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Introduction 
 
Speeding is a contributing factor in about one-third of all fatal traffic crashes in the United States and 
costs society an estimated $40 billion annually.1 Speeding dilutes the effectiveness of other priority 
traffic safety programs, including efforts to reduce impaired driving, increase safety belt use, and 
improve pedestrian and motorcycle safety. Speeding and speed-related crashes occur on all road types, 
from limited-access divided highways to local streets. Drivers speed in all types of vehicles. Speeding is 
a local, State, and national problem. Reducing speeding will require concentrated and coordinated 
engineering, education, and enforcement efforts by all levels of government and by many private sector 
organizations. 
 
In response to this safety problem, a National Forum on Speeding was held in Washington, DC, on June 
15-16, 2005. The forum was sponsored by the American Association of State highway and 
Transportation Officials (AASHTO), the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), the Federal Motor 
Carrier Safety Administration (FMCSA), the Governors Highway Safety Association (GHSA), the 
Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE), the Insurance Institute for Highway Safety (IIHS), the 
International Association of Chiefs of Police (IACP), and the National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration (NHTSA). The Transportation Research Board (TRB) hosted the meeting. The 
invitation-only working meeting had three goals: 
 

1) Identify effective strategies for reducing speeding-related fatalities and injuries. 
2) Coordinate Federal, State, local, and private sector speeding-related policies and programs.  
3) Identify additional needed data and research.  

 
The meeting began with presentations on speed issues in the United States and speed management 
programs in Australia, Canada, and the Netherlands. Participants then met in breakout groups to 
identify, discuss, and recommend safety countermeasure strategies, policies, and research needed to 
address the speeding problem. All participants then met together to draft a consensus action agenda. 
 
This report summarizes the forum’s discussions, recommendations, and the action agenda developed by 
forum participants. After a brief background section, the report describes the action agenda and includes 
comments and discussion from the breakout and general sessions. This is followed by a list of other 
issues mentioned in the breakout sessions. Many of these may be worthy of inclusion in the action 
agenda, but the limited time available for discussion at the forum did not permit them to be fully 
considered. Short summaries of the eight invited presentations follow. Full PowerPoint presentations are 
available on NHTSA’s website.2 The forum agenda and participant list are included as Appendices. 
 
The forum’s major conclusion, supported vigorously by all participants, is that speeding is a critical 
highway safety issue that requires and deserves high priority and adequate resources. The Forum 
participants unanimously recommended that a smaller coordinating group, representing all key 
stakeholders, be appointed to follow up on the forum’s action agenda and to provide additional detail 
where needed on the forum’s recommendations. The forum’s sponsors agreed to provide opportunities 
for further communication among the participants. 
                                                 
1 National Center for Statistics and Analysis (2004). Traffic Safety Facts: Speeding. DOT HS 809 771. Washington, DC: U.S. 
Department of Transportation. www-nrd.nhtsa.dot.gov/pdf/nrd-30/NCSA/TSF2003/809771.pdf  
2 www.nhtsa.dot.gov/people/injury/enforce/Speed_Forum_Presentations/index.htm 
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The statements and conclusions in this report are the collective views of the forum’s individual 
participants. With the exception of the unanimous conclusion and recommendation above, they do not 
necessarily represent the views of any participant. The statements and conclusions in this report do not 
necessarily represent the views of any organization that sponsored or participated in the forum. 
 
 
Background 
 
Speeding is commonly defined as exceeding the posted speed limit or driving too fast for conditions. All 
United States roads have a speed limit. General State and municipal speed limits apply to all roads in a 
class, such as rural interstates or local streets. States and municipalities may establish speed zones with 
their own speed limits on road segments where the general speed limit is thought to be inappropriate. 
Drivers generally believe they will not be ticketed for speeds less than 5 or sometimes 10 mph over the 
posted limit.3  
 
Speeding is common, and on some roads almost universal. About 80 percent of all drivers in NHTSA’s 
2002 national survey reported they exceeded the posted speed limit on each type of road - interstate, 
non-interstate multi-lane, two-lane, and city streets - within the past month, and about one-third reported 
this behavior on the day of the interview. One-third of all drivers reported that they often or sometimes 
drive at least 10 mph faster than most other vehicles. Yet two-thirds of drivers felt that other speeding 
drivers pose a major threat to their personal safety.4  
 
NHTSA considers a crash to be speeding-related if a driver was charged with a speeding-related offense 
or if the investigating officer indicated that racing, driving too fast for conditions, or exceeding the 
posted speed was a contributing factor in the crash. Using this definition, NHTSA estimated that 
speeding was a contributing factor in 31 percent of fatal crashes in 2003 and speeding-related crashes 
claimed 13,380 lives.5 NHTSA’s early traffic fatality estimates project about the same levels in 2004: 
13,087 fatalities, or 31 percent of all traffic fatalities, involved speeding6.  
 
 
 
 

 

                                                 
3 Governors Highway Safety Association (2005). Survey of the States: Speeding. 
www.statehighwaysafety.org/html/publications/pdf/surveystates2005/surveystates_speeding.pdf 
4 R Compton (2005). Speeding: Who, When, Where. Presentation to the National Forum on Speeding, slides 27, 29, and 35. 
www.nhtsa.dot.gov/portal/site/nhtsa/menuitem.b667872a33dbc6bbbf30811060008a0c/ 
5 Compton, slides 3 and 4. 
6 NHTSA (2005). Motor Vehicle Traffic Crash Fatalities and Injuries: 2004 Projections. DOT HS 809 862. www-
nrd.nhtsa.dot.gov/pdf/nrd-30/NCSA/PPT/2004EARelease.pdf 

Revised Draft 08-15-05 - 2 - 



Speeding-related Traffic Fatalities, 1983-20037
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Speeding can be dangerous on all roads. In 2003, half of the speed-related traffic fatalities occurred on 
roads posted at 50 mph or less and one-quarter occurred on roads posted at 35 mph or less.8

 
Speeding affects both the probability of a crash and the severity of injuries produced by a crash. Some 
research documents indicate three effects of speed on crashes and injuries. First, the probability of a 
crash increases substantially as a vehicle’s travel speed increases.9 Other research indicates, the 
probability of a crash increases as a vehicle’s travel speed rises above or falls below the average travel.10 
Third, in a crash, injury severity is proportional to the impact forces on a person, which in turn are 
related to the square of the change in speed.   
 
 
Action Agenda 
 
Forum participants reached consensus on a seven-step action agenda. 
  
1. Raise the priority of speeding as a traffic safety issue. 
 
Speeding is not generally understood as a high priority traffic safety issue, even though speeding 
contributes to one-third of all traffic fatalities. Participants agreed that raising the priority of speeding is 
perhaps the most important step that can be taken and is critical to achieving the other action agenda 
recommendations.  
 
Three necessary components are to: 
 

• clearly define the speeding problem, beginning with a working definition of “speeding” that all 
can understand and accept; 

• clearly identify the risks and costs of speeding; and 
• show grass roots support for controlling speeding. 

 
                                                 
7 Compton, slide 5. 
8 Compton, slide 22; NHTSA (2005), Traffic Safety Facts 2003. DOT HS 809 775. www-nrd.nhtsa.dot.gov/pdf/nrd-
30/NCSA/TSFAnn/TSF2003.pdf. 
9 S Ferguson (2005). Relation of Speed and Speed Limits to Crashes. Presentation to the National Forum on Speeding, slides 
10-11. www.nhtsa.dot.gov/portal/site/nhtsa/menuitem.b667872a33dbc6bbbf30811060008a0c/ 
10 Ferguson, slides 3-11. 
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Raising the priority of the speeding issue with the general public will require the following: 
 

• agreeing on a clear definition of speeding. 
• convincing the public that speeding is a problem, and that speeding-related crashes are 

avoidable. 
• overcoming public resistance, since “everyone speeds” and many drivers believe that they will 

not be ticketed for speeding unless they exceed the posted speed limit by 5 or even 10 mph. 
• marketing speeding as a serious social problem using well-designed messages. Message points to 

consider include: 
o beginning by addressing speeding on local roads and streets; building on the common 

public concern for local traffic issues, especially speeding; 
o personalizing speeding-related crashes, as Melbourne, Australia, has done so effectively; 

and 
o show how speeding can injure pedestrians and other vulnerable road users. 
 

Raising the priority of the speeding issue also requires support from elected government officials. 
 

• Politicians listen to the “loudest” issues, so grass roots support is critical. 
• Good data and studies on the consequences of speeding, the costs of speeding-related injuries 

and fatalities, and the effectiveness of speeding countermeasures are essential. The data and 
results must be presented in an easily-understood form. 

• Marketing speeding to the political leadership as a serious social problem, just as it is marketed 
to the general public. Consider the methods used to market alcohol-impaired driving and safety 
belt use. Look for allies among people who wish to reduce speeding, such as parents of small 
children, retirees, and baby boomers. Convince political leadership that statutory speed limits 
are a method for improving highway safety, not a political issue. 

• Consider demonstration programs to reduce speeding in local areas where the political 
leadership is receptive. 

 
2. Set and achieve goals 
 
Based on their data, States and communities should set goals that specifically address their identified 
problem. The basic goal is to reduce speeding-related crashes, injuries, and fatalities. It can be 
approached in two ways: by targeting the “extreme speeders” who drive well above the median travel 
speeds, or by targeting the entire driving population and reducing all travel speeds (“shift the speed 
distribution to the left”), as Melbourne, Australia, has done (see Ian Johnston’s presentation). The two 
strategies are not disjoint, and both may be long-term goals. In the short term, specific situations may 
suggest which goal is more appropriate. 
 

• Controlling extreme speeders is likely to be supported on roadways where there is a wide range 
of travel speeds.  

• Reducing all travel speeds is likely to be supported in specific high-risk areas such as schools 
and work zones. 
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3. Improve speed-related data and research 
 
In order to maximize the effectiveness of a speeding reduction strategy, practitioners need good data to 
define the problem and its consequences and to evaluate countermeasures. Two types of data are needed: 
 

• Travel speed data. This data have not been collected and reported consistently since repeal of the 
National Maximum Speed Limit. Travel speed data is in fact collected in many ways in various 
places, for example at red light cameras and in urban areas where traffic flow is monitored 
closely. A system to aggregate and report this data should be developed. The MMUCC provides 
model data guidelines. If necessary, a national travel speed sampling system could be designed 
and implemented for less than $1 million. 

• Crash data with accurate speed information. Crash data is needed to link speeding to injuries and 
injury costs, to determine the true role of speed and speeding in causing crashes, and to 
determine how crash risk increases as speed increases. Speed data cannot be limited to fatal 
crashes but must be collected for injury crashes and, if possible, for at least some non-injury 
crashes. Accurate pre-crash travel speed data is not easy to acquire. Current electronic data 
recorders give only the velocity change at impact, not the travel speed of the crashed vehicles. 
The travel speeds of other vehicles on the roadway at the time of the crash are even more elusive. 
Some commercial vehicles may be able to use GPS systems to provide pre-crash speeds. 

 
Both travel speed and speed-related crash data are needed at State and local levels, to accurately define 
State and local speeding problems. Keeping track of the public’s perception of the speeding problem 
(through surveys) is also important. 
 
Additional research is needed in three areas, all discussed in other sections of this report. 
 

• Methods to acquire accurate speed data in crashes. Accurate speed data are needed to link 
individual crashes to speeding, determine the overall consequences of speeding-related crashes, 
and raise the priority of managing speeding with the public and with political leaders.  

• Methods to educate the public on speeding-related issues. These include raising the priority of 
speeding as a social issue, the consequences of speeding, the effect of apparently small increases 
in travel speed on injury severity, and the rationale for speed limits. This will require market and 
communications research. 

• Methods to use “smart” vehicle and highway technologies to manage speeds. As these 
technologies are implemented, they will be able to inform drivers of posted speed limits or of 
dangerous road conditions. They also will be able to limit driving speeds either absolutely, 
through fixed speed limiters, or on specific roadways. 
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4. Implement engineering strategies 
 
Roadway design and engineering are the fundamental determinants of travel speeds. If a roadway is 
designed for high speeds -- a multilane, divided, limited-access highway with few hills or curves -- then 
travel speeds will be high regardless of enforcement and education measures to control speeds. On the 
other hand, speeds on a narrow, two-lane, winding village street will be low. Both short-term and long-
term roadway design and engineering strategies can be used to manage travel speeds, as is done in the 
Netherlands (see Fred Wegman’s presentation below). 
 

• Short-term engineering measures include: 
o Speed humps or roundabouts on local streets; 
o Transitional signing at speed zone boundaries; 
o Pavement markings and roadside elements to provide visual cues that encourage slower 

speeds; 
o Better signal timing, to convince drivers that they will keep moving if they drive at or 

under the speed limit, while speeding only gets them to the next red light faster (a win-
win design, since safe speeds equate to faster travel times); perhaps changing signal 
timing on weekends and evenings. 

• Longer-term measures should be based on designing roadways with safe speeds in mind from the 
outset, rather than attempting to manage speeds once the roadway is built (as an example of 
practices to avoid, many new subdivisions have wide, straight streets that encourage drivers to 
speed through residential areas with many small children). 

• Speed limits consistent with the roadway’s design and use (so that the roadway is “self-
explaining” and the safe travel speed is apparent to drivers). Variable speed limits may be useful 
to adapt limits to varying road conditions. 

 
The forum did not consider vehicle design and marketing issues but agreed that they are an important 
part of a comprehensive strategy to reduce speeding. Many vehicles are designed for speeds well in 
excess of any United States speed limit. Speedometers register speeds well above 100 mph. Vehicle 
advertising promotes high speeds. None of these practices helps manage travel speeds. 
 
5. Implement enforcement strategies 
 
Speed enforcement must begin with reasonable speed limits that the public understands and accepts. 
These will require: 

 
• Public education on the rationale for setting speed limits, explaining that they are set to balance 

safety and mobility and are not set arbitrarily or to generate revenue through speeding tickets. 
Public education may require social psychologists and market researchers to develop effective 
messages, and perhaps even to overcome an apparent “decline in deference” and reduced 
concern for others in traffic and in society generally.  
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Speed enforcement then is the primary responsibility of states and communities. Effective speed 
enforcement must have: 
 
• A high priority with law enforcement, since increased speed enforcement requires law enforcement 

resources. 
• Vigorous and effective publicity. As with other traffic safety laws and regulations, the goal is not 

to detect and punish speeders but to deter speeding in the first place. 
• The active cooperation of prosecutors and judges. The courts must understand and support the 

speed limits, or else speeding offenses will be dismissed. Increased speed enforcement may affect 
court caseloads, so the courts must be consulted in advance. 

• A clear understanding by law enforcement, the courts, and the driving public of the “enforcement 
tolerance” above the speed limit: the speed at which citations will be issued and prosecuted. 
Complete “zero tolerance” enforcement probably is not feasible. A “margin of error for 
equipment” may be a reasonable definition that all can accept.  

 
Automated speed enforcement using speed cameras is used successfully in many other countries and in a 
few U.S. jurisdictions. While a promising technique, it must be used carefully, in selected areas, as part 
of a comprehensive program to reduce speeding and not a stand-alone tool. Automated speed 
enforcement must consider: 
 
• Political realities: it generates controversy on grounds of government intrusiveness and individual 

privacy. It requires strong political support. Red-light-running cameras typically are supported 
more strongly than speed cameras and may be a useful first step (and red-light cameras help 
control speeds by reducing the tendency to speed through an intersection to avoid a red light).  

• Where to use: in areas with well-documented speeding and speed-related crash problems, and in 
areas such as school zones where public support is especially strong. The posted speed limit must 
be reasonable and must be accepted by the public. 

• Legal requirements: State laws explicitly allowing speed cameras are useful, but blanket statewide 
legislation may be hard to enact. If blanket legislation is not feasible, legislation for specific areas 
such as school and work zones may be possible. 

• Public acceptance: speed camera enforcement must be thoroughly justified and explained with 
good media, social marketing, and signage. It must be justified as a method to improve public 
safety, not a revenue generator. It must be part of a comprehensive speed management program. 

 
Automated speed camera tickets are issued administratively so that they do not impact the courts. On the 
other hand, automated speed cameras may not be as effective in changing behavior as in-person 
enforcement by an officer, since speed camera citations are received days or weeks after the offense 
while officer-issued citations provide very immediate feedback. 
 
D.C. officials indicate that the speed-camera enforcement program in the District of Columbia features: 
 
• reasonable and believable speed limits; 
• tickets issued by an officer using a mobile camera unit; 
• fine revenue allocated directly to speed control; 
• tickets issued to the registered vehicle owner, not the driver; and 
• a link to DC’s comprehensive traffic safety program. 
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Speed-camera enforcement has reduced both average and excessive speeds substantially at camera 
locations. Systemwide effects on speeds are being evaluated. 
 
6. Implement education strategies 
 
Education is essential for gaining public and political support for a program to reduce speeding and also 
is critical for the engineering and enforcement components of such a program. Stand-alone education is 
not an effective strategy: Admonitions to slow down and obey the speed limit can be expected to have 
little or no effect. 
 
7. Consider longer-term strategies 
 
While the forum did not concentrate on longer-term strategies, several approaches were suggested and 
discussed. It is important to keep in mind that reducing speeding-related fatalities and injuries, not 
merely reducing speeds, must be the goal. 
 

• Speed limiters for commercial vehicles: All large trucks and buses built in the last 10 years can 
be speed-limited. Most large truck fleets, accounting for perhaps 90 percent of the interstate 
trucking, limit speeds at 62-65 mph for safety and fuel economy. Few buses are speed-limited. It 
may be time to consider a national speed-limiting policy for commercial vehicles. 

• Smart-vehicle technologies and GPS locators could be used in the future to transmit speed limit 
and road condition information for each road segment to vehicles and even to limit vehicle 
speeds. 

• Speed-limit reductions, along with other measures, could be helpful in reducing overall travel 
speeds within a geographic area. The considerations discussed previously clearly apply: speed 
limit reductions would need broad public support; clear justification as a means to address well-
defined problems, perhaps beginning in school or work zones or residential areas; political 
support; careful marketing; and active enforcement.  

• Improved road design, to incorporate desired travel speeds early in the design process. 
 
Implementation 
 
Forum participants agreed that serious measures to reduce speeding require cooperative efforts across 
the disciplines of engineering, enforcement, and education, and across organizations - local, State, and 
Federal governments, private sector; all the organizations represented at the forum and others that were 
not able to attend. Many specific strategies require cooperative partnerships to plan and implement. 
 
Forum participants also agreed that the day-and-a-half forum was far too short. While it produced broad 
agreement on general goals, principles, and strategies, it did not allow time for any specific activities to 
be developed and discussed. As a result, participants agreed that a smaller follow-up group, representing 
key organizations, should be created to define and oversee specific activities to implement this action 
agenda. FHWA, FMCSA, GHSA, and NHTSA agreed to take the lead in assembling and supporting 
follow-up communications on these issues with forum participants. 
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Other Issues Discussed 
 
The following points were mentioned in the forum breakouts but not discussed at length. 
 

• Elevate speeding to a national priority at the same level as reducing alcohol-impaired driving and 
increasing safety belt use. 

• Consider methods to sustain the effect of speed enforcement and marketing strategies over time. 
• Include public health organizations in efforts to manage speeding. 
• Cooperate with employers to help manage their employees’ speeding through workplace policies 

and education; encourage lower speeds for both safety and fuel efficiency. 
• Integrate speeding issues into other education and enforcement programs. 
• Expand graduated driver licensing requirements to include a restriction on driving on high-speed 

roads, as is done in some other countries. 
• Increase the emphasis on speeding and its consequences in driver education classes. 
• Increase penalties for speed violations, perhaps in specific high-risk areas such as school and 

work zones. 
• Consider speed limiters for the vehicles of repeat speeding offenders. 
• Share speed violation information between States, to better identify repeat offenders. 
• Increase vehicle registration fees for high horsepower vehicles. 
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Invited Presentations 
 
All PowerPoint presentations are available on the NHTSA Web site, www.nhtsa.dot.gov. 
 
Speeding: Who, When, Where 
 Richard Compton, Director, Office of Research and Technology, NHTSA.  
 
Compton presented summary data on speeding-related fatal crashes from NHTSA’s FARS and on self-
reported attitudes and behaviors from a 2002 NHTSA national telephone survey. Key points included: 
• Speeding-related traffic fatalities have remained essentially unchanged since 1992, accounting for 

about one-third of traffic fatalities and about 13,000 lives annually. 
• Speeding-related traffic fatalities occur on all road types, though the crash rate per mile of travel is 

highest on local roads. 
• Young drivers, especially males, are over-involved in speeding-related traffic fatalities. 
• Speeding drivers in fatal crashes had been drinking more frequently and use safety belts less 

frequently than non-speeding drivers. 
• In interviews, most drivers reported speeding within the past month, on all types of roads. 
• Almost all drivers reported that they felt threatened by other speeding drivers.  
 
Relation of Speed and Speed Limits to Crashes 
 Susan Ferguson, Senior Vice President for Research, IIHS 
 
Ferguson discussed the research findings on the relation of speed to crashes and crash severity; the 
relation of speed limit changes to speed and crashes; and characteristics of excessive speeders. Key 
points included: 
 

• Crash rates are lowest for drivers traveling near the mean speed and are higher for drivers 
traveling above or below the mean speed. Below average speeds are often unavoidable due to 
traffic conditions or vehicles slowing to turn or merge. 

• As crash speeds increase, the risk of injury and fatality increases exponentially, since the energy 
released in a crash is proportional to the square of the impact speed. 

• The majority of evidence from the National Maximum Speed Limit suggests that reductions in 
speed limits reduce vehicle speed and crashes while increases in speed limits increase speeds and 
crashes. 

• Excessive speeders are more likely to be male, younger, and have poor driving records. 
 
Canadian Speed Management Overview 

James G. White, Engineering Advisor, Road Safety and Motor Vehicle Regulation, Transport 
Canada 

 
White reviewed Canadian speed management policies, programs, and research. Key points included: 
• Canada’s Road Safety Vision has a goal of reducing speed-related crashes by 20 percent by 2010 

from the 1996-2001 baseline. 
• Canada’s four core speed management strategies are: 

o Driver education and awareness of speed risks; 
o Research on best practices for enforcement and for driver education and motivation; 
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o Infrastructure improvements including national speed limit standards and consistent national 
crash data; 

o Optimizing the use of enforcement resources and coordinating with education and infrastructure 
improvements. 

• A 1997 Canadian review of speed research concluded that: 
o Speed limit changes have little effect on travel speed or safety; 
o Drivers select travel speeds based on physical cues of the road environment; 
o Speed enforcement effects are short-lived; 
o A multi-disciplinary approach is needed to affect travel speeds. 

• Longer-term research is ongoing with Adaptive Cruise Control (ACC) and Intelligent Speed 
Adaptation (ASA). 

 
OECD Speed Management Working Group Status Report 

James G. White, Engineering Advisor, Road Safety and Motor Vehicle Regulation, Transport 
Canada 

 
White summarized the operations of the OECD Speed Management Working Group, established in 
January 2004. Nineteen countries, including the United States and Canada, are participating. The 
Working Group’s goals are to: 
• Review current knowledge about the effects of speed; 
• Examine current best practices and promising research on speed management methods; 
• Define a global approach to speed management. 

 
The group has collected and summarized information from participating countries on their speed limits, 
actual speeds, speed effects, speed management measures, and research. The final report is scheduled for 
release in early 2006. Further information is available at www1.oecd.org/cen/JTRC/.  
 
Speed Management “Down Under” 
 Ian Johnston, Director, Monash University Accident Research Centre 
 
Johnston described the comprehensive urban speed management program introduced in the Melbourne 
metropolitan area, Victoria, Australia, in January 2001. The program’s goal was to “shift the entire 
speed distribution to the left” and reduce speeds across the board. It included: 
• Reduced general speed limits in urban areas from 60 to 50 km/h; 
• A progressive increase in speed enforcement through greater use of unobtrusive speed cameras and 

an increase in speed-camera intensity from 4,000 to 6,000 camera-hours per month (or one ticket 
annually for every three Victoria drivers); 

• A progressive reduction in the enforcement tolerance to 3 km/h above the speed limit; and 
• Intense public education using vivid, hard-hitting television spots. 

 
Program results included: 
• Mean travel speeds dropped about 3.5 km/h on 60, 70 and 80 km/h speed limit roads; 
• 85th percentile speeds dropped about 4 km/h on all roads; and 
• Traffic fatalities in Melbourne dropped from 435 annually in 1999-2000 to 307 annually in 2003-

2004, with the greatest reduction among non-occupant fatalities.  
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In contrast, neither speeds nor traffic fatalities changed significantly over this period on rural roads in 
the rest of Victoria. Johnston concluded that a systematic, integrated program targeting all drivers can 
reduce travel speeds and speed-related casualties.  
 
Speed Management in the Netherlands 
 Fred Wegman, Managing Director, SWOV Institute for Road Safety Research, The Netherlands. 
 
Wegman described how the Netherlands incorporates speed management as an integral and prominent 
component of road safety policy. Key points included: 
• Speed management begins with engineering methods, supported by enforcement and education. 
• The three engineering principles are: 

o Functionality: a small number of road functional categories; 
o Homogeneity: eliminate large differences in the speed, mass, and direction of vehicles on a 

roadway; 
o Predictability: provide easy recognition of road function and design among road users. 

• Engineering measures include speed zones (in which all roads within a geographic area have the 
same speed limit -- for example, 30 km/h in built-up areas) and roundabouts and speed humps at 
intersections. 

• Enforcement measures include increasing use of unobtrusive speed cameras in police cars and an 
increasing number of “automated section controls” on motorways and major rural roads. 

• These measures have general, but far from complete, public support.  
 
U.S. Department of Transportation Speed Management Team 

Earl Hardy, Highway Safety Specialist, NHTSA, and Davey Warren, Co-Team Leader, USDOT 
Speed Management Team, FHWA 

 
Hardy and Warren briefly summarized the activities of the USDOT speed team and the USDOT Speed 
Management Strategic Initiative,11 released on June 16, 2005, to coincide with the Speed Forum. The 
initiative takes a comprehensive approach. Its five objectives, each with key strategies and actions, are 
to: 
1) Define the relationship between travel speed and traffic safety; 
2) Identify and promote engineering measures to better manage speed; 
3) Increase awareness of the dangers of speeding; 
4) Identify and promote effective speed enforcement activities; and 
5) Solicit cooperation, support, and leadership from traffic safety stakeholders. 
 

                                                 
11 U.S. Department of Transportation Speed Management Strategic Initiative (June 2005). 
www.nhtsa.dot.gov/people/injury/enforce/DOTSpeedManagementStrategicInitiative.pdf 
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Speed on Roadway Segments 
 Kay Fitzpatrick, Research Engineer, Texas Transportation Institute 
 
Fitzpatrick explained the meaning of and the factors that influence a road segment’s design speed, 
posted speed limit, and operating speeds. Key points included:  
• Horizontal curves have the greatest influence on design speed. 
• Posted speed limits typically are set by starting with the 85th percentile speed and then taking into 

account (in order of importance) political pressure, crash history, roadside development, and 
roadway geometry. 

• On rural roads, 37-72 percent of traffic obeys the speed limit and the 85th percentile speed exceeds 
the posted limit. 

• On suburban and urban roads, only 32-52 percent of traffic obeys the speed limit and the 85th 
percentile speed exceeds the speed limit by almost 10 mph. 

• Environmental factors that influence operating speeds include horizontal curves, roadway access, 
parking, pedestrian activity, and roadway markings. 

 
Speed Management and Engineering-Related Issues 

John M. Mason, Jr., Associate Dean and Interim Director, The Pennsylvania Transportation Institute, 
Penn State University 

 
Mason discussed engineering methods to manage speed. He summarized conclusions from the TRB 
Special Report 254, Managing Speed, to the effect that the current practice of setting speed limits was a 
reasonable balance between speeds and risks under favorable operating conditions and that speed limits 
in speed zones should be based on an engineering study. He elaborated on the concept of a roadway’s 
design speed, concluding that, “It is not customary U.S. practice to predict operating speeds as part of 
the highway geometric design process.” This leads to dilemmas, as operating speeds often exceed design 
speeds. 
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June 15-16, 2005  

 
National Academies Building 

500 Fifth Street NW., Washington, DC 
Keck Center, Room 100 

 
 

AGENDA 
 

Objective: To convene key leaders at the International, Federal, State and Local levels and private sector to: (1) identify 
effective strategies for reducing speeding-related fatalities and injuries; (2) coordinate speeding-related policies and programs 
of the various levels of government and the private sector; and (3) identify additional research, data and programs to be 
undertaken. The focus of the discussion will include all types of vehicles – automobiles, motorcycles, and commercial trucks.  
 
 

WEDNESDAY, JUNE 15, 2005 
 
 
8 a.m. – 8:30 a.m.  Registration & Continental Breakfast 
 
8:30 a.m. – 9 a.m. Welcome, Review of Meeting Objectives, Administration Perspectives 
 

Facilitator Jim Hedlund, Principal 
Highway Safety North 
Ithaca, NY 

 
Moderator Jim Champagne, Chair 

Chair, GHSA 
Exec. Dir., Louisiana Highway Safety Commission 
Baton Rouge, LA 

 
Speakers Frederick “Bud” Wright, Executive Director 

FHWA 
Washington, DC  

 
John Hill, Chief Safety Officer and Assistant  Administrator, FMCSA 
Washington DC 
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9 a.m. – 10 a.m. Update on Trends in Speeding-Related Fatalities and Speeding-Related Research 
 

Moderator Thomas Hicks, State Traffic Engineer 
Maryland State Highway Administration 
Hanover, MD 

 
Speakers Richard Compton, Director 

Office of Research and Technology, NHTSA 
Washington, DC 

 
Susan Ferguson, Senior Vice President for Research 
Insurance Institute for Highway Safety (IIHS) 
Arlington, VA 

 
10 a.m. – 10:15 a.m.  BREAK 
 
10:15 a.m. – 11:30 a.m. Overview of International Experiences with Speeding-Related Programs 
 

Moderator Richard Retting, Senior Transportation Engineer 
Insurance Institute for Highway Safety (IIHS) 
Arlington, VA 

 
Speakers Jim White, Engineering Advisor 

Road Safety and Motor Vehicle Regulation, Transport Canada 
Ottawa, Canada  

 
Ian Johnston, Director 
Monash University Accident Research Centre 
Victoria, Australia 

 
Fred Wegman, Managing Director 
SWOV Institute for Road Safety Research 
The Netherlands 

 
11:30 a.m. – 12:30 p.m. WORKING LUNCH 
 
     Overview of the DOT Speed Team Efforts 
 

Speakers Earl Hardy, Highway Safety Specialist 
NHTSA 
Washington, DC 

 
Davey Warren, Co-Team Leader 
U.S. DOT Speed Management Team 
FHWA 
Washington, DC 
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12:30 p.m. – 1:40 p.m. Approaching the Speeding Problem Comprehensively 
 

Moderator M.L. Brown, Commissioner 
California Highway Patrol 
Sacramento, CA 

 
Speakers Kay Fitzpatrick, Research Engineer 

Texas Transportation Institute (TTI) 
College Station, TX 

 
John Mason, Associate Dean and Interim Director 
The Pennsylvania Transportation Institute, Penn State Univ. State College, PA 

 
1:40 p.m. – 1:45 p.m.  Charge to Participants 
 

Facilitator Jim Hedlund, Principal 
Highway Safety North 
Ithaca, NY 

 
1:45 p.m. – 2 p.m.  BREAK 
 
 
 
 

BREAKOUT SESSIONS 
 
 
2 p.m. – 5 p.m.   Discussion of Effective Countermeasures 
 

Room 105 - Red Group 
Room 109 - Blue Group 
Room 110 - Green Group 

 
5:15 p.m. – 6:30 p.m.  RECEPTION 

Atrium (located on 3rd Floor) 
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THURSDAY, JUNE 16, 2005 
 
8 a.m. – 8:30 a.m.   Continental Breakfast 
 
8:30 a.m. – 1 a.m.  Breakout Group Report Outs and Discussion  
 

Facilitator Jim Hedlund, Principal 
Highway Safety North 
Ithaca, NY 

 
10 a.m. –10:30 a.m.  BREAK 

 
10:30 a.m. – 12 p.m.  Action Agenda Development 
 

Facilitator Jim Hedlund, Principal 
Highway Safety North 
Ithaca, NY 

 
12 p.m. – 12:30 p.m.  Conference Wrap Up 
 

Moderator Barry Warhoftig, State Safety Engineer 
West Virginia Department of Transportation 
Charleston, WV 

 
Speaker  Brian McLaughlin, Senior Associate Administrator 

Nat’l Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) 
Washington DC 

 
12:30 p.m.    ADJOURN 
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June 15 -16, 2005 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

National Academies Building 
500 Fifth Street, NW., Room 100 

Washington, DC 
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AAA 
 
Dinh-Zarr, T. Bella 
Director, Traffic Safety Policy 
AAA National Office 
607 14th Street SW., Suite 200 
Washington, DC 20005 
202-942-2060 (phone) 
202-783-4788 (fax) 
dinhzarr@national.aaa.com 
 
AAA Foundation for Traffic Safety 
 
Kissinger, J. Peter 
President & CEO 
AAA Foundation for Traffic Safety 
607 14th Street NW., Suite 201 
Washington, DC 20005 
202-638-5944 ext. 2 (phone) 
202-638-5943 (fax) 
pkissinger@aaafoundation.org 
 
Advocates for Highway & Auto Safety 
 
Stone, Judith Lee “Judie” 
President, 
Advocates for Highway & Auto Safety 
750 First Street NE., Suite 901 
Washington, DC 20002 
202-408-1711 (phone) 
202-408-1699 (fax) 
jstone@saferoads.org 
 
American Association of Motor Vehicle 
Administrators 
 
Czernis, Lt. Col. John T.  
Deputy Director, Special Operations Command 
Florida Highway Patrol 
2900 Apalachee Parkway 
Room B466, MS-42  
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0559  
850-488-1435 (phone) 
850-921-4462 (fax) 
czernis.john@hsmv.state.fl.us 
 

American Association of State Highway & 
Transportation Officials 
 
Deatrick, John 
Deputy Director-Chief Engineer 
District Department of Transportation 
64 New York Avenue NE. 
Washington, DC 20002 
202-671-2800 (phone) 
202-672-4710 (fax) 
john.deatrick@dc.gov 
 
Kobetsky, Ken  
Program Director for Engineering  
American Assn. of State Hwy. 
and Transportation Officials 
444 North Capitol Street NW. – Suite 249  
Washington, DC 20001 
202-624-5254 (phone) 
202-624-5469 (fax) 
kenk@aashto.org  
 
Lacy, J. Kevin 
State Traffic Engineer 
North Carolina Dept. of Transportation 
1561 Mall Service Center 
Raleigh, NC 27699-1561 
919-733-3915 (phone) 
919-733-2261 (fax) 
jklacy@dot.state.nc.us 
 
Read, Stephen  
Safety Analysis Programs Manager  
Virginia Dept. of Transportation  
1401 East Broad Street  
Richmond, VA 23219  
804-786-9094 (phone) 
804-225-2448 (fax) 
stephen.read@vdot.virginia.gov  
 
Sinclair, Keith W. 
Highway Safety Program Manager 
American Assn. of State Hwy. 
and Transportation Officials 
7349 Eden Book Drive 
Columbia, MD 21046 
202-624-3648 (phone) 
202-624-1445 (fax) 
ksinclair@aashto.org 
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American Association of State Highway & 
Transportation Officials  (cont.) 
 
Warhoftig, Barry 
Director, Traffic Engineering 
West Virginia Dept. of Transportation 
1900 Kanawha Boulevard, East 
Capitol Complex, Building 5, Room A-550 
Charleston, WV 25305 
304-558-3722 (phone) 
304-558-1209 (fax) 
bwarhoftig@dot.state.wv.us 
 
American Bus Association 
 
Mahorney, Bill 
American Bus Association 
700 13th Street NW. 
Washington, DC 20005 
202-218-7246 (phone) 
202-842-0850 (fax) 
wmahorney@buses.org 
 
American Motorcyclist Association 
 
Moreland, Ed  
Senior Legislative Assistant 
American Motorcyclist Association 
101 Constitution Avenue NW. – Suite 800 West 
Washington, DC 20001 
202-742-4301 (phone) 
202-742-4304 (fax) 
emoreland@ama-cycle.org 
 
Nonis, Peter G. 
Senior Legislative Assistant 
American Motorcyclist Association 
101 Constitution Avenue NW. – Suite 800 West 
Washington, DC 20001 
202-742-4301 (phone) 
202-742-4304 (fax) 
pnonis.ama@erols.com 
 
American Trucking Associations, Inc. 
 
Osiecki, Dave 
Vice President, Safety, Security & Operations 
American Trucking Associations, Inc. 
2200 Mill Road 
Alexandria, VA 22314 
703-838-1847 (phone) 
703-683-3226 (fax) 
dosiecki@trucking.org 
 

Centers for Disease Control 
 
Beck, Laurie 
Epidemiologist 
Center for Disease Control 
National Center for Injury Prevention & Control 
4770 Buford Hwy. NE., MS-K63 
Atlanta, GA 30341 
770-488-4327 (phone) 
770-488-1317 (fax) 
lbeck@cdc.gov 
 
Commercial Vehicle Safety Alliance 
 
Campbell, Stephen F. 
Executive Director 
Commercial Vehicle Safety Alliance (CVSA) 
1101 17th Street NW., Suite 803 
Washington, DC 20036 
202-775-1623 ext. 109 (phone) 
202-775-1624 (fax) 
stephenc@cvsa.org 
 
Department of Transportation  
 
Stack, Suzanne  
Safety Team Leader, Office of Policy 
Office of the Secretary 
U.S. Department of Transportation  
400 Seventh Street SW. – Room 10317E, (P-31)  
Washington, DC 20590  
202-366-0863 (phone) 
202-366-7618 (fax) 
suzanne.stack@dot.gov  
 
Federal Highway Administration 
 
Alicandri, Beth 
Director, Office of Safety Programs 
Federal Highway Administration 
400 Seventh Street SW., Room 3419, HSA-20 
Washington, DC 20590 
202-366-6409 (phone) 
202-366-3322 (fax) 
beth.alicandri@fhwa.dot.gov 
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Federal Highway Administration  (cont.) 
 
Balser, John 
Transportation Specialist 
Office of Safety Programs 
Federal Highway Administration 
400 Seventh Street SW., Room 3415, HSA-20 
Washington, DC 20590 
202-366-9212 (phone) 
202-366-2249 (fax) 
john.balser@fhwa.dot.gov 
 
Dodge, Linda D. 
Public Safety Coordinator 
ITS Joint Program Office 
Federal Highway Administration 
400 Seventh Street SW., Room 3416, HOIT-1 
Washington, DC 20590 
202-366-8034 (phone) 
202-493-2027 (fax) 
linda.dodge@fhwa.dot.gov 
 
Griffith, Michael 
Technical Director 
Office of Safety Research & Development 
Federal Highway Administration 
6300 Georgetown Pike 
McLean, VA 22101 
202-493-3316 (phone) 
202-493-3417 (fax) 
mike.griffith@fhwa.dot.gov 
 
Nedzesky, A.J. 
Highway Research Engineer 
Federal Highway Administration 
6300 Georgetown Pike, T-303 
McLean, VA 22101 
202-493-3369 (phone) 
202-493-3417 (fax) 
aj.nedzesky@fhwa.dot.gov 
 
Trentacoste, Michael F. 
Director 
Office of Safety Research & Development 
Federal Highway Administration 
6300 Georgetown Pike 
McLean, VA 22101 
202-493-3260 (phone) 
202-493-3107 (fax) 
michael.trentacoste@fhwa.dot.gov 
 

Warren, Davey 
Co-leader, Speed Management Team 
Federal Highway Administration 
400 Seventh Street SW., Room 3407, HSA-20 
Washington, DC 20590 
202-366-4668 (phone) 
202-366-2249 (fax) 
davey.warren@fhwa.dot.gov 
 
Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration 
 
Kostelnik, John E. “Jack” 
Transportation Specialist 
Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration 
400 Seventh Street SW., Room 8314, MC-ESS 
Washington, DC 20590 
202-366-5721 (phone) 
jack.kostelnik@fmcsa.dot.gov 
 
McMurray, Rose A. 
Associate Administrator 
Policy and Program Development  
Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration 
400 Seventh Street SW.  
Washington, DC 20590 
202-366-8773 (phone) 
202-366-3592 (fax) 
rose.mcmurray@fmcsa.dot.gov
  
Minor, Larry W. 
Director 
Office of Bus and Truck Standards & Operations 
Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration 
400 Seventh Street SW., Suite 8301, MC-PS 
Washington, DC 20590 
202-366-4012 (phone) 
202-366-8842 (fax) 
larry.minor@fmcsa.dot.gov 
 
Van Ness, Jeffrey  
Transportation Specialist  
Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration 
400 Seventh Street SW. – Room 8301  
Washington, DC 20590  
202-366-8802 (phone) 
202-366-8842 (fax) 
Jeffrey.VanNess@fmcsa.dot.gov 
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Governors Highway Safety Association 
 
Champagne, Col. James E. “Jim” 
Executive Director, La. Hwy. Safety Commission  
Chair, Governors Highway Safety Association 
Baton Rouge, LA 70896 
225-925-6993 (phone) 
225-922-0083 (fax) 
jchampag@dps.state.la.us 
 
Harsha, Barbara L. “Barb” 
Executive Director 
Governors Highway Safety Association 
750 First Street NE. – Suite 720 
Washington, DC 20002-4241 
202-789-0942 (phone) 
202-789-0946 (fax) 
bharsha@ghsa.org 
 
Swanson, Kathryn “Kathy” 
Director, Traffic Safety 
Minnesota Office of Traffic Safety 
444 Cedar Street, Suite 150 
St. Paul, MN 55101 
651-296-9507 (phone) 
651-297-4844 (fax) 
kathryn.swanson@state.mn.us 
 
Zwonechek, Fred  
Administrator  
Nebraska Office of Highway Safety 
Department of Motor Vehicles  
301 Centennial Mall South 
P.O. Box 94612 
Lincoln, NE 68509  
402-471-2515 (phone) 
402-471-3865 (fax) 
fzwonech@notes.state.ne.us  
 
Highway Safety North 
 
Hedlund, James “Jim” 
Principal 
Highway Safety North 
1110 Homestead Road 
Ithaca, NY 14850-1426 
607-273-5645 (phone) 
607-277-1426 (fax) 
jhedlund@sprynet.com 
 

Human Factors North, Inc. 
 
Smiley, Alison  
President  
Human Factors North Inc.  
118 Baldwin Street 
Toronto, Canada ON M5T 1L6  
416-596-1252 (phone) 
416-596-6946 (fax) 
asmiley@hfn.ca
  
Insurance Institute for Highway Safety 
 
Ferguson, Susan 
Senior Vice President, Research 
Insurance Institute for Highway Safety 
1005 N. Glebe Road, Suite 800 
Arlington, VA 22201 
703-247-1550 (phone) 
703-247-1587 (fax) 
sferguson@iihs.org 
 
Retting, Richard 
Senior Transportation Engineer 
Insurance Institute for Highway Safety 
1005 North Glebe Road 
Arlington, VA 22201 
703-247-1582 (phone) 
703-247-1587 (fax) 
rretting@iihs.org 
 
Institute of Transportation Engineers 
 
Alexander, Gerson J. 
President, Positive Guidance Applications, Inc.  
6102 Neilwood Drive  
North Bethesda, MD 20852-3706  
301-468-1984 (phone) 
301-468-1311 (fax) 
gjalexander@verizon.net  
 
Caruso, Philip J. 
Deputy Executive Director 
Institute of Transportation Engineers 
1099 14th Street NW., Suite 300W 
Washington, DC 20005-3438 
202-289-0222 ext. 126 (phone) 
202-289-7722 (fax) 
pcaruso@ite.org 
 

Revised Draft 08-15-05 - 22 - 

mailto:fzwonech@notes.state.ne.us
mailto:asmiley@hfn.ca
mailto:gjalexander@verizon.net


Institute of Transportation Engineers (cont.) 
 
Hicks, Tom 
Director, Office of Traffic & Safety 
Maryland State Highway Administration 
7491 Connelley Drive 
Hanover, MD 21076-1701 
410-787-5815 (phone) 
410-787-4082 (fax) 
thicks@sha.state.md.us 
 
Mason, John M. 
Associate Dean 
Penn State University 
101 Hammond Building 
University Park, PA 16802 
814-865-4542 (phone) 
814-863-0497 (fax) 
jmason@engr.psu.edu 
 
Noble, Douglas E. 
Chief Traffic Engineer 
District Department of Transportation 
2000 14th Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20009 
202-671-1366 (phone) 
202-671-0623 (fax) 
douglas.noble@dc.gov 
 
Internat’l Association of Chiefs of Police 
 
Bowman, Jesse F. 
Commander, Traffic Division 
Operations Support Bureau 
Fairfax County Police Dept. 
3911 Woodburn Road 
Annandale, VA 22003 
703-280-0551 (phone) 
703-280-0624 (fax) 
jf.bowman@fairfaxcounty.gov 
 
Brown, Michael L. 
Commissioner 
California Highway Patrol 
2555 First Avenue 
Sacramento, CA 95818 
916-657-7152 (phone) 
916-657-7324 (fax) 
pspringer@chp.ca.gov 
 

Grant, John “Jack” 
Manager, Division of State & Provincial Police 
International Association of Chiefs of Police 
515 N. Washington Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 
703-836-6767 ext. 215 (phone) 
703-519-8721 (fax) 
grantjc@theiacp.org 
 
Sweeney, Earl 
Assistant Commissioner 
Department of Safety 
33 Hazen Drive 
Concord, NH 03305 
603-271-2559 (phone) 
603-271-3903 (fax) 
esweeney@safety.state.nh.us 
cc to: esargeant@safety.state.nh.us 
 
Monash University 
 
Johnston, Ian 
Professor & Director 
Accident Research Center 
Monash University, Building 70  
Victoria 3800, Austrialia  
61 3-9905-4372 (phone) 
61 3-9905-4363 (fax) 
ian.johnston@general.monash.edu.au 
 
National Campaign to Stop Red Light 
Running 
 
Blakey, Leslie 
Executive Director 
National Campaign to Stop Red Light Running 
1150 18th Street NW., Suite 1030 
Washington, DC 20036 
202-828-9100 (phone) 
202-828-9112 (fax) 
agregory@blakey-agnew.com 
 
National Center for Bicycling & Walking 
 
Wilkinson, Bill 
Executive Director 
National Center for Bicycling & Walking 
8120 Woodmont Avenue, Suite 650 
Bethesda, MD 20814 
301-656-4220 (phone) 
301-656-4225 (fax) 
bikefe@aol.com 
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National Association of County Engineers 
 
Giancola, Anthony R. 
Executive Director 
National Association of County Engineers 
440 First Street NW. 
Washington, DC 20001 
202-393-5041 (phone) 
202-393-2630 (fax) 
agiancol@naco.org 
 
National Association of Prosecutor 
Coordinators 
 
Overton, Kimberly N. 
Traffic Safety Resource Prosecutor 
North Carolina Conference of District Attorneys 
P.O. Box 25546 
Raleigh, NC 27611 
919-733-3484 (phone) 
919-715-0138 (fax) 
kimberly.n.overton@nccourts.org 
 
National Conference of State Legislatures 
 
Savage, Melissa 
Program Principal 
National Conference of State Legislatures 
7700 E. First Place 
Denver, CO 80230 
303-856-1527 (phone) 
303-364-7800 (fax) 
melissa.savage@ncsl.org 
 
National Cooperative Highway Research 
Program 
 
Lerner, Neil 
Manager, Human Factors 
Westat 
1650 Research Boulevard 
Rockville, MD 20850 
301-315-5962 (phone) 
301-610-5128 (fax) 
lernern1@westat.com 
 

National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration 
 
Amoni, Marilena 
Associate Administrator 
Program Development & Delivery 
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 
400 Seventh Street SW. 
Washington, DC 20590 
202-366-1755 (phone) 
202-366-7149 (fax) 
marilena.amoni@nhtsa.dot.gov 
 
Chen, Chou-Lin 
Chief, Mathematical Analysis Division 
Office of Traffic Records & Analysis 
National Center for Statistics & Analysis 
nNational Highway Traffic Safety Administration 
400 Seventh Street SW., Room 6125, NPO-121 
Washington, DC 20590 
202-366-1048 (phone) 
202-366-3189 (fax) 
chou-lin.chen@nhtsa.dot.gov 
 
Compton, Richard P. 
Director, Office of Research & Technology 
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 
400 Seventh Street SW., Room 5119, NTI-130 
Washington, DC 20590 
202-366-9591 (phone) 
202-366-7096 (fax) 
richard.compton@nhtsa.dot.gov 
 
del Rio, Luis 
Special Assistant 
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 
400 Seventh Street SW. 
Washington, DC 20590 
202-366-9825 (phone) 
luis.delrio@nhtsa.dot.gov 
 
Hardy, Earl 
Highway Safety Specialist 
Enforcement & Justice Services Division 
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 
400 Seventh Street SW., Suite 5130, NTI-122 
Washington, DC 20590 
202-366-4292 (phone) 
202-366-7721 (fax) 
earl.hardy@nhtsa.dot.gov 
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National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration (cont.) 
 
McLaughlin, Brian 
Senior Associate Administrator 
Traffic Injury Control 
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 
400 Seventh Street SW., Room 5125G, NTI-010 
Washington, DC 20590 
202-366-2121 (phone) 
202-366-7149 (fax) 
brian.mclaughlin@nhtsa.dot.gov 
 
Morford, Garrett 
Chief, Enforcement & Justice Services Division 
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 
400 Seventh Street SW., NTI-122 
Washington, DC 20590 
202-366-4295 (phone) 
202-366-7721 (fax) 
gmorford@nhtsa.dot.gov 
 
Ryan, Sue 
Director, Office of Safety Programs 
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 
400 Seventh Street SW., Room 5130, NTI-20 
Washington, DC 20590 
202-366-2715 (phone) 
202-366-7721 (fax) 
susan.ryan@nhtsa.dot.gov 
 
Schiavone, Terrance D. “Terry” 
Regional Administrator, South East Region 
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 
61 Forsyth Street, Suite 17T30 
Atlanta, GA 30303 
404-562-3739 (phone) 
404-562-3763 (fax) 
terrance.schiavone@nhtsa.dot.gov 
 
Tremont, Paul J. Ph.D 
Research Psychologist 
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 
400 Seventh Street SW. 
Washington, DC 20590 
202-366-5595 (phone) 
202-366-7096 (fax) 
pjtremont@hotmail.com 
 

National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration (cont.) 
 
Vegega, Maria 
Chief, Behavioral Research Division 
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 
400 Seventh Street SW., Room 5119 
Washington, DC 20590 
202-366-4892 (phone) 
202-366-7096 (fax) 
maria.vegega@nhtsa.dot.gov 
 
Weiser, Philip J. 
Regional Administrator, New England Region 
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 
55 Broadway, DTS-903 
Cambridge, MA 02143 
617-494-3427 (phone) 
617-494-3646 (fax) 
philip.weiser@nhtsa.dot.gov 
 
Williams, Keith 
Highway Safety Specialist 
Enforcement & Justice Services Division 
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 
400 Seventh Street SW., NTI-122 
Washington, DC 20590 
202-366-4295 (phone) 
202-366-7721 (fax) 
keith.williams@nhtsa.dot.gov 

 
National Judicial College 
 
Schoenfeldt, Jennifer Rains 
Program Attorney 
National Judicial College 
Reno, NV 89557 
775-327-8227 (phone) 
775-784-1253 (fax) 
schoenfeldt@judges.org 
 
Smith, Robin D. 
Municipal Court Judge 
National Judicial College 
P.O. Box 1152 
Midland, TX 79702-1152 
432-685-7303 (phone) 
432-685-7319 (fax) 
rds2000@prodigy.net 
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National Safety Council 
 
Ulczycki, John T. 
Director, Transportation Safety Group 
National Safety Council 
1121 Spring Lake Drive 
Itasca, IL 60143 
630-775-2160 (phone) 
630-285-1613 (fax) 
ulczyckj@nsc.org 
 
National Sheriff’s Association 
 
Acree, Micheal (Mike)  
Sheriff 
Douglas County Sheriff’s Office 
4000 Justice Way 
Castle Rock, CO 80109 
303-660-7541 (phone) 
303-814-8790 (fax) 
macree@dcsheriff.net 
 
SWOV Institute for Road Safety Research 
 
Wegman, Fred 
Managing Director 
SWOV Institute for Road Safety Research 
P.O. Box 1090 
NL 2260, BB Leidschendam 
Netherlands 
31(0)70 317 33 32 (phone) 
31(0)70 320 12 61 (fax) 
fred.wegman@swov.nl 
 
Texas Transportation Institute 
 
Fitzpatrick, Kay 
Roadway Design Program 
Texas Transportation Institute 
3135 Texas A&M University 
CE/TTI, Room 301A 
College Station, TX 77843-3135 
k-fitzpatrick@tamu.edu 
 

Transport Canada 
 
White, James G. 
Engineering Advisor 
Road Safety & Motor Vehicle Regulation 
Transport Canada 
330 Sparks Street 
Ottawa, Ontario, Canada K1A 0N5 
613-998-1965 (phone) 
613-990-2913 (fax) 
whitejg@tc.gc.ca 
 
Transportation Research Board 
 
Pain, Richard “Rick” 
Transportation Safety Coordinator 
Transportation Research Board 
500 Fifth Street NW. 
Washington, DC 20001 
202-334-2964 (phone) 
202-334-2003 (fax) 
rpain@nas.edu 
 
University of Adelaide  
  
McLean, Jack 
Director, Centre for Automotive Safety Research  
University of Adelaide 
South Australia, Australia 5005  
+61-8-8303-5997 (phone) 
+61-8-8232-4995 (fax) 
jack@casr.adelaide.edu.au 
 
University of North Carolina Highway Safety 
Research Center 
 
Robertson, H. Douglas 
Director, University of North Carolina 
Highway Safety Research Center 
730 Martin Luther King Blvd., CB #3430 
Chapel Hill, NC 27599-3430 
919-962-8703 (phone) 
919-962-8710 (fax) 
doug_robertson@unc.edu 
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