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August 30, 2005
Dear Nevada Highway Users:

On behalf of the Nevada Office of Traffic Safety, | am pleased to present our State's Federal Fiscal
Year (FFY) 2006 Highway Safety Plan. This plan is submitted in compliance with the Interim Final
Rule, Published June 26, 1997, supplementing Section 402 of the Highway Safety Act of 1966, Title 23
of the United States Code.

Thisyear’splan isa continuation of a series of successful programsthat date back to 1966. The current
plan has been extensively revised, updated and refined in response to current highway safety trends. It
represents the best efforts of a team of dedicated traffic safety professionals and a host of partners
throughout the state.

The plan consists of four major components. the Performance Plan, the Highway Safety Plan,
Certification Statements and the Program Cost summary.

» The Performance Plan explains the process used by the Department’s Office of Traffic Safety
(OTY9) to identify problems, propose solutions, establish goals and performance measures and
select projectsto befunded in Nevada.

» The Highway Safety Plan describes specific projects selected through the application review
process for funding during the current FFY. Each project is linked to one or more of the
problemsidentified and the goals established in the Perfor mance Plan.

» The Certification Statement provides assurances that the State will comply with applicable laws
and regulations, financial and programmatic requirements, and is in accordance with the
special funding conditions of the Section 402 program.

* The Program Cost summary (HS Form 217) reflects the State’'s proposed allocation of funds,
(including carry forward funds) by program area, based on the problems and goalsidentified in
the Performance Plan and projects and activities outlined in the Highway Safety Plan.

The primary goal of the Office of Traffic Safety isthe reduction, in both number and severity of traffic
crashesin Nevada. Thisplan providesthe most effective blueprint for the achievement of that goal.

Sincerely,

George Togliatti
Governor’s Highway Safety Representative
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Executive Summary

The Nevada Office of Traffic Safety provides funding and expertise, creates partner ships and
promotes education to reduce deaths, injuries and property damage on Nevada roadways.

Mission Satement

As directed by N.R.S. 223.200, and in keeping with federal guidetime®epartment of Public
Safety- Office of Traffic Safety (DPSDTS) prepares Highway Safety Plafor each federal fiscal
year. The plan offered on the following pages includes the details and funding levels for various
projects to improve traffic sefy in the state during the fiscal year beginning October 1, 2005.

Impaired driving (alcohol/drugs) is the most common cause of crashes resulting in injuries and
death. Nevada’s percentage of impaired driving fatalities remained fairly flat from 120020 In
1999 the percent of impaired fatalities was 44%. For the next three years-(200B) the
percentage stayed at 429%43%. A significant increase occurred in 2003 when slightly more than
50% of the fatalities were related to impaired driveksdecrease in 2004 still left us at 47%
impaired for fatalities.

Nevada continues to rank among the worst in the nation for the percentage of alcohol involved fatal
crashes. Factors compounding this problem include our explosive growth rate and alcohol
availability 24/7. Safety campaigns, particularly those discouraging impaired driving, must be
constantly reinforced to reach our new residents as well as those visiting Nevada for recreation or
business. Nevada did pass a 0.08 BAC per se law effeepter8ber 23, 2003. The

implementation of this law will present an opportunity to reinforce the message; you drink, you
drive, you lose.

Even with our explosive growth, both traffic crashes and fatalities declined each year from 1999
until 2002. The 2@ year showed a dramatic increase in fatalities. This increase was apparent in
all categories: motor vehicle occupants, motorcycle, pedestrian, and bicycle. In 2003 there was a
decrease in total fatalities but an increase in the percentage of aldateal fatalities. In 2004

there was an increase in total fatalities but a significant decrease in alcohol related fatalities. This
volatility in the numbers and percentages complicates thetgmortmeasurement of effectiveness

of efforts to reduce thiecidence of impaired driving in Nevada.

Nevada does have a primary law for child restraints (under 5 years old and 40Ibs or less). The last
legislative session modified this law to include children under six and under sixty pounds. This
change becamdfective June 1, 2004. While CPS advocates requested a booster seat law for under
nine and under 80 pounds the 2003 Legislature set the ages and weight limits at the lower levels.

During the past four years, 2002, 2003, 2004 and 2005, Nevada has gdidipaggressive

seatbelt campaigns including paid media and enhanced enforcement activities. The results are very
encouraging. In 2002 the starting point was 74.5%, the law enforcement effort plus the paid media
has resulted in a consistent increasasage rates. The official usage rate for 2005 (measured post
campaign in June, 2005) is 94.8%, an increase of over 27% compared to the 2002 starting point.

For the fiscal year beginning October 1, 2005, a total of $2.1 million in federal traffig Bafds
will be allocated to innovative traffic safety programs. This document details those plans. At the
conclusion of this summary is a review of traffic safety problems in Nevada. This is followed by the
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objectives, which outline the program goatsl grovide benchmarks for evaluation of the plan.

While the primary goal of this plan is to reduce the number of people killed or injured on Nevada’s
highways, measurement of objectives within specific program areas will be used to assess its overall
effectiveness.

Following the program objectives, details of specific projects constituting the traffic safety program
are provided. Most projects are undertaken by community partners, which include law enforcement,
engineering, medical services, and nonpragiencies. Some of these projects are carried forward

from the current year and others will be implemented for the first time this fiscal year. Projects were
selected based on DRBI'S priorities and ranking within those priorities. It is #fceumulatd

impact of all the projects, conducted year after year, that makes the difference.

Some projects, such as the development of an innovative traffic records system, are undertaken
within the Office of Traffic Safety. Some state agencies, such as the &jigbatrol and the two

state universities, also conduct traffic safety programs. The majority of the programs, however, are
conducted by local organizations. It is through combined efforts of all participants that make
Nevada a safer place to drive, rithgycle, and walk.

As required by federal statutes, a detailed cost summary is included. An Annual Report to evaluate
the implementation, administration, and effectiveness of this plan will be prepared in December
2006.

This chart shows the percenttotfal funding by program area.

2006 Per Cent Funding by Program Area
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The Highway Safety Plan outlines both the current traffic safety situation in Nevada and the plan for
improving traffic safety during FFY 2006. A major component of thehitay Safety Plan is the
projects that will be funded during the year. These projects are implemented by local agencies,
community coalitions, regional and state agencies, and cooperative efforts by multiple entities
throughout Nevada.

All eligible organzations are invited to submit proposals for grant funds. A Request for Proposal is
sent to all organizations that have presented proposals within the past three years (successful and
unsuccessful), plus others by request. These proposals are due by dhdlery of each year.

These proposals must identify a problem, supported by data that is beyond the current resources of
the applicant. The proposals must also identify how the funding by OTS will be used to address the
problem and what degree of improvent is expected.

All of the proposals received are ranked twice, once by staff and once by an independent review
committee. After this review and ranking process the overall traffic safety goals of Nevada'’s Office
of Traffic Safety are compared to thewproposals. These areas of concern (priority program

areas) are clearly identified in the RFP. If areas of concern are not adequately addressed, funding is
reserved for a community partner or appropriate agency who is then solicited to implement a
progam in the desired area. Joining Forces is an outstanding example of a successful program
developed by OTS and adopted by multiple law enforcement agencies statewide.

Other funding is also identified in the Plan such as: public information and education
programs/materials, training programs, and planning and administrative costs related to the operation
of the OTS. State hard and soft matches cover costs not listed in this plan.

Problem Identification

Data Sour ces

Data on traffic crashes is colledttom two primary sources. Fatal crash data is furnished by an in
house FARS analyst. The néatal crash data is supplied by Nevada Department of Transportation.
The most recent annual data, 2002 for thefiatal crashes and 2004 FARS data, and isteiical

trends are analyzed. Because of Nevada’s extraordinary growth in population, demographic data is
also reviewed using the most current (2000) census data and projections from the Nevada state
demographer.

Demographics

In identifying traffic s&ety issues, it is important to understand how the extreme demographics
within Nevada contribute to the problem. There are two metropolitian areas in Nevada. Las Vegas
on 15, 40 miles from the California border and almost 400 miles to the north is jRsD5 miles

from the California border or80. As more and more people move to these two areas they are
finding less expensive housing within 70 miles of each city. Even at 70 miles from the “city center”
the commute time is usually just over an hou

As a result, if the two metropolitian areas are defined as a circle with a 70 mile radius, over 95% of
Nevada’s population lives in these two areas. The balance of Nevada (roughly 300 miles by 500
miles has less than 5% of the population.



The trdfic safety problems within Nevada range from the typical problems of a large metropolitan
area compounded by extraordinary growth (Las Vegas) to &ized city with a relative high

growth rate to a large area of the state (73%) with extremely spangiagompand the resulting lack

of resources. The rural areas of the state present a particular problem as two major east to west
interstates cross Nevadag0 and 115, while the primary north to south routes are95Sand US93
(both are two lane highwa).

It is relative easy to visualize a large or medium city but, it is hard to imagine the true nature of
Nevada’s rural areas. Nevada’'s population density in the rural areas is 1.23 persons per square mile.
At this density the population of the follavg states would be:

New York 58,086 people
New Jersey 9,124 people
Virginia 48,705 people
Washington D.C. 75 people

When reviewing this data, the Office of Traffic Safety classifies Clark County as an urban county,
(98% of Clark County’s paulation is in the greater Las Vegas Metropolitan Area). Washoe,
Carson City, and Douglas Counties are also considered as urban in character. The balance of the
state is classified as rural. We are also tracking a subset of rural counties thatlaprdeve
“bedroom” communities for the urban areas and significantly increasing the commuter traffic on
these two lane roads and highways.

Fatalities

Nevada has made significant progress in reducing the number of fatalities as a result of motor
vehiclecrashes. The number of fatalities has been decreasing since 1998, which had 361 fatalities.
In 2001 the number of fatalities was 313. However in 2002 there was a major increase in the
number of fatalities. The final count for 2002 was 381. When anglylze data, it was discovered

that, for motor vehicle occupants (MVO), all of the increase was in 5 counties. The two most
populated counties actually had decreased MVO fatalities. These 5 counties are adjacent to the two
“urban” counties/areas of tistate. These are the areas that are becoming the “bedroom”
communities for the urban areas. They are also among the fastest growing areas of the state. The
combination of extreme growth in resource poor areas with chronic infrastructure problems appears
to be an ongoing challenge in reducing injury/fatal crashes. For 2003 the fatalities declined to 368
and the distribution was more “even” throughout the state. In 2004 there was an increase in total
fatalities to 395, again more in line with historigéés of annual vehicle miles (AVM).

While MVO fatalities were decreasing in the urban areas, the other categories of; motorcycle,
pedestrian, and bicycle fatalities were up in the urban areas. The pedestrian and motorcycle fatalities
have historically ben extremely volatile, percentage wise. For 2002, 57 pedestrian deaths equaled a
24% increase, while the 33 motorcycle fatalities equaled a 57% increase.

In 2003 pedestrians increased 16% and motorcycles decreased 24 %. In 2004 the MVO fatalities
was alnost unchanged with motorcycles almost doubling (from 25 in '03 to 48 in '04), pedestrians
decreased by 4, and bicyclists increases by 4.



Year | MV Occupants | Motorcycle | Pedestrians | Bicyclists | Other | Total |

1991 237 __ 18 40 __ 3 * 208
1992 200 19 31 4 _*  _254
1993 195 14 _ 45 _ 9 _*  _263
1994 209 18 55 10 _ 2 294
1995 226 2 __ 61 __ 3 2 313
1996 254 19 68 6 _ 1 _348
1997 255 23 __ 60 __ 8 1 347
1998 297 13 46 5 _0 361
1999 253 14 __ 70 __ 8 _ 5 350
2000 250 21 46 5 _ 1 323
2001 241 21 46 4 _1 313
2002 284 33 57 6 1 381
2003 267 __ 25 ____66 __10 __0 _368
2004 270 48 62 14 _ 0 39

The following chart helps show the problem areas by basic geographical regions.

Percentage Comparison, Population, Total Fatalities, Impaired Fatalities
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Impaired driving (alcohol and/or drugs) continues to be a serious prabldevada. Impaired

driving was responsible for 47% of all fatalities during 2004. Nevada passed a 0.08 BAC law during
the 2003 session (effective Septembéf, 2003). Additional legislation was passed in 2005 that
included felony offences for alubsequent convictions after the first felony conviction (no4ook

back limitation).

Over the past several years, the impaired fatalities have been fairly constant by region when
compared to the Annual Vehicle Miles. It should be noted that theimpalred fatalities are
approximately 2 ¥2 times the relative population but are fairly close to the AVM for the rural areas.
This reflects the high traffic found on the four main highways that cross the state.

Percent by Region: Population, AVM, Total Fatalities, Impaired Fatalities
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The hardcore, lgh BAC driver continues to be the major problem in Nevada. The following is
representative of the BAC levels found in fatal crashes. This pattern hold true for individual
age groups (including underage drinkers). As these drivers are the hardest,toaesistent
methods must be maintained to identify and remove these individuals from the roadways. In
addition, these people are typically alcohol dependent and once identified special emphasis
needs to be placed on correcting the alcohol problem amipesred driving will continue.

BAC Levels for All Drivers Testing Positive for Alcohol
Nevada Fatal Crashes, 1995 to 2002
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Occupant Protection

Nevada is a secondary seat belt law state. The rate for 2002 was 74.5%. The preliminary findings
for the 2005 usage survey indicate that Nevada is now at 94.8%com$istent enforcement and
paid media has resulted in a 27% increase in the usage rate since 2002.

While the overall usage (shoulder belt survey) is above the national average, the rate for child seat
usage is only 62%. Much more work is needed inares. Nevada does have a primary law for
age 5 and under and 40 pounds or under (this was enhanced in June of 2004, the law now includes

under 6 and under 60 pounds).

The restraint use by fatal occupants in motor vehicle crashes is still far toé¢m2002 the overall
seat belt use rate was 44.7%. For agéslte use rate is 37.5% and for agésthe use rate was
40.0%. The preliminary use rate for MVO fatalities is 54.4% for 2004, while still very low this

represents a 21.7% improvement.
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Motorcycle

The fatalities for motorcycle crashes are still subject to large percentage swings but the trend is
upward for the past few years. Nevada is experiencing the same problems as many other regions of
the ountry. Older riders returning to motorcycling are finding the performance of current machines
far different than they are use to and traffic is much heavier leading to increased crashes in this age
group. The second group experiencing problems is thieggr rider that is buying the high

performance motorcycle which exceeds their riding skill.

Nevada: Number of Motorcycle Fatalities: 1994 - 2004
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Pedestrians

The majority of the pedestrian fatalities occur in the Las Vegas metropolitan area. Even with
approxmately 40 million visitors per year the pedestrian fatalities are not the visitors but the
residents of Las Vegas. The 24/7 nature of the gaming/hospitality industry means individuals who
work in this industry are going to or coming home from workldt@irs of the day/night. An
additional complication to the pedestrian fatality problem is the infrastructure (wide, multilane
streets; high speeds; poor lighting in areas, minimal sidewalks; etc.) which creates an “unfriendly”
environment for pedestrian

Pedestrian Fatalities: 2000 - 2004

OPed. Fatals

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004
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Objectives

Objectives are specific, measurable benchmarks that reveal the overalérionguccess of the

traffic safety programs implemented. When complete data is unavailable, the development of
meanimgful objectives in some areas is constrained. For example, an objective to reduce the
incidence of aggressive driving cannot be established because data is not collected specific to
aggressive driving. Setting objectives based on numbers, rather trsgansrateo problematic

because of variables such as population growth, the number of visitors, the miles walked, bicycled
and driven. Annual vehicle mileage is estimated by the Department of Transportation, but no
comparable rate is available for othendway users. A decrease in pedestrian fatalities can indicate
a decrease in the number of walkers just as easily as an improvement in safety. As much as possible
the objectives below represent specific measures the Nevada Office of Traffic Safety plan to

undertake that have a demonstrated positive effect on reducing fatalities and injuries on our
highways and streets.

Overall Goals

Reduce the Fatality Rate per 100,000 population from 16.77 recorded in 2003 to 15.27 fatalities /
100,000 population by $Ember 2006.

Strategy:

Re-focus the Department of Public Safetffice of Traffic Safety emphasis on public education
through enforcement to address impaired driving, occupant protection, and speeding issues.

Alcohol and Other Drugs

Reduce the grcentage of persons killed in alcohol/dingolved collisions by 5% from 50.0%
recorded in 2003 to no more than 45% in 2006.

Strategy:
Emphasize public education through enforcement.

Continue expanding support to the judicial system, encouragindevelopment of new DUI courts
and prosecutor training.

Continue development of the Statewide DUI taskforce

Occupant Protection

Maintain an observed safety belt use rate of 90% or higher in 2006.

Reduce the number of unrestrained fatalities by ¥ £49.1% recorded in 2004.

Strategy:
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Continued emphasis on the Click it or Ticket high visibility enforcement combined with a hard
hitting media message.

Continue to emphasis public education of Nevada Safety Belt laws through enforcement.
Place addibnal emphasis on the Statewide Family Vehicle Safety Program.
Motorcycle

Reduce the number of motorcycle fatalities in 2006 by 5% (not to exceed 45 in total) from the total
number of motorcycle fatalities recorded in 2004 (48).

Strategy:

Conduct classs for law enforcement on how to effectively enforce helmet laws and how to identify
an impaired motorcycle operator.

Develop a coalition of motorcycle safety advocates for the purpose of identifying new strategies to
educate the driving public (motor vele and motorcyclists) on how to share the road.

Expand the Basic Rider Beginning Motorcycle training courses now being taught in Nevada through
the Department of Public Safety.

Pedestrian/Bicycle Safety

Reduce the total number of pedestrians angchgts killed by 15% from the calendar year 2004
total of 74 fatalities to no more than 63 in Calendar Year 2006.

Strategy:

Continue to develop community based programs for educating the public on pedestrian and bicycle
safety

Continue to support theriversity of Nevada Las Vegas Transportation Research Center FHWA
demonstration project on the remediation of pedestrian issues in metropolitan areas.

Conduct one public awareness campaign in Clark County on pedestrian safety.
Police Traffic Services

Reduce speeding as a contributing factor in 34% of all Nevada fatalities in 2003 to no more than
31% in 2006.

Strategy:

Conduct a special, Statewide, speed enforcement program (Speed Week) in march 2006 that
includes high visibility media and stepped uyfcecement of speed laws.

14



Enhance the ability of law enforcement to conduct public education through localized programs that
provide equipment and overtime.

Continue to develop a coalition with law enforcement that promotes stepped up public education
through enforcement by contracting a Law Enforcement Liaison for the Department of Public Safety
— Office of Traffic Safety (provided additional funding becomes available).

Community Programs

Effectively utilize the UNLVTRC Southern Nevada Injury Previemt coalition to reduce the

fatality rate in Clark County by 1% from 14.82 fatalities / 100,000 population in 2004 to 13.82
fatalities / 100,000 population in 2006.

Strategy:

Assist Community Based Organizations to build capacity throughgramits ly conducting grant
writing and running your grant workshops on traffic safety training.

Complete a State Wide Comprehensive Safety Plan, in partnership with the Nevada Department of
Transportation and Community Based Organizations, that will provideti@alkeed management

tool.

Traffic Records

Capture 65% of traffic crashes, statewide, in a Department of Public Safety data base.

Strategy:

Continue development of the statewide Nevada Citation and Accident Tracking system.

15



PROGRAMS

FFY 2006
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ALCOHOL IMPAIRED DRIVING

Alcohol continuesto be a significant problem for Nevada. The percentage of alcohol and drug
related crashes and fatalities increased for 2003 then decreased in 2004 . After appearing to
plateau in the mid 40%, 2003 impaired fatalities were above 50% and decreased to 47% in

2004.

25-J8-18-5

26-J8-18-1

26-J8-18-2

26-J8-18-3

26-J8-18-4

Carson City High School PTA — Safe Grad Night
$ 4,000

Thisgrant will provide partial funding for the Carson PTA’sannual Safe Grad
Night activities. Theevent isintended to offer fun activitiesinstead of un-
sponsor ed parties where alcohol may be available.

Office of Traffic Safety — Program M anagement
$41,400

Provides funding for necessary staff time and expensesincurred by OTSthat are
directly related to the planning, development, coordination, monitoring,
auditing, and evaluation of projectswithin this program areathat are funded by
Section 410. Funding is also provided in this task for the printing of brochures
and pamphlets, distributing literature and media materials developed through
successful projects, or obtained from other sources.

Office of Traffic Safety — Mini-Grant Program
$8,000

Thiswill provide funding for small or single event effortsto reduceimpaired
driving within Nevada. They can also be usefor training/conferences, etc. These
mini-grants are not to exceed $2,000.

Office of Traffic Safety — State Alcohol Summit

$9,000
Thiswill enablethe Office of Traffic Safety to host a summit for all stake-
holdersrelating the problems and potential solutionsto reduce impaired driving
within the state.

Office of Traffic Safety — Statewide Task Force
$4,000

Thiswill provide funding for travel and meeting expenses for membersto attend

three or four meetings per year designed to coordinate and inform attendees on
the status of the effort to reduce the incidence of impaired driving.
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24-163AL -4/
26-J8-18-5

25-AL-1/

26-J8-18-6

26-J8-18-7

26-J8-18-8

25-163AL-1

Elko County Sheriff’s Office— In-Car Video/DUI Prosecution
$18,000

Thisgrant providesin-car video for the Sheriff Deputiesin Elko County.
Purchase of thisequipment will help increase the conviction rate and decrease
the court timefor the officersfor DUI and other traffic offenses.

LasVegas Municipal Court —DUI Treatment
$80,000

Thiswill be the second year of athreeyear project to develop and implement a
treatment program for DUI offenders. Theintent istoreducetherecidivism
ratefor these offenders. The program has most of the elements of the successful
Serious Offender Program currently used by the District Court.

LasVegasMetro PD— DUI Van
$34,500

Thisgrant will allow Metro to staff a DUI van for Saturation Patrolsand DUI
Checkpoints every other weekend throughout theyear. Thiswill help ensurea
high visibility presence during the year, concentrating on impaired drivers.

Hender son Police Department — Preliminary Breath Testing $13,100

This project provides Hender son Police Department Officerswith Preliminary
Breath testing devicesto conduct DUI checkpointsand Saturation Patrols
targeting theimpaired driver.

Sparks Police Department — DRE Training
$13,089

Thisisthe second year of athreeyear to Sparks Police Department for DRE
training to conduct Drug Recognition Expert Training. Thisproposal will
conduct up to three courses per year and greatly increase the number of DRE
trained traffic officersin Nevada.
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26-163AL-1 Officeof Traffic Safety — Program Management

26-JF-1

$34,500

These funds cover staff and operational costsfor expensesdirectly relating to the
planning, development, coordination, monitoring, evaluating and auditing of all
federally funded alcohol programs utilizing Section 163 Funding.

Joining For ces Enfor cement
$200,000

The Joining For ceslaw enforcement program providesfor continuous,

sustained enforcement of Nevada’'s Safety Belt, Impaired Driving and Speed
laws.
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COMMUNITY PROGRAMS

Community Programs are conducted by a wide variety of agencies and coalitions. By their
nature, these programs cover several areas of traffic safety and the projectsfunded are
examples of the prioritiesfor traffic safety for each coalition.

24-CP-10

25-CP-9

26-CP-1

26-CP-2

UNLV TRC — Southern Nevada I njury Prevention
$106,000

Thisisthethird year of athreeyear grant. This project will enable the Safe
Community Partnership to combine with the Southern Nevada Injury
Prevention Program to better serve the greater Las Vegas Metropolitan area
without duplicating effort.

Department of Motor Vehicles— Beginning Driver Program
$ 23,430

This is the second year of a three year grant that will allow the DMV to
prepare, print, and distribute information relevant to the beginning driver
throughout the state. This grant has taken on new emphasis with the passage
of Nevada' s GDL bill in October 2005.

Office of Traffic Safety — Program M anagement
$ 50,590

Provides funding for necessary staff time and expenses incurred by OTS
that are directly related to the planning, development, coordination,
monitoring, auditing, and evaluation of projects within this program area and
funded by Section 402 funding. Included in this project is funding for the
printing of brochures and pamphlets, distributing literature and media
materials developed through successful projects, or obtained from other
Sour ces.

Office of Traffic Safety — Printer/Software
$ 1,800

This will provide funding for an additional printer and specific software that

will allow OTS to develop and design “in-house’ brochures, web site editing,
etc.
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26-CP-3

26-CP-4

24-163CP-2

26-163CP-1

26-163CP-2

Office of Traffic Safety — Professional Development
$ 25,000

This project will provide OTS a funding source for courses, conferences, and
seminars which may enhance the professional development of internal staff
and external partnersfor which funding has not previously been allocated.

Office of Traffic Safety — Public Affairs- Media Support
$ 19,000

This will allow the Office of Traffic Safety to support appropriate public
events by providing travel and suitable material to support the event.

Driver’sEdge— Teen Driving
$100,000

Thisthethird year of athreeyear project to demonstrate the effectiveness of
training young driversin the safe handling of their vehicles. Driver’s Edge
includes hands on experiencein handling emer gency maneuvers, and the
anticipation of unsafe conditions.

Program Management — Section 163
$14,222

Provides funding for necessary staff time and expenses incurred by OTS that
are directly related to the planning, development, coordination, monitoring,
auditing, and evaluation of projects within this program area and funded by
Section 163 funding. Included in this project is funding for the printing of
brochures and pamphlets, distributing literature and media materials
developed through successful projects, or obtained from other sour ces.

Washoe County Sheriff — School Zone Enforcement
$ 30,000

This new project combines stepped up enforcement at school zones with
occupant and speed enfor cement.
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EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES

Support is provided which helps reduce delays in providing medical services to victims of
motor vehicle crashes. Primary emphasis is placed on distributing extrication equipment
throughout the state and promoting extrication, first responder, EMT, and paramedic training

programs.

26-EM-2

26-EM-1

26-163EM-1

26-163EM-2

Elko Co. Fire Protection Dist. — Extrication Equipment and Training
$ 26,183

This will fund extrication equipment for the third rural fire department in
Elko County. This is the third year a three year program to upgrade the
equipment in the moreremote areas of Elko County.

Office of Traffic Safety - Program Management
$ 7,000

Provides funding for necessary staff time and expenses incurred by OTS that
are directly related to the planning, development, coordination, monitoring,
auditing, and evaluation of projects within this program area and funded
through Section 402. Funding is also provided in thistask for the printing of
brochures and pamphlets, distributing literature and media materials
developed through successful projects, or obtained from other sour ces.

Program M anagement
$ 6,000

Provides funding for necessary staff time and expensesincurred by OTS that
are directly related to the planning, development, coordination, monitoring,
auditing, and evaluation of projects within this program area and funded
through Section 163. Funding is also provided in thistask for the printing of
brochures and pamphlets, distributing literature and media materials
developed through successful projects, or obtained from other sour ces.

Yomba Tribe
$ 6,000

Provides funding for emergency radio relay for the Yomba Indian Tribe of
Central Nevada.
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OCCUPANT PROTECTION

The observed seat belt userate for Nevada (2005: 94.8%) is one of the highest in the nation for
states without a primary seat belt law. Of seventeen states with primary seat belt laws, nine of
these had usage rates less than Nevada in 2000. However, 46% of our fatalities in 2004
(occupants in motor vehicles) were not wearing a seat belt. With Nevada's exponential
population growth, more effort is needed to both increase seat belt use rates with the habitual
non-users, and to educate our new residents about how occupant restraints save lives.

24-OP-4

25-0OP-6

25-0OP-7

25-0OP-9

Ron Wood Family Resour ce Center — Rural CPS Program
$ 39,000

Year three of athreeyear program, this program will encompass three counties,
Carson City, Lyon, and Mineral Counties to provide CPS installation and
education. Ron Wood is located in Carson City County and will partner with
thetwo rural county’s family resource centersto bring the program to L yon and
Mineral Counties.

Douglas County Sheriff’s Office— CPS Checkpoints
$ 7,000

Child safety seat checkpoints will be held in high visbility, high population
density areas to educate parents and insure children’s safety. Funding will be
used to purchase safety seats and related supplies, educational materials and
public information releases.

University Medical Center — Reduce Motor Vehiclelnjuries
$ 10,000

This will allow the Medical Center personnel to develop and present safety
messages to the public on the importance of traffic safety including seat belt use
and driving impaired.

St. Mary’s— CPS Program
$ 39,000
Year two of a three year program, thislocal hospital will develop and present a

comprehensive child passenger safety program as well as provide inspection and
fitting stations.
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26-OP-1

26-OP-2

26-OP-3

26-OP-4

26-OP-05

26-1630P-1

Office of Traffic Safety — Program M anagement
$ 68,000

Provides funding for necessary staff time and expensesincurred by OTSthat are
directly related to the planning, development, coordination, monitoring,
auditing, and evaluation of projects within this program area and funded
through Section 402. Funding is also provided in this task for the printing of
brochures and pamphlets, distributing literature and media materials developed
through successful projects, or obtained from other sources.

Office of Traffic Safety — CPS/IFVSP Task Force $
7,500

An Occupant Protection Assessment conducted in 2004 recommended DPS-OTS
establish a CPS/FVSP Task Force. Fundingin this program enable the Office of
Traffic Safety to support the task force for up to 4 meeting per year. The
support will includetravel, etc.

Office of Traffic Safety — OP/OPC Mini-Grant Programs
$ 17,000

This enables the Office of Traffic Safety to purchase car seats and other supplies
necessary for installation of child passenger safety seats. This includes PI& E
material.

Office of Traffic Safety — Southern Nevada Instructors $
40,000
This grant will enablethe Office of Traffic Safety to develop instructorsand help
them present training for both child seat installersand technicians.

UNLYV Transportation Resear ch Center— Observational Surveys
$ 46,000
These traffic safety device usage surveys are required by NHTSA and will be

utilized by DPS-OTS to determine the effectivness of Occupant Programs
throughout Nevada.

Program M anagement
$21,000

Provides funding for necessary staff time and expensesincurred by OTSthat are
directly related to the planning, development, coordination, monitoring,
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26-1630P-2

26-1630P-3

26-JF-1

auditing, and evaluation of projects within this program area and funded
through Section 163. Funding is also provided in this task for the printing of
brochures and pamphlets, distributing literature and media materials developed
through successful projects, or obtained from other sour ces.

PEACE — Rural Nevada CPS Education Program
$51,000

The first of a three year grant, PEACE will conduct CPS education throughout
central and rural Nevada subsequent to the recent change in law requiring
booster seats.

Mason Valley Fire Department CPS Education Program
$3474
This program provide resources and supplies to establish an education program
for child passenger safety.

Joining Forces

$200,000

The Joining For ces law enforcement program providesfor continuous,

sustained enfor cement of Nevada’'s Safety Belt, Impaired Driving and Speed
laws.
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PLANNING AND ADMINISTRATION

A maximum of ten per cent of 402 funding is allowed for overall planning and administration
of the traffic safety office. These funds cover expenses not directly related to specific projects
listed in thisplan.

26-PA-1 Office of Traffic Safety - Planning and Administration
$144,990

Provides funding for necessary staff time and expensesincurred by OTSthat
aredirectly related to the planning, development, coor dination, monitoring,
auditing, and evaluation of projectswithin thisprogram area. Fundingisaso
provided in thistask for the printing of brochuresand pamphlets, distributing
literature and media materials developed through successful projects, or
obtained from other sour ces.
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PEDESTRIAN SAFETY

With the number of pedestrian deaths varying from 37 to 70 per year for thelast 10 yearsit is
difficult to establish clear trendswith respect to pedestrian fatalities. The extreme growth in
population in our large metropolitan areasisresulting in an increasein both pedestrian and
vehicle traffic bringing increased risk to the pedestrian.

24-PS-3

26-PS-1

26-163PS-1

26-163PS-2

UNLV —TRC — Alternative Modes Program
$ 80,000

Thethird year of athreeyear program, this program will continueto expand
the Pedestrian and Bicycle Safety Program into a comprehensive non-motorized
transportation plan to include development of safer designs, improving
education, and solicitation of support from other agencies and the local media.

Office of Traffic Safety - Program Management
$ 9,000

Provides funding for necessary staff time and expensesincurred by OTSthat are
directly related to the planning, development, coordination, monitoring,
auditing, and evaluation of projects within this program area and funded
through Section 402. Funding is also provided in this task for the printing of
brochures and pamphlets, distributing literature and media materials developed
through successful projects, or obtained from other sour ces.

Office of Traffic Safety - Program Management
$ 6,000

Provides funding for necessary staff time and expensesincurred by OTSthat are
directly related to the planning, development, coordination, monitoring,
auditing, and evaluation of projects within this program area and funded
through Section 163Funding is also provided in this task for the printing of
brochures and pamphlets, distributing literature and media materials developed
through successful projects, or obtained from other sour ces.

North Las Vegas Police Bicycle Safety
$5,000

This grant will provide the education element to a bicycle enforcement program
sponsored by the large metropolitan police department. As one of the larger
police departmentsin Clark County, North Las Vegas PD isone of the leadersin
community education and enfor cement.
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26-163PS-3  Washoe County Kiwanis Club — Bicycle Safety Education $11,500

This 502(c)3 organization will conduct bicycle rodeo’s and digribute helmets to
Northern Nevada communities while conducting education on bicycle safety.
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POLICE TRAFFIC SERVICES

The following law enforcement projects arelisted, in several program areas, including alcohal,
occupant protection, and community programs. The projects listed in this section are
generally for equipment and overtime to fund activities that are over and above the normal
work done by the agency. Traffic enforcement resources have not kept pace with the
population explosion in Nevada during the past ten years, making this funding essential to pro-
active traffic program implementation. Projects requesting overtime funding are limited to
oneyear.

26-PT-1 Office of Traffic Safety - Program Management
$ 80,000

Provides funding for necessary staff time and expensesincurred by OTSthat are
directly related to the planning, development, coordination, monitoring,
auditing, and evaluation of projectswithin this program areathat are funded by
Section 402. Funding is also provided in thistask for the printing of brochures
and pamphlets, distributing literature and media materials developed through
successful projects, or obtained from other sources. Management of the Joining
For ces multi-jurisdictional enforcement isincluded in this project.

26-PT-2 Nevada Highway Patrol —DUI & Speed Enforcement
$ 39,000

With higher than average crash rates, law enforcement in Northeastern Nevada
is often limited in providing the enforcement needed to educte the public. This
grant will provide overtime funds for the Patrol to conduct periodic stepped up
enforcement of DUI, Speed, and Safety Belt laws.

26-PT-3 Pershing County Sheriff In-Car Video Camera
$ 3,700

Thisgrant providesin-car video for the Sheriff Deputiesin Pershing County.
Purchase of thisequipment will help increase the conviction rate and decrease
the court timefor the officersfor DUI and other traffic offenses.

26-PT-4 Carson City Sheriff —Laser Radar
$8,500

Thisgrant will providelaser radar equipment for the Carson City Sheriff
Department to enhance their performance during Joining For ces stepped up
enforcement periods.

26-PT-5 LasVegasMetro PD L aughlin — Speed Enfor cement
$14,000
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26-PT-6

26-PT-7

25-163PT-1

26-163PT-1

26-163PT-2

Laughlin Nevadaisa small rural Nevada community that is experiencing
problemswith speeding residents and tourists. Thisgrant will provide speed
signs and enfor cement to reduce these hazards.

University of Nevada Reno PD — Speed & DUI Enforcement
$8,100

UNR PD hasone of the highest DUI arrest rates of all law enfor cement agencies
in Nevada. Providing thissmall department with speed signs and overtime for
stepped up enfor cement will have an impact on pedestrian safety, safety belt use
rates and impaired driving.

Eureka County Sheriff — Radar Speed Enfor cement
$ 3,890

Providing thissmall rural Nevada County with speed enfor cement toolswill
allow them to participatein National Click it or Ticket and You Drink You
Drive You L ose campaigns.

Department of Public Safety Training Divison TARSII
$15,000

The second year of atwo year grant, thisgrant will provide Nevada Highway
Patrol and local law enfor cement with the training and toolsto conduct traffic
crash investigations. These skillsare closely associated with the Traffic Records
effortsthat are now in progress.

Office of Traffic Safety - Program Management
$13,000

Provides funding for necessary staff time and expensesincurred by OTSthat are
directly related to the planning, development, coordination, monitoring,
auditing, and evaluation of projectswithin this program areathat are funded by
Section 163. Funding is also provided in this task for the printing of brochures
and pamphlets, distributing literature and media materials developed through
successful projects, or obtained from other sources. Management of the Joining
For ces multi-jurisdictional enforcement isincluded in this project.

Winnemucca Police — Community Police Education
$27,176
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26-163PT-3

26-163PT-4

26-163PT-5

Speeding in and around school zones has been identified as a major problem for
the City of Winnemucca, Nevada. This grant will provide the Department with
a Traffic Motorcycle and training for one officer to conduct stepped up
enforcement and education in critical areasthroughout the city.

Nevada Highway Patrol — Speed Control
$10,700

Rural Central Nevada consists of miles of high speed 2 lane highways with speed
reductions in and around populated areas. These high speeds and extreme
distances frequently contribute to drivers traveling through populated areas at
unsafe speeds. Thisinnovative grant will allow the NHP to test the use of radar
speed signs at critical areas.

Douglas County Sheriff — Speed Enfor cement
$5,360

Under staffed and unable to conduct effective enforcement of speed and safety
belt laws, the Douglas County Sheriff Office will purchase mobileradar unitsto
use during daily enforcement of speed laws.

Sparks Police Department Speed Enfor cement
$6,250

Sparks PD will try an innovative project to curtail speedingin critical areas

throughout their community by utilizing portable speed control devices,
including speed bumps, war ning signs, and etc.
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Traffic Records

The Traffic Records Manager was hired in FY 2000 to begin work on the Traffic Records Data
Improvement Project. In FY 00 and FY 01, a Traffic Records Committee was formed and the
planning and design of the Traffic Records System was developed. The committee also began
working on standardizing the State-wide citation and accident report form. In FY 02 and 03, a
database to track statewide crashes was developed and 2 Law Enforcement Agencies initiated
an automated system. Currently, 13 law enforcement agencies are using electronic citations
for traffic offences and have a complete database for their agency. FFYO05 activities have
included additional law enforcement agencies and starting the linkage between the agency
databases to a central repository and to begin sending the citation information to the first
court system. Much of the work has been training each agency in the use of the new forms,
installing softwar e, and writing the interface programs necessary.

26-TR-1 Office of Traffic Safety - Program Management
$ 16,000

Provides funding for necessary staff time and expensesincurred by OTSthat are
directly related to the planning, development, coordination, monitoring,
auditing, and evaluation of projectswithin thisprogram areathat are funded by
Section 402. Funding is also provided in this task for the printing of brochures
and pamphlets, distributing literature and media materials developed through
successful projects, or obtained from other sources.

26-TR-2 Office of Traffic Safety — Traffic Records Assessment
$25,000

After several years of developing an automated traffic records system, DPS-OTS
will conduct a NHTSA sponsored assessment of traffic records programs in
Nevada.

26-163TR-1 Office of Traffic Safety - Program Management
$16,000

Provides funding for necessary staff time and expensesincurred by OTSthat are
directly related to the planning, development, coordination, monitoring,
auditing, and evaluation of projectswithin thisprogram areathat are funded by
Section 163. Funding is also provided in this task for the printing of brochures
and pamphlets, distributing literature and media materials developed through
successful projects, or obtained from other sour ces.
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25-163TR-4 Department of Public Safety — Office of Traffic Safety
$140,421

Nevada Citation and Accident Reporting System (NCATS). Thisgrant provides

funding for the technical manpower needed to complete the interface between
collecting agencies and the statewide citation and crash data base.
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Joining Forces Multi-Jurisdictional Traffic Enfor cement
Aggressive enfor cement of traffic lawsisa proven deterrent to crasheson our roadways. The
Office of Traffic Safety program that incor porates multi jurisdictional traffic enforcement is
called Joining Forces. Under this program law enforcement agencies will participatein a
minimum of enforcement eventsthroughout the year. Enforcement periodswill coincide with
national eventssuch asClick it or Ticket and You Drink You Drive You L ose.
In 2006, Joining Forces will add a new element to this enfor cement program, Speed Week.
Speed Week will be conducted during the NASCAR National event held in LasVegasin
March and will include stepped up enforcement and an aggr essive ear ned media campaign
stressing speed reduction.

Participating agenciesin FFY 06 include:

AGENCY
Carson City Sheriff
Elko Sheriff
Elko Police
Hender son Police
LasVegas Metro Police
North Las Vegas Police
Nye County Sheriff
Reno Police
Washoe County Sheriff
Sparks Police

Nevada Highway Patrol

*NHP Jurisdiction isexclusive of the agencieslisted.
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STATE CERTIFICATIONS AND ASSURANCES

Failure to comply with applicable Federal statutes, regulations and directives may subject State
officials to civil or criminal penalties and/or place the State in a high risk grantee status in
accordance with 49 CFR18.12.

Each fiscal year the State will sign these Certifications and Assurances that the State complies with
all applicable Federal statutesgulations, and directives in effect with respect to the periods for
which it receives grant funding. Applicable provisions include, but not limited to, the following:

- 23 U.S.C. Chapter 4Highway Safety Act of 1966, as amended;

- 49 CFR Part 18 Uniform Administrative Requirements for Grants
and Cooperative Agreements to State and Local Governments

- 49 CFR Part 19 Uniform Administrative Requirements for Grants
and Agreements with Institutions of Higher Education,
Hospitals and OtherNonprofit Organizations

- 23 CFR Chapter 14(' ' 1200, 1205, 1206, 1250, 125 1, & 1252)
Regulations governing highway safety programs

- NHTSA Order 4626C - Matching Rates for State and Community
Highway Safety Programs

- Highway Safety Grant Fding Policy for FieldAdministered Grants

Certifications and Assurances

The Governor is responsible for the administration of the State highway safety program through
a State highway safety agency which has adequaters and is suitably equipped and

organized (as evidenced by appropriate oversight procedures governing such areas as
procurement, financial administration, and the use, management, and disposition of equipment)
to carry out the program (23 USC 402(b) (A))

The political subdivisions of this State are authorized, as part of the State highway safety
program, to carry out within their Jurisdictions local highway safety programs which have been
approved by the Governor and are in accordance with thanmnguidelines promulgated by the
Secretary of Transportation (23 USC 402(b) (1) (B));

At least 40 per cent of all Federal funds apportioned to this State under 23 USC 402 for this
fiscal year will be expended by or for the benefit of the political sugidn of the State in

carrying out local highway safety programs (23 USC 402(b) (1) (Q), unless this requirement is
waived in writing;
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This State's highway safety program provides adequate and reasonable access for the safe and
convenient movement @hysically handicapped persons, including those in wheelchairs, across
curbs constructed or replaced on or after July 1, 1976, at all pedestrian crosswalks (23 USC
402(b) (1) (D));

Cash draw downs will be initiated only when actually needed for disimenst, cash

disbursements and balances will be reported in a timely manner as required by NHTSA, and the
same standards of timing and amount, including the reporting of cash disbursement and balances,
will be imposed upon any secondary recipient orgamnat{49 CFR 18.20, 18.2 1, and 18.4 1).
Failure to adhere to these provisions may result in the termination of drawdown privileges);

The State has submitted appropriate documentation for review to the single point of contact
designated by the Governtarreview Federal programs, as required by Executive Order 12372
(Intergovernmental Review of Federal Programs);

Equipment acquired under this agreement for use in highway safety program areas shall be used
and kept in operation for highway safety pagps by the State; or the State, by formal agreement
with appropriate officials of a political subdivision or State agency, shall cause such equipment
to be used and kept in operation for highway safety purposes (23 CFR 1200.21);

The State will comply wit all applicable State procurement procedures and will maintain a
financial management system that complies with the minimum requirements of 49 CFR 18.20;

The State highway safety agency will comply with all Federal statutes and implementing
regulationgelating to nondiscrimination. These include but are not limited to: (a) Title VI of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964 (P.L. 8852) which prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color
or national origin (and 49 CFR Part 2 1); (b) Title IX of the Edocaimendments of 1972, as
amended (20 U.S.C. 16811683, and 1684.686), which prohibits discrimination on the basis
of sex; (c) Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended (29 U794, which
prohibits discrimination on the basis ofnticaps (and 49 CFR Part 27); (d) the Age
Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended (42U.S.C.61016107), which prohibits

discrimination on the basis of age; (e) the Drug Abuse Office and Treatment Act of 1972 (P.L.
92-255), as amended, relating to nondis@nation on the basis of drug abuse; (f) (the
comprehensive Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism Prevention, Treatment and Rehabilitation Act of
1970(P.L. 91616), as amended, relating to nondiscrimination on the basis of alcohol abuse of
alcoholism; (g) ' 523and 527 of the Public Health Service Act of 1912 (42 U.S.C290 dd-

3 and 290 e&), as amended, relating to confidentiality of alcohol and drug abuse patient
records; (h) Title VIII of the Civil Rights Act of 1968 (42 U.S!C. 3601 et seq.), as amended
relating to nondiscrimination in the sale, rental or financing of housing; (i) any other
nondiscrimination provisions in the specific statute(s) under which application for Federal
assistance is being made; and, (j) the requirements of any other niomdestton statute(s)

which may apply to the application.
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The Drug-free Workplace Act of 1988(49 CER Part 29 Sub-part F)

The State will provide a drufyee workplace by:

a) Publishing a statement notifying employees that the unlawful manufacture,
distribution, dispensing, possession or use of a controlled substance is prohibited
in the grantee's workplace and specifying the actions that will be taken against
employees for violation of such prohibition;

b) Establishing a drugree awareness progneto inform employees about:

1) The dangers of drug abuse in the workplace.

2) The grantee's policy of maintaining a dftee workplace.

3) Any available drug counseling, rehabilitation, and employee assistance
programs.

4) The penalties that may beposed upon employees for drug violations
occurring in the workplace.

C) Making it a requirement that each employee engaged in the performance of the
grant be given a copy of the statement required by paragraph (a).

d) Notifying the employee in the stéement required by paragraph (a) that, as a
condition of employment under the grant, the employee-will

1) Abide by the terms of the statement.

2) Notify the employer of any criminal drug statute conviction for a violation
occurring in the wonlace no later than five days after such conviction.

e) Notifying the agency within ten days after receiving notice under subparagraph
(d) (2) from an employee or otherwise receiving actual notice of such conviction.

f) Taking one of the following aains, within 30 days of receiving notice under
subparagraph (d) (2), with respect to any employee who is so convicted

1) Taking appropriate personnel action against such an employee, up to
and including termination.

2) Requiring such employee to partiatp satisfactorily in a drug abuse
assistance or rehabilitation program approved for such purposes by a
Federal, State, or local health, law enforcement, or other appropriate
agency.

0) Making a good faith effort to continue to maintain a ditgg wakplace
through implementation of paragraphs (a), (b), (c), (d), (e), and (f) above.
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BUY AMERICA ACT

The State will comply with the provisions of the Buy America Act (23 USC 10 1 Note) which
contains the following requements:

Only steel, iron and manufactured products produced in the United States may be purchased
with Federal funds unless the Secretary of Transportation determines that such domestic
purchases would be inconsistent with the public interest; that satehiats are not

reasonably available and of a satisfactory quality; or that inclusion of domestic materials will
increase the cost of the overall project contract by more than 25 percent. Clear justification for
the purchase of nedomestic items must b the form of a waiver request submitted to and
approved by the Secretary of Transportation.

POLITICAL ACTIVITY (HATCH ACT).

The State will comply with the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 150141508 and implementing
regulations of 5 CFR Part 15 1, concerniRglitical Activity of State or Local Offices, or
Employees".

CERTIFICATION REGARDING FEDERAL LOBBYING:

Certification for Contracts, Grants, Loans, and Cooperative Agreements
The undersigned certifies, to the best of his or her knowledge and belief, that

(1) No Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid, by or on behalf of the
undersigned, to any person for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee
of any agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Cogngrassemployee of

a Member of Congress in connection with the awarding of any Federal contract, the making
of any Federal grant, the making of any Federal loan, the entering into of any cooperative
agreement, and the extension, continuation, renewahdment, or modification of any

Federal contract, grant, loan, or cooperative agreement.

(2) If any funds other than Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid to any
person for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or emplofyaayagency, a

Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of a Member of
Congress in connection with this Federal contract, grant, loan, or cooperative agreement, the
undersigned shall complete and submit Standard fdim "Di sclosure Form to Report
Lobbying," in accordance with its instructions.

(3) The undersigned shall require that the language of this certification be included in the award
documents for all suaward at all tiers (including subcontracts,-guants, and adracts under

grant, loans, and cooperative agreements) and that alésiggents shall certify and disclose
accordingly.
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This certification is a material representation of fact upon which reliance was placed when this
transaction was made or entereairBubmission of this certification is a prerequisite for making
or entering into this transaction imposed by section 1352, title 3 1, U.S. Code. Any person who
falls to file the required certification shall be subject to a civil penalty of not less thay @0

and not more than $100,000 for each such failure.

RESTRICTION ON STATE LOBBYING:

None of the funds under this program will be used for any activity specifically designed to
urge or influence a State or local legislator to favor or oppose thé@dopany specific
legislative proposal pending before any State or local legislative body. Such activities include
both direct and indirect (e.g., "grassroots") lobbying activities, with one exception. This does
not preclude a State official whose sglar supported with NHTSA funds from engaging, in
direct communications with State or local legislative officials, in accordance with customary
State practice, even if such communications urge legislative officials to favor or oppose the
adoption of a spéiic pending legislative proposal.

CERTIFICATION REGARDING DEBARMENT AND SUSPENSION:

Instructionsfor Primary Certification

1. By signing and submitting this proposal, the prospective primary paniiégproviding
the certification set out below.

2. The inability of a person to provide the certification required below will not necessarily
result in denial of participation in this covered transaction. The prospective participant shall
submit an exg@nation of why it cannot provide the certification set out below. The
certification or explanation will be considered in connection with the departmagéncy's
determination whether to enter into this transaction. However, failure of the prospective
primary participant to furnish a certification or an explanation shall disqualify such person
from participation in this transaction.

3. The certification in this clause is a material representation of fact upon which reliance was
placed when the departntear agency determined to enter into this transaction. If it is later
determined that the prospective primary participant knowingly rendered an erroneous
certification, in addition to other remedies available to the Federal Government, the department
or agency may terminate this transaction for cause or default.

4. The prospective primary participant shall provide immediate written notice to the department
or agency to which this proposal is submitted if at any time the prospective primary participant
leams its certification was erroneous when submitted or has become erroneous by reason of
changed circumstances.

5. The termgovered transaction, debarred, suspended, ineligible, lower tier covered
transaction, participant, person, primary covered transaction, principal, proposal, and
voluntarily excluded, as used in this clause, have the meaning set out in the Definitions and
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coverage sections of 49 CFR Part 29. You may contact the department or agency to which this
proposal is being submitted for assis@ircobtaining a copy of those regulations.

6. The prospective primary participant agrees by submitting this proposal that, should the
proposed covered transaction be entered into, it shall not knowingly enter into any lower tier
covered transaction with person who is proposed for debarment under 48 CFR Part 9, subpart
9.4, debarred, suspended, declared ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from participation in this
covered transaction, unless authorized by the department or agency entering intostgtidran

7. The prospective primary participant further agrees by submitting this proposal that it will
include the clause titled "Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, Ineligibility and
Voluntary ExclusionLower Tier Covered Transaction," provdlby the department or

agency entering into this covered transaction, without modification, in all lower tier covered
transactions and in all solicitations for lower tier covered transactions.

8. A participant in a covered transaction may rely upon #icatton of a prospective

participant in a lower tier covered transaction that it is not proposed for debarment under 48
CFR Part 9, subpart 9.4, debarred, suspended, ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from the
covered transaction, unless it knows tihat ¢ertification is erroneous. A participant may
decide the method and frequency by which it determines the eligibility of its principals. Each
participant may, but is not required to, check the list of Parties Excluded from Federal
Procurement and Neprocurement Programs.

9. Nothing contained in the foregoing shall be construed to require establishment of a system
of records in order to render in good faith the certification required by this clause. The
knowledge and information of a participant is rejuired to exceed that which is normally
possessed by a prudent person in the ordinary course of business dealings.

10. Except for transactions authorized under paragraph 6 of these instructions, if a participant
in a covered transaction knowingly enter® a lower tier covered transaction with a person

who is proposed for debarment under 48 CFR Part 9, subpart 9.4, suspended, debarred,
ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from participation in this transaction, in addition to other
remedies available tine Federal Government, the department or agency may terminate this
transaction for cause or default.

Certification Regarding Debar ment, Suspension, and Other Responsibility Matters-Prima
Covered Transactions

(1) The prospective primary participant cets to the best of its knowledge and belief,
that its principals:

(@)  Are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared
ineligible, or voluntarily excluded by any Federal department or agency;

(b) Have not within a thregear geriod preceding this proposal been convicted of or
had a civil judgment rendered against them for commission of fraud or a criminal
offense in connection with obtaining, attempting to obtain, or performing a public
(Federal, State or local) transactimmcontract under a public transaction;
violation of Federal or State antitrust statutes or commission of embezzlement,
theft, forgery, bribery, falsification or destruction of record, making false
statements, or receiving stolen property;

40



(c) Are notpresently indicted for or othavise criminally or civilly charged by a
governmental entity (Federal, State or Local) with commission of any of the
offenses enumerated in paragraph (1)(b) of this certification; and

(d) Have not within a thregear peria preceding this application/proposal had one
or more public transactions (Federal, State, or local) terminated for cause or
default.

(2) Where the prospective primary participant is unable to certify to any of the Statements in
this certification, such prpgctive participant shall attach an explanation to this proposal.

I nstructionsfor Lower Tier Certification

1. By signing and submitting this proposal, the prospective lower tier participant idipgovi
the certification set out below.

2. The certification in this clause is a material representation of fact upon which reliance was
placed when this transaction was entered into. If it is later determined that the prospective
lower tier participant knwingly rendered an erroneous certification, in addition to other
remedies available to the Federal government, the department or agency with which this
transaction originated may pursue available remedies, including suspension and/or debarment.

3. The prepective lower tier participant shall provide immediate written notice to the person
to which this proposal is submitted if at any time the prospective lower tier participant learns
that its certification was erroneous when submitted or has become esdrye@ason of
changed circumstances.

4. The termgovered transaction, debarred, suspended, ineligible, lower tier covered

transaction, participant, person, primary covered transaction, principal, proposal, and

voluntarily excluded, as used in this claashave the meanings set out in the Definition and
Coverage sections of 49 CFR Part 29. You may contact the person to whom this proposal is
submitted for assistance in obtaining a copy of those regulations.

5. The prospective lower tier participant agregsubmitting this proposal that, should the
proposed covered transaction be entered into, it shall not knowingly enter into any lower tier
covered transaction with a person who is proposed for debarment under 48 CFR Part 9,
subpart 9.4, debarred, suspedddeclared ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from

participation in this covered transaction, unless authorized by the department or agency with
which this transaction originated.

6. The prospective lower tier participant further agrees by submittimgrtoposal that is it

will include the clause titled "Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, Ineligibility
and Voluntary ExclusioALower Tier Covered Transaction," without modification, in all
lower tier covered transactions and in all solt@itas for lower tier covered transactions. (See
below)

7. A participant in a covered transaction may rely upon a certification of a prospective
participant in a lower tier covered transaction that it is not proposed for debarment under 48
CFR Part 9, sulapt 9.4, debarred, suspended, ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from the
covered transaction, unless it knows that the certification is erroneous. A participant may
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decide the method and frequency by which it determines the eligibility of its prindtaals.
participant may, but is not required to, check the List of Parties Excluded from Federal
Procurement and Neprocurement Programs.

8. Nothing contained in the foregoing shall be construed to require establishment of a system
of records in order teender in good faith the certification required by this clause. The
knowledge and information of a participant is not required to exceed that which is normally
possessed by a prudent person in the ordinary course of business dealings.

9. Except for transdions authorized under paragraph 5 of these instructions, if a participant
in a covered transaction knowingly enters into a lower tier covered transaction with a person
who is proposed for debarment under 48 CFR Part 9, subpart 9.4, suspended, debarred,
ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from participation in this transaction, in addition to other
remedies available to the Federal government, the department or agency with which this
transaction originated may pursue available remedies, including suspandiondebarment.

Certification Regarding Debar ment, Suspension, Indligibility and Voluntary Exclusion --
Lower Tier Covered Transactions:

1. The prospective lower tier participant certifies, by submission of this proposal, that neither
it nor its prircipals is presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared
ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from participation in this transaction by any Federal
department or agency.

2. Where the prospective lower tier participant is unable to céotéyy of the statements in
this certification, such prospective participants shall attach an explanation to this proposal.
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

The Governor's Representative for Highway Safety has reviewed the State's Fis@fl0OBear
highway safety fanning document and hereby declares that no significant environmental impact
will result from implementing this Highway Safety Plan. If, under a future revision, this Plan will
be modified in such a manner that a project would be instituted that caedt exfivironmental
quality to the extent that a review and statement would be necessary, this office is prepared to
take the action necessary to comply with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42
USC 4321 et seq.) and the implementing regulatidrise Council on Environmental Quality

(40 CFR Parts 1560517).

George Togliatti
Governor's Representative for Highway Safety
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