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Introduction

WORKING TOGETHER TO MAKE STATE AND LOCAL
CRASH REPORT DATA MORE COMPARABLE

Case Study of States Adopting the MMUCC Guideline
For Motor Vehicle Traffic Crash Reporting

Conversation overheard between two state staff at a recent meeting: "Wouldn't you
know it? The federal government has come up with this new ‘MMUCC'’ for states to
deal with.” Response, with a shrug of the shoulders: “MMUCC (Model Minimum
Uniform Crash Criteria) looks pretty much like the same old stuff the states have been

collecting for years. It's not going to be difficult for our state to adopt the new guideline
at all.”

What is “MMUCC” anyway? MMUCC is a "minimum set of crash data elements with
standardized definitions that are relevant to injury control, highway and traffic safety.
The only things federal about it are the few federal employees who were among the 42
private, public safety, engineering, transportation and research experts who joined
together in a collaborative effort with state and local participants in 1997 to develop the
first draft of MMUCC. Coincidentally, two Acts of Congress -- the Intermodal
Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991, and the Transportation Equity Act (TEA21) of
1998 -- strongly encouraged such standardized reporting.

MMUCC is a guideline and not a mandate. Who needs another guideline? We do!
There is no single, comprehensive guide for the huge and difficult-to-define area we
know as “highway traffic safety information.” Other data definitions and standards --
ANSI D-16, ANSI D-20, the NGA Commercial Vehicle Data Elements and CADRE--
are all valuable but have different uses. None are totally comprehensive, and none are
totally independent. They complement each other, but each has a specific purpose.
The specific purpose of MMUCC is to promote uniformity and comparability of crash
data within states, between states and regions and the nation. MMUCC is not a
mandate. The key word here is not compliance; it's comparability.

Should we be concerned about comparability? Only if we want to know if our state is at
or below the national or regional level in alcohol-related fatalities, or seat belt usage, or

speed related injuries; only if we might want to know why our state’s school-bus related

fatalities are so much higher than those relatively low figures of our neighboring state.

If we can’t compare, we can't identify problems, develop countermeasures, or evaluate

our efforts. We'd have no relevant data as to whether or not our projects and programs
are making any difference.

“The National Association of Governors' Highway Safety Representatives (NAGHSR),
and the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) have shown their

X
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commitment to better, more comparable data by establishing this project to capture
relevant experiences of a select group of states which considered MMUCC in their
crash report revision process. We believe that there are valuable lessons about
MMUCC implementation that could benefit all states.

Each state in this report has a different story to tell, different experiences to share,
different successes and failures from which we can learn. Each uses different
approaches and techniques to achieve their goals. And achieve they do! These states
are proud of their accomplishments, as they should be. They have significantly
improved their crash data systems and made them more comparable with the nation,
other regions, and other states. There is no surer way to improve traffic programs than
by improving the very heart and soul that drives them: state crash data.

As you read through the summary of findings from the review team, and as you “listen”
to the individual state experiences, we believe you will sense a commitment to
uniformity and comparability we doubted was there. We also believe you'll find, as we
did, that at least for these seven states, there is no question about the importance of
state crash reporting data. Highway traffic safety programs and projects simply could

not exist without them. They are integral parts of every effort in every state to reduce
injury and death on our nation’s roadways.

If you or your state want more information or help than this report can provide, please
use the contacts listed at the close of each state’s “story.” These individuals have
generously offered their time and materials wherever possible. NAGHSR and NHTSA
remain available with specific information on this project, general information and plenty
of support materials on MMUCC. Our sincere wish is that each of you who read this
report will find at least one useful suggestion or valuable piece of information.
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Findings

The major goal of this project has been to capture the experiences of seven states
which had participated in a crash report revision process and adopted most of the
recommended MMUCC data elements. We felt this information would be valuable to
other states as well as NAGHSR, NHTSA, and FHWA. A MMUCC Review Team (Dave
Bozak and Tom Boerner) was selected. The Team implemented the project in five
steps: 1) ldentify the candidate states through an initial survey (refer to Appendix A —
Summary of Responses from 46 States), 2) Draft the questions for information
collection, 3) Visit the states and conduct the interviews, 4) Write this report, and 5)
Distribute the report. In the end, seven states were identified, four were visited by the
MMUCC Review Team one was visited by a single member of the team since he was
working in and under contract to the state, and finally, two states -- Delaware and
Tennessee -- filled out the questionnaire without the team's presence, and provided
additional information by phone and e-mail.

Much of what the Review Team found in the selected states was no surprise. For
instance, the most common reason states gave for revising their reporting system was
age and obsolescence. Given the average age of state crash reports, this was to be
expected. But just how old and how obsolete could not have been expected. The
average age of the forms and systems in six of the states reviewed was more than 15
years. The seventh state was uncertain when its last major revision had taken place.

The most recent state systems were six, eight, and nine years old; the oldest were 17,
21 and 31 years old. ~

Other reasons for revision included the following: opportunity for new technology
(collection, transmission, entry, access, and internet); new data needs; consistency with
and/or requirements of state and national standards; elimination of supplemental
reporting (deaths and motor carrier); need for automated system changes; backlog in
reporting; high error rate; Y2K compliance; data sharing; computer generated forms; ‘
requirements of state strategic plans; timeliness and accuracy of information; improved
processing; legislative direction and funding for a complete redesign of the state's crash

reporting system, including crash element upgrade, report form and instruction manual
development, and training.

Only one state had a formalized revision process in place prior to this latest revision
effort. North Carolina used a standing Stakeholder Committee to guide those involved
through the Joint Application Development (JAD) process. But every other state either
created or adopted a similar group and process. They ranged from Louisiana’s formal
letter-of-appointment process to Kentucky's adoption of the impressive, currently-active
group involving State Police, the state Transportation Cabinet, local law enforcement
agencies, and other federal and state governmental agencies.

The review team was obviously interested in how states knew about MMUCC and in
how and why they used this guide in their revision process. In one state, the safety
management committee was co-chaired by a representative from the Office of Highway

o )
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Safety who was familiar with MMUCC and understood its value in a comprehensive
data collection system. In another, the Crash Records Manager agreed that it would be
beneficial to layer the MMUCC recommendations against the already-determined data
element drafts produced by the JAD efforts. In still another, a small stakeholders group
had been involved in a MMUCC development session at the 1997 Traffic Records
Forum in Tucson. The stakeholders group found the MMUCC Guideline to be a timely
and valuable aid in assisting the state in its revision process.

Another state -- one which had started revising its form long before MMUCC was
developed -- participated in the 1997 Traffic Records Forum workshop on MMUCC.
That state compared its re-designed form with MMUCC and found it to be very close to
the Guideline's recommendations. Two states had staff working on MMUCC
development and revisions, and became involved in that way. One state simply

incorporated the MMUCC Guideline into their review process, which was conveniently
under way at the time.

The actual review processes were varied and usually comprehensive. The individual
"stories” by state (which follow this section) may be more helpful or valuable because of
their detail. But some of what the team found can be summarized and may still be of
interest and/or value. For instance, all seven states indicated that their reviews were
"extensive," many indicating " very extensive." Also, every state required a justification
for every data element accepted, whether new or old. One state went so far as to say,
“This was important, and the fact that a nationally representative group of peers from
other states had developed the MMUCC Guideline, including recommended data
element rationale, was a real time-saver."

The average percent of MMUCC element definitions adopted by these seven states is
83 percent. For individual state comparisons, please refer to their respective sections
under the heading “Summary by State.” The determination of whether or not a data
element was adopted or being collected by a state was based on the state name and
definition of the data element as compared to the respective MMUCC data element.
This does not imply that the names and definitions for all data elements deemed to be
adopted were exactly the same. Further, while comparisons did include data element
values for some of the determinations, this was not universally applied for each of the
seven states. A detailed comparison of data values was beyond the scope of this case
study. Hence, the reader should not conclude that the determination of each state’s
acceptance of MMUCC includes the value for each data element.

When asked whether or not MMUCC had been helpful in the review process, all seven
states said yes: Delaware said, "Extremely;" Kentucky and Nevada used the Guide for
post-development comparisons, since they had already drafted the elements; North
Carolina highlighted its importance for credibility; Ohio noted that the review process
went much faster with MMUCC, and much of the Guideline was adopted "as is;" and
finally, Tennessee pointed out the Guide's value in providing data element rationale.
The importance of MMUCC is not necessarily the current collection of recommended
data elements, but rather the evolutionary process that has begun to move state
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recordkeeping functions in a direction of increasing comparability for data that is critical
to the management of highway safety programs.

When asked whether or not additional resources were necessary to adopt MMUCC, all
seven states said, “No!" In fact, in states like Ohio where the review process was
accelerated, MMUCC was certain to have saved time and money. All seven states
indicated that they incorporated the Commercial Vehicle crash elements into their
revised form. This should be a real savings for these states. The states were asked
whether or not they used ANSI D-16.1. They generally said yes, but with some
reservations. One state said its use was largely left to the FARS analyst. The rest of
the states indicated they used it for reference, but admitted that familiarity with this
important Guide at the road officer level simply is not there. The cost of making it
available to all traffic officers has been prohibitive. ANSI D-16.1 is now available free of
charge on the Internet at www.nsc.org/library.htm. This availability will help traffic
enforcement all over our nation.

MMUGCC and ANSI D-16.1 can be of great benefit, and they cost little or nothing to use.
But they will not defray the normal costs of overhauling forms and systems. These
costs are real and significant, running from a hundred thousand dollars or more, to
several million dollars. Nor can they substitute for the absence of certain basic data
such as a reliable and comprehensive roadway identification system for derivation of

roadway-related data, or the absence of vehicle license plate information for linkage
with VIN’s.

Other problems identified by the review team but entirely separate from MMUCC or any
other guideline are as follows: failure to recognize and resist new technologies which
have yet to prove themselves (intelligent character recognition and various scanning
techniques); failure to secure total commitment and support (including funding) from
ALL stakeholders (outside of law enforcement) before even beginning the process;
failure to allow sufficient time for development of procedures, training, and printing the
crash report form. The Review Team found that it is essential that all stakeholders

such as licensing, registration, roadways, and Emergency Medical Services (EMS) be
involved from the outset.

The case study states were also asked, “Who or what could have been more helpful.”
Nobody suggested, “The state highway safety office.” But the responses of six of the
seven states interviewed suggests that these offices can be of great service. Not only
can they provide funding in areas where no other possibilities existed, but the
Governor's Highway Safety Representative or Highway Safety Coordinator in each
state can be instrumental in securing the commitment and support from such
stakeholders as licensing, registration, roadways and EMS. The single state which
serves as a model in this respect is Louisiana, where the Governor's Highway Safety
Representative was the driving force in convincing state officials and the Governor's
Office to revise Louisiana’s Police Accident Report form and process. The result was

the transition from a very old form and process (31 years old) to a possible model for
the future.

—
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Since questions about state commitment to uniformity had been raised, we asked these
seven states whether or not they saw any real benefit in the use of a uniform set of
crash data elements. The answer was positive and, again, unanimous. Most cited
crash data comparability. One state pointed out that data uniformity made the process
easier because the definitions had already been established. Another said it helped
overcome resistance to capturing additional data elements even if those elements didn't
benefit the collecting agency. But the feelings of most states are summed up by

Tennessee: "Yes, a uniform set of crash data elements provides a comparable basis for
data analysis."

The seven states were asked, “What would the states have done differently?” Here are
the responses: "Secured funding and support ("buy-in") before starting anything." "Used
MMUCC Guideline as first draft for JAD review." "Taken a closer look at Intelligent
Character Recognition (ICR) approach to motor vehicle crash reporting, and gotten
more involvement of major components of the system (i.e., driver, vehicle,
citation/adjudication, etc.)." "Involved more police agencies in the state's JAD planning
process.” “Begun the state bid/procurement process sooner for the crash report form.”
“Allowed more time for development of procedures and training."

The case study states were also asked, "Who or what could have been more help?"
Four states responded unequivocally, "The experiences of other states.” Two states
suggested a national model form incorporating the MMUCC elements would have been
useful. One state answered, "All of the above," because "Support from all agencies
listed above is essential." But that state mentioned, however, that "The NSC Traffic

Records Committee and NAGHSR have been the most helpful, along with other states'
experiences.

The final question states were asked was advice for other states beginning the
form/system revision process. Although somewhat duplicative of previous responses,
the states indicated the following: "Be sure that all (involved) agencies are represented.
Provide proper training up front. Know what's happening nationally and how it impacts
your efforts, and vice versa." "Using the MMUCC Guideline as a first draft for the JAD
process helps shorten the data element review and acceptance process.” "Look to
other states. Find good examples of crash reporting application to help demon-

strate. . . the benefits and possibilities of improved crash . . . reporting systems."
"Secure in advance, if possible, the necessary funding support and sufficient time to
plan and conduct such a process." "Keep everyone involved and informed of the
progress. The more prepared law enforcement is, the more ready they are to accept the
change. Stakeholders must 'think outside the box.! Most stakeholders think only of
their own needs, when licensing, registration, roadways, EMS and others have specific
needs outside of law enforcement." "Secure the funding and other support ahead of
the game, and have a proactive procedure for development and implementation."

MMUCC Case Study 6



Summary by State

The following represent abbreviated summaries of case study findings for Delaware,
Kentucky, Louisiana, Nevada, North Carolina, Ohio and Tennessee. Each state was
asked a series of questions about their process for revising the state’s crash reporting
data and their incorporation of recommended MMUCC data elements. A copy of the
questionnaire is included in Appendix B. Copies of each state’s crash report form is
included in Appendix C.

The state summaries indicate the degree to which the states incorporated the MMUCC
data elements themselves but not the values for each element. A comparison of each
state’s data values was beyond the scope of this report.

Copies of individual state responses may be obtained by contacting NHTSA at
202/366-5351 or NAGHSR at 202/789-0942.

e e
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State of Delaware

MMUCC - Working Together to Make State and Local
Crash Report Data More Comparable

/ Safety Management Committee/Office of Highway Safety leadership, stakeholder
involvement, extremely comprehensive data element review, MMUCC the basis for comparison,
involvement in development of MMUCC, rationale for capturing data elements, joint application
development, pilot testing, training workshops, ANSI D16.1, state customization of data, and
looking at the entire traffic records picture - key elements in the Delaware process.

The state’s data element/data dictionary development effort was initiated by its Safety
Management Committee. The lack of significant data fields was the driving force behind
the effort. The Office of Highway Safety was instrumental in ensuring that the data
elements were consistent with state and national standards. There was also a need to
eliminate supplemental reporting for fatal crashes and all motor carrier crashes. The

new data dictionary includes all of the data elements necessary to collect information
specific to those two types of crashes.

In Delaware, the State Police are the central repository for all crash reports. They have
historically been the lead agency for updates/revisions. The last attempt at a revision
was in 1995. A pilot revision was done but was unsuccessful. The intent was to switch
to a one-page form with codes down the sides for reporting.

In this most recent revision effort, the review of each crash data element was extremely
extensive. Each data element was reviewed and put through a series of questions such
as: What information is obtained from this data field? Who uses it? Can the data be

generated from other electronic sources? Why do we need it? Does it meet national
standards?

The data element review process required that there should be a clear justification for
each data element. The review team worked for eight months to review every data
element. The review process explored which data elements should be collected at the

crash scene as opposed to those which could be derived from other data elements or
obtained from other sources through file linkage.

At the time of the review, the state was implementing a Digital Drivers License. The
intent was to populate as many data fields as possible by electronic transmission of
information. This would reduce officer time on the road and at the crash scene. As the
number of elements to be added to the form increased, the state wanted to reduce the
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time needed to complete the data collection process. In addition, they incorporated as
many “pick lists” as possible for easy access and collection.

Data Element Review Process - The review committee was a sub-committee of the
state’s safety management process. The group (consisting of six individuals who
worked closely with the information) represented Highway Safety, State Police,
Transportation, and Planning (statistical analysis). The committee worked together for
eight months reviewing all of the elements and historical processes. Each member
attended the Traffic Records Forum and the workshop on MMUCC. The group met

weekly until all of the elements had been reviewed and data definitions had been
outlined.

Upon completion of the data dictionary, the proposal was made to the State Police to
develop the application for use in the field. At that time, officers were being equipped

with laptop computers and a pilot project using GPS and GIS was underway. The
limiting factors focused on funding.

Role of MMUCC - The safety management process was co-chaired by a representative
from the Office of Highway Safety who was familiar with the MMUCC process and

understood the need for incorporation of information into a comprehensive data
collection system.

It was extremely helpful to have the MMUCC Guideline and recommendations during
the data element review process. The definitions were very informative and helped to
eliminate confusion for the entire committee. They also helped participants realize that
certain elements were defined differently between agencies. It was estimated that 80%
of the state’s data dictionary incorporates recommendations from MMUCC.

Resources - No additional resources were necessary for the state to incorporate
MMUCC Guideline recommendations during the review process; however, the state is

still limited in the resources needed for statewide implementation, form revision, system
upgrade, etc.

The state feels that the use of a more uniform set of crash data elements benefits
highway safety program planning, problem identification and evaluation. A
comprehensive approach ensures that the state is collecting the same information for
all crashes and will allow for better problem identification and evaluation. In the past it
has been difficult to determine specific problems due to the inconsistent damage

thresholds on reporting or missing data elements, such as belt use or bicycle helmet
use.

Data Uniformity - Delaware indicated that states vary and some of the elements may
not apply to all states. For example, fixed objects may be different for different states or
transport type may change. There is a need for state customization but also limits on
that customization to ensure that data collected can give a true picture of the problem.

B e e
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New Technology - The increasing influence of new technology in the collection and
processing of crash/traffic records information will impact future changes to the state’s
crash report form and database. Technology can definitely make information more
readily available and is essential, but resources will continue to be limited in both
personnel and funding.

Advice from the state representatives included the importance of acquiring the funding
and the buy-in from state leaders before undertaking a major crash report data element
and data dictionary review/upgrade. Strategic planning is essential. The state needs to
be able to look at the entire traffic records picture, not just this one project. ltis

important that state leaders understand the impact on the state agencies in developing
and implementing system upgrades.

Other Considerations — States need to sell the benefits and acquire the resources for
crash reporting system upgrades. In Delaware, it is anticipated that two parallel
systems (paper and electronic) will be run to collect data until everyone is capable of
accessing the data electronically. States need to be sure that all agencies are

represented in any crash reporting system upgrades and that they provide the proper
training up front.

For further information regarding Delaware’s data element/data dictionary development
effort, please contact Tricia Roberts, Director, Delaware Office of Highway Safety, P.O.
Box 1321, Dover, Delaware 19903-1321, 302/739-3295
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State of Kentucky

MMUCC - Working Together to Make State and Local
Crash Report Data More Comparable

5/ Kentucky State Police leadership, federal and state funding, comprehensive data element
review, anticipating future data element needs, bubble-code crash report form, joint application
development, pilot testing, incorporating ANSI D16.1 into the crash reporting manual, FARS
involvement, less reliance on linking with other traffic records files, the amount of time and
complexity of data capture for law enforcement - key elements in the Kentucky process.

Kentucky's crash report form/system revision effort began in 1993 because of a
combination of factors. First, it had been 15 years since the form had been revised.
The form/data content was lacking in many areas, the system needed revamping, and
requirements of other state and federal agencies dictated that changes were needed.
As the lead agency in this effort, the Kentucky State Police is the primary agency in the
state responsible for crash report form updates/revisions.

Major changes were needed in the crash report form and automated system for
processing crash report information. Federal and state matching funds were provided
to make the needed changes.

The most recent revision of the Uniform Police Traffic Collision Report was prepared by
the Kentucky State Police, Kentucky Transportation Cabinet, local law enforcement
agencies, and other federal and state governmental agencies.

Data Element Review Process — Early on, the review of each crash data element had
been very extensive. Several drafts had been developed after successive JAD
sessions. The data element review process required that each data element be
justified. This was a reality that preceded the introduction of MMUCC. MMUCC
subsequently helped somewhat to validate the exhaustive approach taken by the state.

The state did review which data elements could be collected at the crash scene as
opposed to linkage; however, at this point in time, the use of linkage to other safety

data files for purposes of capturing or deriving other crash related data elements is very
minimal.

The most recent revision, which is slated for implementation in January 2000,
amounted to a change from a one-page report, containing less than 100 data elements,
to a multi-page report, containing an increased number of data elements. The
emphasis in this revision effort was on the anticipation of future changes.

e
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The first JAD efforts to review the crash data elements one-by-one were intense,
becoming easier in subsequent efforts. Three major reviews were undertaken,
beginning in 1993, to arrive at the present “bubble-code” draft form. However, the state
subsequently chose to defer implementation in order to conduct further review and
evaluation of the proposed data elements and crash report form.

Role of MMUCC — The decision to use the MMUCC Guideline was made when the
Crash Records Manager agreed that it would be beneficial to layer the MMUCC
Guideline recommendations against the already determined data element drafts
produced by the JAD efforts. The MMUCC Guideline had not been available during the
review in 1993. It was reassuring to see the high degree of agreement between

MMUCC Guideline recommendations and the state data element determinations when
MMUCC was published.

The state did adopt most of the data elements outlined in MMUCC as captured at the
scene; however, agreement was very minimal with the 38 linked or derived data

elements. Overall, approximately 70 percent of the MMUCC data element
recommendations were adopted.

Resources - No additional resources were necessary for the state to incorporate the
MMUCC Guideline during the data element review process since the major data
element review effort had already been conducted.

Data Uniformity - The state does see advantages in the use of a more uniform set of
crash data elements for highway safety program planning, problem identification, and
evaluation. However, the state is resisting the collection of any additional data
elements unless those data elements fit the needs of other data collection agencies
and there is concurrence and support from those agencies.

New Technology — The state felt that future changes would be more expensive, since
they would rely on outside vendors for all system changes, including the crash form.

Other Considerations — Kentucky believed that coordinating the data elements for
linkage between traffic record system components would be a complex process for all
agencies involved. However, an option the state should consider is evaluating the
result of the state’s CODES (Crash Outcome Data Evaluation System) project — which
links crash to injury data and other traffic records — in order to determine what
modifications could be made to facilitate future linkage.

A model form incorporating the MMUCC data elements would have been helpful to
them during their report form/system upgrade effort. The state did use MMUCC:

however, it would have been more helpful at the time if the MMUCC draft had not been
going through continual drafts and changes.
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The state feels that being recognized for their innovative efforts would help them to

further promote changes that are needed in traffic forms to management as well as to
the officer in the field.

Using the MMUCC Guideline as a first draft for JAD process review would help to
shorten the data element review and acceptance process.

The state was concerned that if too much detailed information was collected, will the
officer completing the report understand what all the data elements and data values
mean? Officers should not have to be constantly referring to a manual when

completing the traffic collision report. If the terminology is confusing, how meaningful
are the data that are reported?

The state did not adopt MMUCC’s recommendations for “not reported” or “unknown”. If

cases are submitted to the state without data element fields completed, the reports will
be returned to the investigating officers/agencies.

Prior to the recent revision effort, the state utilized a separate report for commercial
vehicle crashes: however, the new form being implemented January 2000 will
incorporate all of the NGA required data elements into a single form.

The ANSI-D16.1 Manual on Classification of Motor Vehicle Traffic Accidents has been
used extensively for FARS and Accident Reconstruction applications. It also has been
incorporated into the new Crash Report Manual, however, officers in the field probably
do not know about or of the importance of ANSI - D16.1.

For further information regarding Kentucky's crash report form/system revision effort,
please contact Sergeant John Carrico, Assistant Commander, Kentucky State Police,
Records Section, 1250 Louisville Road, Frankfort, Kentucky 40601, 502/227-8700.

—
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State of Louisiana

MMUCC - Working Together to Make State and Local
- Crash Report Data More Comparable

/ Governor’s Highway Safety Representative leadership, various sources of support and

funding, extensive stakeholder involvement, comprehensive data element review, MMUCC the
basis for comparison, rationale for capturing data elements, pilot testing, training workshops,
ANSI D16.1, internet crash reporting, looking ahead, permanent traffic records coordinating
committee - key elements in the Louisiana process.

The state’s crash report revision/system upgrade effort was initiated by the Highway
Safety Commission. Leadership provided by the Governor's Highway Safety
Representative has been key to the success of this state’s system upgrade effort. The
update of the Uniform Traffic Crash Report, database and data gathering system was
initiated as a result of various sources of support and funding, including the Department
of Transportation and Development (DOTD), Motor Carrier support, and Traffic Records
support from the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA). Section
2005 of TEA-21 provided a financial incentive to help the state establish a permanent
traffic records committee. Overall planning guidance was provided in the form of a
traffic records assessment in 1994 and a traffic records strategic plan in 1996. The
Highway Safety Commission is continuing efforts to utilize the assessment and to
implement the strategic plan for improving the state’s traffic records system.

The goal of this most recent effort was to provide a uniform traffic crash report and data
system to all law enforcement agencies that was comprehensive, was easily completed,
provided the basis for data linkage, was free of error and facilitated automation. The
recent revision effort was primarily due to general obsolescence of the current reporting
system, backlog in reporting, high error rate, commercial vehicle crash data not

included, lack of access to crash files, etc. Moreover, the state felt that it was for a
major system revision and upgrade.

Data Element Review Process — The state’s crash reporting revision process was the
result of the contributions of numerous local, state and federal organizations and the
Transportation Equity Act for the 21% Century (TEA-21). Previous revision efforts
include a major system revision in 1968; more recently, incremental changes were

made. For example, changes for commercial motor vehicle (CMV) elements were
adopted in 1991 and 1993.

The initial review was conducted by a small stakeholder group comprised of law
enforcement, driver license, EMS, public health, traffic engineering, highway safety,
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crash training and reconstruction specialist, and data representatives. This group then
shared initial findings and recommendations with a larger stakeholder group.

The data review process followed MMUCC in exploring which data elements could be
collected at the crash scene as opposed to those which could be derived from other
data elements or obtained from other sources through file linkage. The State developed
a new uniform set of crash data elements, adopting approximately 80% of the MMUCC
element definitions as presented in the MMUCC Guideline.

Changes were made after pilot testing and additional discussions concerning the flow of
the document, content, usability, and general utility. Over fifty law enforcement

departments, fire departments, federal and state agencies, and health organizations
participated in this endeavor.

The crash report was revised after much research, study, discussion and collaboration

with various levels of crash investigators from law enforcement, prosecutors, doctors,
researchers, trainers, etc.

Role of MMUCC - The fact that a nationally representative group of peers from other
states had developed the MMUCC Guideline, including recommended data element
rationale, was a real time-saver. The structure of the MMUCC Guideline provided
stakeholders with a framework to begin the data element comparisons. The
stakeholder group had been aware of MMUCC and found the Guideline to be both a
timely and valuable aid to assist in the Louisiana effort.

Resources - No additional resources were needed to incorporate the MMUCC
recommendations. The MMUCC Guideline represented hundreds of hours of legwork,
which was helpful in the revision and update of the crash report/data element structure,
and which saved Louisiana staff from having to repeat the effort.

Data Uniformity — Consensus was that if standarization ultimately causes the data to

become more comparable, complete, timely and accurate, it should greatly enhance the
use of the data by all users.

New Technology — State representatives felt that the increasing influence of new
technology in the collection and processing of crash/traffic records information would
make future changes easier and less expensive. The State hopes to greatly expand
the electronic collection, and transmission of motor vehicle traffic crash data and the
modification of the state traffic crash report, using the Internet.

Other Considerations — The ANSI D16.1 Manual on Classification of Motor Vehicle
Traffic Accidents was one of the documents used by the stakeholder groups in the data
element review, report form revision and system upgrade efforts. It is unknown as to
the degree of usage of the ANSI D16.1 Manual by law enforcement statewide. It was

—
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generally agreed that this would be a good supplement to the materials provided to law
enforcement trainers throughout the state.

If the state could have done the process over, they would have taken a closer look at
the Intelligent Character Recognition (ICR) approach to motor vehicle traffic crash
reporting. They would have placed a greater emphasis on the participation and
involvement by selected representatives of the highway safety community, especially

representatives of major components of the traffic records system, i.e., driver, vehicle,
citation/adjudication, etc.

One thing that would still be of benefit to this state’s system upgrade effort would be
access to a successful traffic records marketing system, such as a traffic records
newsletter and a statewide highway safety conference. Advice they provided for other
states included the importance of examining other state experiences and patticipating
in the National Safety Council's Annual Traffic Records Forum.

The state is interested in developments in other states, such as the lowa model for
crash data collection and the AASHTO effort for a long-range plan for a Transportation
Safety Information Management System (TSIMS). The State feels as others do that
the strengths and benefits from each of these “model” approaches, as well as other
State system development efforts, should be linked to avoid duplication of effort and to
avoid diluting the traffic records system improvement effort in the U.S.

For further information regarding Louisiana’s crash report revision/system upgrade
effort, please contact James Champagne, Executive Director, Louisiana Highway
Safety Commission, P.O. Box 66336, Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70896, 225/925-6991.
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State of Nevada

MMUCC - Working Together to Make State and Local
Crash Report Data More Comparable

5/ Department of Motor Vehicles and Public Safety leadership, Traffic Accident System Planning
and Design, verification of the actual need for each data element, better capture of NGA data
elements, joint application development, the need for local involvement, pilot testing, need for a

traffic records coordinator, ANSI D16.1, portable computers, looking ahead - key elements in the
Nevada process.

Nevada’s crash report form/system upgrade effort began with the Traffic Accident
System Planning and Design Project. The focus of this effort was Y2K compliance, a
statewide repository for motor vehicle traffic crash reporting and additional data
elements/statistics that were needed. It was determined that a re-design of the crash
report form was needed. As the lead agency, the Department of Motor Vehicles and

Public Safety (DMV/PS) is the responsible agency for crash report form
updates/revisions in the state.

It had also been determined that a revision in the crash report form would allow the
automated capture of certain data, computer generated forms, the ability to initiate an
immediate crash record as soon as dispatch was notified, data sharing between the
Nevada Highway Patrol (NHP) and the Nevada Department of Transportation (NDOT),

and the initiation of compliance for commercial motor vehicle (CMV) related data in lieu
of the current supplemental form.

The state did not have an established process for revising the crash report form, even
though a traffic records committee had existed in the past which had met whenever a
need arose. Prior to this most recent revision effort, the state had revised its state

crash report form in August 1994, when additional insurance information was added,
and prior to that in November 1990.

Data Element Review Process — Three JAD sessions were conducted with numerous
follow-up meetings. All of the major agencies were involved in a process, which

spanned 2 % years. A pilot test of a proposed new crash report form was conducted by
a select number of troopers within NHP Headquarters.

In the revision effort, the review of each crash data element was very extensive. All
data elements were reviewed to verify that the statistical needs of all involved were met.
A considerable amount of time was spent in JAD sessions discussing each data
element. There had to be a justification for each data element. Input for the data

—
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element discussions was open to any suggestions, and wherever possible,
accommodations were made if a need was expressed for a data element. The result
was a five-page crash report form.

Regarding exploring which data elements could be collected at the crash scene versus
obtaining them through other means, state representatives commented that linking to
their roadway file would give stakeholders good data for only the state highways and
not for county and local roads. They did comment that capabilities for linking to the

roadway file should soon increase with the new Geographic information System (GIS)
being implemented.

Nevada’s current system does not address first harmful event, manner of impact, or
force of collision as presented in MMUCC. Those elements are indicated by the state’s
fairly extensive listing of crash types that cover the MMUCC criteria. The current
system contains data only for the vehicle type and extent of damage. Personal data
are only input for two drivers and/or pedestrians. Occupants are tracked by position in
vehicle, seatbelt usage, and injury severity. Citation data/violation codes are not

targeted in the data collection. Currently, no EMS data are entered relating to the
transportation of the injured person.

Role of MMUCC - After state staff were invited to participate in the 1997 MMUCC
workshop in Tucson, it was decided to compare the state crash report re-design which
preceded MMUCC with MMUCC itself. They were pleased to see that the state’s re-
design was very close to the MMUCC Guideline recommendations. The state adopted
approximately 82% of the MMUCC recommendations for data element definitions.

Resources - No additional resources were required to incorporate MMUCC, since the
review process had preceded the final development of the MMUCC Guideline.

Data Uniformity - The state does see advantages in the use of a more uniform set of
crash data elements for highway safety program planning, problem identification and
evaluation. Its goal for many years has been to achieve uniformity at the state and
local level by establishing a central repository in the state for motor vehicle traffic crash
reporting and the use of a standard crash report for all severity levels of crashes,
including property damage only (PDO) crashes. Improved comparability of crash data
would benefit all users and stakeholders in highway safety.

New Technology - The increasing influence of technology in crash report input,
processing, and output should make the transition to newer applications easier. Crash
reporting by the Highway Patrol is performed using portable computers now. In addition
to portable computers, other technologies under development and/or which are
receiving limited application in separate pilot efforts include GIS/GPS, CDPD data

transmission, and the use of the Internet, for applications such as posting documents to
a web site.
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Other Considerations — If the state could begin the data element review process over,
it would place greater emphasis on getting local law enforcement agencies involved in
the state’s JAD planning process. Involving more stakeholders (including top
management) in the early planning processes would have helped to ensure greater
support and transition to an improved/updated crash reporting system.

If the MMUCC Guideline had been available sooner, it may have helped establish

credibility with the project and could have engendered greater support from local
stakeholders as well as top management.

At this stage, state would benefit from funding support and approval to establish the
position of traffic records coordinator. The coordinator would help lead the state traffic
records committee and implement the state’s traffic records system strategic plan.

Nevada encouraged states to examine other states’ experiences with crash reporting
systems and MMUCC. Find good examples of crash reporting applications in other
states to help demonstrate to the state traffic records committee the benefits and
possibilities associated with an improved crash reporting system.

The state has been using a separate crash report for crashes involving commercial
vehicles, primarily for the Highway Patrol. Ciark County and others have been using
the state’s standard crash report form to report CMV crashes. The separate CMV form
is being incorporated onto the back of the new crash report form.

For further information regarding Nevada’s crash report form/system upgrade effort,
please contact Joanne Keller, Highway Safety Coordinator, Department of Motor
Vehicles & Public Safety, 555 Wright Way, Carson City, Nevada 89711, 775/687-3243.

’
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State of North Carolina

MMUCC - Working Together to Make State and Local
Crash Report Data More Comparable

5/ State Division of Motor Vehicles/Department of Transportation leadership, legislative funding,

extensive stakeholder involvement, comprehensive data element review, MMUCC the basis for
comparison, rationale for capturing data elements, parallel development and involvement in
MMUCC, joint application development, pilot testing, training workshops, ANSI D16.1, electronic
reporting, looking ahead, renewing the state traffic records coordinating committee, and updating
the state traffic records strategic plan - key elements in the North Carolina process.

The state’s crash report revision/system upgrade effort began when representatives
from the State Division of Motor Vehicles/Department of Transportation received
legislative approval and funding for a complete redesign of the state’s crash reporting
system, including redoing the crash data elements, report form, instruction manual and
training. The state had previously revised its crash report form in 1993.

The state legislature provided $3.5 million in funding to upgrade the complete system
infrastructure for capturing crash data out in the field and electronically transmitting it to
the state. Included in this new system redesign was a document imaging/data entry
component and an “internet crash report form” component as another option for state
and local jurisdictions to submit data to the state.

The review of each crash data element was very extensive. A stakeholder group
comprised of representatives from 34 separate agencies, including state and local law
enforcement, reviewed each data element. The fact that the data element review

process required each data element to be justified was a major selling point for the
process.

During the review process, the stakeholder group explored which data elements could
or should be collected at the crash scene as opposed to those which could be derived
from other data elements or obtained from other sources through file linkage. The state
decided to exceed MMUCC Guideline recommendations and to continue capturing
select information at the crash scene rather than through linkage. Examples include
the Vehicle Identification Number (VIN), and several roadway related data elements.

Data Element Review Process - The first meeting of stakeholders to discuss changes
or revisions in the DMV-349 Crash Report Form was held in Raleigh in December 1997.
This daylong meeting began the process of comparing the MMUCC Guideline with
current crash data collected in the State. The objective at this stage of the Crash
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Reporting Project was to (1) justify which data elements to collect (assess who needed
them), (2) focus on combining the DMV-349 with the DMV-349C (for commercial
vehicles), and (3) determine how the data should be collected.

Three other daylong meetings were held in Raleigh in January, February and March
1998. The result was the agreement on data that would be collected in the proposed
new crash reporting system, the creation of a North Carolina version of the MMUCC
Guideline for Crash Reporting, and a first draft of a revised DMV-349.

The draft of the DMV-349 Crash Report Form was presented during several Traffic
Records Training Workshops, during which a number of questions concerning the
proposed new form were posed by local and state law enforcement representatives.
Updates of the draft DMV-349 were presented as the workshops progressed.

These workshops, coordinated by the UNC Highway Safety Research Center, and
- sponsored by the state Highway Safety Office averaged approximately 30-40 law
enforcement officers in attendance per workshop. Following the workshops, a small
stakeholder group further refined the DMV-349 based on input received during the law

enforcement training sessions. Finally, a pad design of crash report forms was created
for pilot testing.

Presentations regarding the New DMV-349 and crash report pad were made to the
MMUCC Expert Panel in Washington, D.C. in April 1998 and to the 24" International
Forum on Traffic Records and Highway Information Systems in July 1998.

During a three week period in July-August 1998, participating officers from 15 agencies
were instructed to complete the current DMV-349 and/or DMV-349C just as they
currently do and submit them through normal channels. They were instructed to
complete the new draft DMV-349 and to critique the new form, as well as the draft
Instruction Manual, in addition to the condensed information from the manual that is
contained on the DMV-349 "card stock" pad.

Following the DMV-349 pilot test, the small stakeholder group reconvened to review the
suggested changes from the pilot and/or other suggestions and to prioritize
recommendations for both form and data content modifications. From this stage of the

form redesign process, preparations were made for production of the final printing of
the DMV-349.

Role of MMUCC - DMV’s Director of Traffic Records had been involved in the
development of the MMUCC Guideline, and it was intended from the beginning that the
MMUCC Guideline structure of data element definitions, rationale, and specific data
element attributes would serve as the backbone for the State’s data element review
process. Overall, approximately 90 percent of the MMUCC data element
recommendations were adopted. Having the MMUCC Guideline and recommendations
added credibility to the data element review process. The fact that a nationally
representative group of stakeholders had gone though a similar process caused the

—
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North Carolina stakeholders to take more seriously the tedious effort of reviewing each
data element in the review.

Resources - The state felt that MMUCC actually helped to reduce resources that may
have been necessary to complete the review process without a guide such as MMUCC.

Data Uniformity — The state did see advantages in the use of a more uniform set of

crash data elements for highway safety program planning, problem identification and
evaluation.

New Technology - The state felt that the increasing influence of new technology in the
collection and processing of crash/traffic records information would make future
changes to the crash report form and database easier and less expensive. They
projected that within five years, the majority of motor vehicle traffic crash reporting/data
capture would be automated in the state. Currently over 200 cities in the state have
automated crash data entry. As the reliance on paper lessens, limitations such as the
use of an 8% x 11” piece of paper for recording crash data elements, will give way to

technology guided prompts for more efficient and effective capture of information and
greater ease of making future changes at less cost.

Other Considerations - Now that the upgrade of the state’s crash file component of
the highway safety information system is nearly complete, a renewal of the state’s traffic
records coordinating committee is needed. Possibly a first order of business for this
group would be to revisit the recent strategic plan and encourage communication with
other states and efforts (such as the lowa National Model, the AASHTO TSIMS effort

and others) to formulate a long-range highway safety information systems plan for 2000
and beyond.

One alarming factor that was learned during the process was the lack of awareness or
use of the ANSI-D16.1 Manual on Classification of Motor Vehicle Traffic Accidents.
During twelve (12) train-the-trainer workshops involving 500 law enforcement trainers
throughout the state, less than 5 out of 500 training officers had ever heard of or seen a
D16 Manual! This finding helped to stimulate discussion leading to this issue being
addressed by the National Safety Council (NSC) Traffic Records Committee. The ANSI
D16.1 is now available for free (see reference on page 5). Plans are underway to
develop a training and promotional package for the Classification Manual.

For further information regarding North Carolina’s crash report revision/system upgrade
effort, please contact Rosa Gill, Director, Traffic Records & Data Control, North

Carolina Division of Motor Vehicles, 1100 New Bern Avenue, Raleigh, North Carolina
27697, 919/733-2725.
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State of Ohio

MMUCC - Working Together to Make State and Local
Crash Report Data More Comparable

t/ Department of Public Safety leadership, strategic plan recommendation, extensive daia

element review, adopting MMUCC almost verbatim, parallel development and involvement in
MMUCC, pilot testing, obtaining roadway data through linkage, intelligent character recognition
(ICR) format, need for access to ANSI D16.1 by all law enforcement, looking ahead, training,
“thinking outside the box” - key elements in the Ohio process.

The state’s recent crash report/system upgrade effort began more than five years ago
with a recommendation in the Ohio traffic records strategic plan. The strategic plan
recommended Ohio redesign the entire crash reporting process from form design to
data capture and storage. Leading the revision, the Ohio Department of Public Safety
(ODPS) is responsible for crash report form updates/revisions in the state. Prior to this

most recent revision effort, the last time the state revised its state crash report form was
1982.

Data Element Review Process - The initial assessment of the data elements was
extensive; however, when the decision was made to adopt the MMUCC Guideline
recommendations, the state went mainly with the descriptions in the MMUCC Guideline.
Exceptions included cases where law enforcement required more detail.

it was determined that roadway information could be obtained through linkage to the
Ohio Department of Transportation (ODOT) roadway files. Even city street data were

available through this source, although the timeliness of updating the roadway data for
city streets was not as current as that for state highways.

In late 1997, a crash report focus group was created. The group consisted of
representatives from the Ohio State Highway Patrol, the Buckeye Sheriff's Association,
the Ohio Association of Chiefs of Police, the Ohio Department of Transportation, county
engineers, city engineers and the Ohio Department of Public Safety. The focus group
looked at six forms from other states. Three sample forms were chosen, and a “mostly

numeric template-based” form, modeled from the Washington State form, was chosen
as the most desirable.

In August 1998, ODPS decided to incorporate the MMUCC data elements into the new
form. In February 1999, the focus group met to review the newly created form. A
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working group met weekly until the form was re-designed and the instruction manual
was ready for the pilot. A two-month pilot of the new form and manual began in June
1999. Results and follow-up from the pilot are expected in the Fall of 1999.

Role of MMUCC - ODPS was in the process of re-designing the crash report when the
final version of the MMUCC was published. The state had representatives that
participated in the development of the MMUCC Guideline. With the possibility of
expanded grant allocations, the state’s process was at a point where it could easily
convert to the MMUCC Guideline recommendations. Using the MMUCC Guideline, the
data element review process has moved much faster due to an already existing base of
data element research which Ohio was able to easily adopt. The state adopted nearly
all (95%) of the MMUCC Guideline data element definitions.

Resources - Additional resources were not required to incorporate the MMUCC
Guideline during the data element review process. MMUCC provided a basis to easily
adopt the recommendations. In-house staff was utilized to make the change from the
previous data elements to MMUCC, incorporating the new data fields. The key was
that the MMUCC Guideline recommendations were not all that different from the crash
data the state had been collecting on the old crash report form.

Data Uniformity - Moving towards a more uniform set of crash data elements for
highway safety program planning, problem identification and evaluation has made the
state’s process easier due to the definitions that had already been established. The

main complaint so far has been law enforcement’s objection to the amount of data
required to be collected.

New Technology - Costs for implementing new technology enhancements to the
system will continue to increase whether it is for personnel or equipment. State

representatives visited lowa to examine their model. The state envisions the use of
portable computers, magnetic stripe and bar code technology for capturing driver and
vehicle information as next generation applications. It also believes that the design of
the new crash report, i.e., “ICR-based”, will lend itself nicely to a transition to pen-
based computing with pick lists, drop down windows, etc.

Changes in the form and database will become easier. Locals will be more apt to

participate, since they will have the ability to capture their own data locally and maintain
their own automated crash reporting.

Other Considerations - It would have been helpful if NHTSA, FHWA, NAGHSR,
AASHTO, or NSC, etc., had created a recommended crash report form that
incorporated the MMUCC data elements. This state spent approximately $60,000 on
its form development. A model form would allow states to use the form as designed, or
make minor modifications or design changes on their own, instead of having to go
through a major design process. It would provide them a starting point.
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Advice for other states included keeping everyone involved and informed of the
progress. The more prepared law enforcement is the more ready they are to accept the
change. It is important to convince stakeholders to “think outside the box.” The

tendency for individual traffic records committee stakeholders is to only think in terms of
what is important to their needs.

The state has used the ANSI-D16.1 Manual on Classification of Motor Vehicle Traffic
Accidents as a reference; however, because of the high costs involved, it will be almost
impossible to use the Manual without additional funding.

For further information regarding Ohio’s crash report/system upgrade effort, please
contact Abby Warchal, Project Manager, Office of Technology & Information Services,

Ohio Department of Public Safety, 1970 West Broad Street, Columbus, Ohio 43223,
614/466-7517.
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State of Tennessee

MMUCC - Working Together to Make State and Local
Crash Report Data More Comparable

/ Governor’s Highway Safety Office/Department of Safety leadership, state funding,

comprehensive data element review, rationale for capturing data elements, scannable crash
report form, pilot testing, training workshops, ANSI D16.1, looking ahead, renewing the state

traffic records coordinating committee, and new technology - key elements in the Tennessee
process.

Tennessee’s crash report form revision effort began when the Governor’'s Highway
Safety Office initiated a discussion with the Department of Safety’s Planning and
Research Section pertaining to the development of a scannable crash report form.
From this discussion, funding was provided for the development project. The goal was
to improve the timeliness and accuracy of information received and processed, as well
as to improve the capability to respond to requests from various data users. In
Tennessee, the Department of Safety is the agency that is responsible for crash report
form updates and revisions. Prior to this effort, the last time the state revised its state
crash report form (SF-0394) was in May 1991.

Data Element Review Process - Each data element on the existing SF-0394 form was
reviewed one by one and compared with the ANSI D-20.1 Data Element Dictionary,
ANSI D16.1 Manual on Classification of Motor Vehicle Traffic Accidents, NGA Motor
Carrier Accident Data Elements/SafetyNet, CADRE, FARS Data Elements, and the
MMUCC Guideline. Each data element was reviewed to determine who needs this
information, what is needed and why it is needed. File linkage was considered as a
possibility with certain data elements, e.g., driver license and vehicle registration files,
EMS files, and roadway files. It was determined that file linkage information may not
always be the information desired for some of these data elements. Collecting the
information at the crash scene proved to be the more reliable source. Total uninjured
and total non-motorist information can be derived from other data elements.

Staff members of the Planning and Research Section were assigned the project to
develop a scannable crash report. Sample scannable forms were obtained from other
state agencies, federal agencies, and local agencies. Data elements were identified
and their structure established after comparison of the other forms and aforementioned
guidelines. Contact was also made with other state departments and federal agencies
for input on data elements. A draft scannable form was developed with the assistance
of an outside vendor. Grant funding was obtained for the equipment, technical
assistance and printing of the form. The draft form was pilot tested by local and state
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officers. Input from this pilot test was used to revise the draft form. The revised draft
form was distributed for further testing and input resulting in a third draft revision with
data element changes. The third draft was introduced at a statewide traffic safety
conference in August 1998.

Department of Safety enforcement personnel adopted the third draft for use in
November 1998. Officers utilizing the form and questions raised from local agencies
resulted in a fourth revision. The fourth revision has gone through a final print and is
awaiting implementation.

Role of MMUCC - The MMUCC Guideline was incorporated into the review process
when it became available in draft form in 1997. Approximately 84 percent of the
MMUCC data element recommendations were adopted. It was helpful to have the
MMUCC Guideline and recommendations during the data element review process,
especially useful was the data element rationale provided.

Resources - Additional resources were not required by the state to incorporate the
MMUCC Guideline recommendations.

Data Uniformity — The state did see advantages in the use of a more uniform set of
crash data elements and providing a comparable basis for data analysis for highway
safety program planning, problem identification and evaluation. The data elements and
data values chosen by the state during the review process enabled them to achieve
their goal of improving the capability to respond to various data users.

New Technology — The increasing influence of new technology in the collection and
processing of crash/traffic records information will cause the initial setup costs to be
expensive both in terms of funding and man-hours. System and operation procedures
must be determined, hardware and software must be acquired, and training must be
provided. New technology such as electronic flow of information and imaging will make
collection and processing of information easier and as time goes on less expensive.

Other Considerations - If they could have started over, the state would have allowed
more time for development of procedures and training. They also could have used
more help from states which had undertaken similar processes. Next time they plan to
have a more proactive procedure for development and implementation, and the
necessary funding and support up front.

Currently, report form SF-0394 requires a supplemental form for commercial motor
vehicle information. As a result of the update process, this information has been
incorporated into the scannable report form SF-1203. While the ANSI-D16.1 Manual on
Classification of Motor Vehicle Traffic Accidents may not be available to each individual
officer investigating crashes, it is the Manual referred to when determining the criteria
and guidelines for reporting of crashes to the Department of Safety.

”
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For further information regarding Tennessee’s crash report form revision effort, please
contact Sgt. Lee Chaffin, Planning & Research, Tennessee Department of Public
Safety, 275 Stewarts Ferry Pike, Donelson, Tennessee 37214, 615/741-0065.
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The Next Steps

As a result of a multi-state survey (refer to Appendix A), which led to the selection of the
states included in this case study, it was learned that ten other states are in the
beginning stages of updating their crash report forms and automating their reporting
systems, while seven other states could be preparing for changes. The following

recommendations are suggestions to FHWA and NHTSA to help these and other
states.

« Immediately contact and follow-up with the states identified as “in the process of
updating their forms, systems, etc.,” to make sure they have considered the
MMUGCC Guideline recommendations and are apprised of the findings and
recommendations from this report.

« Conduct further outreach to the 17 states identified in the survey as well as other

interested states by introducing them to the training and promotional materials
recently developed for MMUCC.

e Coordinate MMUCC Guideline promotional and training efforts with the National
Safety Council’'s Traffic Records Committee, which is establishing an on-line Task

Group of Accident/Crash Records Managers in the U.S. Promotion of MMUCC
could be conducted through www.traffic-records.org

o Encourage the development and support for state Traffic Records Coordinating
Committees (TRCC) which can impact many of the recommendations in this report,

in addition to other ongoing efforts, e.g., Traffic Records System Strategic Plans,
etc.

« Continue efforts to compile MMUCC promotional materials, e.g., good examples of
crash reporting, benefits of comparable, as well as timely, accurate and complete
crash and other traffic records information for highway safety. These materials

would enhance and expand on MMUCC Guideline promotional materials that have
already been developed.

« Add a strong voice of support to increased promotional and training development
efforts for the ANSI D16.1 Standard.

« Continue to monitor other state efforts to adopt the MMUCC Guideline data

elements and identify additional states that have successtully incorporated MMUCC
data elements.

« Develop a training workshop for state highway safety offices on the importance of
state crash reporting systems, the use of the data, and the leadership role that

c
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Governors’ Highway Safety Representatives and Coordinators can play in improving
state data systems.

Continue efforts to promote findings from this report by encouraging states to:

Use the MMUCC Guideline as a starting point for JAD development and review
Review what other states are doing as a first step

Convene/use a TRCC to get everyone involved

Emphasize training for data collection and analysis

Emphasize importance of management involvement and support
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Appendix A — Summary of Responses from 46 States

Responses to the MMUCC inquiry were received from 46 states. From these
responses and follow-up letters and telephone contacts, the 7 states inciuded in this
report were contacted for more detailed information. Of the 39 states not included in
this study:

o 10 states are in the beginning stages of updating their crash report forms,
automated reporting systems, etc.

« 7 could be preparing for changes in the not too distant future, since it has been at
least 6-7 years since they had changed or updated their crash report forms

« 10 states completed changes/updates to their crash report forms just prior to the
MMUCC Guideline development. Many of these felt that their individual
comparisons with MMUCC were high.

Of the remaining states, some are looking into automating their crash reporting, but
most indicated that there are no plans at present to modify their crash report form.

The following represent select comments from the states surveyed.

1. This state is in the beginning stages of updating its form and would like to talk with
other states to avoid reinventing the wheel.
2. There was little cooperation/communication during our form revision process. As a
result, our form does not meet the needs of some users.
3. We recently revised the property damage threshold from $1,000 to $3,000. We
would like to know what other states are doing with respect to property damage.
4. Our state wrote a crash report revision project into our 411 proposal. It's been more
than 20 years since we revised our form.
5. Recent crash report/system upgrade effort ran into problems. State is preparing to
address this and other efforts in a revised strategic plan.
6. Our recent form revision was essentially a reformat and clarification effort designed
to help the user understand what is required on various parts of the form.
. Our crash reporting system upgrade is on hold. The focus is on Y2K issues.
_ State created a new database, but funding ran short to revise the form. No state
law exists requiring police agencies to report to a central agency.
9. In implementing an ICR crash report data capture solution, state ran into higher than
expected error rate, which has caused problems for the state.

o~
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Appendix B - MMUCC Questionnaire

State of

Model Minimum Uniform Crash Criteria
MMUCC Guideline Questionnaire
1. What agency is responsible for crash report form updates/revisions?
2. Does your state have an established process for revising the crash report form?

3. Prior to this most recent revision effort, when was the last time your state revised its
state crash report form?

4. How did this most recent effort begin?

5. Was the recent revision effort begun for reasons other than the typical changes or
revisions to the crash data elements?

6. In your state’s recent revision effort, how extensive was the review of each crash
data element?

7. How was the decision made to incorporate MMUCC into the data element review
process?

8. Did your data element review process require that each data element be justified as
to why it was needed?

9. Did your data element review process explore which data elements can or should be
collected at the crash scene as opposed to those which can be derived from other
data elements or obtained from other sources through file linkage?

10.Could you tell us a little more about the group and the process used in conducting
the data element review?

11.Were additional resources necessary for your state to incorporate the MMUCC
Guideline during your data element review process?

12.Was it helpful to have the MMUCC Guideline and recommendations during the data
element review process?
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13.When your state decided to adopt a MMUCC data element, did it accept that
element 100 percent?

14.Can you estimate for us approximately what percent of the MMUCC Guideline data
element recommendations your state did adopt?

15.Can you tell us which MMUCC data elements your state did not adopt and why?
16.Please list any of the MMUCC data elements which you partially adopted and why.

17.Does your state use a separate crash report form to record data regarding crashes
involving commercial motor vehicles?

18.Has your state considered incorporating your separate CMV form into your official
state crash report form?

19.Has your state used the ANSI-D16.1 Manual on Classification of Motor Vehicle
Traffic Accidents?

20.Do you see advantages in the use of a more uniform set of crash data elements for
highway safety program planning, problem identification and evaluation?

21.Do you see any disadvantages in data uniformity such as having states adopt,
recommendations from the MMUCC Guideline for crash reporting?

22.Do you feel that the increasing influence of new technology in the collection and
processing of crash/traffic records information will make future changes to your
crash report form and data base easier and less expensive, or the opposite?

23.1f you had the opportunity to go back and repeat recent efforts to revise your crash
report data elements, crash report form, training, etc., what would you do differently?

24.Who do you feel could have been more help to you during your recent revision effort
(NHTSA, FHWA, NAGHSR, AASHTO, NSC Traffic Records Committee, other
states which have recently gone through similar processes, Others)?

25, At this stage of your development, is there any other kind of help which might still be
valuable to your state?

26.What other types of advice would you have for other states just beginning the data
element, report form, training, etc. revision process?

—
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Appendix C — Copies of Individual State Crash Report Forms

The following represent copies of the state crash report forms at the time of the study.
For complete sets of crash report forms, including coding sheets, supplemental forms,

special forms, such as multi-occupant vehicle forms, etc., please contact the individuals
listed after each state’s abbreviated summary.
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j T, ol [v]
CIREPORTABLE PROPERTY  [_}NON-REPORTABLE 2 %
STATE OF DELAWARE S I
DAMAGE [ LATE REPORT g 5
[ PERSONAL INJURY [JHAZIMAT. UNIFORM TRAFFIC z z
CIraTauTY Clcomm. VEH. COLLISION REPORT TROOPIDEPARTMENT Z =
b m)
3. MON..DATE-YEAR  |* DAY |5TIME OGCCURRED[6- NOTIFIED |- ARRIVED |8 GRID NO. 9-SECTOR ['2 2
m
/ / / LIGHT D ©
CONDITION =
10" NUMBER & NAME OF STREET OR HIGHWAY - CTY. RTE. NO. - INTERSECTING WITH STREET OR ROAD - CTY. RTE. NO. 13. Z
: WEATHER D =
CONDITION
1. INTERSEGTING WITH STREET OR ROAD - CTY. RTE. NO. 14.
NON. FEET @@ SURFACE D
INTSECT. miLEs [S]W) oF: CONDITION
16. PRIM. 8. SPEED TOO FAST 1 DISREGARD TRAFFIC SIGNAL 4. FOLLOWING TOOCLOSE  17. MECH. DEFECT |15
CONTRIB. 9. FAIL TO YIELD ROW 12. DROVE LEFT OF CENTER 15. MADE IMPROPER TURN TRAFFIC FUNCT.
CIRCUM. 10. PASSED STOP SIGN___ 13. IMPROPER PASSING 16. DRIVING UNDER INFLUENCE CONTROL PROPER
17. 18. 19. 20. CITY OR TOWN 21, CTY. |22. CODE|23. MILE POINT
COLUISION D ON EMERG.
INVOLVED RDWY. RESPON
24, NAME TAST FIRST LAST FIRST M1
NO. 1
25. STREET ADDRESS 5. STREET ADDRESS
26. CITY 27. STATE [28. ZIP 29. PHONE 26. CITY 27. STATE |28. ZIP 29. PHONE
30. DRIVERS LICENSE NO. 31. STATE |32. DOB 33. AGE |34, SEX |30. DRIVERS LICENSE NO. 31. STATE |32, DOB 33. AGE [34. SEX
. M F MF
35. [:' k) D 37. D TEST NUMBER 35. D 36. D 37. [:] TEST NUMBER
SOBRIETY TESTED TYPE RESULT 0. % SOBRIETY TESTED TYPE RESULT 0. %
38. VEHICLE YR. [39. VEHICLE MAKE 40. MODEL 1. BoDY l:l 38, VEHICLE YR. {39, VEHICLE MAKE 20, MODEL 3. BODY
STYLE STYLE
42, REGISTRATION NO.  |43. STATE [44. COLOR [45. DAMAGE 46. TRAILERS 75 REGISTRATION NO.  |43. STATE |44. COLOR [45. DAMAGE 46. TRAILERS
0 1 2 8 01 2 3
7. VERICLE/TRACTOR OWNER: LAST FIRST M. [47. VEHICLE/TRACTOR OWNER: LAST FIRST M.
48, STREET CITY STATE |48, STREET CITY STATE
49, INGURANCE COMPANY NUMBER 49, INSURANCE COMPANY NUMBER
50. CHARGE/SECTION NO. 51, ARREST NO. 50. CHARGE/SECTION NO. 51. ARREST NO.
55 NO. 1 TOWED BY: 1. REAR 2. PASSING |3. ANGLE 2. RIGHT TURN|5, RIGHT TURN] 11, OTHER 52. NO. 2 TOWED BY:
To: -O-0O ‘_O._( ) Q Og 6 O O
6 HEADON |7 SIDESWIPE [8. INDICATE |9. LEFT TURN [10. LEFT TURN 53. i3 i4:5 8
OBJECT 1 ]
OOy O ol | o Bl
o~ |o- 5 : ,
M ] I O" o ] YT 10 (91 8¢
CODE | WITNESS INFORMATION: (NAME, ADDRESS, PHONE NO., LOCATION) GENERAL 17. COLLISION INVOLVED
55. 1.YES 37, MV IN TRANSPORT
2.NO 38. NON-COL. OVERTURN
3. UNKNOWN 39. MV ON OTHER ROWY
4, N/A 40, PEDESTRIAN
5. PENDING 4). PARKED VEHICLE
6. NONE 42. RAILROAD TRAIN
7.0THER 43. PEDALCYCLIST
44, ANIMAL
12, LIGHT COND. 45, FIXED OBJECT*
18. DAYLIGHT 46. OTHER OBJECT"
19. DAWN/DUSK 47. OTHER NON-COLLIS.
20. DARK/LIT
21. DARK/AUNLIT 35. SOBRIETY
13, WEATHER 8. NOT DRINKING
48.
g (R:;]E’?R 49, HBD NOT IMPAIRED
. 50. HBD IMPAIRMENT UNK
22 ?gSWISLEET 51. UNDER THE INFLUENCE
26. CLOUDY 52, PBT
53. BREATH a7.
14. SURFACE 54. BLOOD TYPE
27. DRY 55. URINE
zg ;V;(;WY 41, BODY STYLE
30.1CY 56. PASSENGER CAR
57. PICK-UP TRUCK
15. CONTROLS 58. VAN/PANEL TRUCK
- 59. FARM VEHICLE
31. STOP SIGN 60. MOTORCYCLE
32. STOP & GO LIGHT 61. BUS
33. YIELD SIGN 62, SCHOOL BUS
24, WARNING SIGN 63, 8 WHEEL TRUCK
35. LANE MARKINGS 64. 10 WHEEL TRUCK
36. FLASHING SIGNAL 65. TRACT. & SEML TR.(S)
RANK D NUMBER _|57. SUPERVISOR'S APPROVAL DATE  [58. REVIEWER 59.

56. INVESTIGATING OFFICER
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[AST FIRST M.1.[24. NAME LAST FIRST ML,
NO. 4
25. STREET ADDRESS 25. STREET ADDRESS
26. CITY I27. STATE [28. ZIP 29, PHONE 26. CITY 27. STATE [28. ZIP 29, PHONE
30. DRIVERS LICENSE NO. 31.STATE[32. DOB 33. AGE [34. SEX|30. DRIVERS LICENSE NO, 31. STATE[32. DOB 33. AGE [34.SEX
MF M F
35. D 36. D 37. D TEST NUMBER 35. D 36. D 37. D TEST NUMBER
SOBRIETY TESTED TYPE RESULT 0. % SOBRIETY TESTED TYPE RESULT 0. ____ %
38. VEHICLE YR. [39. VEHICLE MAKE 40. MODEL 41. Bopy 38. VEHICLE YR. [39. VEHICLE MAKE 40, MODEL 41. BoDY D
STYLE STYLE
42. REGISTRATION NO. 43. STAYE [44.COLOR [45. DAMAGE 46. TRAILERS 42. REGISTRATION NO. 43. STATE [44.COLOR [45. DAMAGE 46. TRAILERS
01 2 3 0 1 2 3
47. VEHICLE/TRACTOR OWNER: LAST FIRST M.l [47. VEHICLE/TRACTOR OWNER: LAST FIRST M.
48. STREET CITY STATE ~ [48. STREET CITY STATE
49. INSURANCE COMPANY NUMBER 49. INSURANCE COMPANY NUMBER
50. CHARGE/SECTION NO. 51. ARREST NO. 50. CHARGE/SECTION NO. 51. ARREST NO.
52 NO.3 TOWED EY: USE THIS SPACE FOR SKETCHING DAMAGE TO TRAILERS, MOTORCYGLES, ETC. 52. NO. 4 TOWED BY:
TO: TO:
;3 . 53.
t
' e
Mt el sl
DIAGRAM OF COLLISION PAGE ______OF |

5
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1. al2 o

[ 60. CONTINUATION J o @

STATE OF DELAWARE g T

c 5]

>r o
[J so. SUPPLEMENT >

UNIFORM TRAFFIC = 8

INITIAL REPORT DATE TROOP/DEPARTMENT - ?’E
Z

o Z

COLLISION REPORT @ z

OPERATOR #1 b )

INJURY INFORMATION z

-4

OPERATOR #2 Z

61. NAME: LAST FIRST M.l | 69. 70. 71, 7N2o 7g.EAT 74. 7;[RST TSJURY 77. 78R-EL '!’»'lBE-SzTR 7PB£gS

(N B )

Il sex | ace | VEW ¢| N2V o | STATUS| Ao | class | EJECT | sTANT. [ PROPR.| RESTR.
62. ADDRESS M OF
63. PHONE 64. INJURIES 68.

T&R
65. EXAMINED BY DR. 66. REMOVED 67. REMOVED TO
) | BY [:j T&A
61. NAME: LAST FIRST M1 | 69 70. 71. 72. 73. 74. 75. |7r\6 " 77. 78-1. 78-2. 78-3,

_ NO. IN SEAT FIRST WJUR RE- RESTR.| PASS
12 SEX AGE | VEH #| vEH NO. | STATUS| "aip | ciLAss| EJECT | STRNT.| PROPR.| RESTR.
62. ADDRESS M F
63. PHONE 64. INJURIES 68.

TaR
65. EXAMINED BY DR. 66. REMOVED 67. REMOVED TO
[ ran
61. NAME: LAST FIRST M. | 69. 70. 71 72 73. 74. 75. 76. 77. 78&%:5. 7R8E-52T 78-3.

- NO. IN SEAT FIRST | INJURY - R.| PASS
-3 sex | AaGe | veW | 'vgy | “No. | STATUS| aip | class| EJECT| STRNT.| PROPR.| RESTR.
62. ADDRESS M F
63. PHONE 64. INJURIES 68.

T&R
65. EXAMINED 8Y DR. 66. REMOVED 67. REMOVED TO
| revere ] _
61. NAME: LAST FIRST M1 | 69. 70. 71 72. 73. 74. 75. 76. 77. 78-1. 78-2. 78-3.
¢ . NO. IN SEAT FIRST | INJURY RE- RESTR.| PASS

14 SEX AGE | VEH = | vEH. NO. | STATUS| "aip | cLASS | EJECT | STRNT.| PROPR.| RESTR.
62. ADDRESS M F
63. PHONE | 64. INJURIES 68.

T&R

65. EXAMINED BY DR. 66. REMOVED 67. REMOVED TO
el ] _
61. NAME: LAST FIRST M. | 69 70. 71. 72. 73. 74. 75. 76. 77. 78-1. 78-2. 78-%S

25 - NO. IN SEAT FIRST | INJURY RE- RESTR.| PA
13 SEX | AGE ven + | Nign | No. | STATUS| "aip | crass| EJECT| sTANT.| PROPR/| RESTR.
62. ADDRESS M OF
63. PRONE 64. INJURIES 68.

T&R
65. EXAMINED BY DR. 66. REMOVED 67. REMOVED TO
[ee Fevovee | Tan
73. GENERAL 76. INJURY CLASS 78. RESTRAINT (CONT) 81. |F PEDESTRIAN
SEAT NO. INVOLVED PLACE CODE
e 74. POSSIBLE INJURY CHILD RESTRAINTS IN BLOCK
1. LOS 75. NON - INCAPACITATING | 88 CHILD RESTR. USED PED * ) PED - 2
ci11213 2. 76. INCAPACITATING INJURY| 89 OTHER RESTR. USED
A 3. UNKNOWN 77. FATAL INJURY 90, NONE USED
Rlal 5|6 4. N/A : 101, CROSSING AT INTERS.
5. PENDING 77. EJECTION Mc sz:l?usgo 102. CROSSING NOT AT INTERS.
.~ NONE 91.
9 s OTHER 78. PARTIALLY EJECTED 92, USED 103. WALKING WITH TRAFFIC
sw| 7/ 8|9 : 79, TOTAL EJECTION ¢ 104, WALKING AGAINST TRAFFIC
: PASSIVE RESTRAINTS 105, STANDING
10=EXT. OF VEHICLE 74. STATUS 80. NO EJECTION 93. AIR BAG DEPLOYED :
7 pOST PE 78, RESTRAINT : ApLE | 108 PUSHOR WORK ON VEH.
ED SPEED 66. DRIVER - o4 im BAG 'NC;PE AEBL 107. OTHER WORKING
LIMIT 67. PASSENGER LAP BELT ONLY 95. AUTO RESTR.USED {408 praviNG
66. PEDESTRIAN 82. FASTENED 96. AUTO RESTR. INOPER. 1,59 oTHER (DESCRIBE)
‘ 69. PEDALCYCLIST i
VEHICLE #1 83. NOT FASTENED
75. FIRST AID LAP & SHOULDER 66. REMOVED
VEHICLE #2 ___ COLICE 84. LAP ONLY USED
VEHIC ;(1) FgléhCAAN 85. NEITHER USED 593; :;\\As:h‘/l_églc?
LE 43 : 86. SHOULDER ONLY :
72. AMBULANCE 99. HELICOPTER 110. NOT IN RDW. ANY ACTION
87. BOTH USED
VEHICLE +4 73. REFUSED 100, PRIV. OWNED VEH.
56-INVESTIGATING OFFICER RANK I.D. NUMBER | 57 SUPERVISOR'S APPROVAL DATE [58. REVIEWER 59
PAGE oF
FORM 439 RtV 10/87
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L] e CONTINUATION STATE OF DELAWARE g

L) s0 SUPPLEMENT UNIFORM TRAFFIC 23

INITIAL REPORT DATE TROOP/DEPARTMENT l gz~ i ’:_‘:_‘

COLLISION REPORT 5 2

OPERATOR #1 byl @

CONTINUATION/SUPPLEMENT :

OPERATOR #2 =

CODE | 55.
556. INVESTIGATING OFFICER RANK 1.D. NUMBER |57. SUPERVISOR'S APPROVAL DATE|58. REVIEWER 59.
PAGE OF.
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STATE OF DELAWARE
DELAWARE STATE POLICE
COMMERCIAL VEHICLE ACCIDENT SUPPLEMENT

A. Complaint Number,
B. Carrier’s Identification Numbers
US DOT. ICC MC.
C. Interstate Carrier YES NO
D. Carrier’s Name,
Source: _______ Vehicle Side
Shipping Papers or Trip Manifest
— Driver
w—Log Book
E. Carrier’s Address.
Street City
State Zip
F. Driver’s Dispatch Phone Number
G. Date & time of Accident
Mth. Day Year Time
H. Accident Location
Route/Street City County
L. Driver’s Name
Last First M.L
J. Driver’s Date of Birth,
Mth. Day Year
K. Driver’s License Number & License State
License Number License State
L. Vehicle Configuration
(1) Bus (seats for 16 people or more, including driver)
(2) Single-unit truck, 2 axle, 6 tires
(3) Single-unit truck, 3 or more axles
(4) Truck/trailer
(5) Truck tractor (bobtail)
(6) Tractor/semitrailer
(7) Tractor/double
(8) Tractor/triple
(9) Unknown Truck, Cannot classify

M. Cargo Body Type

(1) Bus (seats for 16 people or more, inctuding driver)
(2) Van/Enclosed Box

(3) Cargo Tank

(4) Flatbed

(5) Dump

(6) Concrete Mixer

(7) Auto Transporter

(8) Garbage/Refuse

(9) Other

N. Number of Axles (including trailers)

0. Gross Vehicle Weight Rating

P. Vehicle Identification Number

Q. Vehicle License # & License State

License # State

R. Hazardous Materials Involvement

Hazardous Materials Placard? (1) YES,

(2) NO,

Haz Mat Release of Cargo? (1) YES 2) NO.

Haz Mat Name,

Haz Mat 4-digit Number

Haz Mat 1-Digit Number.

S. Sequence of Events (for this vehicle)

#1 #2

¥

(1) Ran off Road

(2) Jackknife

(3) Overturn (Rollover)

(4) Downhill Runaway

(5) Cargo Loss or Shift

(6) Explosion or Fire

(7) Separation of Units

(8) Collision Involving Pedestrian

(9) Collision Involving Motor Vehicle in Transport
(10) Collision Involving Parked Motor Vehicle
(11) Collision Involving Train
(12) Collision Involving Pedalcycle
(13) Collision Involving Animal
(14) Collision Involving Fixed Object
(15) Collision Involving Other Object
(16) Other

OVER

Form No. 438A
Revised 11/96

MMUCC Case Study

39

State of Delaware




T. Trafficway, X. Road Surface Condition,

(1) Not Physically divided (two-way trafficway) 1) Dry

(2) Divided highway, median strip, w/o traffic barrier (2) Wet

(3) Divided highway, median strip, w/traffic barrier (3) Snow orslush

(4) One-way trafficway () Ice

(5) Sand, mud, dirt, or soil
(8) Other

U. Access control (9) Unknown

(1) No control (unlimited access) .

(2) Full control (only ramp entry and exit) Y. Light Congition

(3) Other

(1) Daylight
" (2) Dark - Not lighted
V. Weather Condition, (3) Dark - lighted
. (4) Dawn

(1) No adverse condition (5) Dusk

(2) Rain (9) Unknown

(3) Sleet, hail

(4) Snow :

(5) Fog Z. Apparent Driver Condition

(6) Blowing sand, soil, dirt, or snow

(7) Severe crosswinds (1) Appeared normal

(8) Other (2) Had been drinking

(9) Unknown (3) Mllegal drug use

(4) Sick
5) Fati;
W. Number of Fatalities: Number of Injuries 26; Aslg
Medicati
Number of vehicles involved inaccident_____ g; Un.h:ow: "
Was any vehicle towed away? YES NO

TYPICAL VEHICLE SILHOUETTES

1. Bus 2. Single Unit Truck - 2 axle/6 tire

3. Single Unit Truck - 3 axle

i 1N
Wby s

. 4, Truck with Trailer 5. Truck Tractor (Bobtail)

6. Tractor with Semi-trailer

Ry Bty | 8

7. Tractor with Double Trailers 8. Tractor with Triple Trailers

Officer’s Name,

IBM#

e
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01 MARKED CROSSWALX AT
TERSECTION

-4 No

03 NON-IITERSECTION CROSSWALK

04 DrWEWAY ACCESS CROSSIWALK

05 N ROADWAY

06 Nov ln ROADWAY

07 Meoian (BUT NOT SHOULDER)

08 kstawo

09 SHOWLDER

10 SDEWALK

11 Wi 10 FEET OF ROADWAY
(NoT ShouLDER, MEDIAK,
SDEWALK, bsLanD)

12 BEYOND 10 FEET OF ROADWAY
(Wi TRAFFICWAY)

13 OUTSDE TRAFFICWAY

14 SHARED USE PATHS OR TRALS

15 Unknowss

TYPE OF UNTY

2 TeST ReFUSED

14 WALWDON'T WALK SIGNAL
15 OTHER

3 TeST GVEN, CONTAMNATED
SAWPLENUNUSABLE

4 TEST GWEW, RESULTS KNow

§ TEST GNEN, RESULTS Unknown

§ Unswown
~BrveTesrivee T

DIRECTION

01 Nowe
Morontst 02 CENTER Frowt
01 Sus-Cospact 03 RIGHT FRONT
02 Cowpact B4 RIGHT SDE
03 Hosze 05 RIcHT REAR
04 Fuu See 06 REAR CENTER
05 Meaia 07 LeFT Reaw
06 SPORTUTLIY VEHICLE 08 LEFT SDE
07 Puxwe 09 LEFT FroNT
:: :.":Ll:"l::ﬂ Trues: 10 Top Ano Wikoows 02 FALED T YIELD RIGHT OF WAY
2AxLes, 6 TRES 1; -:’::m_‘:a ) " :smu;o:o 'I::;n: S,
REA IGNALS, ROAD MARKINGS
o o ey
00 FAST FOR
:i ;%nwm‘m 06 MADE AN MpROPER TuRN
07 WroNG SDE Or WROUG WAY
14 TmacronDouns Suor POINT OF IMPACT .. | U8 FoLLowep Too CLoseLt/ACOA
16 Frmv OR H 08 Faruse To DRive bt Proper Lawe/
CONVERTER DoLLy ot .ww or “g"; SM. o
17 TractodTpees 10 OPERATIVG VEHELE I ERRATE,
18 MorareveLe 01 Nowe RECXLESS, CARELESS, NEGUGENT OR
19 MotoReD BEveLE 02 CEMTER FroNT Ams?w MANER
20 ScwooL Bus 03 RIGHT FRONT
11 SWervIG Of AvoiNG Due To Wino,
21 Ciumex Bus 04 Rcur SoE SUPPERY SURFACE, VEHICLE, OBJECT,
22 Pusuic Bus 95 Ry Reas Now-MOTORET ﬁom;\:am '
23 PouKEVEHCLE 06 REAR CENTER "AY,
24 FRe TRUCK 07 Lerr REAR 120vend
13 VisBLITY OBSTRUCTED
25 AVBULANCEIRESCUE 08 LEFT SIOE 14 WATTENTOWDISTRACTION
26 Taa 09 Lert Frout 15 FATGOEIASLEEP
27 Waror Howe 10 Tor Ano Winows 16 OPERATING DEFECTIVE EQUIMENT
28 TRAN 11 UNDERCARRIMGE
17 LOAD SHITHGIFALLING/SPLLING
29 FARMVEHICLE 12 TOTAL (ALL AREAS)
18 OTHER IROPER ACTION
30 FARY EQUIPMENT 1: gﬂﬂ 18 Unnown
:;Smms - 4 Unxnown NON-MOTORIST
Noworasisr 21 b
22 LYo ANDIOR RLLEGALLY I RoAowaY
3% o Wikugor o ocaupe | 23 FALURE ToYELD R OF Wiy
3 . ey 24 Not VisisLE (DARK CLOTHING)
37 Ep(: cLE N 25 IATTENTVE
DESTRS 26 FALURE TO OBEY TRAFFIC SIGNS,
:: ::::';‘;'“m SIGRALS, OR OFFICER
40 OmHeR-NON MoTORST 1 No UNGERRIDE OR OVERRIDE :g‘?:: SoE OF The Roao
41 UNKNOWN 2 UNDERRIDE, COMPARTMENT 28 UNKNOWN
3 UnDERRIDE, NO COMPARTVENT
N R
4 UNDERRIDE, COMPARTMENT VEHICLE DEFECT
INTRUSION Unkiown CobEQMLY IF 17"
S OVERRDE, MOTOR VEMCLE It SELECTED ABOVE
TRAMSPORT
1ho 6 OVERRDE, OTHER VEHKLE
2Yes 7 Unknown
3 UnknowN
01 Turn SIGNALS
DAMAGE SCALE 02 HEAD Lawps
I TAR Laurs
04 BRAKES
05 STEERNG
" 06 TiE BLOWOUT
1 Nowe 1 KoN-CONTACT 07 Worn OR SUEK TRES
2 NON-FUNCTIONAL DAMAGE 2 Now-Cowsion 08 TRALER EQUPVENT
3 FUNCTIONAL DAMAGE 3 SrriknG DerecTVE
4 DIsABLING DAMGE 4 Stucx 09 MoTOR TROUBLE
SSEvERE 5BOTH STRKING AND STRUCK & 90 DsaBLED FROM PRIOR
6 UNKNOWN 6 Unknown Cras
11 07THER DEFECTS

14 PEDESTRIN
15 PEDALCYCLE 7 OvHeR
16 RALIAY VEHCLE 8 UNKNOWN AT THE OF REPORTING
17 AL ~Farm TVPt OF INTERSECTION
18 AL - DEER
19 AL - OTHER H
20 MoToR VENIGLE IN TRANSPORT i
21 ParrED MOTOR VEHICLE d
22 WorK ZowE EQUIPMENT 01 Not Au INTERSECTION
23 OTHER MOVABLE OBJECT 02 FouR-WAY INTERSECTION
24 Unxnown MOVABLE OBJECT CONDITION 03 TNTERSECTION

Cousion Wirh FIXep OBIECT ¢ ........, 04 Y-NTERSECTION
25 WPACT ATTENUATORICRASH CLISHION z H 05 TRAFFIC CIRCLEROUNDABOUT
26 BRIDGE OVERHEAD STRUCTURE [, i ) 3 06 FIVE-POIT, OR MORE
27 BRmGE PR OR AauTment FY el 07 Ou Rame
28 BRDCE PARNPET 1 APPARENTLY NORMAL 08 OFF Rawe
29 BRUGE RAL 2 PHYSICAL IMPARMENT 09 CROSSOVER
30 GUARDRAL FACE 3 EROTIONAL 10 DrivEWAY/ACCESS
31 GuaRDRAL END Ahiness . 11 RALWAY GRADE CROSSING
32 MEDIAN BARRIER 5 FeLL ASLEEP, FANTED, FATIGUED, E 12 SHARED-USE PATHS OR TRALS
33 HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SIGH POST & UwoEr THE INFLUENCE OF : 13 UNKNOWM
34 OvERHEAD SIGH PoST ' ¢
35 LIGHTALUMIMARIES SUPPORT 7 0THeR .
36 UTLITY PoLE 8 Uniowown H
37 OTHER POST, PoLE OR SUPPORT
: g::m Au:unotl DRUG. Sl‘lSPECIEB
40 DrTcH I {
4 HE
42 Fence i i
:: ?:::ux ;;‘:E ALCOHOL SUSPECTED : g"msn:mz‘l’ AFFICW)

. Ri AY

:5 O Fueo Duect 3 YES - HBD NOT MPARED 7 UNKNOWN

6 WORK ZONE MANTENANCE EQUIPMENT £ ov o ro e
:: g:::"" Foxeo Oesect 5 YES ~ALCOHOL/ DRUGS SUSPECTED | RGAD CONTOUR
49 Usixnoms 6 Unknown povanes

FIRST HARMFUL EVENT

Py

OF THE SEQUENCE OF EVENTS - WHCH
ONE 15 THE FIRST HARMFUL EVENT (14)

MoST HARMFUL EVENT

OF THE SEQUENCE OF EVENTS = WHICH
OME 15 THE MOST HaRMFUL EVENT (14)

ALCOHOL TEST STATUS

1 Nowe

2 TesT REFUSED

3 TEST GWEN, CONTAMIMATED
SAWPLEUNUSABLE

4 TEST GVEM, RESULTS KNOWN

§ TEST GNEN, RESULTS UNKNOWN

€ Linxnown

SpeeD DETECTED

1 STATED
2 ESTMATED SPEED

ArcoMoL TesT TYPE

1 Howe 4 BREATH
2BLooo S OTHER
3 URNE

SPEED

ok
1 STRAIGHT LEVEL
2 STRAIGHT GRADE
3 CURVE LEVEL

4 CURVE GRADE

ROAD CONDITIONS

01 DRy

02 Wer

03 Swow

04 ke

05 SaNo, NUD, DIRT, OL, GRAVEL

06 WATER {STANDNG, MOVING)

07 SusH

08 Dtents

08 RUT, HOLES, BumPS, UNEVEN
PAVEMENY

10 TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICE
INOPERATNE, MIISSING, OBSCURED

11 OTHER

12 UNKNOWN

—
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. e [ [ [T T T TT]
1o '
2 Yes, DRECTLY bvoLveD
3 Yes, homecrivbvowven |
A Unxnown
WORK ZONE RELATED —
01 Ciear —
02 CLouoy
03 FoG, SM0G, SMOKE I
04 Ran 1No
05 Sueey, KA (Freezme Raw Drezie)| 2 Yes
06 Snow 3 Unxnomn —
07 Stvere CROSSWINOS
:: :l:::m Swim.Son, D SHow Type OF WORK ZONE _
10 Unxnown FRR
LIGHT CONDITIONS H
1 LANE CLOSURE
2 LANE SHFT/CROSSOVER
3 Work ON SHOULDER OR Mepian I
1 DAYUGHT 4 INTERMITTENT! MOVING WORK
2 Dawn 5 Omier
3 Dusx
4 DARK = LIGHTED ROADWAY LOCATION OF CRASH IN
§ DArx -Not LIGHTED WORKZONE ]
B DARK = LInkNOWN LIGHTNG o
7 GLARE H
8 Oner H .
§ Unkiowy A
1 BEFORE FIRST WORK ZONE S
MANNER OF COLLISION OR MPACT WARNNG SIGK
g 2 ADVANCE WARNNG AREA
i 3 TRANSITON AREA .
o AAcTRATY AREA
1 Not CoLUSIN BETWEEN WORKERS PRESENT
Two VEHICLES W TRANSPORT
2 REAREND —
3 Heap-ow
A REAR-TOREAR
5 ANGLE fr—
§ SIDESWPE, SAMEDRECTION 2 Yes
e R EEEREEEEEEEEEN
[THE CRASH INVOLVED ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWNG: A | Trecrasi RESULTED I ONE OF MORE OF THE FOLLOWING:
A TRUCK (MOTOR VEHICLE) WITH AT LEAST 2 AXLES ARG 6 TRES; OR A FATALITY; OR
A TRUCK {MOTOR VEHICLE) WITH A HAZARDOUS MATERIALS PLACARD; OR AN NJURY REQURNG MEDICAL o
A 8US DESIGNED FOR AT LEAST 16 PERSONS, INCLUDING DRWER . D} ATLEAST ONE VEHICLE WAS TOWED DUE TO DISABLING DAMAGE OR BEFORE UNDER ITS OWN POWER.
Company

| COMPANY PHONE

IKDDRESSEWEET,CI‘N! !rﬁzi

US DOT r;w I Im;o TRARER LP ST. TRALERLPYEaR  TRARERLP ¥
CarGO Booy TYPE 07 FLaTRED Carrier Source Weight (GVWR) CDL Class Hazardous Hazardous
h *; D1 NOT APPLICABLE 08 Duwe 1 1 SHEPING PAPERS (TRUCK) 1 Less/Equat 10,000 % 3 CLAssA Materials Placard Material Released
02 Bus (16+ INCLUOIG DaVER) 03 CONCRETE MIxER 2 VercLeSoe 2 10,001 - 26,000 2 Cass B yertr o 1N : 1No
;03 VANJEnCLOSED Box 10 AUTO TRANSPORTER: 3 Tow MANKEST (BUS) 3 More THaW 26,900 3 Cuass C 2¥es 2Yes
04 GRAWCHIPSIGRAVEL 11 GARSAGE/RETUSE 4 LocsooK 4 Cuass D 3 UNknown 3 Mot ApPLICABLE
05 Pote 12 OTeR 5 OTHER 4 Unknows
06 CARGD TANK 13 UNXNOWN & UnKNOWN

Action

DispaTcH

OTHER

Il

Imm

LI T]

OFFICER’'S NAMES

CHECXED BY

DAve RepoRY FiLED ™
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KENTUCKY UNIFORM POLICE | &8 1M | "
¥ TRAFFIC COLLISION REPORT | © | © [Ffuet
INVESTIGATING AGENCY AGENCY OR! NUMBER LOCAL CODE
ROADWAY NAME PARKING LOT (D GD|INTERSECTIONWITH (D ® BETWEEN STREETS (23
ROADWAY # MILEPOINT# |INJURED  |KILLED . :|#UNITS DD G ONE o~ | SPEEDLIMIT
FéLE‘ET % % o S INVOLVED % 8 i way W
- COLLISION | “&™ COLLISION
INCITY LIMITS? (D @ [ 1] | |umuoe DATE— »| | TIME—Miltary »
MILES FROM CITY ® O [®O®®OM|Deg. Min. Sec. Enter )
v ®® @ % % % % LONGITUDE ot (@
CITY/TOWN - write name below and enter @@ @ O@|Deg. . Min. Sec”
code to the right. AOOD
OO RAMP? (D
O®®E fow ®EE® |0 ®EE®
[@lel6)
@
(00010
MANNER OF COLLISION LOCATION 1ST EVENT TRAFFIC CONTROL
O ANGLE (O SIDESWIPE, OPPOSITE DIRECTION O GORE O OTHER (O ADVISORY SPEED ("> NO PASSING ZONE () STOPSIGN
(D BACKING () SIDESWIPE, SAME DIRECTION (O MEDIAN PROPERTY SIGN (") OFFICER OR FLAGMAN () WARNING SIGNS
(O HEADON (O SINGLE VEHICLE (D ON ROADWAY () CENTERLINE 7 RAR.GATES > YIELD SIGN
O OPPOSING LEFT TURN (O OQUTSIDE SHOULDER, LEFT (O CURVE SIGN () RR.SIGNSORSIGNALS () OTHER
O REAREND (O OQUTSIDE SHOULDER, RIGHT (D) FLASHINGLIGHT () SCHOOLZONESIGNS () NONE
(O REARTO REAR (O SHOULDER () MEDIAN (> STOP & GO SIGNAL
ROADWAY TYPE TOTAL LANES ROADWAY CHARACTER ROADWAY SURFACE ROADWAY CONDITION
O COUNTY ROAD O ey [ OO O (O CURVE & GRADE (O STRAIGHT & GRADE O ASPHALT CypRY (O OTHER
(O FEDERAL (O STATE @® @ (O CURVE & HILLCREST () STRAIGHT & HILLCREST | (_) CONCRETE CUICE
(O FRONTAGE ROAD O NNEOF | @@ O CURVE & LEVEL (O STRAIGHT & LEVEL (D GRAVEL (")) SAND, MUD, DIRT, OlL, GRAVEL
© INTERSTATE THEABOVE | D ® @ (O OTHER (7 SNOWISLUSH
O LOGAL STREET 1 weT
WEATHER _ |LIGHT CONDITION LAND USE SCHOOL BUS RELATED
(O BLOWING SAND, SOIL, O RAINING D DAWN () DARKNESS—HIGHWAY LIGHTED/OFF (2 BUSINESS (O RURAL | () DIRECTLY
DIRT, SNOW ¢ SEVERE CROSSWINDS | D DAYLIGHT (O DARKNESS—HIGHWAY LIGHTEDION () INDUSTRIAL (") SCHOOL | ¢ INDIRECTLY
O CLEAR O SLEETHALL O usK O DARKNESS—HIGHWAY NOT LIGHTED () LIMITED ACCESS () NOTAPPLICABLE
O cLouny () SNOWING () PARK
O FOG/SMOG/SMOKE O OTHER ("D PRIVATE PROPERTY
() FOG WITH RAIN (> RESIDENTIAL
FIRSTAD AT SGENE . JFIRSTAID GIVEN 8Y NJURED REMOVED TO
®®
EM.S.AGENCY E.M.S. AGENCY I—I—r‘r:l _ E.M.S. AGENCY I—m_l _
AND RUN # AND RUN # AND RUN #

(LI
&

&S [ EVSNOTIFED TIVE S NOTIFIED THE Isusmmvsoms _ -|E»4$nMEATHosp|TAL
INJURED OR DECEASED REMOVED BY ’ —

© FUNERAL HOMEICORONER'S VEHICLE © MUNICIPALCO. EMERGENCY VEHICLE O POLICECAR © PRIVATE VEHICLE

O HELICOPTEROTHER AIR VEHICLE € POLICE AMBULANCE © PRIVATE AMBULANGE O OTHER

DESCRIPTION OF COLLISION

T e (W, [protos:. | @ ®

" | PHOTOGRAPHER
UNIT NO:

——————

TEAT OR POSTNO.

INVESTIGATOR 1.D. NUMBER TIMF NOTIFIED | TIMEARRIVED |RDWY OPENED |REVIEWEDBY: | PAGE OF PAGES
||
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LOCAL CODE
1 (22 G2 (D PROPERTY DAMAGE-OTHER THAN VEHICLES . PROPERTY
© @ & @ @
'OWNER/ADDRESS -
2 O @ 0D PROPERTY DAMAGE-OTHER THAN VEHICLES PROPERTY
OB E G
OWNER/ADDRESS
3 O (%) (U PROPERTY DAMAGE-OTHER THAN VEHICLES PROPERTY
O ®E ® @
(OWNER/ADDRESS
DIAGRAM
Indicate North by Arrow
;
|
|
i
1
|
|
i
|
i
]
|
i
i
H
I
i PAGE OF PAGES

HEIMIAN weenavo0017208 e

E
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“Avolding Object In Roa KENTUCKY UNIFORM POLICE
2 Backing TRAFFIC COLLISION REPORT ‘Anmal 1
3 Changing Lanes Bicycle 2
4 Entering Parked Position Deer 3
6 Going Straight Ahead Molor Vehicle in Transport, Other Roadway 4
6 Leaving Traffic Lane Other Motor Vehicle §
7 Making Left Tum Pedestrian 6
8 Making Right Turn Railroad Train 7
9 Making UTum Other Object/Not Fixed 8
19 bons - TiFIxed Object -
11 Overtaking Bridge ParapetEnd 9
12 Parked Bridge Pier, Abutment 10
13 Slowing or Stopping Bridge Rall 11
14 Starting From Parking Building/Wall 12
15 Starting in Traffic Crash Cushionimpact Attenuator 13
16 Stopped in Traffic CulvertHead Wall 14
17 Wrong Way Curbing 15
IMPORTANT INSTRUCTIONS: Earth EmbankmentRock CutDitch 16
Fence 17
1. Use a black or blue ballpoint pen to completely fill in Fire Hydrant 18
the appropriate ovals along the sides and body of Guardrail End 19
the Traffic Collision Report. PENCILS, MARKERS, Guardrail Face 20
3 Emergency Vehicle—in Response FELT-TIP, OR OTHER COLOR PENS ARE NOT LightLLuminaire Support 21
4 Emergency Vehicle—Non-Response ACCEPTABLE. Mailbox 22
§ Farm Tractor and/or Farm Equipment Median Barrier 23
6 Go-Cart Correct way: (@) (@) [ Other Post, Pole or Support 24
7 Hit & RunUnknown Overhead Sign Support 26
8 Lt Truck (Van, Sports Uiy, Pick-up) WrongWay: ® @ @ SignPost 26.
9 Miitary Vehicle Snow Embankment 27
10 Motorcycle A minimum amount of “white-out” is acceptable to Toll Booth 28
11 Motor Home/Recreational Vehicle correct errors. Traffic Signal Support 29
12 Molor Scooter or Motor Bicycle Tree 30
13 Other Public Oxmed Vehicle 2. Using the front of the Cover Code Sheet, fill in the Uiy Pole 31
14 Passenger Car . Other Fixed Object 32
16 Passonger Car & Tralr cprrect corresponding ovals located dovs{n. both A Sy NanCollIonT.
16 Pedestrian sides of the Unit Pages of the Traffic Collision Fell From Velicle 33
17 Rallroad Train Report. This information pertains to each unit Fire/Explosion 34
18 Riding Animal/Animal-Drawn Vehice involved in the traffic collision. Jackknife 35
19 SchoolBus Overtumed 36
20 Taxicab 3. The back of the Cover Code Sheet identifies the Ran Off Roadway (Only} 37
:; Iﬁi;m“r'u . information needed to correctly answer items o NS"‘KI{S‘{W ::
ingle Uni 1er Non. lision
2 Tk Tcor & Sem-Taler 14—23 also on the Uni't Pages of the Trgfﬁc AT
Collision Report. This information pertains to :
Truck—Other Combination P N . . Brakes Defective 1
individuals” involved in the traffic collision. Headlghts Defecive. 2
. Load Securement 3
4. Use upper case block letters to fill in text Other Lighting Defective. 4
information. Oversized Load On Vehicle §
- Overweight 6
[J—[OIHNN\ }D‘O‘E} ‘ ‘ J J ] Steering Failure 7
[ 1 _ Tire Fallure 8
S ErCOnHBIng Eactote=Human)| T R Tow Hitch Delective/Sep. of Units 9
1 Aleohol involvement Other 87
L o[112[3]4[sle[7[g]a] | | | o
3 Disregard Tralfic Control i SriFIbuting Factors=<Environe:
4 Distraction f Animals Action 1
5 Drug Ivoverment 5. There are separate supplemental reports in the Construcion Work Zone 2
& Emotions] back of each report pad. Debiisin Roadvay 3
: m&i:‘;‘,‘g;p:m:m 6. See the Traffic Collision Manual for procedures on F“‘“"b“;ﬁﬁfj :
9 Fatigue submitting a supplemental traffic collision report. Holes/Deep RulsBumps &
10 Fell Asleep Improperly Parked Vehicle(s) 7
11 Following Too Close Improper/Non-Working Traffic Controls 8
12 Improper Backing Maintenance/Utility Work Zone 9
13 Improper Passing - Shoulders Defective/Drop-off 10
14 Insfierion Manner of Collision Legend: Sippery Surace 11
15 Los! Consciousness/Fainted Angle 1|Backing 2|Head On 3 View Obstructed/Limited 12
18 Medication ¢ ¢ $ Water Pooling 13
17 Misjudge Clearance —_— Other 87
18 Not Under Proper Control None Detecled 99
18 Overcomecting/Oversteering Opposing Left Turn 4|Rear End 5| Rear to Rear [ [Fi et
20 Physical Disabiity - No Underride or Override 1
21 Sick — —) 4——% H—% Override, Molor Vehicle in Transport 2
22 Too Fast for Conditions (roadway Intersection onty) Override, Other Vehicle 3
23 Turning Improperly o ipe, O It 7 ipe, Same 8 Underride (Compartment Intrusion) 4
24 Weaving In Traffic Direction Direction “Eront of Car b Underride (Compt. Intrusion Unknown)  §
97 Other —— —_— Underride (No Compariment Intruslon) 6
99 None Delected ’ ’ Unknown 98

MIA\IIUVCC'Cﬁase'Stdd; ) 45” - o State of Kenthcky



COLOR CODE

1 Head/Face
2 Neck
Blue—Commercial Vehicle 8 Chest
14 Person Type 4 Back
Y Tbriver T 5 Abdomen/Pelvis
2 Passenger 6 Arms/Hands
3 Pedestrian 7 Legs/Feet
4 Animal-Drawr/Ridden 8 _ Multiple—Entire Body
5 Bicyclist 19 Restraint Use o
6  Train Engineer 1 Shoulder/Lap Belt
7 Witness 2 Installed/Not In Use
8 Owner 3 Lap Belt Only
: : | 4 Shoulder Belt Only
5 Child Safety Seat
 Yes 6  Helmet
&> No 7 Helmet Not Used
16 Position In/On Vehicle 8 Other Passive Restraint
10 g Not Installed
2\ 20 ArBag
1123 1 Instalied/Not Deployed
10 5161 10 2 Deployed—Front
718 |9 3 Deployed—Side
1 4 Not Installed
" 21 Trapped =
1 Not Trapped
E 2 Extricated By Mechanical Means
3 Freed By Non-Mechanical Means
1 Driver 22 Ejection From Vehicle
2-9  Passenger 1 Not Ejected S
10 Riding/Hanging On Outside 2 Partially Ejected
1 Sleeper Compartment 3 Totally Ejected
12 Pickup Bed o) th
13 Trailer
17 Injury Severity
1 Fatal
2 Incapacitating
3 Non-Incapacitating
4 Possible Injury
5 None Detected

NCS® EM-203974-4:654321 GSO03 Printed in U.S.A.
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‘LOCAL GODE
i
e JTOwWED D (T REMOVED TO: #O0CCUPANTS | PEDESTRIAN FACTORS
= 1 i " APPROACHING OR LEAVING VEHICLE " LYING IN ROADWAY
WF o " ATINTERSECTION « . NOTAT INTERSECTION
|| OPERATOR'S LIC. NO. STATE KY 777 7C " CROSSING AGAINST SIGNAL {3 NOTIN ROADWAY
(&, (> CROSSING WITH SIGNAL PHYSICAL IMPAIRMENT
@ ~ (", DARK CLOTHING/NOT VISIBLE 3 PLAYING IN ROADWAY
(7D GPERATOR'S LICENSE RESTRICTIONS (U (D[ coMP (¥ (55> |CO. RESIDENT () (1D |* 3 DARTING INTO ROAD () PUSHING VEHICLE
MOOOCEOOO® @Dj ”E ————( " DRINKING 7 SKATING/SKATEBOARDING
DDOETOLOED L oot OWNER Q8 1) DRUG RELATED (") WALKING IN ROADWAY
{(Th| OPERATOR LAST NAME FIRST NAME ML { GETTING ONAOFF VEHICLE " WORKING IN ROADWAY
by i INCROSSWALK {5 WORKING ON VEHICLE
B AL JOGGING I -
i DATEOFBIRTH | STREET NUMBER AND NAME cITY | STATE |ZIP CODE
' i |
DATE OF BIRTH ; e
INVOLVED PERSONS: NAME, ADDRESS, CITY, STATEANDZP | poTE o DEATH ,,Jf‘ ) 15 , 16 CANER 19 Lzo 2 2| = ‘
NAME IR 62 X HO® & -
@@ ® @® ;
. 1@ @
[ @ ® B
DOEE@:
D@ ® @)
ADDRESS @ D )
I . @®
NAME DB N
ED 2@ ® @) -
OOa
_ B @ ®
0@
@ ® @
JleoJald
umk - B @ k
o5 NAME fololo B
(D (2 1@EE@
IO -
B
O @)
@D ® Ay
@ @ @
VEHICLE YEAR | MAKE MODEL | TYPE I R
i
i i
& VEHICLE ID. NUMBER | }“ES}-H(F:‘%% NAME OF INSURANCE CO. | COLOR OF VERICLE
: ALY ‘
1ST AREA OF CONTACT COMBINATION VEHICLE EXTENT OF DAMAGE AIR BAG SWITCH | TRAVEL i
@ (D @ @G & @ | 5 VERYMNOR () SEVERE U ON (. NOTPRESENT | DIRECTION -
e ] D E//'[} J¥ {77 MINOR ') VERYSEVERE | OFF T ’
i ® @ = ﬁ\ | (T) MINORMOD ) OTHERPROPERTY | ESTIMATED TRAVELSPEED - ;
A= ® e S B SR, _L ("7 MODERATE ¢ ) NO DAMAGE RETWEEN . we
O @ O @ @@ D @ | (O MODISEVERE () UNKNOWN e B ’__L’,J
- TCOMMERCIAL |HAZ |HAZ. [HAZ CARGOCODE {TYPE CARGO/COMMODITY NAS SAFETY REPORT # "CRASH AVOIDANCE (Fatal Only) - T |
. ]VEH. CARGO|SPILL . { - (O 'BRAKING (NO SKIDMARKS; DRIVER STATED) e
¢ DD DO - (O BRAKING (SKIDMARKS EVIDENT) )
15| SINGLE NO. AXLES NO. TRAILERS| US DOT # ICC MC # (C; BRAKING [OTHER REPORTED EVIDENCE)
1| @ comBinaTION | D D [o] 1 ] l J_I -NOAVOID) ©©
ol _BOBTALL OO — (@] DA} oo
(7| GWRTOTAL MOTOR CARRIER NAME ' STEERING (EVIDENGE OR STATED) o
S : (@3 STEERING AND BRAKING (EVIDENCE ORSTATED} [ @) .
13| MOTOR CARRIER ADDRESS -| CARRIER NAME SOURCE : % "
. O DRIVER O %Héstggeozﬁgs (O SIDE OF VEHICLE ®
Ouwsanx  ~ [NARE O Horae o
| VIOLATION CODES CITATION NUMBER | CASE NUMBER SUSPECTED | METHOD OF DETERMINATION @
) DRINKING | FIELDSOBRETYTEST P8I
~ (DRWER n~ .k - OBSERWTION . OTHER
V' TEST CHEMICAL TEST; TESTED FOR: | TAKEN BY ISENTTO tRESULTS 1" "PAGEOFPAGES '
OFFERED [() BLOOD (T3 URINE (" ALCOHOL i | | 3 ;
(@ @@ (O BREATH () REFUSED |~ DRUGS | : ; | !

M

MASTERFILE#: 00017108

NCS® EM-203975-4:6543.
GS03 Printed in U.S.A.
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13)) NAME
D@ ®
)| ADDRESS

D {LocAL copE
3
R TOWED CD (B REMOVED TO: #OCCUPANTS PEDESTRIAN FACTORS
2 () APPROACHING OR LEAVING VEHICLE 5 LYING IN ROADWAY
() ATINTERSECTION (") NOT AT INTERSECTION
| OPERATOR'S LIC. NO. STATE KY ©O |7 CROSSING AGAINST SIGNAL {73 NOT IN ROADWAY
(7 CROSSING WITH SIGNAL "5 PHYSICAL IMPAIRMENT
() DARK CLOTHING/NOT VISIBLE (7 PLAYING IN ROADWAY
OPERATOR'S LICENSE RESTRICTIONS GO () _ | coMp (2 (2D | CO. RESIDENT (70 (D |() DARTING INTO ROAD ©) PUSHING VEHICLE
] @ — -~——~{(") DRINKING (™) SKATING/SKATEBOARDING
NGO O] GIOIOL) [coL D @ |OWNER @ @D Iy pRUG RELATED ("7 WALKING IN ROADWAY
75! OPERATOR LAST NAME FIRST NAME M.l () GETTING ON/OFF VEHICLE { .} WORKING IN ROADWAY
i (1) INCROSSWALK {_.s WORKING ON VEHICLE
: (oJeeNe
~ 1| DATE OF BIRTH  [STREET NUMBER AND NAME cIry STATE !zw CODE
D DATE OF BIRTH
g | NVOLVED PERSONS: NAME, ADDRESS, CITY, STATE AND ZIP bATEOFDEATH | ¥ | 23
: ®
®
NAME ®
@ ® ®
73] ADDRESS D
D [©)]
3| NAME ®
L@ ® ®
11)| ADDRESS (€]
®
®

D NaME
DI B
14/} ADDRESS

)| NAME
® ®
73)| ADDRESS

5000P000P060B66056005960

©000R0eE
066 006 60 066 886 B66

—<
e
o
=

DIVEHICLE YEAR |MAKE ’MODEL TYPE STATE | REGISTRATION NUMBER

7 VEHICLE ID. NUMBER VERICLE | NAME OF INSURANCE CO. COLOR OF VEHICLE

INSURED
(D] 1ST AREA OF CONTACT COMBINATION VEHICLE EXTENT OF DAMAGE AIR BAG SWITCH TRAVEL 3
o ®© @ @ O©d @ | O VERYMINOR () SEVERE (3 ON (T NOTPRESENT |DIRECTION i
7= @ (O MINOR (D VERYSEVERE  |() OFF @DEE@
AN /] ® O = ® | C)MINORMOD () OTHERPROPERTY | ESTIMATED TRAVEL SPEED
R ® () MODERATE () NO DAMAGE BETWEEN . wh L
® O ® . @@ @ @ | O MODSEVERE (T UNKNOWN
~'|COMMERCIAL [HAZ. [HAZ . |HAZ CARGO CODE |TYPE CARGO/COMMODITY NAS SAFETY REPORT # CRASH AVOIDANCE (Fata! Only) uost
| VEH, CARGO|SPILL ‘ O BRAKING (NO SKIDMARKS; DRIVER STATED) il EE R
DM ©DO® O BRAKING {SKIDMARKS EVIDENT) ""'I_‘;; |
=10 SINGLE NO. AXLES NO. TRAILERS| US DOT # ICC MC # (O BRAKING (OTHER REPORTED EVIDENCE) R
271D COMBINATION (DO ® D Iol | l | l I I (O NOAVOIDANCE MANEUVER REPORTED OO S
QBEAL 000 | @6 O, OTHER AVOIDANCE MANEUVER DDy, i
GVWR TOTAL MOTOR CARRIER NAME | STEERING (EVIDENCE OR STATED) @D -
O STEERING AND BRAKING (EVIDENCE ORSTATED) | %
MOTOR CARRIER ADDRESS. CARRIER NAME SOURGE ® 5
______________________________________________ O DRIVER @] sﬂgﬁ;%% PAPERS O SIDE OF VEHICLE @i
O L0G BOOK SINGLE STATE !
WANFEST(EUS] REGISTRATION .
VIOLATION CODES CITATION NUMBER CASE NUMBER SUSPECTED | METHOD OF DETERMINATION @
DRINKING (7 FIELDSOBREETYTEST (' PAT.
DRVER (5 (Fy () OBSERVATION (> OTHER
TEST CHEMICAL TEST; TESTED FOR: [ TAKEN BY SENTTO RESULTS PAGE OF PAGES
OFFERED (CDBLOOD (D URINE (D ALCOHOL 4 ;
(D | BREATH () REFUSED [(2) DRUGS I 1

L A LT

—
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rl EaEsH] ! £ ._,l___J I g !

LAT.

LONG. 0000} DISTRICT/ZONE TROOP PAGE #
DATH OF CONSTR/ HIT &
H MAINT, RUN
| [ lilHlil]Hl\llJD el 01
IN PARISH OF PARISH CODE ; —
A I S R I 7 DOTD pHoTOS| |
! 1 I PROPERTY MADE |
| f1|1||HJ|l‘]}|J[lJ [ | |
ON PRIMARY ROADWAY ' [~ - R
R RA TRAIN FATAL H
T LT T T T T T == *
S i | | l ]
MILEPOST " ciTy GRToWN
BRN'RIENREEEERNEEENEEEERENEEEED Seeteeeo o
NN I NSO ) [ M 5 Lol
DISTANCE STREET/HIGHWAY AT INTERSECTION [ NOT AT INTERSECTION Pl
T miLes [ NE I I i ] C. STATE HWY
L e CLITTLT T I T ) v
l____L...__L.,_,. —in -_.J [} | L | s —
DISTANCE STREET/HIGHWAY [1AT INTERSECTION O NOT AT INTERSECTION FPRVATE
S e T T T T LT T LLhiT) |
[ N I O MY S - sw \ L H. OTHER
A PASSENGERCAR  D. A,B,ORCWITHTRAILER G. OFF-ROADVEHICLE  J. OTHERBUS M. TRUCK WITH TRAILER(S)
B. LT. TRUGK (PU., ETC.) E. MOTORCYCLE H. EMERGENCY VEHICLE K. MOTOR HOME N. FARM EQUIPMENT D
C. VAN F. PEDALCYCLE I. SCHOOL BUS L SINGLEUNITTRUCK O. OTHER
MODEL #D0ORS  #AxLEs  # TIRES
EREERRREEENRERRNERENEEER [1]
TLLLIT LT LT %80 B 5
| i i TOWED C. LEFT AT SCENE
REASON TOWED
STATE  NUMBER TYPE o EASON TOWED. [:]

e T LT T O LTI T T L) s,

STATE NUMBER

HE RN EENEEE

YEAR MAKE TYPE

ol | [ LTI LI %

DRIVER'S NAME (LAST,FIRST,MI)

INRERERRERENNENEREREREREEN

HIURY |
STREETADDRESS oo TELEPHONEW ______.___._..__ ___ [
ciry B X S _ _STATE. . ___.ZP TRANSPORTED TO MEDICAL FACILITY {7
STATE  CLASS ENDORSEMENTS DRIVER'S LICENSE NUMBER EXCTANGE IFORMATION? BNo o atoseb L)
YT T T I i - NAME OF
- J o ! i | ‘ o - YES NO  FAGILTY
Lo i ! L
M —e——
OWNER'S NAME (LAST,FIRST,MI OR COMPANY NAME) SAME AS DRIVER? D YES DNO
EERREEEAERERRNERRREEREREEER B
l L ! ' SR-10 FURNISHED? YES DNO
YES NO
STREET ADDRESS » e PROOF OF INSURANCE? D D
oIy o o . STATE 2P L N%Té%EE g;VIOLATION D YES Dno
OCCUPANT’S NAME (LASTFIRSTMI) rosi. [eiec. | oo | wn [ O
T L T T T T T T T T I I T O S
N O O A 1 i | | | | |
TRANSPORTED TO MEDICAL FACILITY | ™| \ame oF
STREET ADDRESS .- AYES C.UNKNOWN | ' pacury
B8.NO D.REFUSEDAID :._ ..
ciy STATE . P
NAME OF AGENCY TIME OF NOTIFICATION ~ TIME OF ARRIVAL TIME ALL LANES OPENED
JCrr) Ll |
INVESTIGATING ~— T
POLICE { A.STATE  C. PARISH , I
AGENCY B.CITY  D,OTHER REPORT COMPLETED
I /
N— S FE /
. ! . o . e e BADGEF —L
INVESTIGATING OFFICER'S NAME (PRINT) SIGNATURE SUPERVISOR'S

DPSSP 3105 INITIALS
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A. PASSENGER CAR E. MOTORCYCLE I. SCHOOL BUS M. TRUCK WITH TRAILER(S) PAGE #
B. LT. TRUCK (PU., ETC)) F. PEDALCYCLE J. OTHER BUS N. FARM EQUIPMENT } | D‘ E
o ER S|

O O O IO o o L
o [T LTI T B ¥

w1 T ] imzrﬁmmmlH%ES?H%E%E?%%W
e | LT LTI T T e T T T
NiENNINENE NN AN NN EERN e

! N
I
cmy P e e L ... .SwWEe  zP Lm TRANSPORTED TO MEDICAL FACILITY }"‘-I

A YES C.UNKNOWN !

STATE  CLASS ENDORSEMENTS DRIVER'S LICENSE NUMBER B T T AMATION? BNO D.REFUSEDAD | |
T ] T "| I } R I T T N B B NAME OF -

i | ! } o i | | YES NO FACIUTY

I [ SO SNY IS RV 3N B ST | J_.. L H L

OWNER'S NAME (LAST,F! RST,MI OR COMPANY NAME) SAME AS DRIVER? F_ YES D NO

|
i

EEREN EHIHHIIIJHHi'lleR.mum.m Sain
PROOF OF INSURANGE? EYES DNO
]

STREET ADDRESS
NOTICE OF VIOLATION r—7 YES NO
ey  STATE 2P ISSUED? ] ]
OCCUPANT'S NAME (LAST,FIRST,MI) ‘ rou e el PP N B T R
L b T LTI P L
Lo |1 |
STREET ADDRESS . o .. TRANSPORTED TO MEDICAL FACILITY ~ NAME OF
AYES C. umm;)wu FACILITY
B.NO O.REFUSEDAID |___{ -
ciTY _ R .. SWATE o
¢ ] S 1 3
[t oo 8 AIRBAG OOCUPANT PROTECTION  INJURY
T i G A IR AR - EATIIN B A e . SYSTEM USED U YT
A - FRONT SEAT-LEFT SIDE J - SLEEPER SECTION OF CAB (TRUCK) A-NOT EJECTED A-NOT TRAPPED  |A- DEPLOYED A- NONE USED-VEHICLE A- FATAL
{(MOTORCYCLE DRIVER) K - PASSENGER IN OTHER ENCLOSED B-TOTALLY B- TRAPPED/EXTRI- | B-NOT DEPLOYED OCCUPANT B-INCAPACITATING/
B - FRONT SEAT-MIDDLE PASSENGER OR CARGO AREA EJECTED CATED C-NOT DEPLOYED- | B- SHOULDER BELT ONLY USED SEVERE
C - FRONT SEAT-RIGHT SIDE (NON-TRAILING UNIT) C- PARTIALLY C- TRAPPED/NOT /SWITCH OFF C-LAP BELT ONLY USED C-NON-
D - SECOND SEATLEFTSIDE L - PASSENGER IN OTHER UNENCLOSED EJECTED EXTRICATED D-NOT D- SHOULDER AND LAP BELT USED INCAPACITATING
(MOTORCYCLE PASSENGER) ~ PASSENGER OR CARGO AREA (NON- D- UNKNOWN D-UNKNOWN APPLICABLE E- CHILD SAFETY SEAT 1 MODERATE
E - SECOND SEAT-MIDDLE TRAILING UNTT) E- UNKNOWN IMPROPERLY USED D- POSSIBLE/
F - SECOND SEAT-RIGHT SIDE M -PASSENGER ON TRAIN OR STREET CAR | F- CHILD SAFETY SEAT USED COMPLAINT
G - THIRD ROW-LEFT SIDE N -TRAILING UNIT 1 G-HELMETS USED E- NO INJURY
(MOTORCYCLE PASSENGER) O -RIDING ON VEHICLE EXTERIOR (NON- H- RESTRAINT USE UNKNOWN
H - THIRD ROW-MIDDLE TRAILING UN) |
1 - THIRD ROW-RIGHT SIDE P -UNKNOWN |
I
. . INSURANCE VE-IICI.E #1 . . o INSURANCE VEHICLE # 2
INSURANCE CO, NAME (NOT AGENCY NAMB EFFECTIVE DATE INSURANCE CO, NAME (NOT AGENCY NAME) EFFECTIVE DATE
POLICY NUMBER EXPIRATION DATE POLICY NUMBER EXPIRATION DATE
AGENT'S NAME PHONE ¢ AGENT'S NAME PHONE #
( ) ( )
AGENT'S ADDRESS AGENT'S ADDRESS
TIME CALLED ARRIVED SCENE DEPARTED SCENE ARRIVED HOSPITAL | TIME CALLED ARRIVED SCENE
[! ‘ I‘] I l‘ RESGUE | |
t xmeuw«ce L _] | UNIT | i
AMBULANCE
SERVICE
FIRE
DEPARTMENT . _ . _ .. __ . ._._ -
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UNIFORM MOTOR VEH
CONTRIBUTING

WRITE APPROPRIATE LETTER IN BLOCK

o i COMPLTER : PAGE #

STATE'QF LOUISIANA T T Ty
GUE TRAFFIC CRASH REPORT | i =03
ACTORS AND CONDITIONS B - ;

i
!

; T
ROAD SURFACE ROADWAY LIGHTING ‘\ KIND OF LOCATION
CONDITIONS A. DAYLIGHT | PRIMARY FACTOR
(ONE PER COLUMN) B. DARK - NO STREET b )
A ggéﬂ;fc:g:“ LoERS LIGHTS A. MANUFACTURING OR INDUSTRIAL
B. G oul B. BUSINESS CONTINUOUS '
C. DARK - CONTINUOUS STREET
D C. HOLES LGHT G, BUSINESS, MIXED RESIDENTIAL | SECONDARY FAGTOR .
A. DRY A. CONCRETE | D. DEEP RUTS D. DARK - STREET LIGHT AT D. RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT A. VIOLATIONS
B. WET B. BLACK TOP} E. BUMPS INTERSECTION ONLY E. RESIDENTIAL SCATTERED B, MOVEMENT PRIOR TO CRASH
C. SNOW/SLUSH €. BRICK F. LOOSE SURFACE MATERIAL €. DUSK F. SCHOOL OR PLAYGROUND C. VISION OBSCUREMENTS
D. ICE D. GRAVEL G. CONSTRUCTION, REPAIR F DAWN G. OPEN COUNTRY D. CONDITION OF DRIVER
E CONTAMINANT E. DIRT H. OVERHEAD CLEARANCE LIMITED G. UNKNOWN H. OTHER E. VEHICLE CONDITIONS
BANDMUD, | E NGO || Pemmous oS 1z G. ROADWAY CONDITION
A A X . T .
F. UNKNOWN - K. FLOODING REASON | H. LIGHTING
G. OTHER v L ANIMAL IN ROADWAY VIOLATION - ,:335,“;:19 UL 1| v weamer
M. OBJECT IN ROADWAY A EXCEEDING STATED SPEED LIMIT J. TRAFFIC CONTROL
N. OTHER DEFECTS B, EXGEEDING SAFE SPEED LIMIT A. TO AVOID OTHER VEHICLE K. KIND OF LOGATION
TYPE OF ROADWAY . FAILURE TO YIELD B. TO AVOID PEDESTRIAN L. CONDITION OF PEDESTRIAN
D. FOLLOWING TOO CLOSELY C. TO AVOID ANIMAL M. PEDESTRIAN ACTIONS
WEATHER — E. DRIVING LEFT OF CENTER D. TO AVOID OTHER OBJECT
A. ONE-WAY ROAD [ l F. CUTTING IN, IMPROPER PASSING E. PASSING
B, TWO-WAY ROAD WITH NO PHYS- | & SLEAR | o rarumeTosiaNa F. VEHICLE OUT OF CONTROL,
ICAL SEPARATION B.CLOUDY ——} | 4. MADE WIDE RIGHT TURN NOT PASSING
g | c.ram 1.” CUT CORNER ON LEFT TURN G. VEHICLE OUT OF CONTROL, PASSING | AGCESS CONTROL.
C. TWO-WAY ROAD WITH A PHYSI M. FOR TRAFFIC CONTROL
CAL SEPARATION D. FOG/SMOKE J. TURNED FROM WRONG LANE RO T GONGESTION A NO CONTROL
D. TWO-WAY ROAD WiTH A prvsr | B SLEETHAIL K TR R PP oon J. DUE TO PRIOR CRASH (COLLISION)  { ' (UNLIMITED AGCESS TO
F. SNOW L. DISREGARDED TRAFFIC CONTROL {
CAL BARRIER K. DUE TO DRIVER CONDITION
- H.BLOWING SAND, SOIL,DIRT, SNOw | & P M. DUE TO VEHICLE CONDITION B. PARTIAL CONTROL
[ 1,1 J— 0. FAILED TO SET OUT FLAGS, FLARES {LIMITED ACCESS TO ROADWAY)
5 g?::g WN P FAILED TO DIM HEADLIGHTS N. UL 10 PAVEMENT CONDITION C. FULL CONTROL
: o ‘[’,:'I"‘}gfc%%'g?%%" 0. HIGH WIND (ONLY RAMP ENTRANCE & EXIT)
12 12 . CARELESS OFERATION P. NORMAL MOVEMENT D. UNKNOWN
VISION %‘3’{,’2{.’\,'2;‘ 3 GRRNOWN VIOLATIONS Q. REASON UNKNOWN £ OTHER ...
OBSCUREMENTS 3 g%‘ VIEgLATIONs .
A. NORMAL .
A. RAIN, SNOW, ETC. ON WINDSHIELD | g, INATTENTIVE OR DISTRACTED
B. WINDSHIELD OTHERWISE OBSCURED | ¢, PHYSICAL IMPAIRMENT (EYES, EAR, HARMFUL EVENTS VEH 1 VEH 2
C. VISION OBSCURED BY LOAD uMB) A. OVERTURNED N. IMPACT ATTENUATOR
D. TREES, BUSHES, ETC. D. ILLNESS B. FIRE/EXPLOSION ©. BRIDGE-PIER OR FIRST | FIRST i
E. BUILDING E- FATIGUED C. IMMERSION ABUTMENT HARMFUL | HARMFUL .
F. EMBANKMENT F. APPARENTLY ASLEEP/BLACKOUT 0. JACKKNIFE P. BRIDGE-PARAPET END EVENT i EVENT
G. SIGN BOARDS G. HAD BEEN DAINKING - IMPAIRED E. OTHER NONCOLLISION Q. BRIDGE-AAIL
H, HILLCREST H. HAD BEEN DRINKING - NOT IMPAIRED | F. PEDESTRIAN R. GUARDRAIL FACE MOST MOST
1. PARKED VEHICLES l. DRUG USE - IMPAIRED G. PEDALCYCLE S. GUARDRAIL END HARMFUL HARMFUL
J. MOVING VEHICLES J. DRUG USE - NOT IMPAIRED H. RAILWAY TRAIN T. MEDIAN BARRIER EVENT | EVENT
K. BLINDED BY HEADLIGHTS K. UNKNOWN 1. ANIMAL U. HIGHWAY TRAFFIC
L. BLINDED BY SUNGLARE L OTHER.... . 'fﬁ;m" ;Eg'g,r‘-s SIGN POST 2. CULVERT
M.DISTRACTED BY NEON LIGHTS IN IN TRAN V. OVERHEAD SIGN AA. CURB E
1.2 E. FENCE
FIELD OF VIEW VEHICLE LIGHTING =] ¥ m‘?’%‘;ﬁg‘%m OTHER SUPPORT 8B. EMBANKMENT  FF. TREE
N. UNKNOWN A HEADLIGHTS ON Ry w. L:‘mgggauanr CC. MAIL BOX GG UNKNOWN
0. NO OBSCUREMENTS B. HEADLIGHTS OFF A DD. DITCH #H. OTHER FIXED OBJECT.....
P, OTHER o DRYTIME RUNNING LIGHTS L. PARKED MOTORVEHICLE X UTIUTY POLE
* - M.OTHER OBJECT (NOT FIXED) Y. OTHER POLE
D. UNKNOWN
1 2
| movEMENT _1_ 2 VEHICLE ST TRAFFIC :
RELATION TO ALIGNMENT PRIOR : i NDITION } CONTROL
i !
ROADWAY j— Q glmg:;.tg/lgt . o TO CRASH tmdeed | A DEFECTIVE BRAKES mmed CONDITIONS
A ON ROADWAY X I /AT B. DEFECTIVE HEADLIGHTS A o
B. SHOULDER C. CURVE-LEVEL 5 :;%’::PEEEDDING STRAIGHT AHEAD | G- DEFECTIVE REAR LIGHTS & GonTRoLS oY FURCTIONNG
C. MEDIAN g‘ g:":s":A'aEEVES';:kIEGVg €0 C. TRAVELING WRONG WAY . DR Sy - HOHTS C. CONTROLS OBSCURED
R 3 - ) . LAN IN LEA
D. BEYOND SHOULDER - LEFT E ON GRADE.GURVE D. BACKING F DEFECTIVE STEERING o e UNC R
E. BEYOND SHOULDER - RIGHT : E. CROSSED MEDIAN INTO . TIRE FAILURE P
F. OFF ROADWAY G. HILLGREST-STRAIGHT OPPOSING LANE }. WORN OR SMOOTH TIRES T cNOW
G. GORE H. HILLCREST-CURVE F. GROSSED CENTER LINE INTO ). ENGINE FAILURE . N
H. UNKNOWN !, DIF, HUMP-STRAIGHT OPPOSING LANE J. DEFECTIVE SUSPENSION
I. OTHER .coovunn J. DIP, HUMP-CURVE G. RAN OFF ROAD (NOT WHILE K. NO DEFECTS OBSERVED
K. UNKNOWN MAKING TURN AT INTERSECTION) | L UNKNOWN DEFECTS
L OTHER H.C} LANES ON M. OTHER
MULTI-LANE ROAD
I MAKING LEFT TURN ALCOHOL/DRUG INVOLVEMENT
J. MAKING RIGHT TURN
2 K. STOPPED PREPARING TO, #1 #2
A OR MAKING U-TURN : ——
TRAFFIC CONTROL L. MAKING TURN, DIRECTION 1 i
UNKNOWN ALCOHOL/DRUGS PRESENT. ]
—~ L.-11 M,STOPPED, PREPARING TO A NEITHER ALCOHOL OR DRUGS PRESENT
A. STOP SIGN N. RR CROSSING, NO CONTROL TURN LEFT B. YES (ALCOHOL PRESENT)
8. YIELD SIGN 0. WARNING SIGN (SCHOOL, ETC)) N. STOPPED PREPARING TO C. YES (DRUGS PRESENT)
C. RED SIGNAL ON P SCHOOL FLASHING SPEED SIGN TURN RIGHT D. YES (ALCOHOL AND DRUGS PRESENT)
D. YELLOW SIGNAL ON Q. YELLOW NO PASSING LINE 0. SLOWING TO MAKE LEFT TURN E. NOT REPORTED
E. GREEN SIGNAL ON R. WHITE DASHED LINE P. SLOWING TO MAKE RIGHT F. UNKNOWN
F. GREEN TURN ARROW ON S. YELLOW DASHED LINE TURN
G. RIGHT TURN ON RED T. BIKE LANE Q. SLOWING TO STOP o
H. LIGHT PHASE UNKNOWN U. CROSSWALK B O neucen A O er s
I FLASHING YELLOW V. NO CONTROL ] .
. UNKNOWN T. ENTERING TRAFFIC FROM 8. NO TEST GIVEN | (- "
J. FLASHING RED W. UNKNO! ! | -t
SHOULDER C.TEST GIVEN, RESULTS PENDING | | ! b
gy *. OTHER U. ENTERING TRAFFIC FROM D. TEST GIVEN, BAG L T
L. RRA CROSSING, SIGN g E UNKNOWN T -
M. y MEDIAN s
RR CROSSING,SIGNAL V. ENTERING TRAFFIC FROM ; |
PARKING LANE N i |
W. ENTERING TRAFFIC FROM .
PRIVATE LANE . TEST GIVEN, RESULTS PENDING
x. g“mf FREEWAY FROM C. DRUGS REPORTED (SPECTFY)
Y. LENAVING FREEWAY VIA D- UNKNOWN
OFF RAMP SUSPECTED DRUGS
Z. OTHER OR UNKNOWN
DPSSP 3106 INVESTIGATING OFFICER'S INITIALS .. ... -
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OFFICER’S NARRATIVE: DESCRIBE ANY UNUSUAL CIRCUMSTANCES ASSOCIATED WITH CRASH, INGLUDING OFFICER'S OBSERVATIONS AND OPINIONS. PAGE #
INCLUDE WITNESS NAMES, ADDRESSES, PHONE NUMBERS, ETC. |t
IF NECESSARY, INDICATE DAMAGE TO PRIVATE PROPERTY (WITH OWNER'S NAME & ADDRESS) AT THE END OF THE NARRATIVE. l D Li

REFER TO EACH BY VEHICLE NUMBER

RIGHT ANGLE |  LEFT TURN " | MANNER OF
‘ t"l COLLISION
p=—=p V|E
NORTH
VEH DIRECTION BEFORE CRASH FINAL LOCATION [DISTANCE TRAVELED! __SPEED SKIDMARK |
HEADED ON STREET, HIGHWAY OR DRIVE OF VEHICLES AFTER IMPACT EST. POSTED FR FL RR AL
NE T - -
1 sSwW
2 NE R e
sw : !
i L
DAMAGE TO VEHICLE 1 DAMAGE TO VEHICLE 2 OIATIONNO v, TS ORORD.NO
AREA DAMAGED EXTENT OF DEFORMITY AREA DAMAGED EXTENT OF DEFORMITY 1 2
c\ne A NONE c\n: R A NONE oo
B | F B- VERY MINOR Y i _F B- VERY MINOR
A ! o 15T 18T ¢. sior A—\/—°1ST S 18T non oo
e - MwoRmGDETE T T 0- MioRoDETATE .
N- UNDER- . MODERATE N- UNDER- ; 3
carruae X V0 2ND 2ND ¢. pooeraressevere|  cammmge K 9 1 2ND ©AND oerarersevere
o- ToTAL 6- SEVERE o- TOTAL R T G- SEVERE 0o
P- OTHER M- VERY SEVERE P- OTHER o H- VERY SEVERE
Q- NONE 3RD 3RD | unknowN - NONE 3RD i RD " aknown
R- UNKNOWN R UNKNOWN Do
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PAGE #

VEHICLE ; -
\N SUPPLEMENT
PEDESTRIAN
] A. PASSENGER CAR E. MOTORCYCLE 1. SCHOOL BUS M. TRUCK WITH TRAILER(S)
VEHICLE # B. LT. TRUCK (PU., ETC)) F. PEDALCYCLE J. OTHER BUS N. FARM EQUIPMENT
- . C. VAN G. OFF-AOAD VEHICLE K. MOTOR HOME 0. OTHER
) D. A, B, OR C WITH TRAILER  H. EMERGENCY VEHICLE L. SINGLE UNIT TRUCK
YEAR MAKE MODEL #DOORS #AxLES #TIRES
vIN.. VEHICLE ‘B\'.Yl‘?Cs) REMOVED
TOWED C. LEFT AT SCENE
REASON TOWED
rYEAR STATE NUMBER TYPE A eI DAMAGE
LICENSE ' 8. DRIVER ARRESTED
PLATR | C. INSURANCE VIOLATION
D. OTHER
YEAR MAKE TYPE YEAR STATE NUMBER
TRAILER | LICENSE .
DESCRIPTION PLATE |
DRIVER'S NAME (LAST,FIRST,M1) DATR OF
{
osl. WEC- mel gm0
TON  TION :7‘:: aaa p::v SEX  mcE AL WURY
STREET ADDRESS TELEPHONE # ‘
oy STATE P TRANSPORTED TO MEDICAL FACILITY
INSTRUCTED TO A.YES C.UNKNOWN
STATE CLASS ENDORSEMENTS DRIVER'S LICENSE NUMBER EXCHANGE INFORMATION? B.NO D.REFUSED AID
: NAME OF
YES NO FACIITY
OWNER'S NAME (LAST,FIRST,MI OR COMPANY NAME) ) L
: SAME AS DRIVER? YES NO
SR-10 FURNISHED? YES NO
YES NO
STREET-ADDRESS PROOF OF INSURANCE?
NOTICE OF VIOLATION YES NO
[~1a'¢ STATE P OTcE oF
" S L
OCCUPANT'S NAME (LAST,FIRSTMi) rou s b - B e s
Lt ]
TRANSPORTED TO MEDICAL FACILITY NAME OF
STREET ADDRESS A YES C.UNKNOWN FACILITY
B.NO D. REFUSED AID -
cry STATE 2P
PEDESTRIAN'S NAME (LASTFIRST.M)) N TRANSPORTED TO MEDICAL FACILITY
AYES C.UNKNOWN
B.NO 0. REFUSED AID
NAME OF
FACILITY
STREET ADDRESS TELEPHONE #
ciTY STATE pald
LIGHT DARK LIGHT  DARK SEX  RACE AGE INJURY CODE
UPPER BODY LOWER BODY
CLOTHING CLOTHING

SEATING POSITION

TRAPPED OR

AIRBAG

. L ‘ EIECTON | pamcarep | ARBAS "EVSTEM USED . MRY
A-froT :gg LEFT S0E ;i( SLEEPEI:i ::ﬁ:«lgﬁ::a che, (Lfgggo A-NOTEJECTED  A-NOT TRAPPED " ADEPLOYED  A-NONE USED-VEHICLE " A-FATAL
; PASSEN B-TOTALLY EJECTED B-TRAPPEO/EXTRI- B-NOT OCCUPANT B-INCAPACITA-
:' mg:‘r 3332'335. " mﬁ"ﬁﬂ,ﬁ;‘m‘m AREA C-PARTIALLY CATED DEPLOYED - B-SHOULDER BELT ONLY USED  TING/SEVERE
oo RGHTSIDE | PASSENGERINOTHERUNENCLogeD  EJECTED G-TRAPPED/NOT  C-NOT DEPLOY-  C-LAP BELT ONLY USED C-NON-INCAPA-
B VOLE PiGSiNGER)  PABSENGER OR CARGO AREA(NON-  D-UNKNOWN EXTRICATED ED/SWITCH D-SHOULDER AND LAP BELT CITATING/
. €~ SECOND SEAT-MIDOLE TRAILING UNFT) D-UNKNOWN OFF USED MODERATE
£ sicowD SEALAIGHTSiDE  M-PASSENGER ON TRAIN OR STREETCAR D-NOT E- CHILD SAFETY SEAT D-POSSIBLE/
TR ROW-LEFT SIDE N- TRAILING UNIT APPLICABLE IMPROPERLY USED COMPLAINT
(MOTORCYGLE PASSENGER) O- RIDING ON VEHICLE EXTERIOR (NON- E- UNKNOWN F- CHILD SAFETY SEAT USED E-NO INJURY
H - THIRD ROW-MIDDLE o wg‘%’"m G-HELMETS USED
I - THIRD ROW-RIGHT SIDE - U H-RESTRAINT USE UNKNOWN
DPSSP 3107 INVESTIGATING OFFICER'S INITIALS

f
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CONTRIBUTING FACTORS AND CONDITIONS

WRITE APPROPRIATE LETTER IN BLOCK

PAGE ¢

VISION

OBSCUREMENTS ]

A. RAIN, SNOW, ETC. ON WINDSHIELD

8. WINDSHIELD OTHERWISE
OBSCURED

C. VISION OBSCURED BY LOAD

D. TREES, BUSHES, ETC.

E. BUILDING

F. EMBANKMENT

G. SIGN BOARDS

H. HILLCREST

|. PARKED VEHICLES

J. MOVING VEHICLES

K. BLINDED BY HEADLIGHTS

L. BLINDED BY SUNGLARE

M.DISTRACTED BY NEON LIGHTS IN
FIELD OF VIEW

N. UNKNOWN

0.NO OBSCUREMENTS

P. OTHER

OTHER....

MULTI-LANE ROAD

VEHICLE LIGHTING
A. HEADLIGHTS ON

B. HEADLIGHTS OFF

C. DAYTIME RUNNING LIGHTS

MAKING LEFT TURN
MAKING RIGHT TURN

. STOPPED PREPARING TO,
OR MAKING U-TURN
MAKING TURN, DIRECTION

F

r

D P
| TRAFFIC '
CONDITION OF MOVEMENT | | ConSLE CONTROL
DRIVER - P:':'OF;H CONDITIONS
A. DEFECTIVE BRAKES

AND PEDESTRIANS TO CRA B. DEFECTIVE HEADLIGHTS A. CONTROLS FUNCTIONING
A. NORMAL A. STOPPED C. DEFECTIVE REAR LIGHTS B. CONTROLS NOT FUNCTIONING
8. INATTENTIVE OR DISTRACTED 8. PROCEEDING STRAIGHT AHEAD D. DEFECTIVE SIGNAL LIGHTS C. CONTROLS OBSCURED
C. PHYSICAL IMPAIRMENT (EYES, EAR, C. TRAVELING WRONG WAY E. ALL LIGHTS OUT D. LANE MARKING UNCLEAR
o s D. BACKING F. DEFECTIVE STEERING OR DEFECTIVE
& EATIGUED E. CROSSED MEDIAN INTO G. TIRE FAILURE E. NO CONTROLS
F. APPARENTLY ASLEEP/BLACKOUT OPPOSING LANE H. WORN OR SMOOTH TIRES F. CONDITION UNKNOWN
G. HAD BEEN DRINKING - IMPAIRED F. CROSSED CENTER LINE INTO 1. ENGINE FAILURE
H. HAD BEEN DRINKING - IMPAIRED - NOT OPPOSING LANE J. DEFECTIVE SUSPENSION

IMPAIRED G. RAN OFF ROAD (NOT WHILE K. NO DEFECTS OBSERVED
I. DRUG USE - IMPAIRED MAKING TURN AT INTERSEC- L. UNKNOWN DEFECTS
J. DRUG USE - NOT IMPAIRED TION} M. OTHER ..
K. UNKNOWN H. CHANGING LANES ON
L

ALCOHOL/DRUG INVOLVEMENT
VEHICLE

Hl

PEDESTRIAT

[]

UNKNOWN
0. UXHNOWN M. STOPPED, ING TO ALCOHOL/DRUGS PRESENT
- TURN LEFT A. NEITHER ALCOHOL OR DRUGS PRESENT
VIOLATION [ REASON FOR N. %gzpaslg :?EPAHING TO g. zsg ES;%%’;E::-RI:;E:%NH
A, EXCEEDING STATED SPEED LIMIT MOVEMENT ©O. SLOWING TO MAKE LEFT TURN | D. YES (ALCOHOL AND DRUGS PRESENT)
B, EXCEEDING SAFE SPEED LIMIT A, TO AVOID OTHER VEHICLE P. SLOWING TO MAKE RIGHT E. NOT REPORTED
C. FAILURE TO YiELD B. TO AVOID PEDESTRIAN TURN F. UNKNOWN
D. FOLLOWING TOO CLOSELY C. TO AVOID ANIMAL Q. SLOWING TO STOP
E. DRIVING LEFT OF CENTER D. TO AVOID OTHER OBJECT R. PROPERLY PARKED D
F. CUTTING IN, IMPROPER PASSING E. PASSING S. PARKING MANEUVER ALGOHOL
G. FAILURE TO SIGNAL F, VEHICLE OUT OF CONTROL, T. ENTERING TRAFFIC FROM A, TEST REFUSED
H. MADE WIDE RIGHT TURN NOT PASSING SHOULDER & NO TEST GIVEN
L. CUT CORNER ON LEFT TURN G. VEHICLE OUT OF CONTROL, PASSING U. ENTERING TRAFFIC FROM C. TEST GIVEN, RESULTS PENDING L [ l ]
J. TURNED FROM WRONG LANE H. FOR TRAFFIC CONTROL MEDIAN D. TEST GIVEN, Bag . g% - o
K. OTHER IMPROPER TURNING 1. DUE TO CONGESTION V. ENTERING TRAFFIC FROM £ UNKNOWN 9%
L. DISREGARDED TRAFFIC CONTROL J. DUE TO PRIOR CRASH (COLLISION) PARKING LANE g
M.IMPROPER STARTING K. DUE TO DRIVER CONDITION W. ENTERING TRAFFIC FROM
N. IMPROPER PARKING L. DUE TO DRIVER VIOLATION PRIVATE LANE .
©O. FAILED TO SET OUT FLAGS, M. DUE TO VEHICLE CONDITION X. Er;r::ms FREEWAY FROM :RT&EGSST o
FLARES (FAILURE) ON RAMP
P. FAILED TO DIM HEADLIGHTS N. DUE TO PAVEMENT CONDITION Y. LEAVING FREEWAY VIA B. TEST GIVEN, RESULTS PENDING
Q. VEHICLE CONDITION 0. HIGH WIND OFF RAMP C. DRUGS REPORTED {SPECIFY)
R. DRIVER CONDITION P. NORMAL MOVEMENT 2. OTHER OR UNKNOWN D. UNKNOWN
S. CARELESS OPERATION Q. REASON UNKNOWN
T. UNKNOWN VIOLATIONS A. OTHER SUSPECTED DRUGS
U. NO VIOLATIONS
V. OTHER
HARMFUL EVENTS VEHICLE
TRAFFIC CONTROL : A. OVERTURNED M.OTHER OBJECT (NOT FIXED) x. uTILITY POLE

B. FIRE/EXPLOSION

N. IMPACT ATTENUATOR Y. OTHER POLE

FIRST
HARMFUL
EVENT

A. STOP SIGN M.RR CROSSING,SIGNAL C. IMMERSION 0. BRIDGE-PIER OR Z. CULVERT
B. YIELD SIGN N. RR CROSSING, NO CONTROL. D. JACKKNIFE ABUTMENT AA. CURB
C. RED SIGNAL ON O.WARNING SIGN (SCHOOL, ETC,) E. OTHER NONCOLLISION P. BRIDGE-PARAPET END BB. EMBANKMENT MoOST
D. YELLOW SIGNAL ON P. SCHOOL FLASHING SPEED SIGN F. PEDESTRIAN Q. BRIDGE-RAIL CC. MAIL BOX HARMFUL
E. GREEN SIGNAL ON Q. YELLOW NO PASSING LINE G. PEDALCYCLE R. GUARDRAIL FACE DD, BITCH EVENT
F. GREEN TURN ARROW ON  R. WHITE DASHED LINE H. RAILWAY TRAIN S. GUARDRAIL END EE. FENCE
G. RIGHT TURN ON RED S. YELLOW DASHED LINE 1. ANIMAL T. MEDIAN BARRIER FF. TREE
H.LIGHT PHASE UNKNOWN T, BIKE LANE J. MOTOR VEHICLE U. HIGHWAY TRAFFIC GG. UNKNOWN
I. FLASHING YELLOW U. CROSSWALK IN TRANSPORT SIGN POST HH. OTHER FIXED OBJECT
J. FLASHING RED V. NO CONTROL K. MOTOR VEHICLE V. OVERHEAD SIGN
K. OFFICER, WATCHMAN W.UNKNOWN IN TRANSPORT IN OTHER SUPPORT
L. RR CROSSING, SIGN X. OTHER ...... ROADWAY W.LUMINAIRE/LIGHT
L. PARKED MOTOR VEHICLE SUPPORT
=
PEDESTRIAN ACTIONS [_ J CITATION NO.  VEM. PED. R.S.OR ORD. NO.
A. CROSSING, ENTERING ROAD H. PUSHING, WORKINGON ™~
AT INTERSECTION VEHICLE IN ROAD a
B. CROSSING, ENTERING OTHER WORKING IN
ROAD NOT AT INTERSECTION ROADWAY 00
C. WALKING IN ROAD - WITH J. PLAYING IN ROADWAY
TRAFFIC K. NOT IN ROADWAY OR oo
D. WALKING IN ROAD - AGAINST UNKNOWN
TRAFFIC L. NOT APPLICABLE
E. SLEEPING IN ROADWAY M. OTHER IN ROADWAY oo
F. STANDING IN ROADWAY
G. GETTING ON OR OFF OTHER oa
VEHICLE
DIRECTION BEFORE CRAS FINAL LOCATION [DISTANCE TRAVELED _SKIDMARK
HEADED ON STREET OR HIGHWAY OR DRIVE OF VEHICLES AFTER IMPACT EST. POSTED FR FL AR AL
N E P
S L
Ld L .
Eres AWCYPT T
DAMAGE TO THIS VEHICLE b ]
AREA DAMAGED EXTENT OF DEFORMITY INSURANCE CO, NAME (NOT AGENCY NAME) EFFECTIVE DATE
¢ be | R A- NONE
. t B- VERY MINOR POLICY NUMBER EXPIRATION DATE
AB\\ ¥ ol 15T | . C- MINOR
- ~ i ] D- MINOR/MODERATE
N-UNDER-Y7/ | I TH o & MODERATE AGENT'S NAME PHONE #
o gg_mme K R F- MODERATE/SEVERE
P- OTHER | G- SEVERE AGENT'S ADDRESS
Q- NONE | _|aRD HVERY SEveRE
R- UNKNOWN o I-UNKNOWN
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RAFFIC CRASH REPORT COMPUTER NUMBER PAGE #

ANT SUPPLEMENT :—r[ | || \JJ' L

UNIFORM MOTOR VEH!
ADDITIONAL O

VEH # OCGCUPANT'S NAME (LASTFIRSTMI)

TRAPF [ |

COCTT LT

oc8
ros. (e o | MR | sear | sex | Aace ace [many
s

TRANSPORTED TO MEDICAL FACILITY ™}

STREET ADDRESS
A.YES C.UNKNOWN j |
B.NO D.REFUSEDAID |__i waveoF
oY . STATE . 2P ... FAGILITY S
" LA
VEH # OCCUPANT'S NAME (LASTFIRSTM() eos luueo- g | A0 | oot | e (e | aor [

I NENENEN

 —

STREET ADDRESS

cITY

\!!IletW\\\!ler“ . |

TRANSPORTED TO MEDICAL FACILITY {""
A.YES C.UNKNOWN |
8.NO D.REFUSEDAID ... __

STATE ZiP . FACILITY

VEH # OCCUPANT'S NAME (LASTFIRSTM))

SEX | RACE AGE NURY

(O

ENNEERENERENENEE S e e e nnnE

TRANSPORTED TO MEDICAL FACILITY i~ ™7

STREET ADDRESS i
—— A.YES C.UNKNOWN
B.NO D.REFUSEDAID L. . __ NAME OF
cy _ STATE P ) FACLTY
'S NAME (LAST,FIRST,M| piva)
ﬁ“ﬁﬁerTVHllllilHl\\I\leﬁ%mﬁmm"‘
STREET ADDRESS TRANSPORTED TO MEDIGAL FACLITY ~=1
: A_YES C.UNKNOWN : ;
B.NC D.REFUSEDAID L. _. NAME OF
CrY STATE ziP . ) FACILITY
CUPANT'S NAME (LASTFIRST.M +iAPT
ﬂﬁmTI\TWleilkilHll\\lleﬁmx§ww”
STREET ADDRESS TRANSPORTED TO MEDICAL FAGILITY —— B
A.YES C.UNKNOWN |
B.NO D.REFUSEDAID I_... NAME OF
(o) A 2N e STATE zP FACLTY
CcC 8 NAME (LAST,FIRSTM ; b
fTﬁfﬁ7ﬁ7f||H|}g|]H|\[|]Hmﬁ%$§”“”
STREET ADDRESS TRANSPORTED TO MEDICAL FACILITY ™7
A.YES C.UNKNOWN ! l
B.NO O.REFUSEDAID :. ... NAME OF
CTY R STATE WP o FAGILITY _
VEH # OCCUPANT’'S NAME (LAST,FIRSTMI) [— ] o5
L L L LT LT T T T T T TEFERE S
I
STREET ADDRESS TRANSPORTED TO MEDICAL FACILITY ™™™ h
A.YES C.UNKNOWN ‘
B.NO D.REFUSEDAID |__. 1 NamEOF
cIry . _ STATE P , FACILITY
VEH # OCCUPANT’S NAME (LASTFIRSTMI e =
L P, ( } o m‘ﬁ‘ g": n?a :v:v X | RACE act ey

T T L LT LT T T

STREET ADDRESS
Ty

DPSSP 3108
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TRANSPORTED TO MEDICAL FACILITY =]
AYES C.UNKNOWN |
B.NO D.REFUSEDAID !. .| waueor

STATE 2P . FACILITY
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- L O COMPUTER NUMBER PAGE #
‘ b o (LI~

VEHIGLE NO. LLJ UNIFORM TRUCK/BUE{CRASH SUPPLEMENT

WHEN TO USE THIS FORM: ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS BELOW DETERMINE USE. DID THIS CRASH RESULT IN —
DID THIS CRASH INVOLVE — I:] D
3. PERSON(S) FATALLY INJURED? YES NO
1. ACOMMERGIAL TRUCK WITH AT LEAST 2 AXLES, 6 TIRES OR D D
HAZ MAT PLACARD? YES NO

4, INJURED PERSON(S) TAKEN AWAY FOR MEDICAL ATTENTION? [] YES D NO

2. A BUS WITH SEATS FOR 16 OR MORE PERSONS, INCLUDING DRIVER? D YES |:| NO D ves D NO

5. VEHICLE(S) TOWED DUE TO DAMAGE?

STOP. IF RESPONSE TO BOTH QUESTIONS IS "NO.” DO NOT FILL OUT FORM. IF STOP. IF RESPONSE TO 3,4, AND § IS “NO," DO NOT GOMPLETE THIS FORM. IF RESPONSE
RESPONSE IS “YES" TO 1 OR 2, PROCEED TQ QUESTION 3. IS “YES" TO 3, 4, OR 5, PLEASE COMPLETE THIS FORM.
: SCRENNING WEORMATIONE 7
NUMBER OF QUALIFYING VEHICLES INVOLVED: NUMBER OF PERSONS: Dj
TRUCKS WITH 2 OR MORE AXLES, 6 OR MORE TIRES SUSTAINING FATAL INJURIES
OR A HAZ MAT PLACARD ED l___D
BUSES DESIGNED TO CARRY 16 OR MORE PERSONS TRANSPORTED FOR IMMEDIATE MEDICAL TREATMENT
ED
SR I S ——————————— I I
%‘ J VEHICLE CONFIGURATION
—|' s |* |7 e " e ¢ v 7 B
BUS TRUCK/ TRAILER TRACTOR/DOUBLES BUS FLATBED AUTO TRANSPORTER
: uly ° d 5 gy 2 Wl 5 W s gy
INGLE UNIT TRUCK, 2 AXLES, 6 TIRES TRUCK/TRACTOR LOG TRUCK VAN/ENCLOSED BOX DUMP TRUCK 106 TRUCK
9
s QN gm0 ; G0 ol gm0
SINGLE UNIT TRUCK, 3 OR MORE AXLES TRACTOR/SEMI-TRAILER OTHER HEAVY YRUCK CARGO TANK CONCRETE MIXER GARBAGE/REFUSE| OTHER

GROSS VEHICLE WEIGHT RATING (GVWR) TRANSPORTING HAZARDOUS

R [ Jves [Jwo owss Lo Jowo LI 1]

TRUCK, TRACTOR

ORBUS HAZARDOUS MATERIAL D I:I D [D:D

TRAILER OR ‘ i I l ‘ I l I RELEASED FROM CONTAINER? YES NO  OLASS ID NO.

s (o O e () o CLLT]
NO  CLASS IDNO.

|j HAZARDOUS MATERIAL PLACARD?
TOTAL NO. OF AXLES (INCl_ TRAILERS)

mwmqﬁi i

SOURCE:
1. SHIPPING PAPERS 3. DRIVER Ij

NAME: I l I

HEN I | e
soeess: | | | | [ [[T]] [T
o ([ | [T [T []] [ LI T T T Jomel T Jar[ 1] T 1]
Sﬁﬁﬁ'ﬁ'ﬁal ] | |_| II |—‘ | IDENTIFICATION NUMBERS: NONE =0 D

. Beae T T T T T TIT1] swel L]
I T I T T I C I I ) w (I IITITI

SEE VEHICLE CRASH REPORT FOR ADDITIONAL DRIVER INFORMATION o | ] [ ] | ] ] | [ | |
SEQUENCE OF EVENTS (FOR THIS VEHICLE) i
EVENT #1 EVENT #2 fv_gjr 0 'EE'IT wa | COMMENTS:
A. RAN OFF ROAD G. SEPARATION OF L. TRAIN
B. JACKKNIFED UNITS M. PEDALCYCLE
C. OVERTURNED OR H. OTHER N. ANIM,
ROI‘;‘II.OVER COLLISION INVOLVING [o} FIXED OBJECT
o ESNKM%(L \. PEDESTRIAN P OTHER
E. CARGO LOSS OR J. MOTOR VEHICLE IN
SHIFE TRANSPORT
F. EXPLOSION OR FIRE K. PARKED VEHICLE
DPSSP 3109 INVESTIGATING OFFICER'S INITIALS
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COMPUTER NUMBER PAGE #

(TTTTTT]-00d
[ il

OFFICER'S NARRATIVE: DESCRIBE ANY UNUSUAL CIRCUMSTANCES ASSOCIATED WITH CRASH, INCLUDING OFFICER'S OBSERVATIONS AND OPINIONS.
INCLUDE WITNESS NAMES, ADDRESSES, PHONE NUMBERS, ETC.
IF NECESSARY, INDICATE DAMAGE TO PRIVATE PROPERTY (WITH OWNER'S NAME & ADDRESS) AT THE END OF THE NARRATIVE.
REFER TO EACH BY VEHICLE NUMBER

DPSSP 3110 INVESTIGATING OFFICER’S INITIALS_
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@UISIANA COMPUTEA NUMBER PAGE #
2ol e I !
RAFFIC CRASHREPORT | | | | | | | 1= VL B

STAT)
UNIFORM MOTOR VEH

,!V'E GRID l,i;'; P

Q

INVESTIGATING OFFICER'S INITIALS
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i S T A PAGE #

STAT A

UNIFORM MOTOR VEH
DRIVER/WITNESS!

RAFFIC CRASH REPORT
UNTARY STATEMENT

DATE TIME____PLACE
l, AM YEARS OF AGE,
MY ADDRESS IS
AND MY TELEPHONE NUMBER IS ( ) -

THE ABOVE STATEMENT, TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE, IS A TRUE AND CORRECT
ACCOUNT OF MY RECOLLECTION IN THE ABOVE DESCRIBED MOTOR VEHICLE CRASH

SIGNED:

OFFICER TAKING STATEMENT:

SIGNATURE:

INVESTIGATING OFFICER'S INITIALS
DPSSP 3111

MMUCC Case Study 59 State of Louisiana



AALHOAD TRAN STAPE OF LOUISIANA COMPUTER NUMBER PAGE #
UNIFORM RAILROAD G .":._’cnossme CRASHSUPPLEMENT[ ] { | ! I [ ]'; |
STREET CAR S
DOT CROSSING NUMBER l
, l I l , [ TT COMPANY OPERATING RR TRAIN OR STREET CAR
e esencseen [T T[T "1

L]
s D:] v cmy STATE 2P
Imgspsmm DYESDNO COMPANY OWNING TRACKS ' , -

Sssna [] e [ ree LELT TP P I TTT]

A. RUBBER MAT ESTIMATED SPEED

STREET ADDRESS

SURFACE B, ASPHALT OF TRAIN BEFORE STREET ADDRESS
C. WOOD BRAKING — I —
D. CONCRETE

D E. GRAVEL
F. OTHER MPH. cITY STATE zip

ENGINEER'S NAME (LAST, FIRST, MI)

DATE OF T T
T ] BIRTH L o]
I .. N o
STREET ADDRESS !
" I
em STATE ___ 2P TRANSPORTED TO MEDICAL FACILITY [——
| A YES C, UNKNOWNR i
ENGINEER'S CERTIFICATION NO B.NO D.REFUSEDAD |
NAME OF
HNERRNERRERN e
CONDUCTOR'S NAME (LAST, FIRST, M))
H T I - DATE OF — T
HEEEEREEENEEENEEREE RN
L | S B -
e Tom o v e e
STREET ADORESS —— i
BRREEREE
eIy STATE P TRANSPORTED TO MEDICAL FACILITY ——
: R R t A YES C.UNKNOWN
B.NO D. REFUSED AD
NAME OF
FACILTY
MARK ALL APPLICABLE BOXES
FLASHING LIGHTS/ [~ FLASHING LIGHTS/ —
WARNING DEVICES DCROSSBUCK BELL ) BELU/GATE - HIGHWAY USER.............. D
; A STALLED ON CROSSING
ADVANCE PAVEMENT ACTIVE ADVANCED ——~
WARNING DEVICE SIGN MARKINGS | WARNING v 8. STOPPED ON CROSSING
| OTHER
C. MOVING OVER CROSSING
ACTIVE WARNING DEVICES LIGHTS BELL GATES —
FUNCTIONAL Dﬁusnmc Dnmems | oown I omEn B. TRAPPED ON CROSSING
TRAIN
MAKE TYPE o o LEADENGINE®
DISTANCE MiLES []
TRAVELED
SERIAL NUMBER NO. OF ENGINES NO.OF CARS AFTER IMPACT . Feer [J
HEADLIGHT DITCH HORN — —_— BELL — —_
FUNCTIONAL? YES D"o UGHTS FUNCTIONAL? D"Es D“° FUNGTIONAL? | YES NO  ruNcTIONAL? YES _No
N ! —_
EVENT DATA _ —
RECORDER YES No  DATA RECORDER B GCSULTS Mlyes | iwo
EQUIPPED? [ P
SIDE IMPACT
YES NO
NO. OF CARS FROM LEAD ENGINE TYPE RAILCAR STRUCK o RAILCAR NUMBER o
} DOT PLACARD # ’
HAZARDOUS CAR LEAKING? | -
st [ (= (L1 S O O = O
—_ INVESTIGATING OFFICER'S INITIALS
DPSSP 3112 -
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DMV-PS Accident Report Number STATE OF N EVADA INVESTIGATING AGENCY REPORT NUMBER
1
TRAFFIC ACCIDENT REPORT EX
Bate of Accdent Time of Acckent (24 Hry Dayol Week | Date of Call Time of Call (24 Hr.) Time Of Arrival (24 Hr) Accdent Severfty Measurements Taken In
2
O propety T Iniury {1 Fatal Qus O Metric
Miles: City or Town County GPS Location 1 Divided
3 O~N Os O OW of Check If in City or Town Lat. Lon. 2 Undivided
On Street, Road, or Highway Ramp Descriptor [ Feet Marker No. of Lanes
3 I veersdN Os DO Ow
At Intersection of " Of Intersection With
Feet Miles
or a Meters D Kitometers / [ N =] s =] E a w
Acc. - 3 -
S T ORIVER OBCveLST  [IPECESTRIN |l Ziwthm V- 0 DRIVER OmcveLsT  CIPEDESTRAN | M. Sovee,
Vehicle Traveling {Nerth [Zouth Basl [West At{Estmph} | Posted inLane | Vehicle Traveling [North [South (Bast [¥yest At (Estmph) | Posted Intane |V1/34
Vvi/6
Driver Name (exactly as printed on license) Driver Name (exactly as printed on license) Vi35
vi7
"Address (Include Number and Street) "Address (Include Number and Street) VT
v2/8
City or Town State  Zip Code City or Town State  Zip Code
V17137
v2/9
Date of Birth License Number State of License | Unticensed | Reccomend | Date of Bith License Number State of License | Unlicensed | Reccomend
Ba.ovam O Ro.avam  Fomg
vaio Name (exactly as printed on Registration) Check if Same as Driver Company Owned | Name (exactly as psnted on Registration} Check if Same as Driver Company Owned
V2739
Address (Include Number and Street) Address (Include Number and Street)
1 V2/40
Chty or Town State  Zip Code City or Town State  Zip Code
[12 Insured by (Check if NOT Insured) Palicy No. Insured by (Check if NOT Insured) Policy No.
Plate Number State of Reg. | Vehicle Year & Make Veh. Color | Insurance Effective Dates Plate Number State of Reg. | Vehicle Year & Make Veh, Color [ Insurance Effective Dates
173
Vehicle dentification Number Vehicle Identification Number
[J 1 Venhicle Dawager y Vehicle Damager
Impact Impact
~ [ BAC Test Aicohol Results Drig Results T 0 13teed BAC Test ‘Alcohol Results Drug Results PiAZ
" /]:]z O 14Root /Elz O 14 Root
02 DO 15Tk 1 Cla O 15Tuue
[ 16Undercaringe LT Endorsements No. of Occup. ~— O 18 Undecarisge  'DLT: Endorsements. No. of Occup. i
DO« O 7owum we g E,“mb"c G4 O 7owtm we s E“""c P23
T3 [ 18Windshieid ,.,E‘f'_"!, \ [0 18 Windshield
\ {J 19Fie Vehicle Removed By Vehicle Removed To 0 1ofue Vehicle Removed By Vehicle Removed To
Oe'Os 0O 20 Tesier O 20 Traier
FS Traiing Unk License | State of Reg. [ Year & Make Vehicie identification Number Traiing Unit License | State of Reg. | Year & Make Vehicle kientification Number Vi
Registered Owner (Check if Company Owned) Color Registered Owner {Check f Company Owned) Color _——l
7 V2/45
No. | Velaor Name (Check A Amested) levada tatute NOC Code Charge Chation Number
D Viias
18 No. | Violator Name (Check If Arrested) Nevada Revised Statute NOC Code Charge Citation Number
V247
oad Wi
Witnesses (Name, Address, City, State, Zip) Traveled Portion Feet
® Meters 71745
Feet
Paved Shoulder Meters
Feet [
20 Totat Meters | V249
Storage/Tum Feet
Lane Metars
" Feet  [V1/50
PT] Median Width Meters
Accident Description/Officer's Notes Vs
V1/52
V2553
V1754
V2/55
V1156
Photos Taken Photos Taken By invest. Agency Diagram Made Was Investigation/Report Made at Scene | Is lnvestigation/Report Complete
Oves [INo |[0Yes O ] Yes ONo 0 ves O No O Yes 0 No-Why?
TvestigatedReport Taken By. Jo/Badge No. | investigatiog/Reportig Agency Beat Reviewed By vasT
Investigated/Report Taken By: 1D/Badge No. | Investigating/Reporting Agency Date Reviewed vi/se ‘
A V2559
L
A
B
|
N 1C
vV
o |D
L
v |E
E
r | F
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1 -4 Sequence of Events

01 Coltision with MV in Transport (Rear-end)
02 Collision with MV in Transport (Head-on)
03 Collision with MV in Transport {Angle)

04 Collision with MV in Transport {Left Turn)
05 Cotlision With MV in Trans. (Right Tum)
06 Collision with MV in Transport (Sideswipe]
07 Collision with MV in Trans. (Backed into)
08 Collision with Parked Car

09 Collision with MV on Other Roadway

10 Collision With Pedestrian

11 Collision With Bicycle

12 Collision with Bicycle (Bike Lane)

13 Collision With Moped

5-10 Contributing Factors

00 No Improper Driving

01 DU Alcohal {Arrest)

02 Excessive Speed

03 Followed Too Closely

04 Mountain Driving

05 Wrong Side of Road (Not Passing)
06 improper Passing

07 Improper Lane Change
08 Improper Tum

09 Failure to Yield

10 Failure to/fmproper Signal
11 Improper Start from Stop
12 Improper Parking Location
13 Object in Roadway

14 Pedestrian in Roadway

15 Animal in Roadway

16 MV Hit Sign/Sign Post

17 MV Hit Utitity Pole/Light Pole

18 MV Hit Guardrail

19 MV Hit Fence

20 MV Hit Concrete Barrier Wall

21 MV Hit Bridge/Pier/Abutment Rail
22 MV Hit Tree/Shrubbery

)

23 Collision with Construction Barricade/Sign

24 Collision with Traffic Gate

25 Callision with Crash Attenuators

26 Col with Fixed Object above Road

27 MV Hit other Fixed Object

28 Collision with Movabte Object On Road

21 Fatigued Driver

22 Driver Vision Obscured

23 Opening Door Into Traffic

24 Driving into Other Designated Traffic
Lane

25 Improper Backing

26 Driving in other than Careful and Prudent

27 Disregard Temporary Traffic Control Sign

28 Improper Action on Pedalcycle

29 Unoccupied Moving Vehicle

30 Inattentive Driver

31 Prior Accident (Cars or Debris on Road)

32 Design Factor

33 Hit & Run

36 DU! of Drugs.

37 Inexperienced Driver

30 MV Ran into Ditch/Culvert
31 Ran Off Road into Water

32 Overturned

33 Occupant Fell From Veh.
34 Tractor/Trailer Jackknifed
35 Fire

36 Explosion

37 Downhill Runaway

38 Cargo Lass or Shift

39 Separation of Units

77 Other (Exptain)

44 Lights Not On

45 Failure to Yietd Emer Veh
48 Defective Steering

47 Defective Brakes

48 Defective Tires

49 Speed Too Fast for Conditions
50 Rockes in Roadway

51 improper use of Turn Lane
52 Wrong Way on One Way
53 Stalted in Travel Lane

54 Defective Trailing Unit

56 Venicle Too High

56 Unsafe Load

57 Failure to Reduce Speed
58 RR X'ing Malfunction

14 Parked Motor Vehicle

15 Other Type Non-Motorist
18 Other Object (not fixed)
45 Transport Oevice Used as Equipment

Naon-Collision

01 Overturn

02 Fire/Explosion

03 Immersion

04 Gas Inhalation

05 FelllZ”Jumped from Vehicle
08 Injured in Vehicle

07 Other Non-Collision

Collision with Fixed Object

17 Boulder

19 Building

20 Impact Atenuator/Crash Cushion

Collision with Object Not Fixed 21 Bridge Pier or Abutment

08 Pedestrian 22 Bridge Parapet End

09 Pedal Cycle 23 Bridge Rail

10 Railway Train 24 Guardrail

1 Animal 25 Concrete Traffic Barrier

12 Motor Veehicle in Transport
13 Motor Vehicle in Transoort

26 Other Langitudinal Barrier Type
27 Hiahwav/Traffic Sian Post

00 No Controls

Not at Railroad Grade Crossing At Railroad Grade
01 Traffic Control Signal Without Pedestrian Signal

02 Traffic Control Signal With Pedestrian Signa! Active Devices

03 Traffic Controf Signal Unk Pedestrian Signal 680 Gates

04 Flashing Traffic Control Signal
05 Flashing Beacon

81 Fiashing Lights

06 Flashing Highway Traffic Signal 63 Wig Wags
07 Lane Use Control Signat 64 Bells

08 Other Highway Traffic Signal

08 Unknown Highway Traffic Signat

10 Centerline

11 Marked Lanes Passive Devices

29 Luminaire/l.ight Support

30 Utilty Pote

31 Other Post. Pole or Support
32 Culvert

33 Curb

34 Ditch

35 Embankment-Earth

36 Embankment-Rock, Concrete
37 Embankment-Material Unk
38 Fence

39 walll

40 Fire Hydrant

41 Shrubbery

42 Tree

43 Other Fixed Object

46 Traffic Sional Suoport

Traific Control 34 - 41

Crossing

62 Traffic Control Signal

88 Other Than Train Activated Devices
69 Active Device Type Unknown

V2/10 | 16 Non-Contact Vehicle 38 Animal on Roadway (Cow) 77 Other
17 Defective Roadway 39 Animal on Roadway (Horse) 88 Unknown Regulatory Signs Lt gg;ssz‘:g‘s
18 Weather - Snow, Rain, ice etc. Tt J ; o
- iyl N 20 Stop Sign 72 Cther Railroad Crossing Signs
sopsecievense 2 venson 73 Sheca arng Doves
" 22 No Passing Zone (watchman, flagged by crew)
i e Locatio 28 Other Regulatory Sign g 78 Omer Passige Device
01 Not at IntersectiorVRR Xing/Bridge 04 Driveway éﬂccess g; gn(rgnce Ramp 111) gam'ng P;.ot Pri";ate 29 Unknown Type Regulatory Sign 79 Passive Device Type Unknown
02 At Intersection 05 Railroad Crossing xit Ramp rivate Proper y . . " "
03 Influenced By Intersection 06 Bridge 09 Parking Lot Public Access 77 Other $chool Zone oSS it S 80"'*";(!::"&‘?:&"‘;: %’:ﬁgﬁﬁgxmjm
1z o o i - 31 School Crossing Sign
o bl 38 Other School Related Sign A
01 Paved {Asphalt) 03 Loose Dirt 05 Gravel 770ther 39 Unknown Type School Zone Sign
02 Paved (Concrete) 04 Packed Dirt 06 Nona
Pedestrian Action 42 - 4
3 Road ace Type
5 N 01 Cross at Intersection®With Signat 18 Playing In Roadway
b ijfh/g“fm"sme 02 Brick/Block g; e 88 Unknown 02 Cross at Intersection-Against Signal 17 Hitching On Vehicle
03 Cross at Intersection-No Signal 18 Lying In Roadway
r o 04 Cross at Intersection-Diaganally 19 Standing In Roadwa:
4 - Related o oad g Y
14 - ° - 05 Cross at Intersection (No Marked Crosswalk) 20 Ran Into Roadway
00 No Unusual Conditions 03 Loose Surface Materials 06 Standing Water 88 Unknown 08 Cros;: Not at Imersgclion {No Crosswalk) 21 Not Into. Rugasgay :
01 Obstruction With(out) Waming 04 Shoulder SoftLow/High 07 Wom/Polished Road Surface 07 Coming From Behind Parked Cars 22 When Ped is Riding a Bicycle or Tricycle
02 Road Under Repair 05 Holes/Ruts/Unsafe Edge 77 Cther 08 Walking In Roadway-With Traffic-Sidewalks Available 23 Cross Not at Intersection (Crosswalk
00 Walking In Roadway-With Traffic-No Sidewalks Avalable Marked)
15 a a aracte 10 Walking In Roadway-Against Traffic-Sidewalks Avaitable 24 Pushed Into Roadway
11 Walking In Roadway-Against Traffic-No Sidewalks Available 25 Riding On a Horse
01 Straight - Level 02 Straight - Upgrade/Downgrade 03 Curve - Level 04 Curve - Upgrade/Downgrade 12 Standing In Safety Zone 26 Pedestrian In Wheeichaic
13 Getting In or Out of Another Vehicle 27 Pedestrian Enter or Exit Striking Vehicle
% § - Road ace Conditio 14 Pushing or Working on Vehicle 28 Crossing at ntersection (No Marked
01 Dry 02 Wet 03 Snow or Slush 04 ice 05 Sand, Dirt, Od 77 Other 88 Unknown e € pe 94 -4
01 Automobile 06 Heavy Truck 11 Motorcycie
Road pe 02 Passenger Van 07 Truck Tractor (Cab) 12 Moped
17 . " 03 Utility 08 Motor Home (RV) 13 All Terain Vehicie
01 2-Way Trafficway with No Separation 04 1-Way Trafficway 04 Pickup/Light Vehicle (2 Rear Tires) 09 Bus 14 Train
02 2-Way Trafficway with a Physical Separation 05 Round-a-Bout 8 Madian Trik 14 Paor Tiroel 10 Rirurla 77 Mhar
03 2-way Trafficway with 2 Physical Barrier " & Spe on 46 - 4
1. 8 - Collision Type 01 None 06 ConstructionMaint.
00 Not Collision wih MV in Transport 02 Head On 04 Angle 08 Sideswipe Overtaking g ;3;;'8 ational gg MOWWW'"M
01 RearEnd 03 Rear-to-Rear 05 Sideswipe Meeting 88Unknown
04 Emy ion
St Ry oo,
[ 9 - Lighting Conditio
shicle Defect 48 - 49
O1Daylight  02Dusk 03 Dark (No StreetLight) 04 Dark (streetLight) 05Dawn 88 Unknown
01 No Defects 06 Steering Mechanism
70 0 « Acceo ontro 02 Defective Brakes 07 Windshield Wipers
03 Wom/Smooth Tires 08 Equipment/Vehicle Defect
01 No Control of Access 02 Full Control of Access 03 Other 04 Defective/Improper Lights
08 Dyt ro Ml
21 eathe aile pe 50
00 No Adverse Conditons 02 SleetMail 04 Fog 06 Severe Cross Winds | 91 Single Semi Trailer 06 Boat Trater 11 Mobile Home
01Rain 03 Snow 05 Blowing Sand, Sod, Dirt or Snow 77 Other 88 Unknown g ﬁpﬂ;f's“ef“?['r'r'a‘;g"e' 8; ::'g: m ;';’ Flat Bed Traier
e e0 pied G4 Tank Trator 09 Pole Trazer
ns < W int/l
01VehNo. 1 02VehNo.2 03 Bicyclist 04 Pedestrian 07 Other sl s o
0 D ed 8
Po 0 e 00 Not Obscured 05 Building/Fixed Object 88 Unknown
00 S'Non-Mohr!st 52 Cargo Area (unenc)) 88 Unk 01 Inclement Weather gg Signs/Biiboards
50 Sieeper 54 Training Unk i -
£1Camn Ama (enel) 55 Rumk?m Fxtarior of Veh E :l'reesch i % Glare
nad nn Vehicla thor
4 Safety Equip ed 8 eve
06 Bicycle Helmet 00 No Injury 04 Fatal (Wkhin 60 Days) #
o Ti
01 Shoulder Bekt 08 Rest, Used Unk Tye | o1 poseibie Injury 05 Injured, ity Uni mI {Ifnvale ransport gg Private Schoo! Bus 11 Other Gov_,e;mmm
2 Lap Beit 1280 SomBettnstalled | 02 Non-incapachating Injury 06 Died Prior o Accident | 0 Gommerial 08 Low Enforcement
03 Lap/Shoulder Beit 13 Seat Belt Used Impr. | i ineanacitatinn Inivins AR nknown 04 Pubiic T rtatior 00 FiroR
04 Child Safety Seat 14 Child Seat Used Impr. . o o aaspartation o escue
123 e 15 Helmet Used Impr. dence
458 ! P 01 Countyof Accident 04 Foreign enicie Moveme 5
789 02 Elsewhere in State 88 Unknown 01 Straight Ahead Lanes 1 Passing
101112 00 NotEjected 08 Roof Opening 03 Non-Reckiant pped/Stalled 07 EnteringLeaving Parking Space 12 Drivertess Runaway Vehicle
01 Side Door (Sunroof etc.) 0 Air Bag Ava 03 Making Left Tum 08 Property Parked
02 Side Window 07 Roof (Convert.) 5 04 Backi 09 m) ed
03 Windshield Other Path 00 Non-Motorist 04 Non-Deployed | n% hialinn Rinht Tiem 10 Mskion | LTy
04 Back Window 09 Back of Pickup 01 None Instailed 88 Unknown 5 o - o o
05Back DOOr AR ) Inbrnun N3 Nentoved d O Oadwa S
Taiaate 6 Age e ed Take g;gnolRoalgad g:_hdlaﬂ
on Ro: e
M F 31 By 32 To |03 Shewider it

Most Harmful Event - 33

[ §

<|

<]
g

g

]

P1/42

[

3|
£

V2/45

Viiag

Vis0

7231

Vin2

Viss

V158

h
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DMV-349 (Rev. 9/99) THIS REPORT IS FOR THE USE OF THE DIVISION OF MOTOR VEHICLES. THE DATA IS COLLECTED FOR
. STATISTICAL ANALYSIS AND SUBSEQUENT HIGHWAY SAFETY PROGRAMMING. DETERMINATIONS OF Do not write in these spaces
“EAULT" ARE THE RESPONS!BILITY OF INSURERS OR OF THE STATE'S COURTS. . o
No. of Units tnvolved Form of D Supplemental Report D Non-Reportable : g
Date County Time Local UselPatrol Area Dato Received by DMV —
{24 Hotx Clock) e 3 4 . - —1
77 33 Relation to Crash In D D D [:] outside municipality
L5 Roadway Sutace . occummed LJ Near Of e 8 e — Mies N § E W
g Municipakty D ) D D O D —
A on Rarmp o (R.R.Crossing # Y — Miles N r— . NS E W
T Highway Nurmber, or Highway, Street. {If ramp or service road, indicate on line) Service Road ) (If available),
' N : i 1
0O atorfrom O0O00 twad Longitude
N Use Highway Number, Street Name or Adjacent County or Stats Line NSEW Use Highway Number, Streat Name or Adjacent County or Stats Line " g
UNT# _ LJ VEHICLE [ PEDESTRIAN L1 HIT&RUN C1coMmmerciaL Junm#  CIvenicLe CIPEDESTRIAN [IHIT & RUN L1OTHER
— 20 VEHICLE e
Driver Driver
First Middle Last : First Middle Last
Address Address
City State Zip City State Zip !
sameAddressonDriver's  DN'OTS K ) SamoAddressonDrivers  DLVErS gy ¢ ) |
Phone Phone
ticense? (] ves [Ino Numb W{ ) Liosnse? [ ves (e Numbx W } !
DL # State DL # State e
CDL License LJ CDL Licenss L]
D08 34 Vision 35 Physical 36 D.L. 008 34 Vision 35 Physical DL .
Obstruction Condition Restrictions Obstruction Condition Restrictions :
mmidd/ecyy mm/ddiccyy
37 Aleohol/ 38 Alcohol/ 39 Results 40 Vehicle 37 Alcohol/ 38 Alcohol/ 33 Results 40 Vehicle —
Drugs Suspected Drugs Test (if known} Seizure (DWI) O Drugs Suspected Drugs Test {if known) Seizure (DWI) d
Owner Owner 1
Same as Driver? L] Same as Driver? U
Address Address N
Same Address as Drives? |_r Same Address as Driver? u
City State Zip City State Zip 1
Plate Plate Plate Plate
Plate # State Year Piate # State Year —
VIN VIN
Vehicle Vehicle 41 Vehicle 42 Vehice O ves Vehicle Vehicle 41 Vehicle 42 Vehicle L ves [t
Make Year Style (Type) Drivabie [ no Make Year Style (Type) Drivable [ no
43 TAD 44 Estimated 43 TAD 44 Estimated ——
Damage Damage
Insurance Insurance
Company Company
Policy # Policy #
20 COMMERCIAL VEHICLE: Cargo, Carrier Name, Address, Source Source: Carrier Identification Numbers, GVWR, Axles
45 Cargo Body Type D Same Address as Owner? Axkis on Vehicle
3 ruck USDOTH o i o e e — [le JRI T, it Tl
Do g siten WA o e e —
yerets Grass Vehick
. 4SS
O over FEM o Fleet __ __ WeightRaling
N 2 3 24 25 26 27 28 28 30 3t 32 Namesand Addresses for All Persons (Unit 1/Unit 2 Drv, Ped, etc. - See Above); Use check blocks if address same as Driver
:z‘m; Ped etc. . 00 o | Veht__ Towed TolBy:
U;ﬁg:: Pad2ste. N 580 o | Ven#__ Towed TolBy:
1 1 1
1 1 | -1
1 1 1 —]
1 1 1 j
1 1 1 —l
)3 1 1 —]
46 Name of EMS 46 Name of EMS

47 injured Taken

by EMS to

MMUCC Case Study
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4 POINTSOF INTIAL | ., VEHICLE INFO. Vens Voh ROADWAY INFO. . WORK ZONE RELATED
CONTACT - # JVeh# SRR .
(White in Codes) Unith 60 Authorized Speed Limit 63 Road Feature 78 Worone Area
CRASH SEQUENCE  (Unit Level) unitr___ |61 Estimate of Original Traveling Speed 70 Road Character ™ Work Actty - )
80 Work Area Marksd |-
49 Vehicle Maneuver/Action 62 Estimate of Speed at Impact 71 Road Classification u‘ Crash [:‘ fon - =y
50 Non-Motorist Action 63 Tire Impressions Before Impact (ft.) 72 Road Surface Type - - . - -
51 Non-Motorist Location Prior to Impact 64 Distance Traveled Afer Impact () 73 Road Configuration TMR”FO Uikt J o
52 Crash Sequence - First Event for This Unit 65 Emergency Vehicle Use 74 Access Controt « Trakr Tfpe 4
53 Crash Sequence - Second Event  * 66 Post Crash Fire (f "Yes" check block) | (] [ |75 Numberof Lanes 16t Traer No. Aodes
54 Crash Sequence - Third Event ‘ 67 School Bus - Contact Vehicle . O 0O 17 Trafic Control Type
55 Crash Sequence - Fourth Event * 68 School Buss - Noncontact Vehicke * O ]

56 Most Harmful Event for This Unit

57 Distance/Direction to Object Struck

§8 Vehicle Undemide/Overide

59 Vehicle Defects

77 Teaffic Control Oper|

84 DIAGRAM
Indicate
North
1
!
|
i
LT Traveling "~ L Traveling
Unit#. was: D . D E] D D on Unit# was: D : D D D D on
ParkedFacing N S E W ParkedFacing N S E W
(Include pertinent and unusual aspects,
85 NARRATIVE which are not kisted on the form)
State
85 Type! Owner Address ADDITIONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE Property? E<tmated
Owner Phone Damage
WITNESSES
Name Address Phone Ne.  { )
Name Address Phone No.  ( )
TRAFFIC VIOLATION(S)
Mame Charge(s)
(Citation # optional)
Name Charge(s)
Officer Name Officer Number Department Date of Report

‘
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(1) Locality . {89) Contributing (10-41) CRASH LEVEL
1o (SOt North Carolina Circumstances, Non-Motorist | First Harmful Event
vl (Maximum - two per person) & Most Harmful Event
3 Urban {70% devaloped) Crash Report Form DMV-349 o 0 Unkoawn Contiboling oo
one .
(2) Predominant A reportable motor vehicle crash must meet at 1 Coming fom behind parked veh, | Non-Collision Non-Motorist
Development Type least one of the following criteria: 2 Dasting 1 Ran off road - right
1 Farms, woods, pastures . 3 Lying andfor dlegally in readway 2Ranoff road - left
2 Residential ¢ results in a fatality, or & Fadura to yield right of way 3 Ran off road - straight
3 Commercial « a non-fatal personal injury, or 5 Not visible (dark clothing, etc.) 4 Jackknife
4 Institutioral « property damage of $1,000 or greater, or § Inattentive (talking, eating, atc.) § Ovetumirolover
§ Industrial « property d of an t 1 hicle sk 7 Faiure to obey traffic signs, 13 Other non-coliaion First Harmful
g y oav seized y arm|
Signals Collislon of Motor Event at 10
(3) Road Surface Condition In addition, a reportable motor vehicle crash must 8 Whong side of road Vehicle With Crash Level
10ry occur on a trafficway (any land way open to the public as a 8 Other® 14 Pedestrian
2Wet matter of right or custom for moving persons or property from 10 Unknown 15 Pedalyclist
3 Water (standing, moving) one place to another) or occur after the motor vehicle runs off 16 RR train, engine
4lce the roadway but before events are stabilized. 17 Animal '
3 5 Snow The terms collision, accident, and crash are synonymous when 18 Movable object” Most Harmful
6 Skush ) describing a motor vehicle crash. yronym (12:43) Contriouting 18 Fixed object” Eventat 11
7 Sand, Mud, Diet, Gravel Clrcumstances, Roadway Collision of Two or More Crash Level
8 Fuel, O Maximum - two per crash| LR
8 (FILLING QUT THE DMV-349) ( per crash) Yotor Vehicles
10 Unknown (*) EXPLAIN IN CRASH NARRATIVE 0 None {no unusual conditions) 20 Parked motor vehicle
(-) IF QUESTION DOES NOT APPLY, USE A DASH 3 Road Surface Condiion U R end f‘W" stop
. . . 3 lear end, tun
(4-5) Weather Condition (If & section does not apply, draw diagonal line through section} 3 Rut, hotes, bumps 23 Left lur, same roadway
(Maximum - two percrash) | 0 ONLY USE "CHECK BLOCKS" IF THEY APPLY 4 Work zone {construction, 24 Lef tun, dfferent roadways
1Cex mainfenance, ulily) 25 Right tum, same foadway
2 Cloudy The Division of Motor Vehicles (DMV) requests that: § Worn travel-polished surface 26 Right tum, dfferent roadways
4-5 3 Rain . B 6 Obstruction in roadway 27 Head on
4 Snow 1. The DMV-349 should be typewritten or if 7 Traffic contro! device inoperative, 28 Sideswipe, same direction
5Fog, smog, smoke handwritten the officer should use black ink, not visible or missing 29 Sideswipe, opposite direction
175?:&. hal, hee;l:g ran/drizzle § 2. The report should be legible. This is of the utmost 8 m&? soft or high ;’me
Ver Crosswin importance for clarity, when reports are microfitmed 9 o sho ogw Contributing
g Blowing sand, dit, snow or imaged for later storage, and :2 &m’gmy work 32 Other coliion with vehick™ | Gircumstances 12- 13
Oer 3. The original should be submitied to the DMV Traffic | 12 Uknown (1419) Contributl Roadway
Records Section. "d
(6) Weather Contributed - Circumstances, Driver
6 'I;oY ge C;aNsh au (Maxi - three per driver)
o 3 Unknow {20) Commercial Motor Vehicle (CMV) 0 W"“ cicumstances
{7) Ambient Light A commercial motor vehicle (CMV) is defined as a motor vehicke of combination of motor vehickes used 1 Disregarded yield sign
1 Daylight In commerce to transport passengers or property if the motor vehick: 2 Disegarded stop sign Driver 1
2 Dusk i . N - 3 Disregarded other traffic signs  Contributi
3Dawn a. Has a gross combination weight rating of 10,001 or more pounds inclusive of a towed ung, of 4 Disregarded traffic signats uting
7 2 Dk — ghted roadway b. Is designed to transport 16 or more passengers, including the driver, or 5 Distegarded road m:k‘hgs Circum-
5 Dark - roadway not ighted ¢. s of any sze and s used in the transportation of materfals found to be hazardous for the purposes of the 6 Excoeded authorized speed kmit stances 1416
6 Dark - unknown lighting Hazardous Materials Transportation Act and which require the motor vehicle to be placarded under the Hazardous 7 Exceeded safe speed for conditions
7 Other Materials Regulations (49 CFR Part 172, Subpart F). 8 Fadure to reduce speed
8 Unknown / If the vehicle is a CMV, check box 20 on the DMV-349 8 Improper tum
10 Right tum on red !
(@) Veice | (29 Seating Posiion | (24/DOB {28) Alr Bag Deployed 30) Trapped Names and [ibeskuiogin it
13 elc 1 Front — left (Driver, mm/dd/coyy 0 No Ar Bags) 1Yes Addresses R marapor e
1 5 % el motorcycle driver) (i unavsible 1 Not deployed ZNo 14 Overcomrected/oversteered .
2 Front - middle . Age) 2 Deployed front 3 Unknown Names and 15 Passed stopped school bus Driver 2
(22) Person | 3 Front - right approx. Ag 3 Deployed side are 16 Passed on hil Contributing
Type - 4 Deployed both ront and side (31) Ejection necessary for al 17 Passed on curve Circum-
4 Second seat - left & Unknown 1 Not ejected persans involved in 18 Other improper passin| st 17-19
. vovetl mproper p ances -
o et | 5 e e | (25) Ettnicity 2Totall sected | thecash oty {49 Fad o yield righ ofvay
6 Second seat ~ right White 3 Partialy ejected vl 28 molor 20 Inattention
Non-Motorist | 7 Third row - left B Black (27) OceupantNon- | (29) Air Bag 4 Unkoun vehicle X 21 Impeoper backing
ot ( ) N Native Motorist Protection | Switch Status wn v gg '{,"-”"’”;';ag"?
3 Pedestrian Third - I American 0 None used ¥ njury | This wil help later river distracted
3 Pedaloyciist § Third row B iddle H Hispanic 1 Lap bek oniy 0o ON-OFF Status investigations, 24 Improper or no signal
¥ 9 Third row - right 1Sp; swich
5 Roller skater, ) A Asian 2 Shoulder and lap bel | 4 queh in ON 1 Kied inckuding identifying 25 Foliowed too closely
roller blader, 10 Slleeﬁer section of cab O Other* 3 Shouider bek only postion 2 Atypeinjury |  persons previously % Ope(ated vehicle in erratic, seckless, careless,
ec. (truek) U Unknown 4 Child restraint 2 Switchin OFF (disabling) | involvedina crash, negligent or aggressive manner
11 Passenger in other 5 Helmet (motorcyclist or sl?on“ 3B typeinjury | 25 well as persons 27 Swerved or avoided due to wind, slippery
& Other® m'?sed el ('"3’9' to Nor-Molorist) Ainoun i (evident) whose injury status surface, vehicle, object, nor-motorist
7 Unknown 12p HOCCUp: “n";: " (26) Gender Codes 6-8 Non-Motorist Swich present 4Ctypeinjury | s later updated 28 Visibilky obstructed
assenger in unenclose 6 Protective pads 5 Unk (possible) | following a crash. 29 Operated defective equipment
area (pickup) M Male 7 Refiective clothing Unknawn pos. 5 No intey 30 Alcohol use
13 Traliing unk F Female 8 Lighting invehicle 6 Unk 31 Drug use
14 Riding on vehicle exterior | U Unknown | g Othere nown 1 Vehicle 32 Other*
15 Urknown 10 Unable to determine Towing 33 Unable to determine
nla2 B % B % 7 B » oy » Towed TafBy 34 Unknown

E
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(33) Relation to Roadway (36) Driver License Restrictions (40) Vehicle Seizure (DWI) {43) TAD {45) Cargo Body Type
Surface Retrictions a¢signed to an indivicial's Check this box i the crash involves Damaged Area 18us (seats for 16 or more,
The location of the frst harmfa drivar icense by the icense examiner. akcohol or other drugs in suffcient rc”nwm’ including driver)
evont (at the crash Jevel) as it amount ta conetitute a DW1, and the F ol od 2 Bus (soats for less than 16,
relates to ks pesition within or Indicate restrictions shown on the Driver's  vohicle is “seized.” FE mwu Inchuding driver)
oulside the trafficway License. For out-of-state drivers, write out PR Frot it ooy 3Van/enclosed box
the restriction. iR ot m:’““ 4 Grain/chips/gravel truck
1On Roadway (Surface) {41) Vehicle Style (Type) BY R $ Poe truck
Off Roadway 1 Passenges car BL  Rearlof comer gc'ﬂ"a*
2 Shoulder (37) Alcohol/Drugs Suspected 2 Pickup BR  Rear right comer : DFM
3 Median 0No 3 Light truck {mini-van, panel) LP Lok side (door) s ump
4 Roadside 1 Yes - akcohol, impairment 4 Sport ukiity RP  Righi side (door) wmmohim
§ Outside Trafficway suspocted SVan LFQ_ Lef sde front quarter 1 Gt
2 Yes - alcohol, no impairment 6 Commercial bus RFQ Right side fron quarter 2 LG"WM
detected 7 Schoolbus LBQ Lef side rear quarter o
(34) Vislon Obstruction 3 Yes - other drugs, impairment 8 Adtivty bus RBQ Right side rear quarter
0 None ed 8 Other bus LD  Left side distibuted
1 Vehicle window(s) obscured 4 Yes — other drugs, no impairment 10 Single unkt truck (2-axde, 6-te) RD  Right side distribxted
le window(s) y {46) Name of EMS
2Trees, crops, brush, etc. delacted 11 Single und truck (3 or more axles) L&T  Left side & top (rolover)
3IBuidngls) 5 Yes — akcohol and other drugs, 12 TruckArader R8T Right side & top {rolover) Record the name of the EMS
4 Embankment impaiement suspecied 13 TruckAtractor (i.e., boblail) TOP Top {or EMS unit number if
5 Sign(s) 6 Yes - alcohol and other drugs, 14 Tractor/semi-traller UND Undemeath avalable) that responded to
6 Hikcrost no impairment detected :2 Bmm':hi :;era;h Aletter o exch
i 7 Unknown avy truck ignation, unique to eac
rindetauc N TTaic Edent of Deformity @ seed iniured person s provided
9 Binded, headlights o 18 Farm equipment :le y'_o_:;‘npe d the first column of the
10 Binded, sunight 19 Farm tractor T b the o Hedia Occupant and Non-Molorist
11 Binded, other ights (38) Alcohol/Drugs 20 Motorcycle da ng s Section. This unique identifier
120ther Test Status 21 Moped mage must precede the name of the
13 Unknown 0 Notest 22 Molor scooter or motor bike EMS for each injured person
1 Aloohol test 23 Pedakycle (44) Estimated Damage being transported,
2 Test for other 24 Pedestrian )
(35) Physical Condition 3 Alcohol & other drugs test 25 Motor homalrecreational vehicle Dollr estimate of the cost lo Example: A - Cumberiand
1 Apparently normal 4 Test refused 26 Other* festore the vehicle to its condtion County Ambutance
2iness 5 Unknown 27 Allterrain vehicle (ATV) fust prior to the crash, or the
. estimated vakie of the vehicle N
Falige 28 Unknown before the crash, whichever is {47) injured Taken by EMS to
'iﬁ'm';:.”' fos fess. For a Totaled” vehicle, enter Recordthe destination of the jured
5 rpabment dus to medicar (39) Alcohol/Drugs {42) Vehicle Drivable 2 dollar estimate of the retal porsan preceded by the unique ieffr
m"a‘ akohal Test Results Vehicle is disabled by damage value of the vehicle prior to the designation (from the frst colurn) for
6 Mea;:adlwsn'dln ONotest severs enough to prevent crash. Do not enter the word the person involved, if they were taken
condtion 1 No alcohol or other drugs diving . For comparison tolaled". 1o a hospital, itic, doctar offce, or
; g'm ‘: mpar;::r;m 2 Alcohwl {percent BAC) purposes, this dala °I-°'-"“ " 0 other place c'ﬂ eme;'pency metinl'aid.
: not compl 3 Other drugs reported could bo used as 2 minimum A vohicie being towad by anather Include both name of treatment facilty
Other 4 Contaminated samplefinusable teporting threshold for s part o tha towing vehicke and and city ortown
10 Unknown 5 Pending “property damage only” s damago shouk be included n : _
6 Unknown crashes, the “Parts Damaged” and Example: A- N.C. Memorial, Chapel

YRR ARV P AR P AR P AR P ARV P ARV P AR P RAC P RR VP AR P AR YD

“Amount of Damage® categories,

Hill; B - Duke Hospital, Durham, etc.

KEY DEFINITIONS #5597 kauonno v ahor ahe s ans s AR s aAv s ARTLUAY 2 AAY L ARG I ARGV ART S

CRASH/MOTOR VEHICLE/UNIT

A motor vehicle crash is any event that restls in death, injury or property damage
attributable directly to a motor vehicle or s boad in transport, but not involving akreratt or
walercraft. & must occur on a trafficway or after the motor vehicle runs off the roadway
but before events are stabilized.

Amotor vehicle is any mechanically or electrically powered device, not operated on
rais, upon which any persan or property may be transported or drawn upon a highway.
A unit is any molor vehicle, pedestrian, pedalcyciist, moped or other road vehicle,
excluding railway vehicles, which can be shown on the report as "other RR train.

NON-CONTACT VEHICLE OR NON-MOTORIST

Non-contact phantom motor vehicles of non-motorists are
unds that caused the crash but left the scene. They should not
be counted in the number of units, but should be referred to in
the narrative.

Non-contact motor vehicles or non-motorists are units that
caused the crash and remained at the scene. They should be
counted as units with identifying information, and referred to in
the narrative. A school bus could be an example of a non-
DRIVERLESS MOTOR VEHICLE :ogaact vehicle that is related to a crash {refer to data element
A driveress motor vehicts, though previously parked, o a molor vehicke out of control )

while being towed or pushed, is considered to be a motor vehicle in transport. Also,
an abandoned motor vehicle, upon a roadway, is considered to be a motor vehicle in
transport. This principle does not apply to such devices as farm or industrial
mathinery, highway graders, construction machinery, or similar devices which are not
inuse at the time of the crash for transport.

HIT & RUN

Ahit & run vehicle i one which was involved in the crash as the *striing vehicle” of
as the “vehicle struck” but which left the scene. The appropriate box must be
checked, e.g., vehicle 1, vehicle 2, etc. and any information that is known, included in
the Driver and/or Vehicle areas.

SCHOOL BUS

A motor vehicle used for the transportation of any schiol
pupil at or below the 12h-grade level to or from a public or
private school or schookrelated activity.

A schoal bus must be externally identifiable by the color
yellow, the words *school bus”, flashing red lights located
on the front and rear, and identifying lettering on both sides
indicating the school or school district served, or the
company operating the bus.

ﬁ
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MOTOR VEHICLE STATUS

The use of the device at the time of the crash is the primary
criterion for estabishing motor vehicle status. For example:

1.

~

~ w

o

~

Avregistered motor vehicle is being drawn by a team of
horses on a city street; & is considered other road vehicle.

. Aregistered motor vehicle is being used to draw a plow

engaged in breaking ground on a farm; & is considered
farm machinery while engaged in plowing.

. Aregistered truck is engaged in spreading concrete at a

road construction sie; &t is construction machinery.

. Amotorized highway grader, under its own power, is

moving from one work place to another on a public way;
is considered a motor vehicle in transport.

. Aregistered truck, with a blade altached, is engaged in

plowing snow from a trafficway; & is considered road
maintenance machinery.

A-riding, motorized lawn mower, under its own power, is
being driven from one home to another on a city street; it
is considered a motor vehicle in transport.

. Amikktary tank is being moved, under its own power, from

the firing range to the motor pool, on aland way of a
military post; it is considered a motor vehicle in transport



48 POINTS OF INITIAL | VEHICLE INFO. vens veh ROADWAY INFO. WORK ZONE RELATED
: CONTACT e — . I .
(Wite in Codes) Units 50 Authonzed Speed Limit 69 Road Fealure 78 Workzone Area i
CRASH SEQUENCE (Unit Level) [unws_ . unes___ |51 Estmate of Onginal Traveing Speed 75 Road Character 79 Work Activity :
80 Work Area Marked
49 Vehicle ManeuveriAction 52 Estimate of Speed al impact 71 Roay Classihcation 81 Crash Location
50 Non-Motonst Action 63 Tire Impressions Before Impact (1! ) 72 Roaa Surface Type
51 Non-Molonst Location Prior to Impact 64 Distance Traveled After Impact {ft ) 73 Road Configuralion TRAILER INFO. Unitt
52 Crash Sequence - First Event for This Unit 65 Emergency Vehicle Use 74 Access Contral 82 Teailer Type
53 Crash Sequence - Second Event 66 Post Crash Fire {if “Yes" check block} O 3 |75 Humoerof Lanes 1st Trailer No. Axtes
© 54 Crash Sequence - Third Event - 67 School Bus - Contact Vehicle  ~ 0 [ 1 Teaffic Control Type Width (inches)
Length (feet)
, 85 Crash Sequence - Fourth Event : 88 School Bus - Noncontact Vehicle * D D 77 Traffic Control Oper]
- 2nd Trailer No, Axles
56 Most Harmful Event for This Unit COMMERCIAL VEHICLE: Hazardous Materials Involvement Width (inch
Haz Mat Placard [ Yes [ No Fom Placantindcate: v (hches)
57 Distance/Direction to Object Struck az ca i ! ?’ Length (feet)
- - - F go D Yes D No igit plamrp oumberor  1-digit number from B Unith Ovarvdth Permit#
58 Vehicle Undermide/Override Releasad (doss nat el o fuel tank) .narne from diamond or box  bottom of diamond Overvidth Teailer
. 59 Vehice Defects Canying Haz Mat [ Yes [ o ——— - m et
a4 DIAGRAM
Indicate
North
Heeing OO0 e QOO0
Unith___Was: [ paedFacng N S E W " Unit¥___was: ] parked Facing N S E W "
{Inchude pertinent and unusual aspects,
85 NARRATIVE which ara not istad elsawhers on the form)
Sta
% Typol Srer Adirass. ADDITIONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE Proparty? e
Owner Phone D Damage
WITNESSES
Name Address Phone No.  { )
Name Address Phone No.  { )
TRAFFIC VIOLATIOMS)
Name Ch \
{Citation # aponal)
Name Charge(s)
W
QOfficer Name Officer Number Department Date of Report
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DMV-349 (Rev. 9/99)

THIS REPORT IS FOR THE USE OF THE DIVISION OF MOTOR VEHICLES. THE DATA IS COLLECTED FOR

STATISTICAL ANALYSIS AND SUBSEQUENT HIGHWAY SAFETY PROGRAMMING. DETERMINATIONS OF Do not write in these spaces
"FAULT" ARE THE RESPONSIBILITY OF INSURERS OR OF THE STATE'S COURTS. .
No. of Units Involved Form of 0 Supplemental Report | Non-Reportable
Date County Time Local Use/Patrol Area Date Received by DMV
- {24 Houx (;‘Ind(\ y )
L 33 Relation to Crash B in " O DS OO outsice municipality
Roadway Surface d Near of s — —_Mks N E W
g Municipality 0 i ' Oooag
. i . N § E W
on {R.R Crossing #, ) SO lies -
? Highway Number, or Highway, Street (If ramp or service road, indicate on fine) Ramp Road © M"W) {If available)
! Service i ;
O atorfrom O000 twa Longthude
N Use Highway Number, Street Name or Adjacent County or State Line NSEW Use Highway Number, Strest Name or Adjacent County or State Line Ak

UNIT# [ vericLe ] PEDESTRIAN [C] HIT&RUN [J COMMERCIAL
— 2 VEHICLE

UNIT# [OvenicLe [IPeDESTRIAN [JHIT & RUN [CJOTHER

Driver Driver
First Middle Last First Middle Last
Address Address
City State Zip City State Zip 1
Same Address on Driver's Drivers H( } Same Address on Driver's Drivers H( )]
Phone Phone pr
License? D Yes D Ne W( ) License? D Yes D No Numb Ww{ } N
DL # State DL# State —
O Liconse L] DL License L]
008 34 Vision 35 Physical 36 D.L. 008 34 Vision 35 Physical 36 DL -—“
Obstruction Condition Restriction: Obstruction, Condition Restrictions
mmiddiceyy mmiddiccyy
37 Alcohol/ 38 Alcoholf 39 Resulls 40 Vehicle 37 Alcohol/ 38 Alcohol/ 39 Results 40 Vehicle s
Drugs Suspected Drugs Test (if known) Seizure (OWI} O Drugs Suspected Drugs Test {if known) Seizure (DW) a
Owner Owner 16
Same as Driver? U Same as Driver? L_I
Address Address
Same Address as Driver? |_, Same Address as Driver? I_I
City State Zip City State Zip 17
Plate Plate Plate Piate i
Plate # Stale Year Plate # State Year —
VIN VIN :
Vehicle Vehicle 41 Vehicle a2 verde 7% | verice Vehicle 41 Vehicle « verice 5 7 19
Make Year Style (Type) Orvable (I vo | Make Year Style (Type) Drivable (] No !
43 TAD 44 Estimated 43 TAD 44 Estimated —
Damage Damage
Insurance Insurance
Company Company
Policy # Policy #
20 COMMERCIAL VEHICLE: Cargo, Carrier Name, Address, Source Source: Carrier Identification Numbers, GVWR, Axles
45 Cargo Body Type D Same Address as Owner? .
Axles on Vehicle
[ USDOT¥ _ . — 0 e e
[ stipping
pipecs State . . State#t WA
D Driver Grass Vehicle
FEW . o — — — Fleetf __ __  Waight Rating
2 2 24 25 26 27 28 2 30 31 32 Namesand Addresses for All Persons (Unit 1/Unit 2 Drv, Ped, etc. - See Above); Use check blocks if address same as Driver
:J::m: Ped1 ste. . :Zve Veh# ___ Towed To/By:
Unit2-Drv2, Ped2 otc s8¢ .
s abaye L above Veh#___ Towed To/By:
1 AL 1 -]
1 1 1 _I
1 1 1 _-l
1 1 1 —1
i A 1 _]
1 1 1 —I

46 Name of EMS

47 Injured Taken

by EMS to

(Treatment Facility and City or Town)
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46 Name of EMS

47 Injured Taken

by EMS to

(Treatment Facility and City or Town)
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48 Points of Initial Contact

0 Pedestrian & Non-Contact Vehicie

n = o ow

Passenger Cars/Small Trucks

ie

ER )} 2
Tractor-Trallers

UNDERNEATH: 22 Front, 23 Canter, 24 Rear, 25 Rollover, 26 Unhnown

Motorcycle, Bicycle, Moped or ATV

(49) Vehicie Maneuver/Action (57) Distance & Direction (62) Estimate of Speed at Impact (71) Road (82) Traller Type
1 Stopped in travel lane from Road to Object Struck Estimated speed in miles per hour for each Classification 0 No trailer
2 Parked out of travel lanes 0 None vehicle invoived in the collision. Estmates 1 interstate Non-semi trailers
3 Parked in ravel lanes 1 In road reflect the speed of each veticle atthe 2US Route 1Boat
dcangsratreat 2Rl o 0101, moment of npact INCRte y Route e
anging lanes of merging ight of road, 11- ndary Roi
6 Passing 4 Right of road, over 301t (63) Tire Impressions Before Impact 51ocal Street 4 Horse
7 Making right turn §Leftof road, 0-10 R Length {in feet} of the tre impressions (skid 6 Public Vehicular Area § House trailer (mobile home)
8 Making lefl turn 6 LeRof road, 11-30 . marks, tire print yaw) for each vehicle 7 Private Road, Driveway 6 Towed vehicle
9 Making U turn 7 Left of road, over 30 involved in the collision, prior to impact 8 Other” 7 Other non-semi
10 Backing 8 Straight ahead, 0-101t Semi trailers
11 Skowing or stopping 9 Straight ahead, 11-30 (64) Distance Traveled After Impact (72) Road Surface Type 8 Tanker
12 Starting in soadway 10 Straight ahead, over 301t Distanca (in feet) each vehicle o pedestrian 1 Concrete 9 Enclosed van
13 Parking traveled afler impact as a result of the force 2 Grooved concrete 10 Flatbed or platform
14 Leaving parked position (58) Vehicle UnderﬂdelOv]emde of the collision. 3 Smooth asphat 11 Other semi bailer
15 Avoding object in road An underide refers to a vehicle " 12 Double bailer
16 Other® sliding under another vehicte during a 5 g’o;:‘e asphat
crash. An overide refers to a vehicle {65) Emergency Vehicle Use 6 Sand (83) Overwidth Trailer/Mobile
(50) Non-motorist Action riding up over another vehicle. Both Indicates vahicles which are on an emergency 750 Home
1 Entering of crossing specified location can occur with a parked vehicle. responsa, i.e.. raveling with physical emergency 8 Other* Enter the number of the vehicle
2Walking, fding, runningfogging with vamcamc 12 g:ed:r'\“d:e sig_nai:\jnck use; fights, siren sounding efc. puling overwidth trader, including
m:mgg fiding, runningfiogging against b D ndemde o Overide ; E‘;:S o e, Ambulance, Rescue Squad e {73) Road Configuration ;YMM mﬂ:mwm . followed
§ Pushing vehicle 4 Unknown 3 Miktary (T{?gﬁo”ai DeSCM m:g';:ﬂ)
6 Approaching o leaving vehicle 4 Police ne-way. )
,Qﬂ;mg " 9 (59) Vehicle Defects 5 Other 2 Two-way. not divided {84) Crash Diagram
8 Standing Maximum of two per Vehicle 3 Two-way, divided, unprotected The diagram shoud include
. 0 None detected . median uoe:
9 Other 1 Brakes (ﬁf?y‘:‘s’f:hgg:z;"e 4 Two-way, dvided. positve 1Roads and nkersecting roads;
(51) Non-motorist Location Prior to Crash 2 Headights median bamet # 2 vehicie is stuck exitng a
1 Marked crosswalk at intersection 3 Rear ights § Unknown driveway. give the name of the
2 Atintersection but na crosswalk 4 Steering (67) School Bus - Contact Vehicle business or resident
3 Non-intersecbon crosswak 5 Tires 1 ~Yes* check block. This data element is used (74) Access Control 2Directon of travel for each lane
4 Dnveway access crosswak § Other defects” o determine *schoot bus related.® The school 1 No access control 33’ pertinent r0adside fealures
5 In roadway 7 Unknown bus, with or without a pupi on board, is drectly 2 Full access contral s of "M‘.""""‘::-
. involved hicle. access pedestnans, bicycksts, elc.
? m&;ﬂmzl on shouider) (60) A“_"‘Oﬁled Speed Limit i 2 acontact vel 3 Partal control _rs,r,e ‘marks and debris
8lstand Aumorized et e emaston (68) School Bus - Noncontact Vehicle (75) Number of Lanes e et o ooty Use
9 Shaulder iy be inicated by the posted speed 1 Yes® check biock, This data elementis used Total number of lanes in e for tistances up 1 500 et
10 Sidewalk Y binking Si 10 determine “school bus related. The school both drectons in the Usa
11 Within 10 feet of roadway (not on fimit, blinking Sign & constucton zones, b, with or withott 2 pupd on board, i N W oarking bt an odometer for greater
Mo ; restricted speed for permitted vehicies bus, with of apupd on board, is afficway. Hf parking distances
shouider, median, sidewalk. istand) indirectly involved a5 a noncontact vehicie enes *0°
12 Beyond 10 et ofroatuay filin 2 ewan} (61) Estimate of Original Speed For crashes within an Inferchange:
Y Estmated speed in miles per hour for (69) Road Feature (76) Traffic Control Device 1 Add a small line sketch of the
14 Shared-use path or trails . oo
each vehicle involved in the colision. 0 No special feature 0 No control present interchange and show an °x* where
(52-56) VEHICLE LEVEL Estmates reflect e speed of cach 1Bodge 1Stop sign e e e
vehicle at the moment the dnver initiaty 2 Bridge approach 2 Yield sign 2 Sketch shouid be less than 25%
Crash Sequence of Harmful Events (First, percerved an exising hazard 3 Underpass 3 Stop and go signal ) of the bk:w:nm area, and
Second, Third, Fourth), fields 52-55, and Most 4 Driveway, pubic ;Eﬁw WE Wih siop sign 4 1dentfy number, nav::;\e 1034(s),
Harmful Event, field 56 for each Unit (Vehicle) 5 Driveway, private ng signal without & service r0ads Shoan
| ! stop sign ramps, and service shown
f a vehicle has only one event, then only one code is required. Vehicles can have » 6 Alley intersection 6 RR gate and fasher
up to 4 harmful events. The Most tHarmful Event may or may not be one of the 4 events. I i f roadw: 1 TRR )
ntersection of roadways (7-12) fasher (85) Crash Namative
Noug";’l"nq ki " S Horman ontet o Provide aword descripton of events
Non-Collision i B . 8 T-inersection " even
1 Ran off road right c———————‘L—S 'T',’e': n with Fixed Obiect 9 Y-intersecton 10 Waring sign occurting prio to, during, and after
2Ran off road left 34 Uity pole {with or without fight) 10 Traffic circleroundabout 11 School zone signs the crash which are not elsewhere on
3 Ran off road straight ahead 35 Lm:-’“a,e poie (mwmj ) 11 Five-point, o more 12 Flashing stop and go signal the form. Note all pertinent and
4 Jackknife 32 Luminare pote (beskawar) hid 12 Related to intersection 13 Double yellow e, unususal aspects of the crash.
S Overturniollover ) 37 Offcial highway sign (on-breakaway) 13 Nonvintersection median crossing no passing zone Statements made in this naative
6 Crossed centerline/median 38 Official highway sign (breakaway) 14 E et ; 14 Other* should be in the opinion of the
" nd or beginning-divided highway . ook
7 Downhill runaway 39 Overhead sign support investigating officer.
ggﬁ::“‘:&?m Joss or shif 40 Commercial sign Interchange (15-21)
10 sion 41 Guardral end on shoulder 15 Off-ramp entry ) T@fﬁc Control {86) Additional Property Damage
11 Equipment failure (tres, brakes, eic.) 42 Guardrad face on shoulder 16 Off-vamp proper Operating
12 Sep paﬂo 1 units g thind 43 Guardrad end in median 17 Off.ramp temminal on crossroad 1 Yes Enter any property other than motor
I ol "‘;"P’.“ a 44 Guardrail face in median 18 Merge lane between on and off ramp 2No vehicles that was damaged, identfy the
Other nan collision’ ) 45 Shouldes barier end {non-guardrail) 19 On-ramp entry 3 Unknown property and its owner and enter an
Collision of Motor Vehicle With 46 Shouider barmier face (non-guardrail) 20 On-ramp proper estmate of the dolar damage. Damage
14 Pedestrian 47 Median barrier end (non-guardral) 21 On-ramg terminal on ¢rossoad 5. 81) Work Zone Related o signs, buidings, maitboxes, fences,
15 Pedaicycist 48 Median barrier face (non-guardral) 22Rad ing (78 - 81) Work Zone Related efc., should be entered here.
:g RR train, engine 49 Bridge rad end 23 Tunnel
Aninad 50 Bridge rai face % aths of s (78) Did crash occur in
18 Movable object” 51 Overhead partof undespass % Ws"”d usepas ornear
Collision of Two or More 52 Pier on shoulder of underpass 1 o0 work vea
Motor Vehicles 53 Pier in median of undemass 2 C°Ma‘.‘sm" “cn m'” work area (80) Work area marked with
20 Parked motor vehicle 54 Abutment (supporting wall of underpass (70) Road Character - Horizontal 3 Utity work area wamning signs, cones
21 Rear end, Slow of s1op 65 Traffic island curb or median and Verticat Alignment  Inermitientmoving work- '
22 Rear end, turn 56 Catch basin or culvert 0n shoulder 1 Siraight, leved o pan:lingvotgole 1Yes
Frivvigriotperd oS AStaa ol Sho. 2o
s ent ays aight, r:
25 Right turn, same roadway 59 Embankment 4 Sraight, botiom (sag} 9) Work activity at time
26 Right turn, different roadways 60 Mailbox 5 Curve, level gf gnsh fty (81) Location of crash
27 Head 61 Fence of lence post 6 Curve, hillcrest . 1 Befors work area
78 Sideswipe, same drecbon ggxmw 7 Curve, grade JOngom et 210 work area approach taper
29 Sideswipe, opposite direction cushion 8 Curve, bottom (sag) apparent activity
» 64 Other fixed object” 90 3 Adjacent o actual work area
31 Backing up
32 Other collision with vehicle*

/
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—LLICH TRAFFIC CRASH REPORT

OH-1 (Rev. 10/99)

NANE (LsY, FiRsT, MIDOLE)

Occupant

i : it

ADDRESS (STREET, CITY, STATE, Z1P CoDE)

SEATING POSITION

01 FRONT ~ LEFT (MC DRIveR)
02 FRONT - MiDOLE

03 FRONT - RIGHT

ST——
SAFETY EQUIPMENT
MaroRrist

01 NouE Useo
02 SHOULDER BELT ONLY

- i 04 SECOND ~ LEFT (MC Pass) 03 Lap BELT ONLY
i | 05SEcoND - MIDLE 04 SHOULDER/LAP BELT 1 |
_ i 06 SECOND - RiGHT O5CHILD SAFETY SEAT | :
07 THRD - LEFT 06 MC HELMET Usen !
) (MC PASSENGER/SIDE CAR) 07 Use UNKNOWR
08 THIRD - MinoLE & :

- -1 09 THIRD - RiGHT 08 NoNE Usen it i
~ .. 10SteEpERSECTONOFCAS ;. . . . O09HELMETUsep |
i | 11ENCLOSED CARGOAREA ! ! ' f0ProTECTVEPADS | f

.i 12 UNENCLOSED CARGO AREA | i 11 REFLECTIVE CLOTHING )
13 TRAILING UNIT Lot 9 92 gumwe T
14 EXTERIOR 130mHER
:,L,:N":s:m 15 OTHER 14UNKNOWN ’
16 Non-MoTORIST |
17 UNKNOWN |
b HSY7001

AR BAG

1 Not-DepLovep !

2 DEPLOYED-FRONT' -

3 DePLOYED-SIDE

4 DepLOYED BOTH
FRONT/SIDE

S NorAppuicasLE |1 )

6 Unknown |

Top CoPY-ODPS  BOTTOM COPY - AGENCY

HoME PHONE #

INJURED TAKEN By

it ey PRIVATE “Naieas PHotos OH-2 OoH-3 OH-1P___ OTHER
: Crasi SeveRTTY " PropeRTY ,H"Is?:or Hriiswipi TAKEN
T - Y 1FATAL 3 PDO o Y 2Sowen | T
i : : 2INJURY 4 UNKNOWN i ! ! 3 UNsoLveo
[ REPORTING AGENCY % R o A . \
: ) 9B ANMAL ! ! i ! . i
! : | 93 = UNKNOWN X ) : ! J
SO A L L - R R S S A
» DAY oF WEEK 5 LATITUDE LONGITUDE
o | ; |
CRASH OCCURRED ON TYPE LOCATION POINT USED 0 il
CRASH LOCATION 1 NAMED STReer 3 NUMBERED ROUTE
2 NUMBERED STREET
REFERENCE POINT USED 04 HouSE NumeerR 08 PLACE NAME W/O ReFERENCE
IREF POINT | 01 STATE Ling 05 TOWNSHIP BOUNDARY (9 DRIVEWAY
O02INTERSECTION 2 STREETS 06 MiLE PoST 10 STREET OR ROUTE W/O
03 COUNTY LiNE 07 CORPORATION LiMIT
. NAME (LAST, FIRST, MiDDLE) -
ADDRESS (STREET, CITY, STATE, 21P CoDE) T ) i B T N
. » o I WoRK PrioNE # ]
: : P : I
i . i [ !
e N ) - P e I
DLSTATE { DL # LPSTATE | LP# INJURED 1 None 4 OTHER TRANSPORTED BY INJURED TAXEN TO
TAKEN BY 1 2EMS 5§ UNKnown|
o . 3.POIICE
= OWNER NAME (IF SAME, WRITE “SAME") ADDRESS (STREET, CTY, STATE, ZIP COOE)
L4 :
Bt
ga _wl__l_l__rMKE MooeL CoLor INSURANCE COMPANY TOWING SERVICE JOWNER PHONE ¥ ‘
1, OFFENSE CHARGED FENSE DESCRIPTIO! . - -]
= e o
=] i .
% — P ——— — — E = g a e s - Rt o
7% I .
-: i : . i 1 NAME (LAST, FIRST, MIDOLE)
§ AGDRESS (STREET, CITY, STATE, ZP CoDg} T T ) ) :
ar . S HOME PHONE # WORK PHONE # -
(IOHE THONE
| i i : : . : i ;
L [ &b A S O Y SN SO S ST
DLSTATE | DL # N LPSTATE | LP# INJURED 1" NoNE 4 OTHER [ Trar BY TNJURED TAKEN 10
TAKEN By 2EMS 5 Unxnown|
;.3 Pouice
OWNER NAME (IF SAME, WRITE “SAME") ADDRESS (STREET, CITY, STATE, ZIP CODE)
_|__|__|_|—M MooeL ColorR INSURANCE COMPANY TOWING SERVICE OWNER PHONE #
i N e —
i ¢ . ) : t
i oot ;
i Lo
- 4 . e L R B - e e . y - e e Y
NAME {LAST, FRST, MipoLE) HoME PHONE # ]
; o fiiRED TAKEN BY T B RS TAKER 6 —
ADDRESS [STREET, CTY, STATE, 2P Cove) , : 1'%:? 4A6(TE:ERV RANSPORTED BY INJURED TAKEN TO
Pt 2EMS 5 Unknown
- : i 3Pouce

TRANSPORTED BY INJURED TaxeN To
I * 1NONE 4OTHER .
il 2 EMS 5 Unknown |
EJECTION TRAPPED
{1 NOT PRESENT 1 Not EsecTeD 1 NoT TRAPPED
2 INONPosmioN .,  2ToTALLY EsECTED ,  2EXTRICATED By
3 In OFF Posmon 3 PARTALLY EJECTED * ! MEchamcaL | -
4 UnKNOWN i 4 NOT APPLICABLE MEAKS | ¢
i 5 UNKNOWN i ; 3FReE0BY o
i o I #1 NOM-MECHANICAL! '
MEANS
R 4 UNKNOWN

s § FATAL INJURY

INURIl

1 No INJURY

2 PosSBLE

3 Now-
INCAPACITATING|

4 INCAPACITATING

6 UNKNOWN

%
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UNIY NUMBERS DAMAGE AREA PRE-CRASH ACTIONS SEQUENCE OF EVENTS POSTED SPEED DRUG TEST STATUS
. e . i
A e 8 Al 3 1 3 - 3 I a 3
¥ | | moromisr [ R | 73
NON-MOTORIST LOCATION 01 MOVEMENTS ESSENTIALLY 2 TesT REFUSED
o =l L STRAIGHT AHEAD TRAFFIC CONTROL 3 TEST GVEN, CONTAMINATED
02 BACKNG ] | SAMPLERINUSABLE
8 A 03 CHANGING LANES ' 4 TeST GIVEN, RESULTS KNOWN
- e s | 04 OVERTAKINGIPASSING i A 5 TEST GIVEN, RESULTS UNKNOWN
01 MARKED CROSSWALK AT & 05 TURNING RIGHT 01 No CORTROLS GUnkwows |
INTERSECTION 06 TurNING LEFT 02510P SiGh DRUG TEST TYPE
02 INTERSECTION! NO CROSSWALK e 07 MAKING U-TURN 03 YiELD Sion
03 NON-INTERSECTION CROSSWALK 08 ENTERING TRAFFIC LANE 04 TRAFFIC SIGNAL
04 DRIVEWAY ACCESS CROSSWALK From 29 I:Awua TRAFFIC LANE 05 TRAFFIC FLASHERS .
05 In RoADWAY s 0 sARKEDG’ " 06 SCHOOL ZOKE
06 NoT In ROADWAY A e | 11 SownGISTOPPED IN TRAFFIC Non-CoiLISION 07 RALROAD CROSSBUCKS
07 MepiaN (BuT NOT SHOULDER) 12 DRIVERLESS 01 OVERTURW/ROLLOVER 08 RAILROAD FLASHERS
08 IsLaxD 13 OTHER 02 FREEXPLOSION 09 RAILROAD GATES
09 SHOULDER LI g | 14 Unkiow 03 IMMERSION 10 CONSTRUCTION BARRICADE
10 SIDEWALK Non-MotoRist 04 JACKKNIFE 11 POLICE OFFICER = PP
11 WiTHin 10 FEET OF ROADWAY ) 15 ENTERINGICROSSING IN SPECIFIED 05 CARGO/EQUIMENT LOSSISHIFF 12 PAVEMENT MARKINGS DruG TEST 1&2 RESULT
(NOT SHOULDER, MEDIAN, a 2 LocarioN 06 EQUIPHENT FAILURE 13 CROSSWALK LINES
SIDEWALK, ISLAND) E] 16 WALKING, RUNNING, JOGGING, 07 SEPARATION OF UNITS 14 WALK/DON'T WALK SIGNAL A
12 BEVOND 10 FEET OF ROADWAY o PLAYING, CYCUING 08 Ran OFF ROAD RiGHT 15 TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICE
{WITHIN TRAFFICWAY) o 17 WORKING 03 RAN OFF ROAD LEFT INOPERATIVE, MISSING, OBSCURED )
13 OUTSIOE TRAFFICWAY 8 PUSHING VEHICLE 10 CROSS MEDUN/CENTERLINE 15 OmHER L2 -l
14 SHARED Us€ PATHS OR TRALLS 18 APPROACHINGILEAVING VEHICLE 11 DOWNHILL RURAWAY . .
15 UnKNOWN MOST DAMAGED AREA 20 PLAYINGIWORKING ON VEHICLE 12 OTHER NOW-COLLISION T 1 NoNE
TvPE OF UNIT 21 STanoiNg 13 UNKkwOWN NO-COLLISION ?“m‘;" : : 2 MARLUANA
20mHeR CatL1s10N W/ PERSQN, VEHIC LT LM 3 Cocaie
23 Unisown 0n OmecT Nor FIXED = 40vures
A 14 PEDESTRIAN 5 AMPHETAMINES
o 1 15PeoacyeLe - ggcp
NE 16 RAILWAY VEHICLE THER
MoToRIST 02 CENTER FRONT CONTRIBUTING CIRCUMSTANCES 17 AHIMAL - FARM 1 Nortu 8 UNKNOWN AT T(E OF REPORTING
01 Sus-CoMPACT 03 RioHT FRONT 18 ANIMAL - DEER 2 Soutw
02 CoMPACT 04 RiGHT SIDE 19 ANBAL - OTHER ii‘;’r TYPE OF INTERSECTION
03 MoSze 05 RiGHT REAR 20 MOTOR VEHICLE [N TRANSPORT 5 NORTHEAST
04 Fuw Sze 06 REAR CENTER MoroRIST 21 PARKED MOTOR VEHICLE & NORTHWEST
06 SparmumnVescis ritee o1 Nowe L onctowe e 7
07 Pekue 09 LEFT FRONT 02 FAILURE T0 YIELD 3 Sr:ox:‘l’:::a?zugzm 8 SoUTHWEST 01 NOT AN INTERSECTION
0B PANELVAN 10 Top AND WINDOWS :::::E:::Bg:g o“«“iwv SiGN Co1tts1an Wi FXep QRIECT 9 UNKNOWN 02 ioun-WAv INTERSECTION
09 SNGLE UNITTRUCK; 11 UNDERCARRIAGE 08 bace 3nEeD 26 TMPACT AT RASH CUSHION s
2 AxLES, BTIRES 12 LOADITRALER 06 Inproren Tol 26 BRIDGE OVERHEAD STRUCTURE CONDITION 04 Y-INTERSECTION
10 SIHGLEUNITTRUCK; 3+ AXLES | 13 ToTAL (ALL AREAS) o7 LEFr :F P m':; 27 BRIOGE PIER OR ABUTMENT 05 TRAFFIC CmchRounnAaour
11 TuckTRaLER 14 Omer 08 FoLLowED Too CLOSELYIACDA 28 BRIDGE PARAPET gs ZNE::M' Onore
12 TRUCK TRACTOR (BOBTAL) 15 Unknown 00 INPROPER LANE CHANGE! 29 BRIDGE RAL 8 n: ON RA“P
1 TRALER FF RAMP
30 GUARDRAIL FACE
14 TRACTORIDOVBLE SHORT POINT OF IMPACT :JR°"E °F;R°‘°’ 1 GUARDRAIL END 1 APPARENTLY NORMAL 09 CROSSOVER
15 TRACTORDOUBLE LONG " I:::::E: B:if(ll':(?: 32 MEON BARRIER 2 PHYSICAL IMPAIRMENT 10 DRVEWAY/ACCESS
16 Firm WreeL Oa 11 1MPROPER START FROM PARKED PoSTION | 33 HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SiGN PoST 3 EwononaL :‘ :" Lw";f m\: . CR?S:‘G
CONVERTER DoLLy 12 STOPPED OR PARKED ILLEGALLY 34 OVERHEAD SiGN PosT dluess 2 SHRED- o PATIS OR Toats
17 TRACTORTRIPLES by OPDE:.ATINGRVEHICLE:IN Pyl 35 LIGHTILUMNARIES SUPPORT 5 FeLL ASLEEP, FAINTED, FATIGUED, ETC 13 UNKnOWN
18 MOTORCYCLE 01 NONE RECKLESS, CARELESS, Nsausst}r or 36 Unuy PoLE 6 UNDER THE INFLUENCE O:n - p
18 MOTORZED BICYCLE 02 CENTER FRONT AGGRESSVE MANNER 37 OTHER PosT, POLE OR SUPRORT 7 0mE
:2 gﬁ:‘:;; Bau:s 03 RiGHT FRONT 14 SWERVING TO AvOID (DUE T WIND, 38 CuLverr 8 um(uzvm
22 PuaLic Bus 04 RIGHT SIDE SLPPERY SURFACE, VEWELE, Ossgct, | 39 CuRs
30 B 05 RIGHT REAR NON-MOTORIST IN ROADWAY, ETC) 40 DrveH ALCOHOL/DRUG SUSPECTED
: P;":R v::ac 06 REAR CENTER 15 FAILURE T0 CONTROL 41 ENBANKMENT 1 ON ROADWAY
2: F ; " & 07 LEFT REAR 16 ViSIoN OBSTRUCTION 42 FeNcE 2 0: SH:ULDER
IRE TRUC 08 LEFT SinE 17 DRIVER INATTENTION 43 Masox A M
26 AMBULANCE/RESCUE 09 LEFT FRONT 18 FATIGUE/ASLEEP A4 TREE ; g ;DIAH
21 Tha 10 Top AND WiNDOWS 19 OPERATING DEFECTIVE EQUIMENT 45 OTHER FIXED OBJECT 1 Nowe o
g’ Moton Hoke 11 UNDERCARRIAGE 20 LOAD SHIFTNGIFALLING/SPILLING 45 WORK ZONE MAINTEHANCE EQUIPMENT| 2 YES - ALCOHOL SUSPECTED . 0“ ‘:" & "
o 12 LOADITRAILER 21 OTHER IUPROPER ACTION &7 UNKNOWN FIXED OBJECT 3Yes- HBD NoT IMPAIRED 3 e
:“ ARMVEHICLE 13 TOTAL (ALL AREAS) 22 UNKNOWN 48 OTHER 4YeS - DRUGS SUSPECTED o
1 m“m 14 OTHER NON-MOTORIST 49 UnkowN § Yes - ALcoHoL / DRUGS SUSPECTED
32 15 UNKNOWN 23 None 6 UNKNOWN ROAD CONTOUR
33 CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT 24 IMPROPER CROSS! FIRST HARMFUL EVENT
34 AtL OTHERS OPER CROSSING ALCOHOL TEST STATUS
NON-MOTORIST ACTION 25 DARTING
35 AAL WIRIDER 26 LYING ANDIOR ILLEGALLY IN ROADWAY
38 ANNAL WIBUGOY 27 FAILURE TO YigL0 RIGHT OF WAY P
28 NOT VISIBLE (DARK CLOTHING) 8
37 BieveLe 29 ATTENTE OF THE SEQUENCE OF EVENTS —WHCH | " 2 STRAIGHT GRADE
ONE
;: Ppm"mmcusr 1 NON-CONTACT 30 FAILURE To OBEY TRAFFIC SIGNS, ONE IS THE FIRST HARMFUL EVENT {1-4) 2Teos ReFUsED 3 CuRvE LEVEL
4 CuRVE GRADE
40 SKATER 2 NoN-coLusioN SIGNALS, OR OFFICER MosT HARMPUL EVENT 3 TesT GIVEN,
41 OTHER-NON MOTORIST .‘::mncnc g' \gnouc SioE OF The Road SAMPLEIUNUSABLE ROAD CONDITIONS
42 UNKNOWN TRUCK 2 OTHER 4 TesT GIVEN, RESULTS KNOwN .
§ BOTH STRIKING AND STRUCK | 33 UNKNOWN 5 TeST GIVEN, RESULTS UNKNOWN
IN EMERGENCY RESPONSE 6 UNKNOWN 8 UNKNOWN .
— VEHICLE DEFECT OF THE SEQUENCE OF EVENTS - WHICH -
D CoDE ONLY IF'19’ ONE 1S THE MOST HARMFUL EVENT (1-4} ALcoHoL TesT TvPe
l..__B l SELECTED ABOVE 01 DRy
02 Wer
1No STRIKING VEHICLE: SPEED DETECTED 3 03 Swow
2Yes OVERRIDE/ UNDERRIDE ‘ . - N 04 IcE
3 UNKNOWN A 2 Bogfm 4 BREATH 05 SAND, Mub, DIRT, Oit,, GRAVEL
. . A 3 3 U:mE 5 0miER 06 WATER {STANDING, MOVING}
DAMAGE SCALE 01 TURN SIGNALS o] 07 Sl
02 HEAD LANPS 1 STATED ALCOHOL TEST RESULT 08 Desis™
1 No UNDERRIDE OR OVERRIDE 03 TAIL LAMPS 2 ESTIMATED SPEED 09 Rur, HoLES, BUMPS, UNEVEN
2 UNDERRIDE, COMPARTMENT 04 BRAKES L PAVEMENT ™
A 3 INTRUSION 10 OTHER
— 3 UNGERRIDE, NO COMPARTMENT :g i:::g’:gwow Seeep ’ — 4 muown
1 Nowe 4:;1:::1‘3:5 CONPARTMENT 07 WORN OR SLICK TRES L J + 'SEcoNDARY ROAD CONDITIONS ONLY
2 "°""“"°“°g“ DAsaGE INTRUSION UNKNOWN on;:x:viuuwum t . - 3
:;“"c‘m"‘; AAGE SOVERRIOE, MOTORVEHICLEIN | 00wt o F— R T i et
553‘::“ o Dnce TRANSPORT " | 10 Disasieo From PRioR TS
U 6 OVERRIDE, OTHER VERICLE . 3
§ thiomn 7 Unkuown 11 OTHER DEFECTS
Top Copy-ODPS BoTTOM COPY - AGENCY

/
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MANNER OF COLLISION OR IMPACT | SCHOOL BuS RELATED
1 NoT CoLLISIoN BETWEEN 1 No
TWO VERICLES IN TRANSPORT 2 Yes, DIRECTLY INvOLVED
2 REAR-END 3 YES, INDIRECTLY INVOLVED
3 Heao-on 4 UNKNOWN
4 REAR-TO-REAR
5 BACKING WORK ZONE RELATED
8 AnGLE
7 SIDESWIPE, SAME DIRECTION
8 SIDESWIPE, OPPOSITE DIRECTION
9 UNKNOWN
1No
2 Yes
WEATHER 3 UNKNOWN
D:l TYPE OF WORK ZONE
01 CLEAR D
02 CLoupy 1 LaNE CLOSURE
03 Fog, SMOG, SMOKE 2LANE SHIFT/CROSSOVER
04 Ra 3 WORK ON SHOULDER OR MEIAN
05 SLEET, HAIL (FREEZING RAIN DRIZ2LE) | 4 INTERMITTENT/ MOVING WORK
06 Snow 5 OTHER
07 SEvece Crosswios LockTion GF CasHIN
08 BLOWING SAND,S0IL, DIRT,SHOW WORK ZONE
09 OTHER
10 UnkNows
LIGHT CONDITIONS
sy Secononey 4 BEFORE FIRST WORK ZONE
WARNING SIGN
2 ADVANCE WARMING AREA
R 3 TRANSITION AREA
3 Qunr 4AcTVITY Avea
3 Dusk 'WORKERS PRESENT
4 DARK - LIGHTED ROADWAY
5 DARK -NOT LIGHTED
€ DARK — UNKNOWN LIGHTING
7 GURE
8 OmHER 1No
9 UNKHOWN 2 Yes
3 UNKNOWN

HE CRASH INVOLVED ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING: A| THE cRASH RESULTED IN ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING:
A TRUCK (MOTOR VEHICLE) WITH A GVWR MORE THAN 10,000 POUNDS; OR N A FATALITY; OR
A TRUCK (MOTOR VEHICLE) WITH A HAZARDOUS MATERIALS PLACARD; OR D AN INJURY REQUIRING TRANSPORTATION FOR IMMEDIATE MEDICAL TREATMENT; OR
UnT & A 8US DESIGNED FOR AT LEAST B PERSONS, INCLUDING DRIVER . AT LEAST ONE VEHICLE WAS TOWED DUE TO DISABLING DAMAGE OR REQUIRED BEFORE
D:I | COMPANY PHONE
us ot rLM; 7 ﬁ TRALERLP ST. TRALERLP YeAR _ TRALERLP # PLaciRD # 101
) . o CDL Class Hazardolis
CarGo Booy TYee Welght Hazardous
01 NoT APPLICABLE 05PoLe 09 CONCRETE Mixer ght (GVWR) 1 CuassA Materials Placard | Material Released
02 BUS (9-15 INCLUOING DRIVER) 06 CARGO TAN 10 AUT0 TRANSPORTER § LessEauaL 10,000 2 CuassB 1No 1No
03 VANENCLOSED Box 07 Futetn 11 GARBAGE/REFUSE 210,001 - 26,000 3 CuassC 2 Yes 2es
i 04 08 DumMpP 12 OTHER 3 MoRE THAN 26,000 4 CLass M 3 UNKNOWN 3INOT APPLICABLE
13 UNKNOWN § CassD 4 UNknOWN
Police
DATE CRASH REPORTED __' TIME REC CALL DISPATCH ARRIVED CLEARED OTHER TOTAL IMINUTES
QFFICER'S NAME ¥ Bance # & CHECKED BY DATE REPORT FiLED %
REPORT TAKEN By | 1 POLICE AGENCY REPORT TAKEN AT 1 SCENE SUPPLEMENT & LOcAL RepoRT # &
2 MoToRisT 2 STATION e L(E :S *
3 OTHER ! I
Top Copy-ODPS  BortoM Copy - AGENGCY ——:J
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Page of R

B Document Type REFERENCE NUMBER i

Please Do Not Write In This Microfilm Space 1 Original Document (select 1) 7 2 O 9 6 2 7 w—

: : 2 Supplement Document —

Tennessee Uniform Traffic Crash Report oo Dot -

Reporting Agency Name Reference Number Override Type of Crash -

A8 i Fatal (select 1) —

) . ——1 2 Injury —

Reporting Agency Type Local Agency Number | 3 Property Damage (Over) —

1 Tennessee Highway Pateol (THP) v Totals Date of Crash Davof + Property Damage (Under)  _ jmem

2 CityMetropolitan Police Dept. (CPD) |, . . MONTH| DAY | YEAR 2y 0 ) nan

3 Sheriff’s Office Vehicles Killed Jan Crash  TimeofCrash County  City Area  Teafficway/Land Way/Private Way e

4 Capitol Police 1 Feb | 320 1 I ’ I Trafficway - OPEN  (select[)  |mmm

5 Commercial Vehicle Enforcement (CVE)|ALZL__{A18 Mar| 0 0|0 O 1OSUN =2 AB[ [A | Uban | 2 Trafficway - CLOSED —

6 College/University Campus (040 0 Aprit ot 2 MON |0 .0jo olo oo o 0o of2 Rual |3 Pakinglot n—

7 National Park Service 111 May].2. 272 2 3 TUES |+ topt v v 1 4 Private Property or Private Road s

8 Other 2 2] Junl 3 3 3 4 WED |2 202 2|2 2|2 2 .2 2| Additional | _ —

Investigation 3 3 Jul 4 4 5 THURS 3|3 ala 3|3 3 3 3 |Designation Hit and Run? ——

Complete? 1 Yes 2 No (4 4 Aug 5 5 6 FRI ala ata v|a 4 9 a () |t YesHieMotor Vehicle in Transport [memmm

Photos Taken? |5 8 Sepl 6 G 7 SAT 5({5 s|35 5|5 5 5 5[ Not 2 Yes-Hit Pedestrian or Non-Motorist |

1 Yes 2 No 6 6 Oct 7 7 9 UNK 5 6|6 3{s 6 8 6 Applicable| 3 Yes—Hit Parked Vehicle or Object  jmumm

If Yes, by Whom? 707 Nov 8 8 7 7|7 #|7 7 7 7} Business| + NoHitand Run —

1 Police 8 8| Dec gil9 9 8 gla 3|8 8 8 8|4 Residentil Solved? (—

2 Other gig8le 9 unkj ~unk}  unk 9|9 olo oalo 9 9 9[5 Shool |+ Ys 2 No -

» l I } Time o I,, ‘ 1 Police Pursuit ) ) =

DOT Use O nly Rad/Crossmg D } A lﬁl Nollﬁed 23 Artived 201 Involved? i Ys 2 No J_

ROUTE NUMBER 0] s [ONGITUDE I LATITUDE R —

q I , F I School Bus ,

- l . 4 |s| Coordinate » \ l ‘ i ' | | { l | 1 ’ l Related? PYes 2 Nooo

3 ‘ ON__ Hwy No.and/Strect Name Estimated . E i ‘ FROM/AT ~ Hwy No. and / Street Name Hile Fost —

2 ML —

a1 Ml . s ; 8 —

2 e Driver Presence i Driver Presence —

£ Vehicle Number Total Number of Occupants 1 Driver Operated ehidle Vehlcle Number | Totaf Number of Occupants [ | Driver Operated Vehicle -

5 i 2.3 4 o 1 2 3 4 5 6 2 Driver Operated Non-Contact Vehicle ! ‘ 543 2 Driver Operated Non-Contact Vehicle !mmm

g 56 7 8 Other [D 3 Driver Operated Government Vehicle 5 8 ! Other T l J 3 Driver Operated Government Vehicle mmm

=l 2 10209 it 4 Driverless Vehicle 9 10 20 30 | b4 1 v DriverlessVehide —

£ |DRIVER  First ML Last DRIVER  First —

2 [NAME NAME —

@ 02 b [ s

& |ADDRESS Strect & Number ADDRESS  Street & Number ——

g n D2 ) - ™

8 |City & State P Phone Number City & State up Phone Number —

g m ' 02 -

};'u Driver's License Number Sme\ J Exp‘\'car} l \ . Driver's License Number State Exp.Year’ l ] —

A ' D3 _] ] —

2 Da(eo Bi Sex Race 1 White 3 Hispanic Da(eoflirli' Tag e Race 7 Whitc 3 Hispanic mem

2 1__1]1_’ |_|_H | | I lllh b m F 2 Black 4 Other 3 '1_[_'“' l l LJ Wb m 2 Black 4 Other ~|wem

S | License Class Endorsements Complied v |Restrictions Complied License Class Endorsements Complied | Restrictions Complied ~ Jumm

§ [ D9 With? N D0 With? N D8 0] With? N DI ik e

8 [TnjuryCode | _Safey | AIRBAG 0 NotApplicable EJECTED B Injury Code | _ Safety AIRBAG "0 NotApplicable  EJECTED e

9 |- [“l)iqmpmem 00 NonMotorist 30, NotAvalable | 1 NotEjected Ei;“:,':’" h)Eqmpmcm 00 NonMoworit 30 NotAvilble | 1 NotEjected Elg'ljl]o" -

e 3 01, Aviil. Deplojed 31" NotReplced | 2 Totally Ejected i‘_"* 0 3 1 01 Al Deployed 31 Not Replaced “ 2 ToullyEjected idﬂ“ L]

1 4 .20; Avail. Not Dplyd. 32 DisabledRmvd. | 3 Pantially Ejected 1 : 20 Avail. Not Dplyd. 32 Disabled/Rmvd. i3 Partially Ejected i —

2 28, Avail, Swich. OF 99: Unknown 9 Unknown ' P12 2 . 28 vl Swtch. OF 39 Unknown 9 Unknown DAL

TRAPPED/ '~ 0 NotApplicable 2 Trapped/Extricated 9 Unknown |Medical Y TRAPPED/ 0 Not Applicable 2 Trapped/Extncntcd 3" Unknown ! Medical Y| —

EXTRICATED 1 Not Trapped 3 _Trapped/Not Extricated Transport N EXTRICATED 1 NotTrapped . 3 dNot Baricated | Transport | —

< [Driver 7171 less25mi. 3 OutofState |Ambulance/Hospital Driver toless25mi. 3 OulofSt:m: ‘Ambulancc/Hospnal —

@ |Residence 2 0ver75mi Pi3 Residence 2 Over25mi. s o |

= [Year of Vehidle Model Color Body Type Year of Vehicte Make "Model " Color BodyType  |mem

°

g 5 | LI v V8 v W W N W -
S i Code i

& tﬁl;ldelDNumber Body e t_bllildelDNumber e

8 Ilicense Mate Number State Exp, Year License Plate Number Sate | Exp. Year -

& |2 V13 Via l | H_] Vi: Vi LL vh U_HJ :

Vehicle Owner First ‘ Vehicle Owner ! First M1 :

g same v, N, | Same v J_": i e

3 [Street Address i Strect Address —

¥ W Vy - . ) - —

,5; City & State Zp Phone Number City & State Zip Phone Number —

8 Vi . Vi ‘ ! —

& |Violations 1 (may select 3) Charges: Violations (may select 3) | Charges: —

Z | o None 3. Other Moving 0 None 3 Other Moving ! —

B |1 AlcoholDrugs 4 Other Non-Moving 1 Alcohol/Drugs 4 Other Non-Moving —

Z | 2. Reckless/Careless .5 Pending b1} 2 Reckless/Careless 5 Pending DI} o —

;’ Investigating Officer Rank and Name: (Print Name) Badge/ID Number | DistrictZZone Car No. Report Vil l i I I l -

% |ad At A 0 Date I_H'JJ’ J —

E SF1203 (rev 5-99) PI EASE DO \J()I \VRHI INTI HIS ARI?;\ RDA —

TR 18 EE EE BiE

s . __-

[ 1 B 1 -

#
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Harmful Event

Driver Factors

Driver Alcohol/Drugs

L

_——

= |

- Most Harmful Event per Vehicle Driver Condition (may select 3) ! Presence

— (select 1 per vebicle) Vi v2 Livt v (select 1)
-— a0 00 Appeared Normal 0 0 Neither Alcohol or Drugs Present

- Collision with Object Not Fixed 01 01 Had Been Drinking I 1 Yes (Alcohol Present)

— vl v2 02 02 Illegal Drug Use 2 2 Yes (Drugs Present)

L 08 08 Pedestrian 03 03 M (Sick) 3 3 Yes (Alcohol and Drugs Present)

L 09 09 Pedalcycle 04 04. Apparently Fatigued 9 9 Unknown

— 10 10 Railway Train 05 05 Apparently Asleep - -

w50 50 Deer (Animal) 06 06 Reaction 1o DrugsMedication i Determination Method

- 11 11 Other Animal 07 07 Failure to Take Drugs/Medication i Vi w2 (select 1 if applies)
- 1212 Motor Vehicle in Transport 08 03 Physical Impairment (Narrative) \ 11 Evidential Test

— 13 13 Motor Vehicle in Transport in Other Roadway 09 09 Emotional (Depressed, Angry, Disturbed) 3 3 Behavioral

- 14 14 Parked Motor Vehicle 99 99 Unknown Condition i Passive Alcohol Sensor

-— 15 15 Other Type Non-Motorist 5 5 Observed

wm | 13 18 Other Object (Not Fixed) Driver Actions (may select 5) 8_8 Other

_— Vi V2

— Collision with Fixed Object 10 10 No Contributing Actions Alcohol Test Tipe
- Vvl V2 Vi V2 i1 11 Inattentive (Eating, Reading, Talking, etc.) (select 1) (select 1 if applies)
L 17 17 Boulder 30 30. Utlity Fole 1212 Interfered With by Passenger Vi V2 Vi v2 i
L 19 19 Building 3131 Other Post, Pole, Supp. 13 13- Driving Left of Center 95 95 Test Refused t 1 Blood
- 20 20 Impact Attenuator 32 32 Culvent 1414 Driving Wrong Way on One-Way Roadway 96 96 None Given 2 2 Breath
- 21 21 Bridge Fier/Abutment 33 33 Curb 15 15 Failure to Comply with License Restrictions 97 97 Test Given, Results Unknown | 3 3 Urine
-— 22 22 Bridge Parapet End 34 34 Ditch 16 16 Failure to Keep in Proper Lane or Running Of 98 98 Test Given, Insufficient Sample | 8 8 Other
- 23 23 Bridge Rail 35 35 Embankment Road 99 99 Unknown, if tested Vi v
— 24 24 Guardrail Face 38 38 Fence 17 17 Failure to Yield Right of Way Alcohol Results : Rositve |
- 25 25 Guardeail End 39 39 Wall 18 18 Failure to Obey Traffic Controls : joo o Negative BAC ! J Results [L_L
- 26 26 Median Barrier 46 40 Mail Box 19 19 Failure to Observe Warnings or Instructions | [ —

- 27 27 Heway Traffic SignPost 41 41 Shrubbery 20 20 Failure to Signal Intentions e

mmm | (28 28 Overhead Sign Support 42 42 Tree 21 21. Failure to Use Lights Drugs Test Type
-— 29 29 Luminaire/Light Supp. 47 47 Fire Hydrant 22 22 Following Improperly | (select 1) (select 1 if applies)
- 46 46 Traffic Signal Support 43 43 Other Fixed Object 23 23 Improper Backing ! V1 v2 Vi w2 &
- 24 24 Improper Lane Changing ; 95 95 Test Refused © 1 Blood
- Non-Collision 25 25 Improper Passing ; 95 96 None Given 2 2 Breath
- Vi v Vi v 26 26 Improper Turn i 97 97 TestGiven, Results Unknown | 3 3 Urine
[ ] 01 01 Overturn 05. 05 Fell/Jumped from Vehicle 27 27 Improperly Towing or Pushing Vehicle | 98 98 TestGiven, Insufficient Sample | 8 8 Other
-— 02 02 Fire/Explosion 07 07 Other Non-Collision 28 28 Improperly Carrying Hazardous Cargo . 99 99 Unknown, if tested

— 03 03 Immersion 16 16 Thrown or Falling Object 29 29 Improper Loading of Vehicle Cargo or i Drug Results

—— 04 04 Jackknife Passengers ! 100 00 NoDrugs Detected

- 30 30 Operator Inexperience | 102 02 Marijuana

- VIV 31 31 Operating without Required Equipment "03 03 Cocaine

— 99 99 Unknown Most Harmful Event 32 32 Over Correcting 04 04 Opiates

-— 33 33 Careless or Erratic Driving 05 05 Amphetamines (miay select 3)
- 34 34 Reckless or Negligent Driving 06 06 PCP

- First Harmful Event for the Crash 35 35 Speed Too Fast 08 08 Other Drug Medication

- ; k4 36 36 Speed Too Slow 09 09 Drug Type Unknown

-— 37 37 Vision Obstructed, By What? (Narrative) e -

- - 38 38 Using Telephone, Two-Way Radio X .

fa— 98 98 Other (Narrative) Driver/Vehicle Maneuver (select 1)
- Manner of Collision at First Harmful Event (select 1) 99 99 Unknown Action Vi vz

- o Not Collision with Motor 4 Angle 00 00 Going Straight

— Vehicle in Transport 5 Sideswipe, Same Direction 01 01 Negotiating Curve

— t RearEnd 6 Sideswipe, Opposite Direction . . 02 02 Passing or Overtaking Another Vehicle

mm | |2 HeadOn 9 Unknown Highway Construction/Maintenance Zone 03 03 Right Turn to Private Drive

— 3_Rearto-Rear 1 None (select ) 04 04 Right Turn to Street

— 2 Construction Zone 05 05 Right Turn on Red Permitted

L] Relation to Junction at First Harmful Event (select 1 3 Maintenance Zone (Short Duration) 06 06 Right Tun on Red Not Permitted

- Non-Interchange Interchange Area 4 Utifity Zone (Short Duration) 07 07 Left Turn to Private Drive

- 01 NonJunction 10 Intersection 5 Work Zone, Type Unknown 08 08 Left Tuen to Street

-— 02 Intersection 11 Intersection-Related 9 Unknown 09 09 Turning from Wrong Lane

— 03 Intersection-Refated 12 Driveway - — 10 10 Makinga U-Tum

wmm | |04 Driveway, Alley Access, etc. |13 Enteance/Exit Ramp Related Light Conditions (select 1) 1111 Slowing or Stopped for Signal or Sign

- 05 Entrance/Exit Ramp Related | 14 Crossover-Related 1 Daylight 4 Dawn A3 12 12 Slowing or Stopped for Turning Traffic

— 06 Rail Grade Crossing 15 Other Location in Interchange 2 Dark-Not Lighted 5 Dusk 13: 13 Slowing or Stopped for Entering Traffic

L 07 Crossover-Related 19 Unknown, Interchange Area 3 Dark-Lighted 9 Unknown 14 14 Slowing or Stopped Other

— 09 Unknown-Non-Interchange -~ 15 15 Stopped in Traffic Lane

- 59 Unknown Relation to Junction Weather Conditions {select 1) 16 16 Startingin Traffic

- 01 No Adverse Conditions 08 Smog, Smoke 17 17 Backing from Drive

[ . . 02 Rain 09 Blowing Sand, Soil, 18 18 Backing from On Street Parking Space

- Relation to Roadway at First Harmful Event 03 Sleet, Hail Ditt, or Snow 19 19. Backing Up

- (select 1) 04 Snow 10- Severe Crosswind 20 20 Entering from Pdvate Drive

wmm | 01 On Roadway 06 Off Roadway-Location Unknown 05 Fog 98 Qther (nacrative) 21 21. Leaving a Packed Position

mm | 02 Shoulder 07 In Parking Lane 06 Rain and Fog 99' Unknown 22 22 Parked Legally-Yes

- }03 Median 08 Gore 07 Sleetand Fog 23 23 Parked Legally-No

w04 Roadside-Left 11 Parking Lot or Private Property 24 24 Changing Lanes or Merging

— ;(15 Roadside-Right 99 Unknown 25 25 Maneuvering to Avoid Another Vehicle, Animal,
mm | |10 Quiside Trafficway Pedestrian, Object, etc.

- 98 98 Other (Narrative)

- 99 99 Unknown

|

- . mE mm

_
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Page of
Document Type REFERENCE NUMBER
*2 . Supplement Document 4
B . o 3 Anﬁ:lzldcd Document 7 2 0 9 6 2 7
ease Do Not Write In This Microfilm Space -
. . Local Agency Number 47 | Reference Number Override 16
Motorists (Passengers) and/or Non-Motorists
Vehicle NumberNAME First Ml Last Date of Birth Fi [Age Injury | SEAT | SAFETY AIRBAG
‘ ’ l - I H | | | l ‘:g Cudrey Position| Equipment | /1 00. 30
3. 4,-5- 8 7 L - T Male Sex | O 3 o1 31
8 9 1 TADDRFSS Same as [ Driver ] Owner Street & Number City & State pilg 2 Female 7o 14 20 32
Molorlsts  2: 2. 1 |1 » 28 99
Non-Motorists "2 7 Other Cyclist EJECTED #1i 72 RuallyFeced |Ejection | TRAPPED/EXTRICATED 2 Trapped/Exricated | Medical Ambulance/Hospital Alcohol | Drugs
5. Pedestrian A 8 Other Pedestrian 0 NotApplicable 3 PariallyEjected [Path . 0. NotApplicable 3 Trapped/Not Exricated | Transport
6 Bigyclist 9. OtherNonMoiorist | 1 NotBjected 9 Unknown P12 1. NotTrapped  *13 .9, Unknown Pl Y NIPIS Plo P
‘Vehrclc Number NAME  First M1 Last Date of Birth P4 [Age Tnjury | SEAT | SAFETY AIRBAG
P a - | | 153 Code |Position| Equipment { i+ 00. 30
e 2‘"’9;_ 370 ADDRESS Same 2 L Driver L1Owner  Sircet & Number Ciy &Sate . zu e Sex) 03 o
Motorists 2 ) 2 v [P ) 28) 99
Non-Motorists »: 7 - Other Cyclist EJECTED i 7> ToullyEeced  |Ejection | TRAPPED/EXTRICATED 2 TrappedBuricated | Medical Ambulance/Hospital Alcohol | Drugs
5 Pedestrian B 8 Other Pedestrian 0., NotApplicable 3 Parially Ejected | Path - NotApplicable 3 Trapped/Not Extricated | Transport
6 - Bicyclist 9 - OtherNonMoiorist | 1. Notjected 9. Unknown P12 <L NotTeapped  *1* 9. Unknown P X NJRIS Plo 48
‘Vehlcle Number NAME ~ First ML Last e of Birth Pi TAge Injury | SEAT | SAFETY AIRBAG
g T2y l__L'— -l l I l o} Code |Position] Equipment j -+ 00. 30
 om ’f v, |ADDRESS Same s Clrver L) Owmer S & Namber Ciy & Sate i Il B 2 an
Motorists 2 2 1 |B [l 28 99!
Non-Motorists * 7 Other Cyclist BJECTED i1 7 Toulyjected |Ejection | TRAPPEDEXTRICATED 2 Trapped/Buricaed | Medical Ambulance/Hospital Alcohol [Drugs
5" Pedestrian C 8. Other Pedestrian 0. NotApplicable 3 Partally Ejected | Path ‘0 NotApplicable 3 TrappediNot Exaricated | Transport
6 Bieydlist 9 OtherNonMotorist | - 1. NotEjected -9 Unknown P12 1, NotTrapped i% 9. Unknown Bl X NPT P16 P
VehlcleNumberNAME Fisst ML Last Date of Birth Injury | SEAT | SAFETY AIRBAG
‘ I | | | I I ?’ge Cz)drey Position| Equipment |+ 00 30
4557P3 - . “1° Male Sex 0 3 01 31
5 o 10 20, 30| ADDRESS Sameas CDriver CJOwner  Stret & Number City & State 2 femte | 1.4 l 20 32
Motorists 2 2, v iM ¥ 28 99
Non-Motorists "2+ 7 - Other Cyclist EJECTED Vi1 2> ToulyBected [Ejection | TRAPPED/EXTRICATED 2° Trapped/Extricated Medical Ambulance/Hospital Alcohol | Drugs
5 Pedestrian D & ; Other Pedestrian 0 NotApplicable 3 Pantially Ejected |Path ©0". Not Applicable 3 Trapped/Not Extricated | Transport
6 Bicyclist 9': Other Non-Motorist .1 NotEjeced 2. Unknown P12 1. NotTe 1% 9. Unknown Y. NAPRIS Plo N
Vehicle Number|NAME ~ First ML Last Date of Birth Injury | SEAT | SAFETY AIRBAG
’ #l T 2y I | l 1 ‘ ﬁfe Cirdrey Position| Equipment | - 00: 30
S e m oo |ADDRESS Sameas ClDaver I Owner  Steet & Number Ciy & Sute [, Mk Sery 03 .
Motorlsts 2. 2 P8 ] 28 99
Non-Motorists - 7 Other Cyclist EJECTED 1 7 ToulyBjeced | Ejection | TRAPPED/EXTRICATED '2” TrppedBuricated | Medical Ambulance/Hospital Alcohol | Drugs
5 Pedestrian E 8 Other Pedestrian 0" NotApplicable 3 PariallyEjected [Path 10 NotApplicable 3 Trapped/Not Exricated | Transport
6 Bicyclist 9 Other Non-Motorist -1 NotEjeted .9 Unknown P12 (1 NotTrapped "1: 9. Unknown rie ¥, NG|PIS P16 P17
Vehicle Number NAME First ML Last Date of Bicth P4 [Age Injury | SEAT | SAFETY AIRBAG
’ In : | "N 1'}5 Code. {Fositon| Equipment ¢ 00" 30
408 @' .7 - T Male Sex | 0. 3 o1 31
‘8- 9. 1 200 30 ADDRESS Sameas (J Driver [JOwner  Sireet & Number ] City & State P 2 Vo] 1.4 I 20, 32
Motordsts 2 2. M8 » 28 99
Non-Motorists - 7. Other Cyclist EJECTED "1 T ToulyGeced |Ejection | TRAPPED/EXTRICATED "2 TrappedExicated  ( Medical Ambulance/Hospital Alcohol | Drugs
5. Pedestrian F 8. Other Pedestrian 0 NotApplicable 3 PatiallyEjected |Path 10 Not Applicable 3 TrappediNot Extricated | Transport
6 Bicyclist 9, Other Non-Motorist 1 NotEjeted 9. Unknown P12 1 NotTey "1 9 Unknown Vi v NP5 P16 -
NonMotoristNumber A B C: D E F Non-MotoristNumber A- B C D E F
Non-Motorist
Location Not At Intersection
Location At Intersection NI N2 N1 N2 N1 N2
N1 N2 N1 N2 110, 10 In Crosswalk 14; 14 InPackinglane 18 18. Other, Not on Roadwar
01 01 In Crosswalk 04: 04. On Roadway, Crosswalk Availability Unknown ~ [11. 11" On Roadway, Not in Crosswalk 15. 15, On Road Shoulder 19 19 Unknown
02: 02) On Roadway, Not in Crosswalk 05, 05 Not on Roadway 112 12: On Roadway, Crosswalk Not Available 16 16 Bike Path
03: 03 On Roadway, Crosswalk Not Available 09 09 Unknown 13, 13: On Roadway, Crosswalk Avallability Unknown 17 17 Outside Trafficway
Vehicle Striking Non-Motorist Vehicle Striking Non-Motorist
N1 Vebicle # 1. 2.3 4 5.6 7 8 9 1920 30 N2 Vebicle# 12 3.4 5 6 7 8 9 10 20 3
N1 N2 Condition (may select 3) N1 N2 Actions (may select )
00. 00: Appeared Normal :10: 10 No Contributing Actions N1 N2 N1 N2
01: 01: Had Been Drinking 20 20: Not Visible 30. 30. Construction/Maintenance/Utifity Worker 46, 46 Failure to Use Lights
02 02 Illegal Drug Use 21, 21. Darting, Running or Sambling into Road ~ 31: 31 Playing in Roadway 47 47 Improper Loading of Vehicle Cargo or Passenger:
03: 03 {ll (Sick) 22 22 Crossing with Signal 32: 32 lying in Roadway 48: 48 Operator Inexperience
04: 04 Reaction to Drugs/Medication :23: 23 Crossing against Signal 33: 33; Walking in Roadway 49 49. Operating without Required Equipment
05 08: Faiture 10 Take Drugs/Medication 24 24; Crossing, No Signal 34: 34. Walking beside Roadway 50, 50 Riding in Roadway Against Traffic
06 08 Blind 25 25: Coming from Behind Parked Car 41 41" Failure to Keep in Proper Lane or Running off Road 61 61 Vision Obstructed, By What? (Narrative)
07 07- Restricted to Wheelchair 261 26! Standing in Safety Zone 42: 42 Failure to Yield Right of Way 99) 99 Unknown Action
08; 08 Other Physical Impairment (Nasrative) 127 27: Getting on or off Other Vehicle 43 43: Failure to Obey Traffic Controls
09 09+ Emotional (Depressed, Angry, Distubed) [-28: 28: Pushing or Working on Vehicle 44; 44, Failure to Observe Warnings or Instructions
'99. 99: Unknown Condition 129) 29) Other Working in Roadway 4545, Failure to Signal Intentions
PLEASE DO NOT WRITE IN THIS AREA
[ | =] | [sle] (o] [ol= ')()u(.,)r,)... =1 | [
N EE ]
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vi Vehicles L
Il:i;tct 60 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10 12 99 SIr;pld‘/a.;:it : [rﬁ';:fa 00 0% 0203 04 05 06 07 08 09. 10 12 ‘9?‘ Szgumz:t o
1 Yes 2 Ni 1-Yes 2 N
(may - Darken Numbered Area(s) of Vehicle Damage . ° (may - Darken Numbered Area(s) of Vehicle Damage °
select 3) 06 o7 o8 Emergency Use select3) 06, o7 08 EmergencyUse -+ »
- f Yes 2 No T Ys 2 No
10 05 03 % 01 10: 05. 9 % o1 —
Under: . § & Rollover Under. S [;’ Rollover i
carriage [ 03 02 1 Ys 2 No carriage 04 03; 02 1-Yes 2 No
Fire Fire -
1 AllAreas i Extent o Damage -~ ——- ] ! Y5 2 No 11 All Aress - Extent of Damage - — | 1 ¥ 2 No
12 Other o None 4 Severe " - 12 Other 0 None 4 Severe aed D 0
99 Unknown 17 VeryMinor 5 VerySevere Fimated Danage " 99. Unknown T VeryMinor 5 Very Severe Esinated .
00 None ' Minor 3 Unknown i Under $400 00 None 2. Minot 9 Unknown 1 Under $400
3 Moderate 2 Over $400 3 Moderate 2 QOver $400
Vehicle Defects (may select 2) -+ Vehicle Special Use Vehicle Trailer Vehicle Defects (may select 2) Vehicle Special Use | - Vehicle Trailer
9 None LE r 1 -0 None !j_‘_} U None | 0 None 0. NoneL:[:] 0. None
Vehicle Towed Due to Damage? If Towed, Where? V23 Vehicle Towed Due to Damage? If Towed, Where? V23
1 Driven Away 1 Driven Away
2_TowedAway 2 Towed Away
Vehicle Going/On Vehicle Going/On
N V25 N ) V2]
W e On: w e On:
S S
o Trafficway Flow Roadway Surface Type Trafficway Hazards Traffic Control Devices
Vi V2 (select ) vl V2 (select 1) Vi V2 (may select 3) V1 V2 select 1)
i+ Not Physically Divided (Two Way Trafficway) 1 Asphalt 00. 00 No Apparent Hazards 06 00 No Contro|
2 Divided Highway, Median Strip (Without Traffic 2 2 Concrete 01 o1 Inadequate Warning of Exits, 01 ot. Traffic Light
Barrier) . 3 3 Brickor Block Lanes Narrowing, Traftic Control, etc. 02: 02. Flashing Yellow (Caution)
3 Divided Highway, Median Strip (With Traffic 4 4 Gravel, Slag, orStone| {02 02 Defective Shoulders 03: 03 Flashing Red (Stop)
Barrier) s 5 Dirt 03 03 No or Obscured Pavement Markings 04. 04. Lane Use Control Signa!
4 One Way Trafficway 8 3 Other (Narrative) 04. 04 Holes, Deep Ruts, Bumps 05 05 Stop Sign
3 9 Unknown N 9__3 _Unknown 05. 05. Loose Material on Surface 06 06 Yield Sign
06 06. Slippery Surface 07 07. School Zone Signs
Roadway Route Signing ~ Number of Travel Lanes _ Roadway Surface Conditions 07 o7 s.,’,’gc? Under Water 08 06 Warning Signs &
VI V2 (select 1) | VI V2 (select]) Viw (select 1) 08 08. Surface Washed Out 0g 09 Construction Zone Controls
tt+ Interstate i |1 1 Onelane t 1 Doy 10 10: Under Construction/Maintenance 10. 10 RR Crossbucks
22 US. Route [ ]2 2 Twolanes 22 Wet 11+ 11. Recent Previous Accident Scene Nearby 11 t1: RR Flasher
33 StaeRoute | |3 3 Three Lanes 3 3 Snow or Slush 12: 12. Street Lights Not Working 12 12, RR Gates
4+ 4 County Route { 4+ 4 Four Lanes 4 a4 Iee 13 13 Traffic Control Device Not Visible 13- 13 Traffic Contro} Person .
5 5 Municipal Route| |5 s Five Lanes 5 5 Sand, Mud, Dirt or Oil 98 98: Other Hazards (Narrative) 9898 Other (Narrative)
3 8 Other(Namu‘ve)r 5 5 SixLlanes 8 3 Other (Narrative) 99. 99- Unknown
9 9 Unknown | |7 7 SevenorMore 9 3 Unknown . L
7 Lanes Traffic Control Device Functioning?
& & Other (See ___Roadway Character Vi 2 (select 1 f applies)
Natrative) VI V2 Alignment: Other Property Damage? 11 Device Not Functioning
8 9 Unknown __J tot Curve  (selectl) (select all that apply) 2 2 Device Functioning Improperly
2 2 Straight 1 State Property 3 City Property 3 3. Device Functioning Froperly
o 9 Unknown 2 County Property 4 Private Property
Profile:
i+ Level (select 1) Amount of Damage (Estimate)
_______ AccessControl 12 2 Grade 1 Under $400 2 Over$400
V1 V2 (select ) 3 3 Hillcrest
i 11 NoControl 3 3 Other (Narrative) .
i‘ (Unlimited ls 9 Unknown ] Owner Information for Other Property Damage
i Access) -
2 2 Full Control Name Phone:
(ONLY Ramp {
Entry and Exit) Address 'Dwibcl’mpcny
[ 33 Other (Narrative) }
3 Name Phone:
@ ] ;; : Address IDscribchpmy
2.2
Witness Witness
MameFist M T Lzst Name: First Las
| Radress: Swet & Nariber Address: Street & Number
City & State 7P City & Ste r
Date of Birth Home Phone # Date of Birth Home Phone #
| mE Em
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Page_ of____

Document Type REFERENCE NUMBER
+ 2" Supplement Document
(3. Amended Document l 7 2 0 9 6 2 7
Please Do Not Write In This Microfilm Space Local Agency Number 47 | Reference Number Override A6
(
Truck & Bus Cr ash Inj‘orm ation This Section Must Be Completed fo; Each
P B

When To Use This Section: Did the crash involve.. . . m person who was fatally injured? v N
PartA Any injured person requiring transport for immediate medical treatment? YN
A truck with at least two axles and six tires? Y. N One or more vehicles that had to be towed from the scene as a result of the crash? ¥ N
A truck with a hazardous materials placard? Y NG One or more vehicles that required repair or were provided assistance before
Abus designed to carry 16 or more persons, including the driver? Y -N proceeding from scene under own power? Y N
STOP! If all the responses to Part A are “NO” do not complete this Truck & Bus STOP! If all the responses to Part B are “NO" do not continue. If there are any “YES" answers,
Crash Information Section. If there are any “YES” answers, continue o Part B, please complete this Truck & Bus Crash Information Section . ..

Vebicle# 1 2.-3.°4 5.6, 7 8 92102030

Carrier Information (ija;rgloe; Identification Numbers oS Source: Vehicle Side
Shipping Papers
*Interstate Carrier? Y N 1ccMC Trip Manifest
- - Driver
(Camer Name Carricr Address Log Book

Hazardous Material Information

*Hazardous Material Placard Displayed? v~ N

Hazardous Cargo was Released? v~ n

List the Hazardous Material(s
Class Numbers D] Dj by name in this load: ©

|

wes [ 1] [T 1] Mot

|

Vehicle Information Combined Gross Vehicle Weight Ratlngl

u;sJ Total # of Axdes

Vehicle Configuration — Cargo Body Type
1 m 3 ” 5 L 7 ‘-_H 9+ Unknown Heavy Truck 1 m 6
Bus Single unity truck 3+ axes Truck/Tractor TractorDoubles Bus Concrete Mixer
: o PN gl o g : 7
Single unit truck, 2 axles, 6 tires Truck/Trailer Tractor/Semi-Trailor Tractos/Triples Van/Enclosed box Auto Transporter
SEQUENCE OF EVENTS FOR THIS VEHICLE (Alark a total of one to four events in the order that they occurred.)
1.2° 3 4 RanoffRoad 1 3 3 .4 Collision involving motor vehicle in transp. 3 8
123 4 Jackknife 2 3 4 Collision involving parked motor vehicle Cargo Tk GarbageRefuse
12 3. 4 Overturn (Rollover) 1 2 3. 4 Collision involving train 4 — 9 Oher
1" 2 3 4 Downhill Runaway 1 2 3. 4 Collision involving pedalcycle Faibed
1 2+ 3 4. Casgo Loss or Shift 1.2 3 4 Collision involving animal 5 ﬁ
1 2 3 4 Explosion or Fire 1 2 3. 4. Collision involving fixed object Dump L
i 2 3 4 Separation of Units i. 2 3. 4 Collision involving other object
12, 3. 4 Collision involving pedestrian 1 2.8 4 Other
Vebicle # 17 2.3 4. 5.8 .7 8: 9010 20 30
Carrier Identification Numbers Source: Vehicle Side
uS ot TNDOS Shipping Papers
*Interstate Carrier? Yo N 1CCMC Trip Manifest
- Driver
‘lecr Name ‘ Carrier Address Log Book
Hazardous Material Information *Hazardous Material Placard Displayed? ¥ N eHazardous Cargo was Released? ¥ N
List the Hazardous Material(s) ]
Class Numbers D:l Dj by name in this load:
List the Name(s) of Released ‘
UN Numbers (J i IJ t LJ Hazardous Material(s):

Vehicle Information Combined Gross Vehicle Welght Rating|

LBSJ Total # of Axles

Vehicle Configuration — Cargo Body Type
1 s 3 H 5 L 7 i_-.- 9 Unknown Heavy Truck 1 m 8
Bus Single uniry truck 3+ axles Truck/Tractor TractorDoubles Bus Concrete Mixer
: g s sy o R ¢ 2 7
Single unit truck, 2 asles, 6 tires i Trail Tractoe/Triples VanEndosed box Auto Transporier
SEQUENCE OF EVENTS FOR THIS VEHICLE (Mark a fotal of one to four events In tbe onder that they occurred )
1 2:.3. & Ranoff Road 1 2. 3. 4. Collision involving motor vehicle in transp. 3 —— 8
12 3 4 Jackknife 1 2 3. 4 Collision involving parked motor vehicle Cargo Tank GarbageRefuse
1 2§ 4 Overturn (Rollover) 1. 2. 3 4 Collision involving train 4 9 Oher
{- 2. 3 4 Downhill Runaway 1 2 4 4. Collision involving pedalcycle Flabed
i 2 3 4. Cargo Loss or Shift 1. 2. 3: 4. Collision involving animal 5 ﬁ ANy
1. 2 3 4 Explosion or Fire i 2 4 4 Collision involving fixed object Dump
1 2. 3. 4 Separation of Units i 2. 3: 4 Collision involving other object
1 2 3. 4 Collision involving pedestrian 1 2 3 4 Other
PLEASE DO NOT WRITE IN THIS AREA
E.O..DD-Q.OOOOOOO..-D-.Q
HE Em ]

/
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