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>National, independent road safety research institute
> Registered charity
> Funding
> Staff
> Focus on road users
> Scope of activities

About TIRF
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> Background
> Distracted driving in Canada

» Magnitude, characteristics and solutions
> Distracted driving                                      in the United States

» Magnitude,                                           characteristics and                                           solutions
> Distracted driving                                      today
> Conclusions

Overview
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> Why are drivers distracted in North America?
» Pace of daily life has increased.
» Pressure to produce more and faster.
» Perception that time in vehicle is ‘wasted’.
» Desire for connectivity. 

Background
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Concern about texting and distracted driving in Canada:2010 
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> Generally estimated that distraction is a factor in 20-30% of crashes. 
> TIRF Fatality Database (2008) reveals:

» 13-16% of fatality                                        crashes
» 23-27% of injury                                         crashes

> Measurement is                                           challenging.

Distracted driving in Canada
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> 4.3% of drivers admitted to being in crash from external distraction; 2.7% from an internal distraction (2010).
> 23% admitted to having to brake or steer to avoid crash in last 30 days due to external distractions and 6% due to                                       internal distractions (2011).
> 30% think talking on                                                              a phone is only                                                  dangerous if it is                                           hand-held (2010).

Distracted driving in Canada
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Distracted driving in Canada
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> A variety of solutions have been pursued. 
» Legislation has been implemented in all Canadian jurisdictions; scope of laws and penalties vary. 
» Enforcement is strong                                          but inconsistent. 
» Education campaigns                                                 are varied. 
» Non-profits have                                           tackled issue.

Distracted driving in Canada



10

Distracted driving in Canada
> National surveys (by CCMTA) before and 

after implementation of hand-held bans. 
» In 2006 2007, an estimated 5.5% of drivers 

were talking on cell phones. 
» In 2009-2012 percentage declined to 3.3% 
» In 2012-2013 it further decreased to 2.3%. 

> Nationally, talking on hand held devices 
decreased 58% overall.  

> 9 jurisdictions reported reductions in urban 
areas; 4 showed reductions in rural areas. 
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> NHTSA’s FARS data showed that in 2009, 16% of 
fatality crashes and 20% of injury crashes involved 
distraction.

> Drivers under age 20 accounted for the greatest 
proportion of distraction-related fatal crashes. 

> Of all drivers in fatal crashes involving distraction, 
30-39 year olds had the highest proportion of cell 
phone involvement.  

> 100-Car Naturalistic Study showed distraction is a 
factor in 33% of crashes and 27% of near-crashes 
(Klauer et al. 2006).

Distracted driving in US
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> National polls in 2007/2008 revealed that more than 
half of drivers reported using a cell phone while driving 
at least some time; of these, approximately 16% said 
they did so regularly. 

> One in 7 drivers admitted texting (AAAFTS 2008). 
> In 2009, 5% of drivers                                                      

were observed holding                                                           
a cell phone to their                                                         
ear; an estimated 9%                                                    
were using some type                                              of 
phone for any                                          purpose 
during daylight hours (NHTSA 2010).

Distracted driving in US
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> A survey of 320 licensed teen drivers found 45% 
reported using a phone in some capacity during most 
recent trip (O’Brien et al.2010). 

> 12% “often” talk on phone while driving although most 
reported keeping conversations short.

> 23% of teen drivers said they “often” read texts                                                        
while driving.

> Focus groups of teens                                        
revealed they perceived                                          
phone use as less risky, said                                   
they can multi-task, enjoyed                                
challenge (Lerner et al. 2008).

Distracted driving in US
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> According to the National Conference of State Legislatures, as of 2010 there were: 
» handheld phone bans for all drivers in 8 states and D.C.
» handheld and hands free phone ban for school bus drivers in 18 states and D.C.
» handheld and hands free phone ban for teen drivers in 28 states and D.C. 
» texting ban for all drivers in 30 states and D.C. 
» primary laws for texting for all drivers in 27 states 
» crash data collection in 36 states, VIs and D.C. 

Distracted driving in US
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> National initiatives: 
» Two national summits hosted by US Transportation Minister to raise awareness and bring together leaders in research, industry, and government to discuss solutions.  
» In Fall 2009, U.S. President Obama issued an Executive Order to nearly four million government employees that banned them from texting while driving in government-owned vehicles or while on official business. 
» A 2009 survey by the NSC of member companies revealed nearly 50% have a cell phone policy; unfortunately many policies are “hands free only”. 

Distracted driving in US
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> Despite enforcement and education efforts have had some benefits, the problem remains at unacceptable levels in North America. 
> Public awareness that hands-free usage is still dangerous is low.
> Public supports phone                                                bans; believe they should                                            apply to other drivers.  
> Vulnerable road users are                                                                                                    a growing concern. 

Distracted driving today
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> North America is experiencing a clash 
between technological advances and the 
information age on one hand and strong 
desires for increased health and safety on the 
other.

> This has raised important public policy issues.
> Distracted driving will require a different 

approach than other traditional road safety 
issues.

> Need to balance competing interests. 

Conclusions
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Stay informed! Connect with us!
http://www.tirf.ca
tirf@tirf.ca
https://www.facebook.com/tirfcanada

http://www.linkedin.com/company/traffic-injury-research-foundation-tirf

@tirfcanada


