Metropolitan Planning Organization Safety Performance Measures
Fact Sheet

Safety Performance Measures
The Safety Performance Management Measures regulation supports the Highway Safety
Improvement Program (HSIP) and requires State Departments of Transportation (DOTs) and Metropolitan Planning
Organizations (MPOs) to set HSIP targets for 5 safety perffoormance measures. This document highlights the
requirements specific to MPOs and provides a comparison of MPO

and State DOT responsibilities,
HSIP Safety Targets Established by MPOs

Coordination is the key for all stakeholders in setting HSIP targets.

Stakeholders should work together to share data, review strategies
and understand outcomes. MPOs must work with the State DOT.
MPOs should also coordinate with the State Highway Safety Office,
transit operators, local governments, the FHWA Division Office,
National Highway Transportation Safety Administration (NHTSA)
Regional Office, law enforcement and emergency medical services
agencies, and others. By working together, considering and
integrating the plans and programs of various safety stakeholders, MPOs will be better able to understand impacts to
safety perfoomance to establish appropriate HSIP targets. Coordination should start with the Strategic Highway Safety
Plan (SHSP). More information on the SHSP is available at http://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/hsip/shsp/.
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MPOs establish HSIP targets by either:
1. agreeing to plan and program projects so that they contribute toward the accomplishment of the State DOT

HSIP target or
2. committing to a quantifiable HSIP target for the metropolitan planning area.

To provide MPOs with flexibility, MPOs may support all the State HSIP targets, establish their own specific numeric
HSIP targets for all of the performance measures, or any combination. MPOs may support the State HSIP target for
one or more individual performance measures and establish specific numeric targets for the other performance
measures.

If an MPO agrees to support a State HSIP target, the If an MPO establishes its own HSIP target, the MPO

MPO would ... would...

m Work with the State and safety stakeholders to address ® Establish HSIP targets for all public roads in the
areas of concern for fatalities or serious injuries within | metropolitan planning area in coordination with the State
the metropolitan planning area B Estimate vehicles miles traveled (VMT) for all public
® Coordinate with the State and include the safety roads within the metropolitan planning area for rate
performance measures and HSIP targets for all public targets
roads in the metropolitan area in the MTP (Metropolitan | B Include safety (HSIP) performance measures and HSIP
Transportation Plan) targets in the MTP
B Integrate into the metropolitan transportation planning ® Integrate into the metropolitan transportation planning
process, the safety goals, objectives, performance process, the safety goals, objectives, performance
measures and targets described in other State safety measures and targets described in other State safety
transportation plans and processes such as applicable transportation plans and processes such as applicable
portions of the HSIP, including the SHSP portions of the HSIP, including the SHSP
| @ Include a description in the TIP (Transportation B Include a description in the TIP of the anticipated effect
Improvement Program) of the anticipated effect of the of the TIP toward achieving HSIP targets in the MTP,
TIP toward achieving HSIP targets in the MTP, linking linking investment priorities in the TIP to those safety
investment priorities in the TIP to those safety targets targets
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Volumes for HSIP Rate Targets: MPOs that establish fatality rate or
serious injury rate HSIP targets must report the VMT estimate used for such targets, and the methodology used to
develop the estimate, to the State DOT. For more mfonnatlon on volumes for HSIP rate targets, see

Roads addressed by MPO HSIP Targets: HSIP targets cover all public roadways within the metropolitan planning
area boundary regardiess of ownership or functional classification, just as State HSIP targets cover all public roads in

the State.

How do MPOs with multi-State boundaries establish HSIP targets?

MPOs with multi-State boundaries must coordinate with all States involved. If an MPO with multi-State boundaries
chooses to support a State HSIP target, it must do so for each State. For example, an MPQO that extends into two
States would agree to plan and program projects to contribute to two separate sets of HSIP targets (one for each
State). If a multi-State MPO decides to establish its own HSIP
target, the MPO would establish the target for the entire

Performance Targets

metropolitan planning area.
. All MPO st set a target for each of the 5 HSIP
When do MPOs need to establish these VAl <3t paricinanes Mathires® e

targets? MPOs may adopt and support the State’s HSIP
States establish HSIP targets and report them for the targets, develop their own HSIP targets, oruse a
upcoming calendar year in their HSIP annual report that is due combination of bo_th ;

August 31 each year. MPOs must establish HSIP targets %Pgst:e”gl':it::r";:::’?:r fg;;":ﬁ:&a‘:";a ebruary
within 180 days of the State establishing and reporting its

HSIP targets. Since FHWA deems the HSIP reports submitted
on August 31, MPOs must establish HSIP targets no later than
February 27 of each year.

Where do MPOs report targets?
While States report their HSIP targets to FHWA in their annual HSIP report, MPOs do not report their HSIP targets

directly to FHWA.. Rather, the State{s} and MPO mutually agree on the manner in which the MPO reports the targets to
its respective DOT(s). MPOs must include baseline safety performance, HSIP targets and progress toward achieving
HSIP targets in the system performance report in the MTP.

Top 5 Things to Know about MPO HSIP Safety

MPO HSIP targets are reported to the State DOT

MPO HSIP targets are not annually assessed for
significant progress toward meeting targets; State
HSIP targets are assessed annually
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Whether an MPO agrees to support a State HSIP target or establishes its own HSIP target the MPO would include in
the MTP a systems performance report evaluating the condition and performance of the transportation system with
respect to the safety performance targets described in the MTP including progress achieved by the MPO in achieving
safety performance targets

Assessment of Significant Progress
While FHWA will determine whether a State DOT has met or made significant progress toward meeting HSIP targets, it

will not directly assess MPO progress toward meeting HSIP targets. However, FHWA will review MPO performance as
part of ongoing transportation planning process reviews including the Transportation Management Area certification
review and the Federal Planning Finding associated with the approval of the Statewide Transportation Improvement
Program.
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South Carolina Safety Performance Target Baselines (2020-2024 Average)

Non-Motorized
Traffic Serious Serious Fatalities and
Study Area Fatalities |Fatality Rate* Injuries injury Rate® | Serious Injuries
Appalachian 55.8 1.94 1346 4.68 15.4
BCD 40.2 2.32 56.2 3.24 9.8
Catawba 47.8 2.37 99.2 491 11.6
Central Midlands 36.6 1.84 46.8 2.36 7.0
Lowcountry 45.4 2.14 75.8 3.57 104
Lower Savannah 68.0 2.06 139.8 4.23 13.4
Pee Dee 71.0 2.55 134.2 4.81 21.6
Santee Lynches 426 1.74 85.0 3.47 9.6
Upper Savannah 51.8 2.16 96.8 4.03 12.4
Waccamaw 36.0 2.54 75.6 5.33 9.8
ARTS 25.0 1.50 56.4 3.40 11.4
ACATS 35.2 1.76 83.8 4.18 13.8
CHATS 102.6 1.46 372.4 5.28 86.2
COATS 100.8 1.38 228.0 3.12 54.0
FLATS 30.2 1.72 76.6 4.35 17.6
GSATS 60.8 1.63 202.6 5.44 48.0
GPATS 107.2 1.71 285.0 4.55 54.0
RFATS 25.4 1.00 113.2 4.46 14.6
SPATS 59.6 1.67 143.2 4.01 22.8
SUATS 19.4 2.40 52.6 6.52 8.0
LATS 28.2 1.35 94.4 452 15.6
SC Baseline {2020-2024) 1089.0 1.86 2650.4 4.52 467.2
SC Targets (2022-2026) 1059.0 1.87 25490 4.50 467.9

*Per 100 millien vehicle miles traveled

Fatal and Serious Injuries by Percentage
{2020-2024)

As Percentage of Total COG As Percentage of Total MPO
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Note: 2024 Data are preliminary and subject to change. The sum of individual MPO/COG may not equal the state
total. Also, the sum of the percentages may not equal 100% due to rounding.

Prepared by SCDOT Traffic Safety Office (ABS) 7/24/2025
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South Carolina Number of Fatalities
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SC Pedestrian and Bicyclist Deaths
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SHSP Emphasis Areas
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SHSP Emphasis Areas
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Traffic Safety Program Highlights

* New South Carolina SHSP will be
available at the end of the year

Rural Road Safety Program
continues to see progress with
reduction of F&SI crashes by 22%
and the targets roadway departure
F&SI crashes by 55%
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2022-2026 Safety Targets

5 Year Rolling Averages
PERFORMANCE MEASURE T
2020-2024 | ;455 5026 TARGET
BASELINE

Number of Fatalities 1089.0 1059.0
Fatality Rate (per HMVMT) 1.86 1.87

Number of Serious Injuries 2,650.4 2,549.0

Rate of Serious Injuries (per |
HMVMT) | .92 4.50

Number of Non-motorized

Fatalities and Serious Injuries 467.9




2020-2024 MPO Target Baselines

Traffic | Fatality | Serious Serious | Non-Motorized Fatalities
Study Area | Fatalities| Rate* Injuries |Injury Rate*| and Serious Injuries




2020-2024
COG Target Baselines

Traffic Fatality | Serious { Serious Non-Motorized Fatalities
Study Area Fatalities Injuries |Injury Rate* and Serious Injuries
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* DPS report 3 identical* HSIP
targets in the HSP to NHTSA

» SCDOT report targets to MPOs

 Last day for MPOs to adopt 2022-
2026 Target




