2017 Georgia Highway Safety Plan

Appendix A to Part 1200

APPENDIX A TO PART 1200 —
CERTIFICATION AN ASSURARNCES
FOR HIGHWAY SAFETY GRANTS (23 US.C. CIIATTER 4)
sure: JEOTGIA 2017

Fiseal Year:
Each fiseal year the State must sign these Cartitications and Assurances that it complies with all
requirenients including applicable Federal statules and rugulations that are in effect during the

grant periad. (Reguirements that also apply to subrecipients are noted under the applivable
caption.)

Tre my capacity as the Govemor™s Representative for Highway Satety, Theceby provide the
following ceetifications and assurances:

GENEI REQUIREMENTS

To the hest al’ my personal knowledge, the informarion submitted i the Tighway Safety Plan in
suppor of the State’s application tor Section 402 and Sectivn 405 granis is accure and
complete. (Incoraplete or incorrect. information may result in the disapproval of the Highway
Salely Plan)

The Govemar is the nesponsihle wfficial for the administration of the Stare highway safety
program through a Starc highway safery agency that has adequate powens and is suiably
equipped and organized (as evidenced hy uppropriate aversight progedures governing such ancas
as procurenent, linsncial udministralion, and the use, management, and disposition of
cquipment’ to carry out the program. (23 US.C. 302{b)(1}iA))

The State will comply with applicable statutes and regulations. including but not limitesd tix:

= 23 ULS.C. Chapter 4 - Highway Sufely Act of 1966, as amended
e 49 CFR Purt 18 - Uniform Administrative Requirements for Grants and Cooperative
Agreemenls 1o State and Local Governments
o 23 CFR Part 1200 - Uniform Procedures Tor Stale Highway Safery Grant Programs
The Stae has subimitied appropriats documentation for review to the single point uf comtaci
destgnated by the Governor 1o review Federal programs, as required hy Fxecutive Order 12372
{Intergovernmental Review of Federnl Programs),

FEDERAL FUNDING ACCOUNTARILITY AND TRANSFARENCY ACT (FFATA)

The State will comply with FEATA guidance, OMB Guidanue on TEATA Suhward and
Cxevulive Compensalion Reporling, Augnst 27, 2010,
(htipsziivaww. e providocoments OMB_Guidance_on FEATA_Subinward_and_Cxecutive_Com
pensation_Reporting 0827201 0.pd £ by reporling te FSRSzax for cach subegrant awarded:

e Name ol'the entity receiving the nward:

e Amountai’the award;
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= Indormalion on the awiand including ransaction bype, lunding ugency, the Manth
Americun Industry Classifeslion System omde or Catalog of Federnl Domestic Assistance
munber [where applicablel, prozram souver;

& Location of the entity receiving the award and the primary location of peclormance under
the award, including the city, Slote, congressional district, end country; and an averd e
dezenprive of the purpase of cach funding scrion;

& A undque identitier (LLINSY:

& The panes and total eompensation of the five most hiphly compensated officers of the
enlity i
(i} thes entity in the preceding fiscal voer reecived—

(13 Bl percent o mece of is annal gross revenues in Federal awands;
(11 523,000,806 or more in anual gross revenues from Federal avamds: and
fiib the public docs not have aceess w information alout the compensation ol e senioe
exeutives e entity through pericadic reports [led under section 1300) or L3y of the
Seeuritics Fychange Aet of (934 (15 18,0, Thmia), 78oid)) or scction 611M of the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986;
& Other relevant informsation specitied by OMB guidance.

NONMSCRIMINATION
{ap plics to sulirecipionts 2 well as States)

L he Stare hiphway satiety agency will comply with all Federal statules and implemenling
regututions refating o nondiscrimination. These include but are not limited 4o; (a) Title VT of the
Civil Righrs Act of 1904 (Pulb, L. 88-3521, which prohibits disccimination on the basis ol race,
calar or national oreein Gaad 4% CFR Parl 21 % 0b) Tille | X of the Dducalion Amendmenls ol
1572, as pmended (20 108.C. 16B1-1683 imd [635- 1 5861, which prohibits discrimination on whe
baats of sex; {ed Sootion 3104 of the Rehabilitation Act ot 1973, as amended (2% 1150 7943, aml
the Americans with Disabilities Acl ol 19900 Pah. To 1013387 as amended (42 150, 12101, of
o), which prohihits diserimination on the basis of dizabilitics {and 4% CFR Part 27); (d) the
Age Diserimisation Act of 1973, as amended (42 L1LS.C. 101-6107), which pruhibics
discrimination on the hasis of age; (o) te Civil Righis Restoration Act of 1987 (Pub, L, 100-
254, which requires Federal-aid recipioms and all subrecipients w prevent disurimination 2nd
ansure nondiscrimination in all aftheir proprams and octivities: (0 the T Abuse OMice and
Tresment Act of 1972 (Pub. T,, 92-255), as amended, relating to nondisceimination oa the basis
of drug abuse; () the comprehensive Alcohol Abuse and Alcaholiam Prevention, Treacment and
Fehabiliiation Act of 1970 {Pub. L. 31618}, o amended, relating to nondiscrimination an the
batsis ol alewhal sbuse or lesholism; (h) Scetions 323 and 527 of the Public | lealth Service Act
ol 1912, a3 amended (42 L.5.C, 250dd-2 and 290ee-3), relating to confdentizl ity of alcohol and
drug abuse patient ceconds; (7 Titke ¥TTT of the Civil Rights Acl of 1968, 45 amended (42 1.5.0.
3601 e e, relating g nondiserimination in the sale, reral or financing of hovsing: {j) anv
ather nondiscrimination provisions in the specitic statute(s) nnder which application for Foderal
ssnistanee is einy made; and (k) the regoirements af any other nondiseriminstion sstutes)
wihich may spply o the applicatan.
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The Srate will provide a drug-free seorkplace by

o [ublishinge a slatement nolilving emplovees thal the wnlew ul mono Gaelore,
distribulion, dispensing, possession or wse of @ eontrolkad substance 38 prahikited in
the grantee's workplace and specifying the actions that will be raken against
cmplovees for violation o sech prohibition,

v Litablishing & drog-Iree awareness program e mGmm employees ahou

o The dangers of drug abuse in the workplace,

o The gramtes's pelioy of maintaining a drug-feee workplace.

o Ay available droe counseling, rehahbilitaion, and employee sssismee
programs.

o Lhe peoaltics that may be impesed upon emplovess lor doag vielolions
occurring in the workplace.

2 Making it & requircment that cach cmploves cnaaged i the perlocmances of
the grant b2 given a copy of the satement required by paragraph (o).

= Matilving the ernployee in the slatement reguired by pamgraph da) that, as 8 candition

of gmployment imder the grane, the cmployee will —
o Abide by the terms of the stmement.
o Matify the eraployer af any erimine] drug statute convietion for a vialation
oceurring in the workplace no lar than five davs atter such conviction.

& Marifving the agency within ten days aller receiving notice under subpurmgraph ()2
Irom an empluyes or ttherwise receiving selunl novee of such convicron,

& Tuking vne ol he following actions, within 30 days of receiving notice under
subparagraph (W2, with respect o any emplovee who is se cunvicted -

Tuking appropriele personned aclion against soch an coplovee, up fo and
ineluding terminatiot.

o Requiring such employes Wwoparlicipale salisfacionly inn drog abose
assislnce or rehabilitation program approved for such purposes by a Baderal,
State. or local health, law enforcement, ur ulher appropricle ugency.

w Making a good taith elflort o continue o maintain o drog-fres woroplace through
implementalion of sl of the parapraphs above,

ElY AMERICA ACT
(appliss to subrecipients as well as States)

The State will commply with the provisions ol the Toy America Agt (49 1050, 533235001, which
containg the following requirements:

Only seeel, iron and manufaciimed peoducts produced inthe United Srates may be purchased wich
Federal funds unleas the Scerctary of ranspottation delérmines thal such domestic purchoses
wauld be inconsistent with the public intereal, that such materials sre nat reasonably availabls
and of a satisfactory quality, or that inclusion of domestic matcrials will Increase the cost ol the
mvierall project contract by move than 23 peccent. Cleoar justification for the purchase of nom-
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domestic items must be io the form ol 3 waiver request subimitled Lo and approved by the
Secretary o Transporlation,

FOLITICAL ACTIVITY (TIATCH ACT)
{applics to subrecipients as well as States)

The State witl comply with provisions of the | faceh Act (5 1150 TEGRL-13081 which limits the
politicel setivities of emplovecs whose principal crplovment sctivitics are finded in whals or in
mart with Federal funds.

CERTIFICATION BEGARDING FEDERRAL LOBBYING
{applies to subrecipients as well as States)

Crtifcation lor Contraels, Cranls, |oans, and Cooperarive Agneements
The andersigined certilies, w the best of his or her know ledee and bebier, that:

1. No Federal appropeiated funds hove been paid or will e paid. by or on behal [ e the
undersigried, L any person for influencing or atenpiing wintlhence an officer or emploves
of any agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or emploves of Congress, or an emplayes
of 2 Member of Congress in connection with the avwarding af any Federa] comiracy, the
muking ulany Federal gron, the making of any Federal loan, the antaring into of any
cooperative agreement, and the extension, continuation, renewal, armendment, or
modilication ol any Pederal comtract, grant, loan, or conperstive sgroement

2. 1f Aoy funds cther tan Fedeéral appropriated funds have heen paid or will be paid o any
peraon fur inllugncing or atempring o influenee an officer or cmployee of any apcney. a
Member of Conpress, an officer or cinploves of Conpress. ur an smpleses o' a Memhber ol
Congeess inconnection with this Federal conirees, prank. loan, or coopemtive sgreonenr, the
imdersigned shull complete and submit Standaed Form=LLL, "Disclosure Form wo Repor
Lobbwing," in accordance with ils insteuctions.

3, The undersigned shall require that the Jangnage of this certification be included in the
award documents loe all sub-wward ul all lers (including subeonttets, subgrants, and
comtraels under prand, Teany, and eooperative agreenents) and that all subrecipients shatl
cawtify and disclozc accardingly.

I hia certification isa material represcntation of fact upon which reliance was pliaced when this
transaction was made or entered inly, Submassien o this cerlificasion s a prercyuisies for raking
or gnieeing irlo this ransachion imposed by scetion 1352 vitle 31, LLS. Code. Aay person who
fails ko file the required certification shall be subject to o civil penally ol nal less than § 10,000
and nct more than SEOO0O00 for asch such Failure,
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RESTRICTION ON STATE LONBYING
(applies to suhrecipienta as well as States)

Rane of the funds ender this program will be wsed Girany activily spect Geally designed e urge
o influence a St or local legislator to favor or oppoze the adoption of any specific legizlative
proposal pending befors any State or local lepislative body, Such activities include both direct
ard indirect (2.g.. "grasseeots") lobhving activities, with one exception. This docs wot preclude s
State offieia] whose salary 15 supported with NHTS A funds from engaging in dircet
communication: with State or local legislative ofticials, in accordance with customary Srate
practice, even it such communications wree lepislaive officialy to favor or oppose the adoption
il w specifie pending legislacve proposal,

CERTTFICATION REGARDING DEBARMENT AND SUSPENSI{IN
(applies ta subrecipients as well ns Stafes)

Inctrustions for Prichacy Certilfieativn

L. By sipning and submitting this proposul, the prospeetive primary partieipant is prviding the
cerlilcation seloul below.

2. The inabilicy of a person wo provide the centilcation required helime wall nel necessar iy resuly
in denisl of participation in this covered ansaction. The prospective participant shall submilan
explanation of why it cannol provide the certilication set oul belww. The cert feaion ar
explanation will be considered in connection with the depammeant or agency's determination
whather ta enter into this ttansaction. However, failuwe o the prospeclive primary parlicipant o
furmish a certilication vr an explanation shall disqualify such person from participation in this
fransaction.

3. The certification i this chuse i5 o malerial representation of Bict npon which reliance was
piaced when the depariment or agency derermincd ro entor into this ransaction. 1175 is later
derenmined that the prospective pritary participant knowingly rendered an erroneous

certi [icutivn, in addition b other remedics available fo the Federal Governmenr, the depaicmeant
or agenoy may terminaee this transaction for eause or dediult.

4. The prispective primary participant shall provids immediate writen notice 1o e depairtiment
of agency to which this praposal is submitted i1'al any Line the prospective primary participanl
lesrns its certilicalion was erronenus when submitted or has boeome ereoucous by reason of
changzed circumstances.,

5. The tems coveved fremnrerion. defurred, suspended, inelisible, lower tier covercd
Frorrsaetion, participant, perseo, primeny covered Dansacilion, prinvimal, propnsal, e
velwraril exclinded, as used inthis clouse, have the meaning sct aut in the Dofinitions and
coverape seclions of 49 CFR Part 29, You may contact the department or agency 1o which this
proposal is being submitted for assistance in ohtaining a copy of thoss remilations,
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4. The prospective primary participant aeeees by subosilling this praposal thal, should the
proposed civered lrersuclion be enleced v, 1L shall no knoswingly enter imte any Tower ticr
aoverad trapsaction with 8 person who is proposed for debacment under 48 CHIE Maet 9. subpat
.4, debarrcd, suspended. declared ineligible, o voluntarily excladed Trom participation in this
covvered transnction, unless authorized by the depuiment orapency catering into this fransaction.

I'he prospective primary participant firther agrees by submitting this proprsal that it witl
clude the clavse tifled "Certilivation Reparding Deburment, Suspension, Incligibility s
woluntary Exclusion-Lower Tier Covered 1Tansaction.” provided by the department ar apency
ermering inte this covered rransaction, without moditication . s all lower ter covered
Lravmsmeticens aod sl soljcitations for ower Ve covens] iransaclions.,

& A participont in a covered transacton may rely opan o cerlifization of o prispeedive pantivipant
i u kewer Lier covensd transaction thal it i nol proposcd e debsement ynder 48 ORI ot 4,
subpart 9.4, debarved. suspended, inelipible, or voluntorily exchadad from the covered
transaetion, nnless it knows thal the certilicadion is eroneius, & participant may deeide the
method and lrequency by which it derermines the eligibility of its principals. Each participarn
maw. bur is not required o, check the lict of Paties Bxsluded from Federal Procunement and
Nun-procurement Programs.

9. Nothing contained in the frepoing shall be canstrued tr require establishment of a sy stem of
recireds in prder b render in goad faith the certification required by this clause. The knowledee
auid information of @ participant is por required fo excesd that which is normally possessed by 2
prudent person in the ondinary counse of hosiness dealings.

M. Exeept far rransactions anthorizsl under parapraph 6 of these instruclions, il participant in
weevered Loansaction knowingly enwery ink a Tower ticr covered transscrion with & person who is
proposed for debannent under 43 CEIR Part ¥, subpart .4, suspended. debarred, ingligihle, or
voluutariJ}' cxcluded feom pasticipatiun in this transaction, in addidon o other remedies available
Lo the Tedernl Govemment, the departient or agency may terminate this teansaction {or cause or
defaulr,

Crerddfication Reparding Debarmeal, Suspeasion, and s Reaponddilite Motees-Primee:
Linered {rapsactions

13 The prospective primacy participant ¢crtitics ro the best of its koo ledpe und belied, that il
principals:
() Are ned presently debared, suspended, propoesed for debarment, declared ineligible, v
volunmarily cxchided by any Federal departrent or agency;
(b} Hlave not within a thres-year periad preceding this proposal been convicted of or had a
civil judgrent rendered against them for conumizsion of frand o a ceiminal ulTense in
connection with obtaining, attempting T obtain, ar perfomiing a poblic (Federal, Stare or
loeal} transaction or contract snder & public ransacticn; violation of Federal or Btace amitrust
sltutes or commission of embezzlement, theft, forpeey, bribary, falsitication or destruetion
of tecerd, making folse statements, or receiving slolen property:
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(e} Arc not prescntly indicted for of otherwise erimioally or eivilly chacped by a
pirvernmental entily § Pederal, Stile or Lacol) wilth commission ol uny o the allenses
coumerated in paragraph € (k) of this corifieation; sud

{d) Have not within a thece-vear period preesding this application/proposal had one o more
puhblic cransactinns (Federal, State, or focal) terminated lor cause or delaule

{2) Whete the prospective primary participant 1z unable to certity t any of the Statements in this
certification, such prospective poticipont shall atlach on explunolion w this propossl.

Instrucrions for Lower Tler Cemification

1. By signing and submitting rhis proposal, the prospactive lowear ter paticipant Is pro
cerLification ser out beiow,

3, The ceritication in this clanse is a marerial cepresentarion of fact apon which feliance was
placed when this transovtion was entered o 77 s Tawer determined gt the prospective lower
ter participant knowingly rendered an erroueous certiticarion, in addition to other remedies
ovailzlle to the Faderal povarunznt, the departnant o agency with which this tansaction
riginated may pursoe available remedies, incloding sespension anddfor debarment,

3. The prospectivis lower thar participant shall provide immediate written noties w the person
which this propesal is submitked 10 41 any time the prospective lower tier pamicipant leams thar
its certification was crmancaus when submitted or has become ecconeous by reason ol chanped
circumstanees.,

4. The 1enms covered iramsoaciion, defarned mspendiel, feliythle, lovwer fier covered
rruRecli . porifcipon, perien. primary covered irancaeeion, priscipe, praposed, ard
valietrilv eveluded, ns vsed i this clavse, hewe the meanings seout in the Definition and
Coverage sections of 4% CFR Part 29 Y ou iy conlact the persen Lo whaom this proposal is
stibmitied [or wsistance in ohaining g copy of those reenlations.

5. The prospective lower tier parlicipant agress by submilting this proposal that, shoold the
promosed covered mansaction be cntered o, it shall not kacswinz iy enter into any lower tier
covercd transaction with a person who is propesed 1o debarment under 48 CTR Parl 9, subparl
%4, debarred, suspended, declared ineligible, or valuntarily excluded from participation in this
covercd transaction. unless autherized by the departonent ot apehcy with which this lransuclivn
originated.

6. The prospeetive lower tier participant further agrees by subimitling this proposal that iLwill
include the elause thled "Corlification Regarding Debannent. Susponsion Lacligibilicy and
Waluntare Exelugion — Lower Tice Covered 'I'eansaction," withoat modilicalion, in all lower Ger
covered transactions and in all selicitations Tor lower Lier covered tranzactions, (Sec below)

7oA participant in acovered transaction may rely upon a certification of a praspective participant
in 4 lower tier covered ransaction ek it is nod proposed for debarment under 18 CFR Pare 9.
subparl %4, debarced, suspeoded, ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from the coverad
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transaction, valoss it knows thar the eertification is creoneous. A participant may decide e
melhid and lrequency by which il determines the eligibilige ol ils principuls. Coch participanl
may, hut = nal required fo, cheek the List of Farties Exclyded from Foderal Frocucenrent ard
Moen-procurcment Programs.

& MNathing contained in the foregoing shall be construcd to reguire establishmaent of a svstem of
negards in order wo render in pocd faith the certificarion required by this clausa, The knowledpe
and information of o participant is not required 1o exeeed thoy which is nonmally possessed by a
pradenl persan in the ondinary course of business dealings.

0. Txcepl Tor vransoetions authorized under paragraph 3 of these instruclions, iCy parlivipant in g
eowered Iransaction knewingly oniers inte a lower Hier sovened transaction with g person who is
proposed for debarment under 48 CFR Pant 9, subpoart %4, suspended, debared, inelizible, or
valunlarily excludisd Trom pacticipation in this trensaction, in addition o olher remedies available
oy the Federal government, the department or agency with which rhis transaction criginated may
pursiee nvailable remedies, ineluding suspension andfor debwrment

Cortiieation Beogeding Debarmend, Suspession Inebieiliiite amd Volustari Exclviee -- Lower
Tige Covered Trarreod oms:

| The praspeetive lower tier parficipant certilies, by submission of this proposal, tha neither il
Aer s principals is presently debsrred, sospended, proposed for debarmens, declaved ineligible,
at welumtarily excluded from participation n this tansaction by any Fedeval department o

AL Gy

2. Where the prospective Jower tice participant is unable o certily Lo any ol the stalements in Lhis
cerlilication, such prospeciive parlicipant shaoll gilach un explanaion 1o his proprsal.

POLICY ©ON SEAT BELT T'SE

In aveordance with Excearive Ordor 13043, luorcasing Sear Bele Use in the United States, dated
April 16, 1997, the Grantee I» encourged o adopl and enforce on-the-Joh seal belt wse palicies
amd programe [or it employvess when operating company-owncd, veated, or personally-owied
velhicles, The National Highweay Trallic Satety Administralion (NTSA) is responsible T
providing leadership and suidunce in suppord al’this Presidential imidative, For information on
howe to implement such & program. or statistics on the porencial beaetits and costsavings W your
company or organization, please visit the Buckle Up Amenca seclion on WHTSAS wehsile
wwew nhtsadat gov. Additional resourees ae availabli fron the Network of Emplavers for
Iratfie Safety (NEL1S ). a public-private partnership headguartersd in the Washingwn, D0C
metrnpolitan area, and dedicated 1o improving the ratilic sofely proctices of ermployers and
emplayces. WETS is prepared to provide techiical assistance, a simple, vsee-friend by program
kit. and an award for schieving the President’s goal of 90 percent sent belt wse, NETS can he
contacted at | {BER) 221-0045 v wisil its swebsite ol wenw trafficsafotorg,
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POLICY ON BANMMNG TEET MESSA{ING WIHEE IMRIVING

Tn aceordance with Fxecotive Chder 13503, Federal Leadership On Reducing Text Messaging
While Derang, and D] Order 3WE2, 10, Toxt Messaging While Driving, Slates are encuurnged
o adopt and enferce warliplace safety policies to decranse croshed cposed by distrocted driving,
including policies o ban text messaeing while driving company-owned or -rented vehicles,
Government-owned, leased or renced vehicles. or privarely-owned when on afficial Government
Business ar when performing any work on or behall ol the Govermment, States are also
creouraged woconduel workplace safly initiatives in 4 manner commensurate with the size of
tha business, such as establishment of nesw mles and programs or re-evaluation of existing
progrums B prohibil lesl messeping while deiving, and educslion, awareness, ang ether outreach
tr emplyees ahowt the safione risks sssoeisted with exting while driving,

FEMVIEONMENTAL IMPALTT

The Governar's Reprasentative tor Higlway Safety bus resioweed the Stawe's Fises! Year highway
sufisty planning drcument and lereby declares that no sipnificant environmental impact will
rasieh from implementing this Hichway Safery Plan. I, under o futuee revision, tis Blan is
mirdified in a manner e coubd resull inoasignificant environmental impact awd rigger the need
far an envinmmenlal review, this office is preparad fo take the action necessary to comply with
the Natienal Envirenmantal Policy Act of 1965 142 1150 4321, et seq. b and the implementing
repulations of the Council an Tavironmental Quaticy CI00CTR Parts 15001317,

SRCTION 402 REQGUIREMENTS

e polideal subdivisions of this State are autharized, as part of the State bighway salely
program, Lo carry oul within their jurisdiclions Locud highwey sufey progrems which have becn
apprived by the Govenaer and are in accordanss with the uniform suidelines promuolpated by the
sectotary of Lranzpertacion, (23 LS C. 4020 1B

At lenst 4 percens (or 95 perecnt. as applicable) of all Federal tunds apportioned w this Sute
unier 23 L5002 forthis liscal yeur will he eapended by ar for the benefit of the palitical
suhdivision 'the Stk in earrving out Jocal highway satfory programs (23 LS. 402101000
402 h)¢ 2, unlesa this requirement is waived in wriling,

The State's highway safoty program provides adequate and reasanable aceess for the sule and
convenient movenment of physically handivupped persons. ineluding thise in wheelchnirs, acrass
cuths constructed or replaced on or after July |, 1970, at all pedestrian crosawalks (23 US.C
(LN D)

The State will provdide for an evideneed-based traffic satvty enforcement program o prevent
trattic viclations, erashes, and crash fawalities and injuries in areas most s risk for such incidonts,
(23 1L5.C 4027b3 LW E )
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2017 Georgia Highway Safety Plan

10

The Sate will implement activities in support of national highway safety goals to reduce motor
vehicle relared fatalitics that also retlect the primary data-related crash faclors within the State as
identifiad by the State highway safety plahning process, including:
«  Partigipation in the National high-visihility law enforcement mobilizations;
»  Sustained enlorcemenl af statuies addressing impaired driving, nccupant prarection, and
driving in exoess of posted speed limiss;
s Anannual statcwide scat belt use survey in accordance with 23 CFR Part 1340 [or the
measurenient ol State seat bell use coles;
»  DNevelopment of statewide daca systems 1o provide timely and effective data analysis to
support allacation of highway safety resourecs;
«  Coordination of Highway Safety Plan, data colleetion. and information syslems with the
State stralegic highway safely plan, as defined in 23 TUS.CLT98(a).
(23 UR.C, A02(bW 1(FY:

The State will actively encaourage all relevant law enforcement agencies in the State to follow the
puidelines established for vehicular pursuits issucd by the International Association af Chiefs of
Police that are currently in eflect. (23 U.8.C.402{5)

Ihe State will not expend Scetion 402 funds 1o carry oul a program o purchase, aperate, o
nuintain an automuted traliic enforcement system. (23 1LS.CL 402(c4))

T understand that Failure to comply with applicable Federal statutes and regulations may
subject State officials to civil or eriminul prazities and/ar place the State in 2 high risk
pranice stutuy in geeordunce with 49 CAR 18,12,

1sign these Cerlifications 2nd Assurances hased on personsl knowledge, after appropriate
inquiry, and T pnderstand that the Government will rely on these representations in
awardp rgtit funds.

-

b/ : o 05/05/2016
Signatufe Goverrior’s Representutive for Highway Safety Date

Harris Blackwood

Printed name of Govemoer’s Representative tor lli_r.ghway; Safety
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Appendix A to Part 1300

APPENDIX A TO PART 1300 -
CERTIFICATIONS AND ASSURANCES
FORHIGHWAY SAFETY GRANTS
(23 US.C. CHAPTER 4; SEC. 1906, PUB. L. 109-59,
AS AMENDED BY SEC. 4011, PUB. L. 114-94)

[Each fiscal year, the Governor's Representative for Highway Safety must sign
these Certifications and Assurances affirming that the State complies with all
requirements, including applicable Federal statutes and regulations, that are in
effect during the grant period. Requirements that also apply fo subrecipients are
noted under the applicable caption.]

sute: G€OTGIA Fiscal Year: 2017

By submitting an application for Federal grant fimds under 23 U.5.C. Chapter 4 or Section 1906,
the State Highway Safety Office acknowledges and agrees to the following conditions and

requirements. In my capacity as the Govemor's Eepresentative for Highway Safety, T hereby
provide the follm'mg Certifications and Assurances:

GENERAL REQUIREMENTS
The State will comply with applicable statutes and regulations, including but not limited to:

23 US.C. Chapter 4 — Highway Safety Act of 1966, as amended
Sec. 1906, Pub. L. 109-59, as amended by Sec. 4011, Pub. L. 114-94
23 CFR part 1300 — Uniform Procedures for State Highway Safety Grant Programs
2CFRpﬂt2m Uniform Administrative Requirements, Cost Principles, and Audit

for Federal Awards
+ 2 CFR part 1201 — Department of Transportation, Uniform Admimistrative Requirements,
Cost Principles, and Audit Requirements for Federal Awards

* 4 % W

INTERGOVERNMENTAL REVIEW OF FEDERAT PROGEAMS

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

EEDERALFUNDING ACCOUNTARILITV AND TRANSPARENCY ACT (FEATA)

The State will comply with FFATA guidance, OMB Gudance on FEATA Subward and
Executive Compensation Reporting. August 27, 2010,

(https: ."a‘www &m&'fdocumentﬂ)hm Guidance on FFATA Subaward and Executive Com

08272010 pdf) by reperting to FSE.S gov for each sub-grant awarded:
+ Na.me of the entity receiving the award;

+ Amount of the award;
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Information on the award inclading transaction type. funding agency, the North
Amencan Industry Classification System code or Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
mumber {where applicable), program source;
Location of the entity receiving the award and the primary location of performance under
the award, including the city, State, congressional district, and country; and an award title
descriptive of the purpese of each finding action;
A unigue identifier (DUNS);
The names and total compensation of the five most highly compensated officers of the
entity if
(i}ﬂtienﬁtyinlheprecediugﬁscaljwremimd—

(I) 80 percent or more of its annual gross revenues in Federal awards;

(I0) $25,000,000 or more in annual gross revenues from Federal awards; and
(i1) the public does not have access to information about the compensation of the senior
executives of the entity through periodic reperts filed under section 13(a) or 15(d) of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 (15 US.C. 78m(a). 780(d)) or section 6104 of the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986;
Other relevant information specified by OMB gudance.

HONDISCRIMINATION
(applies to subrecipients as well as States)

The State highway safety agency will comply with all Federal statutes and implementing
regulations relating to nondiscrimination (“Federal Nondiscrimination Authorities™). These
include but are not limited to:

-

Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. 2000d et seq., 78 stat. 2532),
(prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color, national origin) and 49 CFR. part 21;
The Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of
1970, (42 US.C. 4601}, (prohibits unfair treatment of persons displaced or whose
property has been acquired because of Federal or Federal-aid programs and projects);
Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1973, (23 US.C. 324 &f 5aq.), and Title IX of the
Education Amendments of 1972, as amended (20 U.5.C. 1681-1683 and 1685-1686)
(prohibit discrimination on the basis of sex);

Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, (29 US.C. 794 of 58g.), as amended,
(prohibits discimination on the basis of disability) and 49 CFR part 27;

The Age Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended, (42 U.S.C. 6101 &t seq.), (prohibats
discrimination on the basis of age);

The Civil Rights Restoration Act of 1987, (Pub. L. 100-209), (broadens scope

coverage and applicability of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, The ﬁg&
Discrimination Act of 1975 and Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, by
expanding the definition of the terms "programs or activities" to include all of the
programs or activities of the Federal aid recipients, sub-recipients and contractors,
whether such programs or activities are Federally-fimded or nof);

Titles IT and ITT of the Americans with Disabilities Act (42 U5.C. 12131-12189)
(prohubits discrimination on the basis of disability i the operation of public entities,
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public and private transportation systems, places of public accommedation, and certain
testing) and 49 CFE. parts 37 and 38;

Executive Order 12898, Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in
Minority Populations and Low-Income Populations (prevents discrimination against
mmmtypnp]]ahons by discouraging programs, policies, and activities with
disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects on minority
and low-income populations); and

Executive Order 13166, Improving Access to Services for Persons with Limited
English Proficiency (guards against Title VI national crigin
discrimination/discrimimation because of limited English proficiency (LEF) by ensuring

that funding recipients take reasonable steps to ensure that LEP persons have
access to programs (70 FR at 74087 to 74100).

The State highway safety agency—

-

Will take all measures necessary to ensure that no person in the United States shall, on
the grounds of race, color. national ongin, disability. sex. age, linited English
proficiency, or membership in any other class protected by Federal Nondiscrimination
Authorities. be excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits of or be otherwise
subjected to discrimination under any of its programs or activities, so long as any portion
of the program is Federally-assisted.

Will admimister the program in a manner that reasonably ensures that any of its
subrecipients, contractors, subcontractors, and consultants recerving Federal financial
assistance under this program will comply with all requirements of the Non-
Discrimination Authorities identified in this Assurance;

Agrees to comply (and require any of its subrecipients, contractors, subcontractors, and
consultants to comply) with all applicable provisions of law or regulation governing US
DOT s or NHTSA's access to records, accounts, documents, information, facilities, and
staff. and to cooperate and comply with any program or compliance reviews, and/or
complaint investigations conducted by US DOT or NHTSA under any Federal
Nondiscrimination Authority;

Acknowledges that the United States has a nght to seek judicial enforcement with regard
to any matter ansing under these Non-Discrimmation Authorities and this Assurance;

Insert in all contracts and finding agreements with other State or private entities the
following clause:
“Dhmng the performance of this contract/fimding agreement, the contractor/finding
recipient agress—

a. To comply with all Federal nondiscrimination laws and regulations, as may be
amended from time to time;
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b. Not to parficipate directly or indirectly in the discrimination prohibited by amy
Federal non-discrimination law or regulation, as set forth in Appendix B of 49
CFR part 21 and herein;

c. To penmit access to its books, records, accounts, other sources of information, and
its facilities as required by the State highway safety office, US DOT or NHTSA;

d. That, in event a contractor/funding recipient fails to comply with any
nondiscrimination provisions in this contract/fimding agreement, the State
highway safety agency will have the nght to impose such contract/a
sanctions as it or NHTSA determine are appropriate, including but not limited to
withholding payments to the contractorfimding recipient under the
confract/agreement until the contractor/fimding recipient complies; and/or
cancelling, terminating, or suspending a contract or finding agreement, in whole
or in part; and

e. To insert this clause, nclading paragraphs a through e, in every subcontract and
subagreement and in every solicitation for a subcontract or sub-agreement, that
receives Federal funds vmder this program.

THE DRUG-FREE WORKPILACE ACT OF 1988 (41 T.5.C. 8103)
The State will provide a dmg-free workplace by:

Publishing a statement notifying employees that the unlawful manufacture, distribution,
dispensing, possession or use of a controlled substance is prohubited in the grantes’s
workplace and specifying the actions that will be taken against employees for violation of
such prohibition;
Establishing a drug-free awareness program to inform employees about:
o The dangers of dmg abuse m the workplace.
o The grantee’s policy of maintaining a drug-free workplace.
o Any avalable drug counseling, rehabilitation, and employee assistance
Programs.
o The penalties that may be imposed upon employees for drug vielations
occumng in the workplace.
o Making it a requirement that each employee engaged in the performance of
~ the grant be given a copy of the statement required by paragraph (a).
Notifying the employes mn the statement required by paragraph (a) that, as a condition of
employment under the grant, the employee will —
o Abide by the terms of the statement.
o Notify the employer of any criminal drug statute conviction for a violation
occurming in the workplace no later than five days after such conviction.
Notifying the agency within ten days after receiving notice under subparagraph (c}(2)
from an employee or otherwise receiving actual notice of such conviction.

. Taking one of the following actions, within 30 days of receiving notice under

subparagraph (c}(2), with respect to any employee who 1s se convicted —
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o Taking appropriate personnel action against such an employee, up to and
mcluding termmation.
o Requinng such employee to participate satisfactorily in a drag abuse
assistance or rehabilitation program approved for such purposes by a Federal,
State, or local health, law enforcement, or other appropriate agency.
f Making a good faith effort to continue to maintain a drug-free workplace through
implementation of all of the paragraphs abowve.

POLITICAL ACTIVITY (HATCH AC
(applies to subrecipients as well as States)

The State will comply with provisions of the Hatch Act (5 U.S.C. 1501-1308), which Limits the
political achivities of employees whose principal employment activities are fimded in whole or iIn
part with Federal funds.

CERTIFICATION REGARDING FEDERAL LOBBYING
(applies to subrecipients as well as States)

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

1. No Federal appropriated fimds have been paid or will be paid, by or on behalf of the
undersigned, to any person for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee
of any agency, a Member of Congress. an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee
of a Member of Congress in connection with the awarding of any Federal confract, the
making of any Federal grant, the making of any Federal loan, the entering into of any
cooperative agreement, and the extension, contimuation, renewal, amendment, or
modification of any Federal contract, grant, loan, or cooperative agreement.

2. If any fimds other than Federal appropriated fimds have been paid or will be paid to any
person for mfluencing or attempting to mfluence an officer or employee of any agency. a
Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of a Member of
Congress in comnection with this Federal contract, grant, loan, or cooperative agreement, the
undersigned shall complete and submit Standard Form-LLT., "Disclosure Form to Beport
Lobbying.” in accordance with its instructions.

3. The undersigned shall require that the language of this certification be included in the
award documents for all sub-award at all tiers (including subcontracts, subgrants, and
confracts under grant, loans, and cooperative agreements) and that all subrecipients shall
certify and disclose accordingly.
This certification is a material representation of fact upon which reliance was placed when this
transaction was made or entered into. Submission of this certification is a prerequisite for making
or entening into this transaction mmposed by section 1332, title 31, U.S. Code. Any person who
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fails to file the required certification shall be subject to a civil penalty of not less than $10,000
and not more than $100,000 for each such failure.

RESTRICTION ON STATE LOBBYING
(applies to subrecipients as well as States)

None of the fimds under this program will be used for any activity specifically designed to urge
or influence a State or local legislator to favor or oppose the adoption of any specific legislative
proposal pending before any State or local legislative body. Such activities include both direct
and indirect (e_g_, "grassroots”) lobbying activities, with one exception. This does not prechude a
State official whose salary is supported with NHTSA funds from engaging in direct
communications with State or local legslative officials, in accordance with customary State
practice, even if such commumications urge lemslative officials to favor or oppose the adoption
of a specific pending legislative proposal.

CERTIFICATION REGARDING DEBARMENT AND SUSPENSION
(applies to subrecipients as well as States)

Instructions for Prmary Certification (States)
1. By signing and submitting this propesal, the prospective primary participant is providing the

certification set out below and agrees to comply with the requirements of 2 CFR. Parts 180 and
1300.

2. The inability of a person to provide the certification required below will not necessarily result
in denial of participation i this covered transaction. The prospective participant shall submit an
explanation of why it cannot provide the cerification set out below. The certification or
explanation will be considered im connection with the department or agency’s determination
whether to enter info this transaction. However, failure of the prospective primary participant to
furmish a certification or an explanation shall disqualify such person from participation mn fhas
transaction.

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

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

changed circumstances.

5. The terms covered transaction, debarment, suspension, ineligible, lower tier, participant,
person, primary fier, principal, and voluntarily excluded, as used m this clause, have the
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meaning set out in the Defintions and coverage sections of 2 CFR. Part 180. You may contact the
department or agency to which this proposal 1s being submitted for assistance in obtaining a copy
of those regulations.

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

7. The prospective primary participant firther agrees by submitting this proposal that it will
include the clause titled “Instructions for Lower Tier Certification” inchuding the "Certification
Regarding Debarment, Suspension, Ineligibality and Voluntary Exclusion—TLower Tier Coversd
Transaction,” provided by the department or agency entering into this covered transaction,
without modification, in all lower tier covered transactions and in all solicitations for lower tier
covered transactions and will require lower tier participants to comply with 2 CFR. Parts 180 and
1300.

8. A parficipant in a covered transaction may rely upon a certification of a prospective participant
in a lower tier covered transaction that it 1s not proposed for debarment vmder 48 CFER. part 9,
subpart 2.4, debarred, suspended, ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from the covered
transaction, unless it knows that the certification 15 ermmoneous. A participant may decide the
method and frequency by which it determines the elimbility of its principals. Each participant
may, but is not required to, check the list of Parties Excluded from Federal Procurement and
Non-procurement Programs.

9. Nothing contained in the foregoing shall be construed to require establishment of a system of
records in order to render in good faith the certification required by this clanse. The knowledge

and mformation of a participant is not required to exceed that which is normally possessed by a
prudent person m the ordinary course of business dealings.

10. Except for transactions authonzed under paragraph 6 of these instructions, if a participant m
a covered transaction knowingly enters into a lower tier covered transaction with a person who is
proposed for debarment under 48 CFR. part 9, subpart 9.4, suspended, debarred, ineligible, or
voluntanly excluded from participation in this transaction, the department or agency may
disallow costs, annul or terminate the transaction, 1ssue a stop work order, debar or suspend you,
or take other remedies as appropriate.

Certi] ioH ing Debarment, ion, and Other Responsibility Matters-Pri y
Covered Transactions

(1) The prospective primary participant certifies to the best of its knowledge and belief, that its
principals:
(a) Are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible, or
vohmtanly excluded by any Federal department or agency;
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(b) Have not within a three-year penod preceding this proposal been convicted of or had a
civil judgment rendered against them for commission of frand or a criminal offense in
connection with obtaining, attempting to obtain, or performing a public (Federal, State or
local) transaction or contract under a public transaction; violation of Federal or State antitrust
stafutes or commission of embezzlement, theft, forgery, bribery. falsification or destmction
of record, making false statements, or receiving stolen property;

(c) Are not presently indicted for or otherwise ciminally or civilly charged by a
govemmental entity (Federal, State or Local) with commission of any of the offenses
emmmerated in paragraph (1)(b) of this certification; and

(d) Have not within a three-year peniod preceding this application/proposal had one or more
public transactions (Federal, State, or local) ternunated for canse or default.

(2) Where the prospective pnimary participant is unable to cerify to any of the Statements n this
certification, such prospective participant shall attach an explanation to this proposal.
Instructions for Lower Tier Certification

1. By signing and submitting this proposal, the prospective lower tier participant is providing the

certification set out below and agrees to comply with the requirements of 2 CFR. Parts 180 and
1300.

2. The certification in this clause is a matenial representation of fact upon which reliance was
placed when this transaction was entered into. If it 15 later determined that the prospective lower
tier participant knowingly rendered an emmonecus certification, in addition to other remedies
available to the Federal government, the department or agency with which this transaction
oniginated may pursue available remedies, mcluding suspension and/or debarment.

3. The prospective lower tier participant shall provide immediate written notice to the person to
which this proposal is submitted if at any time the prospective lower tier participant leams that
its certification was emroneous when submitted or has become erroneous by reason of changed

circumstances.

4. The terms covered transaction, debarment, suspension, ineligible, lower tier, participant,
person, primary tier, principal, and voluntarily excluded, as used in this clause, have the
meanings set out in the Definition and Coverage sections of 2 CFE. Part 180. You may contact
the person to whom this proposal is submitted for assistance in obtaiming a copy of those
regulations.

5. The prospective lower tier participant agrees by submutting this proposal that, should the
proposed covered transaction be entered into, it shall not knowingly enter into any lower tier
covered transaction with a person who is proposed for debarment vnder 48 CEE. part 9, subpart
9.4 debamred, suspended. declared ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from participation in this
covered transaction, unless authenzed by NHTSA.

6. The prospective lower tier participant further agrees by submitting this proposal that it wall
mclude the clause titled “Instructions for Lower Tier Certification”™ including the "Certification
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Regarding Debarment, Suspension, Ineligibility and Volmtary Exclusion — Lower Tier Covered
Transaction,” without modification, in all lower tier covered transactions and in all solicitations
for lower tier covered transactions and will require lower tier participants to comply with 2
CFR. Parts 180 and 1300.

7. A participant in a covered transaction may rely upen a certification of a prospective participant
in a lower tier covered transaction that it is not proposed for debarment under 48 CER. part 9,
subpart 2.4, debarred, suspended, ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from the covered
transaction, unless it knows that the certification is emmoneous. A participant may decide the
method and frequency by which it determines the elimbility of its pnincipals. Each participant
may, but is not required to, check the List of Parties Excluded from Federal Procurement and
Non-procurement Programs.

8. Nothing contained m the foregoing shall be construed to require establishment of a system of
records in order to render in good faith the certification required by this clanse. The knowledge

and information of a participant is not required to exceed that which is normally possessed by a
prudent person in the ordinary course of business dealings.

9. Except for transactions authonzed under paragraph 3 of these instructions, 1f a participant m a
covered transaction knowingly enters mto a lower tier covered transaction with a person who is
proposed for debarment under 48 CFR. part 9, subpart 9.4, suspended, debarmred, ineligible, or
voluntanly excluded from participation in this transaction, the department or agency with which
this transaction criginated may disallow costs, anmul or terminate the transaction, issue a stop
wotk order, debar or suspend you, or take other remedies as approprate.

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

2. Where the prospective lower tier participant is unable to certify to any of the statements in this
certification, such prospective participant shall attach an explanation to this proposal.

BUY AMFRICA ACT
(applies to subrecipients as well as States)

The State and each subrecipient will comply with the Buy America requirement (23 U.S.C. 313)
when purchasing items using Federal funds. Buy America requires a State, or subrecipient, to
purchase only steel, iron and manufactured products produced in the United States with Federal
funds, unless the Secretary of Transportation determines that such domestically produced items
would be inconsistent with the public interest, that such materials are not reasonably available
and of a satisfactory quality, or that inchision of domestic materials will increase the cost of the
overall project contract by mere than 25 percent. In order to use Federal funds to purchase
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foreign produced items, the State must submit a waiver request that provides an adequate basis
and justification to and approved by the Secretary of Transportation.

PROHIBITION ON USING GRANT FUNDS TO CHECK FOR HELMET USAGE
(applies to subrecipients as well as States)

The State and each subrecipient will not use 23 UU.5.C. Chapter 4 grant fimds for programs to
check helmet usage or to create checkpoints that specifically target motorcyclists.

POLICY ON SEAT BELT USE

In accordance with Executive Order 13043, Increasing Seat Belt Use in the United States, dated
Apnl 16, 1997, the Grantee is encouraged to adopt and enforce on-the-job seat belt use policies
and programs for its employees when operating company-owned, rented, or personally-owned
vehicles. The National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) is responsible for
providing leadership and guidance in support of this Presidential imitiative. For information on
how to mplement such a program, or statistics on the potential benefits and cost-savings to your
company of organization, please visit the Buckle Up Ametica section on NHTSA's website at
www.nhtsa dot.gov. Additional resources are available from the Network of Employers for
Traffic Safety (NETS), a public-private partnership headquartered in the Washington, D.C.
metropolitan area, and dedicated to improving the traffic safety practices of employers and
employees. NETS is prepared to provide techmical assistance, a simple, user-fiendly program
kit, and an award for achieving the President’s goal of 90 percent seat belt use. NETS can be
contacted at 1 (388) 221-0045 or visit its website at www trafficsafety.org.

POLICY ON BANNING TEXT MESSAGING WHILE DRIVING

In accordance with Executive Order 13513, Federal Leadership On Reducing Text Messaging
While Driving, and DOT Order 390210, Text Messaging While Driving, States are encouraged
to adopt and enforce workplace safety policies to decrease crashed cansed by distracted dnving,
including peolicies to ban text messaging while driving company-owned or -rented vehicles,
Government-owned, leased or rented vehicles, or privately-owned when on official Government
business or when performing any work on or behalf of the Government. States are also
encouraged to conduct workplace safety mitiatives in a manner commensurate with the size of
the business, such as establishment of new rules and programs or re-evaluation of existing
programs to prohibit text messagimg while dnving, and edncation, awareness, and other outreach
to employees about the safety risks associated with texting while driving.

SECTION 402 UIREMENTS

1. To the best of my personal knowledge, the information submitted in the Highway Safety Plan
in support of the State’s application for a grant under 23 U.5.C. 402 is accurate and complete.

2. The Govemor is the responsible official for the admimistration of the State highway safety
program, by appointing a Govemor’s Representative for Highway Safety who shall be
responsible for a State lnghway safety agency that has adequate powers and 1s suitably
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eqmppedandorgamzed(as evidenced by appropriate oversight procedures governing such
financial administration, and the use, management, and disposition of

&qﬂlpmmﬂ to carry out the program. (23 U.S.C. 402(b)1)(A})

. The political subdivisions of this State are authorized, as part of the State highway safety

program, to carry out within thmr]mlsdlcuons local highway safety programs which have

been approved by the Governor and are in accordance with the uniform guidelines
promulgated by the Secretary of Transportation. (23 U.S.C. 402(b)(1)(B))

. At least 40 percent of all Federal fimds appertioned to this State under 23 U.5.C. 402 for this
fiscal year will be expended by or for the benefit of political subdivisions of the State in
carrying out local highway safety programs (23 U.S.C. 402(b)(1)(C})} or 95 percent by and
for the benefit of Indian tribes (23 U.5.C. 402(h)(2)), unless this requirement is waived in
witing. (This provision is not applicable to the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, the 175,
Virgin Islands, Guam, American Samoa, and the Commoenwealth of the Northern Mariana
Islands)

. The State’s highway safety program provides adequate and reasonable access for the safe and
convenient movement of physically handicapped persons, including those in wheelchairs,
across curbs constracted or replaced on or after July 1, 19?6, at all pedestrian crosswalks. (23
U.S.C. 402(0)(1)DY)

. The State will provide for an evidenced-based traffic safety enforcement program to prevent
traffic violations, crashes, and crash fatalities and injuries in areas most at risk for such
incidents. (23 U.S.C. 402(b)(1)(E)}

. The State will implement activities i support of national highway safety goals to reduce
motor vehicle related fatalities that also reflect the primary data-related crash factors within
the State, as idenfified by the State highway safety planning process, meluding:

« Participation in the National high-visibility law enforcement mobilizations as
identified anmmally in the NHTSA Communications Calendar, including not less than
3 mobilization campaigns in each fiscal year to —

o Reduce alcohol-impaired or drug-impaired operation of motor vehicles; and
o Increase use of seatbelts by occupants of motor vehicles;

=  Submission of nformation regarding mobihization participation nto the HVE
Database;

+ Sustained enforcement of statutes addressing impaired driving, eccupant protection,
and driving in excess of posted speed limits;

+ An annual Statewide seat belt use survey in accordance with 23 CFR. part 1340 for
the measurement of State seat belt use rates, except for the Secretary of Interior on
behalf of Indian tribes;

+ Development of Statewide data systems to provide timely and effective data analysis
to support allocation of highway safety resources;

+ Coordination of Highway Safety Plan, data collection, and nformation systems with
the State strategic highway safety plan, as defined in 23 U.5.C. 148(a).

(23 US.C. 40206} 1NED)
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8. ‘The Stare will actively encourage all relevant luw enlireoment ageneics in the Stae o lollow

the guidelines eslablished for vehicular pursuis issued by the Intemational Association of
Chiets af Police that arc curvently i effect. (23 U.8.C. 40243))

. Ihe State will ot expend Scerion 102 fands to carry nul v program to purchase, OperaLe, ur
maintain 8n awcomated trellic enfircement system. (23 U.S.C. 402(c)(4))

‘I'he State: [CHECK ONLY ONE]

[eentities that antomated truffic enforeement systerni are not uscd on any public read in
the Stale:

QR

[11s unahle 1o cermify that automated tes!Tie enfi systems are not wsed an any
public road inthe State, and theesfure will conduct a survey meeling the requirements ot
23 CHR 1300.131d)(3} AN sill submit the survey resulis s the NITISA Regional office
0o fater than March 1 of the fiseal year of the yrant.

L understand thut my statenrents iu support of the State's apphication for Federal grant
funds are statements upon which the Federal Government will rely in determining
qualification for grani funds, and that kuowing misstutements may he subjeet to civil or

I1. Isign these Cortifications and Assuraocex hased
s

yropriste inquiry.
—_— - - - L
Signstore Governor's Rupresentative for [lighway Safets | Dhie

| — .
Hareis Haleie fuse <« o B
Printed neme of Governor's Reprosentarive for Highway Safely
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Appendix B to Part 1300

APPENDIX B TO PART 1300 -
APTLICATION REQUIRFWENTS
FOR SECTION 405 AND SECTION 1906 GRANTYS

|Each fiscal year, 1o apply for e grini under 23 US.C. 403 or Section T906. 1ab.
L. 109-39, ay ariended by Section 4511, Pub. L. 11494, the Sate wmust complete
and submit all reglived information in this wependix, and the Givernor's

Represenrarive for Highvey Sofiry must sign the Cerlifications arid ASsurances.)
Georgia 2017

State: Tiscal Yeur

In my eapacity a3 the Governer's Reprosentative for Highway Safety, | berchy provide the
lollosving certifications aud assurances

e 1 have ravicwed the above informetion in support #f the Sta’s epplication for 23 U.5.C.
405 und Sectian 1906 grants, and based o0 my review, the informativn i secarate and
eomplete w the best ni'my personal knowledge.

s As condition of each grant awsrded. the State will use Lhese grant funds in aceordunue with
1l specific siatutory and regulatory requitements of that grant. and will coniply with all
applicabic laws, regulutions, and financial and programmatic requirements for Fecleral
l_ZT'ﬂﬂN.

» Tunderstand and acoept that ncorrect, incomplets, or miimely informativn submiteesd in
support of the Stase’s upplication may resull in the denial of a grant award.

1 understand that my statements in support of the State”s application for Federal grast
funds aro statements upon which the Federal Government will rely in determining
qualification for grunt funds, and thul knowing misstatements may be subjeet to civil or
criminal pepaltics under 1§ U.5.C. 1001, 1 sign these Certifieations and Assurauces hased
Ve Mer appropriate inguiry,

7 06/01/2016 _

Signature Govemor's Rbc{esenwl'wc fur Highway Safoty Date

Harris Blackwood

Printed namu o7 Guvernor's Representative tor Highway Safely
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SECTION 7: APPENDIX
FFY 2017 CORE PERFORMANCE
DETAILED DATA JUSTIFICATION
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To decrease traffic fatalities 2.5% from 1,178 (2012-2014 average) to 1,149 (2015-2017
average) in 2017.

Based on the data from 2011-2014 there has been steady ) ) )
decrease of 3-year moving averages of traffic fatalities. The Logarithmic Modeling of Last Four
average decrease between calendar year 2010-2013 is 21 3-Year Average Data Points
fatalities per year. If Georgia continues this trend to the end 1,300

of the 2017 year, there will be 1,138 roadway fatalities.

1,250
Since it is difficult to predict human behavior using 3-year
smooth averaging method and using natural log regression 1,200
modeling (R? of 0.99), GOHS has the 2017 target to
steadily decrease roadway fatalities to the 3-yr average 1,150
y y y g y =-54.44In(x) + 1256.8
fatalities of 1,149. This would equate to reducing roadway 1.100 RZ = 0.9929
fatalities to 1,138 or fewer in years 2015, 2016, and 2017.
1,050
1,000
Ny % el g
WY Y oy WY
P > » D

=== Traffic Fatalities
Log. (Traffic Fatalities)

Traffic 3-“?‘" S-Ye.ar Annual Change in
Year e Moving Moving e
Fatalities Fatalities
Average Average
79

2002 1,524

2003 = 1,603 - -

2004 = 1,634 1,587 - 31
2005 @ 1,729 1,655 - 95
2006 1,693 1,685 1637 (36)
2007 1,641 1,688 1660 (52)
2008 = 1,495 1,610 1638 (146)
2009 @ 1,292 1,476 1570 (203)
2010 1,247 1,345 1474 (45)
2011 1,226 1,255 1380 (21)
2012 1,192 1,222 1290 (34)
2013 1,179 1,199 1227 (13)
2014 1,164 1,178 1202 (15)
2015* 1,160 1,168 1184 (4)
2016 1,149 1,157 1169 (11)
2017 1,138 1,149 1158 (10)

* represents preliminary data obtained from GEARS.
Yellow rows represent data predicted using trending methodology described in the figure to the right.

Cells with red text represent recent data points that demonstrate an increase in comparison to previous years,
therefore, inversely impacting the 3-year moving average modeling used to establish and inform 2017 targets.



2002-2014 Georgia Traffic Fatalities & 2015-2017 Predicted Fatalities
Moving 3-Year & 5-Year Averages
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=== Traffic Fatalities

5-Year Moving Average

1,160 !
1,149 |
1,138
oV > I Nl ] A D O O N v > D * X |
O D Q O ) N N O N 4% i Y ¥ el ) A
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==@=m 3-Year Moving Average
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2017 Georgia Highway Safety Plan

C-2*%: To decrease serious traffic injuries below the 2015 calendar base year average of 114,643 to
107,868 by 2017.

Linear Modeling of Last Four
Based on the data from 2006-2014 there has been great variability in Known Data Points

the number of traffic injuries with the most injuries occurring in 2006 with 141,000

133,555 injuries. The average decrease between calendar year 2010- 121,000 s g

2015 is 1,386 injuries per year. To continue the downward trend 101,000

experienced in previous years, GOHS has the 2017 target to steady 21000 y=-201.1x+ 116934
decrease all traffic injuries at or below 107,868 injuries. ' R? = 0.0264
61,000
41,000
21,000
1,000
o % > *
o oY Y ")
> D > &

3-Year Actual Annual

Moving Change in B njuries

. Linear (Injuries)
Average Injuries

2006 133,555 133,555
2007 128,315 -- (5,240)
2008 115,878 125,916 (12,437)
2009 122,961 122,385 7,083
2010 110,132 116,324 (12,829)
2011 104,529 112,541 (5,603)
2012 115,619 110,093 10,587
2013 113,677 112,474 (1,439)
2014 118,189 117,027 916
2015% 114,643 116,702 (3,546)
2016 111,204 114,679 (3,439)
2017 107,868 111,238 (3,336)

* represents preliminary data obtained from GEARS.

Yellow rows represent data predicted using trending methodology
described in the figure to the right.

Cells with red text represent recent data points that demonstrate an
increase in comparison to previous years, therefore, inversely impacting the
3-year moving average modeling used to establish and inform 2017
targets.

*As of June 2016, the state of Georgia does not describe the severity of the injury to motor vehicle crash occupants
using the KABCO scale (O= no injury; C= possible injury; B=non-capacitating evident injury;
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2006-2014 Geotrgia Traffic Injuries & 2015-2017 Estimated Injuries, Moving 3-Year Averages

135,000
130,000
125,000
120,000 116,702
114,679
L0 5 111,238
114,643 *
110,000 .
111,204 "‘
105,000 107,868
100,000
o A ] ] O h " ] B g * -
%) O &) Q 2 N % Ny Y he) o A
O O A S P A
s | jUTiES emm@emm 3-Year Moving Average ®  Predicted Values Using Linear Modeling
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2017 Georgia Highway Safety Plan

C-3: To decrease fatalities per 100M VMT 3.6% from 1.08 (2012-2014 average) to 1.04
(2015-2017 average) in 2017.

The average decrease of fatalities/VMT from 2011-2014 decreased on average by 0.02 fatalities per VMT. It is
expected that there will be a 3.6% or greater decrease by December 2017. The 2017 EOY fatality rates are
calculated under the assumption that vehicle miles traveled (VMT) in 2014 did not change significantly. GOHS has the
2017 target to steadily decrease roadway fatality rates below the 3-yr average fatalities to 1.01 fatalities/VMT by
2017.

Year Traffic | Overall Traffic | 3-Year Moving Logarithmic Modeling of Last Five
Fatalities Fatality Rate Average 3-Year Average Data Points

2005 1,729 1.52 - 1.25

2006 1,693 1.49 -

2007 1,641 1.46 1.49 1.20

2008 1,495 1.37 1.44

2009 1,292 1.18 1.34 1.15

2010 1,247 1.12 1.22

2011 1,226 1.13 1.14 1.10

2012 1,192 1.1 1.12 y =-0.086In(x) +1.2164

2013 1,179 1.08 1.1 1.05 R*=0.9736

2014 1,164 1.04 1.08
201 5% 1,160 1.07 1.06 1.00

2016 1,149 1.04 1.05 O N> N N N
2017 1,138 1.01 1.04 AP » 0y W »

* represents preliminary data obtained from GEARS.

Yellow rows represent data predicted using trending methodology described in

the figure to the

right.

Cells with red text represent recent data points that demonstrate an increase in
comparison to previous years, therefore, inversely impacting the 3-year moving

average modeling used to establish and inform 2017 targets.

e=ll== Oyerall Traffic Fatality Rate

Log. (Overall Traffic Fatality Rate)

2005-2014 Geotrgia Traffic Fatality Rates (Fatalities per 100M VMT) & 2015-2017 Predicted
Fatality Rates Moving 3-Year Averages

1.60
1.50
1.40
1.30
1.20 1.11
1.06
1.10 1.08 1.05 1.04
1.00 =
1oa 107 404 —

030 =

el o 2\ D ] M N w3 %) ™ ¥ * &

o o N Q o N N 5 o W "l o 4]

A A S U AR S - R L -
el Overall Traffic Fatality Rate — es@emm3-Year Moving Average B - Predicted Values Using Linear Modeling
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C-3a: To decrease rural fatalities per 100M VMT 1.1% from 1.88 (2012-2014 average) to 1.86
(2015-2017 average) in 2017.

The average decrease of rural fatalities/VMT from 2010-2014 decreased on average by 0.01 fatalities per VMT.
However, in 2013 the rural fatality rate per 100M VMT increased by 29.2% —from 1.73 in 2012 to 1.86 in 2013.
GOHS has the 2017 target to steadily decrease rural fatality rates below the 3-yr average fatalities to 1.88
fatalities/VMT by 2017.

Year Traffic Rural Traffic 3-Year Moving
o4 Fatalities Fatality Rate Average

Logarithmic and Polynomial

2005 1,729 1.92 h -
2006 1,693 178 Modeling of Last Five 3-Year
2007 1,641 2.02 1.91 Average Data Points
2008 1,495 1.82 1.87
2009 1,292 1.71 1.85 2.00 y=_0.0108x%+0.1146x2-0.3245x+1.996
2010 1,247 1.78 1.77 R?=0.8988 —a
2011 1,226 1.73 1.74 1.80 b{’JrJ
2012 | 1,192 1.68 173 o
2013 1,179 217 1.86 160
2014 1,164 1.79 | 1.88 | y =0.0697In(x) +1.7293
2015% 1,160 1.68 1.88 1.40 R?=0.4062
2016 1,149 2.14 1.87 '
2017 1,138 176 | 1.86 | 190
* represents preliminary data obtained from GEARS. '
D N> NV N Ng
) Q () o Q
Yellow rows represent data predicted using trending methodology described in v v v Vv v

the figure to the right. === Rural Traffic Fatality Rate

Cells with red text represent recent data points that demonstrate an increase in Log. (Rural Traffic Fatality Rate)

comparison to previous years, therefore, inversely impacting the 3-year moving Poly. (Rural Traffic Fatality Rate)
average modeling used to establish and inform 2017 targets.

2005-2014 Georgia Rural Fatality Rates (Fatalities per 100M VMT) & 2015-2017 Target Rural
Fatality Rates Moving 3-Year Averages

2.35
2.17 2.14
2.15 u
g
1.95 4 187, 4 1.86
by
175 il
1.76
1.55 1.68
1.35
1.15
0.95
& e S\ N & & 5 i & s 3 G A
A S T . S S S S
=== Rural Traffic Fatality Rate g 3 Year Moving Average B Trended Goal Values

180



C-3b: To decrease urban fatalities per 100M VMT 5% from 0.80 (2012-2014 average) to 0.76
(2015-2017 average) in 2017.

The average decrease of urban fatalities/VMT from 2010-2014 decreased on average by 0.07 fatalities per VMT.
However, in 2014 the urban fatality rate per 100M VMT increased by 10.8% —from 0.74 in 2013 to 0.82 in 2014.
Using 3-year smooth averaging method and using natural log regression modeling (R2 of 0.9304), GOHS has the
2017 target to steadily decrease rural fatality rates below the 3-yr average fatalities to 0.76 urban fatalities/VMT
by 2017. This would equate to reducing the rural fatality rates to below 0.77 in years 2015, 2016, and 2017.

Year Traffic Urban Traffic | 3-Year Moving
Fatalities Fatality Rate Average

2005 1,729 0.91

2006 1,693 1.01 --

;gg; : 'j;"; (])2‘7‘ ?3? Logarithmic Modeling of Last

2000 1292 0.89 0.07 - Five 3-Year Average Data Points

2010 1,247 0.79 0.88 0.88

2011 1,226 0.8 0.83 OISG \

2012 1,192 0.83 0.81 OI84

2013 1,179 0.74 0.79 OISZ

2014 1,164 082 | 0.80 | 0.80

2015* 1,160 0.76 0.77 078 ) | =

2016 1,149 0.71 0.76 oze VT ng’f 8(;‘)352'8754

2017 1,138 0.80 | 0.76 | 074 o
* represents preliminary data obtained from GEARS. 072

o N Vv > D

Yellow rows represent data predicted using trending methodology described in oY g e Y "
the figure to the right. ,L() ’1,() ,LQ ,LQ ,LO
Cells with red text represent recent data points that demonstrate an increase in e=fll== | Jrban Traffic Fatality Rate
comparison to previous years, therefore, inversely impacting the 3-year moving . .
average modeling used to establish and inform 2017 targets. Log. (Urban Traffic Fatality Rate)

2005-2013 Georgia Urban Fatality Rates (Fatalities per 100M VMT) & 2014-2016 Target
Urban Fatality Rates Moving 3-Year Averages

1.10

1.00

0.90 0.82
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C-4:

2017 Georgia Highway Safety Plan

To decrease unrestrained passenger vehicle occupant fatalities 8.9% from 369 (2012-2014

average) to 336 (2015-2017 average) in 2017.

Based on the data from 2010-2014 there has been an unsteady decrease of unrestrained passenger vehicle

occupants’ fatalities. However, in 2013 the number of unrestrained fatalities increased by 2.1% —from 368 in 2012
to 376 unrestrained fatalities. The average decrease between calendar year 2010-2014 is 18.6 fatalities per year.
GOHS has the 2017 target to steady decrease roadway unrestrained fatalities below the 3-yr average of 336
fatalities. This equates to 334 unrestrained fatalities in 2017. This target would ideally account for 29% of all

roadway fatality passengers that were unrestrained in 2017.

Traffic e Unresiralned 3-“?("

Fatalities Unresirqmed Fat Moving
Year INGICET
2006 1 ,693 39% 649 646
2007 1,641 39% 637 652
2008 1,495 38% 575 620
2009 1,292 35% 456 556
2010 1,247 34% 428 486
2011 1,226 34% 422 435
2012 1,192 31% 368 406
2013 1,179 32% 376 389
2014 1,164 31% 363 369
2015 1,160 29% 332 357
2016 1,149 30% 343 346
2017 1,138 29% 334 336

Yellow rows represent data predicted using trending methodology described in the
figure to the right.

Cells with red text represent recent data points that demonstrate an increase in
comparison to previous years, therefore, inversely impacting the 3-year moving
average modeling used to establish and inform 2017 targets.

500

450

400

350

300

Logarithmic Modeling of Last
Five 3-Year Average Data Points

y =-71.95In(x) + 485.95
R?=0.9989

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014

B Unrestrained Fatalities
Log. (Unrestrained Fatalities)

2002-2014 Georgia Unrestrained Fatalities & 2015-2017 Predicted Unrestrained Fatalities
Moving 3-Year Averages
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2017 Georgia Highway Safety Plan

C-5: To decrease alcohol impaired driving fatalities 9.4% from 291 (2012-2014 average) to 264
(2015-2017 average) in 2017.

Based on the data from 2010-2014 there has been an unsteady decrease of alcohol impaired driving fatalities. The
average decrease between calendar year 2010-2014 is 11 alcohol related fatalities per year. However, in 2013
the number of alcohol impaired driving fatalities increased by 9.5% —from 271 in 2011 to 297 alcohol impaired
driving fatalities. Using 3-year smooth averaging method and using logarithmic modeling, GOHS has the 2017
target to steadily decrease alcohol impaired driving fatalities to the 3-yr average of 263 fatalities.

Traffic Percent Alcohol GG 3-Ye.ar
Year ore o Related Moving
Fatalities Related Fatalities ore
Fatalities Average
1,524 2

2002 5% 383

2003 1,603 22% 355

2004 1,634 25% 403 380

2005 1,729 25% 433 397

2006 1,693 27:% 454 430 Logarithmic Modeling of Last
gggg :Zig; g;é‘: jgg jgg 400 Five 3-Year Average Data Points
2009 1,292 26% 333 394

2010 1,247 24% 299 346 350

2011 1,226 22% 271 301

2012 1,192 25% 295 288 300

2013 1,179 25% 297 288

2014 1,164 24% 278 291 250 Y =-35.11In(x) +336.42

2015 1,160 21% 244 273 R = 0.8276

2016 1,149 25% 283 268 200

2017 1,138 23% 264 264

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014

Yellow rows represent data predicted using trending methodology described in the

figure to the right. e=fll== /\lcohol Related Fatalities

Log. (Alcohol Related Fatalities)

Cells with red text represent recent data points that demonstrate an increase in
comparison to previous years, therefore, inversely impacting the 3-year moving average
modeling used to establish and inform 2017 targets.

2002-2014 Georgia Alcohol Related Fatalities & 2015-2017 Predicted Alcohol Related
Fatalities
Moving 3-Year Averages

500
450
400
350
200 o ;s 28 264
250 h
566 244 263
150
"P& '\9& ’19& "9& '\F’Qb '\5’6\ '\90% '19@ '19N’Q '\P“;\’ '\90 ’\9\?’ q,d\'u ,‘9'5 ,‘9'”@ ,@,\*
==l Alcohol Related Fatalities e 3-Yoar Moving Average @ - Predicted Values
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2017 Georgia Highway Safety Plan

To decrease speed related fatalities 0.2% from 197 (2012-2014 average) to 196 (2015-2017
average) in 2017.

Based on the data from 2010-2014 there has been an unsteady decrease of speeding related fatalities. The average
decrease between calendar year 2009-2012 is 5.2 speeding related fatalities per year. However, in 2014 the number
of speed related fatalities increased by 18% —from 180 in 2012 to 213 speed related fatalities in 2014. Using 3-
year smooth averaging method and using logarithmic regression modeling, GOHS has the 2017 target to steadily and
conservatively decrease speed related fatalities below the 3-yr average of 197 fatalities.

Traffic Percent Speed Speed 3-Year
Year Fatalities Related Related Moving
Fatalities Fatalities Average
1,729

2005 20% 340 334

2006 1,693 24% 407 361

2007 1,641 23% 384 377

2008 1,495 21% 309 367

gg?g : rgjg : g:f g?; g;; Logarithmic Modeling of Last Five
2011 1:226 18"/: 220 225 300 3-Year Average Data Points
2012 1,192 15% 180 206

2013 1,179 17% 197 199 y = 37.86In(x) +252.58
2014 1,164 18% 213 197 250 R2=0.9741
2015 1,160 17% 197 202

2016 1,149 17% 197 202

2017 1,138 17% 195 196 200

Yellow rows represent data predicted using trending methodology described in the
figure to the right.

150
Cells with red text represent recent data points that demonstrate an increase in 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014
comparison to previous years, therefore, inversely impacting the 3-year moving
average modeling used to establish and inform 2017 targets. B Speed Related Fatalities

Log. (Speed Related Fatalities)

2002-2014 Georgia Speed Related Fatalities & 2015-2017 Predicted Speed Related Fatalities
Moving 3-Year Averages
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2017 Georgia Highway Safety Plan

To decrease motorcyclist’s fatalities 3.4% from 129 (2012-2014 average) to 125 (2015-2017
average) in 2017.

Based on the data from 2009-2014 there has been an unsteady decrease of motorcyclist fatalities. The average
decrease between calendar year 2009-2014 is 7 fatalities per year. However, in 2014 the number of motorcyclist’s
fatalities increased by 18%—from 116 in 2013 to 137 motorcyclist’s fatalities in 2017.Using 3-year smooth averaging
method and using logarithmic regression modeling (R2 of 0.97), GOHS has the 2017 target to steadily decrease
roadway motorcyclist’s fatalities to the 3-yr average fatalities of 125. This would equate to reducing roadway fatalities
to 130 or fewer in years 2015, 2016, and 2017.

Traffic Perceni. Motorcyclist s qur
Year oo Motorcyclist ous Moving
Fatalities A Fatalities
Fatalities Average

2882 }'Zgg g:;o }gj } ;Z Logarithmic Modeling of Last Five
’ o H

2007 1641 10% 163 54 160 3-Year Average Data Points

2008 1,495 12% 178 165

2009 1,292 1% 140 160 150

2010 1,247 10% 128 149

2011 1,226 12% 150 139 140

2012 1,192 1% 134 137 130

2013 1,179 10% 116 133 y =-11.47In(x) + 148.52

2014 1,164 12% 137 129 120 R*=0.9762

2015 1,160 1% 131 128

2016 1,149 10% 111 126 110

2017 1,138 12% 132 125 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014

Yellow rows represent data predicted using trending methodology described in the

figure to the right. === \otorcyclistFatalities

Log. (MotorcyclistFatalities)

Cells with red text represent recent data points that demonstrate an increase in
comparison to previous years, therefore, inversely impacting the 3-year moving average
modeling used to establish and inform 2017 targets.

2002-2014 Georgia Motorcyclists Fatalities & 2015-2017 Predicted Motorcyclists Fatalities
Moving 3-Year Averages

200

180

160

140

120

100

80

60

el ||otorcyclistFatalities e 3 Year Moving Average ®  Predicted Values

185



C-8:

2017 Georgia Highway Safety Plan

To decrease un-helmeted motorcyclist’s fatalities from 7 (2012-2014 average) to 6 (2015-2017
average) in 2017.

Based on the data from 2010-2014 there has been a small decrease of motorcyclist fatalities un-helmeted. The
average between calendar year 2010-2014 is 0.6 un-helmeted motorcyclist’s fatalities per year. The biggest
decrease occurred between 2011 and 2012 with 7 less un-helmeted motorcyclist fatalities. However, in 2014 the
number of un-helmeted motorcyclist’s fatalities increased by 60% —from 5 in 2013 to 8 un-helmeted motorcyclist’s
fatalities in 2017. Using 3-year smooth averaging method and using logarithmic modeling (R2 of 0.71), GOHS has
the 2017 target to steadily decrease un-helmeted motorcyclist’s fatalities to the 3-yr average fatalities of 6. This
would equate to reducing roadway fatalities to below 7 in years 2015, 2016, and 2017.

3-Year
Moving
Average
(s)
ggg? : gg : ggé: g: : g Logarithmic Modeling of La.rst Five
2008 178 8.4% 15 19 20 3-Year Average Data Points
2009 140 7.9% 11 16
2010 128 10.9% 14 13
2011 150 10.0% 15 13 15
2012 134 6.0% 8 12
2013 116 4.3% 5 9 10
0,
2014 137 58% : Z y =-3.705In(x) + 14.614
2015 131 5.3% 7 7 RZ = 0.7057
2016 111 5.4% 6 7 ’
2017 132 4.5% 6 6 }
Yhellowhrows represent data predicted using trending methodology described in the figure to 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014
the right.

e=fll==|nhelmeted MotorcyclistFatalities

Cells with red text represent recent data points that demonstrate an increase in comparison ) .
Log. (Unhelmeted MotorcyclistFatalities)

to previous years, therefore, inversely impacting the 3-year moving average modeling used
to establish and inform 2017 targets.

2002-2014 Georgia Un-Helmeted Motorcyclists Fatalities & 2015-2017 Predicted Un-Helmeted
Fatalities Moving 3-Year Averages
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To decrease drivers age 20 or younger involved in fatal crashes 6.3% from 154 (2012-2014
average) to 145 (2015-2017 average) in 2017.

Based on the data from 2010-2014 there has been a steady decrease of drivers age 20 or younger involved in fatal
crashes. Most fatal crashes involving drivers age 20 or younger occurred in 2005 when 326 young drivers were killed.
The average decrease between calendar year 2011-2014 is 6.5 young drivers in fatal crashes per year. Using 3-
year smooth averaging method and using logarithmic modeling (R2 of 0.93), GOHS has the 2017 target to steadily
decrease drivers age 20 or younger involved in fatal crashes to the 3-yr average fatalities of 145 drivers. This would
equate to 146, 145, and 143 young drivers involved in fatal crashes in years 2015, 2016, and 2017, respectively.

Young Drivers ]
Year Involved in Fatal 3'Y:°re?:°:'"9
Crashes Fatalities Mered

2005 326 312 ) ) ) )

2006 208 311 Logarithmic Modeling of Last Five

2007 284 303 170 Data Points

2008 221 268

2009 148 218

2010 175 181 160

2011 165 163

2012 158 166

2013 156 160 150 Y =-10.6In(x)+165.42

2 _

2014 149 | 154 | R*=0.9376

2015 146 150 140

2016 145 147 2011 2012 2013 2014

2017 143 | 145 | ] ved | Crach
Yellow rows represent data predicted using trending methodology described in Youn.g.Drl\.rers Involved in Fatal Crashes
the figure to the right. Fatalities . .

Log. (Young Drivers Involved in Fatal

Cells with red text represent recent data points that demonstrate an increase in Crashes Fatalities)

comparison to previous years, therefore, inversely impacting the 3-year moving
average modeling used to establish and inform 2017 targets.

2002-2014 Georgia Young Drivers Involved in Fatal Crashes & 2015-2017 Predicted Young
Drivers Involved in Fatal Crashes, Moving 3-Year Averages

el YouNg Drivers Involved in Fatal Crashes Fatalities s 3-Year Moving Average ® - Trended Goal Values

187



2017 Georgia Highway Safety Plan

C-10: To decrease pedestrian fatalities 1.6% from 169 (2012-2014 average) to 166 (2015-2017
average) in 2017.

Based on the data from 2007-2014 there has been unsteady change in pedestrian fatalities with the most fatalities
occurring in 2013 with 176 fatalities. In fact, pedestrian fatalities, in the state of Georgiq, is on a rise. In 2013 the
count of pedestrian fatalities increased by 5% —from 167 in 2012 to 176 pedestrian fatalities. In 2014, the count of
pedestrian fatalities decreased by 7.4%. Because the counts of pedestrian fatalities were growing in 2012-2013 and
the 3-year averages will increase, GOHS has the 2017 target to reduce the count of pedestrian fatalities from 163
pedestrian fatalities in 2014 to 160 pedestrian fatalities in 2017.

Year Traffic Percer‘li Pedestrian 3-Y<-3c|r
oe Pedestrian o Moving
Fatalities e Fatalities
Fatalities Average
2004 1,634 9.4% 153 157
2005 1,729 8.7% 150 153 . . .
2006 1,693 8.7% 148 150 Logarithmic Modeling of Last Four
2007 1,641 9.4% 154 151 180 3-Year Average Data Points
2008 1,495 9.8% 147 150
2009 1,292 11.8% 152 151 170
2010 1,247 13.5% 168 156
2011 1,226 10.6% 130 150 160
2012 1,192 14.0% 167 155
2013 1,179 14.9% 176 158 150
2014 1,164 14.0% 163 169 y=11.872In(x) + 148.4
2015 1,160 14.1% 163 167 140 R? = 0.8181
2016 1,149 15.2% 174 167
2017 1,138 14.1% 160 166 130
2011 2012 2013 2014

Yellow rows represent data predicted using trending methodology described in the

figure to the right. .
el 3 -Year Moving Average

Log. (3-Year Moving Average)

Cells with red text represent recent data points that demonstrate an increase in
comparison to previous years, therefore, inversely impacting the 3-year moving
average modeling used to establish and inform 2017 targets.

2002-2014 Georgia Pedestrian Fatalities & 2015-2017 Target Pedestrian Fatalities
Moving 3-Year Averages

=== Pedestrian Fatalities

=g 3-Yeoar Moving Average ® — Goal Trended Values
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2017 Georgia Highway Safety Plan

C-11: To decrease bicyclist fatalities 14.2% from 21 (2012-2014 average) to 18 (2015-2017 average)
in 2017.

Based on the data from 2010-2014 there has been unsteady decrease in bicyclist fatalities. The average decrease
between calendar year 2010-2014 is 0.4 fatalities per year. In 2013 the count of bicyclist fatalities increased by
100% (doubled) —from 14 in 2011 to 28 pedestrian fatalities. GOHS has the 2017 target to decrease pedestrian
fatalities below the 3-yr average of 18 bicyclist fatalities.

q Percent T 3-Year
Year Traffic Bicyclist Bicyclist Movi
Fatalities reyclis Fatalities oving Polynomial Modeling of Last Five
Fatalities Average
13
18

2002 1,524 | 09% 13 | - | 3-Year Average Data Points
2003 1,603 1.1% - 20
2004 1,634 1.2% 20 17 25
2005 1,729 1.3% 23 20 20
2006 1,693 1.1% 19 21
2007 1,641 0.9% 15 19 15
2008 1,495 1.3% 20 18
2009 | 1,292 1.6% 21 19 10y 225%+20.107x-50.643x +51.2
2010 1,247 1.4% 18 20 5 R2 =(0.8916
2011 1,226 1.1% 14 18
2012 1,192 1.4% 17 16 0
2013 1,179 2.4% 28 20 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014
2014 1,164 1.6% 19 21 e=ll== B cyclist Fatalities
Z0lb Lol 10 i I a2 Poly. (Bicyclist Fatalities)
2016 1,149 1.5% 18 19 '
2017 1,138 1.4% 17 18
Yellow rows represent data predicted using trending methodology described in the figure to
the right.

Cells with red text represent recent data points that demonstrate an increase in comparison
to previous years, therefore, inversely impacting the 3-year moving average modeling used
to establish and inform 2017 targets.

2002-2014 Georgia Bicyclist Fatalities & 2015-2017 Predicted Bicyclist Fatalities
Moving 3-Year Averages

30

25

20

15

10

=== Bicyclist Fatalities e 3 Year Moving Average B - Goal Trended Values
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B-1:

Increase statewide observed safety belt use of front seat outboard occupants in passenger
vehicles from baseline 97.3 % in 2015 to 97.7% in 2017.

Statewide safety belt usage in 2015 for drivers and passengers of passenger cars, trucks, and vans was 97.3%, an
increase of 1.8% from 2013. GOHS has the 2017 target to increase the seatbelt utilization by a net 0.4% from the
2015 baseline.

Seatbelt Use Average Logarithmic Modeling of Last Four

2004 86.7% 82.7% 3-Year Average Data Points
2005 89.9% 87.0% 100.0%

2006 90.0% 88.9%

2007 89.0% 89.6% 98.0%

2008 89.6% 89.5% 96.0%

2009 88.9% 89.2%

2010 89.6% 89.4% 94.0%

2011 93.0% 90.5% 92.0% y =0.0442In(x) +0.9189
2012 91.5% 91.4% R2=0.9433
2013 95.5% 93.3% 90.0%

2014 97.3% 94.8% 88.0%

2015 97.3% 96.7% 2012 2013 2014 2015
2016 97.5% 97.4%

2017 97.7% 97.5% e=fl== Observed Seatbelt Use

Yellow rows represent data predicted using trending methodology
described in the figure to the right.

Log. (Observed Seatbelt Use)

Cells with red text represent recent data points that demonstrate an increase in comparison
to previous years, therefore, inversely impacting the 3-year moving average modeling used
to establish and inform 2017 targets.

2002-2015 Georgia Observed Restraint Use & 2016-2017 Observed Restraint Use
Moving 3-Year Averages

o 97.3% 97.5% 97.7%

95% 96.7% 97.4% 97.5%
94.8%

90% 93.3%

85%

80%

75%
9" ] > $H ) A o] ] Q N " > L Ne) X ¥
(5] QO &) O ) O Q' \) o oy .3 " 4 Y o 2
A A U R SR R S S U SR A SO N L
== Observed Seatbelt Use e 3-Yoar Moving Average B - Goal Trended Values
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SECTION 8: 405 APPLICATION
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Appendix D to Part 1200

APPENDIX D TO PART 12006 —
CERTIFICATIONS AND ASSURANCES
FOR NATTONAL PRIORITY SAFETY PROGRAM GRANTS (23 1LN.C, 205}

State; Georgia Fiscal Year: _201 7__

Cuch fiscal year the State must sign these Cerlifications and Assurances that it complies with all
requirements, including applicsble Federal statutes and regulations that are in ellect during the
giant periad.

Iy my capecily a5 the Govemor's Represeatalive for Highway Salely. T:
®  ertify that, to the hest of iy personal knowledee, the information submitted o the
National Highway Traffic Safaty Administetion in supporl of the State™s application for
Sectivm 403 geants helow is accurue snd complets,

¢ understand thal incorrect. incamplete, or untimely information submiited in support of
the State’s upplication may result in Gie denial of an award under Seclion U5,

e agree thal, ns conrdition ol the prant, the State will use these grit fundls in accordance
wilh the speetfic eequivements of Seerion 405¢b), (2). (d), (&), (1) and {¥). us applicable.

aguree thal, as a condili grunt, the State will comply with all appicsble faws and
sulapions and linsp€ial and programmatic requisements far Foderal grants,

, €[25)t
tntive for [Tighway Salely Dau

S

Harris Blackwood

Printed name of Govemur's Representutive for Highway Satety
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Trustructions: Check the box for vach pare jor witich the State is applving for a grant, fill in
refevant hlanks, and ideniify the atachment ber or page hers where the reg i
information appears in the ISP, Avtachments may be subtmitted electronically.

7
£

i
B Part1: Qecupant Protection (23 CFR 1200.21)

All Stutes: | Mitl in alf blanks efow. |

*  The State will maintaia its apgregate expanditures from all State und local sources fir
occupant proteglion programs at or above te average level of such expenditures in fseal
years 201G and 2011, (23 U,8.C. 403 () 1 1(H)

e e State will panicipate in the Click it or Ticke national mobilizarion in the fseal year of
the aranl. Thi: description of the State’s planned pacticipation is provided as HSE attachment

orpuge s HSF f,nn,‘-*‘r, - 532

v The State’s occupant protection plan for the uproming fiscal vear is provided as HS#
attachment or page & [ SP @dces G- 2273
1

os HNP awachment or page . M SP onees 21 -a23
ar pag HLS] e 21 -l

e Documeniation of the Stare’s active network of child resivsiot j)nspecliun slations is provided

& The Sute’s plan lor child passengee salely 1cehnicians is provided as HSP siachment ar page
S -Lj:qgl 5 J” -233 .
|

Lawer Seat belt Use States: [Clieck at foast 3 boxes Befow and fill is all dlanks wnder those
checked Sovey]

M Tho Stue's primary seat belt nse law. nguiring primary enforcement. of the State’s
oocupanl procection luws, waa enacted on " dud lust amended on
= . is in ettect, and will be enfarced during the fiscyl year of the grant.
T.egal citation(x):
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O The Stace’s occupant protection law, requiring acenpants L he seenred in wseal belt or uge
appropriale child restoaint while i a passenper motor vehicle and a minimum fine of $2.5,
was endelzd an _and last amended on R Lisin
effect, smd will he enforced during the liscal year of the grant

Legul citulions:

s  Requirement for all accupaals (o he seenred in seal belt or sge sppropiate child
Testraint;

s Cavarage of all passenger maolar vehicles:

= Minitum fine of at least $25:

s bBxcmptions from restraint requirements:

0 The State’s seat belt enforeement plan is provided a5 HSP attachment or pege #

O The State’s high rixk mipulation counter e program is provided as H31® attachment
OF pupe SO

O The Stae's comprehensive accnpunt protection program is provided as HSP attachment »

T The State’s occupant protection program assessment: |Check one box helow and i in
auy blanks undey that checked dos.|

O The State's NHTS A-facilitared occupant protection progran assessment was vonducied an

OR

O The State agrees to eondust a NITTSA-facifilated occupinl privection program agsessment
by Septemher 1 ol the fiscal yenr of the grant. (1his option is available only for tiscal year
2013 mrants.)
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D0 Purt 2: Srate Traffic Sufety Tnformption System Tmprovements (23 CFR 1200.22)

@ The Siate will maintain s aggregate expenditures From all State and loeal sairees for teattic
safety inlirmulinn syster peogranis ul or sbove the average level of such expendilures in
fizcal weary 2000 and 201 |

[KE in et feast eme bland far ek huller befow: |

& A copy of [chock one bax oaly] the B TIRCC charter or the O stalute legally mandating 2
State TRCC is provided oz HSP attachment
o suhmitted electronically through Ue TRIPRS database on

= Aeapy of TROU mecting scheduls for 12 menths filiowing application due dace and g1l
eeporls and other docnments promulgated by the TROC during the 12 months preveding the
application due dale is provided as HSP alinchment B
or spbited elecinonically through the THUPRS daiahase on

* Alistolhe TIRCU merbership and the ongemization and Tunction ey represant is provided
as HEH altachment & ; )
ar suhmitted electronically through the TRIPES datahase on

» [he neete ad e of the State’s Traffic Records Coordinator iz

¢ A vy afthe Slale Strategic Plus, meluding any updaies, is provided as HSP attachment §

or submitled cleemanically through the TRIPRS darabase on

*  |Lhwck one box beline and (4 i iny blarks yadee then checkad bos|
0 Fhe lullowing pages in the Swate’s Steaesic Plan provides s wiitten desseription of the
pertormance measures. and yll supporting dot, that the Stale s Telving wa o demonstrat
achievement ol 1he yuantictive improvement i the preceding 12 months of the applicaion
due dute in relation W one or more of e signiticant data program altribuies: pancs

OR
O Lf uot deluiled in the State’s Strategic Plan, the writran description (s provided as HSP
attachienl &

*  The Stare’s most recent assessmont or updare of its highway salely data and tralfic recods
syaem was cormpleted on .
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EA 3: Jmpaired Driving Coantermeasures (23 CTR 1200.23)

Al Sratex:

s The State will maincain its ageregaic expenditunes from all State and lncal sources G
impained driving prograins at or above the average level of such expenditures in fscul years

2010 and 2011,

®  The State will ase the funds awacded under 23 U.S.C. 405(c) only for the implementation of’
progrws as provided in 23 CTR 1 200.23(1) in the fiscal year of the grant.

Mid-Rangy Stute:

o [Chenk one box below and (33 in anp blanks weder ihui checked bux.]
£ The slatewide impaired deiving plan appraved by a statewide impaired driving task force
was Issued on . and is provided as HSI® atrachment #

OR

I For the first year of the grant as a mid-range State, the State agrecs to comvenc 1 statewide
impaired driving rask force to develop a statewide impaired driving plan and submil o copy
ol the plas W NHTTSA by Seplember 1 ol'the fiscal year of the grant,

e A copy of mformalion describing (he statewide impoired driving Gsk force is provided as

HSP sttachment #

Tigh-Rungc Statye;

o [Check e in gy hls under thar eheeke ]
O A NTITSA-facilitated assessment of the State’s impaited driving program was conducted
on -
OR

0 For the lirst vear of the grant o5 2 high-range State, the Stale agrees W conduel a NHTSA-
fucilituied sssessment by Seplermber | ol the liscal year of the grunt:

& |Check one box helow and il in any blanks under that ehecked hox.
O For the firsc year of the grant as 3 high-range State, the Seate agrees to convene a satewids
impaived driving rask torce to develop a statewide impaired driving plan addressing
recommendations from the assessient and svbmir the plan to NHTSA for review and
approval by Scplember | ol the fiseul year ol the grant;

OR
o For subsequent years of the grant as a high-range State, the starcwide impaired driving
plan developed or updated on is provided as HSP attachaient 7
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*  Acopy of he inforardon describing the stalewide impaired driving task force is provided as
HSP alinchment #

Tgnition Ioterlock Law: [Fill in aff blgals below.]

¢ ‘The State’s igmition inzcrlock law was enacled o sl las! amended on
> ixin effect, and will be enforead during the fiseal year of the grant,
Legal citation{x):
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-

O Puri 4 Disiracied Driving {23 CKFR 1200024
| BN i arld Odeamd falone |

Probibition on Texting While Driving

The Site’s raxiiong ban statwie, prohibiing wexting while deiving, g minimum Goe ol sl Tead 525,

and inercased tines for copeat atfonscs, was cnacred oo ) and last amend cd
ol - L i ineflest, e will be enleced doring the liscal year of the grant.
Lepgal citations:

s Prohihition on iexling while driving:

»  Drelinition of covered wirsless communicadion deviess:

+  Minimum tine of'at least $25 for fist oftense:

= lncreased [nes [or repeal ollenses:

*  Exemprions fiom texting bars:
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