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NTSB

* Independent Federal Agency

e 5 Member Board

— President appointed
— Senate confirmed

e 400 Staff

 Investigates accidents in all modes of
transportation

 Determine probable cause

e |ssue recommendations &
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How We Pick Accidents

e 19,000 accidents per day

e 7,638 people injured in highway accidents
a day

e 43 443 fatalities in 2005

e \WWe can only launch on 5-6 major
accidents each year

e 2 teams of 6-8 investigators

e Thorough, comprehensive investigations
NTSB \§
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How We Pick Accidents

4 basic criteria in selecting accidents
for investigation.

1. Is there high public interest?
2. Have we done it before?

3. Can we make a difference?
4. Do we have the resources?
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How We Pick Accidents

e Always looking for new nation-wide
safety Issues that other highway
safety organizations have not
addressed.

« \We cannot implement a change
directly, but we can be the catalyst
for change through others.
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Accident Reports
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Safety Recommendations

National Transportation Safety Board
Washington, D.C. 20

Safety Recommendation

Date: February 26, 1999
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Safety Recommendations

Issued Since 1967
TOTAL =12,690

Pipeline 1235 9.73%

- =

Marine 2317
18.26%

Railroad 2073
16.34%

o

Aviation
4726 37.24%

Intermodal 234 1.84%

i
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926 Open Recommendations

e Aviation: 426
e Highway: 271
e Rallroad: 108
e Marine: 68

e Pipeline: 31

e Intermodal: 22

September 7, 2007
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Most Wanted List

Actions needed by States
HIGHWAY

onger enforsement laws.

2 with a high

r2 when thay gat their

Critical changes needed to reduce
transportation accidents and save lives.
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Action/Timeliness Criteria

. Unacceptable response

‘ Yellow: Acceptable response —
progressing slowly

‘ Green: Acceptable response —
progressing in a timely manner

NTSB §




Improve the Safety of Motor
Carrier Operations

NTSB \§




Safety Improvement Wanted

 Change the way safety fitness
ratings are determined so adverse
vehicle and driver performance alone
are sufficient to result in an overall
unsatisfactory rating for the carrier
H-99-6
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Special Investigation Report

- PE53-517001
HTSESIR-3501 ‘

NATIONAL
TRANSPORTATION
SAFETY

BOARD

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20594

HIGHWAY SPECIAL INVESTIGATION
REPORT

Selective Motorcoach Issues
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Indianapolis, IN: 1995
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Schematic of Indianapolis Accident Scene













Date

Rating

MNotes

0o 22/87

Sansfacrory

Faview ar carmier’s raguest due 1o 3 prior epforcement acton

102588

Mo rating/violations
o vehicles operating
in conmnercial zone

Ininated becanse of congressional complamt

20600

Condinonsl

Ininztad because of complaint regarding bours-of-semice vio-
laticns

0731901

Lo rating

Ininated becanss of complaint'enforcement action undsraway

T o |
B -

Conditonsl

Follow-up review due to prior epforcement action

1171342

Condinonsl

Initated because of complamt regarding push-ous windows

Qo303

Unsatsfactiory

D to accident rate and bhours-of-service violations

121793

Sansfacoory

45-day follow-up review. hzinrenance program moderately
deficient mechamics have not promp:ly repaired safety-ralated
defacts

June 21, 1994, Indiaua police inspection places
100 percent of the 11 vehicles reviewed out of service.

Satsfactory

High percentage of vebicles out-of-service [83 percent]

October 15, 1995, Indianapoliz Accident Occurs

110193

Unsansfactiory

Poataccident complispce review. The OMC places 10 of 10
vehrcles reviewad out of service.

1120405

Chat-of-service ordar as 2 result of noncompliance within 45
days of the proposad unsansfactory safery radng

*An Indiana State police inspection also ocoumed

Motor Carrier Compliance Reviews of Hammond
from 1987 to 1995




Stony Creek, VA: 1997




Route of the “Pathways to Freedom” Tour
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Rating Comments Deficiencies *

Conditional - fatlure to have soone dover gua ification records
- fatlure o have accurate duty stamnes records
- fatlare o conduct preemplovinent spd random drug tests

Conditorsl - fatluzs to comply with driver “lovrs of service”™ milas (20 CFR 30%)
- fatlurs to have comiplete enploninent applications

- nse of an vegnalifed drver

- failure to complate & pre-sruplonvment backeround chack

- use of a motorcoach that had pot received its anmual inspection

- fatlure to have somme dover gualificaton records

- fatlare to conduct random drug fests oo 50 percent of drivers

42896 Sansfactory - fathare to fally comaply with drz festne requuremsnts
- use ©f a wotorcoach that bad ot received its anpusl inspection

Postaccident Samsfactory - fathare to perfonm amzzl vehicles inspectnons
23107 - fatbare to conduct random alochaol tests
- fatlure of drver to record bours of service while dnving oo local
charter tours (nunor violatons)

* The company was fpad for the vielztions noted dunnz each review.

Motor Carrier Compliance Reviews of Rite-Way
from 1993 to 1997




Motor Carrier Fithess
Safety Ratings

Safety Fithess Factors

General

Drivers

Operations

Vehicles

Hazardous Materials
Accidents
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Motor Carrier Fithess
Safety Ratings

Accident Factors

General

Drivers

Operations
Vehicles
Hazardous Materials
Accidents

NTSB @




“Mountainburg, AR: 2001
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Presentation Notes










Mountainburg, AR
(Animation: Overhead View)




Mountainburg, AR
(Anlmatlon Truck Chase Vlew)




Mountainburg, AR
(Animation: Bus Chase View)
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Wilmer, TX: 2005
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Hurricane
Katrina |

;-], : ihloms Pathof

Galveston

" : i August
4 Path of Hurricane Rita =t 2905

+= Landfall in Texas September 23
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Source: Dallas County — =-
Sheriff’s Dept.



Source: KTVT News



Source: KTVT News



Source: KTVT News
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Source: KTVT News




Source: KTVT News



02:34

Source: KTVT News
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Source: KTVT News = WK B .



Damaged oxygen
cylinders from the
passenger
compartment

Oxygen cylinders
from the luggage
compartment

NTSB .
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Not to scale

Vent grill

Outside panel

Foam insulation

Inside panel

|

Vent grill

Fuel lines

Aluminum Duct
Floor

Access panel

Sheet Metal

T Rubber Tire




Where Are We Now?

e 2003: NPRM
e 2004: Review of SafeStat

e Current status:
“Open—Unacceptable Response”

« CSA 2010
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Actions Remaining

 New performance-based operational
model

 Pilot testing of new rating system In
fiscal year 2008

e Continue to develop standards to
measure overall safety of motor
carrier operations

NTSB .§
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