrators for strategizing on
road safety and prevention measures.

e The historical collision profile is the database to portrait the crash pattern, which
helps transport engineers to identify collision concentrated areas that should be given
priorities for safety improvements.

e The historical collision profile is the most important source for researchers to sort out
the causes of crashes, such as who are the most victims and offenders, and which
behavior is the most dangerous. The historical information also helps researchers to
compare the past with the current status and figure out whether the risk factors have
been treated, and whether the road safety has been improved.

e The historical information also helps road users to find out which time there are more
crashes on the road and why.

Read the following collision scene description and answer the guestion.

On a heavy rainy day, a speeding driver who was late for passing through an intersection and
violating the traffic when the light had just turned red in downtown Seattle. The car was
pretty old. Simultaneously, the driver’s mother was trying to reach him through phone call.
He did not response, but took a look on the phone to check out who was calling. The drive
lane was steep and the driver was relatively hard to slow down. In addition, the stop sign was
partially blocked by street trees. Unfortunately, the driver hit a motorcyclist, for whom the
light had just turned green. However, the motorcyclist was not wearing a helmet and suffered
severe head injuries. The driver suffered facial injuries. Both the car and the motorcycle had
property damages. The police found out that the driver did not wear the seatbelt.

Question: using the Haddon matrix, identify the risk factors related to the driver and the
motorcyclist.

Possible answer: This exercise is designed to test students’ capabilities in identifying the
chained events involved in traffic injury causation. Students should be able to classify the
risk factors under two phases (post-crash is excluded) of the Haddon matrix by groups
(human, vehicle and equipment, and environment). In addition, this exercise directs students
to investigate the interaction among different road elements.

A commonly used method to deal with road safety problem worldwide is based upon the
5E’s approach. Explain some of the Engineering Services needed in the campus and come up
some suggestions improve the road environment safety.

Possible answer: The answer should be case specific to a campus’ features. Some general
responses to this question may include:
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Enforcement: heavy and visible policing, showing the public that if they violate the
traffic, they will be caught and punished.

Education: advertising or organizing public campaigns to inform the university
community the consequences of dangerous behaviors, such as unsafe driving and
jaywalking.

Engineering: creation of a forgiving road network, identifying particularly dangerous
sections of roads, and using low-cost solutions regarding different safety outcomes.
Environment: encourage mixed land use to reduce students’ travel demand, such as
placing more grocery stores; improve the density of newly established buildings;
promote friendly walking and biking environments.

Emergency Medical Attention: enduring that patients involved in crashes receive
medical assistance within the critical ‘golden hour” after the crash, which reduces the
probability of serious injuries.

4. Use the public health approach to evaluating the effectiveness of a road safety education
program in a school?

Possible answer: the evaluation of the program using the public health approach may include
the following four steps:

Begin at the school.

Survey the site and identify the potential risks of the traffic environment, and safety
issues nearby, for example where are safe places to play, where to stop, and which
route is the safest.

Split the students into two groups, enhance psychological and educational measures
to one group of students, while keep the another group of students uneducated.
Evaluate and compare students’ learning outcomes.

118



Homework #3

1. Using the public health approach to design an experiment to testify: between self-driving cars
and traditional passenger cars, which one is more prone to crashes.

Possible answer: The public health approach includes four steps: defining the problem,
identifying risk factors, developing the intervention strategy, and comparing the results. The
most essential step is the intervention. Using a self-driving car to replace the conventional
passenger car is the intervention strategy that should be considered in designing in this
experiment.

2. In which ways do weather conditions affect the road safety, and the safety outcome of self-
driving cars?

Possible answer: Weather is the state of the atmosphere, which includes air pressure,
temperature, humidity, clouds, wind, and precipitation. Weather conditions affect both crash
rates and the exposure to traffic hazards. Such effects are strongest for the conditions of
precipitation (including snow and hail), fog/smog, low sun, wind, ice forming, and hot
temperatures.

When driving self-driving cars in harsh weathers, the GPS system may not report accurate
geospatial coordinates, in that way the self-driving cars may not be able to plan correct
routes. Also, the operation of radar/ultrasonic sensors/LIDAR system is impacted by
weathers. If signals are reported with errors, the detection of surrounding vehicles and
buildings could be inaccurate. In addition, cameras are influenced by harsh weathers. The
spatial locations and colors of surrounding objects may not be visible in harsh weathers, such
as road lanes, traffic control signs, and moving vehicles. If signs are blocked by fog or smog,
the self-driving car may make wrong decisions.

3. Relative risk is the ratio of the probability of an event occurring in an exposed group to the
probability of the event occurring in a non-exposed group. By following this idea, supposing
the number of car in Seattle is 300,000, the number of crashes in a sunny day is 500, while
the number of crashes in a fog is 1000, what is the relative risk of crash in those two days?

Possible answer: RR = (500/(300,000-500))/(1000/(300,000-1000)) = 0.501
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APPENDIX | - CRASH DATA FROM NOME, FAIRBANKS, AND KETCHIKAN

Mome Nugget 2013 Meda Discourse Analysis
b 6feb2017

Becurvance,
MNome Nupget | Occurrence Reportor
Ineident Mo, Publish Date Date Resporea Time | Reported by Description Location
1 10-lan 2-Jan 55PN Mome Gty Folice Intersecon Greg Kruschek Ave
3 vehidla aceident 2001 GMC Yukon stoppad & then % Morme -Baltz Huy; near AC
proceeded inte intersection & struck northbound Chey Store
pickup Itddn tsee. Pickup was propelled toright end struck
3 third vehide that was stopped on other side of intersaction
2 17-Jan 7-Jan TI3LPA Nome Oty Police |Off-rosd vehida sccident Involirg snow machine Mear high sdhool
3 17-kan 3-Jan T33P Home Gty Palice |Cebs reninto another vetude on Front St he stepped autof  |FrootSt
cab to smoke: cab backed into enother vehicle
4 T-Feb 284an F30PM State Traopers  |Srow maching accident; training foe Iron Dog: Polarisindy 3 miles north of Shaktoalik
600 hit driftweod log at appeot 8 mph, catepu ted off,
5 8-Feb 2L-Feb 830 AM State Traopers  |vehicle rollover; 2008 Jeep LUberty 6.5 mi Keugerck Rd
& B-Fed 23-Feb S:aB P Nome Oty Police |Two vahicle acadant: both dsmaged Tobuk Allay
7 T-har 25-Feby 5:45P\ Mome Gty Police |Single snow madrine colison Seaice
£ A-Mar 14-Mer Z332F Nome Oty Folice JHit arvdrun collision Front St
3 A Mer 16-Nr SILTP MNome Oty Folice [Hiterd run coliision Vehicle parked In front of a local
business o Sixth Lo
10 2A-Mar 17K 12:35m91 Homa Oty Police |Traffic acadant near First Avenue
i 2B-Mer 22-Ner 7:52 AM Nome Qty Folice |Two vehicle colliion; red 2002 Fordpickup fated toyield to | near Intersection of Eost dth and
wrhite 1993 GAC carmysll H Straets
12 Z8-Mar 23-Nar 1212 PV Norne Oty Palice |Car driven by Grabe badked into another vehide Seppala Drive
13 11-Apr a-Bgr E10F | Nome Gly Folice |Green pickip damaged by avetide that left the scene Front St near State of Alaska
parkinglot
14 2-Mey 25-Apr B:20PM Nome Gty Police [Leadrg the scere of enacadent [Pt reported)|
15 3-May 2-May 403 AM Nome Oty Folice |Hit erdrun sccident East 2de of town
15 16-May 7-May Q:59F Nome Gty Folice Regdence on 2nd e
13 yeer old Femala took mother's car without permission,
becked into & second vehicle arxifled the stene
17 13-Jun S-Jun 11:34P Nome Oty Folice |Hitardrun [rot reported]
18 27-Jun 22-Jun 12:51 AM State Troopers Cowrwll Rd
19 2 Aug 13-4 300 AM Neme Gty Police |ATV Acddent West Beach
0 22-Aug 13-Ag 1:39FM Home Gty Police |ATV Acddent Female drivar fell off ATV Mear & dredge
zL 23-Aug 25-Ag L35P Nome Gty Folice |vehicle callision, driver backed into another vehicle fie ddence rear Sth Ave
2 12-5ep 25 12:25 20| Nome Gby Police |Vehicle cllided with 2 other vehicles [Frot repected)
4-Sep E:00PI Nome Gty Police [Wotor vehide seddent
12:Sep
= 12-5¢ep 75w 11,0420 | NomeDispatch |Twowehide scoident; Nome Voluntser Ambulance &Fire  |East end of Nome
Center Department responded
= 19-Sep 12:5ep. 12:052M State Troopers  [Copsized boat; boaters made 1t to there safely; rescued by |near Port Chrence
vduntesr searchers andwillags public safety officers: safely
raturmad to Brevig Msson
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Mome Nugget 2013 Meda Discourse Analysts
Ab 6feb2017
Decyrrance,
Nome Nugget | Occurrence Reportor
Ircident Mo, Publish Date Date Resporcs Time |  Reported by Description Location
% 19-Sep 15:%ap. 1:558M Mome Oty Folice Accdent between dirtbike & pickup truck: buck waspuling |Momea-Tallar Hghway
into driveway when dirt bike with no haad ight hit gt
rad 19-5epy 15%p 922F Nome Gty Palice |ATV acadent nextto AC store
=z 10-0et 30-Sep 1:09P Nome Gty Falice [nator vehide callisian. Driver pressad accelerator retesd of [butness o Seppala Or
brake when puling nto parking pot
P 7-Nov L 1153 P Nome Oty Folice |Nome Palice Department patrol vehicle struck by arother car [[rot reported)
that was unabla to stop ata stop sgn due to recent sow
E) 14-Nav 4Ny S00AM | Nome Gty Police |Toyots Tundra pickip traveling rorth ot contrel, carsened | justnorth of WatchgassRd on
sideways Into southbound lamd and struck o Chevy pickus. Nome-Teller Hay
First snow on ground & Ioe made for dangerous road
ool o,
51 21-Naov 12N S:59P HNoma Gty Police |Red ven knacked over syeet signs Weeren & Division Streats
Z1-Nav 124N Lo:2aPM MNorne Oty Palice |Single vehicls accident, blue van leftroad & ralled anto off Sixth Ave
driver's ade
2
33 21-Naov 13-Now 4:49FM Mome Gty Police |Dungster struck a vehicle; dumpster apparently driven by [ Adrport terminal
high winds & Loy conditons
E2S Z1-Nov 17N SHLP Nome Gty Police |Hitendrun of parked Toyots piekup; damege ocoumed in Eest gde of small boat harbor
August
25 28Nav 15-Now. 10:41 M | Nome Oty Police |Vehicleroflaver; vehide was unoooupied when reparting Beom Rd
party passed itat approx 7:45 AM
5 ZE-Nav 2Pk 251 P Nome Gty Folice [Single vehicle accident; slidinto stop dgn.
22-Nov 2o T:09FM Nome Gty Folice [Fander bander: Singa vehide acadent; badurg out of local  |*alocd busness”
|business - strudk oother perked vehicle
12-Dec 7-Dec 933 AM Nome Oty Police [HIt & run: vehide parked in frontof owner'sreudencewas  (restdence of First fve
strudk on front bumper & grill; damage to hoth, Vehicle was
[pushed Inta straet by force of Impact
k) 2-Jon-14 17-Dec S00PM StateTroopers  |Srow machire fell theough ioe Munmadruk River; traveling from
Stebbins to Kouk
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Mome Nugget 2013 Meda Di
Ab 6feb2017

Darin fyaturguk -- GC

Sevard unrestraned

Ircident Mo, Marnels] injurles Follow-p/Treamnent Damage 3 Noteg/comments
L e, to S yrold cdhild |[Natmentionad $25,000 est totsl
In Ohav pickup
2 na signfficantinjuries notevalable
3 [Robert O Corner
L -
4 Tyler Hontington (27) Broken pelvis inkernal [Medivaced to Aladka
injuries: brused lower |Native Medical Center,
abdomen Archocage: T hour
srgery
5 lernifer Mercell (27) Hone $4000est Mo atation; was wearing weat
belt
& [Hone notraported Mo gtanon
7 es Transported to Norton Alcohol sppears rot to have
Sound Regenal Homi el heen Irvolved.
for coservation and
treatment.
£
3
10 Mone
"raportwill be Al ed with Dh'
un Prenden Scanlon (44) -- Ford; minimm 510,000 Qtotions isued -~ feslure to

il after stop [Scanlon};
unrastrairad dl dren

Kakoora (21) & Dondd
[Shnangratoguk (23

chi{drer in GMC (lyatunguk]
suffered minor injuries
rangre from a i cody
nose to serapes snd
ebragions; full extent
of injuries unkrewn at
{time of press releass
12 |Gordon Grebe (63] ot avalable Gtation for ursafe backing
1=
14 Suspect has been located, will
be summaoned to court for
numarousviolatione
15 Georges Largton (22
Arrested for several viclations;
remanded to Al Mountain
16 Juvanile released to mother;
charges to be forwarded to
Juvenile Probation Dffice
17 frmal o Sovsa (62) Issued atation For leaving the
scera of an acddent
18 22 yr old Noma residant Driver & 2 passangers Alcohol believad & be 3 factor
Injured; Nome
otunteer Fire Dept
reated & ransoocted
tham
19 Passenger Joshua Brodk [20) [Driver tansported to Alcohol believed to be 3 factor
cited for MCA Norton Sound Regiond
Hospita -- nond if2
thy eatening injunes
il NVAD persarnel Alcohol not a factor
rarvdered assistant and
ransported petlent to
NERH
21 leanie Walz [53) (driver] Estmore than $2000 ‘Waltz issued dtation for
Limitations on Backing aleohal
natirwobed.
2 Reva Bocl owson (20] Minimal damage to one  |Boolowon errested for DUL;
vehide remanded to Arval Mountain
= No apparantinjuries ‘Wicims ran from scera price ta
officar areival
24 One person
transported to NERH
pwith ren |ife
thr eatening Injunas
=% lames Kakoona {23), Pad
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Ircident Mo, Marnels] injurles Follow-up/Treatnent Damage 3 Noteg/comments
% Mone
z ez Nome Vieluntee(
anbulance Service
respoevded &
transported patient to
NERH
P NM adl uk Brandt-Ellsnne |21)
Driver atedFor driving without
2 vald operator license
A MAnor damages sustained
by bathvehidas
E Qe pazsenger Driver of Topota was tsaued 2
transported by Nome qtstions: Bosic spesd & Motor
Vol untear Ambiance wvehicle Insuranca reqd,
Dept to NSRHFor
medical trestmant; dl
involved reparted enly
minor injuries
51 Irwestigationind cated signs
were krodked over butnot
damaged
Katlesn Pariatrag [27] A persons invehicle,  [WBdice responded,
(driver) none sstained sarious [medical assistarce was
2 injuries dedined,
33 appros $500
En IvErk Hottmann [62)
{owner?)
25 None reported Qwner was contacted; fjone reported
stated they will get
vehide back on road with
another of their vahicles
ES None Yes, o stop sgn and
vehide
Vil e juvenile [16) None Gited for Limitation on badking
Front bumper & grill
2 Albert Bogeyaktuk Jr, (27) Search teamsfrom Kotk and
Troopers; family member
Irdapandently |ocated Albart
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[Traffic Accidents
{15 13may1017
News Qccurrence.
Miner Report ot
Incident | Publish |Occurrence| Response
No. Date Date Time Reported by Description Location
1 Slorrl3 TJarrl3 70080 [Fairberks polos  [Oriver sped north oo Cowles Stin Pont ac G, slid through stop sign, crashed Cowles Stand Chenafver
threugh ferce, landed nose first on Chana River, dirmbed through passenger door
{andfled up river bark
2 $orrl2 Florr13 1030 |Forborks polos  [2004 Cheyrolet Cavalier struck moose Richardson Hwy near Lakeview Terrace
it
3 Slorrl3 Fjon-13 SA5PM  [Statetroopers  [Pedestrian hitby Tovots Avalon traveling sboas 5 mph while aossirg Kerdsll &ve |Kendsl | Ave & Badger Rdintersection
4 16Jan-12 16Jan13 State roopers  lacadentbetween semi-truck & grader Seutrbound Steese Hwy betwesnFarmers
Laop & Chena Hot Springs Rd
5 1%lan13 12Jan-12 democn  [State roopers  [Small passenger car headad southbound strudc DOTRE roed grader working in 296 Mle Parks Hey near Nenana
tandam with other equipment: to cear snow; fatality, QCCURRENCE DATE hAAY BE
1LON20L3
& Z3anlz 2A-Jan-13 11288M  |State woopers  |Eight-whee | Suyker vehide reer-ended 1399 Chevyvan that had dowedtoturn | Richarckon Havy at Jack warren R (Dalta)
|lft van spun inte cncoming tane end was struck by Chenralet Silverado
ki 24Jan-12 17-Jan-12 11:03PM  |State troopers IMitsubishi Miontero chove into ditch GeldhillRd
8 24)an-13 4 Falrtbarks poloe |vehicle Faced wiorg wary. drave onto medien end overa roadsign Joharsen Espray
Q HKlan-12 24-an1z Lazap  |Fairberds polee  Red Chevralatimpals (Wakh driving] asceler ated from intersection spur out, end | Cowles St& Alrport Wer
s truck Pontise G6
10 27-Jan12 25Jan12 justbefore 7 [State troopers  [Sdhwol bus with 5 studarts sbosrd hitcslf mocee, kilirg the moss Near 3.5 Mle Murphy Dome Rd
AM
11 Z3are13 2X-lan-13 T25000 | SE2 roopers /hitz Dodlge Durango drove into dch CldRIdardsor Hwy atSloan St(hNocthy
Fole?)
1z 2Zlarrl3 25Jon12 FAZPM  |State troopers  JPontiec G6 orashed with another vetide Chena Pump Rid & AmberstDr
13 F=EDES 2&-Jan-13 moring  |Faitbarks poles  |Arleact 6 scadents due to) o fog Fhee mile strateh of Richardson Hy near
Faltberks
11 20 Jar-12 23Jan-12 2:43PM  |State troopers 3/4 T QVIC pickup with traller tovang bgs slowed down to turnireo parking lot Parking lot n=ar mile 215 R dhardsca Hay
and struck Ay Humvee, contirued into parki ng lot & struck solder who was
2citng from a parked Hawee and then hit two parked Stryker vehicles.
15 a1z | Zdandz Faitbarks polcs  |2000 PorhacGrand Prix collided with anather vekicle mFrontier Lodge perking | Frentier Lodge parking lct, Ofd Richarckon
Jlot: then drove sway. ey
16 Z-lare13 30han13 10:aL Al | Smate troopers 2005 Kerworth semi driving north swerved o avold stopped car, wentinto ditch; |Parks Hayin Healy
trailer saunginto scuthbound lene & strudk a stopped Ford van; van was puehed
into aMercedes-Benzvan behindit
17 2Jan1z | 3end2 | shoutmidright|AbskaDOTFF  [Strongwirch & blowing snow: fruck overtumed n southboundlans; pipe milled  [29Mle Bllott Hvy
on'to rosdway; guardrail damaged; oaffic in narthbond lane occaskbonaly stopped
while dabric was being cleared
12 ZlJan13 | 30JandZ nght flaskaDOTFF  [Strongwinds & blowing mow; fruck zidinto dtch alorg scuthbourd lare, 421l Eliott Hay
riyally lodking roadwar.
13 dfebris dFebrl3 DOTPF Issued adnfVehicle accident Hodirg southbourd bane Idle 126 Dalton Hey
o 5-Rab13 FFeb-13 TO07PM [Statetroopers  [Snow machine arash - riding Sretic Cat onroad, lost control end it overturad Denall Hwy rear Centwe |
21 6-Febr13 ? 1223  |State troopers. | Chevy pickup drving north; snow from scuthbourd cr obsoured vimon; Creyy  [314 Porks Hwy
rear-ended o Kenworth semt that had slowed for o turnir@car
2 9-Feb>13 4Feb-13 moming  |Falrbanks poloa  |2003 Jeep Grand Cherckes hit parked red 2000 Dodge Intrepid; did not laave ADavis Rd perking lot
| dentfyirg information
2 13-Febi3 SFeb-13 22440\ |Fairbarks poloa |Twovahide aach 23rd Awe & Turner St
24 13-Fab-13 &Feb-13 1:4480M  [Falrbarks poloa  JChevrclet Impala highcentered Johareen Expry near Danby St
25 15-Feb13 | 13-Febd3 5 4PM  |State troopers  |Red GMC Sterra in ditch 60t from roadin snow; slid off road while tornirgirto. [ Ballsine Rdjust noeth of Lyre Lane
Lyrix Lane
26 15-Feb13 | 12Feb1? 70PM  [State roopers  JGCvan dnvirg south collided with a canbou; killed the canbou IWlle 208 Parks Hary near Cantwel |
z7 15-Feb-13 [ 14Feb13 11:15F  |Fairborks poloe [Ford F150 pickup speeding morth on Qushmen St Hitsnow berm, lost controd and | Qushman St Roundup Restaurart
slammed intowall of Roundup Rastaurant,
5 13-Fab-13 18Fab13 Stare troopers Twovehide acodent Dodge truck atte mpted to pass a Ravd. Mile 352 Parks Hery, rear Sheep Creek Rd
2 19-Feb-13 | 15Feb13 LA0AN  [State troopers  |Vehiole traveling east coll ded with mooss 4.5 Mila Chera Hot Speings Rd
30 20-Feb13 [ 13-Fab-13 3A0PM  [Statetroopers  JOCOURREMCE DATE MAY BE 20FEBLS Small passarger vahide lost oontral whie | Parks Hawy 345 Mila near George Parks
rcunding & tum ard odllided with semi-trude In coorirg lane; passenger side of  [Memoria tumoff
[small vehiole struds front of sems; bothvehicles shidinte dta drrver of small
vehicle was dechired deod ot the soere
3 2A0-Feb-13 13Fab13 Stare troopers Vahicle travaling essthourd d b0 pass In no-pa: 2R 1431 M Alaska Hwy
vehicle in oncoming lerw
3z 20-Feb-13 15Feb-13 L1080 |StELE Hoopers Vahicle oollick d with macss Chena Hot Spergs Rd atEsro Rd
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E<] 2-Fetrl3 | 20Feb13 BZzaM  [Farrberks polos [Wehicle trying to avad another vehids calidsd with affic signal contral box Lathrop St& Mrport Way
24 25-Feb-13 25-Feb12 "scadent 56,5 Richardson vy, just N of Badger Rd
owerposs i ntersecton; rorthbound bnes
35 2%-FRb13 | 26Fb13 22PN |Falrbarks polos  |Z6feb OCCURRENCE DATE MAY BE EARLIER. Three vehides involvedintig twe-  |Richarckon Havy & Badger Rd co-ramp (6
vehicle collision. Vehi de fizh tai ed onto i cher dzon Hery; fost contrel. Vehide on [mi or 12 mi rot stated)
[Richardsan (left lare) brake d to avatd collision went nte dteh, kicked up snow &
S=bris, end blocked view of next drivar, who oollided with the in-the-ditch vehicle
ES 22-Feb-13 24-Fab-13 £:00PM Faitberks polee |Ran stop sian; collidedwith snother vehide Zrd SteriEagle fve
37 28-Feb13 | 23Feb-13 morning  |State roopers  |Kia SUV struck mooss and struck guerd rall 1615 Mile Parks Hwy between Trapper
Creek and Carnwell
3B 2Mar-13 28-Feb-13 514PM SIEL2 roopers [Chevrolet Malibulost contral and collided with Ford Sport-Trae, Malibu caught fire [ 313 Mle Richardson Hay S of WMidway
Lodge
33 SMar-13 2Mar-13 DOTPF Vehicle rear ended grader cleanng sy Rchardson Hwy near Moose Treek
40 ZMar-12 | larvsary 2103 DOTPF Vehicle arashad mto back of grader desring srow; driver killed Parks Hghway raar Nenans
a1 EMar-13 2Febr12 State troopers | Green 2013 Ford Mustarg crashed into maibar; dhiver did not have permission to
chive tisvehide
42 F-Mar-13 1-Mer-12 1045 |Faltberks polee  |Orave into a ditch DSt
a2 7-Mar-13 2Mer12 T:AZAM  |Stte troopers:  [Chevralet HAR colided with Ford F-150 ratchal Expwy
41 7-Mar-13 2Mer-12 Faltberks polee [Ralled 8 Toyota Tundra 10th e & Steese Hay
A= TMar-13 | Bmardz(?) ZIEPM  |Faitbarks pokca  |Sdweol prinapel carme out of achaol bo imves bgate & report that Smith was Tanare Made Schaol perkirg lot
smcking merjusnain 8 bladk 1999 @C Yukeon; Smith ook foot off breke andie
him and knocked him to graund.
a5 3-Apr-13 ZE-Ma-13 avening Fairberks polee  [Nenana ambulance, with siren on erd kghts flashing, driving north steod: by Lathrop St& 23rd fva
Dcdge Durarge braveling west
47 SApr-13 T-2pr-13 430PM State troopers Head-or callision; 2 fatalines, 2005 Ford FAS0 plduup traveling north [Ponder ) Parks Hwy, near EsstFork Chulitna River;
collided with scuthbound 2007 Foed 550 truck {Kineald). each puling a trailer about 25mi S of Cantwell
42 198012 | 1080013 8304M  |Forborks poles  J2007 Honda CRY struck several other vehides Itchel Expwy & Lathvop St
a3 23000-12 24000-13 12:149PM | State troopers 2010 VW Jetts rear-endad 1902 GMC Slerra which hed stopped soa tractor raller |Litde Goldstream Bridge, 14,5 \le Parks
Fulling an oversized loadin the opposite drecticn could cross bridge. Sierra burst | Hey
inita flames; occupants escaped safely
50 2880013 | Zrfpel3 11:50AM  |Forborks poloe  |2010 Kerwoeth semi impacted end didedged fuel pumps at gas station Gas stan on in south Fadsanks
S1 2Mey-13 200013 State troopers two e hide coll sion rvear Cherckee e
52 2013 | 288013 9.00PM  |State troopers  |Ran rto traffic control device College Rd & Linwarsity dve
53 15013 | Shany-13 Fairborks polee  |red 2005 Dodge plckp hit parked car SCsheman st
=4 15Mep-13 | 19-WViay12 T:55PM SIEE (roopers [Rear-énd acodant Just-A-Store cn Chena PumpRd
55 16013 | Fay13 9:50PM__|Farberks polics |"acadent! Arport Way & Uriversity Ave
56 113 [ L3y 13 altsmocn | Shte troopers AT crash; toddler not eeathing; thenimpeaved, then ded Delta Juncoon (7)
57 2713 | 213 BOOPM  |State troopers  [Fatal ATV scoxdent; last control of ATV, ralled aver on her Two Rivers Rood; 200 ft. S of turncff to
Two Rivers Schoal
52 2013 |  2Vay12 dftemoon_ [AlskaDOTRE  |Qvertured trudk blodirgroad Oneland spen 22 Mile Dalton Hey
58 28013 | 26hme 13 40PN |Stote troopers.  |Wictorcycle struck guardral while regotiating o ooener; driver throvmfrom oycle; | rear Mile 1362 Alaska Highway
Jfaralicy
&0 4-Jun13 3May-13 11:00 P84 |Farrbarks poloa  |ATVaco dent; victim urconsacus & trapped under machine S Cushmannear Alta Way
58 2-lun-13 13May-13 21540 [Falrbanks polca  |One viehkda accicknt 1998 Porbiac Grand Prix driving athigh rate of spead Arport Way and Gillsm Way
[approaching nterse ctiony struck baffic 3 gnd supper tand spunarourd, Driver
was ejected throush passerger wirdow.
62 Ujun-13 P-Jun-13 12457 |Farrbarks polce  |2006 Dodge Neonfaled toyield whan turning left and was struck by vehicle fAtchel Expwy & Lathrop St
traveling through Intersaction
&3 22-unl3 1500153 evening State troopers G een 1995 Toyotapickup hit e tree ina dtehy injuring driver and a passenger; Chena Lake Recraati on frea
chver left: posserger found ot scene bleeding from mouth ord with soapes and
burmes onhis face
=2} S0-Jun-13 ZHhn-As 1130P | SRR Hoopers Drivrg Hoeda AT downa berk onold foeestry reed;; ATV rolled ontep of her; Smiles off Quartz Leke Rd; rear
h r rolle d AT off ar 0 fi mgm[r\ﬂa;ﬁ
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65 54ul-13 Zrun-12 26 PM Falrberks polos  JHEand run accident Headey lastcontral of b vehide whie tming cato rear corer of Romens Wey and Cld
Rormans Way: Nt passe nger side of other vehide: fled soere; went to nearksy Richarceon Hay
apartment
66 6-ul-13 Sd-13 16 AM  [State troopers 2006 BIW 1200RT motoroyck crossed nto cpposite land and struck frork: E6Mie Taylor Hay
|pessenger door of a a0 Sfootmotorhome; fatdl to oyde drver
&7 213 24-Jul-13 efternocn  |Stake troopers  |leep 9 strudk bicyde; leep thenrear endad by Chewy PK Peger Rdrear Ave of Flags
63 0413 2-Juk13 SOOPM  |Fairbarks poloa/ |Red Ford Explorer threw woman autof vebicle snd then collidedwith tharuck |1 University Ave TacoBall 2 2175
State troopers  [lenfrerteofit Later the seme vehicle struck offics buldrg Ubévara by fve near Divis Rd
€9 3-4d-13 27-ul13 44280 |Farrbanks poloa  |Whita Ford Fug on &bladk Dodge pickup; drivar of pickup (MeGurl) erashed Into | Lathrep HS parkirg lot
Fuston 85 Fusonwas trng to step MoGul from drivirg.
70 2-Aug13 31-uk13 B44PM  [Falrbarks polez |25 veor old man drivirg 2000 Nissan Murano SUY was tuming southwhen he turing onto Steese Hawvy from Third St
stnuck 3 9 vear cldboy ard dragged Him urder the vehide,
71 S-fug13 g3 aarly morning |Stats troopers Truck puling fethwhesl traller struck multipte vehid 23 whil e learg RV park Rv'park In Haaly
72 T-hug13 aag-13 #wemoon  |State troopers  [Four motoroydes struck raar of 2011 Chavrolet Malibu, which hadbraked quddy | Construction zore near Hedy
when the vehicle in front of the fslibu (amiaroon 2009 Ford LE0) slowad down
for & pavement brask;
73 120813 | 11-AUglE sbout 6 MM |Arpartpclios Two moter epclicts failed to nevigats a cuve & keft the road; one ded wan Horn Rd neer University Ave
74 13-Aug12 7-Aug-13 12:15AM  |State troopers 12008 Ford Rerger involved i a"crash.” Chens Pump Rd & Chena Pont fve
75 14A0g135 | 13-AUg1E evening  |Swate roopers  [Reft accident; shesp hunting; Vogel Injured when dreggedbehind reft { Z5river miles from Delta
lunction
76 17213 | 12-Augl® 1217AM  |Farbarks polce  [Twowvehide acadent 200 block nd Ave
77 28-2-13 | 24-80g17 State troopers  [Black Chevrolet Slverado crashed inditch, Brown sd d e swerved to avoida dog. |Blas Dnive off Chena Bot Sprgs Fid
73 29Ag-13 | 24Augl3S a0aPM SIELE HO0pers Lost contrad of green Chevrole tpickup ouck endrolled trudk EastChenaHlls Drive
73 29-Aag12 | 2200812 2550\ [Smtetroopers  [Ford F-150 raninte bad of srothervebide; diver o thatvehide folowed theF-  |Lintvargaty dwe Taco Bell
150/t Chiera Pumg Rd & provided troopers with license number,
=0 2-Seplz 31-Aug-17 dtemocn  |State troopers 11999 International ol tarker trudk ravelingwest lost contrad, careaned inte sauth | 136 fle Densl Huy, outsice Cantael|
sicke citch ard rolled over; some o leakage
21 18Gepr13 [ 12:5epd3 1030 P ehicle collick d with moas= Richardson Hay outside Farbanks; near
Badger Rd exit
a2 14%p13 | 11-Sep13 20080 |Ft Wainwright pol|"scadent” Ft Wairwright front gabe
2 13-8p13 | 10-Aug13 5:554M  [Farberkspoles  [2010 GMC Siema ron ntowoll atNobde St& Wendell Ave; drwver found Neble St & Wendd | Ave
unconsdous bebind wheel Firefighters ey tracted him from tuck
Ex) 19-Sep-13 | 18Sep13 10:52AM  [State troopers  [Vehicle roll over; Army belicopter with three med cs shoard tpotted aresh end 12€ 1Ale Fachardeon Hay, 2miNe of
Jtrerepoctad three victims to FIVH Paxsca
85 24-Gep13 | 225ep13 aboutlpm  |Stats troopers  [Head-on collision; 1 fatality; sastbound Ford F-250 & westhourd Jeep Liberty; Badger rear Rrcerview gas station
chver of F-2501 ost control
ES MN-Sap13 28:5ap-13 vening sieter Dabbia MillCar kit her dogand then her Chera Punp Rd
&7 S0ct-13 S0ct-13 evening  |Falrharks poloa (0uring police chase, car missed tum &laundhe d 31 ft & Bnded on 2rd flocr of 8 | hatche | Expwy exitat Old Arport Way
10 -+ tall ublity Euilding; driver fled bt was apprehendad reertsy
o2 100ct-13 [ 10-0ct13 1Z19AM  [Fairborks polos  JOCOURRENCE DATE MEY BE OCT 3, Siver 2007 Nissan Pathfinder destrored about | N side of Arport Way to the west of
178 frof fence. Barnatta St
82 1L-0ck-13 | 10-0ct:13 F0SAN  |State troopers  [Carlile sem methare tradc drifted off read jeckinifad, andfiipped on its < de. fAla 214.5Parks Hwy, Just north of
Cantwel
@ 17-0c-13 11-0er-13 Q15 P SIAE oopers Vehicle ran Into power pale, Caused power Internption Qi Richardson Hwy & Cobb St
81 17-0ct-13 28-Juk13 1058 |Faltharks polea  [Had ey Davidson matoroycle {Ludwig = <ivar] colided with Hyundsi Azers sedan; [Cowles St & Alrport Wer
chiver of Hyunda said she had ROW becouse she hadyellow lizht
9 25-0ct:13 | 26-0¢t13 4H27AM  |Smte troopers  JOCOURREMCE DATE MAY BE OCT 18 Single vehi de accident; drove into 8 ctch Hagalharger Rd 3t Steese Hwy
southboured, went sirborne for sbout £5 feat and came torest onnorthbound
S Acdl-x 1
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2 25 0ct-12 28-uk13 State troopers  |Sirgle vehicle accidant Entrance to Crena Laks Rea 2ation &res
4 27013 14-Juk13 4&0PM  [Statetroopers  [Red SUV crashedirko trees on Okd Richardson Hery in North Pole; Loweryfourd | OidRichardzon Hwy in North Pole
Lncorsaous irvehide
a5 20ct-13 | 27013 304N |Fairbarks polos  |Geld Subsru Tibecs strudk 55 yeer cldwomen who wae crossing Ol Steese Hwy [ Old Steess Hwy rear Reck N Rodeo
% 2A-0c12 | 3-0ct13 1Z08AM  |State troopers |19685 Chevrolet Suburban; rollover orash; lastoontrol; fatal to driver aurve onHealy S Rd
a7 3L-0ct-13 | 22:0ct:13 Farrbarks poloa  |Car arashed into ane-way sgn madan divding M & S traffic on Cowlas St
58 SL0c-13 [ 24-0xt13 morning  [Stats troopers  |QCOURRENCE DATE MAY BE Z10CT2013; White GMC pickup truck found Indteh: [Fler Rd& EdvoAaes War
more then 25 ft off rosd; hed driven Into & upcooted seversl rees
ES) SNow13 Zhiow-13 Morth Pale Palica |2011 Missan pickup with Hawall pl into dtch & light  |Lawranca Rd & Old Richardscn Hwy
pole
100 26:Nov-13 | 24Nov-1E 3Z6PM |S@Ee oopers  [Rlack Hyunds n and cut of dtd then struck 1992 Ford truck at Geist Rd & Chena Pump Rd rear Roland Rd
Lnrvarsity Ave {no rfunas); then struck 2006 Toyota Matr iy and bght pole at
Peger Rd and Phillips Flald Rad [driver of hitrlx: whiplash to badk and made);
Mazan & passergar fled an foot; fourd near Sperard Bullder=
01 2Dec13 F0-Nov-13 sbout 4Fh [Stace woopers  |2006 Ford F-150 pickigs (Couray = driver] chivirg Slostoontol onicy road, 2011 |S@ese Hwy | ustN of Farbarks
Frei ghtliner semi [kirg = driver] also daving Sattempted to maneuver out of way.
Fretghtiiner & its traller did off road & Intodtch, Front ands of bathvehicles
clamage d
102 11-Dac12 | 29012 2:13PM State troopers Ialad GMC SN weark into ditdy MNordele Rd area
103 11-0ec-13 | S0-Nowv-13 #51AM | Fairberks polee  |Geay Feed Explorer drove thyeughferce IVErketst
104 1108013 | 290013 414 P Fairberks polee  [Rlue 2007 Cadilac CTSirvalved in twovehide orash Fhillips Field Rd near Chang Rvar
105 130ec12 [ 4Dec12 24480\ |Faitbarks poice  |1988 Jeep Charokae hit guardrall three imes and spunaround L&0 degress; diver |Radger Red axit of Richardson Hwy {6 mi or
Found adeep behindd the wheel; he rememberad starting toslide. 12mi?)
106 27-Dac-13 23-Dac-13 12.0L AN |Faitbarks poloe  |Rear ended s vetucle stoppsdfor redlight oble St & Il ave
107 27-0eac13 20-Dec13 T A |State troopers Black Toyobs Tundra drove into ditch VWest Chena Hills near Forrest Dy
108 1-Fek-13 23Jan13 B54PM  |Falrbarks poles. JColliston with arcther vehide Peger Rd and Ar{port Way
09 7-Mar-13 2Mar-13 | Friday momirg |Fairbarks poloa  [1997 Chevy Astro Van styuck 2001 Volkswagsn Jetta and 2000 GMC Serra Jetta: Arport Way & Washington Dr;
GG Washirgton Dr
1o A-Rpr-13 EQOct-13 2088M  |Faitbarks police  |Gray 1997 F-L50 pickup struck Collega Rd overpass st JohersenEapy College Rid atjchansan Expwy
u1 A-Apr-13 31-Ma-13 3:50PM |Falrberks poles  [Rlua 2005 Dodge pickup truds struck medh an; woman passengar injured: diver [ College Rl & Bl sance fve,
3aidba crashed bacause another vehid e cuthim off.
12 1713 14 ? Fairbarks polee  |Dadge Durango SUV struck victim ashe got cut of kis [vicom's) wehide; driver ?
than got out and bagsn purching victim
nz 18Junlz | 15n-12 237PM  |Faitberks polos  |Vehicle puilad onto hghway Infront of motoreycle; aycle struck vahicle Richardson Hwy. near Fairbanks
114 151413 17-Juk13 309AM  |State Troopers |53 yr ald woman passenger wes ejected from (or got out of) red pickup trud and | Grawed pitat 25 mi. ChenaHot Springs Rd.
[possibie hit by the nack
1us 1844-12 17-Juk12 22040 [State Treopers  |1956 Chevrclat Blazer drving north; farced off read by wehide that romsed intoits [ 154 mi. Parke Hwy § of Cantwel
lane; rolled; ended upin trees beside road; offendrg vehide ddrot stop.
15 26-A-12 | 24-Aug12 T:SOPM  [State Treopers |4 motorepdes passing through construction 20ne; one struck abely dump that | Chena HS Rdat Nordale Rd constructicn
was turring site
uv Sfepr12 28-fugl3 B53AM  |SteTroopers  [Blus Hyurdal Sonatn struck moose asitaessed rood Badger Rl
us 21-Sepi3 16-Sap-13 endey Falrharks poloa  JHtand run; "dark SUW strusk 7 year old gl Lattrop St & Kernicott e,
evering
19 21-Sepi3 [ 20-Sap13 | sbout10PM [Farrbarkspoloe  |HE& rum; struck 8 year old boy rid ng bicyd e; drver stopped, told kids tobe more | Frontage Rd by Ploreer Park
car efd, refusad to give them a ride home, said he was late for week, and left the
SOerYe,
120 235ep13 | 27-Sep-13 315PM  |AKDOTFF Carpeniter Contracting dump truck strudk bridge beam; woekirg on rearby Birch [ 144 mi Steese Huy
Craek boat launch
2 2:0ct-13 24-Sep-13 ? State Treopers  [Red Dadge tnuck spinning airdes; strudk utd ity pole guy wire Parking lot o Schacht St
122 19.0ct-13 | 1%oct3(7 | early Saburday [Stabe Treopars _JVehicle-m nose collision: Blus Sabaru: driver died Sheep Cragk Rd.
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1 Jostup Matthew Beanes, 29 Father took hinn to baspital for Probatd e OU, but repartwas o delayedto
@valuatan adm nister chemical breath test
2 Multple pesple trarsported to Moose wivezed by local chanty
FivH with rondife-thraatering
Irjuries
2 Fred John, 70(driver); Robsrt Herdersen, | Troopers traneported John retated
32 [pedestran) Herderson to FMH to get
checked
4 Nore reperted
5 Robert Gusty, 20 (smel | car driver; R. Gty deceased; B Gusty
deceasad), Brad Gusty, 19 {pessengar serlous bt rondife-
[irgr ed) dhreateni ng inries
& Joshua Bockoson imilitary vehicke driver)  [Wen driver Treavad at Delta Fanily edcsl [ cndersonatzdiorbasc spesd violaton
(Anie
7 JasonLee Sweitzer, 30 Sweitzer was charged with DUy
8 P chele L Rowland 20 Fowland was charged with DUI
E] Eric Anvirew Walsh 29 none repected 'Walsh chaged with DLI & leaving the scene
10 Ulysses Kricef-Castdlo, 22 [driver) Nerm, eaceptdeadmoose Moose donated tochanty
1 David UwuaqKassk, 48 Chargad with DU, dnvir@ with revoked
licensze, and vidlating courbce dere drelease
corction not to drink d cohol
1z Richard O een Qurada 73 Charged with DUI
13
13 Teldwr wffered zartious lfe-  |Evacsted to FVH [He racation of dnags or dcohol
threatenirg inuries
15 Beltran Dansel Rose, 49 Roza charged vith DU, leaving the scene and
Jmokingofelsereport
16 Mattresw Borgmean, 48 [Kerworthy John  [Minor injunies o YL Treated MInor damage to &l
WItT, 32 [Fer d); Howard Elmer, 54 Btscene three vehides
|(Mercedss)
17
1g
13
o LoranHoward 43 Life-threatening inLrias Teken to FIVH (Bloohad s congdered afactae: not weering a
helmet
2 JohnLerandeau 51 (Chevy ditver) Lerandeau - mirer injuries but vy totaled
dedined medical treatment
22 |lordan W. Evans 22 [driver of leep; was Evanz chergad with DU and keaving the wcen)
supposed to be warmirgvehide upfor
owrer)
z Garturmur Tsogt 47 Teogt chargadiwith DUt
24 Mty Rose Beetus, 24 Beatus dherged with DU, lemarg the scane
ord divingwith 3 revokedlicerse
25 JasonLawrence Cantory, 40 Cantord charpad with DUt
2% Peter Lodroer, 24 Nore except dead caribou 520,000 to vert Wias wean rg his seat belt
27 Peter Aifred Colernan, 52 Damuar to wall, Driver left the soene; later appreherded by
glasses & dshes Troopars on GaistRdat 240
mere ther $10, 000
5 One person trareported to
FIVH o5 precautionery
measure; another treatedat
the scere
2 Thomas Smith, 38 Norm to Srrithy; dead moase Vehi de was towedfrom the scane
30 DavidA Yudin 21 [driver of passenger Fatal to Yudin; notnjuries to Irmpairment is ot believad tobe afactor
vehile, fatality); M dhaal & Luper, 25 Luper
[driver of semi)
3l Harry David, 64 [driver who attampted ko |4 child was transported from Bothvehides tofaled |David o tedfor passirginna-passing 20ne.
pass); Erics Burkhead, 33 {encoming lere) |scene for madicd eveluation
3z Thomas Smith, 48 Nore Car was towed from |Moose donated to chan ty
Jstena
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E<] HNore DOTFF mads temporaryfic to signats
24
35 Both divers in cdl sica taken
o FIVH; norvlife-theeatening
Irfuries
E) Mearm| Harbert Magas, 51 Moses charged with DU
37 ClintMayewr, 50 Nerr £o Mayeur of meose Foose waked away
£ Lornie Triplet, 33 [Malibu), Misty Nowchl,  |Both drivers & 3 passengers in clcobal natbelwved o be & factor
33 (Sport-Trac] Sport-Trac rangpertad to FMH
39 Criver of vehicle was
hospital e
40 Robert Gusty, 20 Fatal to Gusty
a1 Dawame Hailey, 26 52000-300 to mailbos; |Hailey charged with st degree ve bicla thaft,
SZ000w Msteg  |criminal mischief, andfallure torepert an
acadent
az M chad Lee Gadds, 50 Gaddie chergedwith DLY and drvieg with
revokadlice ree
az Jason Edward Thomasson, 37 (Chevrolet Thomassan chargedwith UL
[nver)
a1 Jesse Afen Rutigian, 30 Rutigien chargedwith DUI
a5 Madizcn N, Smith, 12 Smith charged with DL
a5 Jos Formess [Nenara Fire Gref (not te Sclomon injured sheulder & [2bulance was headed to AvH Sclomon
dnver)); M drele Merie Sclcmcn, 26 face; patient r ambulance chargad with DUI i Saptember 2012
[Durango driver] saleep and notinpured inthis
soddent
47 Roy K. Parvder, 57, David & Kircald, 57, bothdrivers died; bothy Teresa Ponder 1o FRVH by Cantesll Snowy, 20 to 30 degrees
two passengers Teresa & Pander, S5, vag ron lifa- b Molly Kineaid t
[wife) & Mally MEircald, 24 [deughtar) | threaterirg Injuries V/alia hospital by Trapper Craek
ambulance
42 Todd R. Deary 40 One driver inurad Dear chargedwi th DUI
LE] Mincr Smith, 52 (W drrver |; Darla Coghill, |Serlous but noevlife- Smith wansported to AV Coghlll
57 [GMC dhiver); cne GMC pesserger threaterirg [Smith) and passerger to AVIHIn private
Juhicle
0 Not izntified 526 - 20000 Pipes beoken butro fuel spiled
51 Daniel Michsal Sprade, 28 Sprode arested and charge d with DUI
52 Christire Dee Palm, 50 Palm was e fasted and drarged with DU
53 Joshua Rebert Bean 24 Bean charge dwith DUL
54 ludthBeeman, 50 {driver who drove inte: Besmen arrested for DL
rear end of another vehicle)
55 Robert Harnson Brook Brook arrested for DU
56 Charles Grass, 22 monthe fatal to Gross taken toFam b hMedica dinie;
| ater ta Providence hedéal Center
|Anchorage where he dad May 15
57 Robym Blemke, 12 [ce ceased): unnamed 13|fatal by; passerger sustained Bothwere wearing hel mets
'year old passenger Injured mirar injuries
52
53 Goil Enckson, 49 Famlity She waswearing spEeopr late safety gear.
0 Matthew DavidFreadle, 25 unspedified head injury transparted to FIVH; then flowr to Irwvestigaticn contrvang as of djure; Died
Praviderce Alasks Medcal Center, weekerd of 22:23 June frominjuries
Anchorege; In citical Lnit
58 Gordon Andrew Taylor, 27 Bleadirg from forebesd Transported to FVH “Haavily demaged”  |Tavlor charged wath DU
62 Jula Are John 40 (criver of Dodae] John amestadFor DUl ard felony crugs
misooredict
£3 Renita Lyne Petar-Allan, 20 {drivar) Driver found at RvH being Fetar-Allen charged with DL & 3rd degrae
trested fo Injunies; passerger felcny assult
found at scene bleed rg from
mouth srd With screpes and
burnps cn s face
=21 Carla Corverse, 31 “enueal" [Emergency crews tock Corwerse to Motwearing halmet
EhtH
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65 Dweyne Man Heedey, 41 Nore reported Headey chargad with f2lore DLL (because of
past DL corvictiens), divngwithrevekad
licenze, and leawing the scere of an accident.
6 Foy D, Drast. 63 [oycle, fatal by John A (fatal to Orast Drugs aredal cobol not suspected
Sharps k., 67 (motorhoems)
67 Dervid Mutchier, 20 {bicycle); Susn Wiy 42 |Nooe I AstcHer waz wesrirg a helmet
Leep); Mchoel Beard, 32 (Crevs)
63 JobaiPeryes Paryea dharged with DL, leswvirg the scene &
driving a vehicle withouta court-ordared
Ignition mterlock, FROBABLY SHOLLD BE
CONSIDERED TWO CRASHES
69 Traver lohn MeGwrl, 23 MeGurl charga dwith 3rd degrae felony
|zssadt & DL
70 suspected minor Infuries to boy [Bay taken to FMH No citations - corflicting acoounts of the
crash
71 Troy Qirkenkbased 45 Charged with DUI & eawr@ the soen of an
aocident; rereportad to Fairbarks
Carrectional Center
72 [Amotorcycsts: Charlie Potter, 66; hark | Potter seriousty injured: to Mo of motor opdists was wearing 3 helmat:
Elllotr, 47: Randy Rochaleau 60; Dale FivH: Blliote minor punes: to both arvers wars weanng seatbalts.
Leedom, S1; twa drivers; Buddy Garrett, 58| Fiu; Rocheleau minor Injurie s:
[Ford L30); Ashley Wensel, 27 (Malibu) treoted ot scene; Leedom not
Inured Garrett ard Wersel
not njurad
73 One faality rAlitary parsoonel; idenut esrotgvenin this
repart{waiting for 0CO tonotfy next of kind
74 Solomon DruStons, 41 Stone cherged with DL
75 Melvinlker, 62 Michadl Vogel, 56 Vogel: brokenribs & severed  |Air Navend Guard helcopter took
firger vogel to AVIH (o 2nd try firsthed
ime danical problems)
76 Marsha Al Andon 21 Charged with DUI & misdermeanor drugs
roisconduct
77 Ryan Arthur Brown, 29 Brown chargedwi th DU, weapors
rriszonduct & fallure to gve iImmadiate
nouce of an secident
78 VincentlohnCee, 33 Damaze from Charged with DUI
rolover
73 M chael Ryan Bitworf, 27 Bittorf charged with DU, refusel o scubmitte
chemical breath test, srd three counts of
[volating releess cond tioee
=0 Roger Kenaler, S5 miror traneported to FIVH cracked tanker bull, |Citedfor notweanrg seatbdtandfaliue o
allowirgsmall ol |exercise due care
|eck
21 miror injuries Ibose Hlled sl donated to charity
22 Penry Fering, 32 Chargad with DUI
22 Brardon Shane Hed, 21 transported to FIVH £4rested on DU cherge
=) Trarsportby Arrmy hallcopter
85 Jernifer Santel, 35 (Jeep) (Fatal); lean Peif, |fatal to Sortel|; e ryunes to Difficult: conditions - area's first st gficant
54 (Ford) Peif Fwafal; ro rdcotion thatalcohol wes a
factor
S5 |TerryFroese To amergency room; tven savera Dog had to b= eutharized
srgeries, Induding arkle surgery
87 ChistopharDuare Turco, 34 {drnar); his | Three passergers Injured Charged withfelony elud re;: fallure ta stop at|
mother, - andGear dlds drection of i officer
a2 Thomas Richard Joseph Brigzs 23 Charged with 0Ll & leawirg the scere of an
soadent
53 Russell Bowmar, 45 Nora Qradfor negigentaivirg
@0 Matthew Lee Smith, 23 (driver); Narcy Kay Smitharrested for OUL Holtry arrested for
Haltry [passerger] a=sault on law enforcement officer &
d sorderly cordhuct
&1 Lyle lrman Ludwig, 52 Irjury t depassergar || fmeadi d to Anchorage Luchwig chargedwith DUV
9 Conrad), Moses 22 Toreled Charged with OUI and violating court order
not to drnk alcohal
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2 Nicole Elizabeth Meyer Crites, 3¢ Taken 1o FivH NMedvacad to Froadence dlaka Charged with OUI
Nvied cal Center, fechacage
R Norman Fred Lowery, 25 Charged with DUI
a5 Linda Haring, S8 (Suberudriver] head tramalnjury I rjured teken to FVH; lster to Hering arrestad for DU anvd 2rd degree felony)
| Anchorege mezaudt
% WillamF Revely Iv, 24 Famlity; 2passergerswith Speed end slochol appear to be factors.
miror m
a7 Kennath Nercer, 52 blood skohd 0.000; Marcer sald he takes
Lithrrn & arckher medication
a8 loe! Edwin Ratchford, 26 Ratchford drergedwith DU
EE) Christophar Wiliam Dalugs, 33 Dallugs charged with DL & leaving the scene
100 Herry Lamont Covirgton Nason Jr, 24 [See description] Charges: fallure to step atdrection of an
officer, leaving the scene of an Injury
accident. two counts of falure toreporta
coll micn, and two counts of assaultin the
fourth degres. Tokento Farbarks
Correctional Cantar, THS SHOULD PROBABLY|
BE COUNTED AS THREE ACCIDENTS.
101 Mark Courey (Ferd); Miches! King Nore
[Freghtliner)
102 LaurenLee Hamsky, 50 Hamsley dvarged with DUI
103 Karin Elizebeth Amundson 20 Anundson charged with OUI
104 Ellen Donnde Wadero, 27 hBdero charged withD U
105 Dorakd loe Ludwig 29 Luchwig chargad with DL & mizdem eanor
drugs misconduct
106 Fredde Thomas Lampe, 34 Lamgs arsested for DUL
107 Davidies Eveng 54 Evans arcs shed for OUI
108 Jckey Peed Gireder, 64 Charged with dhiving under the influsres;
(01159 breath al cohol
W09 Edward E. Jotnson, 70 [driver of Astro) Johnson chargedw DU and weapore
mizconduct; 0,179 breath alcohal
1o Arthve Nicholas Busch, 27 Yas Teken to Faibanks Memcrial Busch charged w OUL; 0134 blcod alcohnl
Hospital
11 Robert vl Cooudes, 22 Passanger offered fadtal oty |Taken to BassetArmmy Community  |Heay damage o Coucoules dharged with thrd-degree falony
ariher bran hurt Hospetal pidup azsautand DLA; refused to take dhamical
scohd test
1uz JusunAller Skincer, 23 [diver) Vicam wes htonhiserm. skirner cherged with misdemeence assadt
nz Jobn Riley (velicla dnver); oydist not oyclist - 220 ous butrotlife (Cycdsttaken to Farbarks Vet de driver cited for fallure to yield to
named in report threatering Mermorial Hospital orrooring b effic
14 Mary Grawlord, 52 (passenger; Jeffrey Serlous injurle s to hery Teken to Fabanks Memarial Bizzerro arrested for DLY and refusirg to
Bizzarro, 86 (dnver) Crawford Hospital provide breath sample
1us Harley Mills, 24 [driver); Sherry Millg, 25; 4 |Sarlous Injuries to Shermy Mills |Seraudy injured medhaced to
chidren ages 55889 arcione Syear old ) less [Providerwe Hoegital; less sericushy
serious to other 4 I rjured taken to Mat-Su Re glonal
Hosputal in Palmer
18 Robert Organ, 47 (¢ydist) Norelife theeatering Trareported to BassetArmy
[Hospital
u7z Merica Benizen, 45 Minor Teken to Faiibanks Memarial IMoose salveged for charity
Hospital
us Rashid Akbar, 19 [3ka Glason) Haadinury (Child transported to Fairbanks Arrested after an "abbreviated foot puradt
Memerial Hospital,; later flown to ard charged with felcoy; $50,000 bes|
Frovidencs Hlaska Medca Center
nanvchorage
19 Erokenleg Treatad at Fal rbanks Mamanal
Hosptal
120 Damege to aiticdl | Weight Imits have now be en imposed.
suppart mermbers in
center of bridge
121 Joshus Lare Dirwidcl e, 31 (Charged w fel ony DUL, enminel mischief &
drvingw revoked licerse; 00251 breath
dcohd
122 Britray Zabaskie, 23 Fawlity I_
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Ketchikan Daily Occurrence,
Incident | NewsPublish | Occurrence [  Reportor

0. ate Date Response Time | Reported by Description Location

1 12-Jan-13 2-Jan-12 6:12 PV State Troopers 49 yr old Thorne Bay man driving north in 2001 Boundary Rd, Klawock
Suzuki GVK; lost control due to ice road; vehicle
flipped & came to stop

2 22-Jan-13 18-Jan-13 6:56 AM State Troopers 20 yr old Ketchikan man drnving 1995 Jeep Wiangler; | 2.3 miS Tongass Hwy
hit patch of black ice; stid into ditch & rolled over

3 24-1an-12 17-1an-13 10:45 AM KetchkanPolice  |Hit & run accident involving 2 vehicles 2800 block Tongass Ave

4 30-Jan-13 29-1an-13 10:10 AM Ketch&an Polce |2 yrold boy "bumped" by car backing out of 5100 block Shoreline Py
driveveay

5 22-Feb-13 3-Feb-13 11:46 AM KetchikanPobce  |Car accident; driver fled; police found him 29 yr 5000 block N Tongass Huy
okl Ketchikan man — short distance away

6 28-Feb-13 25-Feb-13 10:00 PM State Troopers Ford F_150 in ditch Near mi 5 Craig-Klaveock Hwy

7 9-Mar-13 7-Mar-13 3:52 PM State Troopers 20 yr old Thorne Bay man driving pickup Near mi 7.5 mi Thorme Bay Rd
northbound; hit patch of ice; slid off road; rolled
over into ditch

8 9-Mar-12 8-Mar-13 8:00 AM State Troopers 23 yr old Klawock woman driving sport utility vehicle |Mi 17.5 Kiawock-Hollis Hery
southbound; hit patch of ice; slid off road; rolled
over into ditch

9 12-Mar-12 10-Mar-13 9:45 AM State Troopers 17 yr old girl drwving sport utility vehicle; h#t patch of [ Thome Bay Rd
ice; lost control; slid off road; struck guard rail

10 15-Mar-12 13-Mar-13 5:52 AM State Troopers 35 yr old Ketchikan man driving a van; crossed Near mi 12 North Tongass
centerline; sideswiped oncoming pickup truck Hury

11 26-Mar-13 21-Mar-13 11:30 PM State Troopers Found man who had driven his vehicle intoa ditch [0k Ward Lake Rd

12 2-Apr-13 29-Mar-13 12:57 PM State Troopess 19 yr old Ketchikan man drrving north in two-door | Intersection of N Tongass
car; turned onto Sunset at high rate of speed; lost Hwvey & Send of Sunset Dr
control of vehicle, 60 ft of skid marks on highway,
then traveled another 30 ft over an embankment
before coming to a stop

13 4-Apr-13 2-Apr-13 5:51 AM State Troopess 60 yr old Cralg man driving pickup slowed to tum Near intersection of Boundary
left; sport utility vehicle driven by 37 yr old Klawock |& Airport Rds, Klawock
man attempted to pass; collision resulted. SUY
crashed into a guard rail

14 10-May-13 7-May-13 3:45 P State Troopers Semi truck driven by 44 yrold Craig man collided Naukati Detour Rd
weith pickup truck driven by 60 yr old Naukati man,

15 14-May-13 ? 12:45 AM State Troopers Drove Eght utility vehicle into utility pole, causing it [Coffman Cove
to fall onto the road

16 14-May-13 10-May-13 1:30PM State Troopers 57 yr old Thorne Bay man driving pickup north; Near mi 12 Thorne Bay Rd
talking to passenger. Vehicle drifted onto shoulder;
overcorrected; crossed centerline; rolled over;
[landed in ditch,

17 21-May-12 18-May-13 1:45 AM State Troopers Driving S on N Tongass Hwy; lost control; ran off Near intersection of N
road Tongass Hwy & Reville Rd

18 21-May-13 19-May-13 8:12 AM State Troopers Van driving west struck deer that was crossing road; [Revilla Rd, approx 1/4 mi
colbded with driver's side headlight & doar from N Tongass Hwy

19 21-May-13 19-May-13 11:32 AM State Troopers Driving pickup truck west; shifted gears; engine died, | Ward Lake Rd
steering locked up while on curved section of road.
Struck embankment & overturned

20 24-May-13 22-May-13 241 AM State Troopers Crashed while riding motorized bicycle 32 yrold Ketchikan man

21 S-dun-13 4-Jun-13 morning ? Truck carrying concrete overtumed on shoulder East Hines Lane
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22 6-kun-13 1-Jun-13 ©:45 AM State Troopers 21 yr old Hydaburg man driving sport utdy vehicle  |Near mi 15 Klawock Hollis
east;; hit guardrail Hwy
23 6-Jun-13 2-Jun-13 717 AM State Troopers 38 y1 old Ketchikan woman driving light utility STongass Hwy near Mountain
vehicle north; struck deer Paint
24 11-Jun-13 8lun-13 11:07 AM State Troopers 27 yrold Saxman man drove van off road & into Killer Whale Ave
utility pole
25 14-lun-13 13-Jun-13 4:50 P State Troopers 28 yr old Craig man drove van off road Mi 2.5 Port Saint Nicolas Rd in
Craig
26 18-Jun-13 16-Jun-13 10:45 AN State Troopers 20 yr old Ketchikan man misjudged the turn and Intersection of Franklin Rd & S
drove into ditch Tongass Hwy
27 25-Jun-13 19-Jun-13 6:00 PV State Troopers 17 yr old Ketchikan boy driving pickup truck north;  |Near mi 8 N Tongass Hwy
tried to slow down but brake pedal went to the
floor; hit sport utility vehicle that was slowing to
turn off highway, driven by 67 yr old woman
28 25Jun-13 21un-12 8:15 AM State Troopers 22 yr old Hydaburg woman driving prckup truck Mi 15.5 Klawock-Hollks Hwry
west; traveling too fast; lost control at a curve;
crossed centerline; hit guardrail; flipped overinto a
ditch.
29 25-lun-13 23-Jun-13 2:45PM State Troopess 18 yr old Ketchikan man texting while driving van MI10 N Tongass Hwy
north; drove off road and crashed into some trees
30 27-Jun-13 24-Jun-13 430 Pt State Troopers 17 y1 old California man driving rented light utility [ Near mi 8 Harriet Hunt Rd
vehicle; speeding; lost control; went into ditch;
rolled onto its side
31 27-Jun-13 26-Jun-13 1:00 AM State Troopers Vehicle traveling north; left road; struck several MMi 11 N Tongass Hwy
mailboxes; was gone by the time troopers arrived
32 2-Jul13 28-Jun-13 ? State Troopers Industrial accident —forklift driver lost controlata | Bear Claw Ave in Saxman
business; rolled onto its sile
33 3-lul12 1LJul-12 7:05 AM State Troopers 63 yr old Ketchikan woman driving south crossed Near mi 7.2 N Tongass Hwy
centerling; collided with truck driven by 43 yr old
Ketchikan man driving north
34 5Jul-13 2-Jul-13 1:30 P State Troopers 19 yr old Ketchikan man drrving south; lost control [ 10.7 § Tongass Hwy
while turning
35 9-Jul-13 8Jul-13 225PM State Troopets 57 yi old Anchorage woman traveling north; lost Mi4.3 Boundary Rd, Klawock
control; left road; flipped over into ditch
26 27-Jul-13 25-Jul-13 4:00 PIA State Troopers 56 yr old Naukati man drove off road Near Naukati
37 21-Aug-13 19-dug-13 9:00 AM State Troopers 74 yr old Coffman Cove man driving pickup truck Near mi 8.5 Coffman Cove Rd
northcrashed when he swerved 1o avoid hittinga
deer; strucka rock wall
28 29-Aug-13 27-dug-17 4:34 PV Ketchikan Police |57 yr old Ketchikan man drove vehicle that struck Corner of Deermount &
another moving vehicle; left area driving west, and | Stedman Streets
‘was involved in second accident
39 29-Aug-13 27-Aug-13 4:34 P Ketchkan Pobce |57 yr old Ketchikan man drove vehicle that struck (2200 block Tongass Ave
another maving vehicle
40 17-Sep-13 15-5ep-13 6:45 P Ketchkan Pobice  [Truck ran over 6 mailboxes; 55 yr okd Ketchikan man |3.3 Mi S Tongass Hwy
41 9-0ct-13 8-0a-13 5:20 PV Five Department  |Red Pontiac caught fire Parking lot of Ketchikan Pubkc
Library, 1110 Copper Ridge
Lane
°? 22-0ct-13 18-Oct-13 8:00 AM State Troopess 17 yr okd Naukati boy driving toward Hollis; brake | 17.5 mi Craig-Klawock Hwy
failure; left road; struck utility pole

134




|Ketchikan 2013 Media Discourse Analysis

Traffic Accidents
flb 24Nov2017
Ketchikan Daily Occurrence,
Incident | NewsPublish | Occurrence | Reportor
No. Date Date Response Time | Reported by Description Location
2 25-0ct-13 6-0ct-13 6:41 PV Ketchkan Pobce  |Vehicle struck another vehicle; 25 yr old Ketchikan [ Thomas Basm establishment
man
14 25-0ct-13 22-0ct-13 1:46 AM Ketchikan Police  |Vehicle struck building: 19 yr old Ketchikan man Fair $t address
45 5-Nov-13 2n0v13 (or 3rd?) 6:55 P State Troopers 50 yi okd Naukati man driving sport utility vehicle;  |near mi 22.5 North Island Rd
left road; entered ditch; re-entered roadway;
crossed both lanes; struck embankment of opposite
ditch
46 20-Nov-13 19-Nov-13 late aftermcon | School School bus "stipped a little because of snow 6200 block Reosevelt Dr
superintendent & |conditions;" bumped a vehicle that was stopped so a
fire dept youth could get in; vehicle's door started 1o close,
causing minor injuries
a7 20-Now-13 14-Now-12 3:00 P State Troopers 66 yr old Ketchikan man driving north; leftroad &  [Mi2.2 Thorne Bay Rd
rolled down embank
18 18-Jan-14 24-Dec-12 S:A41 PV Ketchkan Pobice  |“traffic accident"; 44 yr old Ketchikan man N Yorktown Dr
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1 Not given Driver taken by a good samaritan to
Alicia Roberts Medical Ceter, Klawock,
for
2 Uninpured 56,000 est
3 20 yr old Ketchikan man caused accident;
issued misdemeanor citation for driving
without a license
4 "minor” Taken by ambulance 1o hospeal; gone No charges filed
by the time police arrived
5 Arrested for driving with suspended license &
wviolating conditions of his release; booked at
Katchikan Correctional Center; $500 bail

6 Kevin Dau, 38 |Yes Taken 1o Alicia Roberts Medical Center  |Yes; not expectedto | Wet conditions but otherwise not hazardous

for treatment be a total loss

7 Refused medical Given ride to local medical clinic; treated |S8000 est Was wearing seat beft

treatment at scene & released

8 Declined medical S5000 est Was wearing seat belt

treatment or transport

9 No injuries "Moderate" damage | Driver & passenger were wearing seat belts,
but drivable

10 No injuries Both vehicles towed  |Van driver drunk & driving w revoked license.
fromscene Arrested & taken to Ketchikan Correctional

Center

11 Driver had diug paraphernaka; crystal

substance; street drug; "Troopers are

12 None 10 driver o his 19 yr Car towed from the Driver said they were wearing seat belts;

old passenger scene passenger said they weren't. Two citations:
speading & driving in violation of his learner’s
permit.

13 Both vehides Klawock man cited for negligent driving and
[sustained “moderate” |failure to provide proof of insurance.
damage but remained
functional.

14 Both had moderate | Both were wearing seat beks.
damage but were able
10 drive away,

15 Nicholas Staller, | Driver & passenger Vehicle a total loss; Staller arrested for drunk driving & failure to

25 uninjured $7000 loss to Coffman | report an accident; taken to Craig jail;
Cove grid (power pole) | released. Both were wearing seat belts (they
said).

16 Driver transported to clinic Total loss Driver cited for faikire to use due care.

in Klaweock; passenger
uninjured
17 Kristin Fire dept transported her Was wearing seat belt
Peterson, 22 to hospital; neck & back
pain
18 Kristin None to driver or Both were wearing seat beks. Deersalvaged
Buchanan, 25  |passenger; fataltodeer Iy local charity
19 Austin Dixon,  [None Total loss Was wearing seat belt. Cited for failuire to
18 show proof of insurance
20 Head & facial injuries Troopers provided first axd; N Tongass
Fire Dept then took him to Ketchikan
Medical Center
21 No onewas in the truck when it overtumed.
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22 None Est 52000 to vehilce & |Drwver & passengers were wearing seatbelts.
52000 to guardrail Driver cited for collision & failure to show
proof of insurance. 21yr old passenger
arrested for having consumed alcohol in
violation of conditions of his relapse — taken
to Craig mil
23 None to driver; fatal to Side bumper, fender | Wearing seat belt  Deer salvaged by local
deer flaring & quarter charity
panel; est 51000
24 None Est 52000 to vehicle | Was wearing seathelt Damage to pole &
electric line to house undetermined at press
time
25 Minor Taken to dlinic in Klawock Minor damage Van & d for further i
26 None reported None reported Cited driver for driving without a license
27 No injuries Truck towed fromthe | Pickup driver cted for defective brakes
scene
28 Yes Taken to nearby clinic for treatment Est 56000 to vehicle; | Was wearing seat belt. Cited for speeding
52000 to guardrail
29 Oriver treated at scene for |2 child passengess taken 10 Ketchikan  |Total loss Allwere wearing seat belts.
mmor inpurnes Medical Center for evaluation as a
precaution
30 None "Substantialdamage;” | Driver and passengers were wearing seat
towed from scene belts. Driver cited for speeding
31
32 Yes S Tongass Volunteer Fire Dept
transported driver 1o Ketchikan Medical
Center
33 Neither driver required "Disabling damage" to |Cited woman for negligent driving & failure to
medical attention both vehicles — provide proof of insurance; cited man for
quartier panels & driving without a seat belt
driver's side tires
34 None Driver & passenger were wearng seat belts,
Driver cited for speeding
35 [Possible injuries Driver taken to hospital for possible Fst S8000 Was wearing seat belt
injuries
36 Driver arrested for drunk driving; taken to
Craig jail; released
37 Un injured; refused Est $10,000
medical rreatment
28 Same driver; 2 accidents investigated 4:34
PM 27augl?
39 Minor damage to both |Same driver; 2 accidents investigated 4:34
vehicles PM 27augl?; after 2nd accident, arrested for
drunk driving; taken to Ketchikan Correctional
Center; rek |
40 5105 est Arrested for drunk driving & 4 counts of
reckess endangerment. Held at Ketchikan
Correctional Center on $1500 bail 2 children
under 20 in truck with him
41 Leta Trask None Entire front end; Is this an “accident?
scorch marks on
pavement
2 Driver received minor Total loss Driver & passenger were wearing seat belts,
injuries
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13 Arrested dnver for diunk driving & 2 counts of|
rec kless endangerment; taken to Ketchikan
Correctional Center; released

14 Arrested driver for drunk driving; taken to
Ketchikan Correctional Center; released

45 Taken to Ketchikan Medical Center for “believe alcohol was a factor ;" Not wearing

treatment seathek. Drwver had been arrested earlier

that day for domestic assault; held at Craig jail
until arraignment and release

46 Minor ta youth Transported to hospital Both vehicles were

able to leave the area
a7 Yeos Flown to Ketchikan Medical Center for
Treatment

18 Arrested dnver for drunk driving & leaving the
scene; taken to Ketchikan Correctional Center;
released
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