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Overview



Mike Regan



– Around 350 
documents

– 250+ published; 
180 peer-
reviewed

– Citations: 
around 6,300  
(Google 
Scholar)

– H-Index 36

Publications

And 4 books…



 distraction-related research and 
consulting projects 

 international expert committees on 
driver distraction and inattention

• co-creator and co-host of biannual 
international conference series 
titled “International Conference on 
Driver Distraction and Inattention 
(DDI)

Distraction activities



 submissions to Australian 
government inquiries into driver 
distraction 

 NTC and Qld Transport & Main 
Roads working groups on driver 
distraction and changes to 
Australian Road rules on 
distraction 

 expert witness in court cases

 etc

Distraction activities (2)
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Upcoming publications…

Some recent material for this presentation was derived from the following two book 
chapters, currently In-Press:

• Regan, M.A & Oviedo Trespalacios, O. (2021). Driver Distraction: Mechanisms, Evidence, Prevention and 
Mitigation. In Björnberg, K.E., Hansson, S.O, Belin, M-Å & Tingvall, C. (Eds). The Vision Zero Handbook. 
New York: Springer (In Press)

• Oviedo Trespalacios, O. & Regan, M.A (2021). Driver distraction. In Vickerman. R (Ed). Encyclopedia of 
Transportation. Amsterdam: Elsevier (In Press)



Driver Distraction –
Definition and 
Mechanisms



• Driving is a complex, multi-task, activity 

• Involves several driving functions: 
• route finding 

• route following 

• lateral and velocity control 

• collision avoidance 

• rule compliance 

• vehicle monitoring (Brown, 1986)

• Performance of all the these driving functions can be 
affected by distraction

Driving



• Many different definitions of “driver distraction” appear in 
the road safety literature

• Is problematic

• Lack of a consistent definition of driver distraction:
– can make the comparison of research findings across scientific 

studies difficult or impossible; are we measuring the same thing? 

– different definitions can lead to different classification schemes 
for coding crash data; do we code distraction if driver was looking 
for a street sign and crashed?

– This can result in different estimates of the role of driver 
distraction in crashes and critical incidents 

Defining Driver Distraction



Assemble a group of experts…

“Driver distraction is the diversion of attention from activities critical for 
safe driving to a competing activity”

• (USA-EU Expert Focus Group on Driver Distraction, 2010; Berlin)

Modelled on an earlier definition by Young, Regan and Lee (2009)

“Driver distraction is the diversion of attention away from activities 
critical for safe driving toward a competing activity”



• Driver distraction is just one mechanism of driver 
inattention

• Regan, Hallett & Gordon (2011) developed a model of 
driver attention and defined inattention as:
– “insufficient, or no, attention to activities critical for safe driving”

• Proposed that driver inattention is induced by five 
attentional mechanisms (next slide), one of which they 
labelled “Driver Diverted Attention” (ie distraction) 

Regan, M.L., Hallett, C., and Gordon, C.P. (2011). Driver distraction and driver inattention: Definition, 
relationship and taxonomy. Accident Analysis and Prevention, 43, 1771 - 1781

Driver Inattention



Model of Driver Inattention

Regan, M. A., Hallett, C. & 
Gordon, C. P. 2011. Driver 
distraction and driver 
inattention: Definition, 
relationship and taxonomy. 
Accident Analysis & 
Prevention, 43, pp. 1771-1781.

 

 Task-related thoughts 
 

 Task-unrelated thoughts: 
o Internal/Intentional 
o Internal/ Unintentional 
o External/Intentional 
o External/Unintentional 

 Daydreams 
 

Internal competing 
activities 
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Attention

Driver Neglected 
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Non-Driving-Related Driving-Related



• objects (e.g., mobile phone; advertising billboard) 

• events (eg lightning; explosion)

• passengers 

• other road users and vehicles

• animals

• internal stimuli (that stimulate internal thought)

These sources will be distracting only if drivers engage with 
them.

Regan, M.A., & Hallett, C. (2011). Driver distraction and driver inattention: Definitions, Mechanisms, 
Effects and Mitigation. In Porter, B. (Ed). Handbook of Traffic Psychology.: Amsterdam, 
Netherlands: Elsever. (Chapter 20)

Sources of Driver Distraction



Around 30 percent of distraction-related crashes derive 
from driver engagement with sources outside the 
vehicle.

These include animals, architecture, advertising signage, 
construction zones/equipment, crash scenes, incidents 
(e.g., road rage), insects, landmarks, road signs, road 
users, scenery, other vehicles and weather (e.g., 
lightning) 

Gordon, C. P. (2009). Crash studies of driver distraction. In M. A. Regan, J. D. Lee, & K. L. Young (Eds.), Driver 

distraction: Theory, effects and mitigation (p. 281-304). Boca Raton, FL: CRC Press.

Sources of Driver Distraction (2)



A source of distraction has certain “modal properties” that 
may trigger a diversion of attention away from activities 
critical for safe driving:
– It may be seen (eg advertising billboard)

– It may be heard (eg ambulance)

– It may be felt (eg a tyre blowout)

– It may be smelt (eg engine fumes)

– It may be tasted (eg a rotten apple)

– It may be internal (eg “It’s my wedding anniversary today!!”)

Hallett, C., Regan, M. A., & Bruyas, M.-P. (2011, 5-7 September). Development and validation of a driver 
distraction impact assessment test. Paper presented at the Second International Conference on Driver 
Distraction and Inattention, Gothenburg, Sweden.

Modal Properties



• The modal properties of a source of driver distraction can 
lead to one or more “triggered responses”:

– Eyes off the road (visual distraction)

– Mind off the road (cognitive distraction)

– Ears off the road (arising from cognitive distraction)

– Hands and/or feet off vehicle controls (physical interference)

• The number of sources of distraction is limitless – but the 
repertoire of “triggered responses” is finite. 

Hallett, C., Regan, M. A., & Bruyas, M.-P. (2011, 5-7 September). Development and validation of a driver distraction 
impact assessment test. Paper presented at the Second International Conference on Driver Distraction and 
Inattention, Gothenburg, Sweden.

Triggered Responses



• The degree to which distraction impacts on activities critical 
for safe driving depends on several factors (Young, Regan & 
Lee, 2009):

– 1. driver characteristics

– 2. driving task demand

– 3. competing task demand

– 4. driver ability to self-regulate

• The model that follows is yet to be fully validated…

Moderating Factors



Moderating Factors

Young, K.L, Regan, M.A. and Lee, 
J.D (2009). Factors moderating the 
impact of distraction on driving 
performance and safety. In Regan, 
M.A., Lee, J.D. & Young, K. (Eds) 
(2009). Driver distraction: Theory, 
Effects and Mitigation. Florida, 
USA: CRC Press (Chapter 19). 



• If a driver is distracted, performance of the competing 
task will interfere in some way with activities critical for 
safe driving driving 

• The type of interference generated depends on the 
triggered responses generated by the competing 
activity – eyes off the road, mind off the road, ears of the 
road and/or hand(s) and feet off vehicle controls 

• Each triggered response, alone or in combination, will 
have an impact on activities critical for safe driving

Interference



• The 4 moderating factors further regulate the amount of 
interference between the competing task and safe 
driving. 

IntInterference (2)



Driver Distraction –
Effects on Driving 
Performance



Selecting information:
• gaze concentration – look straight ahead more and neglect 

checking peripheral field eg rear-view mirrors and 
speedometer

Processing information:
• “inattention blindness”  – pedestrian walks from behind 

parked car; you look at him, but don’t respond, or respond 
late

• less likely to remember what has been seen during drive

Bayley et al. (2009); Horberry & Edquist (2009); Bruyas (2013)

Mind off the road



Driving performance:
• response time increases – resulting in more hard braking
• look less at traffic lights – and miss red lights
• more navigation errors
• improved lane keeping performance – gaze concentration
• no appreciable impact on following distances
• accept shorter gaps when turning right across traffic
• small decreases in speed; greater decreases if holding the 

phone

Bayley et al. (2009); Horberry & Edquist (2009); Bruyas (2013)

Mind off the road (2)



Driving performance (cont…):

• fewer lane changes – compensation
• conflicts with vulnerable road users
• more violations (speeding; red light running; crossing solid 

lines)
• errors – stopping at green lights; taking off before light green
• reduction in situation awareness – less able to identify, locate 

and respond to hazardous vehicles and to avoid accidents.

Bayley et al. (2009); Horberry & Edquist (2009); Bruyas (2013)

Mind off the road (3)



Selecting information:
• missed signals – eyes are off the road
• gaze concentration - when eyes return to the road

Processing information:
• response time  – increases
• change blindness – disrupts detection of changes in the road scene

Driving performance:
• lane keeping – worse; drive where you look
• speed – reduce speed more with visual-manual distraction
• following distance – increases more with visual-manual distraction
• collisions 

Bayley et al. (2009); Horberry & Edquist (2009); Bruyas (2013); Victor et al (2009)

Eyes off the Road



No known research on this. 

Hand(s)/feet off Controls



Driver Distraction and 
Crashes



• Australian National Crash In-depth Study (ANCIS) - 15.9% of 
856 injury crashes were distraction-related, most commonly 
involving in-vehicle distraction (Beanland et al. 2013)

• US study using the Fatal Accident Reporting System (FARS) 
database - 7.7% (13,707 out of 178,677) of all fatal crashes 
involved distraction (Qin et al. 2019). 

• Norwegian study – using data from the Norwegian Public 
Roads Administration (NPRA) – 8% of all fatal crashes involved 
distraction; mobile phones involved in 2-4% of all fatal crashes 
(Sundfør et al. 2019). 

Distraction and Crashes



• Rear-end crashes and single-vehicle-run-off-the-road crashes 
are two most common types of crash associated with driver 
distraction.  

• Estimated that distraction accounts for 21% of all rear-end 
crashes when the lead vehicle is moving and 24% of all rear-
end crashes when the lead vehicle was stopped. 

• Estimated that distraction might be cause of 12-14% of single-
vehicle-run-off-the-road crashes. 

Eby and Kostyniuk (2003)

Distraction and Crashes (2)



Driver Distraction and 
Crash Risk



• 2nd Strategic Highway Research Program (SHRP2) 
Naturalistic Driving Study (NDS)

• Equipped volunteer participant’s vehicles with 
unobtrusive instrumentation (video cameras, sensors, 
radar etc)

• Around 3500 participants, aged between 16 and 98 years

• Collected 35 million miles of continuous data eg speed, 
eye glance data, time to collision, acceleration, yaw

• Analysed data from 905 injury and property damage 
crashes

Dingus, T. A., Guo, F., Lee, S., Antin, J. F., Perez, M., Buchanan-King, M., & Hankey, J. (2016). Driver crash risk factors and 
prevalence evaluation using naturalistic driving data. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 113(10), 2636-2641.

•

•

3500- Car SHRP 2 Naturalistic Driving Study



Overall:

• drivers were engaged in observable distraction on 
average during 51.93% of driving time

• Observable distractions were associated with 68.3% of 
all crashes – much higher than police- and medical 
reported data

• Observable distractions increased the odds of having an 
a crash by a factor of 2.0 (odds ratio). 

(An odds ratio (OR) value of 1.0 is considered equivalent to driving 
whilst not distracted.) Dingus et al. (2016)

3500- Car SHRP 2 Naturalistic Driving Study (2)



Dingus et al. (2016)

Odds Ratios – Distraction Sub-Categories

Distraction Sub-Categories
Dingus et al. (2016)

OR

(95% CI)

Baseline 
Prevalence

Cell phone dial (handheld) 12.2 0.14%

Reading/writing (includes tablet) 9.9 0.90 %

Reaching for object (non-cell phone) 9.1 1.08%

Extended glance to external object 7.1 0.93%

Cell text (handheld) 6.1 1.91%

Cell phone reach 4.8 0.58%

In-vehicle device (other) 4.6 0.83%

Cell phone browse 2.7 0.73%

In-vehicle climate control 2.3 0.56%



Dingus et al. (2016)

Odds Ratios – Distraction Sub-Categories

Distraction Sub-Categories
Dingus et al. (2016)

OR

(95% CI)

Baseline 
Prevalence

Cell phone talk (handheld) 2.2 3.24%

Eating 1.8 1.90%

Drinking (non-alcohol) 1.8 1.22%

Personal hygiene 1.4 1.69%

Interaction with adult/teen passenger 1.4 14.58%

Dancing in seat to music 1.0 1.10%

Child rear seat 0.5 0.80%



Dingus et al. (2016)

ORs – Other Risky Driving Behaviours

Behaviour Odds 
ratio (95% 
CI)

Baseline 
Prevalence

Drug/alcohol impairment 35.9 0.08%

Following too closely 13.5 0.07%

Speeding (over limit and too fast for conditions) 12.8 2.77%

Drowsiness/fatigue 3.4 1.57%

Observable distraction 2.0 51.93%



Mobile Phone Conversation – Handheld vs 
Hands-Free

Study Observed distraction Odds ratio
(95% CI)

Fitch et al. (2013) Mobile phone handheld talk 0.79

Dingus et al. 
(2016)

Mobile phone handheld talk 2.2 *

Young (2017) Mobile phone handheld talk 0.94  or 
0.92 

Fitch et al. (2013) Mobile phone portable hands-free talk 0.73

Mobile phone integrated hands-free talk 0.71

* = Indicates a difference at the .05 level of significance



Why doesn’t Mobile Phone Conversation appear
to Increase Crash Risk? 

Wijayaratna, K.P, Cunningham, M.L., Regan, M.A.,Jian, S.,
Chand, S. & Dixit, V.V (2018) Mobile phone
conversation distraction: Understanding differences in
impact between simulator and naturalistic driving
studies. Accident Analysis and Prevention, 129, pp108-
118.



Prevention and 
Management 
Strategies



• Data collection and evaluation

• Education and training

• Employers

• Legislation and enforcement

• Licensing

• Research

• Road and traffic engineering and design

• Roadside advertising

• Stakeholder coordination

• Technology design

• Vehicle design

(Regan & Oviedo Trespalacios, 2021; In Press)

Prevention and Management Strategies



Driver Distraction –
Evidence Based 
Countermeasures



Evidence-Based Countermeasures

• Many countermeasures have been developed in an 
attempt to prevent and mitigate distracted driving. 

• Very few have been evaluated to establish their 
effectiveness. 

• Countermeasures supported by empirical research are 
presented here

• Focus is on those which have reduced the occurrence or 
impact of distracted driving. 



Vehicle Design

Fully Automated Vehicles (SAE Level 4-5):

• Vehicles that do not require a human operator to control or 
monitor the vehicle. 

• Driver will not have responsibility to control or monitor the 
vehicle – so anticipated that distraction will not play a 
significant role. 

• Projected benefits of these vehicles might only be observed, 
however, in 25-30 years (Dia 2015; Clark et al. 2016). 

(Oviedo Trespalacios & Regan, 2021; In Press)



Vehicle Design (2)

Advanced Driver Assistance Systems: (SAE Level 1-2 veicles)
• Support drivers with some:

– automation features (e.g., cruise control, lane centring, etc.) 
– collision warning and prevention (e.g., forward collision warning, AEB 

etc.)

• Can prevent and mitigate impact of some distraction-related 
crashes – ie run-off road and rear-end 

• But poorly designed ADAS warnings/alarms can distract drivers 
(Biondi et al. 2014; Thompson et al. 2018)

(Oviedo Trespalacios & Regan, 2021; In Press)



Vehicle Design (3)

Workload Managers:

• Driver-support systems that prevent driver interaction with 
sources of distraction in high workload conditions
– E.g. can’t access certain functions;  delays phone call

• Workload managers can reduce distraction from driver-
assistance systems (ie driving-related information; Teh et al. 
2018)

• However, effectiveness of managing non-driving related 
information is unknown. 

(Oviedo Trespalacios & Regan, 2021; In Press)



Vehicle Design and Emergency Care 

• Seatbelts, Vehicle Design, and Emergency Care

• Prior research has found these measures to reduce the 
severity of crashes (Bhattacharyya & Layton, 1979). 

(Oviedo Trespalacios & Regan, 2021; In Press)



Road Design

Road Engineering Treatments:

• PIARC (World Road Association, 2016) recommends using a 
range of road engineering treatments to mitigate the effects of 
driver distraction: e.g. 

• wire rope side and median barriers

• speed humps

• rumble strips

• rough shoulders

• variable speed signs
(Oviedo Trespalacios & Regan, 2021; In Press)



Technology

Blocking Technology:

• Includes mobile phone applications and hardware designed to 
block mobile phone use while driving. 

• Technology is effective in reducing mobile phone use while 
driving (Oviedo-Trespalacios et al. 2020b; Albert et al. 2019; 
Ponte et al. 2016)

• But acceptance is low among drivers (Oviedo-Trespalacios et 
al. 2019, 2020; Ponte et al. 2016; Reagan and Cicchino 2018).

(Oviedo Trespalacios & Regan, 2021; In Press)



Technology (2)

Feedback systems:

• Deliver information (in real time or post-drive) to drivers on 
their driving performance. 

• Feedback systems that consider parental norms and real-time 
feedback are associated with a smaller duration of off-road 
glances (Merrikhpour and Donmez 2017).

(Oviedo Trespalacios & Regan, 2021; In Press)



Legislation

Mobile phone bans:

• Legislation banning the use of mobile phone devices whilst 
driving is common around the world. 

• Very few such bans have been evaluated

• There are mixed reports about the effectiveness of bans 
across jurisdictions:

• reduced hand-held mobile phone use found in some jurisdictions

• bans generally have little effect on texting

• little or no long-term effect on the prevalence of mobile phone use 
among novice drivers

(Oviedo Trespalacios & Regan, 2021; In Press)



Police Enforcement

Police enforcement of mobile phone use:

• Studies in U.S. demonstrate that handheld mobile phone 
bans require robust enforcement to have long term 
effects.

• However, Police officers are unable to correctly enforce 
legislation in many circumstances due to lack of resources, 
dangers in stopping motorists, poor visibility inside vehicle, 
etc. (Rudisill et al. 2019; Nevin et al. 2017).

(Oviedo Trespalacios & Regan, 2021; In Press)



Employers

Work policies and procedures:
• Involves implementation of Workplace Health and Safety (WH&S) 

organisational procedures/policies to reduce distracted driving and 
enhance safety of drivers. 

• Truck and bus drivers working for organisations that enforce texting 
bans have lower texting and driving prevalence in comparison to 
companies without bans (Hickman et al. 2010).

• NB – NRSPP document – Developing An Effective Policy For Mobile 
Phone Use In Vehicles (see next slide)

(Oviedo Trespalacios & Regan, 2021; In Press)



Driving for Work Procedures and Policies

“Developing An Effective Policy For Mobile Phone Use In 
Vehicles”

National 
Road Safety 
Partnership 
Program 
(NRSPP)



Education

Educational Programs:

• These programs include strategies on how to reduce 
mobile phone use while driving. 

• Examples include “It Can Wait”, “Just Drive—Take Action 
Against Distraction”, and “Steering Teens Safe”. 

• Programs were found to be effective to a certain extent. 

(Oviedo Trespalacios & Regan, 2021; In Press)



Training Programs

• The “FOrward Concentration and Attention Learning 
(FOCAL)” research-led training program.

• Consists of three stages: pre-test, training, and post-test.

• Drivers who received the FOCAL training engaged in fewer 
in-vehicle glances longer than 2 seconds by roughly 25 
percentage points when compared to placebo group 
(Unverricht et al. 2019).

(Oviedo Trespalacios & Regan, 2021; In Press)



Distraction - The Future

• Distraction likely to continue to be a road safety problem, even 
as vehicles become increasingly automated. 

• There is currently no evidence that partially automated 
vehicles (SAE Level 3) reduce distraction. 

• On the contrary, partial automation has been shown to create 
distraction due to decreased engagement with the driving task 

Lee, J.D., Regan, M.A. & Horrey, W.H. (2020). Workload, Distraction and Automation. 
In D.L Fisher, W.H Horrey, L.D Lee & M.A Regan (Eds). Handbook of Human Factors 
for Automated, Connected and Intelligent Vehicles. (Chapter 6). Florida, USA: CRC 
Press. 



Distraction - The Future (2)

• Study in China with Tesla drivers, for example, found that 
drivers often engage in distracting activities while using the 
autopilot system (Lin et al. 2018). 

• Automation actions and alerts that are unexpected may create 
“automation surprises” (Hollnagel and Woods 2005); and, in 
doing so, distract drivers.

• There is evidence that takeover quality in vehicles equipped 
with automated driving features is impaired when drivers are 
distracted (e.g., Merat et al. 2014). 

Lee, Regan & Horrey, 2020



Distraction - The Future (3)

• Drivers of vehicles being operated manually might be 
distracted by autonomous vehicles if they violate drivers’ 
expectations

• For vehicles with higher levels of automation, countermeasure 
development will need to focus in future on a different set of 
distraction-related issues 

Lee, Regan & Horrey, 2020; Regan & Oviedo Trespalacios, 2021 (In press)



• Driver distraction is one mechanism of driver inattention. 

• Converging evidence that driver distraction degrades driving 
performance and safety

• Automated vehicles will create new distraction issues that need to be 
characterized and understood

• Countermeasures to distraction should be derived from (EU, 2018):
• the best available and reliable scientific knowledge of the underlying 

mechanisms of distraction, 

• the prevalence of different distractive activities and the risks associated with 
these activities

Conclusion
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Tackling illegal mobile phone use  |  24 November 2020

Stage 1

Exploring the problem through 
human-centred design

Stage 2

Identifying solutions with a systems-
based approach

Stage 3

Implementing solutions through 
collaboration and knowledge transfer.
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TMR has identified that of the ‘fatal five’, distracted driving is the least understood, least enforceable, 
and has a far greater impact on society than current data suggests.

Stage 1 – Exploring the problem

Why driver distraction continues to be a challenge…

Driver distraction is increasingly contributing to road 
fatalities

There is no reliable way of collecting data around driver 
distraction

No current framework or policy for establishing 
accountability and ownership for external stakeholders 
within the ecosystem

Driver behaviour is difficult to change

There are significant challenges with enforcement.

Statistics…

i

Common reasons for illegal mobile phone use (%), QLD 2018

37
28

21
15

12
5
5

0 10 20 30 40

I need to keep in touch with certain people

I feel pressure to respond when someone calls/texts

My work expects me to take calls/respond to texts

It’s just a habit, I always check my phone

I get bored in the car

I like to feel connected

Only a small chance of being caught/fined

Tackling illegal mobile phone use  | 24 November 2020
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Stream 2 - Penalty regime Stream 3 - Technology solutions Stream 4 - Chain of responsibility

Review penalty regime for mobile phone offences
Feasibility assessment of in-vehicle technology 

solutions
Investigate Chain of Responsibility principles

How effective are the penalties?

How can we enhance the deterrence effect?

What would a technology trial look like?

What technological developments have there been  
in your ecosystem?

What solutions are available?

What principles have you employed in your 
workplace?

What do you believe your role is in being responsible 
for distracted drivers?

Stream 1 - Industry engagement

Connect and engage with the Driver Distraction Ecosystem to inform policy position and action plan

Engage

Engage with the distracted 
driver ecosystem to generate 
buy-in from core stakeholder 
groups

Facilitate

Facilitate a discussion to 
develop a shared 
understanding of the problems

Ideate

Ideate potential solutions in a 
collaborative manner, working 
towards a common goal

Plan

Plan for the future by 
developing an action plan 
and roadmap

Stage 2 – Identifying solutions

Tackling illegal mobile phone use  | 24 November 2020
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Strategy Program

Designing for a safer interaction
Vehicle design and standards

Device design and standards

Mapping out the adoption of 
in-vehicle distraction technology ANCAP to refine protocols

DITCRD to shape ADRs

Working with technology vendors

Working with OEMs

Recognising the vehicle as a workplace
Employer communities of practice

Application of WHS Regulation

Insurance as a lever for corporate fleets

Industry guidelines

Encouraging greater compliance 
through enforcement

Expand data access and sharing 

ARR and corresponding penalties

Detection and offender management

Changing driver behavior

Open data as a nudge tool

Education and campaigns

Infrastructure as a nudge tool

Stage 3 – Implementing solutions nationally

Tackling illegal mobile phone use  | 24 November 2020

Our journey…
A high level roadmap has been developed to 
guide progression of initiatives

2020

National Program
2019

August
Updated 
Transport and 
Infrastructure 
Council (TIC) 
on National 
Summit on 
Driver 
Distraction

September
Finalised the 
roadmap 
through 
consultation

June
Obtained 
ITM 
approval of 
Driver 
Distraction 
Roadmap

November
Updated TIC 
further on 
finalisation of 
roadmap

July
National 
Summit on 
Driver 
Distraction
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Stage 3 – Implementing solutions in Queensland

Enforcement Camera Trials  | 24 November 2020

Enhance Queensland’s penalty regime and existing legislation to support 
deterrence of driver distraction, including the increase of fines and demerit 
points

Field test technology-based solutions to improve enforcement, as well as 
other technologies to encourage behaviour change

Investigate how to leverage open data sets to better understand how 
mobile devices are being used while people are driving

Develop educational resources targeted at high risk sectors to link 
workplace health and safety with road safety.
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Driver inattention and distraction

Q&A
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