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What 1 s a Safety Action P

Th8out heastern Connecticut Cou Boiult he@fas®&G@v er Cmeamtes
regional p | arnend enigv eady ean cfyeder al SpfanBtngegsahbdori Al
to develop an SS4A SSafeAxyiPAani eserrRPeanashhe update
SECOG 2022 Region®@heSpFanyof®pacrbadmapti ons and p
region to i mplement to reduce Thadwhwndeaahs eandh
cities, towns aBHCOGroegheninhotapply for i mpl emen
through the SS4A,pommngtorawxl/tteonede s ipgod mmegndati ons out
in the plan.

Key Pl an Goal s

T Achiavgoal obadewayg deaths and serious injuries

| denthiifgygh a njuryfnetmwenlsecti ons and roadway se

T Col fecetdback fromandel padll i £toank euhnosl adfeer sr oadways
intersections

T Devel op recommenrdagiitoemsspeci fic safety project
policies and strategies

T Deterknéeyweperfor manceomemsacakepgrogress towards V

T Ensure SECOGoOirmp led megn thd teit chr ofuwgrhd sSS4 A.

=

Pl anning Process

As part of the planning process, SECOG convened t

Force, devel oped a Vision Zero goal , conducted a
and high crash pdsitstadrf s gl segieawddexi sting transpo
policies, created recommendations, and identified

eval uati ooutt hTeh rporuogchess, SECOG engaged the public e

Goal Setting
& Project Set
Up

Safety Plan & Policy Projects & Progress &
W EWSTS Review Strategies Transparency

Engagement
&
Collaboration



https://secogct.gov/wp-content/uploads/2025/01/2021_RTSP_June22Update.pdf

A VI sion Zer -
t he SECOG Re SECOG has set

achieve zero

Federally funded Safety ; a pro
which includes establishi and seri ous |
deaths and seTheoB8ECDGj ur B

task force reviewed best 2047
meaningful target which pr oj
identified in the. plan ar

Publ i ¢ Engagement

SECOG gathered input from the public and stakehol
i ssues and inform potenti al recommendati ons. The

meetings with thEoWNtes, oinn&ievioddalskst akehol der meet
of SECOG6s cities,t hroeven sp luinldi da omebantghrignst &fr a bt i ve m
over 200 téaspenwas k audits at ami ogml i mjeiutshpy rdvvesyrat i o
600 responses

Key | ssues We Heard

T Speeding T I'nsufficient enforcemen
f Distracted driving T Conflicting turning mov
f Drunk or impaired driviingtersections

T Unsafe pedestrian crog9sComgmer ci al dri veway tur
f Managing conflicts betweemf viedti €1 es,
pedestrians, bicyclistisMi saldi ohde&rintersection
road users (e.g. dirt fbR&a@d, d&AFg&sture crashes
etc.) T Nighttime visibility on
f Motorcyclist safety T Red Iight running

1T Stop sign compliance 9 Poor sightlines, especi

T I'nsufficient bicycle andegedasitonaoavergrowth
connectivity



Safety Anal ysi s

The plan analyzed crash : e d a
. o : L Crashes most |[|ikel
high i njury nhitsmbarigihd ma :

. : . serious or fatal
and kirgisihsk | ocations). . :
. . crashes involving .
informed the plands r ecC cies

crashes <«amldarhkt e
roadways, crashes
driver under the inH
on state roads,
Bet ween2 D305 cr as hers fra|aoRr-NeRUEACTNCE N RN OR:E- NN
injamg 423 crashes regul

trasdfiebynt er measure t ood
as helipedanstiigfpyeci fi c pro
injury intersections an

Projects and Strategies

The updated Saf ety tArd iroent UPHaakne tcyo mamichnl e/yssmmuni t y

i nptudtd eynptriofj ect s across t hloc a&ghioarmseatc hhiodgh tihrej uroy
the plan provides preliminary count dhmeddopres to
pr ojlecctatair @n ¢$bied tdahde priloij sacreedp | Nt wo cat pgokiees:
identified due to a high fr equenpcryojaencdt ss eivdeerni ttiyf ioe
to a high hoeqguencwtsortdfasnhot ed | ocati on of high pe
stakehdl ddosgh pr oj ecitnst oa rneo tsoerprasrt aotaendlt n®meci fi ¢c p

mangyroj ect | ocatmwHmeidaxpesraif.doyesieesude full | ist o
counter measur e rancdo nemreelnedcattgicmont st Tpda @i aa f ul | i st
munici pal projects, use the runicipal project gui
I n addistiis@ect i c safety recommendations, regionwi

identified to address key asp&afseroPepbpéeSafSaf 8ys
Safer Speeds, SaiCe ra s R oRékdcsoenammedn dPeods tpol i ci es and str
p a g9e3

| mpl ement ati on RieStpatnes,i bRegitgynal ,
and Local

As a regional pl ademplge magenaygipo ®EC@IEe t echni cal as

to muni cagpwdcatiesf or policiepronidestavewi dg, | andl
programming of project-spedimpil @ mgmo jae, ¢ tossu banmidt stsittnega t
i mpl ementati on f uannddi nfgu nadpipnl g coafts ineenfsoer scpeamesnitb i | ity

muni ci paltihtei se¢ adamrd



Li st of Top Regi onal Projects
Rank City [ T Project Description
1 Erankl Franklin Turnpike (CT-32) from Franklin Town Hall to Tyler
Road
2 Li sbon River Road (CT-12) from Lee Road to 1-395 Interchange
Fort Hill Road (US-1) from South Road (CT-649) to
3 Gr ot on
Vergennes Court
4 Colches Middletown Road (CT-16) corridor improvements from
Westchester Road(CT-149) to Standish Rd
5 Prest or Poquetanuck Road (CT-ZA) from Laurel Hill Road (CT-12) to
Middle Road
6 Gr ot on | LongHilRoad(US1) from Wayne Road to Poquonnock Rd
7 Erankl Franklin Turnpike (CT-32) from Norwich-Lebanon Road(CT-
87) to Murphy Road
, W Main Street (CT-82) from N High Street to Washington St
8 Nor wi ch
(CT-2)
9 Wi ndham Boston Post Rogd(USG) from _Alrport _Road to Walmart
Driveway (Northridge Drive)
Bank Street (US-1) from Colman Street (CT-639 / US-1) to
10 New Lono
Howard Street
11 Waterfo Hartford Turnpike (CT-85), f:gg;(lj-% WB Off Ramps to Cross
, N Main Street (CT-12) from north of 14th Street to north of
12 Nor wi ch
Edgewood Road
Colman Street (US-1) from Waldo Street to Cedar Grove
13 New Lono
Avenue
14 East L Boston Post Road(US-1) from Church Lane to Flanders Road
y (CT-161)
15 Gr ot on CT-12 corridor, from Charter Oak Drive to Gold Star Highway
(CT-184) WB Off-Ramps Interchange
Norwich-Westerly Road (CT-2) from Mains Crossing Road
16 | North Sto (CT-201) to Swantown Hill Road
. Stonington Road / E Main Street (CT-2) at Palmer Street /
17 Nor wi ch
Palmer Street Ext
Norwich-Westerly Road (CT-2) at Ross Road and Mathewson
18 Prestor .
Mill Road
19 Wi ndham Boston Post Road(US-6) at North Windham Road (CT-203)
20 Col ches Parum Road(CT-354) at Lake Hayward Road
21 Mo nt vi || Norwich Salem Turnpike (CT-82) south of Green Valley Drive
New London Road (CT-85) from Horse Pond Road to Emerald
22 Sal em
Glen Lane
23 Lisbon N Burnham Highway (CT-169) aj[ Kimbal Road and Meadow
Brook Circle
54 Montvil Norwich New London Turnpike (CT-32) from Fort Shantok
Road to Golden Road

10



Rank City [/ ﬂ Project Description

25 Nor wi ch Salem Turnpike (CT-82) frorrljallr—lg% NB Off Ramp to Orchard
26 Wi ndham  South Street over Frog Bridge, including intersections of
Wi lli ma Pleasant Street(CT-32) and Main Street (CT-66)

57 Waterf o Boston Post Road(US-1) from Rope Ferry Road (CT-156) to

Miner Lane
. Veterans of Foreign Wars Highway (CT-2 / CT-32) at
28 Nor wi ch Washington Street (CT-2)
. | Liberty Street (CT-2) from Voluntown Road (CT-49) to |-95

29 Stoning NB Off-Ramp

30 Grot on North Road (CT-117) from Gold Star Highway (CT-184) to
Alpha Ave

Rank City |/ | Project Description

1 Sal em ol d Co_lche(s{:ﬂéréf)rmorradeardne_r L
Fire Company t6CHDPY wi ch
. Sal @&mrnpi KWWe Baire €82)r om west
2 Nor wi ct Lane east oSt rDeuenth a m
3 Wi nd h an Main Street (CT-66) from Bridge Street (CT-32) to Arnolds
Wi lli ma Lane
4 New Lon{( Broad Street from Ledyard
: CoogbBhmul efvracGdeenmanvi | | -@ 7The
5 Stoning
Jerry Brown Road
Was hi ngttroen€T )Chel sea StPa€nades(
6 Nor wi cf Str,eaeitd Broadway near Namwi
ChelBa®raade
7 Gri swol Mai n S§tGIQet/-1 X8)r om S Main St
Streeewett City
8 Griswol N Main (£tIT6ebm north of( CElOM:
to southAwéEnbenox
: W Br adees)from Peq(6G¥3 ZE)aaivol
9 Stoning t hRI border
Wi ndhan .
10 : : Val seyeerebm MaAwsd mteod ddStgrhe et
Wi lli ma
Measuri ng Progress

As communities
i mpl ement edmbwmpngyvement &dieo g ¥calkoi soehr

evaleu i f

pl an
t @rfagehti seaye r o
measurtersadlo pirnocgltuedees mber of
,e achhen yt et earl o f
n u Amboetro roifs tn ofnat al

The
key

communi ty

and

i denti

in the SECOG region
measures of

and

fies
fat al
safety
efraitoauls acnrda ssh e s
and serious

over
injury

11

ampygeementt heygo
0 g ticreameantd riaad & kotnq
s &rReccuosmmemjduerdi epse rbf yo r 2n0adn

projects/ strate

crasth



ON

—
O
>
o
O
ad
—
Z




What 1 s a Safety Action P

In 2021, the Bipartisan I nfrastructure Bill estab
program which funds regional pl anning initiatives
roadways within the United States.

The SS4A grant program centers on a Safe System A

A Death and serious injuries on our roads ar e
A People make mistakes.

A Responsibility is shared.

A Safety is proactive.

A Redundancy is cruci al

Th8outheastern Connecticut Chpruencceilv eodf aGoS/S4r A npelna nsn
i n 202 devel op a Safety Action Plan, which is a roc
region can i mplement to reduce Tlhad%affetde aAdhtsi amd]
functions asSEMOQipsd akeeg itoonal Transpwbliashed Smf202
building on work the region has alr@hdyptampl eted
enabl es communiStEICEOsk ic®@ostshe &emnaewttoi cauptpl v f or

i mpl ementation funding provided through the SS4A

recommendati ons outl i nedvier yt Seaf Safye tAyc t Aootni Pl afnl &
grant program mevileaynclompe neme s, SEQOODEi Sellebe | Awt i
Pl an includes all required components, with some

Components of

SQR\OUS INJURIES ARE n,
A4

Safety Action

Safer 7?,,
People Vehicles Z
p A
=
m
ES
a
>
X
&
°

[EEN

<‘\_z
o
S
$
Leadership Commitr§
Setting g
3
2

Strategy & Project
Progress & Transpar

2.Planning Structur

3.Engagement & Col |l «, p
4 . Safety Analysis T“a/ §
5. Policy & Process Chw‘%’%

6

7
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https://secogct.gov/wp-content/uploads/2025/01/2021_RTSP_June22Update.pdf

The Pl anning Process

SECOG began the planning process by convening the

committee comprised of regional stakeholders to ¢
deci si oBEL®OGNntas so devel opeidhna avitdicdm aderdo dgpdeael t o

zero fatal and splramiusa@racmesct ddhea safety anal y:
crash characteristics and high c¢crash clusters, co
pol i,ciexs sting Connecticuttas$t ptr eegnirdd eng ,eraetgeidonal and
recommendati ons f amdp altiraiteg,i emr djoe dtes | mpl ement ed
Vision Zero goal. Throughout the process, SECOG f

pubjisi@akehol ders f2Z2mtiks, r ¢ 0wa gabnsdn do aldpak nm &l lepds s

el ements of the pdesariinbge o riorc emoer earceet ai | bel ow.

Engagenme@d!| | abor a@iGon

1T Develop and Pméhtiocl y Commi
T Advisory Committee M¢eting\Wision Zero Goal
T Formation of Planning Tear
Advisory Committee

T I'nterviews with Muni :ipalities

1T Data Collection
T Meetings with state igencie® Roadway Crashes
o0 Roadway Characteristic
T Saf ety alnrdencdhsar aicnt eri sti cs
1 WebsamRBublicPFag¢ieng Regi on
Dashboard T High I njury Network I denti
o Historic Crashes
o Risk Factors

T PubOmnmlci Ser vawenxd | nteral tiyve
Ma p
T Relevant Past Planning Eff
T Review of Existing Policie
T Wal k Audits in selec IoﬂcePteiSdr{sed Policy Changes

‘ﬂnProven Safety Counter meas:
i I9||gh I njury Network Priori
Projects

T VirtuaPler&olnn Public M=e

T Regionwide Roadway Safety
f Ongoing monitoring
T Publicly available plan art

14



The SECOG Pl anni2ikg TOowmtse x

Cities, and Boroughs
The SECOG Region is comprised of 22 towns, <cities
The region hagig¢ewetsagvainsdl iamaglewrdi ng New London, Grot

Nor wiwichh more urbanikzedevteraé¢t coentmualatr aeseaieed Db
|l ower volume roadways . @hlded esar adethesri 2@ad dbysmor e
devel opment

Many of the majaverbadwaybrough SECOG communities
and maintained by Connecticut Dewhirltemnemtth eorfs Tarae s
mai ntained by muni cshpalist hbeswbeEdewntébhyomebadgni zed
nat itarhse Mashant uTcrkiebhatIPeNy u &b dh eigltarei baatli. oONThe tri bal
nat iaonnds SECOG wor k whesehywhyggebbebygsi blshueder s
region has sever al | ar ge t raanfdfuirt do ednet,neeiirsad low i mg dt vec
casind&d ectirni cNeBw dtoaMgds niilcl age i n Stonington.

The Southeast Area Transit District (SEAT) is the
route bulBetsweemcthe regi onobfsmtlraarkg eNo rctohmenausnti tReegsi.on
service also serves INetw ri®©h&atoedh aBelde Myaittdea st at e s
serving the region.

Quick Facts about the SECOG Regi on
Tot al Pop27@25o0on:

Popul ati on Density ( Deln s6e2s4dt pCoonpnhuerGistogyu)a:m e mi | e (
Popul ation Density (Leas2tl5Depnesoep |Col nghpuunaigteye)imi | e (
Percent of Roads-Owmat5&4 e St ate

Percent of PeobP9% Over 65:

Percent of PeoplO0&% Under 18:

Percent Peoplénof u@ohg/rlHa tsoppfaond rcy : 3 1a% e )

Source: U.S. Census Amé&iyieaan i CroadneuURiotl. SQean
CTDOT Roads (excluding interstates)

15



SECO®& Roadway Safety Prol

When a community member is seriously injured or
killedrwhlijel #migs unpredict e

. ! mig P ‘ Fatal Crashes .
grief to families and | ove 1i es
affect -alhleyofcresate the pe

roadways are pesaépti dh ofig
roadwayacervwhmdredit comes t20

bi king ewheml|t ibégleens s phys ;o

protection in the event of g
5
I n the SECfO&t alegamd,seri ou
been trending upwarmhdaeargdo ng Serious Crashes
crashes saw a downward tre o

229l n 2020, serious injury
i ncrease dulrFHantgalCQOWlabs hes 80
generally increasing as we 60
region has s8énfatalndr2aS| ,
bet ween2 2WRleSmemberi ng that
too MaBE@®P@s devel opedl ampl
fatalities andt &ev e ergoiabdmpar ©

] €,

A VI SI ON ZERO GOAL FOR THE SECG

As part of the Safety Action Pl an G has
goal for achieving Vision Zer o, r o
el i mnate all traffic fatalit.] e
recogni zes that | uusnta cocheepathadbal fg SE_COG has set
the pain and suffering assoc i @CHIEEVIEZEro
death I s preventabl e.

SECOG has committed to a goal
deaths in 20 years, by 2047. 2 O 4 7

page outline the necessary c¢r a
goal

and serious

16
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Engagement Goal

Thgoal of publforenhfgagé&mérty Acmmwumivid thenamwa s mt o
members of the public and project stakeholders th
team engaged a geographically representative grou
safety on SECOGGO6s roads through asvamidetiwntef amei o
enhanced the project teamds understanding of safe
anal ysi s.

Engagement Met hods

Vi sion Zero Task Force

The Vision Zero Task Force was comprised of repre

( Norwich, Town of Groton, New London, Stonington,
Stonington), two advocacy organizations,i cunte f ede
Department of Transportation. The project team me
devel opment of the plan to discuss preliminary cr

injury network, and present tFhoe cfei nadldipliam.alThye pV
early inputi ngrurtyheneniwvphr k, suggested policies and
safety, and offered additional | ocal context for
are includedNoitrest Hg opm arh.e Vi si on Zero Task Force

Stakehol der Meeti ngs

The project team condottetei BReSECOBScommbonilti es,
the Mashantucket PBERaod iTntidravi é&Nad itomok pl ace bet
fall of 2025. The meetings wereigmrargahdy adértveinde:
publicmagr &ewn maaadgneirnsi san@ltamser s. These meeting
extensive insight into areas of concern in each <c
the -hngphry heptweedkummpnly obseyveéedssas such as spee
di stracted driving, and interventions being consi

The project team dddixttieornnaalll ys tnaekte hwoiltdher s wor ki ng
concerns acrioMag cthhd ot aMee CT, Safe Routes to Schoo
Department ofarPRbNMHSE Reaqil dral Emer gRwnkzlyi Rl Heali tnlg
DPH shared opportunities tfoorn mpmlharec esd,f aea sye eeciad lal ayd

of emerging transpor-bhiake®n Wadels Sac hMasC® i s a V.
provicdhirrmg ed messages aroundynCeoendhde8dfie uROBtpes i tfoc
School program offers t echnancdalmoansisciisptaa n csec htooo | nsu nt
enhance wal ki ng anTdh ebsi ek i nmege ttion gssc hfooocluss.ed on str at e
saf ety ctohnec earbnuse ¢ @ uarlcreesafdfyer ed t o muni ci palities ar
potenti al saf et Wodesntferome anelet e n.gs with each comm

19



muni ci pal guiAdaAa somAapendwixtime et hengst her regional ¢
stakehios diemsAppendi x C.

Public Meeting

The project team held three public meetings over
June 2025 (one in person at the SECOG offices, on
public meetings provided an intsofiloct Abh (8S#4Ar §

program and shared initial top |l ocations and key
devel opment of the high injury network. The proje
on top crash | ocations, raawa me mtnsalc d wlchth e nmwa dveh,e r ¢
concerns, and types of countermeasures they would
Whiteboards to enable participants to answer ques
virtual boar-peyr aneritliengt hpe oivi ded t he same exercise

sticky notes.

The second public meevi2h@26&aanthelf dciuswedaomasgl i ci |
the draft plan, including top Nroitersi tty olmod éntei prud |
meetings are in Appendix D.

Public Survey

A survey was published EVER FEEL UNSAFE e
engagempmeand esvwasandi stri bu ON ROADWAYS
municipalities and advo@i'BeIV gl 34K K ound
the region to ensure tha ted
the geographic diversit Help us make your roads safer! el l a
the different modes use(

availbabiee frNovembner t» @ Take our safety
received 568 (Thtealsunr & ey action plan
respondents to identify 5”“’3’! e d

mo st frequentl!l vy, their ns,

and to bkipgehkliofgdctti onsr wi t
communwheeBey have obser SafeStreetsfor ¥
i sswes.ummdry he surcvaay brecoXes Riunisntaabl B - oicocommoceonsT
found i n EAppendi x

FIl yer advertising

20



|l nteractive Map

.......

Dashboard : ke :

The project tedamedadpietdi o °7 % - :
interactive map which a s o ..:*’ o . 1l ace
points and comments at [ = = e
concern around the regi °2 °@ LA

243 r esrpeoaredsi ng | ocati o e °°®

regi oA summary of respo ™ 7 3 ﬁ -+ e‘ s
Apperrdi x " S0 % &

The public input ma

_ SECOG website.
Wal k Audi t s

The project team additi anahlrlefehmofn dpctl®d awalok sad air

the region. These | ocations were det eirmjimnreyd t hrou
net work and supplemented with input from the publ
interviews. The three Widdettiso "Msy emhu@b @onl oNeewe tleorn d o n
Road in Sal em, and Nor wi c

"i in Norwich. The project t

wal k audits with staff fr

municipality, often inclu

Dpartments of Public Work

Pl anning, town administra

emergency services provid
audits took place between

and December 2025. Common
di scussed incpoded speedi
sightlines, red light run
inadequate pedestrian i nf

Recommendati ons were tail
of the three walk audit |
The project team conduct summaeossf whi ch can be foun
Col chester Road in Saler Appenci x
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What We Heard: Safety Con

The Safety Action Plan seeks to identify and addr

communities. Through the public engagement proces
safety issues raised by peopl e whNoo tlaibvlee, twhoernke s atnh
arose from all aspects of public engagement were
sightlines, and insufficient pedestrian and bicyc

COMMON CONCERNS HEARD FROM MUNI CI PALI TI

Speegdi n I nsufficient enf

Di stracted dri Vv Conflicting turnin
intersections

Drunk or i mpairefq( Commerci al driveway
Unsafe pedestrian Mi saligned interse
Managing conflicts
pedestrians, bicycl i s Road departure c

(e.g. dirt bikes,

Mot orcyclist sa Nighttime visibilit

Stop sign compl i Red light runni

I nsufficient bicyc| Poor sightlines, espg¢
connectivity overgrowth
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Wh at We Hear d: Preferred
| mprovements

Below is a selection of the types of safety impro
engagement process as interventions communities w
prefer some treatments to others; for teaxmtmptloe, so
install speed hubs due to maintenance concerns, W
T Speed tables or humps Y Rectangul ar Rapid FIl ash
T Lowering speed | imit (RRFBs) at crosswal ks
T Speed feedback radar dgiGusb extensions at <c¢cros
T Narrowing travel |l anedg Raised crosswal ks or in
T I'ncreased enforcement f Leading Pedestrian I nte
T I mproved School Zone Yi8ndgwal ks

T Bi ke | anes

T Shared use paths

f I mproving inteysection geometr

and tightening turning radid.

f Roundabout s T Center or edge | ine rum
T AlwWway Stop T High friction surface t
1T Vegetati on management ft®tiimpedveahouWwdidrees
sightlines T Access management

f No Turn on Red
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What We Heard: Specific L
Concern

Through the devel-opjmeny oét wohek highe project team
crash analysis. Additionally, community feedback
understand the user experience on rleayl wlag/csatiinomnds e
were asSemseedxampl esargdr ofva eddebda dbke | o w

"Stricter enforcement of
speeding. We need a
better light at the "Install rotary or a
intersection of 354 and bend in road to
Lake Hayward. Too many force people to
accidents.” slow down" —
- Public Survey Public Survey
Respondent Respondent

imuneciste vichltyotitSEonl  Rovite #2 AL the Salem Route 85 (to Stonington- Most of
== imemaction of AL Rte 11) Route One from

©of neadeding to cross where 201. Route #184 @ 1395 speeders Mystic to Pawcatuck.
traftic, especiolly left turns,

fa pocry comiaigl Route # 49. Also Route 27 in

== - 3 _‘..J =l
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Overview of Recent Regi on

Hi storic crashes by 02elv emeirtey efxraammh n2@1 %3 o under st an

changcer @asnhes over tphpetagétail edbrualay shitsyp nf ad chues eno s t

recent available five year0s24¢fl crasth datforbmat weoean
collected from the University of Contnheec triocaudtwaGr acsr

database for the F$haetaeanafy€osnefttsabiety trends

SECOG region, including sheessbacedoirbtidrehni gthe £da

Bet ween t2hOel 5y eaanrds 202 4, SECOG communities have

number of crashes resultidgsphntseembdestodetht aksi
betwe2éda7 andh2619eflects the need for a strategic

related injury and fatality.

Bet ween2 @ar0ound 23% of cracshep®fyebalteagduinp anashe

tihsi mMe3,5 crashes resuyl

423 resulted inSsrirow:s Serious and Fatal Crashes
fatal injury crasbhasd 2015 -2024
1. 5% cf aahles. 140

The most common types 120
regi ome-amée crash\eeshicsli10
crasapvd, angl € serea ph es
bel ow)vheer iodt yxrash typ¢
the diversity of road &6
from the more urban r

8

o o o o o o

A

vehicleandambBeri st c

more rur al areas with ?

crashes. Looking spec

most samgle vebjicFeltno 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024

no-motori st Cc Foas Icersa, s Hheesa d
angl e drasshéhowme 2n Fi gur

Crash Severity 2020 -2024 Crash Types 2020 -2024
3,922, 423, 1.4% 1%
. 12.8% "~ 135, 0.4% 396 2% 2% |77
® Fatal Injury (K) ' m Rear-End
2,683,8.7% H Single-Vehicle 15% 31%
- .
z\loo)Apparent Injury = Angle
H Possible Injury (C) W Sideswipe
Other/Unknown
Suspected Minor ® Head-On

Injury (B) ) 19%
Rear to Rear/Side
B Suspected Serious )
Injury (A) 23,568,  m Non-Motorist

76.7% 27%
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Fatal and
Crashes-22Q220

Seriou

Fatal Cr

Serious
Crashes

<
‘/6‘

)

®
~@,
.¥138;\
. Griswold | ¢
165+ J
( °
m(j-m
.\. o‘o')g:\i;:”’
a3 2,
1 3 5 (X MOZtVi"e - (//y7'} . N?l‘th
& ,)\. 7 Stoningto
Fatal I njul _-,/”L}N o0 N
28 \“'. Ledyard ‘7” o
N
: , f AL

RO A APSE\ TR o AP T, )
4 2 3 \© /.;waterford.’.: : } / - .\.
\\o : 3 <

East Lynx\e o°\. °

Serious | njui 3 $
Ve o
VGEL )-SR W
®
1.756 35 7 Miles

Source:

CT Crash Dat



Fat al | n |
202-20214

@
- ®
( 5138 A

Griswold

North
Montville

“/Stoningto

urbyy Clrya

@ Angl e
@ He a@n
@ NoMotoris
@ Re &rn d
@single Ve

@®sSideswipe




Nor wi ¢ch

experiencadkstulhd i mganti nchreanglegggy on bet ween 20

with over 1CB@B8Bhctygplkssin the reddarexammmggae by co

crashes

are most hNegwlLyo(Ropnce s gptued)caasdhss ndham

(328&fF town in)uiSyngtashedhicle crashes Laerbeanmmst hi
(638 town in)uaryd chdBthaeld (town i RPjedepgptci amhespnshe

most highly represented nijrurNe wa hadsrh@asn) & fo6 60f 0 f O wnt y
injury crashes).
Injury Crashes by Type 2020 -2024 by SECOG
Community
1400 1,325 1,400
|
1200 1,200
1000 1,000
870
| 845
\
800 800
652 630
600 600
498
l 440
| 417
400 400
252
193
200 169 155 144 138 200
118 109 109
70
IS
0 = L o0
ST FT L LT ES LS SL S S S S FE
FFLFSLFLIT ST EFE &L EE S F LSS
& FE S &S VY @8 D@ P P L
S Q§V SR %@0\ K\ ((/,b&} (Jo\(' &S c)@«\\ DANEN2 & & e R é@{\
S & X\
$0
m Angle H Rear-End H Single-Vehicle
W Sideswipe H Head-On H Bicyclist/Pedestrian
Unknown Rear to Rear/Side

Sour ce: CT Crash Dat
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Of the coECOMUG Wit i le Lo vVWedr0 t ot, Wl ndhamhbad the | argest
of crrnsdhelsti ngovdwodj uown) boweWreamnkl in amad Lebano
the highest percent agenjoufr yc roafs haddh %rt epdwunltstoiwnogv @irra s h e
Ledyard had the highest perseentcage o0f 4 a8 @%d bk ntj we iy
cras.hes)
Injury Severity 2020 -2024 by SECOG Community
Norwich NN e ©.182
Groton | I 4,184
New London NS . 3,992
Waterford [N . 2513
Windham | . 2,349
Stonington | NN e 2076
Montville [N e 1967
EastLyme [N e 1,887
Colchester | INEG_— e 1014
Griswold NN e 323
North Stonington | I 694
Preston NN T —— 617
Lisbon  EEG—_— . 552
Ledyard | I 508
Lebanon RN I 335
Salem I I 329
Frankiin I I 309
Bozrah [N I —— 753
Sprague [l . 125
Mashantucket I N, 2

H Fatal Injury (K)
Suspected Minor Injury (B)

0%

10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

W Suspected Serious Injury (A) ®Possible Injury (C)
® No Apparent Injury (O)

Source: CT Crash Dat:
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Fat al and Serious I njury
CharacteilSummacy: of Over
represented crash types

The safety analysis recognized that some crash ty

fatal i njury. The analysis imnelpueéadnsatad syts i osf, prho
compared all roadway crashes to fatal anHOhiseri ous
analysis examined a variety of f ageée®d sdnidnictl udi ng
roadway aleinggn meomtme,nt al factors (e.g. road surface
types ( e:pge.devsethriicalnescirnagsthed sc leendcr ashes), and drivel
circumstances (e. g. i mpaired driving and speedi

Belbsw a summary of the keeppfeom@nagal §ysdwm miviee o er
crashes betweenThéez2a8bbndvAd&PduosnredK t o describe c¢cras

someone was killed orThsiesr iiosu shlays e dnljoduBsde@ s cal e
whefkKéi a f at ahBAdicasausshp ecdreidous i 1Migoiuasyu p eawmithear

i njuryiCxirapols,si bl e i njfig crash wntdh jusTheroperty
most -memgmesent ed cr asvhe htiywd ee, veampsdiitdsigdde 2| | crashes
and 39% of fat al and serious injury crashes.

Crashes whesterachkehnt eadiest (a person wa)l karneg,albsioki I
ovarepreswintledt hese crashes comprising just wunder
of fat al and serG aséteinjpemeelsttwraigmnese. | i lswellty itm a e
fatwwlr serioqusompj sy h% olfe sasl It hcaht sohfe sf,a thault olr s er i
i njury Motasrheycl e cr asrhreesp rweesreen taelds,o toovteal i ng about
but 16% of famalurgndrashiesus i

Ot her-repeesent ed cr asd mhgtlypcersa lsiihredsleui(@ng ocoXs rke g b e
vehiclevergaéabhes all sing)ler aeheée svieghiearlees hoeesc epant s
not wearindgl?2a% sdetartbbsenaeas vs. 2.9 ®Brafsha&lsl oar asmhéd d:
roadwaly7s% Aocfr akkhes vs. 9%, DUt as(Brtos arcakalsdhse)s v s.
2.5% of a),| carasshleess on c(Wwr6we focfr akaldevaa y 6 s . 14% of al
and crasheswmend Srtad &Ma WE rfiless vs 44% of. tot al crash
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Crash Types More Likely to Resul

l nvol ve a Ped

' 1% oKACr as hdsB vaesf. T

Crashes

DarikUnl i ghted R

1% OoKACrashe% of.Tao

X Crashes
x

Under Infhleuenc

9% oACKas he&es%vaesf. Tc
Crashes

Mi nor Arteri al
Coll ector s

5% oACKas heaes2% vosf. T«
Crashes

Hea-®n Col | i s

9% oACKashe®% of.To
Crashes

R

ury

Single Vehicl

39% oRACKas he&s% vosf. T«
Crashes

NowWearing Sea

1% oKACr as he&sW%vesf. T

Crashes S
‘&

St ate Road

5% oACKasheasth vosf. T«
Crashes

l nvol ve a Mot

16% fA®r as hels® vest. B

Cr h
ashes m
I\ 2
Curved Roa)

26 oRACKashedsh vosf. T
Crashes
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The following charts offfeprgseatarn i deat ainlal ysitshan
i denti fyainndg uanwlgerr esent ed crash types and contribut
crash type, single vehicle cshseh,typghtbngycbadahn
weat her conditions, road surface conditions, driywv
and roadway alignment.

I n the ohaetlbognrgaer thawentimai cates that the percent

resulting in a fatality or serious injury is grea
al so showed someeponéesbheedndeash types, including
reamd and scirdaesshweisppe and crashes in the rain or snc
Crash Type Single Vehicle Crash Type
Single-VehiCle | —— e —
Angle
Pedestrian | Other Fixed Object
Rear-End o — Tree | ——
Head-On h
o Other | —
Sideswipe e ——
Unknown & Guardrail
Rear to Rear/Side
a Utility/Light Pole |
Other f
CyC“St | Curb h
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% Overturn/Rollover
Ditch/Embankment ‘
Vulnerable User Type
yp Flying Object [
Cyclist h Signage '
Animal ™
Pedestrian — Bridge |
0% 5% 10% 15% 0% 5% 10%

B AllCrashes M Fatality/Serious Injury
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Road Class Roadway Alignment

Local
Curve RightL

USRoute -
Curve Left ‘
Interstate r

0% 20% 40% 60% Unknown i

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Vehicle Type

passenger Co s
gt Tk (van,pickup ruck,
Motorcycle | a—

Truck (single unit, tractor trailer, with trail'

Other g™

Bicycle g
Bus |

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

Lighting Condition

Dark-Lighted -
Dark-Not Lighted L

Dawn/Dusk L

Weather Condition

Snow/Wintry Mixr

Otherl
Other I
0% 20% 40% 60% 80%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

M AllCrashes M Fatality/Serious Injury

34



Driver Condition*

Apparenty Nommal - R ————

Under the Influence of Medications/Drugs/Alcohol h
Physically Impaired h
Other h
Ill (sick), Fainted g
Emotional (depressed, angry, disturbed, etc.) L
Asleep or Fatigued r
Not Applicable

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

Functional Class*

Seatbelt Used*

Minor Arterial

Principal Arterial
Yes P

Major Collector

Local

Interstate

Minor Collector I

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40%

W AllCrashes M Fatality/Serious Injury

* ncompl etieamaltyasies only evaluates( cot@hes wioth!|datr asda
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Hi gh 1 njur yDeNwd Ilwop rke nt

The devel opment of the high injury network is a ¢c¢
injury network is a selection of intersections an
a)ahi story of praesdulctriarscheisn i njury or

b)hi gh risk roadwayl ckafrpcterirssuks in future cr
of not only pashigh&&«khésbebhtrabsbive and proa
towards i mproving roadway safety.

Hi gh | Nptuwwp(rkkl W)ased on Recent Road
Crashes

The first high injwaygy devewbobkhedomponent
using an ArcGI S based tool s,2that 1| inked cr}s\h poin
l ocations to roadwdahe andsheseBEBE¥ERI OsSCO

were | inked to roadways an|d Niomstear Soautst ifmrsurbly putt
15Do0buffer around i ntfeorostec|t iegaryy and a 50

buffer around r daedwagadwgyenasd _

i nter secttihogrisvemerae score b s‘eiaedr'oonus'thlenJury
severihyupoif es a slsioncki eadt ebds iht%h%c.h

part hef pr otmestswor ks wéerme ec | eagti egd l njury Cr
basedeaxcrmethi cul ar orea shhaesse da\roch o
receonmotorist (people outsi
bi king, scooting etc.) crashes.

king,

HIN Outputs
HIN Inputs HIN Process

vRoadway Segments : nHigh Injury Networkr
(CTDOT) uidentify the crashes at Segments

each segment and

nRoadway Crashes (CT AETEE e wehicular

Crash Data Repository : TNon-Motorist
2020-2024) ”Cregfcﬁ :g‘g’?gg%tsgﬁée for vHigh Injury Networkr
vintersections (Derived intersection based on Intersections
from CTDOT Roadway crashes wWVehicular

Segments) fINon-Motorist
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Net wor k based on Ri sk Factor s

I n
| oc
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rev
sev

Th e
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i nt
and
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Thi
bel
Las
f ol
i nt
i mp
cra

addition dator egindes ¢ daadh tamanl ysi s approach, whi ch
ations with historical  tthree nSlasf eo fStsreeadtosu sf ocorr Alal
ommends that communbatsiedy sassld hcdhdv dlakpe rai Pk oact
identifying potRnbknabkdf anal gfsueteucraed eloohcsaftyi ons o f
i ermoiandgway and conttexattealr r aWitthiebugber frequency
erity of crashes.

SECGHR s endgihj ureyt woakes a proactiideentadpriosasc hiigrh
atiwwmlsndroabl e peropd eu,dvardkdrim@g i nlbgy, iedent)i fying

ersections and corridors in proximity to publ:i
i Kkaci Itirtainds-radbrad bi kTeh diabndesse)d-i mij gmhy net wor k al s

ntifiestbammanit maésve |hikgehH ki ntgo tori s kiwenys unsg
s inommdesties oavdrnthacdhdg hofpezer o vehicle househc
ow the federal poverty | imm ex;a daen do rc ocnonmumeirtcii easl we

tly,-bdadhed-rinisdehy net work identi faleswrdirosckat i ons t
|l owing the completion of CTDGTort reaxfaffipch es,af et y

ersection is planned to be conlwieghley hiltaidk eilhyeo u n
l ement ati onmabbét yheoumtwaéfinmeasure wil lanrde duactealt h
shes.

Th emet hodolsocgoyr itndpgRECCIOG-B & s e d-i mij gpgatywioalksbown in the

gr a

phic below
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17 Proximity to Public Assets (Total +12 points)

APublic transit stop within 0.25 miles i 3 points
ASchool within 0.5 miles i 3 points
ABike Facility (trail or on-road bike facility) within 0.25 miles i 3 points

AOther public asset within ~0.25 miles (grocery store, museum, etc. as identified
from the SECOG regional assets layer)i 1 point each, up to 3 points

2 1 Demographics and Zoning (Total +5 points)

ANo Vehicle Household Population greater than 7.4% - 3 points*

ANo Vehicle Household Population between 4%- 7.4% - 2 points*

ANo Vehicle Household Population between 0.6%- 4% - 1 point*

AGreater than 24% of block group population below 200% federal poverty line
(FPL) T 1 point**

ABlock group within mixed use or commercial zoning i 1 point

31 Lesser Risk from Traffic Safety Projects (Total

points)

AWwithin 0.25 miles of a funded project that improves traffic safety (SECOG or
CTDOT project)i Subtract 3 points

*The regionmadvebvelageopulfameroinc em s@ammuwuni tiys Durewe wi (t 5024 )st and
devi ati onPooifnt3s. 4a%.l o cgarteeadt ebra stehdanonaver age, avearnadger+gle stt &2nda
standard deviations.

*The regi onmdr caevretr aggfe popul ati on belowstRd %2 baefdedar alhep Awmer
Community SuOv2edy) .(2019
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