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1. Purpose of this Document

The Nevada Advisory Committee on Traffic Safety (NVACTS) was voted into the Nevada Revised Statutes
(NRS) at the 2021 Nevada Legislative Session. As defined by NRS 408.581 and described in the NVACTS
Bylaws (Appendix A), the function of NVACTS is to:

o Review, study, and make recommendations regarding:

» Evidence-based best practices for reducing or preventing fatalities and injuries related
to motor vehicle crashes on roadways in Nevada;

» Data on motor vehicle crashes in Nevada resulting in fatalities or serious bodily injuries,
including, without limitation, factors that cause such crashes and measures known to
prevent such crashes;

» Policies intended to reduce or prevent deaths and injuries related to motor vehicle crashes
on roadways in this State;

» Any other matter submitted by the Chair.

o Prepare and submit an annual report to the Governor and to the Director of the Legislative
Counsel Bureau for transmittal to the Legislature. Summarize activities of the Advisory
Committee that address, without limitation, any issue reviewed or studied, and any
recommendations made by the Advisory Committee.

This document satisfies the requirement as the NVACTS Annual Report.
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2. Statewide Safety Data

With a goal of Zero Fatalities since 2011, Nevada has focused on reducing fatalities on state and local
roadways for the past decade. There have been some years that showed trends in the right direction. It is
evident from the data below that fatalities on
factors being speeding and alcohol/drug impairment. The latest fatality data for Nevada is summarized
below. The complete summary of the most recent five years of finalized fatality data (2018-2022), is
included in 2024 Nevada Crash Facts, included in Appendix B.

Traffic Fatalities

Fatalities and fatal crashes have generally increased over the last 10 years, however, from 2022 to 2023,
preliminary data shows a decrease in both fatalities and fatal crashes. Preliminary data for 2023 shows that
there were 389 fatalities, accounting for 11.4% of all fatalities over the 10-year period from 2014 to 2023
(2023 data is preliminary until 2025). Fatality rates per 100 million vehicle miles traveled (VMT) and per
100,000 population are also on the rise over the ten-year period, although they decreased from 2022 to
2023. Figure 1 through 4 illustrate these trends for the ten-year period from 2014 to 2023: Figure 1 reports
the number of fatal crashes in Nevada for the ten-year period; Figure 2 reports the number of traffic fatalities
(2014-2023); Figure 3 reports Nevada traffic fatalities per 100 million VMT; and Figure 4 reports the fatality
rate per 100,000 population.

Figure 1: Fatal Crashes in Nevada (2014-2023)
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Source: 2014 to 2022: Fatality Analysis Reporting System (FARS), National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA);
2023: 2023 State Fatal Report, Nevada Office of Traffic Safety (NV OTS) (2023 data is preliminary until 2025).
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Figure 2: Nevada Traffic Fatalities (2014-2023)
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Source: 2014 to 2022: FARS, NHTSA; 2023: 2023 State Fatal Report, NV OTS (2023 data is preliminary until 2025).

Figure 3: Nevada Traffic Fatality Rate per 100 million VMT (2014-2023)
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Source: Fatality Data: 2014 to 2022: FARS, NHTSA,; 2023: 2023 State Fatal Report, NV OTS (2023 data is preliminary until 2025).
VMT Data: NDOT AVMT Reports

Figure 4: Nevada Traffic Fatality Rate per 100 thousand Population (2014-2023)
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Source: Fatality Data: 2014 to 2022: FARS, NHTSA; 2023 State Fatal Report, NV OTS (2023 data is preliminary until 2025).
Population Data: United States Census Bureau Nevada Quick Facts
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Impaired Driving

Since 2014, a total of 1,462 fatalities resulted from traffic crashes involving an impaired driver, equating to
42.8% of all fatalities in the state over the 10-year period. As shown in Figure 5, impaired driving fatalities
have increased between 2014 and 2023.

Figure 5: Impaired Driving Fatalities (2014-2023)
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Source: 2014 to 2022 FARS, NHTSA; 2023 Preliminary State Fatal Data, NV OTS (2023 data is preliminary until 2025).
Note: Percentages shown are the ratio of impaired driving fatalities to total Nevada traffic fatalities for that year.

Intersections

From 2014 to 2023, a total of 1,068 fatalities, or 31.3% o f al |l of ititbe eceuded 'ats
intersections. The intersection fatalities for the last ten years are shown in Figure 6.

Figure 6: Intersection Fatalities (2014-2023)
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Source: 2014 to 2022 FARS, NHTSA; 2023 Preliminary State Fatal Data, NV OTS (2023 data is preliminary until 2025).
Note: Percentages shown are the ratio of intersection fatalities to total Nevada fatalities for that year.
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Pedestrians

Between 2014 and 2023, there was a total of 802 pedestrian fatalities, representing 23.5% of all fatalities
in the state over the same time frame. Pedestrian fatalities reached a high of 109 in 2023 (2023 data is
preliminary). The pedestrian fatalities for the last ten years are shown in Figure 7 below.

Figure 7: Pedestrian Fatalities (2014-2023)
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Source: 2014 to 2022: FARS, NHTSA, 2023 State Fatal Report, NV OTS (2023 data is preliminary until 2025).
Note: Percentages shown are the ratio of pedestrian fatalities to total Nevada fatalities for that year.

Speeding-Related

From 2014 to 2023, 1,026 fatalities, or 30.1% o f t h e s ities,tweré the résalttofactashes where
excessive speed was a factor. Since 2019, the number of speeding-related fatalities has generally
increased (2023 data is preliminary). Speeding-related fatalities for 2014 to 2023 are shown in Figure 8.

Figure 8: Speeding-Related Fatalities (2014-2023)
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Source: 2014 to 2022 FARS, NHTSA; 2023 Preliminary State Fatal Data, NV OTS (2023 data is preliminary until 2025).
Note: Percentages shown are the ratio of speeding-related fatalities to total Nevada fatalities for that year.
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Unrestrained Occupants

Between 2014 and 2023, 705 fatalities, or20.7% of t he st antleédunrdstaained bdcupants s ,
on Nevada roadways. This includes improper use or no use of seat belts or child seats. As shown in
Figure 9, unrestrained occupant fatalities were down in 2023 (66) compared to 2022 (82) (2023 data is
preliminary).

Figure 9: Unrestrained Occupant Fatalities (2014-2023)
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Source: 2014 to 2022: FARS, NHTSA, 2023 State Fatal Report, NV OTS (2023 data is preliminary until 2025).
Note: Percentages shown are the ratio of unrestrained occupant fatalities to total Nevada fatalities for that year.
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Young Drivers

Young Drivers Involved in Fatal Crashes

From 2014 to 2023, a total of 363 young drivers were involved in fatal crashes. The number of young
drivers involved in fatal crashes (regardless of fault) reached a high of 44 in 2023 (2023 data is preliminary).
See Figure 10 below for young drivers involved in fatal crashes for the years 2014 to 2023.

Figure 10: Young Drivers Involved in Fatal Crashes (2014-2023)
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Source: 2014 to 2022 FARS, NHTSA; 2023 Preliminary State Fatal Data (received December 2024), NV OTS (2023 data is
preliminary until 2025).
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Young Driver Fatalities

From 2014 to 2023, there were a total of 129 young driver fatalities, or 3. 8% of t hlee st at e’
greatest number of young driver fatalities occurred in 2019 (19 fatalities). Young driver fatalities for 2014 to

2023 are shown in Figure 11.

Figure 11: Young Driver Fatalities (2014-2023)
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Percentages shown are the ratio of young driver fatalities to total Nevada fatalities for that year.
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3. Recommendations

Traffic Safety Policy Priorities

The following traffic safety policy priorities were approved by NVACTS and recommended as policy
changes that would impact current traffic safety issues across the state. These policy priorities look to
reducef at alities and ser i ouwaysi Additiormaliinbosnatiomfor thesrecantheended
traffic safety policy priorities is included in Appendix C.

Road Safety Cameras (Automated Traffic Enforcement)

The existing NRS prohibiting automated traffic enforcement is from 1999. In 2019, Senate Bill 43 (SB43)
was proposed to change NRS to allow agencies to use Road Safety Cameras (RSCs), however, there was
a strong negative response due to ongoing concerns of personal privacy. It was again unsuccessful in the
2023 Nevada Legislative Session.

The policy priority presented is the same:t o el i mi nate the current NRS
use RSCs. There is continued work to be done to understand the concerns of those who have opposed this
policy in previous sessions. Regional Transportation Commission of Washoe County (RTC Washoe) is
considering a bill draft request (BDR) for use of RSCs specifically in school zones. There could be an
opportunity to combine these proposals. Another consideration is to install RSCs specifically on school bus
mast arms.

Road Safety Cameras in School Zones

Similar to the previous recommendation, this policy priority recommendation is to eliminate the current NRS
that | imits | ocal a g, addtngeage thateebablésithe yse df RSCsliis sSEhodR DS,
and add language that enables the use of RSCs on school buses to enforce stop arm violations.

Higher Fines in School Zones

Currently all traffic violations occurring in school zones are subject to fines that are twice the regular rate (a
typical speeding ticket of $205 would double to $410 in the school zone). Whi | e “ hi gher

zones” may be posted in some jurisdictions, the
zones (NRS 484B.363) and this has been dismissed in court due to lack of specific NRS language. This
policy priority recommends strengthening NRS to specify higher fines and/or points in school zones, similar
to work zones (NRS 484B.130) and pedestrian safety zones (NRS 484B.135).

Primary Seat Belt Law (PBL)

This policy priority is to create a PBL for Nevada. A PBL allows law enforcement to stop and ticket a driver
or passenger for not wearing their seat belt. Currently, it is a secondary offense in Nevada. At this time, 37
states have a PBL in place (only 13 do not, including Nevada). Results from a recent awareness survey
showed that there is the perception that there is a PBL in Nevada.

Graduated Driver License (GDL) Additions

Changes to the GDL include extending the GDL through 20 years of age, or for all new drivers; installing a
three-stage intermediate GDL for 6-12 months; and requiring additional training after a permit is earned. It
was discussed that the current requirement for 50 hours of training is not closely tracked. Defensive driving
courses (NRS 483.727) approved by the Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV) may provide a more
structured curriculum for driver training than logging hours with parents. A statewide driver education
program could be established in the future.
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Safe System Intersections

Nevada and the Southern Nevada RTC are designated by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
Focus Approach to Safety as an intersection focused state due to the high number of intersection fatalities.
This designation is based on FHWA data analysis that identifies overrepresentation within the Focus Areas.

A safe system intersection design policy can include strategies such as:

«  Minimizing and modifying conflict points

» Reducing speed of vehicles

« Improving visibility at intersections

» Providing space and protection for pedestrians and bicyclists

Safe systems intersections are built to accommodate the needs of all users. Many of the intersections in
the transportation system today were constructed at a time when the emphasis was moving automobiles
not people. The present and future focus is on all road users. An effective complete intersections policy will
ensure cohesive action strategies that create a safe and homogenous roadway.

Yield to Stop

Nevada Law (NRS 484B.283) requires a driver to yield to a pedestrian in a marked or unmarked crosswalk
while the pedestrian is on their half of the road or if approaching in a manner which could be unsafe. If a
driver passes through the crosswalk while the person walking is still on their half of the road, or entire road
if no center divider is present, that driver may be ticketed if an officer observes them for failure to yield to a
pedestrian. The law is classified as a “yield to pedestrians” law and all sighage in the state for pedestrians
reinforces this, as do the pavement markings. The vyield to pedestrians gives drivers the idea they can
proceed once the pedestrian is no longer in their path of travel. Changing the law to STOP for pedestrians
clarifies that the driver must stop.

Even communicatingt o dr i ver s ¢t drieetsat enr Bguadad to stop for pede
we i g ht dritets eumst yield to pedestrians.”

Traffic Records
The Office of Traffic Safety proposes, for consideration, the following conceptual changes to improve traffic
records data collection:

» Add clarifying language to NRS 484E.110 to require crash notification within 10 days of the
date of the crash (10 days after the investigation) or date of death.

« Require law enforcement agencies to report traffic incident arrest data within the central e-
crash/e-citation system, i.e., DUI arrest, reckless driving arrest, etc.

« Require reporting of traffic offense adjudication data to the State.

« Add clarifying language to NRS 484C.170 to add required testing of prohibited substances
in addition to alcohol.

Appropriate Speed Limits for All Road Users
The National Roadway Safety Strategy and the Safe Systems Approach identifies Safer Speeds as a critical
component to the reduction of fatal and serious injury crashes. The Safe System Approach recognizes the
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impacts of kinetic energy on the human body and the fact that effective speed management will reduce the
kinetic energy in crashes.

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has listed Appropriate Speed Limits for All Road Users as a
Proven Safety Countermeasure due to broad consensus among roadway safety experts that speed control
is one of the most important methods for reducing fatalities and serious injuries. Speeding, exceeding the
posted speed limits, or traveling too fast for conditions is a repeating trend. Of the 42,939 fatalities that
occurred on our siN2021j28% weee speadiagtelateg. The Nevada Speed Management
Action Plan (SMAP) studied speeding related data from 2015-2019 and found that 31% of the fatal crashes
in Nevada listed speeding as a contributing factor.

Managing speed requires a Safe Systems Approach. Safer speeds, coupled with other Safe Systems
objectives will rely on modifying behaviors to begin moving toward Zero Fatalities. As such, implementation
of SMAP needs to continuously engage in learning from doing. The Safe Systems principles embody
learning from doing and should be fundamental in this policy priority for implementing Appropriate Speed
Limits for All Users. Appropriate Speed Limits for All Users can be achieved by understanding the roadway
context and environment. Speed limits can be based on the facility and the needs of the users rather than
continuing the practice of setting speeds using the 85th percentile method.

All road owners should adopt a policy to set Appropriate Speed Limits for All Road Users to reduce fatal
and serious injuries on the roadway system.

Fostering DUI Intervention Programs

Driving under the influence (DUI) of alcohol or drugs poses significant threats to public safety, resulting in
numerous collisions, serious injuries, and fatalities on the roads each year. Although current laws and
penalties aim to deter and punish DUI offenses, there is an increasing need for a more comprehensive
approach that addresses the underlying issues contributing to this behavior. Despite extensive public
awareness campaigns and stricter enforcement efforts, the number of DUI-related incidents remains
alarmingly high. Traditional measures, such as fines and license suspensions, have proven effective but
are still insufficient in addressing the root causes, which often include substance abuse disorders, mental
health issues, or a combination of factors. Therefore, this policy priority proposes intervention tools to
prevent DUI recidivism and assist offenders with behavioral or substance misuse problems, encouraging
rehabilitation and behavioral change. The proposed tools include mandatory legislative screening and
assessments for all DUI arrests regardless of blood alcohol concentration (BAC) level, pre-trial services to
supervise all DUl arrests pending adjudication,

to provide a 24/ 7 Sobriety Privilege driver’'s |
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4. Summary of Activities
The following subsections summarize the 2024 annual activities under NVACTS.

NVACTS Meetings

NVACTS meets every other month. Meetings are held in person in Las Vegas and Carson City, with video
conference/virtual option for members and the public. In 2024, meetings for NVACTS were held on March
14, June 13, August 20, and November 14. A special meeting of the NVACTS was held on January 3- 2024
to review and approve the 2023 NVACTS Annual Report. Information for NVACTS, including meeting
minutes and upcoming meetings, can be found here: Nevada Advisory Committee on Traffic Safety - Zero
Fatalities (zerofatalitiesnv.com).

Task Forces

Traffic Safety Policy Priority Task Force Working Group

NVACTS established the Traffic Safety Policy Priority Task Force Working Group to research and develop
Traffic Safety Policy Priorities for 2023/2024, in preparation of the 2025 Nevada Legislative Session. The
task force was reinstated by NVACTS at the meeting on October 31, 2023. Sean Sever of the Nevada
Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV) is serving as Chair. Traffic Safety Policy Priority Task Force Working
Group Members included:

e Sean Sever, DMV, Chair

» Andrew Bennett, Clark County Office of Traffic Safety

« Erin Breen, UNLV Transportation Research Center

« Shannon Bryant, Traffic Safety Resource Prosecutor

e Tim Burrows, Kimley-Horn

+ Mike Colety, Kimley-Horn

 Amy Davey, Department of Public Safety-Office of Traffic Safety (DPS-OTS)
« David Gordon, Administrative Office of the Courts

« Kevin Honea, Nevada State Police

o Deborah Kuhls, University of Nevada, Las Vegas (UNLV) Kirk Kerkorian School of
Medicine

« Meg Matta, DPS-OTS

o Christy McGill, Department of Education
« Kelly Norman, Carson City Area MPO

* Nick Nordyke, DPS-OTS

« Tiffany Patrick, Kimley-Horn

« John Penuelas, RTC Southern Nevada
« Kevin Tice, DPS-OTS

« Lacey Tisler, NDOT

« Pete Vander Aa, DPS-OTS

Equity Working Group

At the June 13, 2024 meeting, NVACTS established the Equity Working Group with the purpose of
identifying overrepresented and/or underserved populations in Nevada traffic crash data to inform effective
interventions that equitably improve road safety. The Equity Working Group is chaired by Ms. Amy Davey
from DPS-OTS. Summaries of these meetings are included in Appendix D. Equity Working Group
Members include:
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» Assemblywoman Tracy Brown-May, Nevada State Assembly
« Noehealani Bareng-Antolin, UNLV Kirk Kerkorian School of Medicine
» Shannon Bryant, Traffic Safety Resource Prosecutor (TSRP)
« Amy Davey, Nevada Office of Traffic Safety

» Kevin Honea, Nevada State Police Highway Patrol

o Terri Lewis, NDOT

» Alexandra Neal, DHHS Office of Minority Health & Equity

e Julia Peek, DHHS

» Anita Pepper, OTS

» Rachel Shaw, TRPA

» Lacey Tisler, NDOT

The Equity Working Group has a clear and structured plan to achieve its goals over a six-month period.
The group will meet monthly, with each meeting lasting between one and two hours. The primary objectives
are to identify data trends, resources, best practices, and program opportunities that can help improve road
safety for overrepresented and underserved populations in Nevada. The topics of the planned Equity
Working Group meetings are summarized in Table 1.

Table 1 - Equity Working Group Topics

Identify and discuss equity models, review national and Nevada

Meegng 1 Equity Models and | data, resources, FHWA and NHTSA materials on equity in
: Data Review transportation and safety. Develop equity description and
Meeting 2
framework.
Meeting 3 : Review best practices and recommendations from other states
Best Practices and o . .
& Partnerships and organizations, discuss current programs and partnerships in
Meeting 4 Nevada, identify opportunities for new partnerships.
Meeting 5 Discuss and draft written materials such as fact sheets, briefing
& Drafting Materials papers, recommendations, and a PowerPoint presentation for
Meeting 6 NVACTS.

During the September 18, 2024, Equity Working Group meeting, members were tasked with researching
chosen topics to identify overrepresented and/or underserved populations in Nevada traffic crash data.
They were also asked to summarize their findings and insights in a two-paragraph narrative to be presented
at the following meeting. Additionally, members were to compile a list of recommendations or next steps
related to their topics for discussion at the subsequent meeting.

Traffic Safety Task Forces

Nevada' Statewide Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP), led by NDOT, includes five task forces that
meet on a quarterly basis. Task forces are organized as shown in Figure 11: Safer Roads, Vulnerable
Road Users, Safer Drivers and Passengers, Impaired Driving, and the Traffic Records Coordinating
Committee. Meeting agendas, meeting minutes, and resources can be found here: STRATEGIC HIGHWAY
SAFETY PLAN - Zero Fatalities (zerofatalitiesnv.com). The 2021-2025 Nevada SHSP is included as
Appendix E.
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https://zerofatalitiesnv.com/safety-plan-what-is-the-shsp/

Figure 12: Nevada Traffic Safety Task Forces
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Adoption of UNR Study on Speed Distributions Across School Zones

NVACTS has adopted the University of Nevada, Reno (UNR) study titled Investigating Speed Distributions
Across School Zones in Nevada. This study provides insights into the speed behaviors in school zones
within Nevada, highlighting areas where speed management interventions are necessary to enhance safety
for school children. The findings from this study will be integrated into NVACTS strategic planning and
policy recommendations to strive for safer school zones across Nevada.
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NEVADA ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON TRAFFIC SAFETY (NVACTS) BYLAWS

ARTICLE 1 - NAME

11

This organization shall be called the Nevada Advisory Committee on Traffic
Safety (NVACTS) hereinafter referred to as the NVACTS.

ARTICLE 2 - AUTHORITY

2.1

2.2

2.3

The authority for establishing NVACTS is found in the State of Nevada Revised Statutes
(NRS) Chapter 408, which creates the Advisory Committee on Traffic Safety within the
Department of Transportation.

The Advisory Committee shall review, study and make recommendations regarding:

2.2.1 Evidence-based best practices for reducing or preventing deaths and injuries
related to motor vehicle crashes on roadways in this State;

2.2.2 Data on motor vehicle crashes resulting in death or serious bodily injury in this
State, including, without limitation, factors that cause such crashes and measures
known to prevent such crashes;

2.2.3 Policies intended to reduce or prevent deaths and injuries related to motor vehicle
crashes on roadways in this State; and

2.2.4  Any other matter submitted by the Chair.

NVACTS shall prepare and submit to the Governor and to the Director of the Legislative
Counsel Bureau for transmittal to the Legislature an annual report concerning the
activities of the Advisory Committee that addresses, without limitation, any issue
reviewed or studied, and any recommendations made by the Advisory Committee.

ARTICLE 3 - PURPOSE AND FUNCTION

3.1

The NVACTS shall review, study and make recommendations regarding:

3.1.1 Evidence-based best practices for reducing or preventing deaths and injuries
related to motor vehicle crashes on roadways in this State;

3.1.2 Data on motor vehicle crashes resulting in death or serious bodily injury in this
State, including, without limitation, factors that cause such crashes and measures
known to prevent such crashes;

3.1.3 Policies intended to reduce or prevent deaths and injuries related to motor vehicle
crashes on roadways in this State; and

3.1.4 Any other matter submitted by the Chair.



3.1.5 NVACTS will provide guidance to state, county, all local agencies, and tribal
communities that incorporate a commitment to traffic safety in their mission
and/or organization.

3.1.6 NVACTS will review and approve a strategic plan that will impact the present
and predicted statistics on vehicle-related deaths and injuries, focusing on key
emphasis areas and containing strategies designed to improve major problem
areas or to advance effective practices by means that are both cost-effective and
acceptable to the majority of Nevada's citizens.

3.1.7 NVACTS will establish and publish statewide highway safety goals and
objectives.

3.1.8 NVACTS will create the mechanisms to foster multidisciplinary efforts to resolve
statewide traffic safety problems and issues through communication and
cooperative agreements.

ARTICLE 4 - MEMBERSHIP

4.1

4.2

4.3

The members of the Advisory Committee shall elect from their voting membership a
Chair and a Vice Chair. The Chair shall preside at the meetings of the NVACTS. If the
Chair is unable to attend, then the Vice Chair shall assume the duties of the Chair.

The term of office of the Chair and the Vice Chair is 2 years. If a vacancy occurs in the
office of Chair or Vice Chair, the members of the Advisory Committee shall elect a Chair
or Vice Chair, as applicable, from among its voting members to serve for the remainder
of the unexpired term.

NVACTS shall consist of:

Director (or designee), Department of Transportation (NDOT)

Representative (appointed by NDOT Director) of NDOT

Director (or designee), Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS)

Director (or designee), Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV)

Director (or designee), Department of Public Safety (DPS)

Representative (appointed by DPS Director) of DPS

Superintendent (or designee), Department of Education (DED)



Member, Nevada State Assembly Standing Committee on Growth and Infrastructure
(appointed by Speaker of the Assembly)

Member, Nevada State Senate Standing Committee on Growth and Infrastructure
(appointed by Majority Leader of the Senate)

Representative (appointed by the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of Nevada),
Administrative Office of the Courts (AOC)

Representative (appointed by Inter-Tribal Council of Nevada (ITCN)), Tribal
Governments

Representative (appointed by NDOT Director), Nevada System of Higher Education
Representative (appointed by NDOT Director), Nevada System of Higher Education
Representative, Regional Transportation Commission of Southern Nevada (RTCSNV)
Representative, Regional Transportation Commission of Washoe County (RTC)
Representative, Carson Area Metropolitan Planning Organization (CAMPO)
Representative, Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA)

Representative, Nevada Association of Counties (NACO)

Representative, Nevada League of Cities

Representative, Nevada Sheriffs” and Chiefs” Association (NSCA)

The Director of the Department of Transportation may appoint as nonvoting members of
NVACTS such other persons as the Director deems appropriate.

4.3.1 The term of office of each member appointed to the Advisory Committee is 2
years. Such members may be reappointed for additional terms of 2 years in the
same manner as the original appointments. Any vacancy occurring in the
appointed voting membership of the Advisory Committee must be filled in the
same manner as the original appointment not later than 30 days after the vacancy
occurs.

4.3.2 Member organizations may designate a proxy to serve on the committee when the
member identified in 4.3 is unable to attend. This notice shall be in writing and
directed to the Chair.

ARTICLE 5-VOTING



5.1

A majority of the voting members of the Advisory Committee constitutes a quorum for
the transaction of business. If a quorum is present, the affirmative vote of a majority of
the voting members of the Advisory Committee present is sufficient for any official
action taken by the Advisory Committee.

ARTICLE 6 - COMPENSATION

6.1

Each member of the Advisory Committee serves without compensation and is not entitled
to receive a per diem allowance or travel expenses.

ARTICLE 7 - MEETINGS

7.1

7.2

7.3

7.4

The Advisory Committee shall meet at least once each calendar quarter and may meet at
such further times as deemed necessary by the Chair.

NVACTS members may submit agenda items no later than 12 working days before a
scheduled meeting to the Chair. These agenda items will be approved by the Chair and
will be distributed to the NVACTS members seven days prior to the scheduled NVACTS
meeting date.

Meetings will comply with the Nevada Open Meeting Law (NRS 241).

The deliberations at NVACTS meetings shall be in accord with Robert's Rules of Order-
Newly Revised.

ARTICLE 8 - WORKING GROUPS

8.1

8.2

The Advisory Committee may establish such working groups and similar entities from
within or outside its membership as necessary to address specific issues or otherwise to
assist in its work.

Each Working Group will be required to analyze the issue assigned, determine cause and
develop solutions and strategies for addressing the contributing factors of the subject
matter assigned.

8.2.1 A member of NVACTS shall chair each Working Group.

8.2.2 The size and composition of a Working Group will be determined by the
appointed chair.

8.2.3 Working Group membership are not required to be limited to members of the
NVACTS, and when possible, they will be composed of a diverse selection of
representatives from relevant state, federal, county, local, and tribal agencies in an
effort to ensure all aspects of the topic are identified and addressed.

8.2.4 Working Groups may meet as frequently as needed.



8.2.5 Meetings/discussions may be conducted by video teleconference, conference call
and/or e-mail.

8.2.6  Working Group members shall receive no compensation other than that received
from their own agency/organization. The Working Group shall not reach a
decision by a vote or consensus. No motions or resolutions are to be presented.
No decisions for or recommendations to the board are to be made. Working
Groups shall not speak to or be recognized by the board as a single voice on any
ISsue.

8.2.7 Working Groups will be considered working groups and therefore not subject to
the provisions of Nevada Open Meeting laws, rules, and regulations.

Note: If a Working Group engages in deliberation or decision making, is assigned by
NVACTS to formulate policy or carry out planning functions, is delegated the
task of making decisions for or recommendations to NVACTS, or is recognized
by NVACTS as speaking with one voice, it shall be subject to the Nevada Open
Meeting Law.

8.3 Working Groups will report to the NVACTS as directed.
ARTICLE 9 - TECHNICAL SUPPORT STAFF

9.1  The Department of Transportation shall provide administrative support to NVACTS. The
Staff shall:

9.1.1 Coordinate the activities of NVACTS to include making all logistical
arrangements required for meetings.

9.1.2 Provide a note taker and staff person to comply with the Nevada Open Meeting
Law.

9.1.3 Provide research assistance and statistical data to the NVACTS.

9.1.4 Prepare and publish plans and documents at the direction of NVACTS.

9.1.5 Establish and maintain a website for NVACTS designed to further the sharing of
crash data, organizational safety planning, research, and other relevant
information pertinent to the Committee.

ARTICLE 10 - ADOPTION and AMENDMENTS

10.1 These bylaws shall be initially adopted by a majority vote of the members present at the
second meeting.



10.2  These bylaws may be amended at any regular meeting of NVACTS by a majority vote of
the voting members present.

Approved by action of the Committee at the meeting on August 20, 2024



APPENDIX B
2024 Nevada Crash Facts

Link to 2024 Nevada Crash Facts
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MAKING NEVADA SAFER & e o e s oo

Speeding and aggressive driving are increasing and killing more people.

Current
Situation: Red light running crashes are responsible for approximately 140,000 injuries and 850
fatalities each year.’
Speed-related crashes are responsible for approximately 9,500 fatalities each year.!
Over one-third of the traffc fatalities in Nevada are related to speed and/or aggressive
driving.
Provide enabling language that allows any agency to choose to use Road Safety
Recommended . .
Salliltern Cameras (RSCs), but does not require RSC use. RSCs have been proven to save lives.
Federal Highway Administration Proven Safety Countermeasure:
Reduced crashes on urban principal arterials by 54% and injury crashes by 47%'
Reduced speeding in school zones up to 63% during school hours'
Refects that National Highway Traffc Safety Administration (NHTSA) has determined that
they are effective at the highest level
For roadways with RSCs between 2015 and 2019, the likelihood of a driver exceeding the
speed limit by more than 10 mph decreased by 59%
Red light cameras reduced the fatal red-light-running crash rate by 21% and the rate of all
types of fatal crashes at signalized intersections by 14%°
Concerns
Is the objective to generate revenue? Do RSCs violate motorists’ privacy?
No. The primary purpose of RSCs is to No. Driving is a regulated activity on
improve traffc safety by reducing unsafe driving at public roads. By obtaining a license, a motorist
intersections and on highways. Effective legislation agrees to abide by certain rules, such as to obey
limits systems to address traffc safety rather than traffc control devices.

act as a revenue generator.

NEVADA ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON TRAFFIC SAFETY



MAKING NEVADA SAFER & e o e s oo

RSCs Nationwide States with RSCs
According to Insurance Institute for Highway Safety (IIHS)

and National Conference of State Legislature (NCSL) l
research, 33 states allow the use of Road Safety Cameras - ‘
in all or specifc situations. Red light cameras and photo "'

radar give law enforcement agencies the ability to enforce .- ‘ “"‘
these traffc laws remotely. About 350 U.S. communities _-'_J‘
use red light cameras and over 150 communities in the U.S. ‘."
use cameras to enforce speed laws.® ‘(
References and Additional Resources ‘
1. FWHA Proven Safety Countermeasure - RSCs B RSCs Permissible
. Sources: Insurance Institute for Highway Safety and
https://highways.dot.gov/safety/proven-safety-countermeasures/ the National Conference of State Legislature

speed-safety-cameras

2. Maryland County RSC Study
https://www.iihs.org/news/detail/speed-cameras-reduce-injury-crashes-in-maryland-county-iihs-study-shows

3. NHTSA School Transportation-Related Crashes
https://crashstats.nhtsa.dot.gov/Api/Public/ViewPublication/813327

g i;f-*‘

4. Clark County Pedestrian Crashes Near Schools
https://www.reviewjournal.com/investigations/unreliable-pedestrian-crash-
tracking-near-schools-leaves-parents-offcials-in-the-dark-2652525/

5. Safety Evaluation of Red Light Cameras. Report No. FHWA HRT-05-048
Council, F,; Persaud, B.; Eccles, K.; Lyon, C.; and Griffth, M. 2005. Washington, DC.

6. Insurance Institute for Highway Safety (IIHS)
https://www.iihs.org/

7. NHTSA Report on RSCs Effectiveness
https://www.nhtsa.gov/book/countermeasures/countermeasures/21-automated-enforcement

8. NCSL RSC Review
https://www.ncsl.org/transportation/traffc-safety-review-state-speed-and-red-light-camera-laws-and-programs

9. NCSL State School Bus Stop Arm Camera Laws
https://www.ncsl.org/transportation/state-school-bus-stop-arm-camera-laws

10. Nevada Department of Education, Offce for a Safe and Respectful Learning Environment
Optional on-board survey with 35% of drivers reporting 1240 passing violations in one day during the
2021-2022 school year

Eliminate the prohibition on use of stationary photographic, video, or

Proposed Polic - : ) RN
P y digital equipment for issuance of a traffc citation in NRS 484A.600.

Recommendations
for RSCs: Add enabling language for the use of RSCs.

For more information contact: | Nevada Advisory Committee on Traffc Safety (NVACTS)
@ https://zerofatalitiesnv.com | & zerofatalitiesnv@kimley-horn.com
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https://crashstats.nhtsa.dot.gov/Api/Public/ViewPublication/813327
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ROARSAEETY CAMERAS

MAKING NEVADA SAFER nocioar zones

Nevada'Advisory Committee on Traffc Safety
Poligy Prority

Our children are endangered.

Current
Situation: More than 340 school-age children were injured—over 30 seriously and four fatally—within
a quartermile of Clark County School District campuses during hours immediately before
and after school between 2015 and 2019.*
In one day, there were estimated to be over 3,500 school bus passing violations in
Nevada.'®
Between 2011 and 2020, nationally 218 school-age children (ages 18 and younger) died in
school transportation-related crashes; 44 were occupants of school transportation
vehicles, 83 were occupants of other vehicles, 85 were pedestrians, fve were bicyclists and
one was an “other” nonoccupant.®
Road Safety Cameras (RSCs) have been proven to save children’s lives.
Recommended
Solution: Federal Highway Administration Proven Safety Countermeasure:
Reduced crashes on urban principal arterials by 54% and injury crashes by 47%'
Reduced speeding in school zones up to 63% during school hours'
Refects that National Highway Traffc Safety Administration (NHTSA) has determined that
they are effective at the highest level
For roadways with RSCs between 2015 and 2019, the likelihood of a driver exceeding the
speed limit by more than 10 mph decreased by 59%
Concerns
Is the objective to generate revenue? Do RSCs violate motorists’ privacy?
No. The primary purpose of RSCs is to No. Driving is a regulated activity on
improve traffc safety by reducing unsafe driving at public roads. By obtaining a license, a motorist
intersections and on highways. Effective legislation agrees to abide by certain rules, such as to obey
limits systems to address traffc safety rather than traffc control devices.

act as a revenue generator.

NEVADA ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON TRAFFIC SAFETY



ROARSAEETY CAMERAS

MAKING NEVADA SAFER nociosr zones

Nevada'Advisory Committee on Traffc Safety
Poligy Prority

RSCs in School Zones Nationwide States with RSCs

According to Insurance Institute for Highway Safety
(IIHS) and National Conference of State Legislature
(NCSL) research, at least 12 states—Arkansas,

Colorado, Georgia, lllinois, Maryland, Missouri, New . " 4
\'!7

York, Rhode Island, Tennessee, Utah, Virginia and
Washington—conduct school zone automated speed
enforcement. In Georgia and Rhode Island, school

zones are the only locations where automated speed .- k .‘

enforcement is allowed in the state.®

References and Additional Resources

M RsCs in School Zones I RSCs Statewide RSCs on Stop Arms
1. FWHA Proven Safety Countermeasure - RSCs

https://highways.dot.qov/safety/proven-safety-countermeasures/speed-safety-cameras
2. Maryland County RSC Study

https:/www.iihs.org/news/detail/
speed-cameras-reduce-injury-crashes-in-maryland-county-iihs-study-shows

3. NHTSA School Transportation-Related Crashes
https://crashstats.nhtsa.dot.gov/Api/Public/ViewPublication/813327
4. Clark County Pedestrian Crashes Near Schools

https://www.reviewjournal.com/investigations/
unreliable-pedestrian-crashtracking-near-schools-leaves-parents-offcials-in-the-dark-2652525/

5. Safety Evaluation of Red Light Cameras. Report No. FHWA HRT-05-048
Council, F,; Persaud, B.; Eccles, K.; Lyon, C.; and Griffth, M. 2005. Washington, DC.

6. Insurance Institute for Highway Safety

7. NHTSA Report on RSCs Effectiveness
https://www.nhtsa.gov/book/countermeasures/countermeasures/21-automated-enforcement

8. National Conference of State Legislature RSC Review
https://www.ncsl.org/transportation/
traffc-safety-review-state-speed-and-red-light-camera-laws-and-programs
9. National Conference of State Legislature State School Bus Stop Arm Camera Laws
https://www.ncsl.org/transportation/state-school-bus-stop-arm-camera-laws
10. Nevada Department of Education, Offce for a Safe and Respectful Learning Environment

Optional on-board survey with 35% of drivers reporting 1240 passing violations in one day during the
2021-2022 school year

Eliminate the prohibition on use of stationary photographic, video, or

Proposed P°"‘fy digital equipment for issuance of a traffc citation in NRS 484A.600.
Recommendations

for RSCs: Add enabling language for the use of RSCs in school zones.

Add enabling language for local authorities to use RSCs on school
buses to enforce stop arm violations.

For more information contact: | Nevada Advisory Committee on Traffc Safety (NVACTS)
@ https://zerofatalitiesnv.com | & zerofatalitiesnv@kimley-horn.com
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MAK'NG NEVADA SAFER HIGHER FINES IN SCHOOL ZONES

Nevada Advisory Committee on Traffc Safety
Poligy Pulority

Speeding and aggressive driving are increasing and endangering our kids.

Current
Situation: Speed-related crashes are responsible for approximately 9,500 fatalities each year.!

Over one-third of the traffc fatalities in Nevada are related to speed and/or aggressive
driving.

Nevada currently has school zone laws related to speed, but higher fnes for speeding in
school zones is not specifed.

Recommended Modify legislation to increase fnes for speeding in school zones.

Solution: Legislating higher fnes for speeding in school zones and at crossings will save lives on
Nevada’s roadways.

Specifying higher fnes for speeding in school zones is expected to increase the number of
speeding citations issued in school zones and the number of citations upheld in the court
system.

NEVADA ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON TRAFFIC SAFETY



MAK'NG NEVADA SAFER HIGHER FINES IN SCHOOL ZONES

Nevada Advisory Committee on Traffc Safety
Poligy Pulority

National Trends in School Zone Laws

There are many different ways states address speeding fnes in school zones or at school crossing zones.
Most states allow fnes of double or more for speeding in a school zone or at a school crossing zone. For
example, a standard speeding ticket in North Carolina ranges between $10 and $50, but a school zone
speeding ticket is $250. Similarly, a school zone speeding ticket in Virginia is $250. However, several states
who have added safety camera enforcement in school zones have lower fnes for speeding. For example,
the highest fne in a school zone with added safety camera enforcement in Maryland is $40. In Washington
state, the fne is about $240, but is capped much lower if issued through a safety camera.

References and Additional Resources

1. FWHA Proven Safety Countermeasure - RSCs
https://highways.dot.gov/safety/proven-safety-countermeasures/speed-safety-cameras

2. Maryland County RSC Study
https://www.iihs.org/news/detail/speed-cameras-reduce-injury-crashes-in-maryland-county-iihs-study-shows

3. NHTSA School Transportation-Related Crashes
https://crashstats.nhtsa.dot.gov/Api/Public/ViewPublication/813327

4. Clark County Pedestrian Crashes Near Schools
https://www.reviewjournal.com/investigations/unreliable-pedestrian-crash-
tracking-near-schools-leaves-parents-offcials-in-the-dark-2652525/

5. NHTSA Report on RSCs Effectiveness
https://www.nhtsa.gov/book/countermeasures/countermeasures/21-automated-enforcement

6. NCSL RSC Review
https://www.ncsl.org/transportation/traffc-safety-review-state-speed-and-red-light-camera-laws-and-programs

7. FARS 2016-2019 Final and FARS 2020 ARF
https://www.nhtsa.qgov/research-data/fatality-analysis-reporting-system-fars

Proposed Policy
Recommendations Change NRS 484B.363 to increase speeding fnes in school

for Higher Fines in zones and at school crossing zones.

School Zones:
Amend NRS 484B.367 to include clear designations on higher
speeding fnes in school zones and at school crossing zones.

For more information contact: | Nevada Advisory Committee on Traffc Safety (NVACTS)
@ https://zerofatalitiesnv.com | & zerofatalitiesnv@kimley-horn.com
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MAK'NG NEVADA SAFER PRIMARYSEAT BELT LAW

Nevada Advisory Committee on Traffc Safety
Poligy Pulority

CuEh Nearly 50% of vehicle occupants killed in traffc fatalities in Nevada are unbelted.

Situation: Between 2018 and 2020, 204 of 480 (42%) vehicle occupants killed in Nevada were
unbelted, plus an additional 32 (7%) were unknown.

Nevada’s seat belt law is a secondary law, not a primary law, and violators can only be
ticketed when they are pulled over for a reason other than seat belt use.

Nevada is one of just 15 states without a
primary seat belt law. 76

73

Restraint use is the highest predictor of injury
severity of vehicle occupants in a crash in
Nevada, with those unrestrained at 2.2
times higher risk of a fatal or serious injury
compared to those who use restraints.

55

Hospital patients from a crash that were
unrestrained have higher injury scores,
longer hospital stays (6.3 vs. 3.0 days), U ——
more days in the ICU (2.5 days vs. 1 day), 2018 2019 2020
more days on ventilator support (1.35 vs. Unbelted Fatalities in
0.43 days), and incur a median of $12,110 Nevada

more per person in hospital charge§ Source: FARS for 2016-2020, Nevada State Data for 2021
compared with those who were restrained.!

, .
Recommended Change Nevada’s seat belt law to a primary seat belt law.

Solution: Since 2011, 35 lives would have been saved had Nevada’s seat belt usage been 100%.2

Approximately 200 lives were saved between 2016 and 2017 as a result of a new primary
seat belt law in Utah.®

NEVADA ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON TRAFFIC SAFETY



MAK'NG NEVADA SAFER PRIMARYSEAT BELT LAW

Nevada Advisory Committee on Traffc Safety
Poligy Pulority

Primary Seat Belt Laws Nationwide
Primary seat belt laws are being used

nationally and internationally to save lives wa

through increased seat belt usage. Primary '" no A
enforcement laws are more effective than * o e R " *_M
secondary enforcement laws. According to the o - . N
National Highway Traffc Safety Administration RO NE = W m oH ¢ -
(NHTSA), in 2019, 92% of front seat occupants A © o W o

in states with primary enforcement laws ““ Ne

buckled up, in contrast to 86% of front seat R " sc _
occupants in states with secondary " o ] R 150 m:hmt
enforcement or no laws. Nevada is one of only enforcement
15 states with secondary seat belt laws. a v o Wt

HI

It is estimated that over 220,000 of Nevadans
are still not buckling up and are
overrepresented in fatalities in Nevada.*

References and Additional Resources

1. Nevada’s Traffc Research and Education Newsletter
https://www.unlv.edu/medicine/newsletters

2. State of Nevada Offce of Traffc Safety Annual Report, 2016
https://www.nhtsa.gov/sites/nhtsa.gov/fles/documents/nv_fy2016_annual_report.pdf

3. Fatality Analysis Reporting System (FARS) 2016-2019 Final, FARS 2020 ARF, Preliminary State Data
(2021)
https://www.nhtsa.gov/research-data/fatality-analysis-reporting-system-fars

4. Utah Department of Public Safety (DPS)
https://publicsafety.utah.gov/

Proposed Policy Change the Nevada law by eliminating existing language that
Recommendations limits the issuance of a seat belt citation. This would make
for a Primary Seat Nevada a primary seat belt law state.

Belt Law:

Change Nevada law by eliminating existing language that
limits the issuance of a citation, but with a sunset date to
allow for data collection and analysis to evaluate the
effectiveness of the law (similar to Utah).

Increase the minimum fne for non-compliance with
Nevada’s existing seat belt law. This could be enacted in
conjunction with the other options or separately.

For more information contact: | Nevada Advisory Committee on Traffc Safety (NVACTS)
@ https://zerofatalitiesnv.com | & zerofatalitiesnv@kimley-horn.com
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Too many young drivers ages 15 — 20 are dying on Nevada roads, and that number is on

Current the ri

Situation: e rise.
As shown in the fgure at the lower right corner of this page, between 27 and 40 young
drivers died per year in Nevada between 2017 and 2021.
Nevada currently has some young driver laws, but other more comprehensive
requirements for graduated driver’s licenses (GDLs) are not included.

Revise current GDL laws to include nationally recommended components.
Recommended
Solution: GDL laws have been implemented nationally and internationally to protect both new and

young drivers.

What Does this Mean for Nevada?

Young drivers are inexperienced on the road and often do not
realize how dangerous certain driving behaviors, like improper
seat belt use, can be.

Furthermore, distracted or inattentive driving has become a
national epidemic, and young drivers are at the greatest risk.

40
34
Currently, 38 states ban all cell phone use for GDL drivers. 31 30
Nevada is not one of them.
27
There is only 87% observed seat belt 52% of young people involved in
use among 16 to 24-year-olds—the fatal crashes were unbuckled
lowest of any age group 2

e 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

<

Fatalities Among Young

Teens have the highest crash risk of Current Nevada GDL laws do not Drivers in Nevada
any age group, and research confrms  specifcally ban all cell phone use for Source: Fatality Analysis Reporting System (FARS) for
that distraction is often a factor drivers less than 18 years of age ! 2017-2020, Nevada State Data for 2021
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Impacts of GDL Systems for New Drivers

GDL systems gradually increase the exposure of new drivers to
more complex driving situations in as safe a manner as possible.
New drivers are not just 16 or 17 years old, they are every age.
With troubling national trends recently highlighted in the
Governors Highway Safety Association (GHSA) report “Mission
Not Accomplished: Teen Safe Driving, the Next Chapter,” it is
clear that focus must be placed on all new drivers, not just
teens. This data revealed that older teen drivers (18-20), were
involved in 12% more fatal car crashes when compared to
younger teen drivers (15-18). GHSA believes this upward trend is
the result of teens waiting until they are 18 to get their license
and bypassing GDL laws. By updating some of our laws, we can
make sure that every driver who gets behind the wheel is
educated and trained to avoid any behavior that could put their
life at risk, including young drivers. Source: NHTSA, 2022

References and Additional Resources

1. National Highway Traffc Safety Administration (NHTSA)
https://www.nhtsa.gov/book/countermeasures/appendix/a6-young-drivers

2. Insurance Institute for Highway Safety (IIHS), 2020
https://www.iihs.org/topics/seat-belts#belt-use

Proposed Policy Change NRS 484B.165 to restrict all cell phone use, including
Recommendations hands-free devices, for drivers less than 18 years of age.

for Graduated Amend NRS 484D.495 to include seat belt usage for young
Driver's License: drivers and their passengers as a condition for continued

licensure within Nevada’s graduated driver licensing system.

Remove the age restriction to current GDL laws, thereby
requiring all new drivers to obtain practical driving experience
in a lower risk situation.

For more information contact: | Nevada Advisory Committee on Traffc Safety (NVACTS)
@ https://zerofatalitiesnv.com | & zerofatalitiesnv@kimley-horn.com
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Zero Fatalities TRAFFIC SAFETY POLICY PRIORITY RECOMMENDATION

Lives are on the Line

Traffic Safety Policy Priority:
Safe Systems Intersections

Description:

Nevada specific crash data shows that reducing intersection crashes is critical to the reduction in fatal and
serious injury crashes throughout the system. The 2021-2025 Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP)
indicates that 35% of the fatal and serious injury crashes occurred in an intersection. Nevada and the
Southern Nevada RTC are designated by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Focus Approach to
Safety as an intersection focused state due to the high number of intersection fatalities. This designation is
based on FHWA data analysis that identifies overrepresentation within the Focus Areas.

A safe systems intersection design policy can include strategies such as:

Minimizing and modifying conflict points

Reducing speed of vehicles

Improving visibility at intersections

Providing space and protection for pedestrians and bicyclist

Safe systems intersections are built to accommodate the needs of all users. Many of the intersections in the
transportation system today were constructed at a time when the emphasis was moving automobiles not
people. The present and future focus is on all road users. An effective complete intersections policy will
ensure cohesive action strategies that create a safe and homogenous roadway.

The most recent Fatalities Reporting System (FARS) data Nevada Specific data (2017-2021) shows that 526
of the 1661 fatalities (32%) occurred at intersec