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2 Highway safety planning process
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Enter description of the data sources and processes used by the State to identify its highway safety problems, describe its

highway safety performance measures, establish its performance targets, and develop and select evidence-based
countermeasure strategies and projects to address its problems and achieve its performance targets.

Problem Identification Process

Problem analysis is completed by Governor's Office of Highway Safety (GOHS), law enforcement, Department of Transportation, Georgia Data Driven
Approaches to Crime and Traffic Safety (DDACTS), contracted epidemiologist with the Governor's Office of Highway Safety, Department of Public Health,
and other involved agencies and groups. The Performance Identification process for performance measures and targets are evidence-based and
consistent with the "Traffic Safety Performance Measures for States and Federal Agencies" (DOT HS 811 025). Governor's Office of Highway Safety
(GOHS) will regularly review the performance measures and coordinate with other above mentioned agencies for input and update on our performance
measures. A state-level analysis was completed, using the most recent data available (currently 2016 FARS data). Motor vehicle crash data, occupant
protection survey results, roadway fatality data, and other data on traffic safety problems are analyzed statewide and on county levels. Program level

evaluation findings for major issues (impaired driving, safety belts, and pedestrian/bicycle safety) were also included in the problem identification process.

Surveillance data along with evaluation findings were used directly to link the identified crash issues, statewide performance targets, strategic partners, the

State Strategic Highway Safety Plan, funding opportunities, and capacity to implement sound programs to address the problem.
Highway Safety Plan Data Sources
The Highway Safety Plan is based on the latest statistics available from the National Highway Traffic Safety

Administration (NHTSA) for highway safety problem solving. All data stated within this document will correlate and reference back to the summary of
performance measures as agreed upon by National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) and The Governor's Highway Safety Association
(GHSA). The data has been obtained through the National Fatality Analysis Reporting System (FARS) database with the exception of the number of
crashes and serious injuries in traffic crashes which has been documented with state crash data files.

Data Sources Description

Roadway Fatalities |Fatality Analysis Reporting System (FARS) is a nationwide census providing National Fatality Analysis Reporting System
Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA), Congress and the American public yearly |(FARS) Encyclopedia State Traffic
data regarding fatal injuries suffered in motor vehicle traffic crashes. Governor’s Office of |Safety Information. Web. 19 Jun.
Highway Safety (GOHS) uses the raw data set (individual records for the state of 2018. < http://www-

Georgia) to design specific queries that are used to identify geographic regions where nrd.nhtsa.dot.gov>.

crashes occur, specific population groups that are disproportionately affected, and
identify risk factors associated with specific crashes (i.e. alcohol impaired driving,

distracted driving, speeding, unrestrained/un-helmeted, etc.).

The GEARS online services provided by LexisNexis are for the exclusive use of law
lenforcement, approved agencies, and other authorized users in the state of Georgia.

Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) uses pre-designed queries in GEARS
Georgia Crash Reporting System

Roadway Crashes |and raw data (individual records for the state of Georgia) to design specific queries that
(GEARS). Web. 19 Jun. 2018. <

and Injuries are used to identify geographic regions where crashes occur, specific population groups
http://www- nrd.nhtsa.dot.gov>.
that are disproportionately affected, and identify risk factors associated with specific
crashes (i.e. alcohol impaired driving, distracted driving, speeding, unrestrained/un-

helmeted, etc.).

Occupant Dr. James Bason, on behalf of the Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) and the |Bason, James. J. “Statewide Use
Protection University of Georgia Department of Health Promotion and Behavior, conducted an of Occupants Restraints:
observational survey of safety belt use and child safety seat use between March and Observational Survey of Safety

September 2017. Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) uses the survey findings |Restraint Use in Georgia” 2017.

to identify usage rates (includes motorcycle helmets) by geographic region, gender, Survey Research Center,
race/ethnicity, age group (children under 5 years) and overall statewide population. University of Georgia: Athens,
Georgia

Other datasets used by Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) and strategic partners includes:

https://nhtsagmss.crm9.dynamics.com/main.aspx?area=Nav_Application&etc=10046&page=Applications_HQ&pagetype=entitylist&web=true#5178...
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e Crash Outcomes Data Evaluation System (CODES)

¢ Georgia Emergency Medical Service data

« National EMS Information Systems Citation Data from the Department of Driver Services
¢ Georgia Emergency Department Data Vital Records

¢ Georgia Hospital Discharge Data

As more current data becomes available, Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) will use such in refining its Highway Safety Plan (HSP).

Identify the participants in the processes (e.g., highway safety committees, program stakeholders, community and
constituent groups).

Highway Safety Planning Process Participants

In developing the Highway Safety Plan, The Governor's Office of Highway Safety collaborates and receives input from the following agencies: Strategic
Highway Safety Plan Task Teams (Aggressive Driving, Impaired Driving, Occupant Protection, Serious Crash Type, Age-related Issues, Non-motorized
Users, Vehicle Types, Trauma Systems, Traffic/Crash Records Data Analysis, Traffic Incident Management Enhancement), Georgia Department of Drivers
Services, Georgia Department of Public Safety, Georgia State Patrol, Georgia Department of Public Health, Georgia Department of Transportation,
Georgia Public Safety Training Center, Prosecuting Attorneys Council, and the University of Georgia.

Enter description and analysis of the State’s overall highway safety problems as identified through an analysis of data,
including but not limited to fatality, injury, enforcement, and judicial data, to be used as a basis for setting performance
targets, selecting countermeasure strategies, and developing projects.

State Demographics

In 2016, there were 1,554 motor vehicle fatalities in the State of Georgia. This is a 8.5% increase in roadway fatalities in comparison to the previous year
but remains a reduction of 10% from 2005 when there were 1,729 roadway fatalities. Four (4) counties in Georgia had no roadway fatalities in 2016. This
same year (2016), there were 19,405 serious injures and 385,221 motor vehicle crashes in Georgia. The number of roadway fatalities varied from 1994 to
2014, peaking in 2005 with 1,729 fatalities, and a rate of 1.52 fatalities per 100 vehicle miles traveled (VMT). However, in 2016 Georgia experienced a rate
comparable to the 2008 rate, with 1.21 fatalities per every 100 million vehicle miles traveled (VMT). The highest fatality rate occurred in 1996 with 1.76
fatalities per 100 million vehicle miles traveled (VMT) and 1,573 roadway fatalities.

In Georgia, as described in the chart below, the percentage of impaired and speed related fatalities showed a slight decrease. Unfortunately Georgia also
showed an increase in occupants killed who were not secured in a safety belt.

Georgia Roadway Fatalities
Speed Related, Alcohol-Impaired Related, and
Unrestrained Passenger

S0% 46% 2575
42% 44%

43%

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

B % Unrestrained Occupants 8% Alcohol Im paired Fatalities

2% Speed Related Fatalities

Although these statistics paint a tragic picture, there are ways to reduce the risk of crashes, injuries and fatalities. Strong law enforcement, effective
highway safety legislation, improved road designs, public education and information, and community support, are among the proven means of reducing
crashes, injuries and fatalities. The Governor's Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) will continue to leverage the benefits initiated during the last planning
cycle. The agency's Highway Safety Plan provides the direction and guidance for the organization. The Highway Safety Plan (HSP) contains Education
and Enforcement countermeasures for reducing motor vehicle related crashes, injuries and fatalities on Georgia roads. It also documents strategic,
comprehensive, and collaborative efforts with the Enforcement, Education, Engineering Evaluation and Emergency Medical Services components to
roadway safety in the State. This "5-E" approach will result in a balanced and effective strategy to saving lives on Georgia's roadways. Governor's Office of
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Highway Safety (GOHS) plans to develop, promote, implement and evaluate projects designed to address those identified major contributing injury and
fatal highway safety factors with the latest data available.

Enter discussion of the methods for project selection (e.g., constituent outreach, public meetings, solicitation of
proposals).

Strategies for Project Selection

The Governor's Office of Highway Safety provides funding opportunities to police departments, governmental entities, and highway safety advocacy

organizations for the purpose of addressing motor vehicle crash problems in local jurisdictions. Grant proposals are received through responses to request

for proposals (RFP), and through unsolicited submissions where documented highway safety problems exist.

Request for Proposals (RFP)

As innovative programs are developed, specific requests for proposals are distributed to communities, special interest groups, governmental agencies and

other stakeholders through electronic mediums (i.e. the Governor's Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) Website, GATEN, Georgia Association of Chiefs of

Police, Sheriff's Association, Atlanta Regional Commission, Georgia Municipal Association, ACCG, GAMPO and GPSTC). The request for proposals (RFP)
provides an introduction to the specific problem(s), eligibility criteria, program targets and objectives, suggested activities, and methods of evaluation. Upon

receipt of all applicants responding to the request for proposals (RFP), a review team of planning and finance representatives is assigned the task of
assessing applications to determine if the proposed projects are viable via the Governor's Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) online reporting system,
Electronic Grants of Highway Safety (¢eGOHS) Plus.

Discretionary Grants

Funds are also used to support governmental entities furthering Governor's Office of Highway Safety's mission. In these instances, the purpose, scope, and

funding requirements are subjected to Governor's Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) staff review and scoring prior to Governor's Office of Highway Safety

(GOHS) Director Approval. Milestones and performance objectives are tailored to the specific project/purpose and established prior to any commitment of

funds. All prospective applicants must follow Governor's Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) procedures in applying for highway safety funds.
Renewal Process

Projects that have been deemed vital to the Governor's Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) mission by the Director may receive funding for multiple years
based on the availability of funds. All renewal applications are reviewed along with other potential funding requests.

Grant Application Process
Who Can Apply

For the FFY2019 grant year, The Governor’s Office of Highway Safety created and advertised a Request for Proposal (RPF). The RFP was advertised
through many resources including, but not limited to, the Georgia Municipal Association, Georgia Chief’s Association, Georgia Sheriff's Association, and
Georgia Regional Commissions. Applications were reviewed and selected based upon the responses to the RFP.

When to Apply

Applications for federal funds are generally accepted six months prior to the beginning of each federal fiscal year, which begins October 1. Dependent upon

the time frame of the identified problem, subsequent applications for funding may also be submitted anytime during the fiscal year.
How to Apply

Prospective grantees must submit an application using Electronic Grants of Highway Safety (eGOHS) Plus using quantitative data pertinent to their
jurisdiction’s identified traffic safety problem(s). The Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) Grant Application consists of three (3) major parts
Programmatic, Budget, and Certifications. The need to complete all major parts varies according to Program emphasis areas.

Part | - Programmatic Section
Problem Identification

The problem statement must clearly define the problem(s) planned to be addressed. The statement must provide a concise description of the problem(s),
where it is occurring; the population affected, how and when the problem is occurring, etc. It must include consecutive years of the most recent data to
establish the conditions and the extent of the problem(s). Charts, graphs and percentages are effective ways of displaying the required data.

Program Assessment

The applicant must identify the resources that the community/jurisdictions are currently using to address the problem(s) identified under the problem
identification section mentioned above. This section will (1) review and note activities and results of past and current efforts, indicating what did or did not

https://nhtsagmss.crm9.dynamics.com/main.aspx?area=Nav_Application&etc=10046&page=Applications_HQ&pagetype=entitylist&web=true#5178...
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work (2) assess resources to determine what is needed to more effectively address the problem(s) and (3) identify local laws, policies, safety advocate
groups and organizations that may support/inhibit the success of the project.

Project Objectives, Activities and Evaluation

The objectives must clearly relate to the target problem(s) identified in the Problem Identification section mentioned above. The activities identify the steps
needed to accomplish each objective. Finally, a comprehensive evaluation plan must be developed to explain how to measure the outcome of each
proposed activity listed.

Milestone Chart- Part of the Activities and Evaluation Section

This chart must provide a summary of the projected activities to be accomplished on a monthly basis. This section reflects the activities described in the
Project Objectives, Activities and Evaluation Section mentioned above.

Media Plan

The applicant must describe a plan for announcing the award of the grant to the local community. Media outlets available to the project must be stated. A
discussion of how the public will be informed of grant activities throughout the entire project period is also included.

Resource Requirements

This section must list the resources needed in order to accomplish the objectives. Requirements may include but not be limited to personnel, equipment,
supplies, training needs and public information/educational materials. A brief description of how and by whom the resources will be used is also required.

Self Sufficiency

This statement must reflect a plan of action that explains how the activities of the project will be continued after federal funds are no longer available to
implement the project. The self-sufficiency plan must identify potential sources of non-federal funds.

Part Il - Budget Section

Each budget item(s) must be allowable, reflect a reasonable cost and be necessary to carry out the objectives and activities of the project. Potential budget
categories include:

* Personnel Services (Salaries, Pay Schedule and Benefits)
¢ Regular Operating Expenses

e Travel

¢ Equipment Purchases

¢ Contractual Services

¢ Per Diem and Fees

¢ Computer Charges and Equipment

¢ Telecommunications

¢ Motor Vehicle Purchases

¢ Rent/Real Estate

Part lll: Grant Terms, Conditions and Certification

This section contains certain legal and regulatory requirements pertaining to the receipt of federal grant funds with which the grantee must agree to comply.
Additionally, individuals responsible for the financial aspects of the grant are identified. The application for funding must be submitted by the appropriate
Authorizing Official who may be either an elected official and/or agency head or Agency Administrator. Upon approval, the application is made part of the
executed grant agreement between the Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) and the applicant.

Application Review Process

All grant applications are submitted via the Electronic Grants for the Office of Highway Safety (eGOHS) Plus System.
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eGOHS Plus Application Review Process Flow
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Applications are assigned to a review panel which includes one planner and a staff member from the finance division. For new applications there is also an
external reviewer assigned to review and score the application. During the review phase local, county, and state data is included in the review of
applications. The Electronic Grants of Highway Safety (eGOHS) Plus system maintains the information and issues the notifications regarding each step.
Each member of the review panel completes scoring based on established guidelines and eGOHS Plus calculates each score. Once the review panel,
along with the Division Director of Planning and Programs, Deputy Director and the Agency Director complete their review, accepted applications receive a
grant number and the grant is executed.

As new applications are reviewed, they are placed in “Application Funding Required” or “Application Determination Required” status until the availability of
federal funding is verified, as well as the need for special programs, based on ‘data’ for new projects. Once amounts are verified, the applications are
executed and become a grant.

Preliminary Application Training

After extending request for proposals (RFPs), a grant funding procedures application training is arranged during which the Governor’s Office of Highway
Safety (GOHS) grant application and reporting documents are explained and the grant application submission date is established.

The Preliminary application training is required and facilitated for potential agencies that have never received Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS)
grant funding, does not have a grant with GOHS for the previous fiscal year, or does have a current grant with GOHS but is seeking funds for a new
project. Requests for proposals (RFP) are only extended to new agencies based on the availability of federal funds. If sufficient funding is not available to
consider the addition of new grants, the Preliminary training will not be held. If a potential grant project is established after the preliminary conference is
held, GOHS can set up an individual meeting with the potential grantee.

Grant Selection Notification

The Authorizing Official and the Agency Administrator of the awarded grants receives written notification of grant award which includes the Governor’s
Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) Grant Terms, Conditions and Certifications. The applicant is notified electronically via e GOHS Plus and hard copy via
U.S. Mail of the approval or denial of the Highway Safety Grant Application. Upon receiving notification of the grant award, the grantee is authorized to
implement the grant activities during the current FFY effective October 1st through September 30th.

Agency Training
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Following grant award notification, grantees are invited to attend training to learn about GOHS procedures. This training is intended to inform grantees,
especially new grantees of GOHS’ expectations for the grant year. This activity may be conducted via webinar, in a group setting or individually, based on
the number registered for training. At this time, grantees are trained on the use of eGOHS Plus for the submission of claims, progress reports, travel
requests, amendments, and final reports. GOHS’ Grant Terms and Conditions are also highlighted.

Funding Formula
The Section 402 formula is:

¢ 75% based on the ratio of the State’s population in the latest Federal census to the total population in all States.
¢ 25 % based on the ratio of the public road miles in the State to the total public road miles in all States.

In addition, it requires that at least 40% of the total federal annual obligation limitation must be used by or for the benefit of political subdivision of the State.
Project Funding Period

The federal government operates on a fiscal year that commences on October 1 and ends on September 30. Generally, projects will only be funded during
this time span. Occasionally, prior year funds are rolled over into the current fiscal year to continue a project, but this practice is neither encouraged nor
frequent.

Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) generally funds innovative traffic safety projects at the rate of 100% the first year, with the second and third
year level of funding discussed and approved during the review team scoring process with final approval from the GOHS Director. The diminishing levels of
funding are designed to encourage the grantee to become self-sufficient, allowing the project to develop into an ongoing part of the agency. At the
discretion of the Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) Director and a Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) application review committee, a
project may be funded beyond 3 years and at different rates. The local agency is expected to establish precedents and develop procedures that support
continued operation of the traffic safety program using local funding.

Equipment Purchases

Under the provisions of Section 402, the purchase of equipment cannot be approved unless it is an actual component of a highway safety program. Cost of
purchase for new or replacement equipment with a useful life of one year or more and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more, must be pre-approved by the
grant approving officials. Equipment must go through the bid process and have prior approval from both The Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS)
and National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA).

DOT LEP Guidance

The Georgia Governor's Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) will comply and inform its sub-recipient to comply with the “Policy Guidance Concerning
Recipients’ Responsibilities to Limited English Proficient (LEP) Persons” (DOT LEP Guidance).

Grant Monitoring/Evaluations

Process evaluation is continual throughout the grant year. The Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) utilizes an evaluation team to complete data
sheets for each application as they are submitted as well as throughout the course of the grant. The evaluation team reviews applications to make certain
that stated objectives and activities are reasonable and attainable. Grants can then be revised if updates are necessary. The evaluation team continues to
work with grantees throughout the grant year to ensure an accurate evaluation is ongoing within each grant. At the completion of the grant year, the
evaluation team reviews the accomplishments of each grant to determine the overall outcome obtained from Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS)
grantees.

The Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) conducts desktop reviews of all grantees as a means of ensuring compliance with state and federal
regulations. By the 20th of each month during the grant cycle, grantees are required to submit a monthly progress report and financial claim documenting
the previous month’s activities. Beginning in Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) 2008, Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) accepted electronic signatures
to expedite the claim process. Currently, reimbursement for claims is delivered within 45 days from receipt of the claim and programmatic reports. Effective
January 1, 2012, grantees are encouraged to receive their claim for reimbursement payment electronically via Automatic Clearing House (ACH).

Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) planners complete a Grant Status Report on all awarded grants to document the progress of the project.
Planners then make a recommendation for continued and future funding based on the overall performance and reach of the grant. Governor’s Office of
Highway Safety (GOHS) Planners must also conduct a minimum of one onsite visit per year with each grantee receiving more than $25,000 in grant funds.
Additionally, 50% of grants up to $24,999.99 must have one onsite visit. During the onsite visit, planners discuss problems identified, progress of the
project, record keeping and support documents, accountability of equipment, budget, as well as verifying that funds obligated were spent in accordance
with the grant agreement.

Enter list of information and data sources consulted.

Highway Safety Plan Data Sources
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The Highway Safety Plan is based on the latest statistics available from the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) for highway safety
problem solving. All data stated within this document will correlate and reference back to the summary of performance measures as agreed upon by
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) and The Governor's Highway Safety Association (GHSA). The data has been obtained through the
National Fatality Analysis Reporting System (FARS) database with the exception of the number of crashes and serious injuries in traffic crashes which has
been documented with state crash data files.

Data Sources Description

Roadway Fatalities |Fatality Analysis Reporting System (FARS) is a nationwide census providing National Fatality Analysis Reporting System
Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA), Congress and the American public yearly |(FARS) Encyclopedia State Traffic
data regarding fatal injuries suffered in motor vehicle traffic crashes. Governor’s Office of |Safety Information. Web. 19 Jun.
Highway Safety (GOHS) uses the raw data set (individual records for the state of 2018. < http://www-

Georgia) to design specific queries that are used to identify geographic regions where nrd.nhtsa.dot.gov>.

crashes occur, specific population groups that are disproportionately affected, and
identify risk factors associated with specific crashes (i.e. alcohol impaired driving,

distracted driving, speeding, unrestrained/un-helmeted, etc.).

The GEARS online services provided by LexisNexis are for the exclusive use of law
enforcement, approved agencies, and other authorized users in the state of Georgia.

Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) uses pre-designed queries in GEARS
Georgia Crash Reporting System
Roadway Crashes |and raw data (individual records for the state of Georgia) to design specific queries that
(GEARS). Web. 19 Jun. 2018. <
and Injuries are used to identify geographic regions where crashes occur, specific population groups
http://www- nrd.nhtsa.dot.gov>.
that are disproportionately affected, and identify risk factors associated with specific

crashes (i.e. alcohol impaired driving, distracted driving, speeding, unrestrained/un-

helmeted, etc.).

Occupant Dr. James Bason, on behalf of the Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) and the |Bason, James. J. “Statewide Use
Protection University of Georgia Department of Health Promotion and Behavior, conducted an of Occupants Restraints:
observational survey of safety belt use and child safety seat use between March and Observational Survey of Safety

September 2017. Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) uses the survey findings |Restraint Use in Georgia” 2017.

to identify usage rates (includes motorcycle helmets) by geographic region, gender, Survey Research Center,
race/ethnicity, age group (children under 5 years) and overall statewide population. University of Georgia: Athens,
Georgia

Other datasets used by Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) and strategic partners includes:

¢ Crash Outcomes Data Evaluation System (CODES)

* Georgia Emergency Medical Service data

+ National EMS Information Systems Citation Data from the Department of Driver Services
* Georgia Emergency Department Data Vital Records

* Georgia Hospital Discharge Data

As more current data becomes available, Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) will use such in refining its Highway Safety Plan (HSP).

https://nhtsagmss.crm9.dynamics.com/main.aspx?area=Nav_Application&etc=10046&page=Applications_HQ&pagetype=entitylist&web=true#5178...  8/305
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Enter description of the outcomes from the coordination of the Highway Safety Plan (HSP), data collection, and information
systems with the State Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP).

Coordination with the Strategic Highway Safety Plan

The Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP) is Georgia’s comprehensive transportation plan. The performance measures and targets listed in the 2019
Highway Safety Plan (HSP) have been coordinated with the data, targets and activities identified in the State SHSP.

Housed within the Governor's Office of Highway Safety (GOHS), the Operations Manager for the SHSP works closely with a variety of internal and external
partners at the federal, state and local levels as well as the private sector. The SHSP was updated in 2015 and in place during FY 2018 with Task Teams
developing plans for the various Emphasis Areas. The task teams are comprised of a combination of engineering, emergency services, enforcement and
education professionals who come from community organizations, private businesses, schools, and public institutions. The teams work together to
establish measurable target(s) that are designed to reduce serious injuries and fatalities in an established emphasis area. Throughout the year, the teams
track their progress against their target(s) and report their findings to the participating groups and to GOHS. GOHS also holds biannual Safety Program
Leadership Meetings for the Executive Board and quarterly meetings for task team leaders.

The SHSP emphasis areas that were identified in 2015 by the task teams included:

¢ Aggressive Driving
¢ Impaired Driving
¢ Occupant Protection
e Serious Crash Type
¢ Intersection Safety
* Roadway Departure Safety
¢ Age-Related Issues
¢ Young Adult Drivers
¢ Older Drivers
* Non-Motorized Users
¢ Pedestrian
¢ Bicyclists
¢ Vehicle Type
e Heavy Trucks
* Motorcycles
e Trauma Systems/Increasing EMS Capabilities
¢ Traffic/Crash Records Data Analysis
« Traffic Incident Management Enhancement Task Team

Distracted Driving was identified as an emphasis area during 2016. The Georgia SHSP document will be updated during the 2018 calendar year and will be
effective from 2019-2021.

3 Performance report

Open each performance measure listed below or click Add New to create additional non-core performance measures to
provide a program-area-level report on the State’s progress towards meeting State performance targets from the previous
fiscal year's HSP.

Performance Measure Name Progress
C-1) Number of traffic fatalities (FARS) In Progress
C-2) Number of serious injuries in traffic crashes (State crash data files) In Progress
C-3) Fatalities/VMT (FARS, FHWA) In Progress
C-4) Number of unrestrained passenger vehicle occupant fatalities, all seat positions (FARS) In Progress

C-5) Number of fatalities in crashes involving a driver or motorcycle operator with a BAC of .08 and above (FARS) | In Progress

C-6) Number of speeding-related fatalities (FARS) In Progress
C-7) Number of motorcyclist fatalities (FARS) In Progress
C-8) Number of unhelmeted motorcyclist fatalities (FARS) In Progress

https://nhtsagmss.crm9.dynamics.com/main.aspx?area=Nav_Application&etc=10046&page=Applications_HQ&pagetype=entitylist&web=true#5178...  9/305
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C-9) Number of drivers age 20 or younger involved in fatal crashes (FARS) In Progress
C-10) Number of pedestrian fatalities (FARS) In Progress
C-11) Number of bicyclists fatalities (FARS) In Progress
B-1) Observed seat belt use for passenger vehicles, front seat outboard occupants (survey) In Progress

C-1) Number of traffic fatalities (FARS)

Progress: In Progress

Enter a program-area-level report on the State’s progress towards meeting State performance targets from the previous

fiscal year’s HSP.

Based upon the 2016 FARS data and 2017 GEARS preliminary data, Georgia is on track "To maintain the 5-year moving average traffic fatalities under the

projected 1,593 (2014-2018) 5-year average by December 2018." Because of this, Georgia will actually show a reduction for this core measure.

Core Measure 1 - GA Total Traffic Fatalities
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C-2) Number of serious injuries in traffic crashes (State crash data files)

Progress: In Progress

Enter a program-area-level report on the State’s progress towards meeting State performance targets from the previous

fiscal year’s HSP.

While the definition of serious injury remained the same, the count of serious injuries from 2006-2015 has increased because

more records from the GSP were added to the dataset and fits the criteria of 50% visible injury, required transport, and with
serious vehicle damage. Because of this and the December 2019 target begin set at 19,643, Georgia will be on track to be

above the target. We will consistently be monitoring the crash data and update it as needed. The below charts (1) represents

the 2018 data and HSP target and (2) represents the revised data.

Chart 1- 2018 HSP data

https://nhtsagmss.crm9.dynamics.com/main.aspx?area=Nav_Application&etc=10046&page=Applications_HQ&pagetype=entitylist&web=true#517...
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Core Measure 2 - GA Total Serious Injuries
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Chart 2- 2019 HSP data

Core Measure 2 - GA Total Serious Injuries
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*Preliminary Data

C-3) Fatalities/VMT (FARS, FHWA)
Progress: In Progress

Enter a program-area-level report on the State’s progress towards meeting State performance targets from the previous
fiscal year’s HSP.

Based upon the 2016 FARS and Preliminary 2017 data, Georgia has been able to "Maintain the 5-year moving average traffic fatalities per 100M VMT
under the projected 1.32 (2014-2018) 5-year average by December 2018." This is still in progress but if the numbers continue to trend downward, Georgia
will meet this core measure.

https://nhtsagmss.crm9.dynamics.com/main.aspx?area=Nav_Application&etc=10046&page=Applications_HQ&pagetype=entitylist&web=true#517...  11/305
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GA Traffic Fatalities per 100M VMT

*Praliminary Data

C-4) Number of unrestrained passenger vehicle occupant fatalities, all seat positions (FARS)
Progress: In Progress

Enter a program-area-level report on the State’s progress towards meeting State performance targets from the previous
fiscal year’s HSP.

Based upon 2016 FARS data and preliminary trends, Georgia is on track to "Maintain the 5-year moving average unrestrained traffic fatalities under the
projected 483 (2014-2018) 5-year average by December 2018." If the data continues to trend as it has based on current data, Georgia will meet this core
measure.

Unrestrained Traffic Fatalities

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

I Unrestrained Traffic Fatalities —@— 5-year moving average

C-5) Number of fatalities in crashes involving a driver or motorcycle operator with a BAC of .08 and above (FARS)
Progress: In Progress

Enter a program-area-level report on the State’s progress towards meeting State performance targets from the previous
fiscal year’s HSP.

Current trends and data show that Georgia will fall just short of the core measure of "Maintaining the 5-year moving average of alcohol related fatalities
under the projected 407 (2014-2018) 5-year average by December 2018." Georgia has approximately 24% of overall traffic related fatalities related to
alcohol. We will continue to put projects into place to help reduce this overall number.

https://nhtsagmss.crm9.dynamics.com/main.aspx?area=Nav_Application&etc=10046&page=Applications_HQ&pagetype=entitylist&web=true#517...  12/305
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Georgia Alcohol Related Fatalities

GMSS
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C-6) Number of speeding-related fatalities (FARS)

Progress: In Progress

Enter a program-area-level report on the State’s progress towards meeting State performance targets from the previous

fiscal year’s HSP.

Based upon 2016 FARS data and current trends, Georgia will meet the target of "Maintaining the 5-year moving average speed related fatalities under the

projected 292 (2014-2018) 5-year average by December 2018." If the data and trends continue, Georgia will meet this core measure.

Georgia Speed Related Fatalities

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

I Speed Related Fatalities —@— 5-year moving average

C-7) Number of motorcyclist fatalities (FARS)

Progress: In Progress

Enter a program-area-level report on the State’s progress towards meeting State performance targets from the previous

fiscal year’s HSP.

2016

Based upon 2016 FARS and 2017 preliminary data, Georgia will "Maintain the 5-year moving average motorcyclist fatalities under the projected 177 (2014-

2018) 5-year average by December 2018." Georgia motorcycle fatalities are trending downward and if this continues, we will meet this core measure.

https://nhtsagmss.crm9.dynamics.com/main.aspx?area=Nav_Application&etc=10046&page=Applications_HQ&pagetype=entitylist&web=true#517...
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Geargia Motorcyclist Fatalities

*Piubim gy Data

C-8) Number of unhelmeted motorcyclist fatalities (FARS)
Progress: In Progress

Enter a program-area-level report on the State’s progress towards meeting State performance targets from the previous
fiscal year’s HSP.

Georgia is one of the few states that still requires motorcyclists to wear proper headgear. Based upon current trends and data, Georgia will be able to
"Reduce the 5-year moving average un-helmeted motorcyclist fatalities by 11% from baseline 9 (2011-2015) 5-year average to 8 (2014-2018) 5-year
average by December 2018."

Georgia Un-helmeted Motorcyclist Fatalities

& pa
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I Ur-helmeted M otoroyclst Fatalities —@— 5-year moving average

C-9) Number of drivers age 20 or younger involved in fatal crashes (FARS)
Progress: In Progress

Enter a program-area-level report on the State’s progress towards meeting State performance targets from the previous
fiscal year’s HSP.

Based upon current data and trends, Georgia will "Maintain the 5-year moving average young drivers involved in fatal crashes under the projected 225
(2014-2018) 5-year average by December 2018."

https://nhtsagmss.crm9.dynamics.com/main.aspx?area=Nav_Application&etc=10046&page=Applications_HQ&pagetype=entitylist&web=true#517... 14/305
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Georgia Drivers under Age 21 involved in Fatal Crashes
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C-10) Number of pedestrian fatalities (FARS)
Progress: In Progress

Enter a program-area-level report on the State’s progress towards meeting State performance targets from the previous
fiscal year’s HSP.

Based upon 2016 FARS and preliminary 2017 data, Georgia will "Maintain the 5-year moving average pedestrian fatalities under the projected 228 (2014-
2018) 5-year average by December 2018." Georgia pedestrian fatalities continue to rise however we have put projects into place that focus on counties
where pedestrian fatalities are highest.

Georgia Pedestrian Fatalities

*Feiifmifully DaTS

C-11) Number of bicyclists fatalities (FARS)
Progress: In Progress

Enter a program-area-level report on the State’s progress towards meeting State performance targets from the previous
fiscal year’s HSP.

Based upon 2016 FARS and 2017 preliminary data, Georgia will "Maintain the 5-year moving average bicyclists fatalities under the projected 29 (2014-
2018) 5-year average by December 2018.

https://nhtsagmss.crm9.dynamics.com/main.aspx?area=Nav_Application&etc=10046&page=Applications_HQ&pagetype=entitylist&web=true#517...  15/305
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B Bicyclist Fataliies

Georgia Bicyclist Fatalities
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B-1) Observed seat belt use for passenger vehicles, front seat outboard occupants (survey)

Progress: In Progress

Enter a program-area-level report on the State’s progress towards meeting State performance targets from the previous

fiscal year’s HSP.

Over the past four years, Georgia has been successful in maintaining one of the highest usage rates in the country. Because of strong media presence,
education, and enforcement, Georgia is on track to "Increase the 5-year moving average seatbelt usage rate from 94.9% (2011-2015) to 96.6% (2014-
2018) 5-year average by December 2018.

2010
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4 Performance

Segtbek Usage Rate

Georgia Seabelt Usage Rate
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2016

—@— 5-year moving average

Open each performance measure listed below or click Add New to create additional non-core performance measures to
provide a list of quantifiable and measurable highway safety performance targets that are data-driven, consistent with the
Uniform Guidelines for Highway Safety Programs and based on highway safety problems identified by the State during the

planning process.

https://nhtsagmss.crm9.dynamics.com/main.aspx?area=Nav_Application&etc=10046&page=Applications_HQ&pagetype=entitylist&web=true#517...

Target Target Start Year Target End Year Target
Performance Measure Name Period(Performance (Performance (Performance Value(Performance
Target) Target) Target) Target)
C-1) Number of traffic fatalities (FARS) 5 Year 2015 2019 1,652.0
C-2) Number of serious injuries in traffic crashes (State 5 Year 2015 2019 24,324.0
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crash data files)
C-3) Fatalities/VMT (FARS, FHWA) 5 Year 2015 2019 1.310
C-4) Number of unrestrained passenger vehicle occupant
" N 5 Year 2015 2019 507.0
fatalities, all seat positions (FARS)
C-5) Number of fatalities in crashes involving a driver or
) 5 Year 2015 2019 478.0
motorcycle operator with a BAC of .08 and above (FARS)
C-6) Number of speeding-related fatalities (FARS) 5 Year 2015 2019 306.0
C-7) Number of motorcyclist fatalities (FARS) 5 Year 2015 2019 151.0
C-8) Number of unhelmeted motorcyclist fatalities (FARS) 5 Year 2015 2019 6.0
C-9) Number of drivers age 20 or younger involved in fatal
5 Year 2015 2019 186.0
crashes (FARS)
C-10) Number of pedestrian fatalities (FARS) 5 Year 2015 2019 251.0
C-11) Number of bicyclists fatalities (FARS) 5 Year 2015 2019 27.0
B-1) Observed seat belt use for passenger vehicles, front
5 Year 2015 2019 97.8
seat outboard occupants (survey)

C-1) Number of traffic fatalities (FARS)
Is this a traffic records system performance measure?

No

C-1) Number of traffic fatalities (FARS)-2019
Target Metric Type: Numeric

Target Value: 1,652.0

Target Period: 5 Year

Target Start Year: 2015

Enter justification for each performance target that explains how the target is data-driven, including a discussion of the
factors that influenced the performance target selection.

1,950
y=159% -5546x+1261.1
R"=0.9836

1,850
o

013 4 a3 p0la 2017 2O00E  rOa9 2020
During the period of 2014-2017, there is an increase in the number of traffic fatalities and the
—— A ®  Projected  +=ee.. Paly (SMA]

unweighted 5-year moving average of traffic fatalities.

The number of traffic fatalities increased by 122 counts -- 9% from 1,432 fatalities in 2015 to 1,554 fatalities in 2016. Preliminary data, shows that
fatalities decreased by 5 counts to 1,549 fatalities in 2017.

Using 5-year moving averaging method and using polynomial modeling (R2 of 0.98) (Figured above), GOHS has the 2019 target to maintain the 5-year
moving average traffic fatalities under the project 1,652 (2015-2019) 5-year average by December 2019.

C-2) Number of serious injuries in traffic crashes (State crash data files)

https://nhtsagmss.crm9.dynamics.com/main.aspx?area=Nav_Application&etc=10046&page=Applications_HQ&pagetype=entitylist&web=true#517...  17/305
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https://nhtsagmss.crm9.dynamics.com/main.aspx?area=Nav_Application&etc=10046&page=Applications_HQ&pagetype=entitylist&web=true#517...

Is this a traffic records system performance measure?

No

C-2) Number of serious injuries in traffic crashes (State crash data files)-2019
Target Metric Type: Numeric

Target Value: 24,324.0

Target Period: 5 Year

Target Start Year: 2015

Enter justification for each performance target that explains how the target is data-driven, including a discussion of the
factors that influenced the performance target selection.

Since 2009, the number of serious injuries have unsteadily increased over time. The number of serious injuries decreased by 1% (175 less serious
injuries) in 2016 in comparison to 2015. Using 5-year moving averaging method and using polynomial modeling (R2 of 0.9973) (figured below), GOHS

has the 2019 target to maintain the 5-year moving average serious traffic injuries under the projected 24,324 (2015-2019) 5-year average by
December 2019.

30,100

y=-156.03x" + 2448 8« + 18828

- R - 0.0073 = C-3) Fatalities/VMT (FARS, FHWA)
z Is this a traffic records system performance measure?

No

15,100

C-3) Fatalities/VMT (FARS, FHWA)-2019

10,100
Target Metric Type: Numeric
5,100
Target Value: 1.310

100
2013 2044 2015

"

2
=

a7 20:8 203 Target Period: 5 Year

—— . Projected ssreses Poly. [SMA]

Target Start Year: 2015

Enter justification for each performance target that explains how the target is data-driven, including a discussion of the
factors that influenced the performance target selection.

In 2016, there were 1.28 traffic fatalities in Georgia for every 100 million vehicle miles traveled. The fatality rate increased by 6% from 1.21 in 2015 to
1.28 in 2016. Using 5-year moving averaging method and using polynomial modeling (R2 of 0.9233) (figured below), GOHS has the 2019 target to
maintain the 5-year moving average traffic fatalities per 100M VMT under the projected 1.31 (2015-2019) 5-year average by December 2019.

¥ = 0,0087%-0.0378x +1.1478
R*=0.9233

130 4 C-4) Number of unrestrained passenger vehicle occupant fatalities, all seat
positions (FARS)

Is this a traffic records system performance measure?

No

C-4) Number of unrestrained passenger vehicle occupant fatalities, all seat positions
(FARS)-2019

Target Metric Type: Numeric
1.00
Target Value: 507.0
095
2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Target Period: 5 Year

p— U ° Projected seasses Poly, (SMA)

Target Start Year: 2015
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Enter justification for each performance target that explains how the target is data-driven, including a discussion of the
factors that influenced the performance target selection.

Since 2014, the number of unrestrained traffic fatalities has steadily increased. In 2016, there were 476 unrestrained fatalities. The number of
unrestrained fatalities increased by 16% (65 more fatalities) in 2016 in comparison to 2015 (tabled below). Using 5-year moving averaging method and
using polynomial modeling (R2 of 1.0) (figured below), GOHS has the 2019 target to maintain the 5-year moving average unrestrained traffic fatalities
under the projected 507 (2015-2019) 5-year average by December 2019.

600

s \f=-01155?x’+:;5_>“1-43-233ﬁ+445 2 C-5) Number of fatalities in crashes involving a driver or motorcycle operator

- £ W with a BAC of .08 and above (FARS)

n Is this a traffic records system performance measure?
450 . No
.

ano \-." C-5) Number of fatalities in crashes involving a driver or motorcycle operator with a BAC of .08
and above (FARS)-2019

350
Target Metric Type: Numeric

300

2013 2014 2015 26 2017 2018 2% 2020 Target VaIUe: 4780
—— 11 »  Projected  seeeees Poly. (SMA) Target Period: 5 Year

Target Start Year: 2015

Enter justification for each performance target that explains how the target is data-driven, including a discussion of the
factors that influenced the performance target selection.

Since 2014, the number of alcohol related traffic fatalities has steadily increased. In 2016, there were 368 alcohol related fatalities. The number of
alcohol related fatalities increased by 3% (10 more fatalities) in 2016 in comparison to 2015 (tabled below). Using 5-year moving averaging method
and using polynomial modeling (R2 of 0.9778) (figured below), GOHS has the 2019 target to maintain the 5-year moving average alcohol related
fatalities under the projected 478 (2015-2019) 5-year average by December 2019.

500

C-6) Number of speeding-related fatalities (FARS)
450 y= 7.55x2 - 30,45x + 320,95
it Is this a traffic records system performance measure?

40

No

C-6) Number of speeding-related fatalities (FARS)-2019

. ‘\/. Target Metric Type: Numeric

Target Value: 306.0

450
2013 2014 2015 2016 P01 20IR 2019 Target Period: 5 Year
0L L] Prejected senasss Poly. (SAIA)

Target Start Year: 2015

Enter justification for each performance target that explains how the target is data-driven, including a discussion of the
factors that influenced the performance target selection.

Since 2012, the number of speed related traffic fatalities has steadily increased. In 2016, there were an estimated 266 speed related fatalities. The
number of speed related fatalities decreased by 1% (2 less fatalities) in 2016 in comparison to 2015. Using 5-year moving averaging method and using
polynomial modeling (R2 of 0.9343) (figured below), GOHS has the 2019 target to maintain the 5-year moving average speed related fatalities under
the projected 306 (2015-2019) 5-year average by December 2019.

C-7) Number of motorcyclist fatalities (FARS)

https://nhtsagmss.crm9.dynamics.com/main.aspx?area=Nav_Application&etc=10046&page=Applications_HQ&pagetype=entitylist&web=true#517...  19/305
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S Is this a traffic records system performance measure?
310 ¥=3.6x7-12.72x 4 218.9 & No
R*=0.8343
290
- .-‘I‘ C-7) Number of motorcyclist fatalities (FARS)-2019
250 . Target Metric Type: Numeric

130

N J Target Value: 151.0
210

Target Period: 5 Year

170 Target Start Year: 2015

2013 2ma 2015 2015 017 M8 1019

Enter justification for each performance target that explains how the target is
SmmmTHLL @ CEraetad aseeds Poly. [SMA) data-driven, including a discussion of the factors that influenced the
performance target selection.

Since 2007, more than 10% of all traffic fatalities were motorcyclists. In 2016, there were an estimated 172 motorcyclist fatalities. The number of
motorcyclist fatalities increased by 13% (20 more fatalities) in 2016 in comparison to 2015. Using 5-year moving averaging method and using
polynomial modeling (R2 of 0.8999) (figured below), GOHS has the 2019 target to maintain the 5-year moving average motorcyclist fatalities under the
projected 151 (2015-2019) 5-year average by December 2019.

y=0.1570x%4 1877154 120.6 ) C-8) Number of unhelmeted motorcyclist fatalities (FARS)
R'=0.89989 ‘

Is this a traffic records system performance measure?
140

No

C-8) Number of unhelmeted motorcyclist fatalities (FARS)-2019
Target Metric Type: Numeric

Target Value: 6.0

100 )
2013 2006 2035 2016 2017 4018 2019 Target Period: 5 Year

—— 10 o Projected  esesess Paly (SMA) Target Start Year: 2015

Enter justification for each performance target that explains how the target is data-driven, including a discussion of the
factors that influenced the performance target selection.

In 2016, there were 9 un-helmeted motorcyclist fatalities. The number of motorcyclist fatalities decreased by 10% (1 less fatalities) in 2016 in
comparison to 2015. The 5-year moving average has steadily decreased by at least 1 since 2008. Using 5-year moving averaging method and using
linear modeling (R2 of 0.9757) (figured below), GOHS has the 2019 target to reduce the 5-year moving average un-helmeted motorcyclist fatalities by
25% from baseline 8 (2012-2016) 5-year average to 6 (2015-2019) 5-year average by December 2019.

12

10

C-9) Number of drivers age 20 or younger involved in fatal crashes (FARS)

8 Is this a traffic records system performance measure?
y= 0.86k+116 e
B Rz 0.9757 @, No
5 o
] C-9) Number of drivers age 20 or younger involved in fatal crashes (FARS)-2019

Target Metric Type: Numeric

Target Value: 186.0

2m3 2014 015 2016 207 018 FitL]

Target Period: 5 Year

—— 510 . Projected  s=esese Linear (SMA)

Target Start Year: 2015

Enter justification for each performance target that explains how the target is data-driven, including a discussion of the
factors that influenced the performance target selection.

https://nhtsagmss.crm9.dynamics.com/main.aspx?area=Nav_Application&etc=10046&page=Applications_HQ&pagetype=entitylist&web=true#517...  20/305
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190 Since 2014, the number of young drivers involved in fatal crashes has steadily increased. In 2016, there were

yulin' 46204+ 1643
145 Rf=0.751 .

188 young drivers involved in fatal crashes. The number of young drivers involved in fatal crashes increased
by 12% (20 more young drivers) in 2016 in comparison to 2015. Using 5-year moving averaging method and
using polynomial modeling (R2 of 0.751) (figured below), GOHS has the 2019 target to maintain the 5-year

. moving average young drivers involved in fatal crashes under the projected 186 (2015-2019) 5-year average

) } by December 2019.
160 s e

C-10) Number of pedestrian fatalities (FARS)

Is this a traffic records system performance measure?

— » Projerted  seseses Poly. |SMA) No

C-10) Number of pedestrian fatalities (FARS)-2019
Target Metric Type: Numeric

Target Value: 251.0

Target Period: 5 Year

Target Start Year: 2015

Enter justification for each performance target that explains how the target is data-driven, including a discussion of the
factors that influenced the performance target selection.

20 Since 2014, the number of pedestrian fatalities have steadily increased over time. In 2016, there were

; : : - o
Rl e i 232 pedestrian fatalities in Georgia. The number of pedestrian fatalities increased by 20% (38 more
S : Ll fatalities) in 2016 in comparison to 2015. Using 5-year moving averaging method and using polynomial
- ’ modeling (R2 of 0.9923) (figured below), GOHS has the 2019 target to maintain the 5-year moving
average pedestrian fatalities under the projected 251 (2015-2019) 5-year average by December 2019.
180
1E0
= C-11) Number of bicyclists fatalities (FARS)
Is this a traffic records system performance measure?
- M3 2014 015 2016 2017 2018 2019
No
— 0 ®  Projected s=e=e= Poly, (SMMA|

C-11) Number of bicyclists fatalities (FARS)-2019
Target Metric Type: Numeric

Target Value: 27.0

Target Period: 5 Year

Target Start Year: 2015

Enter justification for each performance target that explains how the target is data-driven, including a discussion of the
factors that influenced the performance target selection.

In 2016, there were 29 bicyclist fatalities in Georgia. The number of bicyclist fatalities increased by 26% (6 more fatalities) in 2016 in comparison to
2015. Using 5-year moving averaging method and using polynomial modeling (R2 of 0.7697) (figured below), GOHS has the 2019 target to maintain
the 5-year moving average bicyclist fatalities under the projected 27 (2015-2019) 5-year average by December 2019.

B-1) Observed seat belt use for passenger vehicles, front seat outboard occupants (survey)
Is this a traffic records system performance measure?

No

https://nhtsagmss.crm9.dynamics.com/main.aspx?area=Nav_Application&etc=10046&page=Applications_HQ&pagetype=entitylist&web=true#517...  21/305
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i B-1) Observed seat belt use for passenger vehicles, front seat outboard occupants (survey)-2019
30 Target Metric Type: Numeric
v =0.1143x" +0.3143x+18.76
b3 02089 .. Target Value: 97.8
20 ._.,./q Target Period: 5 Year
15 Target Start Year: 2015

Enter justification for each performance target that explains how the target is
data-driven, including a discussion of the factors that influenced the
performance target selection.
01E A Jois J0Ie 2017 2018 201 giatewide safety belt usage in 2016 for drivers and passengers of passenger cars, trucks, and vans
e T Poly. (SMA) was 97.5%, a 0.2% net increase from 2015. In 2016, the 5-year moving average seatbelt usage rate
was 95.8%. GOHS has the 2019 target to increase the 5-year moving average seatbelt usage

rate from 95.8% (2012-2016) to 97.8% (2015-2019) 5-year average by December 2019.

009
058 y=-D.u015:2+0.w_05x+0.393 g
R*=0.8977 -
097
096
095
104
a3
092
001
090
089
088
2013 204 2015 2016 217 2018 2019
——C 0 - Projected  seesees Paly, (SMA)

Georgia Restraint Use Observational Survey
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90.0% oo,
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86.0%
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— Adult (observed) — Cyear moving average

State HSP performance targets are identical to the State DOT targets for common performance measures (fatality, fatality rate, and serious
injuries) reported in the HSIP annual report, as coordinated through the State SHSP.

Check the box if the statement is correct. Yes

https://nhtsagmss.crm9.dynamics.com/main.aspx?area=Nav_Application&etc=10046&page=Applications_HQ&pagetype=entitylist&web=true#517... 22/305
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Enter grant-funded enforcement activity measure information related to seat belt citations, impaired driving arrests and speeding citations.

GMSS

A-1) Number of seat belt citations issued during grant-funded enforcement activities*

Fiscal year 2017
Seat belt citations 76030
A-2) Number of impaired driving arrests made during grant-funded enforcement activities

Fiscal year 2017
Impaired driving arrests 26077
A-3) Number of speeding citations issued during grant-funded enforcement activities*

Fiscal year 2017
Speeding citations 326734

5 Program areas

Program Area Hierarchy

1. Motorcycle Safety

e Communication Campaign

o

o

https://nhtsagmss.crm9.dynamics.com/main.aspx?area=Nav_Application&etc=10046&page=Applications_HQ&pagetype=entitylist&web=true#517...

To use Paid Media to support ongoing Click It Or Ticket (CIOT) enforcement efforts to help decrease unbelted
injury and fatality stats on Georgia’s highways while increasing overall public awareness of occupant protection
and increasing the use of safety belts and child safety restraint systems statewide.

= FAST Act NHTSA 402
To use Paid Media to support ongoing “Operation Zero Tolerance” (OZT)/ “Drive Sober or Get Pulled Over
enforcement efforts to increase public awareness of sober driving and to encourage the use of designated drivers
to improve Georgia’s alcohol-related crash, fatality and injury rate.

= FAST Act NHTSA 402
To use Paid Media to support the GOHS Share The Road/Motorcycle Safety Awareness campaign by targeting
motorists in Georgia’s secondary audience with a motorcycle safety and awareness message.

= FAST Act NHTSA 402
To base Georgia’s year-round Occupant Protection and Impaired Driving Paid Media Plan on the NHTSA National
Communications Plan and to correlate the timetable of the GOHS Media Buy Plan to correspond with planned
enforcement activities at the state, regional and national level.

= FAST Act NHTSA 402
To optimize driver awareness of ongoing national highway safety campaigns during peak driving periods and
during major holiday travel periods.

= FAST Act NHTSA 402
To continue to expand our HeadsUPGeorgia public service distracted driving awareness campaign to include
paid messages, student/parent distracted driving course segments, student distracted driving video message
contest, testimonials with distracted driving crash victims and family members and live television interviews.

= FAST Act NHTSA 402
Partner with Huddle Inc. Ticket Program to provide advertising on ticket backs for high school sporting and
extracurricular events.

= FAST Act NHTSA 402
Use paid media to support the public information and education campaign to inform the Georgia motoring public
about the new Hands-Free Georgia distracted driving law.

= FAST Act NHTSA 402
To partner with local agencies to implement innovative HVE, education, and advertising campaigns targeting
distracted driving.

= FAST Act NHTSA 402
Labor Day Impaired Driving
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= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low
o Yield Behind the Wheel Share the Road With Farm Vehicles
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o Thanksgiving CIOT
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o Holiday Impaired Driving
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low
o Distracted Driving Awareness Month
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o Memorial Day CIOT
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o July 4th Impaired Driving
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low
¢ Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions
o Conduct three (3) waves of statewide enforcement with the “Drive Sober or Get Pulled Over.” campaign.
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o Law enforcement will conduct 7,704 impaired driver contacts
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o Provide 18 educational events to the military.
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low
o Conduct 3 Law Enforcement Recognition events
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low
o Hold 18 community events.
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low
o Monitor 4 local county courts.
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low
o Provide 32 training courses for prosecutors and police officers
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low
o Conduct 18 educational events.
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low
2. Impaired Driving (Drug and Alcohol)
« High Visibility Enforcement
o Fund H.E.A.T. (Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic) Projects
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low
= MAP 21 405b Occupant Protection High Belt Use
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low
= MAP 21 405b Occupant Protection High Belt Use
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low
= MAP 21 405b Occupant Protection High Belt Use
o Train 1,400 law enforcement officers in speed detection
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o Law enforcement will conduct 47,140 speed contacts.
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
¢ Drug Recognition Expert (DRE) Training
o Train 1,050 law enforcement officers in impaired driving- both alcohol and drug related
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low
e Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions
o Conduct three (3) waves of statewide enforcement with the “Drive Sober or Get Pulled Over.” campaign.
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o Law enforcement will conduct 7,704 impaired driver contacts
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o Provide 18 educational events to the military.
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low
o Conduct 3 Law Enforcement Recognition events
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low
o Hold 18 community events.
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= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low

o Monitor 4 local county courts.
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low

o Provide 32 training courses for prosecutors and police officers
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low

o Conduct 18 educational events.
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low

3. Teen Traffic Safety Program
¢ Graduated driver licensing (GDL)

o Provide funds to Georgia colleges to educate students on the dangers of impaired driving

= FAST Act NHTSA 402

o Provide funds to Georgia high schools to operate SADD (Students Against Destructive Decisions) programs

= FAST Act NHTSA 402
4. Police Traffic Services
« High Visibility Enforcement
o Fund H.E.A.T. (Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic) Projects
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low
= MAP 21 405b Occupant Protection High Belt Use
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low
= MAP 21 405b Occupant Protection High Belt Use
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low
= MAP 21 405b Occupant Protection High Belt Use
o Train 1,400 law enforcement officers in speed detection
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o Law enforcement will conduct 47,140 speed contacts.
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
¢ Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

o Conduct three (3) waves of statewide enforcement with the “Drive Sober or Get Pulled Over.” campaign.

= FAST Act NHTSA 402

o Law enforcement will conduct 7,704 impaired driver contacts
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low
= FAST Act NHTSA 402

o Provide 18 educational events to the military.
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low

o Conduct 3 Law Enforcement Recognition events
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low

o Hold 18 community events.
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low

o Monitor 4 local county courts.
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low

o Provide 32 training courses for prosecutors and police officers
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low

o Conduct 18 educational events.
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low

5. Traffic Records
6. Speed Management
« High Visibility Enforcement

o Fund H.E.A.T. (Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic) Projects
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low
= MAP 21 405b Occupant Protection High Belt Use
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low
= MAP 21 405b Occupant Protection High Belt Use
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low
= MAP 21 405b Occupant Protection High Belt Use

o Train 1,400 law enforcement officers in speed detection

https://nhtsagmss.crm9.dynamics.com/main.aspx?area=Nav_Application&etc=10046&page=Applications_HQ&pagetype=entitylist&web=true#517...
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= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o Law enforcement will conduct 47,140 speed contacts.
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
7. Community Traffic Safety Program
¢ Older Driver- General Communication and Education
o Provide funds to coordinate and host a minimum of three CarFit Event Coordinator/Technician trainings
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o Education and outreach events focused on the older adult population, age 65 and older.
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
8. Distracted Driving
¢ High Visibility Cellphone/Text Messaging Enforcement
9. Communications (Media)
¢ Communication Campaign
o To use Paid Media to support ongoing Click It Or Ticket (CIOT) enforcement efforts to help decrease unbelted
injury and fatality stats on Georgia’s highways while increasing overall public awareness of occupant protection
and increasing the use of safety belts and child safety restraint systems statewide.
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o To use Paid Media to support ongoing “Operation Zero Tolerance” (OZT)/ “Drive Sober or Get Pulled Over
enforcement efforts to increase public awareness of sober driving and to encourage the use of designated drivers
to improve Georgia’s alcohol-related crash, fatality and injury rate.
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o To use Paid Media to support the GOHS Share The Road/Motorcycle Safety Awareness campaign by targeting
motorists in Georgia’s secondary audience with a motorcycle safety and awareness message.
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o To base Georgia’s year-round Occupant Protection and Impaired Driving Paid Media Plan on the NHTSA National
Communications Plan and to correlate the timetable of the GOHS Media Buy Plan to correspond with planned
enforcement activities at the state, regional and national level.
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o To optimize driver awareness of ongoing national highway safety campaigns during peak driving periods and
during major holiday travel periods.
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o To continue to expand our HeadsUPGeorgia public service distracted driving awareness campaign to include
paid messages, student/parent distracted driving course segments, student distracted driving video message
contest, testimonials with distracted driving crash victims and family members and live television interviews.
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o Partner with Huddle Inc. Ticket Program to provide advertising on ticket backs for high school sporting and
extracurricular events.
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o Use paid media to support the public information and education campaign to inform the Georgia motoring public
about the new Hands-Free Georgia distracted driving law.
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o To partner with local agencies to implement innovative HVE, education, and advertising campaigns targeting
distracted driving.
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o Labor Day Impaired Driving
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low
o Yield Behind the Wheel Share the Road With Farm Vehicles
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o Thanksgiving CIOT
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o Holiday Impaired Driving
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low
o Distracted Driving Awareness Month
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o Memorial Day CIOT
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o July 4th Impaired Driving
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low
10. Non-motorized (Pedestrians and Bicyclist)
¢ Elementary-age Child Pedestrian Training
o Will host 75 bike and pedestrian safety courses.

https://nhtsagmss.crm9.dynamics.com/main.aspx?area=Nav_Application&etc=10046&page=Applications_HQ&pagetype=entitylist&web=true#517...
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= FAST Act 405h Nonmotorized Safety
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
« Elementary-age Child Bicyclist Training
o Host one Bike Rodeo to educate children ages 6-14.
= FAST Act 405h Nonmotorized Safety
o Will host 75 bike and pedestrian safety courses.
= FAST Act 405h Nonmotorized Safety
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
¢ Bicycle safety education for adult cyclists
o Host one Bike Rodeo to educate children ages 6-14.
= FAST Act 405h Nonmotorized Safety
o Will host 75 bike and pedestrian safety courses.
= FAST Act 405h Nonmotorized Safety
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
11. Occupant Protection (Adult and Child Passenger Safety)
¢ Short-term, High Visibility Seat Belt Law Enforcement
o Conduct four (4) statewide campaigns to promote occupant safety.
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o Provide funds to law enforcement agencies to conduct 7,800 occupant protection contacts.
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o Host one Child Passenger Safety Caravan during National Child Passenger Safety Week.
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o Provide funds to law enforcement agencies to conduct 37 local seatbelt surveys.
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o Conduct Georgia's annual seatbelt survey
= MAP 21 405b Occupant Protection High Belt Use
¢ Child Restraint System Inspection Station(s)
o Provide funds to conduct twenty-four (24) Child Passenger Safety Technician (CPST) Certification Courses
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o Provide funds to conduct thirty-three (33) Child Passenger Safety Technician (CPST) Recertification Courses
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o Conduct twenty-four (24) Continuing Education Unit (CEU) credit workshops
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o Provide funds so at least 150 of Georgia’s 159 counties are provided mini-grants for child safety seats focused on
minority and low-income families.
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o Distribute 4,120 child safety seats
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o Facilitate an annual meeting for Georgia’s certified Child Passenger Safety Technician (CPST) Instructors
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o Provide funds to coordinate and conduct twenty (20) minority outreach presentations in
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o Conduct 8 courses to EMS providers titled “Transporting children safely in Ambulances.”
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o Conduct 80 outreach events in occupant protection
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
12. Aggressive Driving
¢ High Visibility Enforcement
o Fund H.E.A.T. (Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic) Projects
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low
= MAP 21 405b Occupant Protection High Belt Use
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low
= MAP 21 405b Occupant Protection High Belt Use
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low
= MAP 21 405b Occupant Protection High Belt Use
o Train 1,400 law enforcement officers in speed detection
= FAST Act NHTSA 402
o Law enforcement will conduct 47,140 speed contacts.

https://nhtsagmss.crm9.dynamics.com/main.aspx?area=Nav_Application&etc=10046&page=Applications_HQ&pagetype=entitylist&web=true#517...
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= FAST Act NHTSA 402
e Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

o Conduct three (3) waves of statewide enforcement with the “Drive Sober or Get Pulled Over.” campaign.
= FAST Act NHTSA 402

o Law enforcement will conduct 7,704 impaired driver contacts
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low
= FAST Act NHTSA 402

o Provide 18 educational events to the military.
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low

o Conduct 3 Law Enforcement Recognition events
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low

o Hold 18 community events.
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low

o Monitor 4 local county courts.
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low

o Provide 32 training courses for prosecutors and police officers
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low

o Conduct 18 educational events.
= FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low

13. Planning & Administration
e (none)

o Planning and Administration

= FAST Act NHTSA 402

5.1 Program Area: Motorcycle Safety

Program area type Motorcycle Safety

Will countermeasure strategies and planned activities be described in this plan to address the program area?

Yes

Is this program area part of the State occupant protection program area plan for a 405(b) application that identifies the
safety problems to be addressed, performance measures and targets, and the countermeasure strategies and planned
activities the State will implement to address those problems, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(c) and (d)?

No

Problem identification

Enter description and analysis of the State’s highway safety problems (for this program area) as identified through an
analysis of data, including but not limited to fatality, injury, enforcement, and judicial data, to be used as a basis for setting
performance targets and developing countermeasure strategies.

Problem Identification and Program Justification

Motorcycles are an increasingly popular means of transportation. In 2017, there were 201,689 registered motorcycles in the state of Georgia, a slight
increase from 2016. The number of registered motorcycles continues to increase from 2008. However, the percentage of motorcycle fatalities has
remained fairly consistent during the same time period. In 2016, more than 8 out of every 10,000 registered motorcyclists died — the highest rate since
2008. GOHS partially attribute this increase to the current economic situation and the fact that people were trying to find less expensive ways to

commute.

Motorcycle and scooter riders continue to face more risks of crashing and being injured than passengers in four-wheeled vehicles. Motorcycles are
complex to operate and more exposed to a greater number of hazards than cars and trucks. Too many riders lack the basic skills to adapt their current
driving habits to the special demands of a motorcycle. Other road users are also unaware of the special characteristics of motorcycles which can also lead
to crashes.

In 2016, nearly 11.1% (172 persons) of the people killed in motor vehicle crashes in Georgia were motorcyclists—11.7% increase over the previous year.
Of those motorcycle fatalities, residents within the age range of (16 — 74) were the targeted population; 97% (167 motorcycle fatalities) were riders and
2.9% were passengers.
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Per FARS data, motorcycle fatalities were more prong to occurring between noon — 8:59 pm on weekdays and weekends (Mondays and Fridays) during
2016. Contributing factors include alcohol, speed, distraction, and rider inexperience. 36% of the motorcycle fatalities occurred in urban areas of Fulton
(15), Gwinnett (12), Cobb (13), Clayton (11), and DeKalb County (11); while 5.8% of these fatalities occurred in rural areas with Bartow County (10) being
more exposed. 89.5% of the total motorcycle fatalities were using a helmet, and 10.8% combined (not used- 5.4% and unknown- 5.4%) were not using a
helmet.

Motorcyclists may not be aware that they lack the specialized skills to operate a motorcycle safely. Unlicensed riders may continue to ride under either a
‘perennial permit’ or with no endorsement at all and lack the basic skills needed to operate a motorcycle safely.

Georgia has utilized the Riders Helping Riders program and a mix of communication mechanisms to draw attention to the dangers of impaired riding (e.g.
newspapers, community meetings, e-mail, posters, fliers, mini-planners and law enforcement mobilizations). Riders Helping Riders is a rider-training
program based on findings that

Riders tend to look out for each other, but for various reasons, are hesitant to intervene in the drinking and riding behavior of their peers. The program
communicates the drinking and riding problem, the need for rider intervention as it relates to drinking and riding behavior of their peers, and tools that riders
can use to help prevent the drinking and riding of their peers.

According to Fatality Analysis Reporting System (FARS) data, the proportions of un-helmeted fatalities fluctuated greatly. In 2016, 5.4% (9 fatalities) of all
172 motorcyclist fatalities in Georgia were un-helmeted in comparison to 7.8% (13 fatalities of all 178 fatalities) that were un-helmeted in 2008. Un-
helmeted rider deaths are trending down but we are unsure of those that are being killed while wearing the non-Department of Transportation (DOT)
approved helmets.

Motoreycle Fatalities per 100,000 Registered Motorcycles 2008-2016

Malorcyclist Falalifies per

100,000 Motorcycle
Registrafions

2008 178 188,072 9464
2009 140 197,171 71
2010 128 196,958 64.99
2011 150 199,620 7514
2012 134 201,207 &6.6
2013 11é 200,133 57.96
2014 137 199,575 68.65
2015 152 200,410 77.44
2016 172 196277 87.63

Source: National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA)/ FARS

Alcohol is also a significant risk factor among Georgia motorcycle rider fatalities. According to the Fatality Analysis Reporting System, in 2016, 19 percent
of Georgia’s motorcycle riders killed in fatal crashes contained a BAC at or above .08. (This is less than the national level of 25 percent of the total

motorcycle riders killed with BAC at or above .08).

In 2016, Georgia has an alcohol reporting rate of 42 percent—42 percent of all drivers involved in fatal crashes were tested for alcohol consumption with
recorded BAC. In Georgia 2,150 drivers were involved in fatal crashes, and 900 drivers were tested. The highest rate of alcohol testing occurred among

the fatally injured (64%). Surviving drivers involved in fatal crashes were tested 24% of the time.

The chart below is based upon FARS data- 2012-2016.

https://nhtsagmss.crm9.dynamics.com/main.aspx?area=Nav_Application&etc=10046&page=Applications_HQ&pagetype=entitylist&web=true#517...
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Target Population

All drivers of passenger vehicles and other motorists who may endanger motorcycle and scooter riders in Georgia.

Performance measures

Select at least one performance measure that is data-driven, that enables the State to track progress toward meeting the
quantifiable annual target. For program areas where performance measures have not been jointly developed (e.g.,
distracted driving, drug-impaired driving) for which States are using HSP funds, the State shall develop its own
performance measures and performance targets that are data-driven.

Performance Measures in Program Area

i Target Target
Fiscal . Target
Performance Measure Name Period(Performance Value(Performance
Year End Year
Target) Target)
2019 C-1) Number of traffic fatalities (FARS) 5 Year 2019 1,652.0
2019 C-2) Number of serious injuries in traffic crashes (State crash data files) 5 Year 2019 24,324.0

C-5) Number of fatalities in crashes involving a driver or motorcycle operator
2019 ) 5 Year 2019 478.0
with a BAC of .08 and above (FARS)

2019 C-7) Number of motorcyclist fatalities (FARS) 5 Year 2019 151.0

2019 C-8) Number of unhelmeted motorcyclist fatalities (FARS) 5 Year 2019 6.0

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies to
submit for program area.

Countermeasure Strategies in Program Area

Fiscal Year Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Communication Campaign
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2019 Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

5.1.1 Countermeasure Strategy: Communication Campaign

Program area Motorcycle Safety

Countermeasure strategy Communication Campaign

Innovative countermeasure strategies are countermeasure strategies which have not yet been proven effective in the
highway safety arena but show potential based on limited practical application. Justification of innovative countermeasure
strategies can be based on past successes when applied to other behavioral safety problems.

Is this countermeasure strategy innovative?

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the planned high visibility enforcement strategies that support national
mobilizations? § 1300.11(d)(6)

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint
inspection stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under
§ 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events
based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the
State’s problem identification]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) under the seat belt
enforcement criterion? § 1300.21(e)(3) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required
under § 1300.11(d)(5), demonstrating that the State conducts sustained enforcement (i.e., a program of recurring efforts
throughout the fiscal year of the grant to promote seat belt and child restraint enforcement), and that based on the State’s
problem identification, involves law enforcement agencies responsible for seat belt enforcement in geographic areas in
which at least 70 percent of either the State’s unrestrained passenger vehicle occupant fatalities occurred or combined
fatalities and serious injuries occurred]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) under the high risk
population countermeasure programs criterion? § 1300.21(e)(4) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State will implement data-driven programs to improve
seat belt and child restraint use for at least two of the following at-risk populations: (i) Drivers on rural roadways; (ii)
Unrestrained nighttime drivers; (iii) Teenage drivers; (iv) Other high-risk populations identified in the occupant protection
program area plan required under § 1300.21(d)(1)]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) under the comprehensive
occupant protection program criterion? § 1300.21(e)(5)(ii)(B) [Countermeasure strategies (such as enforcement, education,
communication, policies/legislation, partnerships/outreach), at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), designed to
achieve the performance targets of the strategic plan]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist
awareness program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required
under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political
subdivisions where the incidence of crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

Yes
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Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving
program criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those
jurisdictions where the incidence of motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

Yes

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2)
[Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the
assurances that the State will undertake activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of §
1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Countermeasure strategy description

To describe the program area countermeasure strategy that will help the State complete its program and achieve specific
performance targets, complete the following:

Enter assessment of the overall projected traffic safety impacts of the countermeasure strategy chosen and of the planned
activities to be funded.

Data Used to Identify Priorities

Motorcycles are an increasingly popular means of transportation. In 2016, there were 196,277 registered motorcycles in the state of Georgia, an
increase from 2014. The number of registered motorcycles continues to increase from 2008. However, the percentage of motorcycle fatalities has
remained fairly consistent during the same time period. In 2016, more than 8 out of every 10,000 registered motorcyclists died — the highest rate since
2008. GOHS partially attribute this increase to the current economic situation and the fact that people were trying to find less expensive ways to

commute.

In 2016, 11% percent (172 persons) of the people killed in motor vehicle crashes in Georgia were motorcyclists—a 11.7% increase over the previous
year. Of these, 97 percent (167) were riders and 2.9 percent were passengers. In 2008, Georgia experienced the highest in motorcycle fatality count
within fifteen years (178 motorcyclist fatalities). Contributing factors include alcohol, speed, distraction, and rider inexperience. Un-helmeted rider
deaths are on the increase plus we are unsure of those that are being killed while wearing the non-Department of Transportation (DOT) approved

helmets.

Nationally in 2016, motorcycle fatalities have decreased slightly from 2008 when there were 5,312 rider deaths. In 2008, motorcycle deaths accounted
for 15.5% of the overall traffic deaths nationwide. In 2016, motorcyclists accounted for 14% of all traffic fatalities nationwide and 17% of all occupant

(driver and passenger) fatalities.

In Georgia during the 2016 calendar year, over 60 percent of all motorcyclist crashes occurred in metropolitan areas including Atlanta, Gainesville,
Augusta, Savannah, and Columbus. According to FARS data, Fulton, Dekalb, Cobb, and Gwinnett counties had the highest number of motorcycle
crashes in 2016. The attached charts show FARS data from the 2016 calendar year.

Enter description of the linkage between program area problem identification data, performance targets, identified
countermeasure strategy and allocation of funds to planned activities.

Strategic Communications Plan
Overview

Georgia’s Strategic Communication Plan targets those counties that account for the majority of registered motorcycles in the state. These counties
include Fulton, Chatham, Cobb, Gwinnett, DeKalb, Richmond, Henry, Cherokee, Forsyth, Paulding, Hall, Houston, Coweta, Columbia, Bartow, Douglas,
Clayton, and Carroll. Therefore, Georgia created a Strategic Communication Plan to educate motorists in those target counties and the Atlanta
metropolitan area. In FFY 2018, the Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) will use a mix of communication mechanisms to draw attention to the
problem (e.g. newspapers, community meetings, e-mail, posters, flyers, mini-planners, instructor-led training and law enforcement mobilizations) to

deliver the message of motorcycle awareness.

Two agencies are responsible for executing a comprehensive motorcycle safety program, which includes public outreach and communication: The

Department of Driver Services (DDS) and the Georgia Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS).
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The Department of Driver Services (DDS) is responsible for motorcycle licensing and administering rider education courses in Georgia. This includes
contracting with possible training centers, training instructors, scheduling classes, etc. Under the legislation that created its motorcycle safety program,
the Department of Driver Services (DDS) is also to provide a Public Information and Awareness effort. This activity has been executed collaboratively
with the Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS).

The Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) has the primary responsibility of collecting and evaluating data, developing an annual highway safety
plan and longer term Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP). Annually, the Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) provides highway safety funds
to support the effort of eligible government agencies and private organizations to eliminate or reduce highway safety problems and enhance highway
safety consistent with Georgia’s Highway Safety Plan. The Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) also conducts its own public outreach and

communication programs.

Efforts between the Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) and the Department of Driver Services (DDS) are coordinated through the Strategic
Highway Safety Plan (SHSP) Motorcycle Task Force and the Georgia Motorcycle Program Coordinator. This plan supports the safety goals of the
Highway Safety Plan and the Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP).

The Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) Public Information Officer (PIO) engages the services of the media through a statewide media
contract and earned media. The media efforts will aid in the development of new campaign messages and designs of new campaign collateral for the

2019 riding season. The contractor will be asked to integrate an evaluation program into the campaign as well.

Evidence of effectiveness
Enter a rationale for selecting the countermeasure strategy and funding allocation for each planned activity.

To help achieve these goals, the communication efforts will focus primarily on those areas where the majority of serious motorcycle crashes occur, in
the major metropolitan area of Georgia. These metropolitan areas include: Atlanta, Gainesville, Augusta, Savannah, Athens, and Columbus, where a
majority of the crashes occurred in 2016. In addition, these efforts will also focus on the counties with the highest number of registered motorcyclists

and counties with the highest number of motorcycle crashes involving alcohol.

Planned activities

Select existing planned activities below and/or click Add New to enter and select planned activities that the State will
conduct to support the countermeasure strategies within each program area to address its problems and achieve its
performance targets.

Planned activities in countermeasure strategy

Planned
activity . Primary
. Planned Activity Name
unique Countermeasure
identifier
To use Paid Media to support ongoing Click It Or Ticket (CIOT) enforcement efforts to help decrease unbelted injury
PM-01 and fatality stats on Georgia’s highways while increasing overall public awareness of occupant protection and
increasing the use of safety belts and child safety restraint systems statewide.
To use Paid Media to support ongoing “Operation Zero Tolerance” (OZT)/ “Drive Sober or Get Pulled Over
PM-02 enforcement efforts to increase public awareness of sober driving and to encourage the use of designated drivers to
improve Georgia’s alcohol-related crash, fatality and injury rate.
PM-03 To use Paid Media to support the GOHS Share The Road/Motorcycle Safety Awareness campaign by targeting

motorists in Georgia’s secondary audience with a motorcycle safety and awareness message.

To base Georgia’s year-round Occupant Protection and Impaired Driving Paid Media Plan on the NHTSA National
PM-04 Communications Plan and to correlate the timetable of the GOHS Media Buy Plan to correspond with planned
enforcement activities at the state, regional and national level.

To optimize driver awareness of ongoing national highway safety campaigns during peak driving periods and during
major holiday travel periods.

PM-05

PM-06 To continue to expand our HeadsUPGeorgia public service distracted driving awareness campaign to include paid
messages, student/parent distracted driving course segments, student distracted driving video message contest,
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testimonials with distracted driving crash victims and family members and live television interviews.

PM-07 Partner with Huddle Inc. Ticket Program to provide advertising on ticket backs for high school sporting and
extracurricular events.

PM-08 Use paid media to support the public information and education campaign to inform the Georgia motoring public about
the new Hands-Free Georgia distracted driving law.

PM-09 To partner with local agencies to implement innovative HVE, education, and advertising campaigns targeting
distracted driving.

PM-10 Labor Day Impaired Driving

PM-11 Yield Behind the Wheel Share the Road With Farm Vehicles

PM-12 Thanksgiving CIOT

PM-13 Holiday Impaired Driving

PM-14 Distracted Driving Awareness Month

PM-15 Memorial Day CIOT

PM-16 July 4th Impaired Driving

5.1.1.1 Planned Activity: To use Paid Media to support ongoing Click It Or Ticket (CIOT) enforcement
efforts to help decrease unbelted injury and fatality stats on Georgia’s highways while increasing overall
public awareness of occupant protection and increasing the use of safety belts and child safety restraint
systems statewide.

Planned activit To use Paid Media to support ongoing Click It Or Ticket (CIOT) enforcement efforts to help decrease unbelted injury and fatality stats
y on Georgia’s highways while increasing overall public awareness of occupant protection and increasing the use of safety belts and

child safety restraint systems statewide.

name

Planned activity
number

PM-01

Primary
countermeasure
strategy

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
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1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No
Enter description of the planned activity.

To use Paid Media to support ongoing Click It Or Ticket (CIOT) enforcement efforts to help decrease unbelted injury and fatality stats on Georgia’s
highways while increasing overall public awareness of occupant protection and increasing the use of safety belts and child safety restraint systems
statewide.

Enter intended subrecipients.

internal

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year | Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Communication Campaign

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal Year Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds | Estimated Funding Amount | Match Amount | Local Benefit

2018 FAST Act NHTSA 402 | Paid Advertising (FAST) | $100,000.00 $25,000.00 $0.00

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.
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5.1.1.2 Planned Activity: To use Paid Media to support ongoing “Operation Zero Tolerance” (OZT)/
“Drive Sober or Get Pulled Over enforcement efforts to increase public awareness of sober driving and
to encourage the use of designated drivers to improve Georgia’s alcohol-related crash, fatality and
injury rate.

Planned activit To use Paid Media to support ongoing “Operation Zero Tolerance” (OZT)/ “Drive Sober or Get Pulled Over enforcement efforts to
y increase public awareness of sober driving and to encourage the use of designated drivers to improve Georgia’s alcohol-related

crash, fatality and injury rate.

name

Planned activity
number

PM-02

Primary
countermeasure
strategy

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)
No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

Yes

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

Yes

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No
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Enter description of the planned activity.

To use Paid Media to support ongoing “Operation Zero Tolerance” (OZT)/ “Drive Sober or Get Pulled Over enforcement efforts to increase public
awareness of sober driving and to encourage the use of designated drivers to improve Georgia’s alcohol-related crash, fatality and injury rate.

Enter intended subrecipients.

internal

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year | Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Communication Campaign

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal Year Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds | Estimated Funding Amount | Match Amount | Local Benefit

2018 FAST Act NHTSA 402 | Paid Advertising (FAST) | $140,000.00 $35,000.00 $0.00

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.1.1.3 Planned Activity: To use Paid Media to support the GOHS Share The Road/Motorcycle Safety
Awareness campaign by targeting motorists in Georgia’s secondary audience with a motorcycle safety
and awareness message.

Planned activity To use Paid Media to support the GOHS Share The Road/Motorcycle Safety Awareness campaign by targeting motorists in

name Georgia’s secondary audience with a motorcycle safety and awareness message.

Planned activity
PM-03

number

Primary

countermeasure

strategy

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)
No
Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection

stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]
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No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

To use Paid Media to support the GOHS Share The Road/Motorcycle Safety Awareness campaign by targeting motorists in Georgia’s secondary audience
with a motorcycle safety and awareness message.

Enter intended subrecipients.

internal

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year | Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Communication Campaign

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.
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Source Fiscal Year Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds | Estimated Funding Amount | Match Amount | Local Benefit

2018 FAST Act NHTSA 402 | Paid Advertising (FAST) | $10,000.00 $2,500.00 $0.00

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.1.1.4 Planned Activity: To base Georgia’s year-round Occupant Protection and Impaired Driving Paid
Media Plan on the NHTSA National Communications Plan and to correlate the timetable of the GOHS
Media Buy Plan to correspond with planned enforcement activities at the state, regional and national
level.

Planned activit To base Georgia’s year-round Occupant Protection and Impaired Driving Paid Media Plan on the NHTSA National Communications
name y Plan and to correlate the timetable of the GOHS Media Buy Plan to correspond with planned enforcement activities at the state,

regional and national level.

Planned activity
PM-04
number

Primary
countermeasure
strategy

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
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State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No
Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State

will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

To base Georgia’s year-round Occupant Protection and Impaired Driving Paid Media Plan on the NHTSA National Communications Plan and to correlate
the timetable of the GOHS Media Buy Plan to correspond with planned enforcement activities at the state, regional and national level.

Enter intended subrecipients.

internal

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year | Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Communication Campaign

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal Year Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds | Estimated Funding Amount | Match Amount | Local Benefit

2018 FAST Act NHTSA 402 | Paid Advertising (FAST) | $10,000.00 $2,500.00 $0.00

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.1.1.5 Planned Activity: To optimize driver awareness of ongoing national highway safety campaigns
during peak driving periods and during major holiday travel periods.

Planned activity name To optimize driver awareness of ongoing national highway safety campaigns during peak driving periods and during
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major holiday travel periods.
Planned activity number PM-05

Primary countermeasure
strategy

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

Yes

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

Yes

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

To optimize driver awareness of ongoing national highway safety campaigns during peak driving periods and during major holiday travel periods.

Enter intended subrecipients.

internal

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.
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Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year | Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Communication Campaign

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal Year Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds | Estimated Funding Amount | Match Amount | Local Benefit

2018 FAST Act NHTSA 402 | Paid Advertising (FAST) | $10,000.00 $2,500.00 $0.00

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.1.1.6 Planned Activity: To continue to expand our HeadsUPGeorgia public service distracted driving
awareness campaign to include paid messages, student/parent distracted driving course segments,
student distracted driving video message contest, testimonials with distracted driving crash victims and
family members and live television interviews.

To continue to expand our HeadsUPGeorgia public service distracted driving awareness campaign to include paid messages,

Planned activity ) . ) - ) ) . -
student/parent distracted driving course segments, student distracted driving video message contest, testimonials with distracted

name - - . . L .
driving crash victims and family members and live television interviews.

Planned activity
PM-06
number

Primary
countermeasure
strategy

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)
No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
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that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No
Enter description of the planned activity.

To continue to expand our HeadsUPGeorgia public service distracted driving awareness campaign to include paid messages, student/parent distracted
driving course segments, student distracted driving video message contest, testimonials with distracted driving crash victims and family members and live
television interviews.

Enter intended subrecipients.

internal

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year | Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Communication Campaign

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal Year Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds | Estimated Funding Amount | Match Amount | Local Benefit

2018 FAST Act NHTSA 402 | Paid Advertising (FAST) | $20,000.00 $5,000.00 $0.00

Major purchases and dispositions
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Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.1.1.7 Planned Activity: Partner with Huddle Inc. Ticket Program to provide advertising on ticket backs
for high school sporting and extracurricular events.

Partner with Huddle Inc. Ticket Program to provide advertising on ticket backs for high school sporting and

Planned activity name )
extracurricular events.

Planned activity number PM-07

Primary countermeasure
strategy

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)
No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
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activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No
Enter description of the planned activity.

Huddle partners with 158 of Georgia's 159 counties (427 schools) by providing tickets at no charge to schools. Each ticket will contain a highway safety
message. In addition, the highway safety message will be placed on spring/fall event programs and a highway safety focused PA announcement will be
played at each event.

Enter intended subrecipients.

Internal

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year | Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Communication Campaign

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal Year Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds Estimated Funding Amount | Match Amount | Local Benefit

2018 FAST Act NHTSA 402 | Occupant Protection (FAST) | $156,000.00 $39,000.00 $0.00

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.1.1.8 Planned Activity: Use paid media to support the public information and education campaign to
inform the Georgia motoring public about the new Hands-Free Georgia distracted driving law.

- Use paid media to support the public information and education campaign to inform the Georgia motoring public about the
Planned activity name - L
new Hands-Free Georgia distracted driving law.

Planned activity
number

PM-08
Primary
countermeasure

strategy

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)

No
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Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No
Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State

will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Use paid media to support the public information and education campaign to inform the Georgia motoring public about the new Hands-Free Georgia
distracted driving law.

Enter intended subrecipients.

internal

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year | Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Communication Campaign
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Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal Year Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds | Estimated Funding Amount | Match Amount | Local Benefit

2018 FAST Act NHTSA 402 | Paid Advertising (FAST) | $10,000.00 $2,500.00 $0.00

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.1.1.9 Planned Activity: To partner with local agencies to implement innovative HVE, education, and
advertising campaigns targeting distracted driving.

To partner with local agencies to implement innovative HVE, education, and advertising campaigns targeting

Planned activity name ) .
distracted driving.
Planned activity number PM-09

Primary countermeasure
strategy

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)
No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the

https://nhtsagmss.crm9.dynamics.com/main.aspx?area=Nav_Application&etc=10046&page=Applications_HQ&pagetype=entitylist&web=true#517... 47/305



7/12/2018 GMSS

https://nhtsagmss.crm9.dynamics.com/main.aspx?area=Nav_Application&etc=10046&page=Applications_HQ&pagetype=entitylist&web=true#517...

State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

To partner with local agencies to implement innovative HVE, education, and advertising campaigns targeting distracted driving.

Enter intended subrecipients.

internal

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year | Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Communication Campaign

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal Year Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds | Estimated Funding Amount | Match Amount | Local Benefit

2018 FAST Act NHTSA 402 | Paid Advertising (FAST) | $5,000.00 $1,250.00 $0.00

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.1.1.10 Planned Activity: Labor Day Impaired Driving

Planned activity name Labor Day Impaired Driving

Planned activity number PM-10
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Primary countermeasure strategy

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

Yes

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

Yes

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Impaired driving-related news conferences Georgia media markets.

Enter intended subrecipients.

Internal

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

I | 1
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Fiscal Year | Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Communication Campaign

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal i . Estimated Funding Match Local
Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds ]
Year Amount Amount Benefit

FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving 405d Impaired Driving Low
2018 $266,666.67 $66,666.67
Low (FAST)

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.1.1.11 Planned Activity: Yield Behind the Wheel Share the Road With Farm Vehicles

Planned activity name Yield Behind the Wheel Share the Road With Farm Vehicles
Planned activity number PM-11

Primary countermeasure strategy

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)
No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No
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Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

News conference at the Sun Belt Ag Expo

Enter intended subrecipients.

Internal

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year | Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Communication Campaign

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal Year Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds | Estimated Funding Amount | Match Amount | Local Benefit

2018 FAST Act NHTSA 402 | Paid Advertising (FAST) | $5,000.00 $1,250.00 $0.00

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.1.1.12 Planned Activity: Thanksgiving CIOT

Planned activity name Thanksgiving CIOT
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Planned activity number PM-12

Primary countermeasure strategy

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Occupant protection-related news conferences in major media markets in Georgia.

Enter intended subrecipients.

Internal

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities
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Fiscal Year | Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Communication Campaign

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal Year Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds | Estimated Funding Amount | Match Amount | Local Benefit

2018 FAST Act NHTSA 402 | Paid Advertising (FAST) | $40,000.00 $10,000.00 $0.00

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.1.1.13 Planned Activity: Holiday Impaired Driving

Planned activity name Holiday Impaired Driving
Planned activity number PM-13

Primary countermeasure strategy

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)
No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

Yes
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Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

Yes

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Impaired driving-related news conferences in Georgia media markets.

Enter intended subrecipients.

Internal

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year | Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Communication Campaign

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal . . Estimated Funding Match Local
Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds .
Year Amount Amount Benefit
FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving 405d Impaired Driving Low
2018 $266,666.67 $66,666.67
Low (FAST)

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.1.1.14 Planned Activity: Distracted Driving Awareness Month

https://nhtsagmss.crm9.dynamics.com/main.aspx?area=Nav_Application&etc=10046&page=Applications_HQ&pagetype=entitylist&web=true#517...  54/305



7/12/2018 GMSS

Planned activity name Distracted Driving Awareness Month
Planned activity number PM-14

Primary countermeasure strategy

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

News conference

Enter intended subrecipients.

Internal

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.
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Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year | Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Communication Campaign

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal Year Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds | Estimated Funding Amount | Match Amount | Local Benefit

2018 FAST Act NHTSA 402 | Paid Advertising (FAST) | $10,000.00 $2,500.00 $0.00

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.1.1.15 Planned Activity: Memorial Day CIOT

Planned activity name Memorial Day CIOT
Planned activity number PM-15

Primary countermeasure strategy

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)
No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]
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Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Occupant protection-related news conferences in major media markets in Georgia.

Enter intended subrecipients.

Internal

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year | Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Communication Campaign

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal Year Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds | Estimated Funding Amount | Match Amount | Local Benefit

2018 FAST Act NHTSA 402 | Paid Advertising (FAST) | $40,000.00 $10,000.00 $0.00

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.1.1.16 Planned Activity: July 4th Impaired Driving
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Planned activity name July 4th Impaired Driving
Planned activity number PM-16

Primary countermeasure strategy

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)
No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

Yes
Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the

State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

Yes

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Impaired driving-related news conferences Georgia media markets.

Enter intended subrecipients.

Internal

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.
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Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year | Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Communication Campaign

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal . . Estimated Funding Match Local
Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds .
Year Amount Amount Benefit

FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving 405d Impaired Driving Low
Low (FAST)

2018 $266,666.67 $66,666.67

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.1.2 Countermeasure Strategy: Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Program area Motorcycle Safety

Countermeasure strategy Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Innovative countermeasure strategies are countermeasure strategies which have not yet been proven effective in the
highway safety arena but show potential based on limited practical application. Justification of innovative countermeasure
strategies can be based on past successes when applied to other behavioral safety problems.

Is this countermeasure strategy innovative?

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the planned high visibility enforcement strategies that support national
mobilizations? § 1300.11(d)(6)

Yes

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint
inspection stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under
§ 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events
based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the
State’s problem identification]

No
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Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) under the seat belt
enforcement criterion? § 1300.21(e)(3) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required
under § 1300.11(d)(5), demonstrating that the State conducts sustained enforcement (i.e., a program of recurring efforts
throughout the fiscal year of the grant to promote seat belt and child restraint enforcement), and that based on the State’s
problem identification, involves law enforcement agencies responsible for seat belt enforcement in geographic areas in
which at least 70 percent of either the State’s unrestrained passenger vehicle occupant fatalities occurred or combined
fatalities and serious injuries occurred]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) under the high risk
population countermeasure programs criterion? § 1300.21(e)(4) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State will implement data-driven programs to improve
seat belt and child restraint use for at least two of the following at-risk populations: (i) Drivers on rural roadways; (ii)
Unrestrained nighttime drivers; (iii) Teenage drivers; (iv) Other high-risk populations identified in the occupant protection
program area plan required under § 1300.21(d)(1)]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) under the comprehensive
occupant protection program criterion? § 1300.21(e)(5)(ii)(B) [Countermeasure strategies (such as enforcement, education,
communication, policies/legislation, partnerships/outreach), at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), designed to
achieve the performance targets of the strategic plan]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist
awareness program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required
under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political
subdivisions where the incidence of crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

Yes

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving
program criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those
jurisdictions where the incidence of motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

Yes

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2)
[Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the
assurances that the State will undertake activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of §
1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Countermeasure strategy description

To describe the program area countermeasure strategy that will help the State complete its program and achieve specific
performance targets, complete the following:

Enter assessment of the overall projected traffic safety impacts of the countermeasure strategy chosen and of the planned
activities to be funded.

The National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) reports that in 2016, 37,461 people were killed in motor vehicle traffic crashes in the
United States, of which 10,497 (28%) were alcohol-related. Every fifty minutes in America, someone is killed in an alcohol-related crash. Nationally,

these crashes result in more than $44 billion in economic costs on an annual basis.

In Georgia during the 2016 calendar year, over 60 percent of all motorcyclist crashes occurred in metropolitan areas including Atlanta, Gainesville,
Augusta, Savannah, and Columbus. According to FARS data, Fulton, Dekalb, Cobb, and Gwinnett counties had the highest number of motorcycle

crashes in 2016. The attached charts show FARS data from the 2016 calendar year.

Alcohol is a significant risk factor among Georgia motorcycle rider fatalities. Every year since 2008, alcohol related motorcycle fatalities showed a

steady increase in Georgia. According to the Fatality Analysis Reporting System in 2016, 21 percent (35) of the motorcycle riders killed in fatal crashes
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(167) contained a BAC at or above a .08. This is less than the national level of 1,259 (25%) of 4,950 motorcycle riders who were alcohol impaired
(BAC of .08 g/dL or higher).

In 2016, Georgia has an alcohol reporting rate of 42% -- 42% of all drivers involved in fatal crashes were tested for alcohol consumption with recorded
BAC. This is the highest reporting percentage in Georgia in the previous 5 years. In Georgia, 2,150 drivers were involved in fatal crashes, and 900
drivers were tested. The highest alcohol testing occurred among the fatally injured (62%), followed by Non-Incapacitating Evident Injured drivers
(23%).

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

271 295 296 279 358 368

As indicated above, alcohol was associated with 368 highway fatalities in Georgia during 2016. This equates to twenty-four percent (24%) of Georgia’s
overall fatalities. Even with stricter laws, high visibility law enforcement, and increased public information and education (PI&E) programs, the number
of impaired driving crashes, injuries and fatalities remains unacceptable. The chance of a crash being fatal is six times higher if exposed to impaired

driving when compared to those not related to alcohol or drugs.

As presented below, The U.S. and Georgia had an increase in overall fatalities as well as increase in alcohol related fatalities. Data shows from 2011-
2016, Georgia experienced increase in overall crash fatalities of 328 (27%) and an increase of 97 (36%) in alcohol-related traffic deaths. These

numbers indicate that Georgia should emphasize preventative measures for countering the problems of driving under the influence of alcohol.
MEASURE

Total Folalifies

Falalifies

% of Alcohol
Related Folalities

Enter description of the linkage between program area problem identification data, performance targets, identified
countermeasure strategy and allocation of funds to planned activities.

Impaired Driving Enforcement — H.E.A.T.

Aggressive traffic has been determined to be one of the leading causes of death and serious injury crashes on the roadways of Georgia. Driving under
the influence of alcohol and speed are among the worst behaviors identified with aggressive drivers. The Governor’s Office of Highway Safety’s
(GOHS) impaired driving program is geared toward jurisdictions where the incidences of impaired crashes among motorist and motorcyclist are the

highest within the State of Georgia.

Since 2002, the Georgia Governor's Office of Highway Safety has maintained a multi-jurisdictional task force to address aggressive and impaired
driving in Georgia. Originally, three officers from six counties, the City of College Park, and the City of Atlanta came together to form a team of twenty-
four officers to form H.E.A.T. (Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic). Since this formation, the Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic
(H.E.A.T.) team has continued to grow with agencies being added across the state. In FFY 2018, GOHS funded eighteen (18) agencies across the
state where speed and impaired driving crashes and fatalities are consistently high. The Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) will maintain the

Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T.) program in FFY 2019.
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The Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T) Units were established for the purpose of reducing the number of driving incidents. This
project will focus on impaired driving and speeding, two of the main aggressive driving related violations. This will be accomplished through

enforcement and education.

Alcohol and Other Drug Countermeasures

Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) will administer and manage alcohol programs (funding 405 (f)). This includes but is not limited to:
overseeing in-house grants and contracts, seeking and managing grants that foster the agency’s mission, collecting and analyzing data, seeking
partnerships in the communities, and to providing training and public information necessary to ensure proper and efficient use of federal highway safety
funds. The public information will include the creation of brochures, collateral messaging items and effective communication with the media and public

which will be available.

The State of Georgia maintains an annual comprehensive plan for conducting high visibility impaired driving enforcement and that plan will continue for
the remainder of FY 2018 and FY 2019. The plan includes the following:

1. Strategic impaired driving enforcement which is designed to reach motorcyclist and motorist in geographic subdivisions that account for a
majority of the state’s population and half of the state’s alcohol-related fatalities. Please see list of counties in the state ranked from
highest to lowest in impaired driving related crashes for all vehicle types.

2. Three statewide impaired driving mobilizations that occur during the holidays of July 4th, Labor Day (September), and December
holidays.

3. Strategic mobilizations for geographic subdivisions that show abnormal increases in traffic injuries and/or deaths (Thunder Task Force).

Georgia law enforcement agencies will participate in four impaired driving mobilizations by conducting checkpoints and/or saturation patrols on at least

four nights during the national impaired driving campaigns as well as on a quarterly basis throughout FY 2019.
The four (4) impaired driving mobilizations are as follows:

1. December 2018/New Year 2019

2. Thunder Task Force (Three Dates TBD)
3. July Fourth 2019

4. Labor Day 2019

Statewide Impaired Driving Mobilization

Georgia participates in three annual statewide mobilizations to combat impaired driving. These campaigns occur during the Fourth of July, Labor Day,
and December holidays. Georgia utilizes its Traffic Enforcement Networks (TEN) which provide state and local law enforcement officers with a
structured means of collaborating regionally on their unique highway safety priorities with emphasis on impaired driving. They also provide the ability to
communicate regional highway safety priorities up the chain-of-command, to reach local and state policy makers, community leaders, legislators and
others. The 16 regional networks are instrumental in carrying out this statewide impaired-driving enforcement campaign. The traffic enforcement

networks work closely with The Georgia State Patrol.

Strategic Thunder Mobilizations

The Governor’s Office of Highway Safety has established a taskforce consisting of state wide officers (H.E.A.T.), troopers and sheriff's deputies. The
Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) “Thunder” taskforce is a specialized traffic enforcement unit designed to help Georgia communities
combat unusually high amount of traffic crashes, injuries and fatalities. Their mission is to reduce highway deaths and serious injuries by changing the
illegal driving behaviors of motorcyclist and motorists in the region through an increased law enforcement presence in those high crash corridors. The

task force was established in 2007 and continues to be very effective in reducing highway crashes, injuries and deaths.

As you can see alcohol is also a significant risk factor for Georgia motorcycle riders. Every year since 1998, alcohol related motorcycle fatalities have
been increasing in Georgia. According to the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA), in 2016, twenty-five percent (25%) of all fatally
injured motorcycle riders had BAC levels of .08 g/dL or higher. Across the U.S., the percentage with BAC .08 g/dL or above was highest for fatally

injured motorcycle riders among two age groups, 35-39 (38%), followed by 4549 (37%). Nighttime single vehicle crashes are the most dangerous for

impaired motorcycle riders. Fifty-five percent (55%) of those type crashes result in the death of a motorcyclist.
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Evidence of effectiveness
Enter a rationale for selecting the countermeasure strategy and funding allocation for each planned activity.

Aggressive driving has been determined to be one of the leading causes of death and serious injury crashes on the roadways of Georgia.
Driving under the influence of alcohol and speed are among the worst behaviors identified with aggressive drivers. Since 2001, the Georgia
Governor's Office of Highway Safety has maintained a multi-jurisdictional task force to address aggressive and impaired driving in Georgia.
Originally, three officers from six counties, the City of College Park, and the City of Atlanta came together to form a team of twenty-four officers
to form Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T.). Since this formation, the Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T.)
team has maintained consistency across the state. In FFY 2018, the Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) funded eighteen (18)
Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T.) units across the state where speed and impaired driving crashes and fatalities are
consistently high. Governor's Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) will maintain the Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T.) program
in FFY 2019. The Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T) Units were established for the purpose of reducing the number of
driving incidents. This project will continue to focus on impaired driving and speeding, two of the main aggressive driving related violations. This
will be accomplished through enforcement and education.

Georgia will continue to fund data driven projects that focus on impaired driving enforcement and education. The Highway Enforcement of
Aggressive Traffic Units operate in a majority of the counties where impaired motorcycle crashes occurred in 2016. The chart below describes
the FFY2018 grantees, grant amounts, counties represented, and the total fatalities, impaired driving fatalities, and motorcycle fatalities.
Georgia plans to fund projects like HEAT again in 2019.

: ‘Grant Total Aleohol .08+ Motorcycle:

Couty et Amount | 2013 | 2014| 2015 2016 2013 | 2014 | 2015| 2016 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016
Bartow Bartow Co 50 101,348.18] 17 | 21 | 29 | 26 4 8 6 4 2 3 4 10
Bibb Bibb Ca SO 25,096.39) 31 23| 1 28 B [ [ 3 2 3 a 1
Bullach DPS-Mighthawks 15 | 16 | 15 | 18 | 5 & 4 3 2 1 0 1]
Burke Burke Co 50 122,236.61| 12 | 7 3 8 4 3 [ 3 1 0 0 0
Chatham  |Savannah PD 123,727.37| 44 | 26 | 54 | 43 13 9 13 | 14 [ [ 7 2
Cherokee |Cherckee Co 50 272,012.14] 16 | 12 | 12 | 7 2 4 0 3 5 1 0
Clarke Athens-Clarke Co PD 89,371.38] 7 9 |15 |13 ) 2 1 [ 0 1 2 4 1
Coffes Douglas PD 52,634.28 3 ] T T a 2 2 2 0 [} 1 ]
Dekalb Dekalb Co PD 32,674.03) 70 | 55 | Ba | 80 | 21 13 | 24 | 20 ) [ 3 11
Dougherty [DPS- Nighwhawks 10 |12 )13 20} 1 2 3 4 2 0 0 2
Douglas  [Douglas Co 50 32,24059) 19 | 12 | 22| A | 5 3 4 5 2 4 5 3
Farsyth Forsyth Co 50 248,130.41) 17 11 13 11 2 4 a4 2 4 4 1 1
Fulton DPS- Nighthawks B5 | 77 |104 129 21 | 19 | 34 | 32 | 9 9 | 13 | 15
Glynn Glynn Co PD 29,379.04) 13 | 16 | 9 7 L 3 1 2 3 0 0 2
Gwinnett [DFS- Nighthawks 45 | 55 | 67 | 61 11 14 | 18 | 22 8 9 12 | 12
Habersham|Habersham Co. 50 61,934.07| 7 3 3 12 1 3 4 4 1 1 1 1
Hall Hall Co 50 127,830.02] 17 | 21 | 33 | 31 | & 4 9 8 ] 4 4 4
Henry Henry Ca PD 32,475.84| 26 26| 29 26 ] 8 5 8 2 4 3 1
Houston  |Houston Co SO 132,166.90| 9 3 11 | 17 2 1 2 5 1] 2 2 3
Lowndes [Lowndes Co 50 106894.53] 7 | 13 | 18 | 17 | 0 2 4 4 1 0 1 2
Muscogee [DPS- Nighwhawks 14 |17 | 14| 27| 5 4 5 6 1 5 1 6
Newton Mewtan Co 50 126,920.76| 18 7 18| 1 4 2 B 2 1 a 1 1

Noste- DPS Mighthuwis ste pan of the GA Saste Patrol snd split their time betwein the counties of Futoniinnent ChathsmiBulioch snd MurcogesDioughenty
FrdtoniGrnsece- Moith Teamn, ChathamdSulioch- South Team- Combired Fundieg 223535569
MuscogeeiBibb. Misdle G4 Toam. Funding $907 (4640

Planned activities

Select existing planned activities below and/or click Add New to enter and select planned activities that the State will
conduct to support the countermeasure strategies within each program area to address its problems and achieve its
performance targets.

Planned activities in countermeasure strategy

Planned activity unique

. . Planned Activity Name Primary Countermeasure
identifier

AL-01 Conduct three (3) waves of statewide enforcement with the “Drive Sober or Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement
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Get Pulled Over.” campaign. and Sanctions
. . . . Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement
AL-02 Law enforcement will conduct 7,704 impaired driver contacts .
and Sanctions
AL-04 Provide 32 training courses for prosecutors and police officers
. . . Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement
AL-05 Provide 18 educational events to the military. .
and Sanctions
» Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement
AL-06 Conduct 3 Law Enforcement Recognition events )
and Sanctions
. Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement
AL-07 Hold 18 community events. .
and Sanctions
AL-08 Conduct 18 educational events.
. Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement
AL-09 Monitor 4 local county courts. .
and Sanctions
PT-06 Fund H.E.A.T. (Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic) Projects High Visibility Enforcement

5.1.2.1 Planned Activity: Conduct three (3) waves of statewide enforcement with the “Drive Sober or
Get Pulled Over.” campaign.

Planned activity name Conduct three (3) waves of statewide enforcement with the “Drive Sober or Get Pulled Over.” campaign.
Planned activity number AL-01

Primary countermeasure strategy Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)

Yes

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]
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No
Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State

will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Conduct three (3) waves of statewide enforcement with the “Drive Sober or Get Pulled Over.” campaign.

Enter intended subrecipients.

local and state law enforcement

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year Countermeasure Strategy Name
2019 High Visibility Enforcement
2019 Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal Year Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds | Estimated Funding Amount | Match Amount | Local Benefit

2018 FAST Act NHTSA 402 | Paid Advertising (FAST) | $100,000.00 $25,000.00 $0.00

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.1.2.2 Planned Activity: Law enforcement will conduct 7,704 impaired driver contacts

Planned activity name Law enforcement will conduct 7,704 impaired driver contacts
Planned activity number AL-02
Primary countermeasure strategy Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions
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Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)

Yes

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No
Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State

will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Law enforcement will conduct 7,704 impaired driver contacts with funds provided by GOHS

Enter intended subrecipients.

local and state law enforcement

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year Countermeasure Strategy Name
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2019 High Visibility Enforcement

2019 Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal i . Estimated Funding Match Local
Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds i
Year Amount Amount Benefit

FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving 405d Impaired Driving Low
2017 $102,488.97 $25,622.24
Low (FAST)

2018 FAST Act NHTSA 402 Alcohol (FAST) $75,000.00 $18,750.00 $0.00

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.1.2.3 Planned Activity: Provide 32 training courses for prosecutors and police officers

Planned activity name Provide 32 training courses for prosecutors and police officers
Planned activity number AL-04

Primary countermeasure strategy

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No
Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §

1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]
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No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Training will aid in the detection, apprehension and prosecution of impaired drivers.

Enter intended subrecipients.

Prosecuting Attorney's Office

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal . . Estimated Funding Match Local
Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds .
Year Amount Amount Benefit

FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving 405d Impaired Driving Low
2017 $340,391.00 $85,097.75
Low (FAST)

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.1.2.4 Planned Activity: Provide 18 educational events to the military.
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Planned activity name Provide 18 educational events to the military.
Planned activity number AL-05

Primary countermeasure strategy Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Conduct educational events on military bases across Georgia focused on impaired driving

Enter intended subrecipients.

Mother's Against Drunk Driving

Countermeasure strategies
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Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal i . Estimated Funding Match Local
Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds ]
Year Amount Amount Benefit

FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving 405d Impaired Driving Low
2017 $45,547.82 $11,386.96
Low (FAST)

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.1.2.5 Planned Activity: Conduct 3 Law Enforcement Recognition events

Planned activity name Conduct 3 Law Enforcement Recognition events
Planned activity number AL-06

Primary countermeasure strategy Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)
No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No
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Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Events will recognize law enforcement efforts to combat impaired driving. One event will be statewide and two events will be held locally.

Enter intended subrecipients.

Mother's Against Drunk Driving

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal . . Estimated Funding Match Local
Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds .
Year Amount Amount Benefit

FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving 405d Impaired Driving Low
2017 $45,547.82 $11,386.96
Low (FAST)

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost
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No records found.

5.1.2.6 Planned Activity: Hold 18 community events.

Planned activity name Hold 18 community events.
Planned activity number AL-07

Primary countermeasure strategy Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)
No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

18 community events will be held to educate the citizens on the dangers of impaired driving.

Enter intended subrecipients.
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Mother's Against Drunk Driving

Countermeasure strategies

GMSS

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year

Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Low

(FAST)

Source Fiscal i . Estimated Funding Match Local
Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds ]
Year Amount Amount Benefit
FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving 405d Impaired Driving Low
2017 $45,547.82 $11,386.96

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity

Price Per Unit | Total Cost

NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.1.2.7 Planned Activity: Conduct 18 educational events.

Planned activity name

Planned activity number AL-08

Primary countermeasure strategy

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)

No

Conduct 18 educational events.

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety

technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),

https://nhtsagmss.crm9.dynamics.com/main.aspx?area=Nav_Application&etc=10046&page=Applications_HQ&pagetype=entitylist&web=true#517...  73/305



7/12/2018 GMSS

that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No
Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State

will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Conduct 18 educational events to high schools students and their parents- Power of Parents and Power of Youth.

Enter intended subrecipients.

Mother's Against Drunk Driving

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal . . Estimated Funding Match Local
Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds .
Year Amount Amount Benefit
FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving 405d Impaired Driving Low
2017 $45,547.82 $11,386.96
Low (FAST)

Major purchases and dispositions
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Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.1.2.8 Planned Activity: Monitor 4 local county courts.

Planned activity name Monitor 4 local county courts.
Planned activity number AL-09

Primary countermeasure strategy Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)
No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No
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Enter description of the planned activity.
Monitoring the local courts and provide feedback when necessary and related to DUI cases.
Enter intended subrecipients.

Mother's Against Drunk Driving

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal . . Estimated Funding Match Local
Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds .
Year Amount Amount Benefit

FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving 405d Impaired Driving Low
Low (FAST)

2017 $45,547.82 $11,386.96

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.2 Program Area: Impaired Driving (Drug and Alcohol)

Program area type Impaired Driving (Drug and Alcohol)

Will countermeasure strategies and planned activities be described in this plan to address the program area?

Yes

Is this program area part of the State occupant protection program area plan for a 405(b) application that identifies the
safety problems to be addressed, performance measures and targets, and the countermeasure strategies and planned
activities the State will implement to address those problems, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(c) and (d)?

No
Problem identification
Enter description and analysis of the State’s highway safety problems (for this program area) as identified through an

analysis of data, including but not limited to fatality, injury, enforcement, and judicial data, to be used as a basis for setting
performance targets and developing countermeasure strategies.
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The National High Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) reports that in 2016, 10,497 people were killed in alcohol-impaired driving
crashes which averages to 1 alcohol-impaired-driving fatality every fifty minutes. These fatalities account for twenty-eight (28%) percent
of all motor vehicle traffic fatalities in the United States. Fatalities due to alcohol-impaired-driving has increased by 1.7 percent from 2015.
According to data from NHTSA, in 2015 there were 10,320 fatalities. Nationally, these crashes result in more than $44 billion in economic
costs. A few examples of economic costs include: medical costs, legal/court expenses, and insurance administration.

As indicated in the attached graph, impairment was associated with 368 traffic fatalities in Georgia during 2016. Twenty-four percent of
Georgia Drivers who were involved in fatal crashes had a BAC level of .08. Nationally, alcohol- impaired driving rates are 50 percent in
both urban and rural. In Georgia, Alcohol-impaired driving rates are very high in urban areas where alcohol establishments are most
prevalent. These areas include: Metropolitan Atlanta, Augusta, Savannah, Macon, and Columbus. College towns such as Athens and
Valdosta, though not heavily populated, tend to show trends of impaired driving problems as well. NHTSA'’s findings show that 25- to-34
year olds had the highest percentage (27%) of drivers with BACs of .08 or higher in fatal crashes followed by 21- to 24-year-old drivers
(26%).

Georgia’s impaired driving statistics have been impacted by the drug culture as reflected in an increase in drug related crashes. The
number of law enforcement officers properly trained to identify drug impairment has been limited because of manpower shortages and
lack of understanding for the need of this training by the law enforcement community. A companion program to Drug Recognition experts
(DRE), Standardized Field Sobriety Testing (SFST). Is experiencing some success although the defense bar has vigorously attacked the
Standardized Field Sobriety Test (SFST) process, particularly the portion which deals with Horizontal Gaze Nystagmus 9 HGN). The
primary problem is that many non-traffic enforcement officers are not properly trained in this procedure and their ability to detect, evaluate
and help through prosecution efforts is limited.

Georgia’'s Administrative License Suspension (ALS) law continues to be misused by the defense bar. In assessing the effectiveness of
Georgia’s Administrative License Suspension procedures for impaired drivers, the initial analysis of Administrative License Suspension
(ALS) hearings and data revealed that a large percentage of Administrative License Suspension (ALS) hearings were lost by the state
because of the officer’s failure to attend hearings. Training proves to be an effective tool to combat Administrative License Suspension
(ALS) issues and Georgia will increase its efforts to train law enforcement and Administrative License Suspension (ALS) judges.

Georgia Alcohol-Impaired Driving Fatalities

Performance measures

Select at least one performance measure that is data-driven, that enables the State to track progress toward meeting the
quantifiable annual target. For program areas where performance measures have not been jointly developed (e.g.,
distracted driving, drug-impaired driving) for which States are using HSP funds, the State shall develop its own
performance measures and performance targets that are data-driven.

Performance Measures in Program Area

| | | | | |
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Fiscal Performance Measure Name Target Target Target
Year Period(Performance End Year Value(Performance
Target) Target)
2019 C-1) Number of traffic fatalities (FARS) 5 Year 2019 1,652.0
2019 C-2) Number of serious injuries in traffic crashes (State crash data files) 5 Year 2019 24,324.0

C-5) Number of fatalities in crashes involving a driver or motorcycle operator
2019 ) 5 Year 2019 478.0
with a BAC of .08 and above (FARS)

2019 C-9) Number of drivers age 20 or younger involved in fatal crashes (FARS) 5 Year 2019 186.0

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies to
submit for program area.

Countermeasure Strategies in Program Area

Fiscal Year Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 High Visibility Enforcement

2019 Drug Recognition Expert (DRE) Training

2019 Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

5.2.1 Countermeasure Strategy: High Visibility Enforcement

Program area Impaired Driving (Drug and Alcohol)
Countermeasure strategy High Visibility Enforcement
Innovative countermeasure strategies are countermeasure strategies which have not yet been proven effective in the

highway safety arena but show potential based on limited practical application. Justification of innovative countermeasure
strategies can be based on past successes when applied to other behavioral safety problems.

Is this countermeasure strategy innovative?

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the planned high visibility enforcement strategies that support national
mobilizations? § 1300.11(d)(6)

Yes

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint
inspection stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under
§ 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events
based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the
State’s problem identification]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) under the seat belt
enforcement criterion? § 1300.21(e)(3) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required
under § 1300.11(d)(5), demonstrating that the State conducts sustained enforcement (i.e., a program of recurring efforts
throughout the fiscal year of the grant to promote seat belt and child restraint enforcement), and that based on the State’s
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problem identification, involves law enforcement agencies responsible for seat belt enforcement in geographic areas in
which at least 70 percent of either the State’s unrestrained passenger vehicle occupant fatalities occurred or combined
fatalities and serious injuries occurred]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) under the high risk
population countermeasure programs criterion? § 1300.21(e)(4) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State will implement data-driven programs to improve
seat belt and child restraint use for at least two of the following at-risk populations: (i) Drivers on rural roadways; (ii)
Unrestrained nighttime drivers; (iii) Teenage drivers; (iv) Other high-risk populations identified in the occupant protection
program area plan required under § 1300.21(d)(1)]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) under the comprehensive
occupant protection program criterion? § 1300.21(e)(5)(ii)(B) [Countermeasure strategies (such as enforcement, education,
communication, policies/legislation, partnerships/outreach), at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), designed to
achieve the performance targets of the strategic plan]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist
awareness program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required
under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political
subdivisions where the incidence of crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving
program criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those
jurisdictions where the incidence of motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2)
[Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the
assurances that the State will undertake activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of §
1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Countermeasure strategy description

To describe the program area countermeasure strategy that will help the State complete its program and achieve specific
performance targets, complete the following:

Enter assessment of the overall projected traffic safety impacts of the countermeasure strategy chosen and of the planned
activities to be funded.

Aggressive driving has been determined to be one of the leading causes of death and serious injury crashes on the roadways of Georgia.
Driving under the influence of alcohol and speed are among the worst behaviors identified with aggressive drivers. Since 2001, the Georgia
Governor's Office of Highway Safety has maintained a multi-jurisdictional task force to address aggressive and impaired driving in Georgia.
Originally, three officers from six counties, the City of College Park, and the City of Atlanta came together to form a team of twenty-four officers
to form Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T.). Since this formation, the Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T.)
team has maintained consistency across the state. In FFY 2018, the Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) funded eighteen (18)
Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T.) units across the state where speed and impaired driving crashes and fatalities are
consistently high. Governor's Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) will maintain the Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T.) program
in FFY 2019. The Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T) Units were established for the purpose of reducing the number of
driving incidents. This project will continue to focus on impaired driving and speeding, two of the main aggressive driving related violations. This
will be accomplished through enforcement and education.

The Governor’s Office of Highway Safety created sixteen regional traffic enforcement networks that encompass all 159 Georgia counties. The
networks are made up of local and state traffic enforcement officers and prosecutors from each region of the state. The networks are
coordinated by a coordinator and an assistant coordinator, both which are full time law enforcement officers volunteering their time and efforts to
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highway safety. The dedicated support from these officers, their law enforcement agency and department heads are unsurpassed. The networks
meet monthly to provide information, training and networking opportunities to the attending officers. Prosecutors, Judges and non-traditional
traffic enforcement agencies such as the Georgia Department of Natural Resources, Department of Corrections and Military Police often attend
the meetings and offer assistance for traffic enforcement training and initiatives. The networks are utilized to efficiently mobilize law enforcement
statewide for traffic enforcement initiatives. The traffic enforcement networks have become an outstanding networking, training and
communication tool for Georgia’s traffic enforcement community.

In an effort to communicate legislative updates, court decisions and other pertinent information to traffic enforcement officers across the state,
the Governor's Office of Highway Safety in partnership with Emory University has established an email list serve that all participating law
enforcement officers can receive up to date traffic enforcement related information. Information is about traffic enforcement policies, legal
updates, training opportunities, and other traffic enforcement related information. There are over 800 traffic enforcement officers and
prosecutors subscribed to the Georgia Traffic Enforcement Network (GATEN) list serv.

The Governor's Office of Highway Safety recognizes that law enforcement plays an extremely important role in overall highway safety in the
State of Georgia. Campaigns such as Click it or Ticket, Operation Zero Tolerance (Drive Sober or Get Pulled Over), and the 100 Days of
Summer HEAT (Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic) have proven that high-visibility enforcement of Georgia’s traffic laws is the key to
saving lives and reducing injuries on Georgia’s roadways.

Click it or Ticker Movember 18, 2018 — November 25, 2018
Drive Sober or Get Pulled Ovar December 18 , 2018 — Janvary 3, 2019
Click ir or Ticker May 14, 2019 - June 2, 2019
Drive Sober or Get Pulled Over June 21, 20019 —uly 7, 2019
Drive Sober or Ger Pulled Over Avgust 15, 2019 - September 2, 2019

Enter description of the linkage between program area problem identification data, performance targets, identified
countermeasure strategy and allocation of funds to planned activities.

The Governor’s Office of Highway Safety Thunder Task Force is a Traffic Enforcement Special Response Team coordinated by the Law
Enforcement Services Team. This is an evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program to prevent traffic violations, crashes, and injuries in
locations most at risk for such incidents. The Thunder Task Force is a data driven, high visibility, sustained, traffic enforcement response team,
designed to impact a jurisdiction with a Thunder Task Force mobilization. The concept is to identify a county or area of the state to deploy the
Task Force based on the data, partner with the local law enforcement jurisdictions and courts, develop an enforcement strategy based on
current crash reports and data, and infiltrate the regions with two to three months of high visibility enforcement and earned media. The Task
Force identifies the areas, conducts the mobilizations, turns the numbers around in that region, then moves to another region of the state and
repeats the process.

A significant part of Thunder Task Force is educating local citizens regarding necessary changes in their driving behavior to further reduce traffic
fatalities and injuries. The enforcement efforts are directed by traffic crash fatality data analysis updated within the Fatality Analysis Surveillance
Tool (FAST) developed by Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS), and Georgia Electronic Accident Reporting System (GEARS). The
Thunder Task Force is coordinated by the Governor’s Office of Highway Safety Law Enforcement Services Division and includes the Georgia
State Patrol, Governor’s Office of Highway Safety HEAT Units (Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic), Department of Public Safety Motor
Carrier Compliance Division (MCCD) and local law enforcement. We also use as much local crash data as available, looking at time of day,
location and causation (DUI, Seatbelt, Speed, Motorcycles). The Thunder Task Force is deployed to areas of the state that data indicates
unusually high incidences of traffic fatalities and serious injuries. The Task Force identifies the problem areas, and conducts mobilizations using
the resources that are needed for these problem areas, such as the Motor Carrier Compliance Division (MCCD), Child Passenger Safety
Technicians (CPST), and trained DUI officers. With this continued effort of putting resources where the problems are, the Governor’s Office of
Highway Safety (GOHS) is able to stabilize the problem with a proven effective and cost efficient method of saving lives, therefore reducing the
projected numbers of annual traffic fatalities in the State of Georgia. While conducting a Thunder Task Force Mobilization, the enforcement plan
is adjusted on a continuous basis, using current local data provided by the local jurisdiction. 60 to 90 days after the mobilizations end, the Task
Force typically returns to the jurisdiction for a follow up visit and evaluation.

Evidence of effectiveness

Enter a rationale for selecting the countermeasure strategy and funding allocation for each planned activity.
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The Thunder Task Force is a data driven, high visibility, sustained, traffic enforcement response team, designed to impact a
jurisdiction with an Thunder Task Force mobilization. A significant part of Thunder Task Force is educating local citizens
regarding necessary changes in their driving behavior to further reduce traffic fatalities and injuries. The enforcement efforts
are directed by traffic crash fatality data analysis updated within the Fatality Analysis Surveillance Tool (FAST) developed by
GOHS, and GEARS. The Thunder Task Force is coordinated by the Governor’s Office of Highway Safety Services Division and
includes the Georgia State Patrol, GOHS HEAT Units (Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic), DPS Motor Carrier
Compliance Division and Local Law Enforcement to conduct the high visibility enforcement during the three month effort.

The concept is to identify a county or area of the state to deploy the task force based on the data, partner with the local law
enforcement jurisdictions and courts, develop an enforcement strategy based on current crash reports and data, and infiltrate
the region with high visibility enforcement and earned media. The continuous earned media and the overwhelming high
visibility enforcement during the enforcement periods gives the perception that the task force is mobilized during the entire
summer.

The Task Force identifies the areas, conducts the mobilizations, turns the numbers around in that region, then moves to
another region of the state and repeats the process. With this continued effort of putting resources where the problems are,
then moving to the next location once the problem is stabilized has proven to be a very effective and cost efficient method of
saving lives and reducing the projected numbers of annual traffic fatalities in the State of Georgia.

The Thunder Task Force concept was piloted in Savannah-Chatham County during April, May and June of 2007.
The three month program (12 operational days) had the following results:

« 96 Drunk Drivers were arrested.

» 175 Suspended or Revoked License arrests.
« 1617 Other traffic Violations.

« 75 Drug offenders and fugitives arrested

« 4732 Total Arrests or citations

During the three month period, the Thunder Task Force reduced fatal crashes in Savannah-Chatham County by more than
58%.

The GOHS Thunder Task Force has found a winning recipe; data focused, cost efficient, high visibility enforcement, combined
with an extensive earned media message. The result is lives saved on Georgia roadways. In every location the Task Force
has been deployed we have seen a reduction in Crashes and Fatalities.

Planned activities
Select existing planned activities below and/or click Add New to enter and select planned activities that the State will
conduct to support the countermeasure strategies within each program area to address its problems and achieve its
performance targets.

Planned activities in countermeasure strategy

Planned activity unique - .
. » Planned Activity Name Primary Countermeasure
identifier
SC-01 Train 1,400 law enforcement officers in speed detection
SC-02 Law enforcement will conduct 47,140 speed contacts.
AL-01 Conduct three (3) waves of statewide enforcement with the “Drive Sober or Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement
Get Pulled Over.” campaign. and Sanctions
. . . . Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement
AL-02 Law enforcement will conduct 7,704 impaired driver contacts )
and Sanctions
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PT-06 Fund H.E.A.T. (Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic) Projects High Visibility Enforcement

5.2.1.1 Planned Activity: Train 1,400 law enforcement officers in speed detection

Planned activity name Train 1,400 law enforcement officers in speed detection
Planned activity number SC-01

Primary countermeasure strategy

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)
No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No
Enter description of the planned activity.
Training to law enforcement focusing on reducing serious injury and fatality related crashes through proactive speed enforcement training programs.

Enter intended subrecipients.
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Georgia Public Safety Training Center

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year | Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 High Visibility Enforcement

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal Year Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds Estimated Funding Amount | Match Amount | Local Benefit

2018 FAST Act NHTSA 402 | Speed Management (FAST) | $45,475.31 $11,368.83 $0.00

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.2.1.2 Planned Activity: Law enforcement will conduct 47,140 speed contacts.

Planned activity name Law enforcement will conduct 47,140 speed contacts.
Planned activity number SC-02

Primary countermeasure strategy

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)
Yes

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]
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No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Law enforcement will conduct 47,140 contacts related to speed enforcement
Enter intended subrecipients.

Local and state law enforcement

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year | Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 High Visibility Enforcement

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal Year Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds Estimated Funding Amount | Match Amount | Local Benefit

2018 FAST Act NHTSA 402 | Speed Management (FAST) | $105,301.00 $26,325.25 $105,301.00

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost
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Decatur Electronics OnSite 300MX Speed Trailer 1 $8,000.00 $8,000.00 | $8,000.00 $8,000.00
speed trailer 1 $7,285.67 $7,285.67 | $7,285.67 $7,285.67
Stalker SAM Trailer 1 $9,424.00 $9,424.00 | $9,424.00 $9,424.00
Speed Alert 24 Radar Message Sign Trailer Package | 2 $16,485.00 $32,970.00 | $16,485.00 $32,970.00

5.2.1.3 Planned Activity: Fund H.E.A.T. (Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic) Projects

Planned activity name Fund H.E.A.T. (Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic) Projects
Planned activity number PT-06

Primary countermeasure strategy High Visibility Enforcement

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)
Yes

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

Yes

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

Yes

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

Yes

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.
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Law enforcement projects, funded based upon crash data, will concentrate on Aggressive Driving (DUl and Speed) and Occupant Protection

Enter intended subrecipients.

local and state law enforcement

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Short-term, High Visibility Seat Belt Law Enforcement

2019 High Visibility Enforcement

2019 Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal ) L Estimated Funding Match )
Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds Local Benefit
Year Amount Amount
2018 FAST Act NHTSA 402 Police Traffic Services (FAST) $2,718,485.33 $679,621.33 | $2,718,485.33
. o 405d Impaired Driving Low
2017 FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low (FAST) $2,327,067.51 $581,766.88
MAP 21 405b Occupant Protection 405b High Occupant Protection
2015 ) $126,694.03 $31,673.51
High Belt Use (MAP-21)

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost
Police Interceptor Utility | 2 $48,000.00 $96,000.00 | $48,000.00 $96,000.00
Dodge Charger 3 $24,892.75 $74,678.25 | $24,892.75 $74,678.25

5.2.2 Countermeasure Strategy: Drug Recognition Expert (DRE) Training

Program area Impaired Driving (Drug and Alcohol)

Countermeasure strategy Drug Recognition Expert (DRE) Training

Innovative countermeasure strategies are countermeasure strategies which have not yet been proven effective in the
highway safety arena but show potential based on limited practical application. Justification of innovative countermeasure
strategies can be based on past successes when applied to other behavioral safety problems.

Is this countermeasure strategy innovative?

No
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Is this countermeasure strategy part of the planned high visibility enforcement strategies that support national
mobilizations? § 1300.11(d)(6)

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint
inspection stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under
§ 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events
based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the
State’s problem identification]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) under the seat belt
enforcement criterion? § 1300.21(e)(3) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required
under § 1300.11(d)(5), demonstrating that the State conducts sustained enforcement (i.e., a program of recurring efforts
throughout the fiscal year of the grant to promote seat belt and child restraint enforcement), and that based on the State’s
problem identification, involves law enforcement agencies responsible for seat belt enforcement in geographic areas in
which at least 70 percent of either the State’s unrestrained passenger vehicle occupant fatalities occurred or combined
fatalities and serious injuries occurred]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) under the high risk
population countermeasure programs criterion? § 1300.21(e)(4) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State will implement data-driven programs to improve
seat belt and child restraint use for at least two of the following at-risk populations: (i) Drivers on rural roadways; (ii)
Unrestrained nighttime drivers; (iii) Teenage drivers; (iv) Other high-risk populations identified in the occupant protection
program area plan required under § 1300.21(d)(1)]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) under the comprehensive
occupant protection program criterion? § 1300.21(e)(5)(ii)(B) [Countermeasure strategies (such as enforcement, education,
communication, policies/legislation, partnerships/outreach), at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), designed to
achieve the performance targets of the strategic plan]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist
awareness program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required
under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political
subdivisions where the incidence of crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving
program criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those
jurisdictions where the incidence of motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2)
[Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the
assurances that the State will undertake activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of §
1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Countermeasure strategy description

To describe the program area countermeasure strategy that will help the State complete its program and achieve specific
performance targets, complete the following:
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Enter assessment of the overall projected traffic safety impacts of the countermeasure strategy chosen and of the planned
activities to be funded.

The Drug Recognition Expert (DRE) Program delivered by the Georgia Public Safety Training Center Police Academy continues to offer
DUI enforcement training programs to all law enforcement agencies within the State of Georgia. The current curriculum includes the
following courses; Drug Recognition Expert (DRE), DRE Final Knowledge Exam, DRE Instructor, DRE Recertification, DUI Detection and
Standardized Field Sobriety Testing (SFST), DUI/SFST Update, DUI/SFST Instructor, DUI/SFST Instructor Update, Advanced Roadside
Impaired Driving Enforcement (ARIDE), DUI Case Preparation and Courtroom Presentation, DUI Case Report Writing (developing online
format) and Advanced Traffic Law. Based on current trends in DUI enforcement, courses are updated and developed to reflect the training
needs of proactive law enforcement agencies.

Enter description of the linkage between program area problem identification data, performance targets, identified
countermeasure strategy and allocation of funds to planned activities.

The Georgia Police Academy Division of the Georgia Public Safety Training Centers Impaired Driving (DRE/SFST) training programs continues to set the
example in providing exceptional training to public safety personnel throughout the State of Georgia. This training program provides officers with
specialized training in the areas of detecting, identifying, and removing the alcohol/drug impaired driver from the state's highways. In addition, these
specialized training programs provide the officers with the ability to successfully document the elements of an impaired driving arrest and to provide clear,
articulate testimony in order to successfully prosecute these cases in a court of law.

The program consists of several phases of classroom training, followed by field training, and a comprehensive final knowledge examination at the
conclusion of training. Participants will receive classroom training on proper drug evaluation techniques, drug physiology, drug classifications, symptoms of
drug use and abuse, and legal considerations. Students must successfully complete the classroom training portion in order to transition into field
certification training. Field certification training consists of six days during which time students will be required to conduct twelve evaluations each on
subjects who are suspected of being under the influence of alcohol/drugs. Once the students have completed a minimum number of field evaluations, they
will be eligible to take the Final Knowledge Examination which consists of a comprehensive written examination consisting of all material covered in the
classroom and in the field. After having successfully completed EACH phase of training, students will be awarded 160 hours POST credit and will be
certified as Drug Recognition Experts through the International Association of Chiefs of Police. Upon completion of the drug influence evaluation officers
are required to enter data into the national tracking database in an effort to identify current drug trends, the prevalence of poly drug use, and documenting
incidents specific to driving under the influence of drugs other than alcohol or in combination with alcohol.

The DRE Program delivered by the GPSTC Police Academy Divisions Traffic Section continues to offer DUl enforcement training programs to all law
enforcement agencies within the state of Georgia. Also, with the cooperation from agencies in surrounding states, GPSTC has provided training assistance
to out of state law enforcement professionals.

Our current curriculum includes the following courses; Drug Recognition Expert (DRE), DRE Instructor, DRE Recertification, DRE Final Knowledge Exam,
DUI Detection and Standardized Field Sobriety Testing (SFST), DUI/SFST Update, DUI/SFST Instructor, DUI/SFST Instructor Update, Advanced Roadside
Impaired Driving Enforcement (ARIDE), DUI Case Preparation and Courtroom Presentation, and Advanced Traffic Law. Based on current trends in DUI
enforcement, new courses will be developed to reflect the training needs of proactive law enforcement agencies. Increasing demands for these training
programs reflect the unbridled support of the agencies we are mandated to train. See attached documentation for onsite/offsite data from years 2014
through 2016. The current number of IACP certified Drug Recognition Experts is 295.

Evidence of effectiveness

Enter a rationale for selecting the countermeasure strategy and funding allocation for each planned activity.

Georgia's Drug Recognition Expert course has proven effective and now has close to 300 DRE's in the field. They are not only beneficial in their local area,
often they are asked to attend The Thunder Task Force to assist with the checkpoints. In FFy2017, 51 DRE's were trained by the Georgia Public Safety
Training Center. This program will be continued into FFY2019.

Planned activities

Select existing planned activities below and/or click Add New to enter and select planned activities that the State will
conduct to support the countermeasure strategies within each program area to address its problems and achieve its
performance targets.

Planned activities in countermeasure strategy

Planned activity unique identifier Planned Activity Name Primary Countermeasure

AL-03 Train 1,050 law enforcement officers in impaired driving- both alcohol and drug related
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5.2.2.1 Planned Activity: Train 1,050 law enforcement officers in impaired driving- both alcohol and drug
related

Planned activity name Train 1,050 law enforcement officers in impaired driving- both alcohol and drug related
Planned activity number AL-03

Primary countermeasure strategy

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)
No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

Yes

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

Yes
Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State

will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Provide training to law enforcement officers in Standardized Field Sobriety Testing, ARIDE, and Drug Recognition

Enter intended subrecipients.

Georgia Public Safety Training Center
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Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Drug Recognition Expert (DRE) Training

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal . . Estimated Funding Match Local
Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds .
Year Amount Amount Benefit

FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving 405d Impaired Driving Low
2017 $590,102.86 $147,525.72
Low (FAST)

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.2.3 Countermeasure Strategy: Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Program area Motorcycle Safety

Countermeasure strategy Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Innovative countermeasure strategies are countermeasure strategies which have not yet been proven effective in the
highway safety arena but show potential based on limited practical application. Justification of innovative countermeasure
strategies can be based on past successes when applied to other behavioral safety problems.

Is this countermeasure strategy innovative?
No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the planned high visibility enforcement strategies that support national
mobilizations? § 1300.11(d)(6)

Yes

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint
inspection stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under
§ 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events
based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
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1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the
State’s problem identification]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) under the seat belt
enforcement criterion? § 1300.21(e)(3) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required
under § 1300.11(d)(5), demonstrating that the State conducts sustained enforcement (i.e., a program of recurring efforts
throughout the fiscal year of the grant to promote seat belt and child restraint enforcement), and that based on the State’s
problem identification, involves law enforcement agencies responsible for seat belt enforcement in geographic areas in
which at least 70 percent of either the State’s unrestrained passenger vehicle occupant fatalities occurred or combined
fatalities and serious injuries occurred]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) under the high risk
population countermeasure programs criterion? § 1300.21(e)(4) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State will implement data-driven programs to improve
seat belt and child restraint use for at least two of the following at-risk populations: (i) Drivers on rural roadways; (ii)
Unrestrained nighttime drivers; (iii) Teenage drivers; (iv) Other high-risk populations identified in the occupant protection
program area plan required under § 1300.21(d)(1)]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) under the comprehensive
occupant protection program criterion? § 1300.21(e)(5)(ii)(B) [Countermeasure strategies (such as enforcement, education,
communication, policies/legislation, partnerships/outreach), at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), designed to
achieve the performance targets of the strategic plan]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist
awareness program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required
under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political
subdivisions where the incidence of crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

Yes

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving
program criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those
jurisdictions where the incidence of motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

Yes

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2)
[Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the
assurances that the State will undertake activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of §
1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Countermeasure strategy description

To describe the program area countermeasure strategy that will help the State complete its program and achieve specific
performance targets, complete the following:

Enter assessment of the overall projected traffic safety impacts of the countermeasure strategy chosen and of the planned
activities to be funded.

The National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) reports that in 2016, 37,461 people were killed in motor vehicle traffic crashes in the
United States, of which 10,497 (28%) were alcohol-related. Every fifty minutes in America, someone is killed in an alcohol-related crash. Nationally,

these crashes result in more than $44 billion in economic costs on an annual basis.

In Georgia during the 2016 calendar year, over 60 percent of all motorcyclist crashes occurred in metropolitan areas including Atlanta, Gainesville,

Augusta, Savannah, and Columbus. According to FARS data, Fulton, Dekalb, Cobb, and Gwinnett counties had the highest number of motorcycle
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crashes in 2016. The attached charts show FARS data from the 2016 calendar year.

Alcohol is a significant risk factor among Georgia motorcycle rider fatalities. Every year since 2008, alcohol related motorcycle fatalities showed a
steady increase in Georgia. According to the Fatality Analysis Reporting System in 2016, 21 percent (35) of the motorcycle riders killed in fatal crashes
(167) contained a BAC at or above a .08.  This is less than the national level of 1,259 (25%) of 4,950 motorcycle riders who were alcohol impaired
(BAC of .08 g/dL or higher).

In 2016, Georgia has an alcohol reporting rate of 42% -- 42% of all drivers involved in fatal crashes were tested for alcohol consumption with recorded
BAC. This is the highest reporting percentage in Georgia in the previous 5 years. In Georgia, 2,150 drivers were involved in fatal crashes, and 900
drivers were tested. The highest alcohol testing occurred among the fatally injured (62%), followed by Non-Incapacitating Evident Injured drivers
(23%).

Alcohol-Impaired Driving Fatalities

(BAC=.08+)**

271 295 296 279 358 368

As indicated above, alcohol was associated with 368 highway fatalities in Georgia during 2016. This equates to twenty-four percent (24%) of Georgia’s
overall fatalities. Even with stricter laws, high visibility law enforcement, and increased public information and education (PI&E) programs, the number
of impaired driving crashes, injuries and fatalities remains unacceptable. The chance of a crash being fatal is six times higher if exposed to impaired

driving when compared to those not related to alcohol or drugs.

As presented below, The U.S. and Georgia had an increase in overall fatalities as well as increase in alcohol related fatalities. Data shows from 2011-
2016, Georgia experienced increase in overall crash fatalities of 328 (27%) and an increase of 97 (36%) in alcohol-related traffic deaths. These

numbers indicate that Georgia should emphasize preventative measures for countering the problems of driving under the influence of alcohol.
MEASURE

Total Folalifies

Falalities

% of Alcohol
Related Fotalities

Enter description of the linkage between program area problem identification data, performance targets, identified
countermeasure strategy and allocation of funds to planned activities.

Impaired Driving Enforcement — H.E.A.T.

Aggressive traffic has been determined to be one of the leading causes of death and serious injury crashes on the roadways of Georgia. Driving under
the influence of alcohol and speed are among the worst behaviors identified with aggressive drivers. The Governor’s Office of Highway Safety’s
(GOHS) impaired driving program is geared toward jurisdictions where the incidences of impaired crashes among motorist and motorcyclist are the

highest within the State of Georgia.

Since 2002, the Georgia Governor's Office of Highway Safety has maintained a multi-jurisdictional task force to address aggressive and impaired
driving in Georgia. Originally, three officers from six counties, the City of College Park, and the City of Atlanta came together to form a team of twenty-
four officers to form H.E.A.T. (Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic). Since this formation, the Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic

(H.E.A.T.) team has continued to grow with agencies being added across the state. In FFY 2018, GOHS funded eighteen (18) agencies across the
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state where speed and impaired driving crashes and fatalities are consistently high. The Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) will maintain the

Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T.) program in FFY 2019.

The Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T) Units were established for the purpose of reducing the number of driving incidents. This
project will focus on impaired driving and speeding, two of the main aggressive driving related violations. This will be accomplished through

enforcement and education.

Alcohol and Other Drug Countermeasures

Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) will administer and manage alcohol programs (funding 405 (f)). This includes but is not limited to:
overseeing in-house grants and contracts, seeking and managing grants that foster the agency’s mission, collecting and analyzing data, seeking
partnerships in the communities, and to providing training and public information necessary to ensure proper and efficient use of federal highway safety
funds. The public information will include the creation of brochures, collateral messaging items and effective communication with the media and public

which will be available.

The State of Georgia maintains an annual comprehensive plan for conducting high visibility impaired driving enforcement and that plan will continue for
the remainder of FY 2018 and FY 2019. The plan includes the following:

1. Strategic impaired driving enforcement which is designed to reach motorcyclist and motorist in geographic subdivisions that account for a
majority of the state’s population and half of the state’s alcohol-related fatalities. Please see list of counties in the state ranked from
highest to lowest in impaired driving related crashes for all vehicle types.

2. Three statewide impaired driving mobilizations that occur during the holidays of July 4th, Labor Day (September), and December
holidays.

3. Strategic mobilizations for geographic subdivisions that show abnormal increases in traffic injuries and/or deaths (Thunder Task Force).

Georgia law enforcement agencies will participate in four impaired driving mobilizations by conducting checkpoints and/or saturation patrols on at least

four nights during the national impaired driving campaigns as well as on a quarterly basis throughout FY 2019.
The four (4) impaired driving mobilizations are as follows:

1. December 2018/New Year 2019

2. Thunder Task Force (Three Dates TBD)
3. July Fourth 2019

4. Labor Day 2019

Statewide Impaired Driving Mobilization

Georgia participates in three annual statewide mobilizations to combat impaired driving. These campaigns occur during the Fourth of July, Labor Day,
and December holidays. Georgia utilizes its Traffic Enforcement Networks (TEN) which provide state and local law enforcement officers with a
structured means of collaborating regionally on their unique highway safety priorities with emphasis on impaired driving. They also provide the ability to
communicate regional highway safety priorities up the chain-of-command, to reach local and state policy makers, community leaders, legislators and
others. The 16 regional networks are instrumental in carrying out this statewide impaired-driving enforcement campaign. The traffic enforcement

networks work closely with The Georgia State Patrol.

Strategic Thunder Mobilizations

The Governor’s Office of Highway Safety has established a taskforce consisting of state wide officers (H.E.A.T.), troopers and sheriff’'s deputies. The
Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) “Thunder” taskforce is a specialized traffic enforcement unit designed to help Georgia communities
combat unusually high amount of traffic crashes, injuries and fatalities. Their mission is to reduce highway deaths and serious injuries by changing the
illegal driving behaviors of motorcyclist and motorists in the region through an increased law enforcement presence in those high crash corridors. The

task force was established in 2007 and continues to be very effective in reducing highway crashes, injuries and deaths.

As you can see alcohol is also a significant risk factor for Georgia motorcycle riders. Every year since 1998, alcohol related motorcycle fatalities have

been increasing in Georgia. According to the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA), in 2016, twenty-five percent (25%) of all fatally
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injured motorcycle riders had BAC levels of .08 g/dL or higher. Across the U.S., the percentage with BAC .08 g/dL or above was highest for fatally
injured motorcycle riders among two age groups, 35-39 (38%), followed by 45-49 (37%). Nighttime single vehicle crashes are the most dangerous for

impaired motorcycle riders. Fifty-five percent (55%) of those type crashes result in the death of a motorcyclist.

Evidence of effectiveness
Enter a rationale for selecting the countermeasure strategy and funding allocation for each planned activity.

Aggressive driving has been determined to be one of the leading causes of death and serious injury crashes on the roadways of Georgia.
Driving under the influence of alcohol and speed are among the worst behaviors identified with aggressive drivers. Since 2001, the Georgia
Governor's Office of Highway Safety has maintained a multi-jurisdictional task force to address aggressive and impaired driving in Georgia.
Originally, three officers from six counties, the City of College Park, and the City of Atlanta came together to form a team of twenty-four officers
to form Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T.). Since this formation, the Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T.)
team has maintained consistency across the state. In FFY 2018, the Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) funded eighteen (18)
Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T.) units across the state where speed and impaired driving crashes and fatalities are
consistently high. Governor's Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) will maintain the Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T.) program
in FFY 2019. The Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T) Units were established for the purpose of reducing the number of
driving incidents. This project will continue to focus on impaired driving and speeding, two of the main aggressive driving related violations. This
will be accomplished through enforcement and education.

Georgia will continue to fund data driven projects that focus on impaired driving enforcement and education. The Highway Enforcement of
Aggressive Traffic Units operate in a majority of the counties where impaired motorcycle crashes occurred in 2016. The chart below describes
the FFY2018 grantees, grant amounts, counties represented, and the total fatalities, impaired driving fatalities, and motorcycle fatalities.
Georgia plans to fund projects like HEAT again in 2019.

: ‘Grant Tatal Aleohol .08+ Motoreycle:

County S Amount | 2013 | 2014|2015 2016 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015| 2016 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016
Bartow Bartow Co 50 101,348.18| 17 | 21 | 29 | 26 4 8 6 4 F 3 4 10
Bibb Bibb Ca 5O 25096.39]| 31 |23 | 1| 28| 6 & G 3 2 3 4 1
Bulloch  |DPS-Nighthawks 15 |16 | 15| 18 ) 5 | 6 | 4 3 |2 1 0 | 0
Burke Burike Co 50 122,236.61| 12 | 7 3 B |4 3 a 3 1 0 ] o
(Chatham  [Savannah PD 123,72737| 44 | 26 | 54 | 43 | 13 5 13 | 14 B L] i 2
Cherokee |Cherckee Co S0 272,012.14] 16 | 12 | 12| 7 2|40 3 | 5 1 0
Clarke Athens-Clarke Co PD 8937138 7 | 9 |15) 13| 2 16|60 1 | 2 | 411
Coffee Douglas PD 32,634.28| 3 6 7 7 0 2 2 2 0 0 1 o
Dekalb DekKalb Co PD 32674.03) 70 | 55 | B3 | 80 | 21 | 13 | 24 | 20 9 L] -] 11
Dougherty |DPS- Nighwhawks 10 |12 )13] 20 1 2 3 |42 00 2
Douglas  |Douglas Co 50 32,2059) 19 |12 | 22 | A 3 4 5 2 4 5 3
Forsyth Forsyth Co 50 248,13041] 17 | 11 | 13 | 11 2 2 4 2 4 4 1 1
Fulton DP5- Nighthawks B5 | 77 |1041129) 21 | 19 | 34 | 32| 9 | 9 | 13 | 15
Glynn Glynn Co PD 29,379.04| 13 | 16 | 9 711 3 1 2 3 |00 |2
Gwinnett |DPS- Nighthawks 45 | 55 | 67 | 61 | 11 | 14 | 1B | 22 -] 9 12 | 12
Habersham|Habersham Co. 50 61,954.07| 7 3 9 12 1 3 4 4 1 ] 1 1
Hall Hall Ca 50 127.830.12) 17 | 21 ) 23] 31 ) 8 | 4 | 9 | 8 | O | 4 | 4 | 4
Henry Henry Co PD 32475.84| 36 | 26| 23 | 26 | & B 5 g 2 4 3 1
Houston  |Houston Co SO 132,166.90| 5 ] 1 | 17 2 1 2 5 o 2 2 3
Lowndes |Lowndes Ca 50 106,894.53) 7 | 13 | 18 | 17 | © 2 | 4| 4 1 |01 2
Muscogee |DPS- Nighwhawks 14 |17 |14 ) 27 | 5 4 5 (] 1 5 i 6
Newton |MewtonCo 50 126,920.76| 18 | 7 13|]21] 4 2 ] 2 1 0 1 1

Mats- DFS Righthank.s aiv gl of the GA S240e Patrol and Spi their Hime betwsen the counties of Fultonflndinnet AThathamiBulach sl MurcogesDoughedly
FritanfGindest- Moith Tesn, ChathamdSuloch. South Team- Combingd Funding $2.255.959.69
MuscogeelEsbb: Middle G4 Team: Funding $907 #4645

Planned activities
Select existing planned activities below and/or click Add New to enter and select planned activities that the State will
conduct to support the countermeasure strategies within each program area to address its problems and achieve its
performance targets.

Planned activities in countermeasure strategy
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Planned activity unique . )
. . Planned Activity Name Primary Countermeasure
identifier
ALO1 Conduct three (3) waves of statewide enforcement with the “Drive Sober or Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement
Get Pulled Over.” campaign. and Sanctions
. . . . Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement
AL-02 Law enforcement will conduct 7,704 impaired driver contacts .
and Sanctions
AL-04 Provide 32 training courses for prosecutors and police officers
. . . Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement
AL-05 Provide 18 educational events to the military. .
and Sanctions
» Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement
AL-06 Conduct 3 Law Enforcement Recognition events .
and Sanctions
. Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement
AL-07 Hold 18 community events. .
and Sanctions
AL-08 Conduct 18 educational events.
. Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement
AL-09 Monitor 4 local county courts. .
and Sanctions
PT-06 Fund H.E.A.T. (Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic) Projects High Visibility Enforcement

5.2.3.1 Planned Activity: Conduct three (3) waves of statewide enforcement with the “Drive Sober or
Get Pulled Over.” campaign.

Planned activity name Conduct three (3) waves of statewide enforcement with the “Drive Sober or Get Pulled Over.” campaign.
Planned activity number AL-01

Primary countermeasure strategy Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)
Yes

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No
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Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No
Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State

will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Conduct three (3) waves of statewide enforcement with the “Drive Sober or Get Pulled Over.” campaign.

Enter intended subrecipients.

local and state law enforcement

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year Countermeasure Strategy Name
2019 High Visibility Enforcement
2019 Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal Year Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds | Estimated Funding Amount | Match Amount | Local Benefit

2018 FAST Act NHTSA 402 | Paid Advertising (FAST) | $100,000.00 $25,000.00 $0.00

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.2.3.2 Planned Activity: Law enforcement will conduct 7,704 impaired driver contacts
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Planned activity name Law enforcement will conduct 7,704 impaired driver contacts
Planned activity number AL-02

Primary countermeasure strategy Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)

Yes

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Law enforcement will conduct 7,704 impaired driver contacts with funds provided by GOHS

Enter intended subrecipients.

local and state law enforcement

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.
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Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year Countermeasure Strategy Name
2019 High Visibility Enforcement
2019 Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal . . Estimated Funding Match Local
Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds .
Year Amount Amount Benefit
FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving 405d Impaired Driving Low
2017 $102,488.97 $25,622.24
Low (FAST)
2018 FAST Act NHTSA 402 Alcohol (FAST) $75,000.00 $18,750.00 $0.00

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.2.3.3 Planned Activity: Provide 32 training courses for prosecutors and police officers

Planned activity name Provide 32 training courses for prosecutors and police officers
Planned activity number AL-04

Primary countermeasure strategy

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)
No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No
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Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Training will aid in the detection, apprehension and prosecution of impaired drivers.

Enter intended subrecipients.

Prosecuting Attorney's Office

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal . . Estimated Funding Match Local
Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds .
Year Amount Amount Benefit

FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving 405d Impaired Driving Low
2017 $340,391.00 $85,097.75
Low (FAST)

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost
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No records found.

5.2.3.4 Planned Activity: Provide 18 educational events to the military.

Planned activity name Provide 18 educational events to the military.
Planned activity number AL-05

Primary countermeasure strategy Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)
No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No
Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State

will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Conduct educational events on military bases across Georgia focused on impaired driving

Enter intended subrecipients.
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Mother's Against Drunk Driving

Countermeasure strategies

GMSS

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year

Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Low

(FAST)

Source Fiscal i . Estimated Funding Match Local
Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds !
Year Amount Amount Benefit
FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving 405d Impaired Driving Low
2017 $45,547.82 $11,386.96

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity

Price Per Unit | Total Cost

NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.2.3.5 Planned Activity: Conduct 3 Law Enforcement Recognition events

Planned activity name

Planned activity number AL-06

Conduct 3 Law Enforcement Recognition events

Primary countermeasure strategy Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety

technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
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that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No
Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State

will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Events will recognize law enforcement efforts to combat impaired driving. One event will be statewide and two events will be held locally.

Enter intended subrecipients.

Mother's Against Drunk Driving

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal . . Estimated Funding Match Local
Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds .
Year Amount Amount Benefit
FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving 405d Impaired Driving Low
2017 $45,547.82 $11,386.96
Low (FAST)

Major purchases and dispositions

https://nhtsagmss.crm9.dynamics.com/main.aspx?area=Nav_Application&etc=10046&page=Applications_HQ&pagetype=entitylist&web=true#51...  102/305



7/12/2018 GMSS
Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.2.3.6 Planned Activity: Hold 18 community events.

Planned activity name Hold 18 community events.
Planned activity number AL-07

Primary countermeasure strategy Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)
No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No
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Enter description of the planned activity.

GMSS

18 community events will be held to educate the citizens on the dangers of impaired driving.

Enter intended subrecipients.

Mother's Against Drunk Driving

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year

Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019

Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Low

(FAST)

Source Fiscal . . Estimated Funding Match Local
Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds .
Year Amount Amount Benefit
FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving 405d Impaired Driving Low
2017 $45,547.82 $11,386.96

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item

Quantity

Price Per Unit

Total Cost

NHTSA Share per unit

NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.2.3.7 Planned Activity: Conduct 18 educational events.

Planned activity name

Planned activity number

Conduct 18 educational events.

AL-08

Primary countermeasure strategy

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
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maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Conduct 18 educational events to high schools students and their parents- Power of Parents and Power of Youth.

Enter intended subrecipients.

Mother's Against Drunk Driving

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal i . Estimated Funding Match Local
Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds ]
Year Amount Amount Benefit
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2017 FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving 405d Impaired Driving Low $45,547.82

Low (FAST)

$11,386.96 | |

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.2.3.8 Planned Activity: Monitor 4 local county courts.

Planned activity name Monitor 4 local county courts.
Planned activity number AL-09

Primary countermeasure strategy Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)
No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No
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Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Monitoring the local courts and provide feedback when necessary and related to DUI cases.

Enter intended subrecipients.

Mother's Against Drunk Driving

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal . . Estimated Funding Match Local
Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds .
Year Amount Amount Benefit
FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving 405d Impaired Driving Low
2017 $45,547.82 $11,386.96
Low (FAST)

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.3 Program Area: Teen Traffic Safety Program

Program area type Teen Traffic Safety Program

Will countermeasure strategies and planned activities be described in this plan to address the program area?

Yes

Is this program area part of the State occupant protection program area plan for a 405(b) application that identifies the
safety problems to be addressed, performance measures and targets, and the countermeasure strategies and planned

activities the State will implement to address those problems, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(c) and (d)?

Yes

Problem identification
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Enter description and analysis of the State’s highway safety problems (for this program area) as identified through an
analysis of data, including but not limited to fatality, injury, enforcement, and judicial data, to be used as a basis for setting
performance targets and developing countermeasure strategies.

Problem Identification and Program Justification

The National High Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) reports that in 2016, 10,497 people were killed in alcohol-impaired driving
crashes which averages to 1 alcohol-impaired-driving fatality every fifty minutes. These fatalities account for twenty-eight (28%) percent
of all motor vehicle traffic fatalities in the United States. Fatalities due to alcohol-impaired-driving has increased by 1.7 percent from 2015.
According to data from NHTSA, in 2015 there were 10,320 fatalities. Nationally, these crashes result in more than $44 billion in economic
costs. A few examples of economic costs include: medical costs, legal/court expenses, and insurance administration.

As indicated in the graph above, Georgia motor vehicle fatalities resulted in 1,554. Twenty-four percent of Georgia Drivers who were
involved in fatal crashes had a BAC level of .08. Nationally, alcohol- impaired driving rates are 50 percent in both urban and rural. In
Georgia, Alcohol-impaired driving rates are very high in urban areas where alcohol establishments are most prevalent. These areas
include: Metropolitan Atlanta, Augusta, Savannah, Macon, and Columbus. College towns such as Athens and Valdosta, though not heavily
populated, tend to show trends of impaired driving problems as well. NHTSA'’s findings show that 25- to-34 year olds had the highest
percentage (27%) of drivers with BACs of .08 or higher in fatal crashes followed by 21- to 24-year-old drivers (26%).

Georgia’s impaired driving statistics have been impacted by the drug culture as reflected in an increase in drug related crashes. The
number of law enforcement officers properly trained to identify drug impairment has been limited because of manpower shortages and
lack of understanding for the need of this training by the law enforcement community. A companion program to Drug Recognition experts
(DRE), Standardized Field Sobriety Testing (SFST). Is experiencing some success although the defense bar has vigorously attacked the
Standardized Field Sobriety Test (SFST) process, particularly the portion which deals with Horizontal Gaze Nystagmus 9 HGN). The
primary problem is that many non-traffic enforcement officers are not properly trained in this procedure and their ability to detect, evaluate
and help through prosecution efforts is limited.

Georgia’s Administrative License Suspension (ALS) law continues to be misused by the defense bar. In assessing the effectiveness of
Georgia’s Administrative License Suspension procedures for impaired drivers, the initial analysis of Administrative License Suspension
(ALS) hearings and data revealed that a large percentage of Administrative License Suspension (ALS) hearings were lost by the state
because of the officer’s failure to attend hearings. Training proves to be an effective tool to combat Administrative License Suspension
(ALS) issues and Georgia will increase its efforts to train law enforcement and Administrative License Suspension (ALS) judges.

Teenage and Young Adult Drivers (Under age 21)

In 2016, there were a total of 192 motor vehicle fatalities among young people under age 21. Of those, 92 were driving and lost their lives,
84 were passengers, and 16 were non-occupants (pedestrians or bicyclists). The number of young drivers under the age 21 involved in
fatal crashes has unsteadily decreased since 2008. In 2008, young drivers represented 11% of all drivers involved in fatal crashes (221
young drivers). However in 2016, young drivers represented 9% of all drivers involved in fatal crashes (188 young drivers). Although the
number of young drivers involved in fatal crashes increased by 20 in 2016, the number remains lower than in 2008.
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Performance measures

Select at least one performance measure that is data-driven, that enables the State to track progress toward meeting the
quantifiable annual target. For program areas where performance measures have not been jointly developed (e.g.,
distracted driving, drug-impaired driving) for which States are using HSP funds, the State shall develop its own
performance measures and performance targets that are data-driven.

Performance Measures in Program Area

. Target Target
Fiscal . Target
Performance Measure Name Period(Performance Value(Performance
Year End Year
Target) Target)
2019 C-1) Number of traffic fatalities (FARS) 5 Year 2019 1,652.0
2019 C-2) Number of serious injuries in traffic crashes (State crash data files) 5 Year 2019 24,324.0
C-5) Number of fatalities in crashes involving a driver or motorcycle operator
2019 ) 5 Year 2019 478.0
with a BAC of .08 and above (FARS)
2019 C-9) Number of drivers age 20 or younger involved in fatal crashes (FARS) 5 Year 2019 186.0
B-1) Observed seat belt use for passenger vehicles, front seat outboard
2019 5 Year 2019 97.8
occupants (survey)

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies to
submit for program area.

Countermeasure Strategies in Program Area

Fiscal Year | Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019

Graduated driver licensing (GDL)

5.3.1 Countermeasure Strategy: Graduated driver licensing (GDL)
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Program area Teen Traffic Safety Program

Countermeasure strategy Graduated driver licensing (GDL)

Innovative countermeasure strategies are countermeasure strategies which have not yet been proven effective in the
highway safety arena but show potential based on limited practical application. Justification of innovative countermeasure
strategies can be based on past successes when applied to other behavioral safety problems.

Is this countermeasure strategy innovative?

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the planned high visibility enforcement strategies that support national
mobilizations? § 1300.11(d)(6)

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint
inspection stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under
§ 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events
based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the
State’s problem identification]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) under the seat belt
enforcement criterion? § 1300.21(e)(3) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required
under § 1300.11(d)(5), demonstrating that the State conducts sustained enforcement (i.e., a program of recurring efforts
throughout the fiscal year of the grant to promote seat belt and child restraint enforcement), and that based on the State’s
problem identification, involves law enforcement agencies responsible for seat belt enforcement in geographic areas in
which at least 70 percent of either the State’s unrestrained passenger vehicle occupant fatalities occurred or combined
fatalities and serious injuries occurred]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) under the high risk
population countermeasure programs criterion? § 1300.21(e)(4) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State will implement data-driven programs to improve
seat belt and child restraint use for at least two of the following at-risk populations: (i) Drivers on rural roadways; (ii)
Unrestrained nighttime drivers; (iii) Teenage drivers; (iv) Other high-risk populations identified in the occupant protection
program area plan required under § 1300.21(d)(1)]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) under the comprehensive
occupant protection program criterion? § 1300.21(e)(5)(ii)(B) [Countermeasure strategies (such as enforcement, education,
communication, policies/legislation, partnerships/outreach), at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), designed to
achieve the performance targets of the strategic plan]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist
awareness program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required
under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political
subdivisions where the incidence of crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving
program criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those
jurisdictions where the incidence of motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No
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Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2)
[Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the
assurances that the State will undertake activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of §
1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Countermeasure strategy description

To describe the program area countermeasure strategy that will help the State complete its program and achieve specific
performance targets, complete the following:

Enter assessment of the overall projected traffic safety impacts of the countermeasure strategy chosen and of the planned
activities to be funded.

In 2016, there were a total of 192 motor vehicle fatalities involving young drivers under age 21. Of those, 92 were driving and lost their lives, 84
were passengers, and 16 were non-occupants (pedestrians or bicyclists). The number of young drivers in fatal crashes has unsteadily
decreased since 2008 when 221 (11% of all drivers) people under age 21 lost their lives. In 2016, this number was 188 (9% of all drivers), a
15% decrease from 2008.

Enter description of the linkage between program area problem identification data, performance targets, identified
countermeasure strategy and allocation of funds to planned activities.

Georgia’s Alcohol and Drug Awareness Program

In accordance with O.C.G.A. Code Section 40-5-22, all Georgia teens under the age of 18 years are statutorily required to successfully
complete an Alcohol and Drug Awareness Program (ADAP)as prescribed by O.C.G.A. Code Section 20-2-142(b) if they wish to obtain a Class
D Georgia driver's license. Georgia ADAP is jointly administered by the Department of Driver Services (DDS and Department of Education
(DOE) and consists of a standardized curriculum designed to not only educate Georgia teens about the effects of alcohol and drugs, but also
highlight their effects on a person's ability to safely operate a motor vehicle.

Teenage and Adult Driver Responsibility Act (TADRA)

TADRA directly addresses the leading killer of our young people — traffic crashes. TADRA is an intense, three-step educational process that
allows the young driver to gain more experience behind the wheel: Step 1 is an instructional permit granted to 15-year-olds upon successfully
passing a written examination. The driver with this permit must be accompanied by a passenger who is at least 21 years old and possesses a
valid Class C driver's license at all times while driving. Step 2 is an intermediate license granted to drivers between 16 and 18 years of age who
have held an Instructional Permit for 12 months and passed a driving test. The Intermediate License has several restrictions. Step 3 is a full
driver's license granted to drivers ages 18 years of age and older who hold the class D license and have incurred no major traffic convictions
during the previous 12 months. The law significantly changes the way young motorists earn and maintain the privilege of driving by providing a
controlled means for new drivers to gain experience and by reducing high-risk driving situations. While the law does focus on young drivers, it
also contains important provisions that affect drivers over 21, particularly in the area of DUI prevention and enforcement.

High-risk behavior, texting while driving, peer pressure, inexperience, limited use or no use of occupant safety devices, lack of proper driving
information and education are a few of the problems that our youth face while driving on Georgia’s roadways. In an effort to address these
issues, the Teenage and Adult Driver Responsibility Act(TADRA) was enacted on July 1, 1997 to reduce the number of lives lost in crashes
involving young drivers. Since the enactment of the Teenage and Adult Driver Responsibility Act (TADRA), there have been a number of
legislative changes that have strengthened the law and consequently reduced teen driver deaths.

Governor’s Commission on Teen Driving

In an effort to reduce crashes among Georgia's youngest drivers, Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) Director Harris Blackwood
developed the idea of forming a teen driving commission that, for the first time in the nation, would be composed solely of teens. In August
2012, Georgia Governor Nathan Deal announced the formation of the Governor's Commission on Teen Driving. Composed solely of teens
between 15 and 18 years of age, the 22-member Commission (selected via an application process administered by the Governor’s Office of
Highway Safety) was tasked with identifying strategies to educate their peers about the dangers of impaired driving, texting and driving, and
driving distracted. The Commission held its introductory meeting October 24 and 25, 2012 at the State Capitol in Atlanta. During those two days,
the Commission members heard from law enforcement, safety and licensing officials, as well as met with Governor Deal. They formed their
subcommittees and began the work of determining how best to reach their peers with critical safety messages. The subcommittees worked over
the next five months, via conference call and online, to formulate their recommendations. The Commission members reconvened at Lake Lanier
in Buford, Georgia to finalize and announce their recommendations. Their suggestions included a call to reform the state’s Alcohol and Drug
Awareness Program in high schools.
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Other recommendations included marking teen driving restrictions on licenses, imposing community service punishments to replace fines,
encouraging high schools to use No Texting pledges in order for students to receive parking privileges, placing signage on Georgia roadways
reminding motorists of Caleb's Law, and strengthening texting penalties. Throughout FFY 2014, several Commission Members participated in a
statewide teen driver safety media tour with Director Blackwood during Teen Driver Safety Week, assisted in the SHSP Young Adult Driver Task
Team, and served as teen ambassadors during the GOHS Youth and Young Adult Highway Safety Leadership Conference.

In FFY 2019, the Governor’s Office of Highway Safety will continue working to identify opportunities to implement the recommendations set forth
by the Governor’'s Commission on Teen Driving. The Governor’s Office of Highway Safety will continue to leverage partnerships with the
Departments of Driver Services, Transportation and Education, law enforcement agencies, the Georgia Legislature, and statewide media outlets
to promote and advance the Commission’s work.

Student’s Against Destructive Decisions (SADD)

In this era of science-based prevention and increased accountability, Students Against Destructive Decisions (SADD) is strengthening and
documenting the effectiveness of its activities and programming. The strong name recognition and expansive chapter base put Students Against
Destructive Decisions (SADD) at an advantage to take a leadership role in implementing model prevention practices within local communities
across the country. One of the foremost principles of prevention consistently cited is positive youth development, the very essence of Students
Against Destructive Decisions (SADD). Through Students Against Destructive Decisions (SADD) chapters, young people of all ages and
backgrounds become skilled, educated advocates for youth initiatives developed by local, state and national organizations working to promote
youth safety and health. Students Against Destructive Decisions (SADD) students are valued as contributing members of their communities.

Students Against Destructive Decisions (SADD) contains elements of scientifically grounded prevention principles recognized and endorsed by
National Institute for Drug Abuse (NIDA), Center for Substance Abuse Prevention (CSAP), Center for the Application of Prevention Technologies
(CAPT), and National Institute of Mental Health (NIMH).

In FFy2018, The Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) targeted 15-18 year olds by supporting 33 high school Students Against
Destructive Decisions (SADD) chapters throughout the state of Georgia. Students Against Destructive Decisions (SADD) comprises so many
different aspects — an idea, a family, a youth movement, and a national nonprofit organization. When considered at its most grassroots level,
Students Against Destructive Decisions (SADD) is a network of 10,000 student-run chapters all over the country.

Each of those chapters’ function differently, moving at its own pace and with its unique assets to address the issues that are critical to its school
and community. But all Students Against Destructive Decisions (SADD) chapters have a common target: to empower young people to help their
peers live safer, healthier, more positive lives.

For more than a quarter-century, Students Against Destructive Decisions (SADD) has been recognized as a national leader in alcohol and drug
education and prevention. What began as a small-town, grass-root response to the tragedy of two impaired driving crashes and the resulting
deaths of two teenage students, became a nationwide organization fueled by millions of young people across the country.

Georgia Young Adult Program (GYAP)

The Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) recognizes the highway safety issues involving young adult drivers and partners with colleges
and universities throughout the state to implement the Georgia Young Adult Program (GYAP). The mission of the Georgia Young Adult Program
(GYAP) is to promote education and awareness to young adults about highway safety issues, such as but not limited to; underage drinking,
impaired driving, destructive decisions, and other high-risk behaviors, in order to decrease crashes, injuries, and fatalities. This program is
achieved by training peer-educators, providing educational programs to the schools, and training to campus students, faculty and staff.

In FFY2018, GOHS funded 14 college peer-education programs through the Georgia Young Adult Program. Grantees at Georgia’s colleges and
universities conducted school year activities focused on educating students and faculty about alcohol and highway safety. Activities include
collection of highway safety statistics on campus, reviewing and updating campus alcohol policies, distributing GOHS brochures and social
media messaging in conjunction with statewide/nationwide campaigns, and conducting alcohol-specific peer health education training. The
program focuses primarily on reducing impaired driving among young adult drivers. Schools coordinated prevention programs including DUI
simulators, highway safety speakers, peer-education trainings, and pledging events surrounding events such as National Collegiate Alcohol
Awareness Week, Safe Spring Break, graduation, summer orientation, football tailgates, Halloween, and St. Patrick’s Day.

Target Population:

Because the problems of alcohol impaired driving have the potential to affect all motorists, the target population is the motoring public to include
young, inexperienced drivers ages 16 - 24.

Evidence of effectiveness
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Enter a rationale for selecting the countermeasure strategy and funding allocation for each planned activity.

Graduated driver licensing policies serve to delay full licensure and then limit exposure to the highest risk conditions after licensure,
allowing young drivers to gain experience under less risky driving conditions. A similar strategy may be needed to guide parents.
Researchers from the National Institute of Child Health and Human Development reports that parents do not appear to appreciate just
how risky driving is for novice drivers and tend to exert less control over their teenage children driving than might be expected. Recent
research has demonstrated that simple motivational strategies can persuade parents to adopt driving agreements and impose greater
restrictions on teen driving. Several studies have shown that greater parent involvement is associated with less teen risky driving
behavior.

The Teenage and Adult Driver Responsibility Act (TADRA) is helping tremendously to reduce the carnage, but still too many young drivers
are dying. Because of this, the Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) is promoting proven countermeasures (both legal
requirements and recommended best practices) for this specific audience. In our research of effective methods for addressing the safety
of young drivers, we have discovered that several states are recommending parents establish short-term “rules of the road” contracts with
their new teen driver. Research conducted by Dr. Bruce Simons-Morton and others at the National Institute of Child Health and Human
Development demonstrated that such parental intervention positively impacts youth by influencing them to choose less risky behaviors.

Planned activities

Select existing planned activities below and/or click Add New to enter and select planned activities that the State will
conduct to support the countermeasure strategies within each program area to address its problems and achieve its
performance targets.

Planned activities in countermeasure strategy

Planned activity unique Prima
y uniq Planned Activity Name v

identifier Countermeasure

TSP-01 Provide funds to Georgia colleges to educate students on the dangers of impaired driving

TSP-02 Provide funds to Georgia high schools to operate SADD (Students Against Destructive
Decisions) programs

5.3.1.1 Planned Activity: Provide funds to Georgia colleges to educate students on the dangers of
impaired driving

Planned activity name Provide funds to Georgia colleges to educate students on the dangers of impaired driving
Planned activity number TSP-01

Primary countermeasure strategy

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)
No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
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that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

Yes

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

Yes

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Assist with the funding of Young Adult programs at colleges and universities for the training peer educators and educating the students on highway safety
issues.

Enter intended subrecipients.

Georgia colleges

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year | Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Graduated driver licensing (GDL)

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal Year Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds Estimated Funding Amount | Match Amount | Local Benefit

2018 FAST Act NHTSA 402 | Teen Safety Program (FAST) | $187,412.31 $46,853.08 $187,412.31

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.
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Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.3.1.2 Planned Activity: Provide funds to Georgia high schools to operate SADD (Students Against
Destructive Decisions) programs

Planned activity name Provide funds to Georgia high schools to operate SADD (Students Against Destructive Decisions) programs
Planned activity number TSP-02

Primary countermeasure strategy

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)
No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

Yes

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

Yes

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.
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Strengthen partnerships with Students Against Destructive Decisions (SADD)to address teen driving issues.
Enter intended subrecipients.

Georgia high schools

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year | Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Graduated driver licensing (GDL)

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal Year Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds Estimated Funding Amount | Match Amount | Local Benefit

2018 FAST Act NHTSA 402 | Teen Safety Program (FAST) | $504,493.28 $126,123.32 $504,493.28

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.4 Program Area: Police Traffic Services

Program area type Police Traffic Services

Will countermeasure strategies and planned activities be described in this plan to address the program area?

Yes

Is this program area part of the State occupant protection program area plan for a 405(b) application that identifies the
safety problems to be addressed, performance measures and targets, and the countermeasure strategies and planned
activities the State will implement to address those problems, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(c) and (d)?

Yes

Problem identification

Enter description and analysis of the State’s highway safety problems (for this program area) as identified through an
analysis of data, including but not limited to fatality, injury, enforcement, and judicial data, to be used as a basis for setting
performance targets and developing countermeasure strategies.

Problem Identification and Program Justification
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For several years, the rate of highway safety fatalities in Georgia declined. However, Georgia saw an increase in the number of fatal crashes in 2016.
Stringent, high visibility enforcement and education must be continued if we are to reverse this trend. Through more concentrated high visibility
enforcement campaigns such as “Click It or Ticket”, “Drive Sober or Get Pulled Over”, “U Text U Drive U Pay” the rates are expected to drop.

The Governor’s Office of Highway Safety recognizes that law enforcement plays an important role in overall highway safety in the State of Georgia.
Campaigns such as “Drive Sober or Get Pulled Over”, “Click it or Ticket”, “Operation Southern Shield”, and “Click or Ticket Border to Border” have proven
that high visibility enforcement is the key to saving lives on Georgia’s roadways.

Georgia has a total of 46,328 sworn law enforcement officers employed by a total of 909 law enforcement agencies, covering 159 counties and countless
municipalities and college campuses.

Effective communication is crucial in penetrating and mobilizing Georgia’s law enforcement. Georgia’s law enforcement agencies, like many others across
the country are understaffed and due to budget constraints, do not possess the tools necessary to effectively enforce Georgia’s traffic laws. The challenge
is to market traffic enforcement initiatives to law enforcement command staff and patrol officers on the importance of high visibility enforcement and the
impact on highway safety. This same message must also be conveyed to the prosecutors and judicial communities. Changing high-risk driving behavior
through public education, strict traffic law enforcement, efficient prosecution and effective sentencing is the key to reducing Georgia’s traffic fatalities and
injuries.

Law enforcement agencies must be provided adequate tools, training and networking opportunities in an effort to efficiently and effectively enforce
Georgia’s traffic laws and educate the public on highway safety issues. It is also necessary to provide law enforcement agencies, as well as law
enforcement officers, with the specialized equipment needed to conduct effective traffic safety operations. Funding for printing of brochures, posters,
banners and highway safety materials is necessary in order for these agencies to disseminate pertinent information to the public regarding enforcement
initiatives and highway safety campaigns.

Adequate funding continues to be a problem for law enforcement agencies, large and small. Traffic enforcement is a specialized field, requiring specialized
equipment for effective enforcement and prosecution. Funding is necessary to provide agencies with the proper equipment, training and support to
effectively enforce Georgia’s traffic laws, thereby saving countless lives on Georgia’s roadways.

Performance measures

Select at least one performance measure that is data-driven, that enables the State to track progress toward meeting the
quantifiable annual target. For program areas where performance measures have not been jointly developed (e.g.,
distracted driving, drug-impaired driving) for which States are using HSP funds, the State shall develop its own
performance measures and performance targets that are data-driven.

Performance Measures in Program Area

. Target Target
Fiscal ) Target End
Year Performance Measure Name Period(Performance Year Value(Performance
Target) Target)
2019 C-1) Number of traffic fatalities (FARS) 5 Year 2019 1,652.0
C-2) Number of serious injuries in traffic crashes (State crash data
2019 i 5 Year 2019 24,324.0
files)
B-1) Observed seat belt use for passenger vehicles, front seat
2019 5 Year 2019 97.8
outboard occupants (survey)

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies to
submit for program area.

Countermeasure Strategies in Program Area

Fiscal Year

Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019

High Visibility Enforcement
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2019 Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

5.4.1 Countermeasure Strategy: High Visibility Enforcement

Program area Impaired Driving (Drug and Alcohol)

Countermeasure strategy High Visibility Enforcement

Innovative countermeasure strategies are countermeasure strategies which have not yet been proven effective in the
highway safety arena but show potential based on limited practical application. Justification of innovative countermeasure
strategies can be based on past successes when applied to other behavioral safety problems.

Is this countermeasure strategy innovative?

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the planned high visibility enforcement strategies that support national
mobilizations? § 1300.11(d)(6)

Yes

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint
inspection stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under
§ 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events
based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the
State’s problem identification]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) under the seat belt
enforcement criterion? § 1300.21(e)(3) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required
under § 1300.11(d)(5), demonstrating that the State conducts sustained enforcement (i.e., a program of recurring efforts
throughout the fiscal year of the grant to promote seat belt and child restraint enforcement), and that based on the State’s
problem identification, involves law enforcement agencies responsible for seat belt enforcement in geographic areas in
which at least 70 percent of either the State’s unrestrained passenger vehicle occupant fatalities occurred or combined
fatalities and serious injuries occurred]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) under the high risk
population countermeasure programs criterion? § 1300.21(e)(4) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State will implement data-driven programs to improve
seat belt and child restraint use for at least two of the following at-risk populations: (i) Drivers on rural roadways; (ii)
Unrestrained nighttime drivers; (iii) Teenage drivers; (iv) Other high-risk populations identified in the occupant protection
program area plan required under § 1300.21(d)(1)]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) under the comprehensive
occupant protection program criterion? § 1300.21(e)(5)(ii)(B) [Countermeasure strategies (such as enforcement, education,
communication, policies/legislation, partnerships/outreach), at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), designed to
achieve the performance targets of the strategic plan]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist
awareness program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required
under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political
subdivisions where the incidence of crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No
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Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving
program criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those
jurisdictions where the incidence of motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2)
[Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the
assurances that the State will undertake activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of §
1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Countermeasure strategy description

To describe the program area countermeasure strategy that will help the State complete its program and achieve specific
performance targets, complete the following:

Enter assessment of the overall projected traffic safety impacts of the countermeasure strategy chosen and of the planned
activities to be funded.

Aggressive driving has been determined to be one of the leading causes of death and serious injury crashes on the roadways of Georgia.
Driving under the influence of alcohol and speed are among the worst behaviors identified with aggressive drivers. Since 2001, the Georgia
Governor's Office of Highway Safety has maintained a multi-jurisdictional task force to address aggressive and impaired driving in Georgia.
Originally, three officers from six counties, the City of College Park, and the City of Atlanta came together to form a team of twenty-four officers
to form Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T.). Since this formation, the Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T.)
team has maintained consistency across the state. In FFY 2018, the Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) funded eighteen (18)
Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T.) units across the state where speed and impaired driving crashes and fatalities are
consistently high. Governor's Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) will maintain the Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T.) program
in FFY 2019. The Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T) Units were established for the purpose of reducing the number of
driving incidents. This project will continue to focus on impaired driving and speeding, two of the main aggressive driving related violations. This
will be accomplished through enforcement and education.

The Governor’s Office of Highway Safety created sixteen regional traffic enforcement networks that encompass all 159 Georgia counties. The
networks are made up of local and state traffic enforcement officers and prosecutors from each region of the state. The networks are
coordinated by a coordinator and an assistant coordinator, both which are full time law enforcement officers volunteering their time and efforts to
highway safety. The dedicated support from these officers, their law enforcement agency and department heads are unsurpassed. The networks
meet monthly to provide information, training and networking opportunities to the attending officers. Prosecutors, Judges and non-traditional
traffic enforcement agencies such as the Georgia Department of Natural Resources, Department of Corrections and Military Police often attend
the meetings and offer assistance for traffic enforcement training and initiatives. The networks are utilized to efficiently mobilize law enforcement
statewide for traffic enforcement initiatives. The traffic enforcement networks have become an outstanding networking, training and
communication tool for Georgia’s traffic enforcement community.

In an effort to communicate legislative updates, court decisions and other pertinent information to traffic enforcement officers across the state,
the Governor's Office of Highway Safety in partnership with Emory University has established an email list serve that all participating law
enforcement officers can receive up to date traffic enforcement related information. Information is about traffic enforcement policies, legal
updates, training opportunities, and other traffic enforcement related information. There are over 800 traffic enforcement officers and
prosecutors subscribed to the Georgia Traffic Enforcement Network (GATEN) list serv.

The Governor's Office of Highway Safety recognizes that law enforcement plays an extremely important role in overall highway safety in the
State of Georgia. Campaigns such as Click it or Ticket, Operation Zero Tolerance (Drive Sober or Get Pulled Over), and the 100 Days of
Summer HEAT (Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic) have proven that high-visibility enforcement of Georgia’s traffic laws is the key to
saving lives and reducing injuries on Georgia’s roadways.
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Click: i or Ticker November 16, 2018 - November 25, 2018
Drive Sober or Ger Pulled Over December 18, 2018 — Janwary 3, 2019
Click it or Ticker May 14, 2019 - June 2, 2019
Drive Sober or Get Pulled Over June 21, 201% —July 7, 2019
Drive Sober or Ger Pulled Crver Auvgust 15, 2019 - September 2, 2019

Enter description of the linkage between program area problem identification data, performance targets, identified
countermeasure strategy and allocation of funds to planned activities.

The Governor’s Office of Highway Safety Thunder Task Force is a Traffic Enforcement Special Response Team coordinated by the Law
Enforcement Services Team. This is an evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program to prevent traffic violations, crashes, and injuries in
locations most at risk for such incidents. The Thunder Task Force is a data driven, high visibility, sustained, traffic enforcement response team,
designed to impact a jurisdiction with a Thunder Task Force mobilization. The concept is to identify a county or area of the state to deploy the
Task Force based on the data, partner with the local law enforcement jurisdictions and courts, develop an enforcement strategy based on
current crash reports and data, and infiltrate the regions with two to three months of high visibility enforcement and earned media. The Task
Force identifies the areas, conducts the mobilizations, turns the numbers around in that region, then moves to another region of the state and
repeats the process.

A significant part of Thunder Task Force is educating local citizens regarding necessary changes in their driving behavior to further reduce traffic
fatalities and injuries. The enforcement efforts are directed by traffic crash fatality data analysis updated within the Fatality Analysis Surveillance
Tool (FAST) developed by Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS), and Georgia Electronic Accident Reporting System (GEARS). The
Thunder Task Force is coordinated by the Governor’s Office of Highway Safety Law Enforcement Services Division and includes the Georgia
State Patrol, Governor’s Office of Highway Safety HEAT Units (Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic), Department of Public Safety Motor
Carrier Compliance Division (MCCD) and local law enforcement. We also use as much local crash data as available, looking at time of day,
location and causation (DUI, Seatbelt, Speed, Motorcycles). The Thunder Task Force is deployed to areas of the state that data indicates
unusually high incidences of traffic fatalities and serious injuries. The Task Force identifies the problem areas, and conducts mobilizations using
the resources that are needed for these problem areas, such as the Motor Carrier Compliance Division (MCCD), Child Passenger Safety
Technicians (CPST), and trained DUI officers. With this continued effort of putting resources where the problems are, the Governor’s Office of
Highway Safety (GOHS) is able to stabilize the problem with a proven effective and cost efficient method of saving lives, therefore reducing the
projected numbers of annual traffic fatalities in the State of Georgia. While conducting a Thunder Task Force Mobilization, the enforcement plan
is adjusted on a continuous basis, using current local data provided by the local jurisdiction. 60 to 90 days after the mobilizations end, the Task
Force typically returns to the jurisdiction for a follow up visit and evaluation.

Evidence of effectiveness

Enter a rationale for selecting the countermeasure strategy and funding allocation for each planned activity.

The Thunder Task Force is a data driven, high visibility, sustained, traffic enforcement response team, designed to impact a
jurisdiction with an Thunder Task Force mobilization. A significant part of Thunder Task Force is educating local citizens
regarding necessary changes in their driving behavior to further reduce traffic fatalities and injuries. The enforcement efforts
are directed by traffic crash fatality data analysis updated within the Fatality Analysis Surveillance Tool (FAST) developed by
GOHS, and GEARS. The Thunder Task Force is coordinated by the Governor’s Office of Highway Safety Services Division and
includes the Georgia State Patrol, GOHS HEAT Units (Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic), DPS Motor Carrier
Compliance Division and Local Law Enforcement to conduct the high visibility enforcement during the three month effort.

The concept is to identify a county or area of the state to deploy the task force based on the data, partner with the local law
enforcement jurisdictions and courts, develop an enforcement strategy based on current crash reports and data, and infiltrate
the region with high visibility enforcement and earned media. The continuous earned media and the overwhelming high
visibility enforcement during the enforcement periods gives the perception that the task force is mobilized during the entire
summer.
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The Task Force identifies the areas, conducts the mobilizations, turns the numbers around in that region, then moves to
another region of the state and repeats the process. With this continued effort of putting resources where the problems are,
then moving to the next location once the problem is stabilized has proven to be a very effective and cost efficient method of
saving lives and reducing the projected numbers of annual traffic fatalities in the State of Georgia.

The Thunder Task Force concept was piloted in Savannah-Chatham County during April, May and June of 2007.
The three month program (12 operational days) had the following results:

+ 96 Drunk Drivers were arrested.

« 175 Suspended or Revoked License arrests.
+ 1617 Other traffic Violations.

« 75 Drug offenders and fugitives arrested

+ 4732 Total Arrests or citations

During the three month period, the Thunder Task Force reduced fatal crashes in Savannah-Chatham County by more than
58%.

The GOHS Thunder Task Force has found a winning recipe; data focused, cost efficient, high visibility enforcement, combined
with an extensive earned media message. The result is lives saved on Georgia roadways. In every location the Task Force
has been deployed we have seen a reduction in Crashes and Fatalities.

Planned activities

Select existing planned activities below and/or click Add New to enter and select planned activities that the State will
conduct to support the countermeasure strategies within each program area to address its problems and achieve its

performance targets.

Planned activities in countermeasure strategy

Planned activity unique - .
. . Planned Activity Name Primary Countermeasure
identifier
SC-01 Train 1,400 law enforcement officers in speed detection
SC-02 Law enforcement will conduct 47,140 speed contacts.
AL-01 Conduct three (3) waves of statewide enforcement with the “Drive Sober or Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement
Get Pulled Over.” campaign. and Sanctions
. . . . Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement
AL-02 Law enforcement will conduct 7,704 impaired driver contacts )
and Sanctions
PT-06 Fund H.E.A.T. (Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic) Projects High Visibility Enforcement

5.4.1.1 Planned Activity: Train 1,400 law enforcement officers in speed detection

Planned activity name Train 1,400 law enforcement officers in speed detection
Planned activity number SC-01

Primary countermeasure strategy

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)
No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
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network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No
Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State

will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Training to law enforcement focusing on reducing serious injury and fatality related crashes through proactive speed enforcement training programs.

Enter intended subrecipients.

Georgia Public Safety Training Center

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year | Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 High Visibility Enforcement

Funding sources
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Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal Year Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds Estimated Funding Amount | Match Amount | Local Benefit

2018 FAST Act NHTSA 402 | Speed Management (FAST) | $45,475.31 $11,368.83 $0.00

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.4.1.2 Planned Activity: Law enforcement will conduct 47,140 speed contacts.

Planned activity name Law enforcement will conduct 47,140 speed contacts.
Planned activity number SC-02

Primary countermeasure strategy

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)
Yes

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No
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Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Law enforcement will conduct 47,140 contacts related to speed enforcement

Enter intended subrecipients.

Local and state law enforcement

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year | Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 High Visibility Enforcement

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal Year Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds Estimated Funding Amount | Match Amount | Local Benefit

2018 FAST Act NHTSA 402 | Speed Management (FAST) | $105,301.00 $26,325.25 $105,301.00

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost
Decatur Electronics OnSite 300MX Speed Trailer 1 $8,000.00 $8,000.00 | $8,000.00 $8,000.00
speed trailer 1 $7,285.67 $7,285.67 | $7,285.67 $7,285.67
Stalker SAM Trailer 1 $9,424.00 $9,424.00 | $9,424.00 $9,424.00
Speed Alert 24 Radar Message Sign Trailer Package | 2 $16,485.00 $32,970.00 | $16,485.00 $32,970.00

5.4.1.3 Planned Activity: Fund H.E.A.T. (Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic) Projects

Planned activity name Fund H.E.A.T. (Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic) Projects

Planned activity number PT-06
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Primary countermeasure strategy High Visibility Enforcement

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)
Yes

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

Yes

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

Yes

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

Yes

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Law enforcement projects, funded based upon crash data, will concentrate on Aggressive Driving (DUl and Speed) and Occupant Protection

Enter intended subrecipients.

local and state law enforcement

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

I | 1
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Fiscal Year Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Short-term, High Visibility Seat Belt Law Enforcement

2019 High Visibility Enforcement

2019 Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal A L Estimated Funding Match .
Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds Local Benefit
Year Amount Amount
2018 FAST Act NHTSA 402 Police Traffic Services (FAST) $2,718,485.33 $679,621.33 | $2,718,485.33
. o 405d Impaired Driving Low
2017 FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving Low (FAST) $2,327,067.51 $581,766.88
MAP 21 405b Occupant Protection 405b High Occupant Protection
2015 ) $126,694.03 $31,673.51
High Belt Use (MAP-21)

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost
Police Interceptor Utility | 2 $48,000.00 $96,000.00 | $48,000.00 $96,000.00
Dodge Charger 3 $24,892.75 $74,678.25 | $24,892.75 $74,678.25

5.4.2 Countermeasure Strategy: Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Program area Motorcycle Safety

Countermeasure strategy Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Innovative countermeasure strategies are countermeasure strategies which have not yet been proven effective in the
highway safety arena but show potential based on limited practical application. Justification of innovative countermeasure
strategies can be based on past successes when applied to other behavioral safety problems.

Is this countermeasure strategy innovative?
No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the planned high visibility enforcement strategies that support national
mobilizations? § 1300.11(d)(6)

Yes

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint
inspection stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under
§ 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events
based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
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1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the
State’s problem identification]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) under the seat belt
enforcement criterion? § 1300.21(e)(3) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required
under § 1300.11(d)(5), demonstrating that the State conducts sustained enforcement (i.e., a program of recurring efforts
throughout the fiscal year of the grant to promote seat belt and child restraint enforcement), and that based on the State’s
problem identification, involves law enforcement agencies responsible for seat belt enforcement in geographic areas in
which at least 70 percent of either the State’s unrestrained passenger vehicle occupant fatalities occurred or combined
fatalities and serious injuries occurred]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) under the high risk
population countermeasure programs criterion? § 1300.21(e)(4) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State will implement data-driven programs to improve
seat belt and child restraint use for at least two of the following at-risk populations: (i) Drivers on rural roadways; (ii)
Unrestrained nighttime drivers; (iii) Teenage drivers; (iv) Other high-risk populations identified in the occupant protection
program area plan required under § 1300.21(d)(1)]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) under the comprehensive
occupant protection program criterion? § 1300.21(e)(5)(ii)(B) [Countermeasure strategies (such as enforcement, education,
communication, policies/legislation, partnerships/outreach), at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), designed to
achieve the performance targets of the strategic plan]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist
awareness program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required
under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political
subdivisions where the incidence of crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

Yes

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving
program criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those
jurisdictions where the incidence of motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

Yes

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2)
[Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the
assurances that the State will undertake activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of §
1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Countermeasure strategy description

To describe the program area countermeasure strategy that will help the State complete its program and achieve specific
performance targets, complete the following:

Enter assessment of the overall projected traffic safety impacts of the countermeasure strategy chosen and of the planned
activities to be funded.

The National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) reports that in 2016, 37,461 people were killed in motor vehicle traffic crashes in the
United States, of which 10,497 (28%) were alcohol-related. Every fifty minutes in America, someone is killed in an alcohol-related crash. Nationally,

these crashes result in more than $44 billion in economic costs on an annual basis.

In Georgia during the 2016 calendar year, over 60 percent of all motorcyclist crashes occurred in metropolitan areas including Atlanta, Gainesville,

Augusta, Savannah, and Columbus. According to FARS data, Fulton, Dekalb, Cobb, and Gwinnett counties had the highest number of motorcycle
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crashes in 2016. The attached charts show FARS data from the 2016 calendar year.

Alcohol is a significant risk factor among Georgia motorcycle rider fatalities. Every year since 2008, alcohol related motorcycle fatalities showed a
steady increase in Georgia. According to the Fatality Analysis Reporting System in 2016, 21 percent (35) of the motorcycle riders killed in fatal crashes
(167) contained a BAC at or above a .08. This is less than the national level of 1,259 (25%) of 4,950 motorcycle riders who were alcohol impaired
(BAC of .08 g/dL or higher).

In 2016, Georgia has an alcohol reporting rate of 42% -- 42% of all drivers involved in fatal crashes were tested for alcohol consumption with recorded
BAC. This is the highest reporting percentage in Georgia in the previous 5 years. In Georgia, 2,150 drivers were involved in fatal crashes, and 900
drivers were tested. The highest alcohol testing occurred among the fatally injured (62%), followed by Non-Incapacitating Evident Injured drivers
(23%).

Alcohol-Impaired Driving Fatalities

(BAC=.08+)**

271 295 296 279 358 368

As indicated above, alcohol was associated with 368 highway fatalities in Georgia during 2016. This equates to twenty-four percent (24%) of Georgia’s
overall fatalities. Even with stricter laws, high visibility law enforcement, and increased public information and education (PI&E) programs, the number
of impaired driving crashes, injuries and fatalities remains unacceptable. The chance of a crash being fatal is six times higher if exposed to impaired

driving when compared to those not related to alcohol or drugs.

As presented below, The U.S. and Georgia had an increase in overall fatalities as well as increase in alcohol related fatalities. Data shows from 2011-
2016, Georgia experienced increase in overall crash fatalities of 328 (27%) and an increase of 97 (36%) in alcohol-related traffic deaths. These

numbers indicate that Georgia should emphasize preventative measures for countering the problems of driving under the influence of alcohol.
MEASURE

Total Folalifies

Falalities

% of Alcohol
Related Fotalities

Enter description of the linkage between program area problem identification data, performance targets, identified
countermeasure strategy and allocation of funds to planned activities.

Impaired Driving Enforcement — H.E.A.T.

Aggressive traffic has been determined to be one of the leading causes of death and serious injury crashes on the roadways of Georgia. Driving under
the influence of alcohol and speed are among the worst behaviors identified with aggressive drivers. The Governor’s Office of Highway Safety’s
(GOHS) impaired driving program is geared toward jurisdictions where the incidences of impaired crashes among motorist and motorcyclist are the

highest within the State of Georgia.

Since 2002, the Georgia Governor's Office of Highway Safety has maintained a multi-jurisdictional task force to address aggressive and impaired
driving in Georgia. Originally, three officers from six counties, the City of College Park, and the City of Atlanta came together to form a team of twenty-
four officers to form H.E.A.T. (Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic). Since this formation, the Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic

(H.E.A.T.) team has continued to grow with agencies being added across the state. In FFY 2018, GOHS funded eighteen (18) agencies across the
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state where speed and impaired driving crashes and fatalities are consistently high. The Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) will maintain the

Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T.) program in FFY 2019.

The Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T) Units were established for the purpose of reducing the number of driving incidents. This
project will focus on impaired driving and speeding, two of the main aggressive driving related violations. This will be accomplished through

enforcement and education.

Alcohol and Other Drug Countermeasures

Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) will administer and manage alcohol programs (funding 405 (f)). This includes but is not limited to:
overseeing in-house grants and contracts, seeking and managing grants that foster the agency’s mission, collecting and analyzing data, seeking
partnerships in the communities, and to providing training and public information necessary to ensure proper and efficient use of federal highway safety
funds. The public information will include the creation of brochures, collateral messaging items and effective communication with the media and public

which will be available.

The State of Georgia maintains an annual comprehensive plan for conducting high visibility impaired driving enforcement and that plan will continue for
the remainder of FY 2018 and FY 2019. The plan includes the following:

1. Strategic impaired driving enforcement which is designed to reach motorcyclist and motorist in geographic subdivisions that account for a
majority of the state’s population and half of the state’s alcohol-related fatalities. Please see list of counties in the state ranked from
highest to lowest in impaired driving related crashes for all vehicle types.

2. Three statewide impaired driving mobilizations that occur during the holidays of July 4th, Labor Day (September), and December
holidays.

3. Strategic mobilizations for geographic subdivisions that show abnormal increases in traffic injuries and/or deaths (Thunder Task Force).

Georgia law enforcement agencies will participate in four impaired driving mobilizations by conducting checkpoints and/or saturation patrols on at least

four nights during the national impaired driving campaigns as well as on a quarterly basis throughout FY 2019.
The four (4) impaired driving mobilizations are as follows:

1. December 2018/New Year 2019

2. Thunder Task Force (Three Dates TBD)
3. July Fourth 2019

4. Labor Day 2019

Statewide Impaired Driving Mobilization

Georgia participates in three annual statewide mobilizations to combat impaired driving. These campaigns occur during the Fourth of July, Labor Day,
and December holidays. Georgia utilizes its Traffic Enforcement Networks (TEN) which provide state and local law enforcement officers with a
structured means of collaborating regionally on their unique highway safety priorities with emphasis on impaired driving. They also provide the ability to
communicate regional highway safety priorities up the chain-of-command, to reach local and state policy makers, community leaders, legislators and
others. The 16 regional networks are instrumental in carrying out this statewide impaired-driving enforcement campaign. The traffic enforcement

networks work closely with The Georgia State Patrol.

Strategic Thunder Mobilizations

The Governor’s Office of Highway Safety has established a taskforce consisting of state wide officers (H.E.A.T.), troopers and sheriff's deputies. The
Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) “Thunder” taskforce is a specialized traffic enforcement unit designed to help Georgia communities
combat unusually high amount of traffic crashes, injuries and fatalities. Their mission is to reduce highway deaths and serious injuries by changing the
illegal driving behaviors of motorcyclist and motorists in the region through an increased law enforcement presence in those high crash corridors. The

task force was established in 2007 and continues to be very effective in reducing highway crashes, injuries and deaths.

As you can see alcohol is also a significant risk factor for Georgia motorcycle riders. Every year since 1998, alcohol related motorcycle fatalities have

been increasing in Georgia. According to the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA), in 2016, twenty-five percent (25%) of all fatally
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injured motorcycle riders had BAC levels of .08 g/dL or higher. Across the U.S., the percentage with BAC .08 g/dL or above was highest for fatally
injured motorcycle riders among two age groups, 35-39 (38%), followed by 45-49 (37%). Nighttime single vehicle crashes are the most dangerous for

impaired motorcycle riders. Fifty-five percent (55%) of those type crashes result in the death of a motorcyclist.

Evidence of effectiveness
Enter a rationale for selecting the countermeasure strategy and funding allocation for each planned activity.

Aggressive driving has been determined to be one of the leading causes of death and serious injury crashes on the roadways of Georgia.
Driving under the influence of alcohol and speed are among the worst behaviors identified with aggressive drivers. Since 2001, the Georgia
Governor's Office of Highway Safety has maintained a multi-jurisdictional task force to address aggressive and impaired driving in Georgia.
Originally, three officers from six counties, the City of College Park, and the City of Atlanta came together to form a team of twenty-four officers
to form Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T.). Since this formation, the Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T.)
team has maintained consistency across the state. In FFY 2018, the Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) funded eighteen (18)
Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T.) units across the state where speed and impaired driving crashes and fatalities are
consistently high. Governor's Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) will maintain the Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T.) program
in FFY 2019. The Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T) Units were established for the purpose of reducing the number of
driving incidents. This project will continue to focus on impaired driving and speeding, two of the main aggressive driving related violations. This
will be accomplished through enforcement and education.

Georgia will continue to fund data driven projects that focus on impaired driving enforcement and education. The Highway Enforcement of
Aggressive Traffic Units operate in a majority of the counties where impaired motorcycle crashes occurred in 2016. The chart below describes
the FFY2018 grantees, grant amounts, counties represented, and the total fatalities, impaired driving fatalities, and motorcycle fatalities.
Georgia plans to fund projects like HEAT again in 2019.

: ‘Grant Tatal Aleohol .08+ Motoreycle:

County S Amount | 2013 | 2014|2015 2016 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015| 2016 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016
Bartow Bartow Co 50 101,348.18| 17 | 21 | 29 | 26 4 8 6 4 F 3 4 10
Bibb Bibb Ca 5O 25096.39]| 31 |23 | 1| 28| 6 & G 3 2 3 4 1
Bulloch  |DPS-Nighthawks 15 |16 | 15| 18 ) 5 | 6 | 4 3 |2 1 0 | 0
Burke Burike Co 50 122,236.61| 12 | 7 3 B |4 3 a 3 1 0 ] o
(Chatham  [Savannah PD 123,72737| 44 | 26 | 54 | 43 | 13 5 13 | 14 B L] i 2
Cherokee |Cherckee Co S0 272,012.14] 16 | 12 | 12| 7 2|40 3 | 5 1 0
Clarke Athens-Clarke Co PD 8937138 7 | 9 |15) 13| 2 16|60 1 | 2 | 411
Coffee Douglas PD 32,634.28| 3 6 7 7 0 2 2 2 0 0 1 o
Dekalb DekKalb Co PD 32674.03) 70 | 55 | B3 | 80 | 21 | 13 | 24 | 20 9 L] -] 11
Dougherty |DPS- Nighwhawks 10 |12 )13] 20 1 2 3 |42 00 2
Douglas  |Douglas Co 50 32,2059) 19 |12 | 22 | A 3 4 5 2 4 5 3
Forsyth Forsyth Co 50 248,13041] 17 | 11 | 13 | 11 2 2 4 2 4 4 1 1
Fulton DP5- Nighthawks B5 | 77 |1041129) 21 | 19 | 34 | 32| 9 | 9 | 13 | 15
Glynn Glynn Co PD 29,379.04| 13 | 16 | 9 711 3 1 2 3 |00 |2
Gwinnett |DPS- Nighthawks 45 | 55 | 67 | 61 | 11 | 14 | 1B | 22 -] 9 12 | 12
Habersham|Habersham Co. 50 61,954.07| 7 3 9 12 1 3 4 4 1 ] 1 1
Hall Hall Ca 50 127.830.12) 17 | 21 ) 23] 31 ) 8 | 4 | 9 | 8 | O | 4 | 4 | 4
Henry Henry Co PD 32475.84| 36 | 26| 23 | 26 | & B 5 g 2 4 3 1
Houston  |Houston Co SO 132,166.90| 5 ] 1 | 17 2 1 2 5 o 2 2 3
Lowndes |Lowndes Ca 50 106,894.53) 7 | 13 | 18 | 17 | © 2 | 4| 4 1 |01 2
Muscogee |DPS- Nighwhawks 14 |17 |14 ) 27 | 5 4 5 (] 1 5 i 6
Newton |MewtonCo 50 126,920.76| 18 | 7 13|]21] 4 2 ] 2 1 0 1 1

Mats- DFS Righthank.s aiv gl of the GA S240e Patrol and Spi their Hime betwsen the counties of Fultonflndinnet AThathamiBulach sl MurcogesDoughedly
FritanfGindest- Moith Tesn, ChathamdSuloch. South Team- Combingd Funding $2.255.959.69
MuscogeelEsbb: Middle G4 Team: Funding $907 #4645

Planned activities

Select existing planned activities below and/or click Add New to enter and select planned activities that the State will
conduct to support the countermeasure strategies within each program area to address its problems and achieve its
performance targets.

Planned activities in countermeasure strategy
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Planned activity unique . )
. . Planned Activity Name Primary Countermeasure
identifier
AL-01 Conduct three (3) waves of statewide enforcement with the “Drive Sober or Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement
Get Pulled Over.” campaign. and Sanctions
. . . . Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement
AL-02 Law enforcement will conduct 7,704 impaired driver contacts )
and Sanctions
AL-04 Provide 32 training courses for prosecutors and police officers
. . . Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement
AL-05 Provide 18 educational events to the military. .
and Sanctions
» Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement
AL-06 Conduct 3 Law Enforcement Recognition events )
and Sanctions
. Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement
AL-07 Hold 18 community events. A
and Sanctions
AL-08 Conduct 18 educational events.
. Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement
AL-09 Monitor 4 local county courts. .
and Sanctions
PT-06 Fund H.E.A.T. (Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic) Projects High Visibility Enforcement

5.4.2.1 Planned Activity: Conduct three (3) waves of statewide enforcement with the “Drive Sober or
Get Pulled Over.” campaign.

Planned activity name Conduct three (3) waves of statewide enforcement with the “Drive Sober or Get Pulled Over.” campaign.
Planned activity number AL-01

Primary countermeasure strategy Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)
Yes

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No
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Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No
Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State

will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Conduct three (3) waves of statewide enforcement with the “Drive Sober or Get Pulled Over.” campaign.

Enter intended subrecipients.

local and state law enforcement

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year Countermeasure Strategy Name
2019 High Visibility Enforcement
2019 Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal Year Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds | Estimated Funding Amount | Match Amount | Local Benefit

2018 FAST Act NHTSA 402 | Paid Advertising (FAST) | $100,000.00 $25,000.00 $0.00

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.4.2.2 Planned Activity: Law enforcement will conduct 7,704 impaired driver contacts
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Planned activity name Law enforcement will conduct 7,704 impaired driver contacts
Planned activity number AL-02

Primary countermeasure strategy Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)

Yes

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No
Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State

will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Law enforcement will conduct 7,704 impaired driver contacts with funds provided by GOHS

Enter intended subrecipients.

local and state law enforcement

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.
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Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year Countermeasure Strategy Name
2019 High Visibility Enforcement
2019 Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal . . Estimated Funding Match Local
Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds .
Year Amount Amount Benefit
FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving 405d Impaired Driving Low
2017 $102,488.97 $25,622.24
Low (FAST)
2018 FAST Act NHTSA 402 Alcohol (FAST) $75,000.00 $18,750.00 $0.00

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.4.2.3 Planned Activity: Provide 32 training courses for prosecutors and police officers

Planned activity name Provide 32 training courses for prosecutors and police officers
Planned activity number AL-04

Primary countermeasure strategy

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)
No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No
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Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Training will aid in the detection, apprehension and prosecution of impaired drivers.
Enter intended subrecipients.

Prosecuting Attorney's Office

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal . . Estimated Funding Match Local
Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds .
Year Amount Amount Benefit

FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving 405d Impaired Driving Low

2017
Low (FAST)

$340,391.00 $85,097.75

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost
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No records found.

5.4.2.4 Planned Activity: Provide 18 educational events to the military.

Planned activity name Provide 18 educational events to the military.
Planned activity number AL-05

Primary countermeasure strategy Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)
No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Conduct educational events on military bases across Georgia focused on impaired driving

Enter intended subrecipients.
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Mother's Against Drunk Driving

Countermeasure strategies

GMSS

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year

Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Low

(FAST)

Source Fiscal . . Estimated Funding Match Local
Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds .
Year Amount Amount Benefit
FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving 405d Impaired Driving Low
2017 $45,547.82 $11,386.96

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity

Price Per Unit | Total Cost

NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.4.2.5 Planned Activity: Conduct 3 Law Enforcement Recognition events

Planned activity name

Planned activity number AL-06

Conduct 3 Law Enforcement Recognition events

Primary countermeasure strategy Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety

technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
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that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Events will recognize law enforcement efforts to combat impaired driving. One event will be statewide and two events will be held locally.

Enter intended subrecipients.

Mother's Against Drunk Driving

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal . . Estimated Funding Match Local
Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds .
Year Amount Amount Benefit
FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving 405d Impaired Driving Low
2017 $45,547.82 $11,386.96
Low (FAST)

Major purchases and dispositions
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Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.4.2.6 Planned Activity: Hold 18 community events.

Planned activity name Hold 18 community events.
Planned activity number AL-07

Primary countermeasure strategy Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)
No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No
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Enter description of the planned activity.

GMSS

18 community events will be held to educate the citizens on the dangers of impaired driving.

Enter intended subrecipients.

Mother's Against Drunk Driving

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year

Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Low

(FAST)

Source Fiscal i . Estimated Funding Match Local
Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds )
Year Amount Amount Benefit
FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving 405d Impaired Driving Low
2017 $45,547.82 $11,386.96

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity

Price Per Unit

Total Cost

NHTSA Share per unit

NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.4.2.7 Planned Activity: Conduct 18 educational events.

Planned activity name

Planned activity number

Conduct 18 educational events.

AL-08

Primary countermeasure strategy

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
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maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Conduct 18 educational events to high schools students and their parents- Power of Parents and Power of Youth.

Enter intended subrecipients.

Mother's Against Drunk Driving

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal i . Estimated Funding Match Local
Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds i
Year Amount Amount Benefit
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2017 FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving 405d Impaired Driving Low $45,547.82

Low (FAST)

$11,386.96 | |

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.4.2.8 Planned Activity: Monitor 4 local county courts.

Planned activity name Monitor 4 local county courts.
Planned activity number AL-09

Primary countermeasure strategy Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)
No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No
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Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Monitoring the local courts and provide feedback when necessary and related to DUI cases.

Enter intended subrecipients.

Mother's Against Drunk Driving

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

Fiscal Year Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement and Sanctions

Funding sources

Click Add New to enter federal funding source, eligible use of funds, and estimates of funding amounts, amount for match
and local benefit.

Source Fiscal . . Estimated Funding Match Local
Funding Source Eligible Use of Funds .
Year Amount Amount Benefit
FAST Act 405d Impaired Driving 405d Impaired Driving Low
2017 $45,547.82 $11,386.96
Low (FAST)

Major purchases and dispositions

Click Add New to enter equipment with a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more.

Item | Quantity | Price Per Unit | Total Cost | NHTSA Share per unit | NHTSA Share Total Cost

No records found.

5.5 Program Area: Traffic Records

Program area type Traffic Records

Will countermeasure strategies and planned activities be described in this plan to address the program area?

No

Is this program area part of the State occupant protection program area plan for a 405(b) application that identifies the
safety problems to be addressed, performance measures and targets, and the countermeasure strategies and planned

activities the State will implement to address those problems, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(c) and (d)?

No

Problem identification
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Enter description and analysis of the State’s highway safety problems (for this program area) as identified through an
analysis of data, including but not limited to fatality, injury, enforcement, and judicial data, to be used as a basis for setting
performance targets and developing countermeasure strategies.

a

5.6 Program Area: Speed Management

Program area type Speed Management

Will countermeasure strategies and planned activities be described in this plan to address the program area?

Yes

Is this program area part of the State occupant protection program area plan for a 405(b) application that identifies the
safety problems to be addressed, performance measures and targets, and the countermeasure strategies and planned
activities the State will implement to address those problems, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(c) and (d)?

No

Problem identification

Enter description and analysis of the State’s highway safety problems (for this program area) as identified through an
analysis of data, including but not limited to fatality, injury, enforcement, and judicial data, to be used as a basis for setting
performance targets and developing countermeasure strategies.

Problem Identification and Program Justification

Excess speed can contribute to both the frequency and severity of motor vehicle crashes. At higher speeds, additional time is required to stop a vehicle
and more distance is traveled before corrective maneuvers can be implemented. Speeding reduces a driver’s ability to react to emergencies created by
driver inattention, by unsafe maneuvers of other vehicles, by roadway hazards, by vehicle system failures (such as tire blowouts), or by hazardous weather
conditions. The fact that a vehicle was exceeding the speed limit does not necessarily mean that this was the cause of the crash, but the probability of
avoiding the crash would likely be greater had the driver or drivers been traveling at slower speeds.

The Governor’s Office of Highway Safety, along with state and local law enforcement conducts a 100-day sustained education and enforcement program
entitled “100 Days of Summer HEAT (Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic)” from Memorial Day through Labor Day. Nationally, FARS data shows a
5.67% increase in overall fatalities from 2015 to 2016, however the percentage of speed related crashes remained the same at 27% of the overall fatalities.
The economic cost to society of speed-related crashes in the U.S. was estimated at $52 billion.

Total Fatalities, Speeding-Related Fatalities, and Percentage Speed-Related

Speed-Related Fatalities 220 180 197 213 268 266
% Speed-Related 18% 15% 17% 18% 19% 17%

Speed-Related Fatalities 10,001 10,219 9,613 9,283 9,723 10,111
% Speed-Related 31% 30% 29% 28% 27% 27%
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The chance of a crash being fatal is over three times higher in crashes related to speed than crashes not related to speed. More young male drivers are
involved in fatal crashes as a result of speeding. In 2016, 22 percent of the 15 to 24-year-old drivers who were involved in fatal crashes were also speeding
at the time of the crash in Georgia. During the same year, 27 percent of all young (ages 15-24 years) motorcycle operators involved in fatal crashes were
speeding, as compared to 18 percent for light truck drivers; which includes pickup truck, SUV, and Van.

Seventeen percent (17%) of all Georgia fatalities were related to speed in 2016. This is among the lowest percent in the country however there were still
266 lives lost at the hands of speeding vehicles. This is a slight decrease from 2015 but still higher than 2012 whern there were 180 speed related fatalities
(15% of all roadway fatalities).

Speed Related Fatalities

P

2008 2009 2010 20N 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

1 Speed Rel —0— 5-year Moving Average

—0— % Speed Related Faralities

Thunder Task Force

The Governor’s Office of Highway Safety Thunder Task Force is a Traffic Enforcement Special Response Team coordinated by the Law Enforcement
Services Team. The Thunder Task Force is deployed to areas of the state where data indicates unusually high incidences of traffic fatalities and serious
injuries.

The Task Force is made up of selected members of the Georgia State Patrol, Motor Carrier Compliance Division, and the Governor’s Office of Highway
Safety H.E.A.T. (Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic) Teams. The concept is to identify a county or area of the state to deploy the task force based
on the data, partner with the local law enforcement jurisdictions and courts, develop an enforcement strategy based on current crash reports and data, and
infiltrate the region with three months of high visibility enforcement and earned media.

The Task Force identifies the areas, conducts the mobilizations, turns the numbers around in that region, then moves to another region of the state and
repeats the process. With this continued effort of putting resources where the problems are, then moving to the next location once the problem is stabilized.
The Thunder Task Force has proven to be a very effective and cost efficient method of saving lives and reducing the projected numbers of annual fatalities
in the State of Georgia.

Target Population

The target population is the motoring public of Georgia.

Performance measures

Select at least one performance measure that is data-driven, that enables the State to track progress toward meeting the
quantifiable annual target. For program areas where performance measures have not been jointly developed (e.g.,
distracted driving, drug-impaired driving) for which States are using HSP funds, the State shall develop its own
performance measures and performance targets that are data-driven.

Performance Measures in Program Area

Fiscal Target Period(Performance Target End Target Value(Performance
Performance Measure Name
Year Target) Year Target)
2019 C-1) Number of traffic fatalities (FARS) 5 Year 2019 1,652.0
2019 C-2) Number of serious injuries in traffic crashes (State 5 Year 2019 24,324.0
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crash data files)

2019 C-6) Number of speeding-related fatalities (FARS) 5 Year 2019 306.0

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies to
submit for program area.

Countermeasure Strategies in Program Area

Fiscal Year | Countermeasure Strategy Name

2019 High Visibility Enforcement

5.6.1 Countermeasure Strategy: High Visibility Enforcement

Program area Impaired Driving (Drug and Alcohol)

Countermeasure strategy High Visibility Enforcement

Innovative countermeasure strategies are countermeasure strategies which have not yet been proven effective in the
highway safety arena but show potential based on limited practical application. Justification of innovative countermeasure
strategies can be based on past successes when applied to other behavioral safety problems.

Is this countermeasure strategy innovative?

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the planned high visibility enforcement strategies that support national
mobilizations? § 1300.11(d)(6)

Yes

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint
inspection stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under
§ 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events
based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the
State’s problem identification]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) under the seat belt
enforcement criterion? § 1300.21(e)(3) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required
under § 1300.11(d)(5), demonstrating that the State conducts sustained enforcement (i.e., a program of recurring efforts
throughout the fiscal year of the grant to promote seat belt and child restraint enforcement), and that based on the State’s
problem identification, involves law enforcement agencies responsible for seat belt enforcement in geographic areas in
which at least 70 percent of either the State’s unrestrained passenger vehicle occupant fatalities occurred or combined
fatalities and serious injuries occurred]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) under the high risk
population countermeasure programs criterion? § 1300.21(e)(4) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State will implement data-driven programs to improve
seat belt and child restraint use for at least two of the following at-risk populations: (i) Drivers on rural roadways; (ii)
Unrestrained nighttime drivers; (iii) Teenage drivers; (iv) Other high-risk populations identified in the occupant protection
program area plan required under § 1300.21(d)(1)]
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No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) under the comprehensive
occupant protection program criterion? § 1300.21(e)(5)(ii)(B) [Countermeasure strategies (such as enforcement, education,
communication, policies/legislation, partnerships/outreach), at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), designed to
achieve the performance targets of the strategic plan]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist
awareness program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required
under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political
subdivisions where the incidence of crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving
program criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those
jurisdictions where the incidence of motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this countermeasure strategy part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2)
[Countermeasure strategies and planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the
assurances that the State will undertake activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of §
1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Countermeasure strategy description

To describe the program area countermeasure strategy that will help the State complete its program and achieve specific
performance targets, complete the following:

Enter assessment of the overall projected traffic safety impacts of the countermeasure strategy chosen and of the planned
activities to be funded.

Aggressive driving has been determined to be one of the leading causes of death and serious injury crashes on the roadways of Georgia.
Driving under the influence of alcohol and speed are among the worst behaviors identified with aggressive drivers. Since 2001, the Georgia
Governor's Office of Highway Safety has maintained a multi-jurisdictional task force to address aggressive and impaired driving in Georgia.
Originally, three officers from six counties, the City of College Park, and the City of Atlanta came together to form a team of twenty-four officers
to form Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T.). Since this formation, the Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T.)
team has maintained consistency across the state. In FFY 2018, the Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) funded eighteen (18)
Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T.) units across the state where speed and impaired driving crashes and fatalities are
consistently high. Governor's Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) will maintain the Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T.) program
in FFY 2019. The Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic (H.E.A.T) Units were established for the purpose of reducing the number of
driving incidents. This project will continue to focus on impaired driving and speeding, two of the main aggressive driving related violations. This

will be accomplished through enforcement and education.

The Governor’s Office of Highway Safety created sixteen regional traffic enforcement networks that encompass all 159 Georgia counties. The
networks are made up of local and state traffic enforcement officers and prosecutors from each region of the state. The networks are
coordinated by a coordinator and an assistant coordinator, both which are full time law enforcement officers volunteering their time and efforts to
highway safety. The dedicated support from these officers, their law enforcement agency and department heads are unsurpassed. The networks
meet monthly to provide information, training and networking opportunities to the attending officers. Prosecutors, Judges and non-traditional
traffic enforcement agencies such as the Georgia Department of Natural Resources, Department of Corrections and Military Police often attend
the meetings and offer assistance for traffic enforcement training and initiatives. The networks are utilized to efficiently mobilize law enforcement
statewide for traffic enforcement initiatives. The traffic enforcement networks have become an outstanding networking, training and
communication tool for Georgia’s traffic enforcement community.

In an effort to communicate legislative updates, court decisions and other pertinent information to traffic enforcement officers across the state,
the Governor's Office of Highway Safety in partnership with Emory University has established an email list serve that all participating law
enforcement officers can receive up to date traffic enforcement related information. Information is about traffic enforcement policies, legal
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updates, training opportunities, and other traffic enforcement related information. There are over 800 traffic enforcement officers and
prosecutors subscribed to the Georgia Traffic Enforcement Network (GATEN) list serv.

The Governor's Office of Highway Safety recognizes that law enforcement plays an extremely important role in overall highway safety in the
State of Georgia. Campaigns such as Click it or Ticket, Operation Zero Tolerance (Drive Sober or Get Pulled Over), and the 100 Days of
Summer HEAT (Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic) have proven that high-visibility enforcement of Georgia’s traffic laws is the key to
saving lives and reducing injuries on Georgia’s roadways.

Click it or Ticker Movember 18, 2018 — November 25, 2018
Drive Sober or Get Pulled Over December 18, 2018 — Janvary 3, 2019
Click it or Ticker May 14, 2019 - June 2, 2019
Drive Sober or Get Pulled Over Jume 21,2019 —July 7, 2019
Drive Sober or Ger Pulled Over Avgust 15, 2019 - September 2, 2019

Enter description of the linkage between program area problem identification data, performance targets, identified
countermeasure strategy and allocation of funds to planned activities.

The Governor’s Office of Highway Safety Thunder Task Force is a Traffic Enforcement Special Response Team coordinated by the Law
Enforcement Services Team. This is an evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program to prevent traffic violations, crashes, and injuries in
locations most at risk for such incidents. The Thunder Task Force is a data driven, high visibility, sustained, traffic enforcement response team,
designed to impact a jurisdiction with a Thunder Task Force mobilization. The concept is to identify a county or area of the state to deploy the
Task Force based on the data, partner with the local law enforcement jurisdictions and courts, develop an enforcement strategy based on
current crash reports and data, and infiltrate the regions with two to three months of high visibility enforcement and earned media. The Task
Force identifies the areas, conducts the mobilizations, turns the numbers around in that region, then moves to another region of the state and
repeats the process.

A significant part of Thunder Task Force is educating local citizens regarding necessary changes in their driving behavior to further reduce traffic
fatalities and injuries. The enforcement efforts are directed by traffic crash fatality data analysis updated within the Fatality Analysis Surveillance
Tool (FAST) developed by Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS), and Georgia Electronic Accident Reporting System (GEARS). The
Thunder Task Force is coordinated by the Governor’s Office of Highway Safety Law Enforcement Services Division and includes the Georgia
State Patrol, Governor’s Office of Highway Safety HEAT Units (Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic), Department of Public Safety Motor
Carrier Compliance Division (MCCD) and local law enforcement. We also use as much local crash data as available, looking at time of day,
location and causation (DUI, Seatbelt, Speed, Motorcycles). The Thunder Task Force is deployed to areas of the state that data indicates
unusually high incidences of traffic fatalities and serious injuries. The Task Force identifies the problem areas, and conducts mobilizations using
the resources that are needed for these problem areas, such as the Motor Carrier Compliance Division (MCCD), Child Passenger Safety
Technicians (CPST), and trained DUI officers. With this continued effort of putting resources where the problems are, the Governor’s Office of
Highway Safety (GOHS) is able to stabilize the problem with a proven effective and cost efficient method of saving lives, therefore reducing the
projected numbers of annual traffic fatalities in the State of Georgia. While conducting a Thunder Task Force Mobilization, the enforcement plan
is adjusted on a continuous basis, using current local data provided by the local jurisdiction. 60 to 90 days after the mobilizations end, the Task
Force typically returns to the jurisdiction for a follow up visit and evaluation.

Evidence of effectiveness

Enter a rationale for selecting the countermeasure strategy and funding allocation for each planned activity.

The Thunder Task Force is a data driven, high visibility, sustained, traffic enforcement response team, designed to impact a
jurisdiction with an Thunder Task Force mobilization. A significant part of Thunder Task Force is educating local citizens
regarding necessary changes in their driving behavior to further reduce traffic fatalities and injuries. The enforcement efforts
are directed by traffic crash fatality data analysis updated within the Fatality Analysis Surveillance Tool (FAST) developed by
GOHS, and GEARS. The Thunder Task Force is coordinated by the Governor’s Office of Highway Safety Services Division and
includes the Georgia State Patrol, GOHS HEAT Units (Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic), DPS Motor Carrier
Compliance Division and Local Law Enforcement to conduct the high visibility enforcement during the three month effort.

https://nhtsagmss.crm9.dynamics.com/main.aspx?area=Nav_Application&etc=10046&page=Applications_HQ&pagetype=entitylist&web=true#51...  148/305



7/12/2018 GMSS
The concept is to identify a county or area of the state to deploy the task force based on the data, partner with the local law
enforcement jurisdictions and courts, develop an enforcement strategy based on current crash reports and data, and infiltrate
the region with high visibility enforcement and earned media. The continuous earned media and the overwhelming high
visibility enforcement during the enforcement periods gives the perception that the task force is mobilized during the entire
summer.

The Task Force identifies the areas, conducts the mobilizations, turns the numbers around in that region, then moves to
another region of the state and repeats the process. With this continued effort of putting resources where the problems are,
then moving to the next location once the problem is stabilized has proven to be a very effective and cost efficient method of
saving lives and reducing the projected numbers of annual traffic fatalities in the State of Georgia.

The Thunder Task Force concept was piloted in Savannah-Chatham County during April, May and June of 2007.
The three month program (12 operational days) had the following results:

+ 96 Drunk Drivers were arrested.

« 175 Suspended or Revoked License arrests.
« 1617 Other traffic Violations.

«+ 75 Drug offenders and fugitives arrested

« 4732 Total Arrests or citations

During the three month period, the Thunder Task Force reduced fatal crashes in Savannah-Chatham County by more than
58%.

The GOHS Thunder Task Force has found a winning recipe; data focused, cost efficient, high visibility enforcement, combined
with an extensive earned media message. The result is lives saved on Georgia roadways. In every location the Task Force
has been deployed we have seen a reduction in Crashes and Fatalities.

Planned activities

Select existing planned activities below and/or click Add New to enter and select planned activities that the State will
conduct to support the countermeasure strategies within each program area to address its problems and achieve its
performance targets.

Planned activities in countermeasure strategy

Planned activity unique - .
. » Planned Activity Name Primary Countermeasure
identifier
SC-01 Train 1,400 law enforcement officers in speed detection
SC-02 Law enforcement will conduct 47,140 speed contacts.
AL01 Conduct three (3) waves of statewide enforcement with the “Drive Sober or Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement
Get Pulled Over.” campaign. and Sanctions
. . . . Alcohol Impairment: Detection, Enforcement
AL-02 Law enforcement will conduct 7,704 impaired driver contacts )
and Sanctions
PT-06 Fund H.E.A.T. (Highway Enforcement of Aggressive Traffic) Projects High Visibility Enforcement

5.6.1.1 Planned Activity: Train 1,400 law enforcement officers in speed detection

Planned activity name Train 1,400 law enforcement officers in speed detection

Planned activity number SC-01
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Primary countermeasure strategy

Is this planned activity part of the evidence-based traffic safety enforcement program (TSEP)? § 1300.11(d)(5)
No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child restraint inspection
stations? § 1300.21(d)(3) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating an active
network of child passenger safety inspection stations and/or inspection events based on the State’s problem identification]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State occupant protection grant application (§ 405(b)) for child passenger safety
technicians? § 1300.21(d)(4) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), for recruiting, training and
maintaining a sufficient number of child passenger safety technicians based on the State’s problem identification, at the
level of detail required under § 1300.11(d)]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State traffic safety information system improvements grant application (§ 405(c)) for the
State traffic records strategic plan? § 1300.22(b)(2)(iii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d),
that implement a recommendation(s) from the State’s most recent highway safety data and traffic records system
assessment]

No

Is this planned activity part of the impaired driving countermeasure grant application (§ 405(d)) for spending grant funds on
impaired driving activities as a high-range State? § 1300.23(f)(1)(ii) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under §
1300.11(d), for spending grant funds on impaired driving activities listed in § 1300.23(j)(4) that must include high-visibility
enforcement efforts]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the motorcyclist awareness
program criterion? § 1300.25(f) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating the
State will implement data-driven programs in a majority of counties or political subdivisions where the incidence of
crashes involving a motorcycle and another motor vehicle is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State motorcyclist safety grant application (§ 405(f)) under the impaired driving program
criterion? § 1300.25(h)(2) [Planned activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), demonstrating that the State
will implement data-driven programs designed to reach motorcyclists in those jurisdictions where the incidence of
motorcycle crashes involving an impaired operator is highest]

No

Is this planned activity part of the State racial profiling data collection grant application (§ 1906)? § 1300.28(b)(2) [Planned
activities, at the level of detail required under § 1300.11(d), supporting the assurances that the State will undertake
activities during the fiscal year of the grant to comply with the requirements of § 1300.28(b)(1)]

No

Enter description of the planned activity.

Training to law enforcement focusing on reducing serious injury and fatality related crashes through proactive speed enforcement training programs.

Enter intended subrecipients.

Georgia Public Safety Training Center

Countermeasure strategies

Select existing countermeasure strategies below and/or click Add New to enter and select countermeasure strategies that
the planned activity will support.

Countermeasure strategies in planned activities

I 1 I
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