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Executive Summary



The goal of the Connecticut Highway Safety Program is to prevent roadway fatalities and
injuries as a result of crashes related to driver behavior. Under the Highway Safety Act of
1966 (U.S. 23 USC- Chapter 4) the Governor is required to implement a highway safety
program through a designated State agency suitably equipped and organized to carry out the
program. An appointed Governor’s Highway Safety Representative oversees the program and
supporting Section 402 highway safety grant funds made available to the States to carry out
their annual Highway Safety Plans. The Connecticut Highway Safety program is an extension
of this Federal requirement. The HSO is located in the Connecticut Department of
Transportation in the Bureau of Policy and Research in the Planning section. The primary
objectives of the Highway Safety Office (HSO) are to plan, coordinate, and implement
effective highway safety programs and to provide technical leadership, support and policy
direction to highway safety partners.

This planning document provides historic, trend, and the most current crash data available in
addition to other State-provided data detailing highway safety in Connecticut. The identified
problem areas dictate the State’s highway safety goals, objectives, and planned
countermeasures. The basis for this examination is Connecticut’s motor vehicle crash
experience for the calendar year 2009 in comparison to the previous year(s). This document
serves as Connecticut’s application to the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration
(NHTSA) for federal funds under Section 402 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient
Transportation Equity act — a Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU) for the 2012 Federal Fiscal Year.

The HSO focuses on NHTSA program areas under the Federal 402 program including Impaired
Driving, Occupant Protection, Child Passenger Safety, Police Traffic Services, Motorcycle
Safety, Traffic Records, Driver Groups, Bicycle and Pedestrian Safety and Work Zone Safety.
These program areas provide funding for countermeasures to combat key problems
identified in each section. Key priority areas include; percentage of alcohol-related fatalities
and injuries, percentage of unbelted fatalities, speed related fatalities and injuries,
motorcycle fatalities and injuries, pedestrians fatalities and injuries and improving crash data
collection and availability.

Major strategies include the execution of countermeasures developed to specifically target
over represented groups identified through data analysis. These strategies include
participation in National “crack-down” mobilizations such as “Click it or Ticket” and “Driver
Sober or get Pulled Over” as well as the promotion of sustained enforcement year-round
based on local problem identification by law enforcement agencies and other highway safety
partners. Various training programs and technical support from Law enforcement training
based on better identification of impaired drivers to more timely and accurate reporting of
crash data are implemented through the HSO to better identify areas of where improvement
will ultimately lead to less crashes injuries and fatalities on Connecticut’s roadways.

The major program areas of Impaired Driving and Occupant Protection account for the
majority of enforcement activities and paid media making up the largest component of high
visibility and sustained enforcement efforts. Combined impaired driving and safety belt



enforcement efforts are planned to effectively target these unsafe driving behaviors and
achieve a 90% observed seat belt usage rate. While enforcement campaigns are anticipated
to target speed and distracted driving as well, resources for those areas are limited.

In addition to these strategies, first-time initiatives planned for the upcoming fiscal year
meant to support the overall program include participation in and training for Drug
Recognition Expert Training (DRE), Data Driven Approaches Crime and Traffic Safety
(DDACTS), and Safe Communities training for law enforcement and other safety partners.

CORE PERFORMANCE MEASURES AND GOALS

Performance Measures 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Total 278 311 296 302 223
Traffic Fatalities A >0 43 47 >3 36
Urban 228 262 249 247 187
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0
Fatalities per 100 Total 0.88 0.98 0.92 0.95 0.71
Million Vehicles Rural 1.26 1.26 1.18 1.38 0.11
Miles Driven Urban 0.82 0.94 0.89 0.89 0.60
. Total 187 207 208 183 149
Zis;ep’;gnir;; ::Illct 'i‘:s Restrained 75 93 97 77 58
(All Seat Positions) Unrestrained 87 72 84 77 69
Unknown 25 42 27 29 22
Alcohol-Impaired Driving Fatalities 98 113 111 95 99
Speeding-Related Fatalities 96 95 99 99 103
Total 43 57 43 63 45
Motorcyclist Helmeted 14 20 15 20 17
Fatalities Unhelmeted 27 36 28 42 27
Unknown 2 1 0 1 1
Total 405 452 403 404 300
Aged under 15 1 0 0 0 1
Drivers Involved in | Aged 15-20 45 61 54 37 31
Fatal Crashes Aged under 21 46 61 54 37 32
Aged 21 and Over 357 383 345 362 267
Unknown Age 2 8 4 5 1
Pedestrian Fatalities 34 38 32 47 26

Source: FARS Final Files 2005-2008; Annual Report File 2009




Overall Core Performance Goals

To reduce the three year (2007-2009) moving average of 274 in 2009 fatalities 5 percent to a
three year (2011-2013) moving average of 260 in 2013.

To reduce the Fatality rate per 100 M VMT from the three year (2007-2009) moving average
of .86 in 2009 by 5 percent to a three year (2011-2013) moving average of .82 in 2013.

To reduce the Serious (A) Injuries in motor vehicle crashes from the three year (2007-2009)
moving average of 2,294 in 2009 by 10 percent to a three year (2011-2013) moving average
of 2,065 in 2013.

Program Related Core Performance Goals

To decrease alcohol impaired driving fatalities (B.A.C. =.08+) from the three year (2007-2009)
moving average of 120 in 2009 by 5% to a three year (2011-2013) moving average of 114 in
2013.

To reduce the number of unrestrained occupants in fatal crashes from the three year (2007-
2009) moving average of 77 in 2009 by 10 percent to a three year (2011-2013) moving
average of 69 in 2013.

To increase the safety belt usage rate (observations) from 88 percent in 2010 to 90 percent
or above in 2013.

To reduce the number of speed related fatalities from the three year (2007-2009) moving
average of 100 in 2009 by 5 percent to a three year (2011-2013) moving average of 95 in
2013.

To decrease the number of un-helmeted fatalities below the three year (2007-2009) moving
average of 32 in 2009 by 5 percent to a three year (2011-2013) projected moving average of
30in 2013.

To decrease the number of motorcycle fatalities below the three year (2007-2009) moving
average of 50 in 2009 by 5 percent to a three year (2011-2013) projected moving average of
47 in 2013.



To decrease drivers age 20 or younger involved in fatal crashes from the three year (2007-
2009) moving average of 32 in 2009 by 50% to a three year (2011-2013) moving average of
16in 2013.

To reduce the number of pedestrians killed in traffic crashes from the three year (2007-2009)

moving average of 35 in 2009 by 15% to a three year moving average of (2011-2013) of 30 in
2013.

Activity Measures

During the 2010 (October 1, 2009 — September 31, 2010) Fiscal year, the following
enforcement statistics were recorded during grant funded over-time:

Number of impaired driving arrests made during grant-funded enforcement activities: 2015
Number of seat belt citations issued during grant-funded enforcement activities: 14,538

Number of speeding citations issued during grant-funded enforcement activities: 17,174

Attitude Measure:

As part of nationally mandated GHSA-NHTSA attitude measures the Connecticut Highway
Safety Office collects attitude surveys through a contract with Preusser Research Group
(PRG). PRG collects self reported attitudes toward impaired driving, speeding, and belt-
use. See Attitudes and Awareness section.
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Process Description

The Department prepares this annual planning document to address a set of identified and
defined highway and traffic safety problems. This problem identification process begins early
in the calendar year with the examination of a variety of traffic and roadway related data.
The analysis of this data identifies both general and specific patterns of concern and from a
review of historical patterns, results in a projection of future data trends. Other problems
and deficiencies are identified through programmatic review.

Problem Identification takes place on multiple levels. The first and earliest form of problem
identification begins with reviewing projects from the previous fiscal year and requesting
project level input from highway safety partners. This process may include sending out a
project concept letter to stakeholders, partners and program managers; or in some program
areas, holding meetings with project directors and stakeholders.

A major part of this process is to enlist the cooperation of highway safety partners who will
facilitate the implementation of countermeasures. In addition, local political subdivisions and
State agencies are routinely and systematically encouraged to identify municipal, regional,
and State-level highway safety problems in order to propose specific countermeasures that
address these problems.

Requests for local problem identifications are sent annually, to all highway safety
stakeholders including 94 local law enforcement agencies, 53 Resident State Troopers, 12
State Police Troops, 3 State Police District Headquarters, 1 State Police Headquarters Traffic
Unit, and 8 colleges and universities. In 2010, 19 organizations submitted safety concepts for
consideration.

In addition, HSO staff met with several local municipalities to discuss DUl plans for their
jurisdictions. Other meetings were held with the State Department of Public Safety and the
Office of the Chief State’s Attorney in order to establish a cooperative working partnership.

The Traffic Records Coordinating Committee (TRCC) provides project level information with
regard to developing accurate and complete traffic records data in a timely manner;
ultimately leading to a reduction in traffic fatalities, injuries, and crashes. The TRCC will work
to achieve this goal through 4 proposed project concepts.

Motorcycle safety professionals including motorcycle safety instructors, dealers, and other
rider groups met in February 2011 to discuss counter measures to reduce motorcycle

crashes.

The next level of problem identification takes place when the most recent crash, injury and
fatality data become available (currently 2009 crash data). The data is analyzed by the HSO

12



data contractor to identify major problem areas, over-represented groups, demographics,
and other “drill-down” factors in an attempt to determine who, what, where when and why
crashes with fatalities and injuries are taking place. FARS data, annual observation belt use
surveys, awareness surveys, injury, licensing and population, registration, citation and
arrest/adjudication data, toxicology, CODES, as well as state VMT data are all used in this
process.

To assist in analyzing and setting core performance measures and goals, this data includes a
three year moving average to further normalize data trends over time and includes a
projection based on the three year moving average. The program manager and Principal
Highway Safety Coordinator set goals based on these projections, as well as priority ranking
of specific highway safety problems and available funding. The NHTSA regional program
manager is consulted during the goal setting process.

Priority areas are then ranked by the Principal Highway Safety Coordinator and staff to
develop projects in accordance with available funding. For example, the Impaired Driving
coordinator uses a ranking system developed by the HSO data analysis contractor to
determine funding levels for state and municipal police department impaired driving
enforcement overtime and equipment grants.

Program objectives and countermeasures are further developed based on problem
identification. For example, restrictions on grant-funded impaired driving enforcement are
intended to focus activity on over-represented times, locations, and demographic and
geographic areas. While this process is based upon identified problem areas, solicitation
includes both targeted and broad-based outreach to law enforcement agencies.

Projects are selected using criteria that include: response to identified problems, potential for
impacting performance goals, innovation, clear objectives, adequate evaluation plans and
cost effective budgets. Sub-grantees are selected based on an ability to demonstrate
significant programmatic impact based on data driven problem analysis.

13



Connecticut Highway Safety Timeline

January—March

Analyze previous year projects and seek partner input. Send latest
crash data for analysis to HSO data contractor to begin problem iden-
tification process.

April—June

Review partner input, Receive data analysis from HSO data con-
tractor. Complete problem ID, review performance measures
and begin setting performance goals and objectives based on pro-
posed/planned tasks and activities.

June-July

Finalize performance goals and objectives and plan countermeasures
based on partner input and planned NHTSA mobilization schedules.
Countermeasures include activities outlined in proposed tasks/
projects. Prioritize and plan projects based on anticipated project
funding levels and carry-forward funds.

August

The planning process is completed by gaining approval from the
Governor’'s Highway Safety Representative and NHTSA approval
through the submission of the Highway Safety Plan.

September-December

Upon Highway Safety Plan acceptance from NHTSA; execute, moni-
tor and analyze projects for review in Annual Evaluation Report.

14
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEMOGRAPHICS 2010

State Capitol:
Hartford

Largest City Population:
Bridgeport, 130,748

Counties: 8
Boroughs: 19
Towns: 169
Cities: 21

Land Area: 4,844.8 Square Miles

Connecticut Police Chiefs Association (CPCA)
HQ/Municipalities (105)

State Troops (12);

Local Town Agencies (97);
Resident Trooper Towns (59)
State Police Barracks By Towns
Troop A - Southbury

Troop B - North Canaan

Troop C - Tolland

Troop D - Danielson

Troop E - Montville

Troop F - Westbrook

Troop G - Bridgeport

Troop H - Hartford

Troop | - Bethany

Troop K - Colchester

Troop L - Litchfield

Troop W - Bradley Field

Annual Miles of Travel Per-Driver CT

10,775 Per Licensed Driver (2009yr)

Daily Vehicle Miles Traveled: 31,294,370,000

Miles of Roads (2009yr)

(21,391) Public Roads

(4,103) State Roads

(963) National Highway System Roads
(347) Interstate Roads.
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CONNECTICUT POPULATION 2010
(US Census Bureau Estimates)

Connecticut Region USA
Population Estimate (2010) 3,574,097 14,444,865 308,745,538
Under 5 Years Old (2010) 5.7% 5.5% 6.5%
Under 18 Years Old (2010) 22.9% 21.8% 24.0%
65 Years Old and Older (2010) 14.2% 8.5% 13.0%
Caucasian Persons 77.6% 83.0% 72.4%
African American 10.1% 6.2% 12.6%
American Indian and Alaska Native 0.3% 0.3% 0.9%
Asian 3.8% 3.9% 4.8%
Native Hawaiian & Other Pacific Islander 0.0% 0.0% 0.2%
Hispanic or Latino Origin 13.4% 9.0 % 16.3%

COUNTY POPULATION 2011
(US Census Bureau Estimates)

Tolland

Windham
Litchfield Hartford 152 691
189,927 894,014 ¢ 118,428
165,676
Middlesex New London
New Haven

274,055

916,829
Fairfield

862,477

17
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Highway Safety Data Analysis

Figure 1 shows Connecticut’s motor vehicle crash experience for the year 2009 and compares
it with the prior year. Overall, the number of police reported crashes in the State decreased
by less than 1 percent from the year 2008. Decreases were observed in property damage only
crashes (-0.1 percent) and injury crashes (-1.3 percent). Fatal Crashes showed a large
decrease (24.7 percent).

In 2009, there were 210 fatal crashes in which 223 persons were killed. The fatality total was
26.2 percent less than in the previous year. Serious “A” injuries decreased by 6.8 percent in
2009, while “B” level injuries decreased by 3.5 percent and “C” level injuries increased by 2.7
percent.

Figure 1. 2009 Connecticut Motor Vehicle Crash Profile

Total Crashes
103,672
-0.5%"

Crashes Crashes With Crashes
With Property With
Fatalities® Damage Only? Injuries?

210 77,742 25,720
-24.7% -0.1% -1.3%

Number of Number of

Fatalities Injuries
223 36,447
-26.2% +0.2%

Drivers 257 Alnj.* 2,155
-20.3% -6.8%

Passengers 39 BInj. 10,981
-25.0% -3.5%

Other® 27 Clnj. 23,311
-49.1% +2.7%

1. Percent change 2009 vs. 2008

2. Data on fatal crashes are from the NHTSA Fatality Analysis Reporting System (FARS)
Data on injury and property damage only crashes are from the Connecticut Department of
Transportation’s Collision Analysis System

3. “Other” includes pedestrians, bicyclists and other non-motorists

4. Injury severity codes: “A” = severe injury, “B” = moderate injury, “C” = minor injury
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Table 1. U.S., New England Region, Connecticut Fatalities Overview

Change
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2005-09
%
Total Fatalities
U.S. Total 43,510 42,708 41,259 37,423 33,808 -22.3%
Region Total 1,214 1,223 1,177 1,097 983 -19.0%
Connecticut 278 311 296 302 223 -19.8%
Driver Fatalities*
U.S. Total 23,237 22,831 21,717 19,279 17,640 -24.1%
Region Total 634 683 628 568 511 -19.4%
Connecticut 140 166 155 141 115 -17.9%
Passenger Fatalities*
U.S. Total 9,747 9,187 8,715 7,512 6,834 -29.9%
Region Total 230 209 210 177 178 -22.6%
Connecticut 56 45 60 45 36 -35.7%
Motorcyclist Fatalities
U.S. Total 4,576 4,837 5,174 5,312 4,462 -2.5%
Region Total 186 177 171 167 171 -8.1%
Connecticut 43 57 43 63 45 4.7%
Pedestrian Fatalities
U.S. Total 4,892 4,795 4,699 4,414 4,092 -16.4%
Region Total 141 130 138 155 114 -19.1%
Connecticut 34 38 32 47 26 -23.5%
Bicyclist Fatalities
U.S. Total 786 772 701 716 630 -19.8%
Region Total 15 18 21 23 8 -46.7%
Connecticut 3 5 5 6 1 -66.7%

* excludes motorcyclists

Source: FARS Final Files 2005-2008; Annual Report File 2009

Over the 5-year period of 2005 to 2009, the number of fatalities in Connecticut has declined
by 20 percent, compared to a decrease of 19 percent in NHTSA’s New England Region, and a
22 percent decrease for the entire nation. The largest declines in Connecticut were in
Passenger and Bicyclist Fatalities (36 percent and 67 percent respectively). The motorcyclist

category was the only one not to show a decrease over the 5-year period (+ 5 percent).

20




2009 Crash Rates

Table 2 shows Connecticut’s fatality and injury rates for 2009 based on population, licensed
drivers and vehicle miles of travel, along with similar rates for the United States. The table
indicates that the State’s fatality rates are well below national levels. Connecticut’s fatality
rate was 6.3 fatalities per 100,000 population compared to 11.0 per 100,000 for the U.S. as a
whole. Connecticut’s fatality rate per 100 million miles of travel was 0.7 compared to the
national figure of 1.1 fatalities per 100 million miles of travel. On the other hand, the non-
fatal injury crash rates in Connecticut were higher than those for the nation as a whole.

Table 2. Connecticut and U.S. 2009 Fatality and Injury Rates

CT Data for 2009 Rate Base Fatality Rate Injury Rate
Population Per 100,000 Population CT:6.3 CT: 1,036
3,518,288 us: 11.0 us: 722
Licensed Drivers T:7.7 T:1,2

Per 100,000 Licensed Drivers ¢ €T: 1,250
2,916,143 us: 16.1 US: 1,058
Vehicle Miles of Travel Per 100 Million Miles of CT:0.7 CT: 116
31,420,000,000 Travel us: 1.1 us: 74

Sources: U.S. Census Bureau; NHTSA; Federal Highway Administration (FHWA).

Crash Trends

Table 3 contains data on the annual number of fatal crashes, the number of persons killed,
injury crashes, and the number injured for the 22-year period from 1988 to 2009. Also shown
are the number of licensed drivers and annual vehicle miles of travel for the State. The table
shows that the 223 fatalities recorded in 2009 is the lowest figure in the 22-year period.
Fatalities decreased from 302 in 2008, a 26 percent drop. Total injuries (36,447) in 2009 is the
second lowest figure in the period reported. The number of severe injuries (“A” injuries)
reported in 2009 is the lowest figure of 22 years reported.

In the 210 fatal crashes that occurred in 2009, 96 drivers were reported as speeding or
operating too fast for conditions and 49 were reported as driving under the influence of
alcohol or other drugs (see Table PT-2). Of the vehicles involved in fatal crashes, 141 were
automobiles, 94 were light trucks (including 51 SUVs, 18 vans, and 25 pickup trucks), and 47
were motorcycles.

Of the 223 fatalities that occurred in 2009, 27 (12 percent) were non-occupants such as
pedestrians and bicyclists, 151 (68 percent) were vehicle occupants, and 45 (20 percent) were
motorcyclists.
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Table 3. Trend Data 1988-2009

Injured Al Licensed

Year Fatal Killed Injury R Drivers
Crashes Crashes All Alnjury | Binjury | ClInjury (100 (000)
Million)

1988 447 485 32,957 46,285 6,454 13,711 28,120 260.6 2,370.0
1989 378 405 32,668 46,535 6,965 11,400 28,170 261.8 2,373.8
1990 359 386 29,546 41,907 6,406 10,037 25,464 263.1 2,214.1
1991 281 310 27,893 40,564 6,221 9,978 24,365 266.3 2,212.7
1992 267 297 29,414 43,184 6,490 9,435 27,259 264.6 2,357.6
1993 324 342 29,619 43,965 6,276 9,439 28,250 270.1 2,180.3
1994 286 312 32,116 47,514 6,263 9,663 31,588 271.4 2,318.5
1995 287 317 32,594 48,595 5,602 12,522 30,471 280.4 2,349.1
1996 296 310 33,849 49,916 4,898 12,277 32,741 281.4 2,343.8
1997 314 338 32,623 48,432 4,671 11,832 31,929 285.5 2,270.2
1998 306 329 31,470 47,115 4,187 11,481 31,447 293.2 2,349.3
1999 270 301 32,909 49,304 3,927 12,229 33,148 299.3 2,373.7
2000 318 342 34,449 51,260 3,976 12,245 35,039 307.6 2,652.6
2001 285 312 34,133 50,449 3,598 12,052 34,799 308.4 2,650.4
2002 298 322 31,634 47,049 2,997 11,226 32,826 312.1 2,672.8
2003 277 298 30,952 45,046 2,731 10,881 31,434 314.3 2,659.9
2004 280 294 30,863 44,267 2,683 10,487 31,097 316.1 2,694.6
2005 262 278 29,429 41,657 2,465 10,442 28,750 316.8 2,740.3
2006 293 311 27,367 38,955 2,415 10,950 25,590 317.4 2,805.1
2007 269 296 27,367 38,955 2,415 10,950 25,590 320.5 2,848.6
2008 279 302 26,050 36,386 2,311 11,384 22,691 317.4 2,883.3
2009 210 223 25,720 36,447 2,155 10,981 23,311 314.2 2,916.1

Sources: Fatal crash and fatality figures are from the FARS Final Files 2005-2008, Annual Report File 2009; Injury
Data from CT DOT.
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Figure 2 shows the trends in Connecticut’s fatality and injury rates per 100 million vehicle
miles traveled over the 1985 to 2009 period. These rates generally declined sharply in parallel
throughout the 1980s. During the 1990s and into the 2000s, the fatality rate declined
gradually and reached 0.90 per 100 million miles in 2005, increased slightly in 2006 and
reached a historic low of 0.70 per 100 million miles in 2009. The injury rate declined from
2002 to 2006 after several years of little change and increased slightly from 2006 to 2007
only to drop again in 2008 and remained stable through 2009.

Figure 2. Killed & Injured per 100 Million Vehicle Miles Traveled: 1985-2009
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Sources: Fatal crash and fatality figures are from the FARS Final Files 2005-2008, Annual Report File
2009; Injury Data from CT DOT.

Table 4 shows fatal, injury, and property damage-only crash rates per 100,000 population in
Connecticut's 8 counties during the 2005 to 2009 period, while Table 5 presents total number
of fatalities by county. Not surprisingly, the greatest number of fatalities occurred in the
most populous counties of Fairfield, Hartford, and New Haven (Table 5). On the other hand,
except for New Haven, these counties generally have had fatal population-based crash rates
that are below the statewide figures.
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Table 4. Crash Rates by County

Rates per 100,000 Population by Year

County Crash Type
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Fatal 5.6 6.3 5.4 5.1 4.5
Fairfield Injury 860.6 857.7 861.5 770.1 | 7213
Property Damage 1,441.6 1,382.7 2,807.7 2,475.2 | 2,335.1
Fatal 5.4 8.5 6.4 7.0 5.0
Hartford Injury 891.2 796.9 851.2 821.4 817.7
Property Damage | 6,343.5 1,123.2 2,335.2 | 2,244.8 | 2,335.3
Fatal 10.7 9.0 10.1 8.5 3.7
Litchfield Injury 592.5 653.7 629.0 528.4 430.8
Property Damage 1,339.8 1,304.1 2,114.8 1,650.6 | 1,374.5
Fatal 12.4 9.8 8.5 8.5 8.4
Middlesex Injury 735.8 619.7 661.0 617.1 607.1
Property Damage 1,197.6 904.1 1,225.9 1,420.0 | 1,360.9
Fatal 8.0 7.2 8.3 10.3 6.2
New Haven Injury 967.2 931.5 991.7 821.4 867.8
Property Damage 1,473.2 1,425.2 2,812.4 2,421.9 | 2,529.3
Fatal 8.3 14.6 12.5 7.6 8.6
New London | Injury 706.9 658.1 693.2 596.6 574.1
Property Damage 1,769.8 1,540.0 2,466.0 | 2,184.7 | 2,115.6
Fatal 13.0 5.4 10.8 10.1 4.7
Tolland Injury 562.9 577.9 618.2 419.1 419.4
Property Damage 1,266.2 1,150.6 1,641.9 | 1,272.2 | 1,180.4
Fatal 11.3 18.9 11.1 17.0 17.9
Windham Injury 592.5 591.3 576.6 409.9 339.5
Property Damage 1,206.6 1,056 1,771.9 1,073.8 | 1,116.4
Fatal 7.4 8.4 7.7 8.0 6.0
Statewide Injury 840.7 839.7 814.3 735.1 | 731.0
Property Damage 1,424.6 1,422.9 2,407.3 | 2,190.8 | 2,209.7

Sources: FARS Final Files 2005-2008, Annual Report File 2009; Connecticut Department of Transportation
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Table 5. Connecticut Fatalities by County

County 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Fairfield 56 58 53 49 42
Hartford 53 83 66 69 46
Litchfield 20 17 19 16 7
Middlesex 20 17 15 15 14
New Haven 69 65 75 94 58
New London 25 40 39 21 25
Tolland 22 8 16 15 7
Windham 13 23 13 23 24
Total 278 311 296 302 223

Source: FARS Final Files 2005-2008, Annual Report File 2009

Figure 3 shows Connecticut’s fatalities for the years 2005 to 2009, the three-year moving
averages, and projects this trend through 2013. If Connecticut’s moving averages trend for
2005 to 2009 continues, the projection would be 282 fatalities in 2011, 279 in 2012, and 277
in 2013. If the fatality rate per 100 million vehicle miles of travel continues (Figure 4), it would
project to 0.88 in 2011, 0.87 in 2012, and .0.86 in 2013.

Figure 5 shows the trend in serious “A” injuries based on 2005 to 2009 data. If that trend
continues, it would project to 2,128 “A” injuries in 2011, 2,048 in 2012, and 1,967 in 2013.
Figure 6 shows the “A" injury rate per 100 million miles of travel would project to 6.65 in
2011, 6.39in 2012, and 6.12 in 2013.
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Figure 5. Serious (A) Injury Trend
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Figure 7. Fatality Rate per 100,000 Population
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Geographical Data

Table 6 shows geographical area (county) and municipal crash data. For each of the State’s
geographic counties, the table shows the total number of fatal and injury crashes during 2005
to 2009; the percentage change in these crash levels from 2005 to 2009 and the 2007, 2008,
and 2009 fatal/injury crash rates per 100,000 residents. Also shown are the 3 municipalities
within each geo