Approaches to Preparing HSIP Applications

There are many approaches to preparing HSIP applications

The following flowchart outlines several known approaches to the development of HSIP applications. The use and viability of each of these approaches varies greatly depending on many factors; the biggest factor often being the
overall size of the agency. Local agencies that do not have the internal resources to fully analyze the safety of their roadways, identify potential safety improvements, and deliver the preferred improvement options will need to
consider seeking assistance with the preparation of their HSIP applications.
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