
\resolution of questions of their qual’. 
Xications and fitness to drive. 

2.3. T h e  medical examination form use$ by 
NJDMV was inadequate in  that  it failed 
to require a report of past med~ca l  
condi t ions or a detailcd statyment of 
current medical shortcomingdaffecting 

2 4 . T  h e  N J D M V  ( d r  i v y ; - l i c c n s i n g  
authority) does not  coJ1forrn to the 
F e d e r a l  H i g h w a y  Safety Program 
Standards insofar as performance of the 
following is concerned: 

The  “single license” concept (instead, 
having separate: licenses for regular 
operation and for busdriving. bo th  held 
c o n c u ~ ~ e n t l y  ); 
R,apid communication ‘of data (which 
was on the records, b u t  not transmitted 
to the  point of need);  and 

c. Profess iona l  interview for “points” 
traffic violators or drivers with high 
accident expericncc. 

/ 
/ 

i 

/ 
driving safety. I 

a .  

b .  

25 .The  operation of the bus  on this trip 
was wi thout  Interstate Commerce Com- 

h i s s i o n  authority.  

shown in Appendix F. T h e  Safety Board 
further rccommends that: 

1 .  The Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA) initiate a program to stand- 
a r d i z e  t h e  de te rmina t ion  of wet- 
highway skid resistance criteria, and to 

V. PROBAB1.E CAUSE 

T e National Transportation Safety Board 
detcrmincs tha t  the probablc cause of~rl i ’ is  
accidenth, ,?  cither dynamic o r  viscous.iiydro- 
planing of Cirs front wlicels of tile G s  wliich 
initiated a skid‘from which the dciv’er could n o t  
recover. Contr ibut ing factors’ included low 
basic skid rcsistancc\of ,tl<g pavement in wet 
weather, and the pra&ble presence of water 
draining across thL?/paven;ent in  a n  abnormal 
manner. T h e  fatalities and i$uries were causcd 
by an ineffgctive highway guardraii which 
failed ro,p;event the  bus from rolling down an 
emb ,an lkxn t ,  by bus  windows which ‘Failed to  
,pre;ent ejcction of some passengers, aiid in  

2. 

I,’ 

1 

s o m e  cases. b y  the absence of occupant  
restraints. 



service over interstate chartered buses 
and  charter-bus operations necessary to 
assure a level of safety commensurate  
with the public’s right to safe travel in 
chartered vehicles. Nothwi ths tandhg 
any  extended delay in attaining a level 
of g r e a t e r  manpower  a n d  service 
capabilities, thc Bureau should take all 
immcdiate  steps necessary to serve 
copies of existing Motor  Carrier Safety 
Regulations on aU known interstate 
charter-bus operators  and  companies, 
including those operating in the so- 
c a l l e d  “ c o m m e r c i a l  z o n e s “  and 
municipalities, ? ) - I 7 ,  

4 .  The several Starcs with the assistance of 
thc  Burcau of Motor Carrier Safcty 
(BMCS), of FHWA, and  the National 
Assoc ia t ion  of Motor Bus Owners  
(NAMBO) jointly develop and  institute 
programs to establish uniform guides 
and  procedures for promoting safety in 
intrastate chartered buscs and charter 
bus  opcrations, including the dcsign- 
ation of ~ t a t c  ovcrsight rcsponsibilicy. 71-13 

5 ,  T h e  New Jcrscy Dcpartlncnt of Motor 
Vchiclcs (and a11 States  not now doing 
so) cxpeditc action to bring S t a t e  drivcr 
licensing requirements and procedures 
into fu l l  conformance with thc High. 
way Safcty Program Standards pro- 
mulgated by the National Highway 
Traffic Safcty Administration. 7 / - % 4  

6. T h e  Pennsylvania Department  of Trans- 
p o r t a t i o n  (Pcnn-DOT) review the 
priority status of tlic extraordinarily 
effective highway iniprovcmcnts madc 
after this accident to U S ,  Routc  2 2  
(1-78). to dctcrminc whether sonic or 
:ill of those methods should not  be 
given higher s ta tus  i n  relation to other 
possible Iiighway improvements 71 -8s 

7 .  T h e  American Association of State  
H i g h w a y 0 f f i cia Is rccogn izing t hc 
importance of propcr highway drainage 

in preventing or  minimizing the  oppor-  
tuni t ies  for vehicle “hydroplaning,” 
emphasize to all its members the need 
to provide aggressive inspection and  
maintenance of median and shoulder 
drainage systems, and  to keep debris, 
vegetation, a n d  erosion from rendering 

8. F H W A  t a k e  positive steps toward 
making available to the  bus-traveling 

drainage systems ineffective. 7 I - 8.6 

p u b l i c  convenient restraints against ! 

I 

1 

being ejected from their seats in a crash 

motorists and to airline passcngcrs, SO 

their rightful opportuni ty  to employ 

! 
o r  rollover, such a s  are available to 

tha t  bus passengers will not  be denied 

them whenever they so desire. (This 
recommendation. with similar intent 
bu t  varying in l a n g u s c ,  has been made 
i n  f o u r  prior interstate bus crash 
reports issued by the Safety Board.). 71-87 

9.  T h e  National Highway Traffic Safcty 
Administration cxpeditc its r u l c m k i n g  
procedures relating to Docket 2-10, 
“Bus Window Retent ion and Rclcase,” 
advance notice of proposed rulcmaking 
of which w i t s  first issued October  14. 
1967.  i n  ordcr to make  its contents  a 
mandatory  standard a t  tlic earliest 

10. Thc  National HiShway Trarfic Rcvicw 
A d m  inistriitioii and the Bureau of 
Motor Carrier Safety. FHWA, rcvicw 
the Safety Board’s R,cconimentl;ition 
No. 6 in  its Highway Accidcnc Rcport 
S S - H - 5 .  “Chartcrcd Interstate Bus 
Crash Interstate Route 1-80s. near 
Beaver Falls. Pennsylvania, Dccember 
26 ,  1968,” \bhich rccoinnicndation the 
Board now rciteratcs. rclating to thc 
question of whether  there is need for 
an  indicator to show the direction of  
heading of the front  whccls, and neces- 
s a r y  s t c e r i n g - w h e e l  inovemcnt, in 

I 

possible d m  7 I-% 

- 
rccovcring from emergency situations 

71. 87 
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BY THE NATIONAL TRANSP(3RTATION SAFETY BOARD: 

I s /  JOHN H.  R.EE.D 
Chairman 

Is/ FRANCIS H .  McADAMS 
Member 

/s/ LOUIS M. THAYER 

lsabcl A Burgcss, Mcmbcr, was abscnt, n o t  voting 
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