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Positive Traffic Safety CulturePositive Traffic Safety Culture

“A social climate in which traffic safety 
is highly valued and rigorously g y g y
pursued.”



Key Findings

• Culture of 
complacency

• Prevailing attitude:
“Do as I say, not as 
I do.”



Second Annual 
Traffic Safety Culture Index

N ti ll t ti t l h• Nationally representative telephone survey
– Random sample of driving-age population (16+)
– 2,501 interviews, avg. ~15 min
– Landline and Cell
– English and Spanish
– Questions about traffic safety knowledge, 

attitudes, and behaviors
– Conducted April 15 – May 12



LimitationsLimitations

• Preliminary Findings• Preliminary Findings

• Analyses and interpretation ongoing



Safety Culture: 
D P l C ?Do People Care?

2/5 l l t t d i h t• 2/5 say local govt. not doing enough to
make roads and highways safer

• Only 2/5 support 10 cent/gal increase in y pp g
gas tax to improve dangerous roads

• Nearly half are concerned about friend 
or relative’s drivingor relative s driving

• 4/5 actually talked to the person about it



Do People Care? (cont.)Do People Care? (cont.)
• 2/5 strongly considered crash test ratings 

in recent car purchase

• If they had info (e.g., usRAP map) 3/5 would 
consider avoiding dangerous roads in g g
their areas even if they were the most 
convenient

• Nearly 3/4 would want to use safety info toNearly 3/4 would want to use safety info to 
plan trips on unfamiliar roads



But Still… 
“D I S N t I D ”“Do as I Say, Not as I Do”

• nearly 9/10 say drivers using cell phones arenearly 9/10 say drivers using cell phones are 
a somewhat or very serious threat to their 
safety andsafety, and..

• Over 4/5 admit using a cell phone while 
driving make it more likely they will crashdriving make it more likely they will crash
2/3 used cell phone while driving in past 

th (i l di 28% “f i l ft ”month (including 28% “fairly often” or 
“regularly”)

• Similar situation with speeding



Rural Safety Culture:
D fi i R lDefining Rural

• Landline phone sample used OMB 
classification

• Cell phone sampleCell phone sample
– Imputed urban/rural status from  

demographic characteristics of landlinedemographic characteristics of landline 
and cell samples



Highest Level of EducationHighest Level of Education

30 4
17.4College Grad 30.4

26.3Some College

College Grad

30.4

39 7Hi h S h l G d

Some College

26.2

16 7

39.7High School Grad

13.0
16.7Less than High School

Rural Urban/Suburban



Vehicle Driven Most Often
52.9

51.2Car

11.2

51.2

10 2Van/Minivan

14.6

10.2

22 3Pickup Truck

19.6

22.3

14 5

p

SUV

1.7

14.5SUV

Other Vehicle Type
Urban/Suburban

1.9Other Vehicle Type
Rural



Tickets and Crashes

14.0Ticket (Past 2 Years)
9.9

Ticket (Past 2 Years)

11.9
8.6

Crash (Past 2 Years)

11.4
12 1

License 
Suspended/Revoked 

12.1(Ever)

U b /S b b R lUrban/Suburban Rural



Recent Driving Behavior
(% “Fairly Often” or “Regularly”)(% Fairly Often  or Regularly )

29.7
22.9Talk on cell phone

Speed (15+ over) on 16.8

5.0

9.6

4 2

Speed (15+ over) on 
freeway

Drive while very sleepy

3.1

4.2

1.2

Drive while very sleepy

Run red light

5.0

4 5

2.4Tailgate another driver

Speed (15+ over) on 4.5

9.0

2.7

9 6

Speed (15+ over) on 
residential street

Drive without seatbelt

6.5

9.6

5.3Text message
Urban/Suburban
Rural



Acceptance of Dangerous Driving
(% “Completely Unacceptable”)(% Co p ete y U acceptab e )

95.8

82 4

92.4Drive after drinking too much

82.4

81.0

79.1

83.5

Text message / email

Speed (15+ over) on 
residential street

75.7

69.8

81.4Run red light

Tailgate slow driver

59.5

74.5

65.4

Tailgate slow driver

Drive while very sleepy

74.0

45.7

72.7

48 2

Drive without seatbelt

Talk on handheld cell phone

38.1

48.2

45.6

a o a d e d ce p o e

Speed (15+ over) on freeway
Urban/Suburban

Rural



Perceived Social Norms
(% “Completely Unacceptable”)(% Completely Unacceptable )

76.4
63.9Drive after Drinking Too Much

Speed (15+ over) on Residential 61.8

56.6

60.7

49.9

Speed (15+ over) on Residential 
Street

Text message / email

53.6

53 0

54.5Run Red Light

D i ith t S tb lt 53.0

48.2

40.5

48.1

Drive without Seatbelt

Drive while Very Sleepy

43.4

26.5

44.0Tailgate Slow Driver

Talkon Handheld Cell Phone

23.0

26.0

24.0

Talk on Handheld Cell Phone

Speed (15+ over) on Freeway
Urban/Suburban

Rural



Support for Safety Measures
(% Support)(% Support)

90.2

85 6

91.8Alcohol Interlock (DWI Offenders)

Universal Seatbelt Law (Inc. Back 85.6

84.2

81.0

82.2

U e sa Seatbe t a ( c ac
Seat)

Universal Helmet Law

78.1

73.2

80.7

76.6

Alcohol Interlock (All Cars)

Routine Sobriety Checkpoints in 
Community

66.2

66.0

72.4

70 3

y

Speed Cameras (Residential)

Red Light Cameras

54.7

54 8

70.3

61.0

g

Speed Cameras (Freeway)

R i i Li i A t 18 54.8

42.4

46.6

44.5

Raising Licensing Age to 18

Cell Phone Ban (All Ages, Handheld 
& HF)

Urban/Suburban

Rural



Key Urban/Rural DifferencesKey Urban/Rural Differences

• Education• Education
Rural  more HS-only, fewer college 
gradsgrads

V hi l t• Vehicle type
Rural  more pickup trucks, fewer SUVs



Key Urban/Rural DifferencesKey Urban/Rural Differences
• Driving behaviorDriving behavior

Rural  lower prevalence of freeway 
speeding cell phone usespeeding, cell phone use

f• Acceptance of Dangerous Drivers
Rural  less acceptance of running red lights, 
speeding on freeways



Key Urban/Rural Differences

• Perceptions of Social Norms

Key Urban/Rural Differences

Perceptions of Social Norms
Rural  greater acceptance of drinking 
and driving not wearing seatbeltand driving, not wearing seatbelt

S t f S f t M• Support for Safety Measures
Rural  more support for speed cameras 
and less support for seatbelt laws & higher 
license age



THANKSTHANKS

•For  more information, go to:, g
•AAAFoundation.org


