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PREFACE

This report documents the Motor Carrier Safety Status (SafeStat) Measurement System anaysis
methodology developed to support an improved process for motor carrier safety fitness determination for
the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration (FMCSA). It provides a complete description of the
SafeStat methodology as of January 2003 (SafeStat Version 8.5).

The concept of SafeStat originated from a research project at the U.S. Department of Transportation’s
John A. Volpe National Transportation Systems Center (the Volpe Center) in Cambridge, MA, under a
project plan agreement with the FMCSA. The goal of the project was to define an improved process for
motor carrier safety fitness determination. SafeStat was defined as one of the magjor components of a
proposed improved process.

SafeStat was first implemented as part of the federal/state Performance & Registration Information
Systems Management (PRISM) (formerly the Commercia Vehicle Information System (CV1S)) program,
which was authorized under the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA) of 1991.
PRISM provided the opportunity to develop and test the SafeStat concept, and satisfy that program’s
requirement for a motor carrier safety fitness test. The Volpe Center designed, developed and
implemented SafeStat for PRISM in a succession of improved versions. Since 1995 SafeStat has been
implemented in gpproximately sx-month cycles to identify carriers for PRISM. With each cycle of
PRISM, the algorithm has been revised and improved, thereby leading to successive, improved versions of
SafeStat.  Also, starting in March 1997, concurrent with the fourth cycle of PRISM and continuing with
succeeding SafeStat runs, the FMCSA implemented SafeStat nationdly to prioritize motor carriers for on-
site compliance reviews (CRs). Since December 1999, SafeStat results have been made available to the
public via the Internet on the Analysis & Information (A&l) website at www.ai.volpe.dot.gov/. This
document presents the methodology for the latest version of SafeStat, Version 8.5, implemented in January
2003. Improvements made in Verson 8.5 and earlier versions are shown in Appendix C. Further
improvements may be defined in future versions of SafeStat.

Ongoing evaluation of the SafeStat methodology has been provided by the Volpe Center, the PRISM
Federd/State Working Groups, the motor carrier industry, and other stakeholders in the process. A forma
evaluation of SafeStat for the CVIS/PRISM program has been conducted by the Volpe Center with the
assistance of Dr. Thomas Cors, Transportation and Logistics Department, Robert Smith School of
Business, at the University of Maryland. An evaluation of SafeStat effectiveness in identifying carriers
most likely to have crashes was a so performed and is described in Chapter 7 of this document.

The Volpe Center technica project manager is Donald Wright of the Motor Carrier Safety Assessment
Division in the Office of System and Economic Assessment. The design and anaysis leading to the
SafeStat methodology was performed by Donald Wright and David Madsen.  Systems devel opment
support is being led by Dennis Piccolo of EG&G Services, under contract to the Volpe Center.
Implementation of SafeStat at the FMCSA is under the direction of Linda Giles of the Information
Systems Division, with support from Allan Day of Dayco Systems, Inc. Technica writer Robert Marville
of EG& G Services assisted in the preparation of this report.
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INTRODUCTION

In 1993, the U.S. Department of Transportation’'s Volpe Nationa Transportation Systems Center (the
Volpe Center) began a multi-year research effort to define and propose an improved process to assess
motor carrier safety fitness for the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration (FMCSA). The objectives
of the research project included the development of a single methodology of measuring motor carrier
safety fitness and the definition of a comprehensive process to improve the safety status of unsafe
cariers.  The intent of the FMCSA was to better utilize the improved safety data reporting and
information systems technologies not previoudy available and to take advantage of prior Volpe Center
experience in devel oping safety measurement methodologies for regulated carriers.

As part of this research effort, many ideas, concerns, and suggestions were collected in a series of
stakeholder meetings and direct discussions with individuals and organizations that are affected by and/or
have an interest in the process. These stakeholders included motor carriers, the insurance industry,
FMCSA fidd staff, state enforcement agencies, and Canadian federal and provincia officials. At these
meetings and discussions, stakeholders were asked to describe the criteria they considered to be most
important in assessing motor carrier safety fitness, the strengths and weaknesses of the safety-fithess
determination process that was in use by the FMCSA, and their reactions to the emerging Volpe Center
proposals for an improved process,! which included an automated safety performance monitoring system.

In defining the improved process and eventual SafeStat methodology, the shortcomings in the safety-
fitness determination process in use at the time were addressed. Severa of these limitations were the
result of determining safety fitness and carrier safety ratings based solely upon one-time on-site safety
audits, called compliance reviews (CRs), which used a three-tiered safety rating scheme (Satisfactory,
Conditiondl, and Unsatisfactory). These limitations included:

Lack of Coverage of the Motor Carrier Population - Only reviewed carriers are issued safety
ratings. Compliance reviews are performed on a small percentage of the motor carrier population
(roughly 10,000 reviews annualy out of over 500,000 carriers).

Obsolete Safety Ratings — The safety rating remains in effect until another compliance review is
performed, regardless of the carrier's safety performance after the compliance review was
conducted.

Low Performance Data Utilization - The process was compliance-oriented and had limited or no
use of data on state-reported crashes, roadside inspections, enforcement actions, or moving violations.

Labor Intensive Manual Process - Compliance reviews often require several days to conduct, as
opposed to a computer-performed analysis based on an agorithm and databases of safety information.

1 The proposed Improved Process consists of three components: a New Entrant Program, SafeStat, and the
Progressive Compliance Assurance Program (PCAP). A description of this process is contained in “Motor Carrier
Safety Fitness Determination: Proposalsfor an Improved Process,” June 1997. Thisreport isavailable from the Volpe
Center, Economic Analysis Division, DTS-42, 55 Broadway, Cambridge, MA 02142.




1.1 SafeStat Concept

As aresult of the research into designing an improved process for safety fitness determination, SafeStat
was conceived. SafeStat (short for Motor Carrier Safety Status Measurement System) is an automated,
data-driven anaysis system designed to incorporate current on-road safety performance information on all
carriers with on-site compliance review and enforcement history information, when available, in order to
measure relative motor carrier safety fitness. The system allows the FMCSA to continuoudy quantify and
monitor changes in the safety status of motor carriers, especialy unsafe carriers. This allows FMCSA
enforcement and education programs to efficiently allocate resources to carriers that pose the highest risk
of crash involvement.2

The concept of SafeStat departs significantly from the previous approach employed by the FMCSA, which
relied on the on-site compliance review to provide the only means of assessing safety fitness. This
previous approach incorporated only the limited amount of safety performance data that was available at
the time of the on-gite review with the on-site review findings, to generate one of three safety ratings.
This rating did not change until another compliance review was performed, regardiess of safety
performance after the compliance review. Conversely, SafeStat accesses all current safety performance
data to continuously assess the safety status of carriers, rather than limiting the use of safety performance
data to selected data that are available at the time of a compliance review. SafeStat treats the results
from a compliance review as a source of information (albeit a very important source), but emphasizes
safety performance data (e.g., crashes, roadside inspections, enforcement actions, etc.) to assess a
carrier's overall safety status.

SafeStat has been designed to maximize the use of state-reported data and centralized federal data
systems. SafeStat is dso designed to be improved through version upgrades that can accommodate
additional data sources and indicators as they are developed. The expansion of SafeStat to include these
additional data sources will allow the coverage of more carriers and strengthen the results for the carriers
covered.

1.2 SafeStat Roles

The primary use of SafeStat is to identify and prioritize carriers for FMCSA and state safety improvement
and enforcement programs. Currently, SafeStat plays an important role in determining motor carrier
safety fitness in severd FMCSA/state programs including the Performance & Registration Information
Systems Management (PRISM), National CR Prioritization, and the roadside Inspection Selection System
(1S9).

Performance & Registration Information Systems M anagement (PRISM)

PRISM is a federal/state program that ties motor carrier safety fitness to state commercia vehicle
registration. PRISM places carriers with poor safety performance into a sanctioning process that can
ultimately lead to unsafe carriers being placed out of service with their commercia vehicle
registrations suspended or revoked. SafeStat is currently being used to identify poorly performing
carriers and monitor their status while in the program. Since PRISM has been operationa, it has
relied on SafeStat and acted as a "laboratory” in which to improve the SafeStat methodology through
successive versions corresponding to the PRISM cycles.

2 See Section 7, SafeStat Evaluation, for an explanation of the relationship of crash risk and SafeStat results.
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National Prioritization for FMCSA Compliance Reviews

In the FMCSA’s current effort to become a more data- and anadysis-driven organization focusing on
performance, the FMCSA is using SafeStat biannudly to identify and prioritize carriers to receive
compliance reviews. Starting in March 1997, concurrent with the PRISM cycle, the FMCSA has
used SafeStat to identify and prioritize carriers for compliance reviews nationwide.

Inspection Selection System (1SS)

The ISS was designed to aid roadside inspectors by recommending driver and vehicles for inspections
based primarily on the safety status of the responsible motor carrier. Therefore, the main goa of the
ISS is to prioritize and target carriers with poor safety performance. SafeStat provides the ISS with
the safety status information needed to achieve this goal.

Potential Roles

Potential additional applications of SafeStat by the FMCSA include carrier safety rating and unfit
determination. Also, SafeStat can provide focused safety performance assessments of specific carrier
groups, such as hazardous material carriers, new entrant carriers, and foreign carriers operating in the
U.S. Additiona uses include carrier safety screening and monitoring by other Federa agencies that
employ motor carriers, such as the Department of Energy (transport of radioactive hazardous materials)
and the Department of Defense (transport of munitions and other goods).

Other Roles
SafeStat results are available to the public via the Internet on the Analysis & Information (A&1) website
at www.ai.volpe.dot.gov. Easy access to SafeStat results encourages improvements in motor carrier
safety by:
Providing carriers (that have sufficient safety data) with a quantified measure of their current
relative safety status broken out by Safety Evaluation Area (SEA). This breakdown will enable
carriers to assess the strengths and weaknesses of the their own safety status.
Assisting firms that are involved with carriers (e.g., shippers, insurers, and lessors, etc.) in making
certain business decisions in which the safety status of a carrier is afactor.

1.3 Organization of this Report
The remainder of this report describes the design of SafeStat and documents the algorithms used in the
SafeStat methodology. It is divided into the following sections:

Section 2 provides an overview of SafeStat methodology. It describes the overal design of
SafeStat, including the four Safety Evaluation Areas (SEAS) and the computationd logic used to
combine the SEA values and arrive at the SafeStat score.

Sections 3 through 6 detail the specific agorithms used in the calculations in each of the four
SEAS.

Section 7 describes an evaluation of SafeStat.

Appendix A contains examples of lists generated by SafeStat.

Appendix B provides details on calculating measures from violations of acute and critical
regulations in compliance reviews.

Appendix C shows the incrementa improvements made to SafeStat.







2
SAFESTAT DESIGN OVERVIEW

SafeStat is designed to maximize the use of available federal motor carrier safety data to measure the
relative safety status of motor carriers overal and in four Safety Evaluation Areas (SEAS). The four
analytica SEAs are:

Accident SEA

Driver SEA

Vehicle SEA

Safety Management SEA

All four evaluation areas serve to measure the carrier's past safety performance and assess its risk of
having future crashes (See Section 7, SafeStat Evaluation, for a discussion of SafeStat's ability to identify
carriers with higher than normal crash risk). Carriers with the worst records (being in the worst quartile in
two or more SEAS) are given SafeStat scores, which represent the carriers overall safety statuses in
relation to their peers.

The four-SEA framework evauates the SEA-specific strengths and weaknesses of each individua
carrier’s safety performance and compliance. This design aso provides the flexibility to assgn higher or
lower relative emphasis (weight) to each SEA. For example, since accident history and driver factors
have emerged as the SEAs most associated with future crash risk, these SEAs are given additiona weight
in determining a carrier's overal safety dtatus. In addition to producing an overall safety fitness status,
SafeStat ranks carriers in each SEA to focus FMCSA and state safety improvement efforts. Figure 2-1
shows the computational hierarchy used to calculate a SafeStat score.

Motor
Carrier
SafeStat Score
. . . Safety
Accident Driver Vehicle
SEA SEA SEA Management
/ Indicators \ / Indicators \ / Indicators \ / Indicators \
7 X X

Data Sources:
| State-Reported Crashes | |Comp|iance Reviews| |Closed Enforcement Cas%| | Roadsidelnspections| |Census|

Figure 2-1. SafeStat Score Computational Hierarchy




2.1 Computation of the SEA Values
For each SEA, SafeStat proceeds from data to the SEA value in the following stages:

Data -- Both safety-event (such as crashes and safety regulation violations) and carrier-
descriptive data are at the foundation of the computation hierarchy. Carrier-descriptive data, such as
the number of power units or number of roadside inspections, are used to normalize a carrier's safety-
event data.

Measures -- The data are used to calculate weighted, normalized safety measures, each of
which summarizes some aspect of a carrier's performance in a single number.

Indicators -- Carrier measures are ranked relative to those of other carriers, producing indicator
percentiles of the carrier's standing within the peer group, and alowing direct comparison of a carrier
with others in the group.

SEA Values — Related indicators are used to compute SEA values, which are also percentiles
assessing the carrier's performance in the four SEAs.

Figure 22 shows a hypothetical computationa hierarchy used to calculate a SEA value. The SEA vaue
shown here is based on three indicators, A, B, and C. Indicators A, B, and C are based on measures
derived from data sources A, B, and C. Sections 3 through 6 of this document contain the specific
diagrams for each of the four SEAS, followed by discussions of the computations for each measure and
indicator within the SEA.

SEA (Safety Evaluation Areq)

SEA Vaue

/  Indicator A\ /  Indicator B \ / Indicator C \

Source A Data Source B Data Source C Data

Figure 2-2. Generic SEA Value Computational Hierarchy

Data

SafeStat currently uses five sources of data. The first four sources listed below provide the carrier's
actua performance and compliance data, while census data are used only for identification and
normalization of safety-event data.




State-Reported Commercial Vehicle Crash Data provide information on reportable crash
involvement from crash reports filled out by state and local police officials according to the standards
prescribed by the National Governors' Association (NGA).

Compliance Reviews (CRs) performed on-site by FMCSA safety investigators and their state
counterparts determine carriers compliance with Federal Motor Carrier Safety Regulations (FMCSR)
(and compliance with Hazardous Material Regulations (HMR), for HM carriers). The number and
extent of violations of acute, critical, and severe regulations discovered are used by SafeStat in the
three SEAs to which they are related.3 Table 21 shows the parts of the FMCSR used in conducting
compliance reviews.

Table 2-1. CFR Parts Reviewed During a Compliance Review

Part Title

382 Controlled Substances and Alcohol Use and Testing

383 Commercial Driver's License Standards

387 Minimum Levels of Financial Responsibility for Motor Carriers (Insurance)
390 General

391 Quialifications of Drivers

392 Driving of Commercia Motor Vehicles

393 Parts and Accessories Necessary for Safe Operations

395 Hours of Service for Drivers

396 Inspection, Repair, and Maintenance

397 Transportation of Hazardous Materials, Driving and Parking Rules

The safety investigators also obtain data (number of recordable crashes and number of vehicle-
miles traveled in the 12 months preceding the review) to compute a crash rate, which is used to
compute the Recordable Accident Indicator in the Accident SEA.

Closed Enforcement Cases result in pendlties (e.g., fines, sanctions) based on mgjor violations
of the FMCSR and/or HMR. These violations are discovered during compliance reviews, termina
audits, roadside inspections, HM package inspections, HM shipper reviews, cargo tank facility
reviews, and crash investigations. Closed enforcement case history may show a pattern of
violations indicating a carrier management’s serious lack of commitment to safety, and is used in
the Safety Management SEA.

Roadside Inspections performed by Motor Carrier Safety Assistance Program (MCSAP)
ingpectors on individual commercial motor vehicles and drivers provide data on FMCSR and HMR
violations. Serious violations result in driver or vehicle out-of-service (OOS) orders, which must
be corrected before the affected driver or vehicle can return to service. Drivers that ignore
existing OOS orders (returning to service without taking the proper corrective action) are issued
OOS order violations. Moving violaions also may be recorded in conjunction with a roadside
ingpection. These data are the basis for measures and indicators in the Driver and Vehicle SEAs.
Motor Carrier Census Data (identification, Size, operations) are initidly gathered when carriers
obtain USDOT Numbers. The FMCSA records this information (including number of power
units, number of drivers, types of cargo carried) in the Motor Carrier Management Information
Sysem (MCMIS) and updates data during compliance reviews, during commercia vehicle
registration in states participating in PRISM, and upon request of the motor carrier.

3 A full listing of acute and critical regulations can be found in Part 385 Appendix B of the FMCSR, titled
“Explanation of Safety Rating Process.”




Measures

SafeStat uses normalized safety-event data to measure safety compliance and performance of individua
carriers. It uses carrier-descriptive data, such as the number of power units or number of roadside
ingpections, to normalize a carrier's safety-event data by carrier size or amount of exposure. For example,
when using crash data, the crash rate takes into account differences in exposure, making it possible to
compare the safety of carriers relative to each other, rather than just comparing numbers of events.

Indicators

SafeStat uses the measures to calculate indicators. Whereas a measure, such as a recordable crash rate
of XXX crashes per million vehicle-miles traveled, quantifies the performance of a carrier, an indicator
ranks that performance relative to the carrier’s peers. SafeStat ranks each carrier's measure relative to its
peers on a percentile (0-100) scale. This percentile number is assigned to the indicator.

Additional decision rules addressing data-sufficiency issues are applied before an indicator is assigned a
percentile number. This ensures that the measure is based on enough data so that the corresponding
indicator is statisticaly meaningful in terms of carrier safety status. For example, a minimum number of
roadside ingpections is required before an inspection indicator can be used.

SEA Values

Indicators within the same SEA are combined to generate a SEA vaue. For each SEA, vaues ranging
from 0-100 are determined for all carriers with sufficient safety data related to that SEA. Each carrier's
SEA vaue approximates the carrier's percentile rank relative to all other carriers with sufficient datato be
assessed within that same SEA. By using the percentile rank for each SEA, SafeStat avoids using

arbitrary predetermined levels or scoring thresholds, while providing an easily understandable value for

each SEA.

The higher a carrier's SEA value, the worse its safety status. Therefore, an Accident SEA Value of 80
indicates that approximately 80% of the carrier population with sufficient data had better safety
performance than that carrier with respect to crashes and 20% had worse.

2.2 SafeStat Score

A primary purpose of SafeStat is to identify carriers for safety improvement programs. For this purpose,
SafeStat does not give overal SafeStat scores to al carriers. To obtain a SafeStat score, a carrier must be
deficient in at least two different SEAs. A SEA with a value from 75 to 100 is defined as deficient. This
range approximates the worst 25% of the carriers assessed within a particular SEA. Therefore, SafeStat
requires a "critical mass' of poor performance data before a carrier is scored.

Carriers that meet the criterion of two deficient SEAs are given a SafeStat score that is equal to the sum
of the deficient SEA vdues for the Vehicle and Safety Management SEAS, plus 2 times the deficient
Accident SEA Vaue plus 1.5 times the deficient Driver SEA vaue. SEA vauesthat are lessthan 75 are
not used by SafeStat in calculating the SafeStat score. Figure 2-3 shows this calculation in diagram form.
SafeStat ranks SafeStat-scored carriers in descending order by their score, starting with the carrier with
the worst safety status (i.e., the highest SafeStat score). The SafeStat score is only relevant to identifying
and ranking carriers with safety deficiencies.




2+
Calculated
SEA Values
>75

SafeStat Score Calculated
SEA Values

>75

Vehicle
SEA Value
=75

Driver
SEA Value
275

Accident
SEA Value
275

SafeStat\ = 2X
Score

Figure 2-3. SafeStat Score Calculation

2.3 Categories

Categories aso pertain to carriers with safety deficiencies. SafeStat assigns each scored carrier into
Category A, B, or C, as defined by the SafeStat score ranges shown in Table 2-2.

Table 2-2. SafeStat Categories

Category SafeStat Score Includes SEA Values of 75 or Higher
Range
A >350 to <550 All 4 SEAs
3 SEAsthat result in a Weighted Score of 350 or more
B >225 10 <350 3 SEAsthat result in aWeighted Score of |ess than 350
2 SEAsthat result in aWeighted Score of 225 or more
() >150 to <225 2 SEAsthat result in aWeighted Score of lessthan 225

SafeStat computes an overall SafeStat score only for carriers with poor safety status so that these carriers
can be identified and monitored for various safety programs.

SafeStat also assigns categories to carriers that did not receive a SafeStat score, but had enough
information on bad safety events to be evaluated as deficient in one SEA. These categories, D to G, help
to prioritize carriers for roadside inspections in the ISS. Carriers that are deficient in one SEA, either
Accident, Driver, Vehicle, or Safety Management, are ranked in Categories D, E, F, and G, respectively,
as shown in Table 2-3.

Table 2-3. SafeStat Categoriesfor Carrierswith no SafeStat Scores

Single SEA Specific SEA SEA Value
Category
D Accident 75-100
E Driver 75-100
F Vehicle 75-100
G Safety Management 75-100
2.4 Weighting

SafeStat uses weighting at various stages to improve the accuracy of the safety status assessment. As
previousy mentioned, deficient Accident SEA and Driver SEA Vaues are given more weight in the
SafeStat Score calculation than deficient Vehicle and Safety Management SEA Vaues, because problems
with accident history and driver factors were shown to be most closdly associated with future crashrisk.
(See Chapter 7 for details). Weighting is also applied to the data to account for the timeliness and severity
of certain safety events.
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Time Weighting

SafeStat applies time weighting to all of the safety-event data; more importance is given to the results of
recent safety events than to the results of older safety events. For instance, the results of a vehicle
roadside inspection performed within the past six months have three times more influence on a carrier’s
safety status in the Vehicle SEA than a vehicle inspection that was done two years ago. Safety events
"age to zero" after thirty months.

Safety events must occur within certain periods of time (depending on the source data) to be considered in
the SafeStat calculation. Each time window moves with each calculation of SafeStat. For example, the
results of a compliance review (CR) have a time window of 18 months, which means that SafeStat uses
the results only if the compliance review occurred within the last 18 months. If a carrier has a compliance
review that is 17 months old, SafeStat will useit in its calculations. When SafeStat is run six months later,
the compliance review will then be 23 months old, five months beyond the time window of 18 months, and
therefore, will no longer be used by SafeStat due to its age. Time-weighting stresses the outcome of more
recent safety events, which are more relevant to current safety status, and phases out safety-event data
as they become older and less likely to reflect current safety status. This allows a carrier to reflect
improvement in subsequent SafeStat runs if there are fewer or no new adverse safety events.

Severity Weighting

Where appropriate, safety measures are severity weighted. For example, the Accident SEA assigns a
weight of 1, or 2 to a crash, depending on whether it involved (1) property damage only (towed vehicle), or
(2) injuries or fatalities. Additional weight is placed on a reportable crash if hazardous materia is released.

2.5 Percentile Ranking

An important objective of the SafeStat calculationsis to compare the performance of individual carriers to
their peers, producing an easly-understood measure of performance not tied to arbitrary point values.
Therefore indicators and SEA values are expressed as percentiles reflecting the carrier’ s status relative to
others. For instance, the Driver Review Indicator is produced by calculating the Driver Review Measure
for al carriers that had recent reviews, ranking them in ascending order, and giving each carrier a
corresponding percentile rating from 0 to 100. The highest numbers indicate the worst performers among
al carriers for which sufficient data are available.




3
ACCIDENT SEA

The Accident SEA Value reflects a carrier’s crash experience relative to its peers. The Accident SEA
Vaue is based on the Accident Involvement Indicator (All) and the Recordable Accident Indicator
(RAI). The All uses measures derived from state-reported crash data normalized by power unit data
from the Motor Carrier Census. The RAI uses measures based on recordable crash and annual vehicle-
miles traveled (VMT) data gathered at the most recent compliance review. The sections that follow
present the specific computations for each measure, indicator, and the Accident SEA Vaue. Figure 31
shows the computational hierarchy used to calculate an Accident SEA Value.

Accident
SEA Vaue

P ™~

Accident Involvement Recordable Accident
Indicator (All) Indicator (RAI)

Recordable Accident
Rate (RAR)

Accident Involvement
Measure (AIM)

State-Reported Crash Compliance Review Data on
Data & Census Data Recordable Crash & VMT

Figure 3-1. Accident SEA Value Computational Hierarchy

3.1 Accident Involvement Indicator (All)

SafeStat uses the state-reported crash data and Motor Carrier Census power unit (trucks, tractors,
hazardous materia tank trucks, motor coaches, and school buses) data to caculate the Accident
Involvement Measure (AIM) for al carriers. SafeStat uses only crashes that have occurred within the
last 30 months and time weights the data to give more relevance to recent crashes than to older crashes.
It dso weights individua crashes based upon the consequences of the crash (i.e., vehicle towed, injury,
fatality, and release of hazardous materia). SafeStat then normalizes this weighted crash information by
the number of power unitsto obtain the AIM. Carriers with similar numbers of state-reported crashes are
grouped, compared to one another by their AIMs, and ranked on a percentile basis. SafeStat assigns a
percentile number (from 0-100) to the All of each carrier, based on that rank. A carrier must have two or
more crashes to have the potentia to receive a deficient All, i.e., 75 or higher.

State-Reported (Reportable) Crash Data

States provide a crash report for each commercia motor vehicle involved in a crash that meets the
reportable crash standard. A reportable crash involves a vehicle being towed from the scene, or an injury
or fatality. Each crash report is counted as a crash by SafeStat. SafeStat uses the following data
elements from the reportable crash data to calculate the carrier’ s All:
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Date of the crash

Injuries

Fatalities

Release of Hazardous Materia (HM)

Census Power Unit Data

SafeStat computes the All using state-reported crash data, which are normalized by the number of owned,
term-leased, and trip-leased power units (trucks, tractors, hazardous-material tank trucks, motor coaches,
and school buses) contained in the Census data.  The primary source of power unit information in the
Census is Forms MCS-150 and MCS-151. Carriers are required to update their MCS-150 information
biennidly. When the number of power units for a carrier is suspect, specific state/federa organizations
are notified to obtain the most accurate value.

Accident I nvolvement Measure (Al M)

SafeStat uses the reportable crash data that fall within three time windows. It time weights the data to
give more relevance to recent crashes than to older crashes. It also weightsindividua crashes based upon
the conseguences of the crash (i.e., vehicle towed, injury, fatality, and release of hazardous materia).

SafeStat combines these two weighting aspects into a quantity caled the Tota Consequence/Time
Weighted Crashes (TCTWC). SafeStat calculates the AIM by dividing the TCTWC by the average
number of power units (PU) for the carrier to normalize the measure. The basic equation for the AIM is
shown below. The steps that follow the equation detail SafeStat’ s calculation of the AIM.

| AIM =TCTWC/PU |

A. Begin to compute the TCTWC by aggregating each carrier’s reportable crash data into three time
periods based on the age of each crash: 0 to 6 months, 7 to 18 months, and 19 to 30 months.

Reportable Crash Data

Oto6 7to 18 19t0 30
Months Months Months

B. Within each time period, weight each crash for severity by assigning a severity score of 1 for
crashes which involved a vehicle being towed (but no injuries), and 2 for crashes which involved
injury or fatality. Add 1 to the severity scoreif acarrier vehicle released hazardous materials.

Severitv Score = 1 2 1

injuries)
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C. Within each time period, sum the severity scores to get a total crash severity score for the time

period:

Ti:0 to 6 T2 7 to 18 Ts:19 to 30
Months Months Months
T1Crash T2 Crash T3 Crash
Severity Scoreg Severity Score Severity Score

D. Time weight the severity scores for the three time periods so that the most recent crashes receive
the most weight, then sum the weighted scores for al three periods to produce the Total
Consequence/Time-Weighted Crashes (TCTWC).

TimeWeight=3 TimeWeight=2 TimeWeight=1

Oto6 7 to 18 19 to 30
Months Months Months
T1Crash T2Crash T3 Crash
Severity + Severity Severity —
Score Score Score -

Total Consequence/

Time-Wei V%hted Cr
(TCTWCQC)

E. Calculate the average number of PUs over 30-month time frame by determining the number of
PUs at the end of each of the three time periods.

Average # of
Power Units
(PUs)

G + () + (o

3

F. Compute AIM by dividing the TCTWC by the average number of PUs (trucks and buses owned,
term-leased, and trip-leased).

Total Consequence/Time
Weighted Crash Value
(TCTWC)

Average
# of Power Units
(PU)
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Calculation of the Accident I nvolvement I ndicator (All)

SafeStat uses the Accident Involvement Measure (AIM) to calculate the Accident Involvement Indicator
(All). Thefollowing steps detail SafeStat’s calculation of All.

A. Determine the total number of crashes for each carrier (no time or severity weighting), and place
each carrier into one of the groups below:

Group Number of State-Reported
Crashes

0
1
2-3
4-8
9-20
21-88
8%+

OO |WIN|F|O

B. For Group 0: Assign an All of O.
For Group 1: Insufficient information to caculate a percentile ranking. No All assigned.

For Groups 2 through 6: within each group, rank all the carriers AIM values in ascending order.
Transform the ranked values into percentiles from the O percentile (representing the lowest AIM)
to the 100th percentile (representing the highest AIM). Assign the percentile value to the All. If a
carrier has no crashes within the past 24 months, the All will be capped at 74.

3.2 Recordable Accident Indicator (RAI)

SafeStat uses recordable crash and vehicle-miles-traveled (VMT) data gathered during compliance
reviews to calculate the Recordable Accident Rate (RAR) for al carriers that have had compliance
reviews within the past 12 months. SafeStat takes the number of recordable crashes and normalizes it by
VMT to obtain an RAR. Carriers with similar numbers of recordable crashes are grouped, compared to
one another by their crash rates, and ranked on a percentile basis. SafeStat assigns a percentile number
(from 0-100) to each carrier based on that rank. A carrier must have two or more crashes to potentially
receive adeficient RAI, i.e., 75 or higher.

Compliance Review Data
The dataitemsused in ng recordable crashes are the following:

Date of the review
Number of recordable crashes (RC) within 12 months prior to the review
Total number of vehicle milestraveled (VMT) by a carrier within 12 months prior to the review

Calculation of the Recordable Accident Rate (RAR) Measure

SafeStat uses the recordable crash data described above from the most recent review of a carrier that
was performed within the last 12 months to produce a measure caled the Recordable Accident Rate
(RAR). The RAR is computed by dividing the total number of recordable crashes (RC) by the number of
annual vehicle miles traveled (VMT) and then multiplying this quotient by a convenient constant (in this
case, 1,000,000) to establish a manageable RAR size. The basic equation for RAR follows. The steps
following the equation detail SafeStat’s calculation of the RAR.
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1,000,000 x RC
VMT

RAR =

A. ldentify all carriers whose most recent compliance review was performed within the last 12
months.

B. Compute the RAR according to the following formula

# of Recordable
1,000,000 X Crashes
(RO)

Vehicle Miles
Traveled (VMT)

RAR =

Calculation of the Recordable Accident I ndicator (RAI)

SafeStat calculates the Recordable Accident Indicator (RAI) by ranking the RAR values and transforming
them into percentiles. The following steps detail SafeStat’ s calculations.

A. Determine the total number of crashes for each carrier (no time or severity weighting), and place
each carrier into one of the groups below:

Group Number of Recordable Crashes
0 0
1 1
2 2-4
3 519
4 20+

B. For Group O: Assign aRAl of 0.
For Group 1: Insufficient information to calculate a percentile ranking. No RAI is assigned.

For Groups 2 through 4: within each group, rank dl the carriers RAR values in ascending order.
Transform the ranked values into percentiles from the O percentile (representing the lowest RAR)
to the 100th percentile (representing the highest RAR). Assign the percentile value to the RAR.

3.3 Calculation of the Accident SEA Value

The Accident SEA Vaue establishes the carrier’s safety status concerning its crash history. SafeStat
uses the Accident Involvement Indicator (All), the Recordable Accident Indicator (RAI), and any state-
reported crashes that have occurred since the CR was performed to calculate the Accident SEA Value.
Several possible cases exist in determining the Accident SEA Vaue. SafeStat determines which case
exists for each carrier and calculates the Accident SEA Vaue accordingly.
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Case 1. If no CRs were conducted in the past 12 months, All is assigned to the Accident SEA Vaue. (If
the All was not assigned in the case of only one crash, then the Accident SEA is aso not assigned a
value).

= All

Case 2. If a CR was conducted within the past 12 months and no new state-reported crashes have
occurred snce the CR was conducted, then assign the RAI to the Accident SEA Vaue. (If the RAI was
not assigned in the case of only one crash, then the All is assigned to the Accident SEA Vaue).

Case 3. If a CR was conducted within the past 12 months and a new state-reported crash has occurred
since the CR was conducted, then assign the higher value of All and RAI to the Accident SEA.
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4
DRIVER SEA

Within the Driver SEA, SafeStat evaluates a carrier’s driver-related safety performance and compliance.
The Driver SEA Value reflects a carrier’s driver safety posture relative to its peers. SafeStat calculates
the Driver SEA Value based on the Driver Inspections Indicator (DIl), the Driver Review Indicator
(DRI), and the Moving Violations Indicator (MV1). The DIl is based on driver roadside OOS ingpection
violations. The DRI is based on the violations of driver-related acute and critical regulations discovered
during a compliance review. The MVI1 is based on moving violations recorded in conjunction with roadside
inspections. The sections that follow present the specific computations for each safety measure, indicator,
and the Driver SEA Vaue. Figure 41 presents the computational hierarchy used to calculate a Driver
SEA Value.

Driver
SEA Vdue

Driver Inspections Driver Review Moving Violation
Indicator (DII) Indicator (DRI) Indicator (MVI)
Driver Inspections Driver Review Moving Violation

Measure (DIM Measure (DRM Measure (MVM

. . . . ) Serious Moving Violation
Driver Roadside Inspections| | Compliance Review Data Datafrom Inspections

Figure4-1. Driver SEA Value Computational Hierarchy

4.1 Driver Inspections Indicator (DII)

Using driver roadside inspection data from inspections performed within the last 30 months, SafeStat
calculates the DI for al carriers that have had a minimum of 3 driver inspections. SafeStat weights each
ingpection by its age and the number of driver OOS violations found, and then normalizes the weighted
driver OOS results by the number of driver ingpections to obtain a weighted driver OOS rate known as the
Driver Inspections Measure (DIM). The DIM is adjusted upward in instances where the driver was
found “jumping,” or violating, OOS orders. Carriers with similar numbers of driver inspections are
assigned to one d four groups. Within each group they are compared to one another and ranked by their
DIM. SafeStat assigns a percentile number (from O to 100) based on that rank. The percentile number
becomes the carrier’s DIl. A carrier must have 3 or more driver OOS inspections to have the potential to
receive adeficient DI, i.e., 75 and higher.

Driver Roadside | nspection Data

SafeStat uses only those roadside inspections that have been performed within the last 30 months and
pertain to the driver, i.e, inspection levels 1, 2, and 3 when caculating the DIM. SafeStat uses the
following data eements from roadside inspections in its calculations of the DIM:
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Number of Driver OOS Violations

Number of Drivers Placed OOS

Number of Driver Inspections

Number of Violations of OOS Orders

- Jumping Vehicle OOS Orders (thisis done by the driver)
- Jumping Driver OOS Orders.

Calculation of the Driver I nspections Measure (DIM)

SafeStat calculates the DIM by adding the time-weighted number of driver OOS inspections to the time-
weighted number of driver OOS violations and then dividing by the tota time-weighted number of driver
inspections. It then adjusts this rate by the jumping OOS order multiplier (JOOM), which is based on the
number of times the carrier’ s drivers were found in violation of OOS orders. The equation for the DIM is.

Jumping

DIM =" 50s Order X S Tieeighted#of Drivlnspions
Multiplier
where JOOM is.
Number of Times of
Jumping OOS Orders (JOOM)
0 1.0
1 12
2 14
3 1.6
4+ 20

SafeStat uses driver roadside inspection data from the last 30 months. It time-weights inspection data to
give more importance to recent ingpections. The use of tota driver OOS violations in the formula has the
effect of “severity weighting” the DIM. The following steps detail SafeStat’s calculation of the DIM.

A. Using the results of the levels 1, 2, and 3 driver inspections, aggregate each carrier’s inspections
into three time periods based on the age of each inspection: 0 to 6 months, 7 to 18 months, and 19
to 30 months.

Level 3
Level 2 Driver
Driver Inspections

Level 1 In ion
Driver spections

Inspections

0to6 7 to 18 19 to 30
Months Months Months
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B. Aggregate the following for each time period:
Oto6 7 to 18 19 to 30
Months Months Months
#of ¥ #of : #of {
1 Driver OOS Driver OOS Driver OOS
g Violation Violation Violation
#of #of #of
2. Drivers Drivers Drivers
aced Placed Placed
00S 00S 00S
3 #of #of #of
g Driver Driver Driver
nspection: iong ol

*Thelimit for the maximum number of Driver OOS violations for any oneinspectionis5.

C. Weight the time periods giving the most weight to most recent inspections (3 for 0 to 6 months, 2
for 7 to 18 months, and 1 for 19 to 30 months).

Time Weight = 3

Time Weight = 2

TimeWeight =1

Oto 6 7 to 18 19 to 30
Months Months Months
#of #of #of
1 Rriver 0OS) X 3 X2 X 1
Dﬁ\?érs Dﬁ\grs
2. Placed X3 Placed X2 Placed X1
00s 00s 00s
# of # of #of
3. Insl;)ag(\:/tiegns X3 nslgjng(\:/g)ns X2 ns?)g;iegns X1

D. Sum the weighted data for:

1. Number of Driver OOS Violations
2. Number of Drivers Placed OOS

3. Number of Driver Inspections

limevveant= g

limevvelant= £

limevvelant= 1
Oto 6 7 to 18 19 to 30
Months Months Months
# of # of # of i i
1 Driver OOS + Driver 009 + Driver OO:! — ; Iorfng\rli\\l,gggg%
. Violation: Violation: Violations, - Violations
X3 X2 x1
# of # of # of - -
2 Drivers Drivers Drivers ] TimeWeighted
d Placed OO! + Placed OO! + Placed OO! 1 #of Drivers
x3 X2 x1 Placed O0S
3 5# of D#_ of D#_of
X river river river i i
Inspection Inspection + I nspection T|#rtn (%V[\éﬁggrted
x3 X2 x1 Inspections
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E. Determine the number of inspections that uncovered violations of OOS orders [jumping vehicle
OOS orders (396.9(c) and 396.9(c)(2)) and jumping driver OOS orders (395.13(d) and 392.5(c)2)]
that have occurred within the last 30 months, and calculate the JOOM from the following table.

Number of Times of

Jumping OOS Orders (JOOM)
0 10
1 12 JOOM

2 14
3 16
4+ 20

F. Calculate a driver OOS violation rate by adding the Time-Weighted Number of Driver OOS
Violaions and the Time-Weighted Number of Drivers Placed OOS and dividing the sum by the
Time-Weighted Number of Driver Inspections. Adjust this rate by multiplying this number by the
JOOM to arrive at the DIM.

Time-Weighted + Ti meWei ghted
# of Driver OOS of Drivers
Violations Placed OOS
= | Joom | X ——
Time-Weighted
of Driver
Inspections

Calculation of the Driver I nspections I ndicator (DI1)

SafeStat uses the Driver Inspections Measure (DIM) aong with the number of driver inspections
performed within the last 30 months (without application of time weighting) to caculate the Driver
Inspections Indicator (DI1). The following steps detail the calculation of DII.

A. Using leve 1, 2, and 3 inspections performed within the last 30 months, calculate the carrier’ s total
number of driver inspections and assign the carrier to one of four peer groups. Withhold carriers
with fewer than 3 driver inspections from further consideration.

<3 Group 1 Group 2 Group 3
Inspections 3to15 161030 31to 60 -
Spectl Inspections Inspections Inspections Inspections

B. For each group, rank carriers DIM in ascending order. Transform the ranked measures to
percentiles from the O percentile (representing the lowest DIM) to the 100th percentile
(representing the highest DIM). Assign the percentile value to the DII. If a carrier has fewer than
3 driver OOS inspections then the DIl will be capped at 74. Also, if acarrier has no driver OOS
inspections, then it will receive aDII of O.

4.2 Driver Review Indicator (DRI)

Using the results from compliance reviews performed within the last 18 months, SafeStat calculates the
DRI. SafeStat quantifies the rumber and severity of violations of driver-related acute/critical regulations
(defined in Part 385 Appendix B of the FMCSR) cited at a carrier’s most recent compliance review into
the Driver Review Measure (DRM). All of the carriers DRMs are compared to one another and are
ranked on a percentile basis from 0 to 100. SafeStat assigns the percentile number to the DRI for each
carrier with at least one violation of acute and critical regulations.
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Calculation of the Driver Review I ndicator (DRI)

A. SafeStat calculates the Driver Review Measure (DRM) for each carrier as described in
Appendix B.

B. The Driver Review Indicator (DRI) is calculated by taking DRMs for all selected carriers
(including those with DRMs of 0) and ranking them in ascending order. The ranked values are
transformed into percentiles from O (representing the lowest DRM) to 100 (representing the
highest DRM). Each carrier with a non-zero DRM is assigned a DRI equa to its percentile rank.

4.3 Moving Violations Indicator (MV1)

Using (1) moving violation data collected in conjunction with roadside ingpections within the last 30 months
and (2) the number of drivers from the Motor Carrier Census, SafeStat calculates the MVI. For each
carrier with a minimum of 3 moving violations, SafeStat weights each moving violation by its age, and then
normalizes the weighted number of violations by the number of drivers to obtain the Moving Violations
Measure (MVM). Carriers with smilar numbers of violations are grouped, compared to one another by
their MVM rates, and ranked by percentile within each group. SafeStat assigns a percentile number to
each carrier’s MVI, based on that rank.

Moving Violation Data

In calculating the MVI, SafeStat uses moving violations recorded in conjunction with roadside inspections
over the last 30 months. There is a minimum number of moving violations per carrier (3 or more) required
for SafeStat to consider the data sufficient. SafeStat uses the following data eements from roadside
ingpections in its calculations of the MV1:

Number of Moving Violations

Date of Moving Violation

Moving Violations are identified as follows:

Cite# Moving Violation
392.2C Failure to obey traffic control device
392.2FC Following Too Closely
392.2L.C Improper Lane Change
392.2P Improper passing
392.2R Reckless Driving
392.2S Speeding
392.2T Improper turn
392.2Y Failure to yield right of way
3924, 392.4A Use or Possession of Drugs
392.5, 392.5A Use or Possession of Alcohol

Census Driver Data

SafeStat computes the MVI using the number of moving violations normalized by the number of drivers
contained in the Census data. The primary source of driver information in the Census is Forms MCS-150
and MCS-151. When the Census data on the number of drivers for a carrier are suspect, specific
state/federa organizations are notified to obtain the most accurate value.
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Calculation of the Moving Violations Measure (MVM)

SafeStat calculates the MV M by adding the time-weighted number of moving violations and dividing by
the number of drivers. The equation for MVM is.

Time-Weighted # of Moving Violations
#of Drivers

MVM =

SafeStat time-weights violation data to give more relevance to recent violations. The following steps detail
SafeStat’ s calculation of the MV M.

A. Using the moving violations (MV) listed in roadside ingpection data, aggregate each carrier’s moving
violaions into three periods based on the age of each violation: 0 to 6 months, 7 tol8 months, and 19 to

30 months.
Moving
Violations (MV)

0to6 7 to 18 19 to 30
Months Months Months

B. Multiply the appropriate time weight (3 for 0 to 6 months, 2 for 7 to 18 months, 1 for 19 to 30 months)
by the number of moving violations in each of the three time periods and sum al three groups to obtain
the time-weighted number of moving violations.

TimeWeight=3 TimeWeight=2 TimeWeight=1

Oto 6 7 to 18 19 to 30
Months Months Months

Time-Weighted
+ + -
MV

C. Dividethe time-weighted number of moving violations by the number of driversto obtain the MVM.

Time-Weighted
MV

# of Drivers

46



Calculation of the Moving Violations I ndicator (MVI)

SafeStat uses the MV M to calculate the MVI. The following steps detail SafeQtat’s calculation of MVI.
A. Determine the total number of moving violations for each carrier (no time weighting), and place
each carrier into one of four groups shown below:

<3 Moving
Violations
(MV)

3to9MV

B. Within each group, rank all the carriers MVM values in ascending order. Transform the ranked
values into percentiles from O percentile (representing the lowest MVM) to 100th percentile
(representing the highest MVM). Assign the percentile vaue to the MVI.

4.4 Calculation of the Driver SEA Value

The Driver SEA Value establishes the carrier’ s safety status concerning driver operations. SafeStat uses
the Driver Inspections Indicator (DII) and the Driver Review Indicator (DRI) and the Moving Violations
Indicator (MV1) with their associated indicator weights to calculate the Driver SEA Value.

The Driver SEA Vaue calculation is the maximum of the DRI and DIl and uses the MVI when its value
is greater than the DRI and DII. If the MV1 is greater than the maximum of the DRI and DIl then the

Driver SEA will equal the weighted average of the MV1 and the maximum of the DIl and DRI, (placing
twice as much weight on the DII/DRI than the MV1).

o fo\ - e (fo [ )
2 (Lo, ) ) o)

Then Driver
SEA Vaue

: , Highest / \ / \
Otherwise Driver =
SEA Vaue of ( DRI y Dl )

If none of the indicators exist (DRI, DII, or MVI) then the carrier has insufficient data for SafeStat to
calculate a Driver SEA Vaue.
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5
VEHICLE SEA

Within the Vehicle SEA, SafeStat evaluates a carier’s vehicle-related safety performance and
compliance. The Vehicle SEA Value reflects a carrier’s vehicle safety posture relative to its peers.

SafeStat calculates the Vehicle SEA Vaue based on the Vehicle Inspections Indicator (VII) and the
Vehicle Review Indicator (VRI). The VII is based on vehicle roadside OOS ingpection violations. The
VRI is based on the vehicle-related violations of acute and critical regulations discovered during
compliance reviews. The sections that follow present the specific computations for each safety measure,
indicator, and the Vehicle SEA Vaue. Figure 5-1 presents the computational hierarchy used to calculate a
Vehicle SEA Vaue.

Vehicle
SEA Vdue

7 AN

Vehicle Inspections Vehicle Review
Indicator (VII) Indicator (VRI)

Vehicle Inspections Vehicle Review
Measure (VIM) Measure (VRM)

V ehicle Roadside Inspections Compliance Review Data

Figure 5-1. Vehicle SEA Value Computational Hierarchy

5.1  VehiclelnspectionsIndicator (VII)

Using vehicle roadside inspection data from ingpections performed within the last 30 months, SafeStat
calculates the VII for al carriers that have had a minimum of 3 vehicle inspections. SafeStat weights
each inspection by its age and the number of vehicle OOS violations, and then normalizes the weighted
vehicle OOS results by the number of vehicle inspections to obtain a weighted vehicle OOS rate, known
as the VIM. Carriers with similar numbers of vehicle inspections are assigned to one of three groups.
Within each group they are compared to one another and ranked by their VIMs. SafeStat assigns a
percentile number (from 0-100) based on its rank. The percentile number becomes the carrier’'s VII. A
carrier must have 3 or more vehicle OOS inspections to have the potentia to receive a deficient VII, i.e.,
75 and higher.

Vehicle Roadside | nspections Data
SafeStat uses data from roadside inspections that have been performed within the last 30 months and

pertain to vehicles, i.e, inspection levels 1, 2, and 5 when calculating the VIM. SafeStat uses the
following data elements from roadside inspections in its calculations of the VIM.

Number of Vehicle OOS Violations
Number of Vehicles Placed OOS
Number of Vehicle Inspections
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Calculation of the Vehicle Inspections Measure (VIM)

SafeStat calculates the VIM by adding the time-weighted number of vehicle OOS inspections to the time-
weighted number of Vehicle OOS violations and then dividing by the tota time-weighted number of

vehicle inspections. The basic equation for the VIM is:.

(Time-Weighted # of Vehicles Placed OOS + Time-Weighted # of Vehicle OOS Violations)

VIM =

Time-Weighted # of Vehicle I nspections

SafeStat uses vehicle roadside inspection data from the last 30 months. It time-weights inspection data to
give more importance to recent inspections. The use of total vehicle OOS violations in the formula has the
effect of “severity weighting” the VIM. The following steps detail SafeStat’s calculation of the VIM.

A. Using the results of level 1, 2, and 5 vehicle inspections, aggregate each carrier’s inspections into
three time periods based on the age of each inspection: 0 to 6 months, 7 to 18 months, and 19 to 30

months.

Level 1
Vehicle
Inspection

b

Level 2
Vehicle (I
Inspection

Level 5
Vehicle
nspections

B. Aggregate the following for each time period:

* Thelimit for the maximum number of Vehicle OOS violations for any one inspection isb.

0 to 6 7 to 18 19 to 30
Months Months Months
Oto6 7 to 18 19 to 30
Months Months Months
* * ¢ *
# of # of # of
Vehicle O0S Vehicle OO Vehicle O0S
Violations, Violations,
# of # of # of
Vehicles Vehicles Vehicles
Placed Placed Placed
00S 00S 00S
# of # of # of
Vehicle Vehicle Vehicle
Inspection Inspection I nspection

52




C. Waeight the time periods giving the most weight to the most recent inspections (3 for O to 6 months,
2 for 7 to 18 months, and 1 for 19 to 30 months).

Time Weight =3

Time Weight = 2

Time Weight = 1

Oto 6 7 to 18 19 to 30
Months Months Months
Vehicle Vehicle Vehicle
1 1008 e X 2 00s ) x1
Violations, Violations, Violations,
Vehicles Vehicles Vehicles
00s 00Ss 00Ss
Vehicle Vehicle Vehicle

D. Sum the weighted data for:

1. Number of Vehicle OOS Violations
2. Number of Vehicles Placed OOS
3. Number of Vehicle Inspections

TimeWeight =3 TimeWeight =2 TimeWeight=1
Oto6 7 to 18 19 to 30
Months Months Months
Vehicle Vehicle Vehicle Time-Weighted
1 -00S + -00s + .00S — | # of VehicleOOS
. Violations Violations Violations Violations
x3 X2 x1
2 Vehicles + Vehicles + Vehicles Time-Weighted
Placed OO Placed OO Placed OO # of Vehicles
x3 X2 x1 Placed OOS
Vehicle Vehicle Vehicle : ;
3. Inspections, + Inspections + Inspections T;#mgylvgr']?gt:d
x3 X2 x1 Inspections

E. Cdculate a vehicle OOS rate by adding the Time-Weighted Number of Vehicle OOS Violations
and the Time-Weighted Number of Vehicles Placed OOS and dividing the sum by the Time-

Weighted Number of Vehicle Inspectionsto arrive at the VIM.

<

Time-Weighted + Time-Weighted
#of Vehicle OOS # of Vehicles
Violations Placed OOS
Time-Weighted
#of Vehicle
Inspections

53



Calculation of the Vehicle I nspections I ndicator (VI1)

SafeStat uses the Vehicle Inspections Measure (VIM) aong with the number of vehicle inspections
performed within the last 30 months (without application of time weighting) to calculate the Vehicle
Inspections Indicator (VI1). The following steps detail SafeStat’s calculation of VII.

A. Using leve 1, 2, and 5 inspections for each carrier performed within the last 30 months, calculate
the carrier’s total number of vehicle inspections and assign the carrier to one of 3 peer groups.
Withhold carriers with fewer than 3 vehicle inspections from further consideration.

Group 1 Group 2 Group 3

<3 3t010 111020 21+

Inspections

Inspections Inspections Inspections

B. For each group, rank carriers VIM in ascending order. Transform the ranked measures to
percentiles from the O percentile (representing the lowest VIM) to the 100th percentile
(representing the highest VIM). Assign the percentile value to the VII. If a carrier as fewer than
3 vehicle OOS inspections then the VII will be capped at 74. Also, if carrier has no vehicle OOS
inspections, then it will receivea VIl of O.

5.2 Vehicle Review Indicator (VRI)

Using the results from compliance reviews performed within the last 18 months, SafeStat calculates the
VRI. SafeStat quantifies the number and severity of violations of vehicle-related acute/critical regulations
(defined in Part 385 Appendix B of the FMCSR) cited at a carrier’s most recent compliance review into
the Vehicle Review Measure (VRM). All of the carriers VRMs are compared to one another and are
ranked on a percentile basis from 0 to 100. SafeStat assigns the percentile number to the VRI for each
carrier with at least one violation of acute and critical regulations.

Calculation of the Vehicle Review Indicator (VRI)
A. SafeStat calculates the Vehicle Review Measure (VRM) for each carrier as described in
Appendix B.

B. The Vehicle Review Indicator (VRI) is caculated by taking VRMs for all selected carriers
(including those with VRMs of 0) and ranking them in ascending order. The ranked values are
transformed into percentiles from O (representing the lowest VRM) to 100 (representing the
highest VRM). Each carrier with a non-zero VRM is assigned aVRI equa to its percentile rank.

5.3 Calculation of the Vehicle SEA Value

The Vehicle SEA Vaue establishes the carrier’s safety status concerning vehicles. SafeStat uses the
Vehicle Ingpections Indicator (VII) and the Vehicle Review Indicator (VRI) with their associated
indicator weights to calculate the Vehicle SEA Vaue.

The Vehicle SEA caculation is the maximum of the VRI and V1.

If only one of the two indicators (VRI or VII) exists, then that indicator is assigned to the Vehicle SEA
Vaue. If neither of the indicators exists, then the carrier has insufficient data for SafeStat to calculate a
Vehicle SEA Value.
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6

SAFETY MANAGEMENT SEA

The Safety Management SEA Vaue reflects the carrier’s safety management posture relative to its
peers. The Safety Management SEA Value is based on the Enforcement History Indicator (EHI), the
Hazardous Material Review Indicator (HMRI), and the Safety Management Review Indicator (SMRI).
The EHI uses the Enforcement Severity Measure (ESM) based on the results of violations cited in closed
enforcement cases. The HMRI and the SMRI use violations of hazardous materia-related acute, critical,
and severe regulations and violations of safety management-related acute and critical regulations,
respectively, that were discovered during a compliance review. The sections that follow present the
specific computations for each safety measure, indicator, and the SEA vaue within the Safety
Management SEA. Figure 6-1 shows the computationa hierarchy used to calculate a Safety Management
SEA Vaue.

Safety

M anagement
SEA VaI ue
il
/Enlorcement Hisoy N Sa.fﬁanxgrzsﬁaﬁs \ / .ndH.mtsf(Vm.)

Enforcement Severity Safety Mgmt. Review HM Review
Measure (ESM) Measure (SMRM) Measure (HMRM)

| Closed Enforcement Cases| | Compliance Review | | Compliance Review |

Figure 6-1. Safety Management SEA Value Computational Hierarchy

6.1 Enforcement History Indicator (EHI)

Closed enforcement cases result in penaties based on major violations of the FMCSR/HMR. These
violations are discovered during compliance reviews, termina audits, roadside inspections, HM package
inspections, HM shipper reviews, cargo tank facility reviews, and crash investigations. The FMCSA
initiates the enforcement case against the carrier and tracks it from initiation through settlement. A
carrier’s closed enforcement case history may contain a pattern of violations that indicates a serious lack
of commitment to safety on the part of the carrier’s management. The purpose of this indicator is to
measure the historical pattern of safety enforcement. SafeStat calculates the EHI for each carrier that
has had a closed enforcement case within the last 6 years. Closed enforcement cases in this time frame
are time and severity weighted and an ESM is caculated. All carriers with ESMs are compared to one
another and ranked on a percentile basis. SafeStat then assigns a percentile number © each such
carrier’s EHI based on that rank.

Calculation of the Enforcement Severity Measure (ESM)

SafeStat requires that a carrier had at least 1 enforcement case that has been initiated and closed within
the last 6 years to calculate the ESM. Each closed enforcement case initiated on a carrier over the past 6
years is assigned a time weight and a severity weight. The severity weight is based on: 1) The number of
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different violations cited, and 2) the source of the enforcement case. Enforcement cases that are based
on CRs or termina audits are given more weight than cases from other sources. Enforcement cases
initiated by CRs or termina audits are often based upon a more comprehensive investigation of the
carriers operations relative to enforcement cases initiated by other sources, e.g., roadside inspections.
SafeStat multiplies these weights together to obtain an enforcement case value for each closed
enforcement case. It then adds the enforcement case values to get the ESM. The equation for each
carier is:

| ESM = Sum of all (TimeWeight for Closed Enforcement Casex Severity Weight for Closed Enfor cement Case) |

The following steps detail SafeStat’s calculation of the ESM.
A. ldentify all carriers with closed enforcement cases that have been initiated within the last 6 years.

B. For the carriers identified in step A, determine the age of each enforcement case based on the
initiagtion date (the date the associated CR investigation was completed). Assign each
enforcement case a time weight (the more recent the initiation date, the greater the weight
gpplied), using the following table:

Age of Enforcement Case| Time Weight
E ]g:losed A 0to 12 Months 4
nrorenen 13 to 30 Months 3
31 to 50 Months 2
51- 72 Months 1

C. Assign a severity weight to each enforcement case by (1) applying the number of different types
of violations cited in the case (the more different violations cited, the greater the weight applied)
and (2) determining if the source of the enforcement case was based on a CR or terminal audit or
not, using the following table:

# of Severity Weight | Severity Weight
Different for CR-Initiated for Non CR-
Violations Enforcement Initiated
Cited Cases™® Enforcement
Cases
1 1 .33
2t03 2 .67
4+ 3 1

* Notethat if the source of an enforcement case is not available, then the severity weight is defaulted
to the weight of aCR-initiated enforcement case. Thisis because the vast majority of enforcement

cases (approximately 90%) used by SafeStat are based on CRs or terminal audits.

D. For each closed enforcement case, multiply the time weight by the severity weight to obtain its

enforcement case value.

Time
Weight for

E. Add the enforcement case values for all closed enforcement cases to calculate the Enforcement

Severity Measure (ESM).

Severity
Weight for

— Enforcement Case
—_ \Valiefor Closed
Enforcement Case
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1s 2nd 3rd, etc
@ - Enforcement Case + Enforcement Case + Enforcement Case
Value for Closed Value for Closed Value for Closed
Enforcement Case Enforcement Case Enforcement Case
Calculation of the Enforcement History Indicator (EHI)

SafeStat assigns an EHI to a carrier based on a percentile ranking of its Enforcement Severity Measure
(ESM), the age of the most recent closed enforcement case, and whether the most recent subsequent
compliance review resulted in violations of acute/critical regulations. The following steps detail SafeStat’s
calculation of EHI and ensure that only carriers with closed enforcement cases initiated by a CR or
terminal audit within in the past 30 months will be digible to receive ahigh EHI of 75 and higher:

A. Placedl carrierswith an ESM into one of two groups:

Group 1:
(1) had arecent CR (or termina audit)-initiated closed enforcement case (within 30 months)
and no subsequent compliance review or
(2) had a recent CR (or terminal audit)-initiated closed enforcement case (within 30 months)
and the most recent subsequent compliance review resulted in violations of acute/critical
regulations.

Group 2:
had closed enforcement case with the past 6 years and did not meet either one of the two
conditionsin Group 1.

B. Rank carriersin Group 1 in ascending sequence by their respective ESMs. Assign each carrier’s
EHI a percentile ranking from 75 to 100 based on the carrier’s ESM. The higher the ESM, the
higher the percentile, and the worst the safety posture.

C. Rank carriersin Group 2 in ascending sequence by their respective ESMs. Assign each carrier’s
EHI a percentile ranking from 50 to 74 based on the carrier’ SESM.

6.2 HM Review Indicator (HMRI)

Using results from compliance reviews performed within the last 18 months, SafeStat calculates the
HMRI. SafeStat quantifies the number and severity of violations of hazardous material-related acute,
critical, and severe regulations cited at a carrier’s most recent compliance review to obtain an HM
Review Measure (HMRM). Violations of acute and critical regulations are defined in Part 385 Appendix
B of the FMCSR. Violations of hazardous materia-related severe violations are defined in Chapter 13 of
the US DOT FMCSA Field Operations Training Manual. All violations used are listed in Tables B-1 to B-
5in Appendix B of this document. SafeStat calculates the HMRM for each HM carrier as described in
Appendix B. All of the carriers HMRMs are compared to one another and are ranked on a percentile
basis from 0 to 100. SafeStat assigns the percentile number to the HMRI for each carrier with at least 1
violation of acute ,critical or severe regulations.
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6.3 Safety M anagement Review Indicator (SMRI)

Using the results from compliance reviews performed within the last 18 months, SafeStat cal culates the
SMRI. SafeStat quantifies the number and severity of violations of safety management-related acute and
critical regulations (defined in Part 385 Appendix B of the FMCSR) cited at a carrier’s most recent CR
into the Safety Management Review Measure (SMRM). SafeStat calculates the SMRMs for each
carrier as described in Appendix B. All of the carriers SMRMs are compared to one another and are
ranked on a percentile basis from 0 to 100. SafeStat assigns a percentile number to the SMRI for each
carrier with at least one violation of acute and critical regulations.

6.4 HM Inspections Indicator (HMI1)

The HMII is based on roadside inspections and the resulting Hazardous Material Out-of-Service
(HMOQS) violations. It was wsed in earlier versions of SafeStat (versions 3 & 4), but its use has been
suspended from the agorithm. This indicator was found to be ineffective in identifying unsafe motor
cariers.  While there is dtill merit for incorporating an indicator based on HMOOS violations,
improvements need to be made to the normalization data before reconsidering the inclusion of the
indicator. See Appendix C for more details. It isimportant to note that roadside HMOOS violations are
currently used in the Driver and Vehicle Inspection Indicators (DIl and VI1).

6.5 Calculation of the Safety Management SEA Value

The Safety Management SEA Vaue establishes the carrier's safety status concerning its safety
management practices. SafeStat uses the Enforcement History Indicator (EHI), the HM Review
Indicator (HMRI), and the Safety Management Review Indicator (SMRI) to calculate the Safety
Management SEA Value.

The Safety Management SEA calculation is the highest of the EHI, HMRI and SMRI.

< ([, R )

If only one of the three indicators (EHI, HMRI, or SMRI) exists, then that indicator is assigned the Safety
Management SEA Vaue. If none of the indicators exists, then the carrier has insufficient data for
SafeStat to calculate a Safety Management SEA Value.

Safety
anagement
SEA Value
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SAFESTAT EVALUATION

Following its implementation in the CVIS (now PRISM) program, SafeStat was evauated in conjunction
with that program’s evauation. PRISM’s success is dependent upon the ability to evaluate interstate
motor carrier safety performance and link that performance to vehicle registration privileges. Also, any
system that the FMCSA uses to determine safety status must have the confidence of both the public and
private stakeholders.

The evauation of SafeSat consisted of a comprehensive set of evauation criteria to satis'y FMCSA and
CVIS objectives:

1) Effectivenessin identifying unsafe carriers

2) Ability to determine an unbiased standard of safety fitness

3) Ability to be comprehensive, relevant, and current

4) Ability to rank carriers relative to overal safety risk

5) Ability to identify specific performance and regulatory compliance deficiencies

6) Consistency over time and adaptability to changing requirements

The evauation also addressed other important issues related to SafeStat performance, in particular, data
issues. Also, emphasis in the evaluation was given to the first criterion that addressed SafeStat's
effectiveness in identifying carriers likely to be at risk (have greater than average crash rates). This
evauation, called the Effectiveness Study, is summarized below.

7.1 Description of the Effectiveness Study

As part of the evaluation of CVIS/PRISM, an effectiveness study was devised to confirm that the carriers
that SafeStat was identifying were indeed high safety risk carriers. Safety risk a any given time is
defined as the likelihood of having crashes in the near future. By examining the SafeStat post-
identification crash experience of identified carriers, this study essentialy tested SafeStat’s crash rate
prediction capability and represents the “bottom-ling” assessment of its performance. Beyond confirming
SafeStat’ s effectiveness, the results of this study are being used to refine SafeStat to further emphasize
the components of the system that are the most closely related to high future crash rates and to evaluate
the contribution of potential new measures and indicators.

The effectiveness study was accomplished by: (1) performing a smulated SafeStat carrier identification
using historical data; (2) observing the crash involvement over the immediate 18 months after SafeStat
was run for both the carriers identified by SafeStat as having poor safety status and other carriers not so
identified by SafeStat, but which had sufficient data to be identified; and (3) comparing the post-
identification crash rates of both groups of carriers. If SafeStat is effective in identifying unsafe carriers
(i.e., carriers having a high risk of being involved in future crashes), then the carriersidentified as having a
poor safety status would be expected to have higher post-selection crash rates than the carriers that were
not identified by SafeStat. The greater the post-selection crash rate for the identified carriers relative to
those carriers not identified, the more effective SafeStat would be in identifying unsafe motor carriers.

Rather than use the most recent available data and having to wait for a period of time to collect post-
identification crash data, the analysis was performed using historical data. The study was conducted by




smulating a carrier identification by SafeStat on data available at an earlier date (April 1, 1996) and then
observing the carriers crash involvement that occurred over the next 18 months (from April 1996 ©
October 1997). This procedure smulated carrier identification by SafeStat asiif it had been run as of April
1, 1996 using safety events that occurred prior to that date, and alowed for sufficient subsequent crash
reporting to accurately measure the post-identification crash rates.

£
=
@ 3
10193 4/96 10097
Period of Events used in Simulated SafeStat Run Crash Monitoring Period
30 Months of Safety Data 18 Months of Crash Data
<< > | <« >

Figure7-1. Effectiveness AnalysisTimeline

From this simulation run of SafeStat, carriers that had sufficient data to be scored were placed into the
following groups based on their overal SafeStat results in order to compare the “post-selection crash
performance”:

1) carriersidentified as“at-risk” (worst SafeStat Scores)
2) other carriersidentified as having a poor safety status according to SafeStat
3) carrierswith sufficient data but not identified by SafeStat as having a poor safety status

The post-identification crash rate of each group was calculated as the number of reported crashes per
1000 power units (PUs). The number of PUs is defined by the total number of trucks, tractors, hazardous
material tank trucks, motor coaches, school buses, minibuses/vans, and limousines that are owned or term
leased by a motor carrier. The carrier PU information was based on census data that reside in the
centraized FMCSA nationa database, the Motor Carrier Management Information System (MCMIS).

The crash data were based upon the crashes reported by the states (according to the National Governors
Association (NGA) standard) that occurred during the post-selection period (April 1996 to October 1997).
These data also reside in the MCMIS. Each reported crash was weighted based on the severity and
timing of the crash.

The severity weighting scheme placed emphasis on crashes with greater consequences, while the time
weighting placed emphasis on crashes that occurred soon after the SafeStat identification run.  Severity-
weights were assigned as follows. a weight of 0.5 for property damage only, a weight of 1.0 for crashes
involving injuries/fatalities or hazardous materia release, and a weight of 1.5 for gashes involving
injuries/fatalities and hazardous materia release. Time weights were assigned to each crash as follows. a
weight of 1.5 for crashes that occurred within the first six months of 18 month post-selection time period, a
weight of 1.0 for crashes that occurred 7 to 12 months into the post-identification time period, and a weight
of 0.5 for crashes that occurred in the last 6 months of the time period. Each crash had its severity weight
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multiplied by its time weight to obtain on overal weight. In each carrier group, the weighted crashes were
summed and divided by the number of PUs to provide a weighted crash rate for the group. The following
section discusses the results for each carrier group.

7.2 Results

Overall Effectiveness of SafeStat

The post-selection crash rates for the SafeStat identified and not identified carrier groups were examined
both in terms of their overall SafeStat Scores and in terms of the four Safety Evaluation Areas (SEAS) %
Accident, Driver, Vehicle, and Safety Management % that determine the overall SafeStat Scores. The
rates are shown in Table 7-1 and in Figure 7-2.

Table 7-1. Post-Selection Crash Rates

Carrier Group Number of Weighted |% Higher than Not
Carriers Crash Rate*|ldentified Carriers
All Identified 4,276 56.4 85%
At-Risk (with Worst 1,450 82.3 169%
SafeStat Scores)
Other Identified (with 2,826 43.2 41%
Poor SafeStat Scores)
Not Identified 69,797 30.5 -

* Number of weighted crashes per 1000 power units from 4/1996 to 10/1997.

90.0
80.01
70.0
60.0
50.01
40.0
30.01
20.0
10.01

0.0

Crash Rate

(# of Weighted Crashes
per 1000 PUs)

At-Risk Other Identified Not Selected

Figure 7-2. Crash Ratesfor the Three Groups of Carriers

These results confirm that SafeStat did identify carriers with a higher crash risk. The group of al carriers
that SafeStat identified as poor performers had an 85% higher crash rate than carriers that were not
identified. The carriers designated as “at-risk” by SafeStat had a much higher crash rate (169% greater)
than the carriers that were not identified. A majority of these “at-risk” carriers were identified in part
because they had previous problems with respect to their crash rates (i.e., they had deficient Accident

SEA values).




However, even the SafeStat identified carriers in the “other identified” group, which did not have high
Accident SEA values but were in the worst 25th percentile in two of the other SEAS, posed a 41% greater
crash risk than the carriers that were not identified. This result shows that SafeStat has the proactive
capability to identify carriers that are likely to be involved in crashes even though they previoudy did not
have exceptionally high crash rates.

Effectiveness of Individual SEAs

Further testing was done to determine the effectiveness of the principa components of SafeStat. This
was accomplished by placing carriers into groups based on their performance results for each particular
SEA (i.e.,, Accident, Driver, Vehicle, or Safety Management).

The results for carriers with high individua SEA values compared to those with lower SEA values are as
follows (Carriers with high SEA vaues were in the worst 25th percentile and were designated as the
worst performers in that particular evaluation area. Conversely, carriers with no high SEA values were
not in the worst 25th percentile, and therefore, were not among the poorest performers in that SEA.):

Table 7-2. Crash Rates of Carrierswith and without High SEAs

Safety Evaluation Number of Weighted % Greater than
Area Carriers Crash Rate* | Carriers without the
High SEA
High Accident SEA 2,596 81.4 172%
No High Accident 71,477 29.9 -
SEA
High Driver SEA 7,036 56.2 90%
No High Driver SEA 67,037 29.5 -
High Vehicle SEA 12,456 38.3 22%
No High Vehicle SEA 61,617 314 -
High Safety Mgmt. 4,442 42.0 35%
SEA
No High Safety Mgmt. 69,631 31.0 -
SEA

* Number of weighted crashes per 1000 power units from 4/1996 to 10/1997.

Accident SEA - The results confirm what may seem intuitively to be obvious: carriers with high crash
rates in the past are likely to continue to have high crash rates in the future. In other words, past crash
rate performance is a good indicator of future crash rate performance. The effectiveness study shows a
172% greater post-selection crash rate for carriers with poor Accident SEAs compared to carriers that
were not identified as having poor Accident SEAs. Comparing SEAS, the Accident SEA is by far the
most effective SEA for identifying high-risk carriers, thereby justifying the “double-weighting” of the
Accident SEA in SafeStat.

Driver SEA - The Driver SEA (with a 90% higher crash rate for carriers with poor Driver SEAS) is the
next most effective SEA. These results from the study are especially impressive because the criteria for
the Driver SEA are based on violations and are independent of crash history.
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Vehicle SEA - Carriers with poor Vehicle SEAs did have a higher crash rate (22%) than carriers without
poor Vehicle SEAs. Although the difference is not as great as the crash rate differences in the Accident
and Driver SEAs, it issignificant. As with the Driver SEA, the criteria for the Vehicle SEA are based on
violations and are independent of crash history. Also, it should be noted that due to the larger amount of
vehicle roadside inspection data, the Vehicle SEA was computed over many more carriers (12,456 as
opposed to the Accident SEA’s 2,596 and the Driver SEA’s 7,036) and, thus, it has the potentia of
identifying more carriers in absolute terms.

Safety Management SEA - The Safety Management SEA is aso effective in identifying carriers with
high crash rates. Indicators in this SEA are based on safety regulation compliance supporting the
association of safety regulations with crash risk. Carriers with high Safety Management SEAs had a 35%
higher post-identification crash rate than carriers that did not have high Safety Management SEAs.

Recent improvements made to this SEA in SafeStat have substantially increased its effectiveness.

7.3 Conclusion

SafeStat does work. The effectiveness study shows that al of the individua parts of SafeStat and
SafeStat as a whole do indeed identify carriers that are likely to have significantly higher crash rates than
carriers not identified. The effectiveness study has also proven to be a useful tool in quantifying the
performance of SafeStat. Also, since SafeStat was designed to be continuously improved, the results of
the study enable SafeStat developers and the FMCSA to asess the relative strengths of SafeStat’s
component parts and to continue to make enhancements to improve its efficiency. Findly, SafeStat
continues to be strengthened and improved through the addition of better data and new indicators (most
recently, aMoving Violation Indicator in the Driver SEA, which a separate analysis has shown will further
increase SafeStat’ s effectiveness).







APPENDIX A
SAFESTAT REPORTS

SafeStat generates standard report files as the result of each run. This appendix contains short examples
of three of these reports, with definitions of al fields for each report. The examples are entirely fictitious,
containing no data from actua carriers.

The following reports are included:

1. SafeStat Analysis Report
Thisreport listis all carriers with SafeStat scores, and includes SafeStat-cal culated data and certain
safety event data for a specified state. 1t isdivided by SafeStat categories.

2. Supplementary SafeStat Analysis Report
This report has the same overal purpose as the SafeStat Analysis Report, but provides more
detailed supporting data to supplement the primary report.

3. Motor Carrier Safety Record Report
The report contains safety evaluation summary data and a list of safety event data that SafeStat
used to caculate the carrier’ s safety status. It has two sections:  safety evaluation summary and
safety evaluation area detail. The detail section has a potentia of four sub-sections, one for each
SEA. SafeStat reports only the SEAs that are in the unsafe margin.
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A.1 Field Definitions for the SafeStat Analysis Report

State Rank

Comb. Rank

DOT#
Carrier Name
City

ST

CNT CDE
HM/PASS

# of Power Units

SafeStat Indicatr

Acc. SEA Value

Dr. SEA Value

Safety Mgmt SEA Value

Veh. SEA Value

Ranks carriers within a state - first stratified by category (Category A has
SafeStat Scores 350-550, Category B has SafeStat Scores 225-350, and
Category C has SafeStat Scores of 150-225) and then are sorted by the
SafeStat Score within each category.

Ranks carriers within carrier population nationwide - first dratified by
category (A, B, and C) and then are sorted by the SafeStat Score.

US DOT number

The name of the carrier

The city in which the carrier is domiciled

The state in which the carrier is domiciled

County Code where carriersis domiciled

Identifies if motor carrier hauls hazardous material or is a passenger carrier.

Number of power units owned, term-leased, and trip-leased usually comes
from the census data on Forms MCS-150 and 151

Carriers with 2 or more deficient SEAs (deficient defined as SEA vaues of 75
or higher) are given a SafeStat Score that is equa to the sum of the deficient
SEA values for the Vehicle and Safety Management SEAS, plus 2 x the
deficient Accident SEA, plus 1.5 x the deficient Driver SEA. SEA values of
less than 75 are not be used in calculating the SafeStat Score.

Accident SEA Vaueis calculated on a 0-100 scale. The higher the value, the
worse the performance. Only Accident SEA Values of 75 or greater are used
in calculating the SafeStat Score.  Accident SEA Values of less than 75 are
placed in parenthesis

Driver SEA Vadue is caculated on a 0100 scale. The higher the vaue, the
worse the performance. Only Driver SEA Values of 75 or greater are used in
calculating the SafeStat Score. Driver SEA Values of less than 75 are placed
in parenthesis. If the Driver SEA Vadue is blank, there were not sufficient
data to provide a Driver SEA Value.

Safety Management SEA Value is calculated on a 0100 scale. The higher
the value the worse the performance. Only Safety Management SEA Vaues
of 75 or more are used in calculating the SafeStat Score. Safety Management
SEA Values of less than 75 are placed in parenthesis. If the Safety
Management SEA Value is blank, there were not sufficient data to provide a
Safety Management SEA Value.

Vehicle SEA Vaue is calculated on a 0100 scale. The higher the vaue the
worse the performance. Only Vehicle SEA Vaues of 75 or more are used in
calculating the SafeStat Score.  Vehicle SEA Vaues of less than 75 are
placed in parenthesis. If the Vehicle SEA Vaue is blank, there were not
sufficient data to provide a Vehicle SEA Value.




Rev. Date

Overall Rating

# of Enf

Date of most recent Compliance Review (CR) within the last 18 months. |f
the most recent CR is older than 18 months the CR data will not be displayed
on the SafeStat Report.

Overdl Safety Rating from the most recent CR; S - Satisfactory; C -
Conditiond; and U - Unsatisfactory

Number of closed enforcement cases since 1986




Example A.1: SafeStat Analysis Report — SafeStat Scored Carriers for Combined States

SYOLVOIAGNI IVISEIVS NI TEANTIONI LON TV ONV TIILNIOWEd HISL FTHI MOTIE TV SISTHINRIVA RI STIOCOS VYAS

rryxsyvy XYODAIVO SIHL NI SHIATWAVD JA0 ANT  wsrssryry
ONI NOILVIMOdSNWIL
bl L6/v0/60 EE°6L ¥L'6L 90°9L 6T'IIE 08 KH 6§60 SX 2voa an-II-XWMnH 98ZTIZE 6LE ST
SSTIAXT
o 96/92/60 1S°98 00°88 (8¥°BS) 6Z°SL 60°GZE 61 KH 190 Si ANYIANT ONITAVH TVIOMID 0TZ06SY ¥9E ST
s 96/€0/0T 6Z°28 ¥6°G6 OL'SL €9°6ZE €S S§2Z1 SX VSOOTYOSAL 0D AVM-AW O XVM-IH 96BESYE PPE  PT
NOIIVIOIIOD
L6/S0/60 €ZT°26 (00°¥L) 9¥°p8 05°08 69°LEE ¥T 690 SX WYHIOQ LHOITIL ONd % ONC ¥6ZPYOS ¥6Z €T
L6/61/90(2E"2ZE) 00°68 OT'¥8 TI'¥8 PE'IVE O 600 SX MIOJIVAL SYEIMAVD XIONINA B8IZOSIB §92 21T
ANVAROOD
Z2E°LE ¥Z'S8 82°T%8 ZI'LYE & SLO SX IIOWIIA ONIMOMIL SWXHM E€6¥Y9¥E ¥ZZ IT
T o) L6/€2/10 ¥2°66 96°S8 (EL'Z9) 19°I8 2V '8YE 2T €60 SX NOITIWNVH ENIT snd LIGVONHD 669SS6Y 61T O
ONI NOIIVINOdSNVIL
L6/LT/90 29°8L (00°G9) 1S°L6 €5°98 6I'6VE 9T €LO SX NYHONIWRYIE TYIIR TBL Ol TVLAI 9ZIEPVOE EIZ 6
ONI
bo] L6/ST/T0 82°€E8 00°88 (SO'PS) 8Z°68 V¥B'6FVE O LLO SX FONTIOTA SNIMONAL YIAOJOd 90B6LEB LOZ 8
sZ°98 €ES°I8 60°T6 96°6¥E 9T 180 SX NInany SSTIAXd MOOHDIROD 686F0SL 902 L
ONI ENIT
§8°66 G816 22°%8 VI'ZSE ST 150 SX ITIIASIVEA MONAL MIVWAHLIIO 99V¥96LS BBT 9
L6/12/20 SE"68 9€'I6 99°68 €0°'09€ ST EV0 SX NVYRTIND ONIMONAL IWMIAZVN SOZYEIE IST S
ONI SYEINIVD
4 o} 96/22/80(0OL"¥Y¥) €2°86 0CT°06 LZ°98 L6°09E ¥ €€0 SX aIa133IZRS SEANITSNE 2-ZIE €96SLO6 E¥T ¥
L6/LZT/Z0 €E8°E6 00°66 €I°'¥8 60°19€ OI €IT SX  XLID XINSHA ONI TIIMXVH Z8SSLZL IVPT €
LL'S8 20°98 1TZ°96 TZT'¥IE T G20 SX TIIH ZAO¥D ONI VFAOWATION LGZELSL €2T ¢
ONIMONAL
L2 6L €2°66 TO'¥6 2TG°9%E & €21 SX NosIQaQvy SYIAIY HONOHW 8ZEIZFZ OTT 1
dNT ONIIWI FIVA INTVA HANTVA =ZNIVA FOTVA JLIVOIANI SIINN SSVd 2aD IS XLID TWRYN #10Q DNV NNV
20 # TIVIAO T AT vas vas vas VES IVLSETIVS WAMOd /WH IND TTIWAVO “HWOD AIVIS
‘HEIA  IHOK ‘¥ya Coov a0 #
XLZAVS
00€ NVHI ¥FILVEINO JOIVOIANI IVISAIVS HIIM SHIIRIVD - ¥ XA09AIWD
ALVIS WNOX :¥YOd IVISTIVS Xd A-AI SAAINAVO
T JEOvd I30dTd SISXTYNV LVISHIVS
TE:9p: QT  TWIL NOX WALSXS NOIIVIJOJINI INIWAOYNRYW FIIWMAVD JOLOKW L6/%0/0T :3IVA J0 SY IVLISHIVS

L6/v0/0T:ZIVA NI

SAITAIYD YOLOW IO ADIAIO

6ISTO6ST RYIO0Ad

All carrier names and DOT numbers are fictitious, intended for illustration purposes only.
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A.2 Field Definitions for the SafeStat Analysis Report -- Supplemental List

DOT#
Carrier Name
ST

Compliance Review
Factors:

o 0 B~ W N P

CR-Violations:

DR A-C

VH A-C

SM A-C

HM A-C
# of NGA Acc.

# of Recdbl. Acc.

Veh. Insp.
Drv. Insp.
Veh. OOSRate

Veh. OOSViol. Rate

US DOT number
The name of the carrier.
State in which the carrier is domiciled

Individual factor ratings from the latest CR performed within the last 18
months. S - Sdtisfactory, C - Conditiond, & U - Unsatisfactory

Rating in Factor 1 (General)
Rating in Factor 2 (Driver)
Rating in Factor 3 (Operationa)
Rating in Factor 4 (Vehicle)
Rating in Factor 5 (Haz. Mat.)
Rating in Factor 6 (Accident)

Number of violaions of Acute and Critical regulations from the latest CR
performed within the last 18 months:

Number of violations of Driver-related Acute and Critical regulations.
Violations are used in the Driver Review Indicator (DRI).

Number of violations of Vehicle-related Acute and Critica regulations.
Violations are used in the Vehicle Review Indicator (VRI).

Number of violations of Safety Management-related Acute and Critical
regulations. Violations are used in the Safety Management Review Indicator
(SMRI).

Number of violations of Hazardous Materia-related Acute and Critical
regulations. Violations are used in the HM Review Indicator (HMRI).

Number of state-reported crashes involving the carrier in the last 30 months.

Number of Recordable crashes found during a CR within the last 12 months.
All findings from the review are displayed, even if no Recordable crashes
were found.

Number of vehicle roadside inspections in the last 30 months
Number of driver roadside inspections in the last 30 months

Vehicle OOS rate using the last 30 months of data. This is the number of
vehicles placed OOS divided by the number of vehicle inspections. This rate
is not time-weighted.

Shows the average number of vehicle OOS violations issued per vehicle OOS
inspection. For example, if a carrier had 2 inspections that resulted in the
vehicle being place OOS, one ingpection resulted in 3 vehicle OOS violations
and the other ingpection resulting in 1 vehicle OOS violations, the Vehicle
OOS Violation Rate would be (1 + 3) / 2 = 2. Note, this number will aways be
greater than 1.




Drv. OOS Rate

Drv. OOSViol. Rate

Viol. OOS Order

# of HM OOSInsp
# of Mov. Viol.

Moving Viol. Indic.

Total # of Drv.

#LTR

Driver OOS rate using the last 30 months of data. This is the number of
drivers placed OOS divided by the number of driver inspections. This rate is
not time-weighted.

Shows the average number of driver OOS violations issued per driver OOS
ingpection. Note, this number will aways be greater than 1.

Number of violations of OOS orders (i.e., jumping OOS orders, both vehicle
and driver) in the last 30 months

Number of HM OOS inspectionsin the last 30 months

Number of moving violations issued in conjunction with roadside inspections
over the past 30 months.

Moving Violation Indicator (MV1) are calculated on a 0-100 scale. The higher
the MVI1, the worse the performance. Only MVIs of 75 or higher are shown
and used in calculating the Driver SEA. If the MV is blank, there were not
enough moving violations to reach an indicator of 75 or higher

Number of drivers used to normalize the number of moving violations in the
MVI.

Number of Safety Status letters previously sent to motor carrier.




Example A.2: SafeStat Analysis Report — Supplemental List
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A.3 Field Definitions for the Motor Carrier Safety Record Report

In the states participating in PRISM, some of the SafeStat-scored carriers were sent warning letters. The
following Motor Carrier Safety Record Report is an example of the warning letter attachment that was
mailed to the carrier. This report presents the census and safety information that led to the carrier’s
SafeStat score.

Section |; Safety Evaluation Summary - provides descriptive information and indicates the safety areas

where the carrier is deficient.

Identifying Information
Carrier Legal Name

Carrier ‘Doing Business
As Name
USDOT#

Telephone Number

Street (physical address)
Street (mailing address)
City (physical address)
City (mailing address)
State (physical address)
State (mailing address)
Zip (physical address)
Zip (mailing address)

Expanded Zip Code
(mailing address)
County Name (physical
address)

Hazardous Material
Carrier

Passenger Carrier

Number of Power Units
Owned and Term-Leased

The carrier name used in legal transactions.
The carrier name used in normal practice.

A unique number assigned by the U.S. Department of Transportation to the
carrier reported under the carrier name. Carriers that provide interstate
service, haul hazardous material, or carry passengers are required to apply for
this number.

The carrier's telephone number includes the 3digit area code, 3digit loca
exchange and 4-digit number.

The number and street at which the carrier is located.

The number and street at which the carrier’s mail is delivered.

The city in which the carrier is located.

The city in which the carrier’s mail is delivered.

The state in which the carrier is located.

The state in which the carrier’ s mail is delivered.

The 5-digit Zip number appropriate to the physical location of the carrier.
The 5-digit Zip number used in ddlivering mail to the carrier.

The 4 dgit expanded Zip number amended to the Zip used in ddivering mail to
the carrier.

The name of the county in which the carrier is located.

‘N’ if the carrier does not haul hazardous materia, ‘Y’ if the carrier hauls
hazardous material.

‘N’ if the carrier does not carry passenger, 'Y’ if the carrier carries
passenger.

The number of tractors, trucks, and buses owned and termtleased by the
carrier.

Safety Evaluation Summary

Each of the four Safety Evaluation Aress (i.e., Accident, Driver, Vehicle, and Safety Management)
is enumerated. When a carrier’s performance is found to be deficient with respect to a SEA, a mark
‘X" isdsplayed beside the SEA.




Section |1; Safety Evaluation Area Detail - There are four subsections that provide details on the
respective SEAs (i.e., Accident, Driver, Vehicle, Safety Management). When data for a SEA are
available, that report subsection is generated and amended to the report.

Accident

Sate-Reported Crashes (used in the Accident Involvement Indicator):

Accident Date
Event State
Location

Acc Rpt Number
Fatalities

Injuries

Driver'sLic Sate

Vehicle ID (VIN)

Veh Lic State

Vehicle Plate Number

Number of Power Units
Owned and Term-Leased

The date in which the crash occurred.

The state in which the crash occurred.

A brief description of the location where the crash occurred.

The number that identifies the police crash report.

The number of personskilled in or outside a vehicle at the scene of the crash.

The number of personsinjured in or outside a vehicle at the scene of the
crash.

The state in which the driver involved in the crash is licensed.

The vehicle identification number is a unique combination of aphanumeric
characters formulated by the manufacturer of the first vehicle listed in the
state crash report.

The state/district issuing the license plate of the motor vehicle.

The numeric, alphanumeric, or aphabetic characters, exactly as displayed, on
the plate or tag affixed to the motor vehicle.

The number of tractors, trucks, and buses owned and term-leased by the
carrier.

Compliance Review (review data used for the Recordable Accident Indicator)

Date of Lag Review

Recordable Accident in
12 Months Prior to
Review

Vehicle Miles Traveled in
12 Months Prior to
Review

The date of the last compliance review done on the carrier, if conducted within
the last 12 months.

The number of recordable crashes that occurred within the year previous to
the last review.

The number of vehicle miles traveled within the year previous to the last
review.
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Driver
Roadside Inspections (Inspections that resulted in a driver being placed Out-of-Service within the
last 30 months). For each roadside inspection:

Inspection Date The date in which the inspection was conducted.

Event State The state in which the inspection was conducted.

Inspection Report Number ~ A unique number identifying the ingpection report.

Inspection Level There are five types of ingpection levels: full ingpection, walk-around
inspection, driver only inspection, specia study inspection, and terminal
ingpection.

Driver’s Last Name The last name of the inspected driver.

Driver’sFirst Name The first name of the inspected driver.

Number of Driver OOS The number of driver Out-Of-Service violations found in the ingpection.
Violations

Moving Violations (Moving Violations found in conjunction with Driver Inspections within the last

30 months):

Inspection Date The date in which the inspection was conducted.

Event State The state in which the inspection was conducted.

Inspection Report Number ~ A unique number identifying the inspection report.

Inspection Level There are five types of ingpection levels: full inspection, walk-around
ingpection, driver only inspection, specid study inspection, and terminal
ingpection.

Driver’s Last Name The last name of the inspected driver.

Driver’sFirst Name The first name of the inspected driver.

Violation Code/ Violation Code and description of moving violation.

Description

Drivers Total number of Interstate and Intrastate drivers.

For statistics on recent driver inspections:

Total Driver Inspections  The total number of driver ingpections conducted within the last 30 months of
withinthelast 30 months  the date of the report.

of report date

Total Out-Of-Service The tota number of occurrences in which drivers violate an OOS order within
OrdersViolated the last 30 months of the date of the report.

Compliance Review

Date of Last Review The date of the last compliance review done on the carrier, if conducted within
the last 18 months.

Primary Federal Primary citation number for this violation.

Regulation

Secondary Federal Secondary citation number for this violation.

Regulation

Violation Type Acute or Critical.
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Vehide
Roadside Inspections (Inspections that resulted in vehicles placed Out-of-Service within the last 30
months). For each roadside inspection:

Inspection Date The date in which the inspection was conducted.

Event State The state in which the inspection was conducted.

Inspection Report Number ~ A unique number identifying the ingpection report.

Inspection Level There are five types of inspection levels: full ingpection, wak-around
inspection, driver only inspection, specia study inspection, and terminal
ingpection.

Driver’s Last Name The last name of the inspected driver.

Driver’sFirst Name The first name of the inspected driver.

Number of VehicleOOS ~ The number of vehicle Out-Of-Service violations found in the ingpection.

Violations

Vehicle Plate Number The numeric, alphanumeric, or aphabetic characters, exactly as displayed, on
the plate or tag affixed to the motor vehicle.

For statistics on recent vehicle inspections:
Total Vehicle Inspections  The total number of vehicle ingpections conducted within the last 30 months of

withinthelast 30 months  the date of the report.
of report date

Compliance Review

Date of Last Review The date of the last compliance review done on the carrier, if conducted within
the last 18 months.

Primary Federal Primary citation number for this violation.

Regulation

Secondary Federal Secondary citation number for this violation.

Regulation

Violation Type Acute or Critical.
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Safety Management

DOT/OMCHS Federal Safety Regulation Enforcement (closed enforcement cases from 11/87 to the
present). For each closed case:

Date Enforcement Case
Closed

Investigation #

Violation Section #
Counts Settled

Compliance Review
Date of Last Review

Hazardous Materials
related violations

Primary Federal
Regulation

Secondary Federal
Regulation

Violation Type

Safety Management
related violations

Primary Federal
Regulation

Secondary Federal
Regulation

Violation Type

The date in which the enforcement case was closed.

An aphanumeric combination of characters which uniquely identifies the
federal case.

The violation sections cited in the enforcement case.

The number of counts settled for the specific violation section # addressed in
the case.

The date of the last compliance review done on the carrier, if conducted within
the last 18 months.

Primary citation number for this violation.
Secondary citation number for this violation.

Acute or Critical.

Primary citation number for this violation.
Secondary citation number for this violation.

Acute or Critical.

A-12



Example A.3a: Page 1 of the Motor Carrier Safety Record Report
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All carrier names and DOT numbers are fictitious, intended for illustration purposes only.
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Example A.3b: Page 2 of the Motor Carrier Safety Record Report
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All carrier names and DOT numbers are fictitious, intended for illustration purposes only.
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Example A.3c: Page 3 of the Motor Carrier Safety Record Report
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All carrier names and DOT numbers are fictitious, intended for illustration purposes only.
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Example A.3d: Page 4 of the Motor Carrier Safety Record Report
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APPENDIX B

CALCULATING REVIEW M EASURES

Review measures DRM, VRM, SMRM, and HMRM are calculated for DRI in the Driver SEA, the VRI
in the Vehicle SEA, and the SMRI and HMRI in the Safety Management SEA, respectively. Each of
these four review measures has a specified set of associated acute and critical regulations, and in the case
of the HMRI, hazardous material-related severe regulations. See Tables B-1 to B-5 at the end of this
appendix for alist of associated acute, critical, and severe regulations. A review measure is scored based
on the number and severity of each violation of associated regulations. The following steps detail
SafeStat's calculation of the carrier's review measure:

A.

Identify dl violations of acute, critical, and severe regulations related to the given review measure,
should such violations exist. If a carrier does not have any violations of acute, critical, or severe
regulations related to the measure, the review measure is assigned a value of 0.

If the carrier has one or more violations of acute and critical regulations related to the measure,
obtain the following information:

Violations of Critica Regulations.  # of Occurrences
# of Records Checked

Violations of Acute Regulations.  # of Occurrences

Assign the severity weight to each violation of acute and critical regulations using the Table B-1 at
the end of this appendix.

Each violation of acute and critica regulations has a corresponding severity weight that depends
on the nature of the violation. The severity weight for each violation was determined by the
following criteria

Severity weight | Criterion
1 Violations of critical regulations that are compliance or paperwork oriented.
1 Violations of hazardous material-related severe regulations.
2 Violations of critical regulations that are performance oriented.
3 Violations of al acute regulations.

D. Cdculate the weighted Violation Vaue for each violation, as follows:

For each violation of critica regulations:
Violation Value = Severity Weight x (10 + (Violation Rate x 10))
where Violation Rate = # of Occurrences/ # of Records Checked

For example, if a violation of a critical regulation was cited in the CR as having had
occurred 10 times out of 20 records check (violation rate of 0.5) and was considered
“performance oriented” (severity weight of 2), then

Violation Value=2x (10+ (0.5x10)) =2x (10+5) =2x15=30
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For each violation of acute regulations:

Violation Value = Severity Weight x (10 + # of Occurrences)

where # of Occurrencesis set to a maximum of 10
and the severity weight of non-ratable and ratable violations of acute regulations are 1 and

3 respectively

For example, if a violation of an acute regulation was cited in the CR as having had
occurred 5 times then
ViolationVaue=3x (10+5)=3x15=45

For each violation of hazardous material-related severe requlations:

Violation similar in nature to a violation of critical regulations that inidicate breakdowns in
management and/or operational controls will be caculated the same as a violation of
critical regulations

Violation smilar in nature to violations of acute regulations that demand immediate
corrective action will be calculated that same as a violation of acute regulations

E. Obtain the carrier's review measure for the given SEA by summing al of the violation values
associated with the measure. Using the two violation value examples in Step C of 30 and 45,
SafeStat will calculate the review measure as 75 (30 + 45).




2 o) (exse|v ul BulALIp) 'SAep 8ANNJBsSU0D / UlSINoy 0/ Ueyl alow Ainp uo usaq buirey Jalje aALIp 01 JBALP e Bumiwiad o Buliinbay @)t 56€
2 o) (exse|v u1 BuiALp) 'sinoy 0z AINp Lo Ussq Buiney Js1je sALIp 01 JeAlip e bumiwied Jo bulinbey | (IN(T)(U)T'S6€
Z o) “(exse|v ul BuIALp) 'SINoY GT Uey) 10w SALIP 0} SALIP e Bumiwiad 1o Bulinbey ()T see
Z o) "paIndas Aprenbape pue panguisip Apedoid Buieq obIed s 8[91usA 8yl INOYLIM SALIP O} JBALP e bumiwied 1o buuinbay (T)e)6°26S
4 o) "Paq 141s3.d 850U} JO SS30X Ul Spaads Je paresado buied 101UsA 8U} S1e3ISS98U PINOM YdIYM unie Bulinpayds 9°z6e 9°¢6¢g
€ v E[RTEN (e)(@)szee
Jojow e areJsado 03 sinoy {7 UIylim afesanaq Buireaixoul Ue pawnsuod Buiney Jo a0uspIAe SMOUS OYM JaALIp e Bumiwiad Jo Buliinbay
c Y "abeJanaq BuiiedIxojul Ue FJo uoissassod Ul 10 FJo aduan|jul 8yl Jepun a]Iym a01USA JO10W B dALIP 0} JoALIp e bumiwied 1o buuinbay (T)(@)gz6e
c v "9]01ysA Jojow e Buiressdo Apfes Jo a|qededul JBALIp 8yl Bulispual Jo 8|geded aoueisqns @)vzes
Y10 Aue Jo ‘auiwelsydure ‘Bnip o1109feuU e ‘o UOoISsassod Ul JO ‘Jo 8ouan |jul 8yl Jepun a|Iym aALIP 0} BALIP e Bumiwlied Jo Bulinbay
4 o) ‘poretado 2e6e
Buieg s1 11 yoym ul uonoipsunl ayy Jo suoirenbal pue ‘saouRUIPIO ‘SME| 8Ul UlIM 3dUeplodde Ul Jou a|oIysA Jojow e Buiresedo
€ v "JBALp paliEenbsip e Busn (e)sT'T6E
€ v “JBALP pa1jifenbun-AjeasAyde buisn W)@TT'16E
c v "9]0IUBA J010W [e12/8WWOI B 8ALIP 01 paiienbsip S1oym aALp 01 JBALP e Buizuoyire Jo ‘Bumiwsed ‘Buiinbal ‘Buimo|e AjBuimouy (fe)Tsese
€ v ‘B21YSA JoJ0W [eldIsLiwod (a).e7€8¢
e areJsodo 0] 9sUBDI| S, JOALIP [210JBLIWIOD 3UO Ueyl aiow Yiim sako|dwe ue Buizioyire Jo ‘Bumiwsed ‘Buiiinbal ‘Buimole AjBuimouy
c v "B0IYSA J0J0W [e10Jawwod e arelado 03 paijienbsip S1oym Jo afels e AQ paeoued 10 paxonal ()/ce8¢
‘papuadsns S1 YoIym asuadl SJeAL@ eosewwo) e yiim safoidwe ue Buizuoyire Jo ‘Bumiwsed ‘Buiiinbal ‘Buimop AjBuimouy
Z o) "9SUBD1| S, JOALIP [210J8WILIOD PIfeA . INOYIIM 3DIUSA JOJ0W [edBewwod e buressdo ®)czese
c v "g 1edqns ¢gge 1red Aq pa1igiyo.d 10npuod ul Buibebus Jeife 1 nsal 181 aAIrebau paijLBA yiim (T)(0)509°28<
JO 20" Uey1 Ssa| JO UOITeJiusouod |oyodfe Ue Buiredipul 3nsal e y1im 1sal joyod e Ainp-01-uiniJ e auobispun jou sey oym aup e Buisn
€ v "70°0 Uey} Ssa| Ing "Jo3ealb 10 Z0°0 JO UOIeJusdu0d [oyodfe Ue dAey 0} punoy buiad Jape sinoy ¥ Ulyiim eAtpe buisn (e)sos-z8e
z o) "G09°28€ § Aq pa.inbe. se "feuoissejoid asnge-saduelsgns €05'Z8€
e Ag pareneA Buieq noylim ‘g 1edgns Ag paiigiyoad 1onpuod ul Buifebus selfe ‘uonounyannisuss-Afes wioyiad 01 JBALIP & Buimo| |y
€ v 'saouelsgns pa||01uod (@)60g°28¢
10} 1|nsal aAIrebau paljleA e BuIredIpUI 1NSaJ e YlIM 1S9] SSoURISgNS 9 [041U0d AINp-031-uinial B auobiepun 1ou sey oym JaAlp e Buisn
3 v "1S91 |0yod e Ainp-01-uiniei e suobiepun Jou Sey oym JBALIP e buisn (®)60E°28E
€ v "90URIS(NS P9 |01u0d € 10} aAnIsod Paisa) aAey 0] uMouy BALIp e Buisn GT2'Z8E
c v "90URISgNS Pa1|0JIU0J B Pash aAey 0} UMOUY BALIp e Buisn (@)eTZ28¢
e v "Z8¢€ 1led Japun palinbal 1531 S8oueISqNS991(041U0D JO [OYOD[e Ue 01 1ILgNS 01 pasnjal sey oym JaAlp e buisn T1T2'28¢
€ v "J191e31b 10 $0°0 JO UOIT1IUBdU0D |0YOI e Ue 8ARY 0} UMOUY AP e Buisn T02'28E
WbeM |eonid uondioseg uonass
A1Ienss | pinoy [e ;spe-
Arewlid

aInses |\ Melney BAIIQ T-gol0eL

B-3



3 v '1094J8 Ul abesenod AlljIqisuodsal [eioueul) JO SeAS| wnwiuiw palinbal ayl buiAey 1noyiim a0 1ysA Joow e buiressdo (), /8¢
T o) 's3[01UypA Jebusassed Joj Aliiqisuodsal [eloueuly Jo joold paiinbal ssauisng jo aJe(d fedioulid e ureurew o buijed (P)TE 8¢
€ v "1991J8 Ul Aj1)1qisuodsal e1oueul) JO SjeAS| winwiuiw palinbal ayy Buirey noyiim a0 1yaA bulkired sebuassed e buireledO (e)Te’28¢
4 o) *AINp-01-uIniaJ S, JBA P 8yl buimo||o) syluow 2T 1s4148yl ul sise1aouelsgns | (11)(2)(0)509°28E
{93]]0/3U02 pUe [oyod e dn-Mo|[0} PaOUNOULRUN XIS 1Sea| Je 0} aduelSisse Bulpsau Se paljiuap! usag Sey oym JaALp e 19a(gns o} Buljred
2 o) 'suonisod JoALp JO (2)(@)soezse
Jaquinu afiesene ay) Jo a1el a|gedl|dde ay) Uey) SS9 10U Jo 91l [enuue Ue Te Buiisa) SaouURISqNSP9||041U0d WOopUe) 19npuod 01 Buljre4
z o) 'suolyisod JBALIP (M(@)soez8e
JO Jaquinu afiesone ayl Jo atel [enuue a|gedljdde ay) Uey) ssa| 10U JO BeJ fenuue Ue Te BulSa) |0Yodfe Wopuel 19Npuod 03 BulleH
€ v "welbo.d Buisal |0Yod e Ue Jo/pue sadueisqns {3 (03uod wopuel e Juawa |dwi| 01 Buljre G0E'28E
Z o} 'S90URISONS P3[043U0D JO/PUE [0Y0J e J04 JBALIP UO Buisa) Jusp1ode-3sod 1onpuod 03 Bulre (e)eocz8e
2 o) "1|NSa. 1581 90URISONS P3| [0.1U0d Jusw Ao [dwa-21d aAIrelbau e paAiBdal Sey Ja1lied 1010w a8yl a10jeq BALp e buisn (®)T0c28E
3 v "WeIb01d bUNSA] Se0UeISOnsS [ [011U0J 10/pUe [oyod e Ue Jualie [du 03 buljre ©)STT ¢8¢c
WBPM |[ea110 uondiisag uoloes
A1nss | pInoy [elopa-
Arewlid
SOINSED |\ Mo1/oy JUoWRbeUe |\ ABIeS c-g9|0e L
3 v ‘9pew aJom Siredal 810J9( ,891AKSS-J0-1N0,, Pa1e (I8P 301UBA Jojow e Jo uolresado syl bumiwiad Jo bulinbay (2)(®)6'96E
c Y "SpJepuess uojoadsul 91po1ied wnwiuiw Buissw Jou sa110ssadde pue sued Jfedal Ajxdwoud o3 buljeq ®)/T 96
€ v ‘urebe paresado S19]01ysA 8yl 310Ja( 1odal Uo1198dsSu -8 DIUBA BALIP B Ul BALIP AQ PalSI| S199Jop 3J1AI8S-J0-1N0 1391102 0] bul|eq (9)TT96¢
WbBM | 211110 uondiixseq uoloes
Asenes | pInoOY [eoped
Arewilid
9.Inses N MBINSY SPIA Z-dalde L
Z o) 'snreis Ainp-Jo-spiodal Jo sliodal asfeq (@)8°36¢
Z o) 'SAep aA1INd3suU0d 8 Ul 'SInoy O/ Ueyl aJow Anp uo usaq Buiney Jeife aALIp 01 BAup e bumiwiad 1o Bulinbay (RIC)T
Z o) "SRep 9AINJ2SU0D 7 Ul SN0y 09 Uy} 910W ANp UO Usaq DUIARY JoHe SAHP 0} JOAHP e bumiwiad Jo bunboy (DIC)EEES
Z o) 'sinoy GT AInp uo usaq buiney Jelfe aALP 01 JBALIP e Bumiwiad Jo Buliinbey (@) )csee
Z ) 'SIN0Y QT Ueyl a1ow aALp 01 JBALIP e bumiwlad 1o bullinbay (T)(e)cs6E
Z ) (exse|v ul buialp) 'sAep aAnN2asu0d g ulsinoy Qg Ueyi aiow AINp uo usaq buirey Jaije aAup 0} JBALIP e bumiwiad Jo buuinbay [((DIGICIRT
WwbM [eano uondiiosa@ uonoes
Aenss | pinoy [e opa-
Arewiid

(PeNnuNUOD) 8 INses N Meiney BALIQ T-99Iqe L

B-4



T o) "paJinba. se 'siaded pare . pue 9721411490 10 1Jodal elep S Jainjdenuew yuel obied utelal o1 bul|ed (T)e).T 08T
T o) "/0v°08T § Aq pa.inbau 1sa} Jo UoN19adsuU| Ue passed Lo Iym ue) obJed e dJew o} buljred GT¥'08T
2 o) “ue) obzed e joadsul pue 1593 A|edlporied o3 Bul|red (d)L0v'081T
4 o} "L0v°08T8 (e).0v°08T
U} IM 80UepI0odde U paisalal Jo paldadsul usaq Jou sey Teyl yue) obred e Ul felatew snoplezey jo juswdiys e Buniodsues |
€ v ewrst () 1o (NE)TY8LLTE ®©)TY8LLT
ul uondaoxe Ue ssajun S[ewliue Jo suewny Ag uondwnsuod Joj papusiul [elLeew a|qIpe Aue Jo ‘pes) ‘HnISpooy
30 0] UMOUY Jo payfew [eLBTRW YlIM 3[2IUsA 1odsuel] auwres ayl Ul jpge| uosiod e Bulreaq abexoed e Bullodsuel |
T o) ‘poprede|d 1o pexrew- AJadoid 10U S1 ey [elelew snoprezey Buiueiuod a01ysA 1odsuely e Buino |\ (®)ezs’ 2.1
T 2 'siaded buiddiys Jo Ayiiqissedde sedo.d utejutew o} bul|re- G)L18°LLT
T o) Joded Buiddiys paredaid Ajjedoid e Aq paiuedwodde jou Sfeatew snoplezey Jo wawdiys e buiodsuel | ®©).18°L.T
T o) 'Suofe|nbal s elerew-snop.ezey ui ssako|dws jo A1obBared e 1onaisul 01 bul|req (®)oos’2.T
T o) 'S[eliaTell snopfezey BUIA|OAUT JUSPIdUT Ue BuiLim Ul 1odas 01 Bul|e) B1ie) oT'T/1
T o) 'Sfela7ew snopfezey BuiA[0AUT JUSPIoUT Ue JO 8d110u suoyda [03 8 [pawill 1 aA1B 031 Bul|ley le e STT/T
wbM [eand uondiiosa@ uoloes
A1BASS | pINDY [eoped
Aewlid
(Suoite|nbey [edn110PINJY JOSUOITRIOIA)S.INSES N MO1Aey [e1.BTe N SNOp FeZeH “-galde L
T o) "90URURIU W 3D 1USA pUe uodadsul Jo SpJodal wnwiuiw daay 03 buljreq @)c96¢
Z o) ‘pa10adsul Ajfeaipotiad 10U 3|21ysA Jolow [e1oewWwod e buisn ®)/T1°96S
T o) "110daJ uonoadsul-a01yaA JoALIp afedaid 01 AP 81Inbal 0} BuljreS ®)TT 96
T 2 'syjuow g 1o} snieis Ainp-J0pJ0da. s BALP dAIsald 03 bul|red (T)0N8 s6e
1 o) ‘uo 13 |dwod Jo sAep €T ulylim sneis Ainp-j04pJ10dal ayl Jo feulblio syl pfemio) 01 JBALIP e alinbal 01 butljre4 (1g's6e
Z o) 'sniess AInp-JOJ10JaJ e axewl 0} JBALIP e alinbal 01 buljre (8)38'S6E (e)g'see
T 2 3|1} UOIFED 11 [eND S,JOALID U 8D 14118 S, ,UIWEXS [eD1IPSW Utejurew o) buljred (L) (a)T5T6E
T o) 8|1} UoIRed1}Ienb S, ;BALIP Ul pI0331 BUIALIP OJUT S8l Inbul utelufew o3 But|reH @)(@)1s°16E
T o) "PoA0|dWS BALIP UJes UO 3[1) UOTed1}Iend-JBALIP Utejutel 01 bul|eS e)15T6E
4 o) 'SUIUOW 2 YJea Pa1411ied pue pauilexe Ajfedipswl Jou JBALp e buisn (T)(@)Si'16€
Z o) "Pa14118d pue pauiwexs A|fedipawl jou JBALp e buisn (e)sv'T6E
3 ] "SPJ0J31 U3 [NpNeJ} buonpoIdal JOjpuUe SPI0Ja] 1O SIUSWIRTETS 85 [B}- A[[euofUaiul JO Jus [NPreJ} oxetl 0} busned Jo ‘BUDE N GE 068
T o) 'SJAINSUl 10 SB 11U RIUBWILIBAOD Jay1o 10 a1e1sS Aq palinbal syiodal juspiode |fe Jo sa1dod ureiurew o) buijreH (2)(Q)ST 06E
T o] 'Sseusng Jo sde(d fediounid Te AlI[IqISUOdssJ fefoleul) JO Jooid paJinbsi Uejurtew o] bul|eS )L Z8e
WBPRM | [ea111D uondiisaq uolioes
Apneg | pinoy [eoped
Arewild

(PeNUNUOD) So INSes N\ Ve 1oy Juewebeue N ABfeS c-gode L

B-5



T o) '29¢ Med ¥4 OF YiM 8dUepIodde Ul 1S9 fILell alsem snopezey aujl aqeda.d o) bul|re (@)sozeLT
T o) "1S9IUeLl 31SeM snopJfezey e IN0oY1IM alsem snop.lezey e bulisjO ®)socziT
T o) "paJinbal se seleeW ainfesaduws parense 1o} Jaded buiddiys syl uo ,, 1OH., pIom auy Jeis 03 bul|red (U)eozz.T
T v ‘paJinbal (w)eoz'eLT
uaym Jaded Buiddiys ay) uo ,plezeH uoir[eyu| JIX0], J0 ,pfezeH UOIReYU| UoSIOd, SPIom ayl Jelus 01 buljreq
T o) “lpae| jo Alobered (P)eozzLT
pue ‘AJIANJe ‘wlioy) eaiwsyd pue eaisAyd [elsfew aAnJeoipel Jo juswdiys e Joj sieded Buiddiys uo apnjoul 01 Buljrey
T 3 "aureu (T))eoz2LT
Buiddiys sedoid ayy Aq paiinuspi jou usym Jaded Buiddiys © uo UBN1ISUOD 3JURISONS ShopJlezey ay) Jalus 0} BuljreH
T o) “Jequinu uondwexe ay1 Aq pemo[o} ,3- 10d. uoielou ay) aded Buiddiys e uo Jsius 01 Bul|re (e)eozzLT
T o) *Joded Buiddiys e uo [elereWw snoprezey e Jo uondiiosep Jjedoid ayi Jejus 01 buljreq (e)zoz2.T
T v *Joded buiddiys e bulredsid noylim [eLisTew snoprezey e buivlio (®)ooz'2.T
T v “e1deyogns Ozt
SIY} YlIM 9oUeplodde Ul paIsalel J0 ‘paliedal ‘pauUONIpUOIDI ‘paulelulew  ‘padJew ‘paTedlige) ‘paJnidejnuewl Jou
SeMm 11 Uaym S[elialew snopfezey e Jo uoirenodsuel] 8y} 104 pasn ag 0] papuslul o pasn S| 11 Jou Jo Jsyeym ‘Jeideyogns
SIYl Jo sjuawalinbal ay) Bunssw se Jaueuod Jo afexded e Buleyjo Jo Buljps ‘BulAinmeo ‘Buniew ‘Bunussaidey
T o) "butelsibal InoylIm "uoiedlf1oeds 10de o1 (@)cos'20T
paJiNiJe Jnuewl 301YSA Jojow yue) obred Jo uel obred e Buliredsl Jo ‘Bundadsul ‘Buikynied ‘Buljquiesse ‘Bulinidenue
WO [x[e21111D uondiioseg uol1des uoldes
A11enss|eInoy o) [ejopad [e Jopad
relwis Arepuodes Arewlid
(suoirenfoy 8 /eS PateRY- [ele1e I\ SNOp JezeH JO SUOITR[0IA) 8 INSES |\ MBIASY [elle1e |\ Snop fezeH ‘G-gajdel
T 5 "190.15 Jo RemyB1y Jo @), 26€
uolod paeAel] JO 189} G UIYIIM S[RIBTRW €'T 10 ‘Z'T ‘T'T UOISIAIQ Ueyl Jaylo (S)eLalew snoptezey Buiueiuod a[o1ysA Jolow e Buiyied
T o) "Remyb1y Jo uoiod paARIY JO 1834 G UIYIIMS[eLBTeW €T 10 '2'T 'T'T UOKSIAIQ BulureIuod 3 01ysA Jojow e Bubred M) 268
T o) ('(p)29°26€ § Yiim d0UR1|dLLIOD 10} PS308YD SBoURISUI JO JBguunuU 3y} S| paxdayd JaquinN) (fed131o) “ue|d ainoJ Lanlm (P)19°26€
e Ag paiuedwoade Jou SI eyl Ul SBAISo[dXe €T 10 ‘Z'T ‘T'T uoisialg BulAired apiyaa Jojow e jo uoiressdo ayy Buniiwiad Jo Buuinbay
€ v "dAIIUSSDIdR. PRy fenh (e)s L6¢
® 10 JBAUP S Ag Sswin |[e Te pepuslie SI eldeWw (BASo[dXe) €T 10 ‘2'T ‘T'T uoisialig Bulureluod ajdIysA Jojow e ainsus 0} BuljreH
T o 'SUO1oNISU| asuodsa. AousBIoLS Jo/pUe J6E
1ed Jo sa|ni syl Jo Adod e ylim seerew (BAISo[dxa) €T 10 ‘2T ‘T'T UoisiAlg Buljiodsuel) aj01yaA Jojow Jo JBALIP e ysiuiny o3 Buljre4 ®)6T°268
T o) 'y Ue Ty UOKSIAIQ '€ SSe[D ‘T'Z UOISIAIQ Se po1}Isse|d S[elieTewl |Gewwe|) J0 ‘Sfelisfew § sse|d (e)eT 268
‘SpeleTew T sse[D Buluruod a|o1yaA Jojow e Jo 189} GZ ulyiim adid Jo ‘rebio ‘ayerebp pajybi| e Aled Jo axows 03 uosied e Buniiwied
T o) "PaIINbal Se (1Jodal SAIfeUsale 10) Sioded pale Bl pue a1ed1}11iad S Jainjoenlell yuel obJed Jo Sa1dod uelal 03 juljed @)©)/Tr 08T
wbeM | eonto uondiioseg uoldes
Asenss| pindy [ejopad
Arewlid

(panunuod) (suoire|nbey [ed1111DEINJY JOSUOIRIOIA) 8.Nses N MBIASY [ellTe A Snop fezeH -g9|deL

B-6



T o) 9Inssa.d 801Ass paleubisap (J)10E°€LT
10 P W S SBW ) /G SP3RoXe YO IUM (D b'+S) J,0ET e ainssald Jsureuod e sey Teyy Jepullho ps||iy/pshireyo e Bulislio
T 3 "5Inssa.d 901N BS (e)t0e°eLT
pareUR SO 10 PaY|feLL S} SPSsoXe LUOIUM (D ,T°T2) 4,0/ e 8inssaid Jsumreiuod e sey feys Jepul|Ao pa||iy/pableyo e Buleyo
T o) "Paz1Ioyre se 1020Xe SJapul|Ad (Pa1dsuuodeIUT) PapP|Ooitew bulie O (P)TOEELT
T v "9|cje} Uo1ela1bas ay) Uiim 8dUeplodde Ullou Sfelisrew snoprezey buipeo (P)8r8’LLT 0€'elT
T o) ‘Puiuuni auibus 8yl Y1im 3 91YsA J0J0W e Wo4) elidfew (BAISo|dxe) T sse|D e buipeojun 1o ‘uo Jo ol buipeo (®)ses//T 0E'€LT
T o) 'SJBU RJUOD USBMIBQ UO1I0W dAIR B WuaAald 0] S[eldlew Snop.Jezey JO SJaueiuod adelq 01 buijreH ®)es 11T 0S'€/T
T v e @) @vzeLT
uo11e214198ds 8yl uo paxew Buipe| Jo IyHBM Wwnw ixXew syl SpasdXe YdIyMm [eLisTew snop.lezey e yiim yuel obied e Buipeo]
T v "pednpal A|enuelsqns @@veeLT
Buieq abexded ayl Jo SSBUBAIIIBLS BY) Ul palNsal ydiym abexded e ul [elidTew snopfezey e uolrenodsuel) 1o} Bulis o
T v "JUSWIUOJIAUS [IC)ZAIAN
3y} 0} S[elslew snoplezey Jo aseafps a(delyiuspl Ue sey ydiym Muel ajcerod e ul sfelerew snoplezey Buiiodsueld |
T v "alesioed pazioyineun Ue Ul [elidew snoplezey e bulis}JO @)zzelT
T v [elieTew aA1S01109 10 “iodeA 1o seb snouosiod @©)1zelT
Jo 8|gewwe|} ‘Teay JO UoiINjoAd snoJabuep e asned Ay 1| PINOM ‘PaUIqUIOd }1 YdIym S[eliatew uolfelodsuedy Joy Buiiejo
T v "uolfeliodsuell Jo} [elierew uappIgio) e bulle O (e)tzelT
T o) ‘pa1INba se seafo|dwie [elislew-snoplezey uell 03 buljreH ®)WoL2.T
T 3 "uoITewJo Ul uoreb nw-usp10Je pue asuodsal (2)e)r092.LT
-Aousbiewa aIsuayaidwod aney Jou ssop oym uosiad e Jo paddiys Buleg sfelielew snopiezey ay) Jo SolSLIBIdeRYD pue
spiezey sy} Jo a|geabpa|mou] s1 oym uosiad e Jo Jjequunu suoyds 1 asuodsal-Adusbisws Inoy-yz ayl apinoid 01 Buljre4
T o} ‘lisuedy ul (mev092LT
S| elIBTRW SNop.Jezey & Teyl sswil |[e e paloliuow S1 ydiym Jagquinu auoyds 91 asuodsal-Aousbiawe ue apinoid 0y BuljreS
T o) *Jaguunu auoyds [p1 asuodsa-Aduabiaws ue apinoid 01 bul|req ®)r09°2/.T
T 3 "UOTeW O JUT a5u0dsal-AdUabBWa apIA0id 0] bul[e] (T)(®)009°72T
T o) *Ja111ed Jojow e 01 sprede|d paiinbal ay) apinoid o1 buijreH (T)e)o0s 2T
T 0 "felisTew aANJeo|pel Jo sbexded e 0] [ege| 1991100 syl XIjfe 01 buljreS €0v'CLT
T o) 'Sfealel snoplezey Jo abexoed e jpoe| A[ledoid o1 buije] ®©)ooveiT
T o) "yUel obJed 10} siequuinu uoied i iuapi paldinbal ay) B141ed Jolow e 01 apinoid 01 bui|reH (T)e)8ze 2T
T o) Uera|qeliod e 10§ Slaquinu Uo1ied1jiuap 1 palinbal 8yl Jo117ed J0jowW € 03 oplA0Id 01 bul|e @))oze T
H O o alal <l <l <l L <l <l .WQEDC @NM.N“H
T o) ;equinu-x3 areldoidde syr y1im elistew T sse|d buiueiuod sbexded e ylew o1 bul|eS (eJozeziT
T v ‘paiINbal UayMm |, plezeH uolefeyul, SpIoMm sl UlIMm S[elisTell snopfezey Jo sbeXded e Y.lew 0] buljed e)eTeeLT
T o} “|quinu (mee)toczLT
uoiealynuap! pue sweu Buiddiys sedoid ayy yiim eLBRW snoprezey jo abiexded yng-uou e yrew Ajkedoid o1 Buijre4
WBBM [«[eanig uondiiasag uoioss uoldes
K1118nssfeInoy 01 [elopa- [eepe-
elwis Arepuodes Arewiid

(peNUNUD) (SUoITe[NBeY 8 6785 PeTey- [e1/8Te [ SNop Jeze H JO SUOITR[OIA) 8 Inses [N MeIney [eleTe \Snop rezeH 'G-go(del

B-7



T 2 "08T Hed Ul U110} 18S Sluawe.inbal vZ8' LT
uo10adsu| pue 1838l 8y} 0} WIOJUOI 10U SSOP YaIym [eliaTew snoplezey e Bulueiuod yuel obred uoiedlyoads e buiressdo
T v "[eliS7eW Uspplq.o) e BurnJodsuel | T08°L.T
T v "€0p'2LT ¥4 6v Ul paqioseld sjege| sy JO sUO Jeaq 01 paiinbal felefeuw €)a)LsveLT
(enndeolpel) 2 sse|n Aue Jo safiexded Joyio Buiumeluod aoueAsnuod e ul juswdiys pa|jouod ‘feLieTew a|issi) e bulld O
T v "0G JO Xapu| 1odsuel] [e10] e paadXe Teyl [eljaTew aA1JeoIpel Jo sabexded eare suo ul BulioiS IYv'elT
1 o) "W atenbs/wdp 0ggz 10 SS8X8 Ul UOITeu ILLeIU0D 8 |JeAowsal YliMm [elidTew aAdeolpes Jo abexded e bulis O Q)evv'elT
T o) "Wo afenbs/wdp 0gz 10 SS89X8 Ul UOITeu ILelu0d a|geAowsl YIIM [elislew aAnJeoipe) Jo abexded e bulisiO (@)ervelT
T o) "Wo a.1enbs;/wdp ZZ JO SS80%8 Ul U ITeulWeIu0d 3 |[qeAoWwal YliM [elidTew aAndeolpel jo abexded e bulis}io )err'elT
1 o) (8sn anisnjox3) "abesioed ay} Jo 9e4INS [eUR1IXS A} U0 4 ,G8T BUIPsa0Xa felidfew aANdeo|pel Jo abexded e Bulis JO @)@)zvvelT
1 o) (8snansnpxe-UoN) "abexded ay} JO 8Je}INs [eUJSIXd 8Y} U0 H ,2ZT DUIpssdXa felloTew aAN1Ieolpel Jo abexded e bulleyjo T))zvvelT
T v 'S[pAS| UO[fe[pel [euldlxa a|ceMo| e Spaadxe eyl [ellatewl aANnJeolpel Jo abexded e Bulls o TVv'elT
T v "paz Lioyine Tey) Ley Jarea Jb A1nuenb e sbexoed g adAle ul uoireliodsue.) 1o Bulislio @terelT
1 2 ‘paz1ioyine Teyl uey) Jerealb A1nuenb e abexded v adAl e ul uoirenodsuel Jo) Bundedade 1o bulis}io ®)TEr'elT
T o) “Juawd1ys 10} uonipuod Jadoid ul 10u uoFelI0dSUR] 10} [eldTeW aANJeoIpel e bulis }JO 2eVELT
T o} "sbexoed TCV'ELT
B JO 33e4ns 8y} U0 JW G’ Spasdxe eyl A1nuenb paliwi| e se pafiexded pue poyew ‘paqliasep [elieTew aAnJeolpel e Bulisjo
T v ‘T, ETV'ELT
¥4D 0T Ul paureuod suawalinbal ajgedldde [fe yiim aoueploade Ul paionlisuod pue paubisap 1ou afiexded g adA] e Buisn
1 2 ‘Pa1nbai se uonde1oid feuonippe Buipinoid INoylim elidTew snouosiod e yiim pa||1/pableyd Jepul|koe buisjiO (P)ov'elT
T v "pauINba. Se pa|few pue paisales Usag 1ou sey ey epullAd e Bulis o @veeLT
T o} '301Aep PRI Apjes e Lyim paddinbs aution|} yiim pab.reyd sepullAde bute o W) P)veeLT
T o) ‘pauejutew Aiadoud Usaq Jou aney sbuiyrelw paiinbal yoym Jo} lepullAd pa||iy/pabreyd e buts o OveelT
T v "asnqe [ea1sAyd Jo aouspIne Skeaq J0 ‘S IAap Ao Jes 10 SoA[RA 9ANDB P 'SabNq ‘SXes| JO 8814 Jou S| Teys JopuljAde Buie O ®veelT
T v "(a)8-Gi£'8.T § 10 OT-LEC LTS JO SiuBWSIINDSI B} buedW S8d1A8p UO13910.d aliewrep wonoq (GleeeLT
noynm Budid yuer-ob1ed ul pinbi| 8A1504109 Jo ‘apixosed aiuehio pinbiy ‘pinbi| Jezipixo fereew T°9 uosIAIQ Bulodsuel |
1 2 ‘Bisd Gz eyl s Jo ainssaid Bupjiom a|gemo| e-wnwiixew e buiney Muel obied e ul elsfew T°9 UOISIAIP e Buipeo (©)0)ecelT
T v ue) (M(@eeeLT
331 Y1IM 138JU0D U] UBYM U0 NIeal snosebuep e pey YoIym a21ysA Jojow yuel-obied e ul [elsefew snoplezey e Buiodsuel |
T v (018 uoiso|dxe (@E)eeesT
‘911j) UONIPUOD Bfesun Ue Ul pa}nsal YdIym 3[21YaA Jojow yuel-ob1ed e ul Sfeefew aiow Jo om) Buipeo| Jo Builodsues |
T v "9101UYSA J010W Muel-obed paziioyineun Ue Ul [eldfew snop.lezey e uolreliodsuel) 10} bundadde Jo buleio te)eee/T
T v 'SUOIeD 1§190ds (NToceLT
10d paquosaid U3im aaUepiodde Ul Jou ‘SIeIS paliun 8yl SpisINo painidejnuew sem eyl JapullAd paj|1y/pabreyd e Bulieo
T v "901A9P U0 1199104d BA A PaQ 112sa.d e INOY}IM SaSeb SNoIXou 10 BAIS0.100 B |gewue |} yiim Jjspul Ao pa||i/pebreyd e bule}jo ®)Toc LT
UBBM [«[e21311D) uondiiosag uoldoes uoloes
A111enssfeInoy 01 [e P [eeped
lejwis A repuodss Arewnid

(Penunuod) SuonenBoy 8 eSS PR A~ eI BTe I\ SNOP JezeH JO SUOIEIOIA) @ INSes N MeInay [eleTe N Shop lezeH 'G-gajde.L

B-8



T 2 "peqIasald se 18] sseubd Uy e Wiiojled o) bul|red (N20ov°08T
T o) Paq 11osa.d se 1501 sbexes| e wioyiad o3 buljre (u)Lov 08T
T o) ey 0b1ed TEE/0EE-D N Ue Uo 1591 o0 1ied o1isuBew Jusdselon|) Jom e wioyed 01 bulje] (€)(®).0v 08T
T 3 "paq 110s3.1d se 159101 ainssaid e wioyled 01 bul|reS (®)07°08T
T o) "paq 110sa.1d se uondadsul Buiul) e wiojied 01 buljre4 (1).0¥08T
1 o) ‘pequosa.d se uonoadsul [ensiA feussiul Ue wioiad 01 buijreq (®)/0t°08T
T o) 'Paq11asa.d se uondadsul [ensiA [eulaixe ue wioped o1 bul|req (p)20v°08T
T v ‘uoirenodsuel ] Jo Juswiredaq ayl Aq palinbal uaym yuel ob.red e uo uonaadsul Jo 1S81 e 10npuod 0] bul|reH (9)(@)0v°08T
T v "uoed141955ds UBISap [eulblIo S WO} POIHIPOW Usdq Sey UdIUym Yue) obed e 10adsul pue 1sa) 03 Bul|te ()(a)0v 08T
1 v ‘8low 10 reak auo Jo poliad e 10} 8d1AJSS uoieliodsuel] (e)(@).0v°08T
S[e W snopfezey Jo 1IN0 Usaq Sey Yd1ym yuey obred e uo (6)201°08T § UM oUeplodde Ul 1593 81nssaud e 1onpuod o3 Bul|re
T v "Rioeded uonueiel Buipe| s11 10018 (@)(@).ov 08T
ABslanpe Aew eyl Jus1xe Ue 03 pafiewrep usaq Sey pue UspIode Ue Ul usag Sey Yyoiym xuel obied e 10adsul pue 1sa1 0] Buljre4
T v "uolrelodsuUel} 10§ 8 fesun 11 Japual Iybiw ey} uo 1 ipuod (T)(@)0v°08T
Yo Aue Jo ‘afiexes| ‘seafe papelde I0 PBPOII0D ‘SJUSP Pe( JO 8dUBPINS SMOUS UdIym Muel obred e 19adsul pue 191 01 Buljre4
T o} '601°08T8 (e)(e)Lov 08T
ul paqgosald suoireatyifenb wnwiuiw ayl Bunssw noyiim yuel obsed e uo uoidadsul Jo 1sa) e Buissauyim Jo Buiwiojied
T v "PuIpeo|un 10 ‘buIpeo| 1591 81nssaid e bulnp 1080Xg (@)e)Z07 08T
(dMVIN) ainssaud Bupjiom ajgemo|fe wnwixew Jo ainssaid ubisap s11 Ueyl omrealb ainssaid e 0] yue) obfed e Bunoslgns
T 2 "(9)20¥°08T § Ul pa1}19ads (Me)Lor 08T
Se anp awo03aq sey YoIym uoindadsul Jo 1591 e pae|dwod A|njssaaons 1ou sey yoiym yuel obred uoiediyioads 10q e bulieyo
T o) "JuswiaJlinbal 11joJ181 ou S aley | ‘pade|dal Buieq S1aAeA uaym a|gedtdde (Uy)sor 08T
AlUO BION '0T-SrE'8/T § J0 Swawalinbai ayl Bunssw anpeA & Ylim aAeA oIl ainssald Buiso|dal e ade|dal 01 Buljre4
T o) "uondsoxe (6)sor 08T
Ue 199W Jou Saop Ajquiasse ayl ainsug ‘'G-GiE'8/T § Yim BullIouod saljquissse ajoyuew Yiim uey obred e dinbs 01 Buljre4
T v "G6/TE/80 J81fe Syjue) b 1ed saLiss (@)sor 08T
ZTE pUe ‘/0€ ‘90E JO UOITed1413489 10 Bupjfew 1o ‘paziioyine sobuo| ou Uoied14198ds e 0} yuel obfed e BuiA}14ed 1o Bupien
T v "08T Med Y1Im 85uepIodde (e)e'0sT
Ul po1Sa1al Jo ‘pairedal ‘PaUOIIIPUOIBI ‘paURIURW ‘PaYfew 10U Sem 11 uaym ‘20T Med Y4D 61 Jopun panss| uondwaxa 10ge
10 08T Med H4D 61 Jo Juswalinbal e Busaw se Jauriuod Jo afiexded e Bulia}jo 1o ‘Buljps ‘BulAiinied ‘Bupew ‘Bunussaidey
T \4 "(SXe9| JO 3814 pue paso o WisAs ab.eydsip pInbi| 8yl UI'SSINSOd JBY10 pue SSARA [fe) PaIndss pue (Dveg 2Lt
pas0 |2 S8INSO [0 Sjoyuew | arey o3 Bul|rey) a|Ium yue) obred e Ul [eldTew 8 Sse|D 10 € sse|D Jo T°9 uoisialg e Buipiodsues |
T v "(buipeoiun Jo) buipeo| buinp 3jue} ob.Jed e puslle 01 bul|eS veg'ZLT
Wb | [ed11110 CO_HQ:OwQD uonass uonass
K111BAsS e1N0Y 0] o [elopa [eopa-
lejiis A repuodes Arewlid

(penunuoo) (Suoite|nBey 8 JoNeS PeTepY- eI BTe |\ SNOp JezeH JO SUOITR[0IA) ©INses |\ Me1rey [el BT |\ Snop fezeH 'S-ga|de L

B-9



‘(D) uoie|nBai eanioe Jo uoireoIAe 10 () uoifeNBal aJnNde Ue JO UCITR|OIA B Se SLLes 3] PaTe|noed S| uoiie|nBal 949ASS ay) JO UOITR|OIA 3] JoUIeyM Sa1e0Ipu| «

T o) Kjuo s>juey obed TEE DN pUe OEE D IN “Palinbau se 11odal 159} a.nssaud auy Jo Adod e utela o) bul|re (@)©)L1v°08T

T o) ‘pa4inba. se syiodal uodadsul pue 1591 Jo Adod e ureel 01 buljreH (2)(@).Tv 08T

T o) ‘palinbal se Hjuel yaes 01 spew bul|piregal 10 ‘Buiydeais ‘uoIed1iipow ‘iredal Jo SpioJal urelsl 0} bul|reH ®)TY 08T

T o) (A)(T)(B)L0r°08TE Ul I0 UOIED1}199ds o|qedt|dde sy Ul pagLsaud se Bunss) Aq ainssa.d (0T)(p)eTr 08T
01 108dsal yim uel obired ayl Jo Aibsul [eunionuis ayl Bunosjfe uoiediiipow e jo Ajigelins ayl Ajuen o1 Buijre4

T v '9P0D UoM1J9dsu| pieoy [eUCIEN 3yl Y1Im 6)(P)ETY 08T
90Uep.JooJe Ul yue) obred padurels N, 9pod JINSY Ue jo (Buljplliegel Jo ‘uoiredijipow ‘Buiydelis) e wiolied 01 Buljre4

T v "Jeauibuz buiAjieD ubise@ e Ag pai41ned yuel obied e Jo Buljplregsl Jo ‘Uoied1}ipow ‘Bulpls.is e aney o) bul|re- Q) (p)eTi 08T

T v "uo e 1310ads 3|aedl|dde a3 0} ey 0B fed e Jo Bul|irede. 10 ‘UoIed I} ipow Buiydweis e Buiwioad o) BuljeS (€)p)eTr 08T

T v Aluo syuer JNSY "dwess .o, 8y} JO asN 8y} Jo4 Uo ez oYy Jo d1edljiiieD preog [euoleN plea (@) (P)eTy 08T
e ploy 01 Buljreajiym uel obred padwers N, 9pod JINSY Ue Jo Buljp.ilegal Jo ‘Uoiedljipow ‘Buiydlelis e Buiwlioiod

T v "Kjuo sxue} NS V-UON “dwels o, 8U3 JO asn au} 1o} (T)(P)eTr 08T
uolezLIoyINy JO 81e0 1§18 pleoq [euoieN e Io duris .M, Yl JO SN 8y} J0J UOITeZIoYINY JO 810l ILED NSV PIeA
e pjoy 01 Buljre} ajiym xuel obred paduwels apo) JINSV-uUou e Jo (Buljjpifegal Jo ‘uoiredijipow ‘Buiydelis) e Buiwioied

T o) "(U)20v°08T § Ul paqosaid se 1se)1 afiedes| e 10N 810N ‘SeAfeA Jo Buidid o1 suop siredal 159 Yes| 01 bul|te )Ty 08T

T o) "(A1)(T)(6)20¥°08T § Ul Jo Uoledlj1oeds s|qedi|dde au) (9)@)eTr08T
ul paquosald se Bunsal Ag yuel obred ay Jo Albajul feunjonuis ay) Bunosyfe Jredal e Jo Alljigelins ayl AjleA o} Buljred

T v "Kluo syjuel JNSY 9pod (S)(@eTy 08T
uonoadsu| preog [eUOITRN 8Yl YlIMm 8ouepiodde ul yuel obfed padueis N, 8pod JINSY Ue Jo dredal e wioad 01 BuljreS

T v "Aluo sxuel JNS Y “durels o, 8y} JO asn ay) Joj uolfezuoyny (@) (@)<sT 08T
JO 9101411480 pleog [euoieN pleA e ploy 01 Buljre) ajiym Muel obred padwels N, 9poD JINSY Ue Jo Jredal e Buiw.ioyiod

1 v "AJUO SYUel JNSV-UON "durels (T)(q)eT'08T
., 38Ul JO 8SNn 8y} JoJ UoIeZIIOYINY JO 8Ted1jILeD preog [eUOIEN e Jo duelS N, 8Yl JO 8sn 8yl 1o} uolrezuoyiny
JO 91.21}11RD JINSY PIeA B ploy 01 Buljre) ajiym duer obed padwels apo) JNSVY-Uou e jo Jredas e Buiwioisd

WBBM [x[e211110 uondiiose@ uol199S | UOII0sS [elspad

A11Jnss|e1N0Y 01 [eopa- Arewiid
rejnwis A repuodes

(Penunuoo) (SUoITe|NBeY 3 B/6S PeTepy-S[el BT |\ SNop JezeH JOSUDITE|OIA) 8 InSes N Me1rey [eliele N Snop lezeH 'G-gajde L

B-10



APPENDIX C
IMPROVEMENTSFOR SAFESTAT

C.1 Changesfor Version 8.5 (January 2003)
Indicators in the Accident SEA (both the All and RAI) based on only one crash will not be calculated.

Reason:
Crash rates based on only one crash do not provide enough information to compute meaningful
numerical percentile rankings.

C.2 Changesfor Version 8.4 (March 2002)

The power unit (PU) figures used in the Accident Involvement Indicator (All) will be an average
of the carrier’s PU totals at the end of the three time periods used for time-weighting in the All
caculation (0-6 months, 618 months, and 18-30 months). The PUs numbers are used as a
measure of exposure in the All to estimate the number of power units operated over a 30-month
time period when reportable crashes could have occurred. Due to the potentialy significant
changes in exposure of individua carriers over the course of 30 months (via downsizing, mergers,
etc.), an average number of PUs provides a better estimation of vehicle exposure for carriers that
have updated their MCS-150 Motor Carrier Census information.

The trip-lease power unit (PU) numbers are added to the owned and term-leased PUs to
determine the total number of PUs of a carrier. SafeStat uses this number of PUs when
accounting for a carrier’s exposure to crashes in the Accident Involvement Indicator (All).
Including accurate trip-leased PU figures will improve the accuracy of exposure for carriers that
extensively used this type of leasing arrangement.

Enforcement History Indicator (EHI) will use dl closed enforcement cases, including those not
initiated from compliance reviews (CRs) or terminal audits. Enforcement cases not initiated from
CRs or termina audits will receive a significantly lower severity weight than cases initiated from
CRs. Carriers will still need CR (or termind audit)-initiated enforcement within the past 30 months
to receive a deficient EHI of 75 or higher. The distinction between enforcement cases based on
CR/terminals audit and those from other sources is made because CR/terminal audit-initiated
enforcement cases are based on a more comprehensive investigation of a carrier’s operations
than other initiating sources such as roadside or dock inspections.

C.3 Changesfor Version 8.3 ( September 2001)

Prior versions of SafeStat used only the violations of acute and critical regulations that were used as part
of the safety rating as defined in Part 385 Appendix B of the FMCSR. In an effort to incorporate more
information from compliance reviews, the HM Review Indicator (HMRI) has been expanded to include
non-ratable violations of acute and critica regulations. These HM-related non-ratable violations that are
listed in Chapter 12 of the FMCSA Field Operations Training Manua are severe, and often result in
enforcement action from FMCSA. A full listing of the non-ratable (and ratable) violations are listed in
Appendix B of this document. The following table lists the severity weighting for the violations used in the
HRMI calculation:




Severity weight | Criterion
1 Ratable violations of critical regulations that are compliance or paperwork
oriented.
1 Non-ratable violations of acute and critical regulations.
2 Ratable violations of critical regulations that are performance oriented.
3 Ratable violations of all acute regulations.

C4

Changesfor Version 8.2 (March 2001)

The Enforcement History Indicator (EHI) is limited to only using data from enforcement cases initiated by
compliance reviews or termina audits.

C5

Reason:

C.o6

Changesfor Version 8.1 (September 2000)

The violation list of acute/critical regulations has been updated.
The following improvements have been made to the calculation of the Enforcement History
Indicator (EHI):
1. Usesonly closed enforcement cases that were initiated within the past 6 years.
2. EHI of 75-100 are applied to each carrier that:
(2) had a recent closed enforcement case (within 30 months) and no subsequent compliance
review or
(2) had a recent closed enforcement case (within 30 months) and its the most recent
subsequent compliance review resulting in violations of acute/critical regulations.
3. EHI of 50-74 are applied to each carrier that:
(2) had its most recent closed enforcement case more than 30 months ago or
(2) had a recent closed enforcement case (within 30 months) and its most recent subsequent
compliance review was "clean” (i.e., resulted in no acute/critical violations).

Carriers with a prior enforcement history who demonstrate good safety practice through a recent
compliance review will no longer be viewed as "deficient”.

The Enforcement History Indicator range was expanded to include the 50-100 percentile
(previoudy the indicator range included the 75-100 percentile). This change will provide
information on more carriers.

The EHI uses only closed enforcement cases within the past 6 years, which is consistent with
FMCSA's palicy, Uniform Fine Assessment.

Changesfor Version 8 (March 2000)

A full-scale review was performed on the SafeStat algorithm by the developers with the objective of
improving consistency in the indicator caculations and the determination of the SEA values for dl four

SEAs.

The focus was on making improvements and achieving greater consistency in the caculations

while maintaining the underlying methodology and preserving the best aspects of the algorithm. Many of
the changes have no effect on CR prioritization, but give the safety investigators and other stakeholders
important additional information on the carrier’s status in each SEA and make SafeStat better able to




support additiona applications. The improvements bring SafeStat closer to being capable of providing a
complete safety status assessment of al carriers with sufficient data.

Generd Summary of Improvement Objectives:
Increase the consistency of the SEA and indicator calculations while smplifying the algorithm.
Eliminate the possibility of offsetting bad performance with other information. This focuses the
attention on the deficient areas in order to find opportunities for safety improvement.
Provide a more complete coverage of carriers with indicators and SEA values. Although emphasis
remains on identifying the worst 25" percentile in each SEA, indicators and SEA values below 75 will
now be caculated for many more carriers. In Version 8, every carrier that meets the data sufficiency
tests will be provided with an indicator and SEA vaue. This is accomplished without compromising
existing rules that require a “critical mass of bad data’ (e.g., 2 crashes, 3 OOS violations) to obtain
deficient values of 75 or higher.
Preserve underlying SafeStat measures that determine the indicators, and in turn, the SEA vaues and
SafeStat Score. This alows for comparisons of measures and the detection of possible trends from
cycleto cycle.

The following lists the changes for Version 8 in each SEA as well as changes in the SafeStat Categories.

Accident SEA

Accident Involvement Indicator (All) Improvements.

Assign al carriers with O crashes an indicator of O.

Carriers with 1 crash will be assigned an indicator from O to 74 based on the crash rate (AIM).
Carriers with no crashes within the last 24 months will be limited to a maximum indicator of 74.

Recordable Accident Indicator (RAI) Improvements:
Assign al carriers with 0 crashes an indicator of O.
Carrierswith 1 crash will be assigned an indicator from O to 74 based on the crash rate (RAR).

Driver SEA

Driver Inspection Indicator (DI1) Improvements:

For dl carriers with 3 or more driver inspections:

Carriers with no driver OOS inspections will be assigned an indicator (DII) of O.

Carriers with 1-2 driver OOS inspections and a DIl value > 74 will be assigned an indicator (DlI)
capped at 74.

Driver Review Indicator (DRI) Improvements:
Carriers with a CR and no violations (critical/acute and non-critical/acute) will be assign aDRI (and
SMRI, VRI, and, if applicable, HMRI) of O.

Moving Violation Indicator (MVI) Improvements:
The computation of the MVI remains the same, but now values below the 75™ percentile will be

assigned.

Driver SEA Cadculation Improvements




The driver-review exclusion rule will be diminated. Previoudy, the Driver SEA was assigned
no value when a compliance review was performed within 6 months that resulted in no driver-related
acute/critical violations regardless of other driver data. The Driver SEA calculation will now be the
maximum of the review (DRI) and inspection (DI1) indicators, and will only use the MVI when its
value is greater than the DRI and DII. If the MV is greater than the maximum of the DRI and DIl
then the Driver SEA will equa the weighted average of MV and the maximum of the DIl and DRI,
(placing twice as much weight on the DII/DRI asthe MVI). Previoudly, the Driver SEA was
calculated using a complex weighted average of all three indicators resulting in some undesired
gtuations. The following illustrates the new Driver SEA cdculation:

If MVI > MAX(DII, DRI), then:

Driver SEA = (MVI+ (2x MAX(DII, DRI))) / 3
Else:

Driver SEA = MAX(DII, DRI)

Vehicle SEA
Vehicle Review Indicator (VRI) Improvements;

Made consistent with DRI.
See DRI Improvements.

Vehicle Inspection Indicator (V1) Improvements:

Made consistent with DII.

For dl carriers with 3 or more vehicle inspections:

Carriers with no vehicle OOS inspections will be assigned an indicator (V1) of O.

Carriers with 1-2 vehicle OOS inspections and a VIl > 74 will be assigned an indicator (V1) capped
a 74.

Vehicle SEA Calculation Improvements

Made consistent with the other SEAS.

Vehicle SEA caculation will be the maximum of the review (VRI) and inspection (V1) indicators,
instead of a complex weighted average used previoudy.

Vehicle SEA = MAX(VIL,VRI)

Safety Management SEA

Safety Management/Haz Mat Review Indicators (SMRI/HMRI) Improvements:
Made consistent with DRI/VRI.
See DRI Improvements.

Enforcement History Indicator (EHI) Improvements:
Re-calibrate the EHI range of 85-100 to 75-100 in order to reflect the increase in the enforcement
rates and expand scoring to the worst 25™ percentile used throughout SafeStat.

SafeStat Score/Category Ranges

Change the SafeStat Score threshold between Category A & B from 300 to 350. This new threshold
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assures that Category A carriers will have an Accident SEA value of 75 or higher dong with 2 other SEA
values of 75 or higher.

Category Previous SafeStat Runs  Current SafeStat Run (Version 8)
A >=300 and <=550 >=350 and <= 550
B >=225 and < 300 >=225 and <350

C.7 Changesfor Version 7 (September 1999)

(1) Increase the Driver SEA weight (from 1 to 1.5) in calculating the SafeStat score. SafeStat-scored
carriers will still be required to have at least two deficient SEAs. (A SEA with avaue from 75 to 100
is defined as deficient). Therefore, the SafeStat score is calculated as follows:

No <2 2+

SafeStat Score Calculated Calculated
SEA Values SEA Values
>75 >75

Safety
Management
SEA Value
>75

+

Vehicle
SEA Value
>75

Driver
SEA Value
>75

Accident
SEA Value
>75

safestat\ = 2 X
Score

Reason: This change is based on the SafeStat Effectiveness Study results (see chapter 7) showing that
carriers with deficient Driver SEAs with values of 75 and higher have higher future crash rates than
carriers with deficient Vehicle SEAs or Safety Management SEAs. Therefore the increased
weighting of carriers with deficient Driver SEAs makes SafeStat more efficient in prioritizing carriers
likely to have crashes.

(2) Modify the SafeStat Score ranges for Categories A, B, and C as follows:

Category Previous SafeStat Runs  Current SafeStat Run (Version 7)
A >=300 and <=500 >=300 and <= 550
B >=225 and < 300 >=225 and <300
C >=150 and < 200 >=150 and <225

Reason: The increased weighting placed on the Driver SEA necessitated recalibrating the SafeStat score
range for Categories A, B, and C. Although there will be no additiona SafeStat-scored carriers,
scored carriers are reprioritized leading to possible changes in their category assgnments if they have
a Driver SEA of 75 or higher.

(3) Change the way the indicators in the Accident SEA (Accident Involvement Indicator (All) and
Recordable Accident Indicator (RAI)) are combined to alow for Accident SEA values under 75.

Reason: While SEA vaues under 75 are not needed for CR prioritization, stakeholders and other safety
programs may want to use Accident SEA vaues below 75 in making decisions related to motor carrier
safety.




(4) Recdibrate RAI group 1 to 2-4 crashes (previously 2-5) and group 2 to 5-19 crashes (previoudy 6-
19).

Reason: RAI groups are defined by having the same proportion of crashes in each group. Changes in
recordable crash distribution necessitate periodic recalibrations of crash groupings used in the All and
RAI within the Accident SEA.

(5) Incorporate 392.5C2 violations into SafeStat as a jumping OOS order violation in the Driver Inspection
Indicator (DII) in the Driver SEA.

Reason: A 392.5C2 violation occurs when adriver has violated the OOS orders related to a 392.5 violation
(use or possession of acohol). 392.5C2 should be included with the other jumping OOS orders
violations (396.9C2, 395.13C1, 395.13D1, & 395.13D2).

(6) Add 392.4A violations into SafeStat as a moving violation used in the Moving Violation Indicator
(MVI).

Reason: A 392.4A violation occurs when the driver is found using or possessing drugs. 392.4A should be
incorporated with the other moving violations which aready include asimilar violation cite, 392.4.

C.8 Changesfor Version 6.1 (September 1998)

Expanded the new indicator, the Moving Violations Indicator, from being used in only PRISM states to
being used in al dtates.

Reason: The MVI proved to be an effective indicator identifying poor performing carriers when tested on
carriers in the PRISM states.  With minor modifications, the MV1 is now being applied to al motor
carriers nationaly.

C.9 Changesfor Version 6 (March 1998)

(1) Change the Recordable/Preventable Accident Indicator (RPAI) to the Recordable Accident Indicator
(RAI).

Reason: Due to recent changes in the Compliance Review (CR) methodology, “preventability” of
recordable crashes is no longer being captured in the CR data available to SafeStat. To accommodate
this change, the RPAI will be replaced with the RAI. The RAI follows the same basic methodol ogy
as the RPAI with only minor changes. The RAI will use al recordable crashes as opposed to the
RPALI’s recordable/preventable crashes. The peer groupings for the RAI were dightly atered to
account for larger number of crashes being recorded.

(2) Change the cdculation of the Accident SEA. Previoudy, SafeStat considered a “ Satisfactory” rating
for the Accident Factor (factor 6) issued within the past 6 months when combining the RPAI and
Accident Involvement Indicator (All) to obtain an Accident SEA value. The new methodology
considers if there have been any state-reported crashes after a review has been performed when
combining the RAI and All.




Reason: Because “ Satisfactory” ratings are no longer issued according to the new CR methodology, it
will not be incorporated into the SafeStat methodology. The improved approach uses the latest state-
reported crash data available (reportable crashes that have occurred after the CR was performed)
with the RAI and All to calculate the Accident SEA Vaue.

(3) FOR PRISM STATES ONLY: Test a new indicator, Moving Violations Indicator (MV1), that uses
moving violations recorded during roadside inspections.

Reason: Since more moving violation information is being collected during roadside inspections, thereis a
great potentia to use such information in determining motor carrier safety status.  Preliminary tests
have shown that there is a positive relationship between the MV and high crash rates.

The MV uses methodology similar to that currently being used in the Accident Involvement Indicator
(All). Note that the MVI1 will be used only on carriers domiciled within the five PRISM states.
Thereis apotentia to incorporate carriers domiciled in others states in the future.

C.10 Changesfor Version 5 (September 1997)

(1) Using the enforcement initiation date - State Investigation Completed field (as opposed to the
currently used closed enforcement date) to determine the age of closed enforcement cases.

Reason: The date currently used in the dgorithm, closed enforcement case date, is the day that the
enforcement case is closed. For non-safety reasons such as due process, the closed enforcement
case date can be years after the case was initiated, thereby making the date somewhat inaccurate for
determining the safety status of carriers.  The State Investigation Completed date best represents
when serious violations have been found that result in an enforcement case being initiated. This date
can be used to obtain an accurate age of the enforcement case. It isimportant to note that SafeStat
will il only use closed enforcement cases.

(2) Delete the “reformed” carrier rule used in calculating the Enforcement History Indicator (EHI). The
rule states that if a carrier has a CR that is more recent than the enforcement case and the CR results
in an overdl satisfactory rating, the carrier does not receive an EHI. The logic of this rule was to
provide carriers with poor enforcement histories a means of redeeming themselves based on a
subsequently review that resulted in an overall Satisfactory rating.

Reason: The “reformed” carrier rule was re-assessed because the rule uses the overal ratings, which, as
of April 1997, were no longer being issued. The effectiveness study results show that, tsing the
current reformed carrier rule, the “reformed” carriers performed significantly worse (59% higher
crash rate than the total carrier average) than the “non-reformed” carriers (10% higher crash rate).
This defeats the purpose of the rule which was to exclude carriers that do not pose a high crash risk.
Deleting the rule altogether will improve the effectiveness of the EHI and simplify the algorithm. The
indicator will work as it was originaly intended - to identify carriers with a history of enforcement
cases. Analogous to convictions on a crimina record or incidents on a credit check, these events
(enforcement cases) will remain with the carrier for an extended period of time and not be overwritten
simply by short-term good behavior (e.g., good recent CR results).

(3) Suspending the use of the Hazardous Material Inspection Indicator (HMII) until roadside inspection
data can indicate that a particular ingpection involved examining for HM violations.




Reason: The results of the effectiveness study show that this indicator is ineffective in predicting carriers
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with high crash rates. The ineffectiveness of the HMII is probably partially due to the fact the HMII
does not normalize by the number of HM inspections and instead uses the total number of inspections.
Using this normalization factor leads to identifying large, exclusvely HM carriers by default. These
carriers tend to be safer than most other carriers. There is still merit for incorporating an indicator in
SafeStat that uses HM OOS violations. Before such an indicator can be used, it is imperative that
good normalization data (i.e., HM inspections) be collected. However, until there is a means of
obtaining a carrier’s total number of HM inspections, the HM OQOS violations data will be excluded
from SafeStat.

Changing severity weighting of crashes used in All from:
Towaway = 1
Injury =2

Fatal or HM Release =3
To:

Towaway = 1

Injury or Fatd = 2

Add 1if HM was released

Reason: This change in crash severity weighting gives the crashes with a fatality the same weight as an

crash resulting in injury. The judtification for this weighting is that a fatd crash is a type of injury
crash. Once a crash has occurred, whether one of the injured participants survives or not depends on
a myriad of factors (eg., type of car/truck involved, age, height, weight, health, and number of
participants, seat belt use, qudity and speed of emergency services, etc.) that are largely
inconsequentia to the safety status of the motor carrier involved.
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