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North Dakota Local Road Safety Program

Executive Summary

This Local Road Safety Program (LRSP) was prepared for Ward County and the City of Minot.
The LRSP was prepared as part of North Dakota’s statewide highway safety planning process.
The contents are the result of a data-driven process, with a goal to reduce severe crashes
(defined as those crashes resulting in at least one fatality or incapacitating injury) by
documenting at-risk locations, identifying effective low-cost safety improvement strategies, and
better positioning the county and city to compete for available safety funds. The LRSP includes
a description of the connection to safety planning efforts at the national, state (through North
Dakota’s Strategic Highway Safety Plan and the Highway Safety Improvement Program), and
regional levels.

This LRSP was commissioned by the North Dakota Department of Transportation (NDDOT) to
provide a tool to assist counties in submitting proactive low-cost systematic safety projects for
NDDOT to fund as part of the Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP). The LRSP is not
intended to be a complete safety plan for the Ward County and the City of Minot, because there
may be other safety improvement strategies that are considered high-cost or low-cost that are
also effective, but cannot be systematically applied across a county or local road system. While
this LRSP addresses many of the safety concerns for at-risk locations within the county, other
high-priority projects may be identified after this safety planning effort is complete.

Specifically, this LRSP includes the following;:

. Description of the safety emphasis areas.
. Identification of a short list of high-priority, low-cost Safety Strategies.
. Documentation of at-risk locations along the county/local road systems that are

considered candidates for safety investment. At-risk locations include roadway
segments, horizontal curves, and intersections with multiple severe crashes or with
roadway geometry and traffic characteristics similar to other locations in North Dakota
where severe crashes have occurred.

. Development of almost $3 million of suggested safety projects across the County,
including the completed forms suitable for submittal to NDDOT for their consideration
for HSIP funding. These projects represent the application of high-priority safety
strategies at the at-risk locations.

. Discussion of behavioral crash statistics, potential safety strategies, and current
statewide resources available for implementation of behavioral safety strategies.

TBG091013074136SEA ES-1
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TABLE E-1
Ward County and Cit of Minot Total Project Costs

Rural Projects Intersections Segments Curves Total

Ward County $2,122,800 $366,070 $109,276 $2,598,146

Pedestrian and

Right Angle Bicyclist
Urban Projects Segments Intersections Intersections Total
Minot $92,140 $114,000 $190,000 $396,140
TOTAL $2,994,286

The information in this LRSP is consistent with best practices in safety planning as presented in
guidance prepared by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), the American Association
of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO), and the National Cooperative
Highway Research Program (NCHRP). This information is provided in an effort to reduce the
number of severe crashes on the county/local road systems. It is understood that the final
decision to implement any of the suggested projects resides with the respective county or city
officials.

It should also be noted that the rankings of county/local roadway facilities are based on a
comparison with documented risk factors. There is no expectation or requirement that the Ward
County or the City of Minot pursue safety projects in the exact ranking order. The ranking
suggests a general priority, and it is understood that actual project development decisions will
be made by county or city staff based on consideration of economic, social, and political issues,
as well as in coordination with other projects already in each agency’s Capital Improvement
Program.

It should also be noted that some of the at-risk locations and suggested safety projects involve
the intersection of a county roadway and a state route. It is acknowledged that the county does
not have the authority to implement projects on the state’s right-of-way. The county is
encouraged to coordinate with the NDDOT to pursue a partnership that identifies a path
toward implementation. This LRSP (1) does not set requirements or mandates; (2) is not a
standard; and (3) is neither intended to be nor does it establish a legal standard of care.

To help reduce the potential exposure to claims of negligence associated with motor vehicle
crashes on the county/local road system, the following key point should be considered:

e Federal law (23 USC Section 409) established that information generated as part of the
statewide safety planning process is considered privileged and unavailable to the public.
The privileged status includes crash data where value/detail has been added by analysts
during the safety planning process (for example, computation of crash rates, disaggregation
of crashes by type or severity, and documentation of contributing factors), the lists of at-risk
locations, and information supporting the development and evaluation of potential safety
projects. The federal law and the privileged status of the safety information was upheld by
the U.S. Supreme Court in the case of Pierce County (Washington) v. Guillen (see
Appendix I). North Dakota interprets Section 409 to mean that basic crash data is available

TBG091013074136SEA ES-2
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to the public on request, but that it cannot be used in legal proceedings associated with
claims of negligence.

Regarding the expected life of this LRSP, the shelf life of this document is limited (as with any
transportation plan). This is because the distribution of crashes can change over time, just as
roadway and traffic conditions change, contributing to the occurrence of crashes. As a result,
Ward County and the City of Minot are encouraged to consider periodically updating this
LRSP.

The county and the City of Minot are encouraged to apply for these projects through the
NDDOT’s HSIP process. The anticipated annual HSIP process is shown in Table ES-2.

TABLE ES-2
HSIP Solicitation Schedule
Month ‘ Task Description ‘
Solicitation for HSIP is sent out to all counties, districts, MPOs, cities, and tribes. The
October/November counties, districts, MPOs, cities, and tribes will have about 6 weeks to respond.
-I:/?:rléﬁry dieLely NDDOT reviews the requests and conducts additional studies if required.
. HSIP approval notices are sent after program concurrence from FHWA. Funding for an
Following Fall . : . AP )
approved project will be provided as funding is available.
TBG091013074136SEA ES-3
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http://ohiohighwaysafetyoffice.ohio.gov/doc/2013LELMap.pdf
http://www.ugpti.org/rtssc/briefs/



http://www.teendriversource.org/
http://www.nsc.org/products_training/Products/MotorVehicleSafety/Pages/TeenDriving.aspx
http://www.nsc.org/products_training/Products/MotorVehicleSafety/Pages/TeenDriving.aspx
http://www.cdcgov/ParentsAreTheKey/
http://www.nsc.org/products_training/Products/MotorVehicleSafety/Pages/TeenDriving.aspx
http://www.nsc.org/products_training/Products/MotorVehicleSafety/Pages/TeenDriving.aspx
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http://www.nhtsa.gov/people/injury/alcohol/saturation_patrols/
http://www.nhtsa.gov/people/injury/enforce/LowStaffing_Checkpoints/
http://www.nhtsa.gov/Impaired
http://www.ghsa.org/html/issues/impaireddriving/index.html
http://www.iihs.org/research/topics/alcohol_drugs.html






http://www.parentslead.org/
http://www.distraction.gov/download/campaign-materials/dd_campaign_starter_kit.pdf
http://www.distraction.gov/download/campaign-materials/dd_campaign_starter_kit.pdf



http://www.nhtsa.gov/About+NHTSA/Traffic+Techs
http://www.nhtsa.gov/links/sid/3672Toolkit/index.htm



http://www.trafficsafetymarketing.gov/CIOT-PEAK
http://www.nhtsa.gov/Driving+Safety/Occupant+Protection
http://www.ghsa.org/html/issues/occprotection/index.html
http://www.iihs.org/iihs/topics/t/safety-belts/topicoverview



http://www.nhtsa.dot.gov/people/injury/enforce/program.htm












http://www.dot.nd.gov/divisions/safety/docs/crash-summary.pdf
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