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Introduction

= Presentation Goals:

= Define the crash problem in \Washington.
= ake the business case for larget Zero.

= Quthne where Trarget Zere willlge next



The Crash Problem

= \Nashington: experienced the following in
2007

= Fatal crashes — 568
= Serious Injury crashes — 2,337
= Total crashes — 128,263

=i js| estimated these crashes cost the state
ofi Washington: approximately: $5.8 billion
dollars in secietal costs each year.



The Crash Problem

= The FHWA recently updated Its crash cost
estimates (2007):

= Fatality - $5,800,000
= Serious Injury: - $ 288,845
= \/isible injury - $ 80,904
= Possible Injury: - $ 53,626
= Propenty Damage - $ 6,209




The Crash Problem

= The CDC reports the number one cause of
death for people between the ages of 4
and 34 inthe U.S Is motor vehicle
crashes!

= Jhe bottom line Is that crashes inmpact
every aspect ofi our lives to include
moebility, congestion, and the presenvation
Off OUIF Infiastriucture.



The Crash Problem

= \WWSDOT estimates that 25% of congestion
iIn Washington Is the result of “Iraffic
Incidents.”

= S0 how has \Washington dene when
Working te reduce fatal' and serieus Injury
Crashes?



Washington Traffic Fatalities, 1997-2007*

By Year, *2007 figures based on preliminary data

Source: FARS
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WASHINGTON TRAFFIC FATALITY RATE, 1997-2006

Traffic fatalities per 100 million vehicle-miles traveled
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WASHINGTON and U.S.TRAFFIC FATALITY RATES, 1993-2007*

Traffic fatalities per 100 million vehicle-miles traveled , *2007 figures based on preliminary data as of 6/18/08
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Washington Traffic Safety Exposure Data, 1976-2006

Population, Registered Vehicles, Licensed Drivers, and Travel Miles
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Contrast and Comparison

Measure WA MO US
Fatalities/VMT 1.12 1.59 1.41

Fatalities 633 1,096 42,642
Veh. Occ. Fatalities 550 992 36,136
Seat Belt Use 96.30% 75.20% 81.0%

Source: 2006 Washington FARS and NHTSA



TThe Business Case for Target Zero

= Crashes have a significant impact on:

= Public safety and' health;
= [ransportation efficiency;
= Mobility;

= Damage 1o our transpoertation; Infrastructure;
anad

= Qur economy: at all'levels ofi gevernmment, City,
county, state, and trinal.



TThe Business Case for Target Zero

= [he states transportation systems Is the one

facet of government that affects every aspect of
citizens. lives.

= The states transportation system is a critical link
to the health andiwelfare of all whoi live and work
iIn Washington, as well as the states future
PrOSpPErniLy.



TThe Business Case for Target Zero

= Therefore, the safety of the systems users must
remain a high priority for transportation planners,
health professionals, and those workingi in public
safety.

= Target Zero has become Washington's Strategic
Highway: Safety Plan andieur guide for
addressing transportation safety.



Doees 1Z Suppert PSRC Prierities?

= \/ISION 20640
The region’s long-term vision for ensuring the region
thrives as it grows. VISION 2040 contains a regional
growth strategy, implementation actions, multicoeunty.
planning policies and an environmental framework.

=R IDESTNaNeN 2050
TThe region's long-range transportation plan outlines the
future of regional read, transit, ferry, rail, and other
systems throeugh 2030, PSRC Is now! updating the plan
10120400, evaluating ways to keep the region moeving and
e economy: Prosperng as the pepulation grows.



http://psrc.org/projects/vision/index.htm
http://psrc.org/projects/mtp/index.htm

Does TZ Support PSRC Priernties?

= Prosperity Partnership
Developing and advancing a Regional Economic
Strategy for the central Puget Sound region.

" Transportation Improvement Program and PSRC
Funding
Maintaining a regional Transportation Improvement
Program of current transportation projects within King,
Kitsap, Pierce, and Snohomish counties. Distributing
about $160 million in federal transportation funds
annually to priority projects.



http://www.prosperitypartnership.org/
http://psrc.org/projects/tip/index.htm
http://psrc.org/projects/tip/index.htm

Does TZ Support PSRC Priorities?

= Congestion Management Process
Collecting data and identifying congested major
transportation arterials and areas with intent of
Identifying and implementing appropriate congestion
mitigation measures.

= Data Systems and Analysis
Maintaining a regional data development and research
program In support of transportation, growth
management and economic development planning in the
central Puget Sound region, delivering data and
technical assistance to local member governments and
agencies, as well as to private firms and businesses,
educational institutions, community organizations,
citizens and others in the general public.



http://psrc.org/projects/cms/index.htm
http://psrc.org/data/index.htm

Does TZ Support PSRC Prierities?

=S Communicatiens and Infermation: SENVICES
Developing and providing materials and
services, and assisting agency. staff in reaching
out to, Invelving and meeting the needs of the
Councll, members, other agencies, PUSINESSES,
community organizations and the public.



http://psrc.org/infocenter/index.htm

So What Has This Meant o \WA?



Linking WTSC Goals to the Governor’s Priorities

Holding Government
Accountable

R

Protecting Our Health and
Safety

Target Zero

Goal

Reduce drinking-
driver-involved
fatalities.

Performance . .
Measures ™ Objectives

: Priority 1

Building a Safe and Efficient
Transportation System

—

Goal

Goal

Reduce
speeding-related
fatalities.

Measures

Performance Objectives Objectives

Key Measures
of Performance

«Statewide traffic fatalities

«Statewide fatality rate

Reduce
vehicle-occupant
fatalities.

Target Zero: Priority 2

Goal
Increase the
Timeliness/Accuracy

of statewide
collision data.

Performance
Measures

m Objectives
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What Is Next for Target Zero?
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PREPARED BY WTSC - June 2008 (Source: FARS)

Current trend is a
decrease of 9.0 traffic
fatalities per year...

A
PROJECTED TRAFFIC
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17,184 Lives Saved in Washington State Since 1980
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Data source: Fatality Analysis Reporting System (FARS), Office of Financial Management (OFM), and

Washington Traffic Safety Commission (WTSC), (360) 753-6197.

In 1980, the
drinking-driver-
involved (DDI)
fatality rate per
100 Million
Vehicle-Miles-
Traveled was
2.16. The
preliminary 2006
fatality rateis
A4,

If we had
continued at the
1980 fatality
rate, another
17,184 people
would have lost
their lives in
collisions in
Washington
State involving a
drinking driver
from 1981-2006.

2006

*2006 data is preliminary.



Questions



Contact Information

Lowell M. Porter
Director, WTSC
621 8™ Street, Suite 409
P.O. Box 40944
Olympia, WA 98504-0944
PO @WISC.\Wa.geV
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