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Vulnerable Road User (VRU) Safety Assessments

Introduction

All States recently completed their initial VRU Safety Assessments for 2023. A VRU Safety Assessment includes an
assessment of the safety performance of the State with respect to vulnerable road users and the State's plan to
improve the safety of vulnerable road users [23 U.S.C. 148(a)(16)]. Additionally, the assessments included a quantitative
analysis of vulnerable road user fatalities and serious injuries to identify areas of high risk to vulnerable road users
and a program of projects or strategies to reduce safety risks in those high risk areas [23 U.S.C. 148(1)(2)]. States used
many data sources, incorporated multiple analysis approaches, and considered input from various stakeholders, local
safety plans, as well as the Safe System Approach in the development of their VRU Safety Assessments. View

your State's VRU Safety Assessment at https://highways.dot.gov/safety/hsip/shsp/shsp-resources (scroll to bottom).

Data

- Analysis

States used a diverse set of data sources, tools, and analysis methods to TOP 2 METHODS USED FOR

complete their Vulnerable Road User Safety Assessments, as shown below.
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— Engagement - Programs/Strategies

States are required to consult with certain entities .
that represent identified high-risk areas [23 U.S.C. THE PROGRAM OF PROJECTS OR STRATEGIES INCLUDES:

148(1)(4)(B)], although States also consulted with
other organizations. Interesting Fact: Some States
also worked with law enforcement and public health
agency organizations.
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STATES THAT USED OTHER PLANS AS A RESOURCE TO DEVELOP THE ASSESSMENT:

62% Pedestrian or bicycle 44% Local road 35% Transportation 23% Complete
master plan(s) safety plan(s) Improvement Program Streets plan(s)

Safe System Approach (SSA)

TOP STRATEGIES IDENTIFIED BASED ON SSA HIERARCHY ALIGNMENT: Noteworthy practices included interactive
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Have an HSIP success story? Share your Except for the statutes and requlations cited, the contents of this document do not have
. . . . the force and effect of law and are not meant to bind the States or the public in any way.
projects on social media #HSIPSavesLives. This document is intended only to provide information regarding existing requirements under

X . . the law or agency policies.
To find out how HSIP can help save lives in your The U.S. Government does not endorse products or manufacturers. Trademarks or
community, contact your State DOT: manufacturers’ names appear in this document only because they are considered essential
to the objective of the document. They are included for informational purposes only and are
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/about/webstate.cfm not intended to reflect a preference, approval, or endorsement of any one product or entity.
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