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Teens Drivers: What Are the Real Risks?

Summary of findings of the National Youth Rights’ Association’s study of all 35,000
fatal traffic accidents involving 101,000 Californians, 1995-2004:

t The risks of teenage drivers have been drastically exaggerated by the media and
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t Where teenaged and middle-aged drivers (the safest category of adults) drive
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older adultst 0 $ § ¢ $ 2- ) )/ "
$6 $6 L/ - #T " $ 212 - - # -$$ " 9 $
" $#I ) & " $" 12§ $/" - #
1§ 11 § $E - ) § " §" $ 1" $$ 1 # -
1 1 $ $§ + 1 "$ 2 1 1 $%He"s$ss "8
st 1S/ " $+ 7/
1 - # 1 $$ 7/ " a2 11 #1 1
" " $ "HY) 1

#% 1 #1 8 -47/
g 22 ) 1 # n o2

- - $1 1) $%%$2 " $1 $$/ 1 1% 1

HED - $ 2 2 $$)/ /7 1



(% The benefits of teens gaining realistic experience with adult behaviors while

young to reduce the risks they later face as adultst 6" $ 2 " e+ / 11
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between teen and adult driving risk; the apparent difference in risks is due to
differing conditions, not age.
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6 + hComparison

of estimates of driving by age in California’s 24 most populous

counties with National Household Travel Survey estimates
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(& Characteristics of California’s 24 most populous counties
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i Poverty rates and driver involvement in fatal traffic crashes by age and

county, 1995-2004
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6 + 1 % Licensed driver involvement by age in fatal traffic crashes per
billion miles driven
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Results and Discussion

# Even without considering additional factors, the practical risk difference between

teenage and adult drivers has been vastly exaggeratedttE ™ (* - 2 $
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(% Teen driving risks, overwhelmingly, result from greater poverty and the
interrelated factor of driving inexperience, not innate risk-takingt 6" $ $ 2
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6 + "% Association of risk factors with fatal traffic crash involvement, California’s
24 largest counties

Teen (age 15-19) and middle-aged (45-64) drivers’ fatal crash involvement rates,
unadjusted vs. equalized poverty rates
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Regression of multiple factors on involvement in fatal crashes (weighted), ages 15-64
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t Where teens drive a lot, they quickly improve--so much so that teens who drive a
lot are actually safer on an absolute basis than teens who drive very littlel I #"

$ $2 ¢ / $ 981 " $ $2
$)1 # 1 9 1 ) 1" + 28+ + $ theydrive
many more milesperdaytt 2 )1$- 1 # $ $ 9
2 $ / absolute $ 21 1 S $ 11
1 $2 #$ " - 8§ $6+ % )" # 1 $ 1
- ) #)+8$ -1 2 $"- - & &

" Where teen and adult drivers experience similar conditions, their driving risks
are similar as welly =" - 1% # $) " 0§ 2 1§
$2 2 $"$ S " gt "2 11 #11 ez )
/" - $ = 1) 12 - #$ 6+ "HE - 2 S
#$ $ " - #: 2 $ 1 #$ #$2 <
<(2 11 # §)2 < <h > 1 11 #11 # -
1 $ /" " 1 11 #1- $ " #2
< <) "2 $ #-+ /7 $ 1 11 # % /81 b

6" $) equalizing socioeconomic conditions shrinks the risk gap + 7/ 1
1 1 $+ bB<hE 2 ) 1 = 1 9) $ $ "l $
# 5 (152 " §- o+ $1 ) - $ r"<ie” $




California’s extremes of teen driving risk...
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54 If experience and conditions are key factors in reducing risk, California’s
graduated licensing law (GDL) restricting teen drivers would not save lives. In fact,
the only question is whether it has cost livesi6  # $/" +# 1 #+2
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6 + 5% Change in traffic fatality rates per 100,000 population by age cohort, before
and after California’s Graduated Driver’s Licensing law took effect
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i A transition period from non-driver to driver status remains warranted, but not
just for teensh 6"
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 Obsession with teen drivers is obscuring more crucial safety issuesh = 2 3
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Conclusion

Teenage drivers are far less dangerous, and the differences between teen and adult
drivers much less extreme, than indicated in the inflamed rhetoric issued by
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Preventing teens from driving under realistic conditions brings more risks later as
inexperienced drivers enter the adult driving world at age 18 or older¥ 7 #
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Researchers and experts should adopt higher standards for comparing teen and
adult risks commensurate with those afforded when comparing adult population
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Motor vehicle, fatal crashes by driver involvement, person, and location variables,
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Motor vehicle fatalities by age, county, state, year,
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Drivers’ licenses by age, county, and year,
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-- 1 %4 California motor vehicle fatalities per 100,000 population by age group,
1975-2004
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1 8k California driver involvement in fatal crashes per 100,000 licensed
5

drivers, 1975-2004
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