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Background

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.
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Concern about texting and distrécte
driving in Canada:2010

Level of Concern for Road Safety Issues

Drivers texting

Drinking drivers

Young drinking drivers

Young drugged drivers

Running red lights

Distracted drivers

Using cell phones (hand-held or hands free)
Excessive speeding

Young drivers
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&

The knowledge source for safe driving v



R~
Distracted driving in Canada

Gener_a"y es_tima;ted [ jugt downleaded a new phone app
that distraction is a that, will drive the car for me
factor in 20-309% of

crashes.

TIRF Fatality Database_ el
(2008) reveals: | %)

13-16% of fatality
crashes

23-27% of injury
crashes

Measurement is \an
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Distracted driving in Canada

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).
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Distracted driving in Canada

Figure 1
Number of distraction-related fatalities among collision
victims aged 16-19 and 20 and older: Canada, 2000-2010
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Distracted driving in Canada

A variety of solutions have been pursued.

Legislation has been implemented in all
Canadian jurisdictions; scope of Iaws and
penalties vary |

but inconsistent.

Education campaigns B
are varied. |

Non-profits have
tackled issue. .
DROP IT AND DRIVE!

DROPITANDDRIVE.COM
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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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Distracted driving in US

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).
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Distracted driving in US

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

phone for any
during daylight hours (NHTSA 2010).
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Distracted driving in US

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).
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Distracted driving in US

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.
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Distracted driving in US

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”.
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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.
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Conclusions

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
iIssues.

Need to balance competing interests.
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DISTRACTED DRIVING: SO WHAT'S THE BIG PICTURE?

By Robyn Robertson, President and CEO, Traffic injury Research Foundation

in the past fve years distracted driving has gamered
growing media atiention and rapidly emerged 2= one of
the mast high-perdile, talked-zhout msues 0 mad safaty
today. in fact, Webster's Didicnany named “dstracied
diving ™ 2= is word of the year In 2009 Iwebster's
2003}, Govemments, industry, safsty advocates,
resgarchers and the public have 3l waighed in on tha
tzsue and what needs 10 be done to addres It Thes

has resulied in an unpeecedented level of national and
gicbal commitment, legidatian, and policy - = designed
weth the intertion of making roads safer Education and
enforcement activites, howevar, have been much less
pronaunced.

A maor reason for the fractionated efforts to addwmss
the tmsue & that the big piouse 15 often neglected. Lis
most rad salety ssues, distracted deving = trars-
dacipinary in natwe and therefoms compiex both 1o
understand and to soke. indeed, solutions D mitigate
distracted driving have not been wel-mvafuated g our
knowiedge of what works i5 severely bmited.

Thie high level of mmplssity and dhersty of avallable
Infoematian in malnstream media does ktie to inform
dergon-makes about mnTsts and wable srategies

to manage the lssue. To put the ssue into proper
persiective, this artidie shares insght Irto many drffecent
facets of detracted diving that draws upan esisting
resaanch, policy documents; and activities in North
Aamerica

What & distracted driving?

while 2 number of defin®tions exsst (Tasca 2005, one of

the most widsly acreptad In Canata s admowledged

in the proceedings from 2 mtemnatonsl conferenceon.

dtracted drvng co-hosted by the Trafic injury Ressarch
Foundation and the Canadian Automobile Assodation in
05 | stmes:

*Diistraction mvohves 2 dwersian of attention from
driveng, beause the driver i temporarily fooused on

an chiact, person, task, or event not relsted to dmang,
which reduces the deivers awameness, decision-mang,
andior performance, leading to an increased risk of
oofrective actions, nea-rastes of gashes " (Hedund
2006, p. 7). This definftion incorporates three importznt
aspects of the probéem - the sounce, the effects, and the
COGEQUances.

4 ot of the early foous on dstracted denvang was
generated by concarns over cell phone use_ For mich of
the driving public, distracted driving & synonymicis with
el phone usage, but the realisy & this ks just one small
part of the profbilem. Distracted driving encompases @
wide range of acivites, many of which have beoome
fypical In our datly driving ervironment.

Cars themsehes are coatinuously being equipped
with new and potentisly distracting *onverense
technotogees” (entertainment systems, navigation
systesms, mudtifuncton controfiers, taking @k Thess
ane o top of the wiguious distractions - minding
kids, taliong to passengers, ezting, grooming, readng
biflboards, and nubbernediing 3t sopped vehicks

The know ladge source for safe drivwing

RESEARCH

FOUNDATIO

TRAFFIC INJURY RESEARCH FOUNDATION

TEENS AND DISTRACTED DRIVING

Traffic Injury Research Foundation, October 2013

Introduction

In recent years, there has been increased concern
among governments, researchers and the general public
about the problem of distracted driving. While several
definitions of distracted driving exist, more generally this
problem invalves “a diversion of attention from driving,
because the driver s temporarily focused on an object,
person, task, or event not related to driving, which
reduces the drivers awareness, decision-making, and/er
performance, leading to an increased risk of corrective
actions, near-crashes or crashes”(Hedlund et al, 2008,
p.2). One form of distraction behind the wheel involves
texting while driving. This practice has been identified as
being particularly problematic for teen drivers in light of
research showing that they are more receptive to using
new communication technologies (Lee et al. 2011).

This fact sheet, sponsored by State Farm®, examines the
role of distracted driving in fatalities among 16-19 year
olds in Canada. It includes fatalities involving

fatally injured drivers who were distracted;

fatally injured pedestrians who were distracted; or,
fatally injured victims dying due to a distracted
driver {fatally injured passengers and pedestrians
dying in a collision where at least one driver was
distracted or fatally injured non-distracted drivers
who collided with a distracted driver),

Trends in the Role of Distracted Driving
Among All Fatally Injured Victims Aged 16-19

This section examines trends in the role of distraction in
motor vehicle collisions in which 16-19 year olds were
fatally injured in Canada.

Figure 1 shows the number of fatalities among 16-19
year olds attributable to distracted driving in Canada

from 2000-2010 compared to the number of distraction-

related fatalities among those aged 20 and older.

Figure 1
Number of distraction-related fatalities among collision
victims aged 16-19 and 20 and oider: Canada, 2000-2010
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The number of victims aged 16-19 is plotted with

black bars and measured on the axis on the left. The
number of victims aged 20 and older is plotted with

a line and measured on the axis on the right. Among
fatally injured 16-19 year olds, there were &1 distraction-
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Stay informed!
Connect with us!

http://www.tirf.ca
tirf@tirf.ca

https://www.facebook.com/tirfcanada

@tirfcanada

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