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Rear-enders resulting in injury increased by
16% from 2009 to 2013
Crash Configurations in Casualty Crashes
ICBC claims data (2001-2013)
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Distraction is the most common contributing
factor in police-reported casualty rear-enders
Top 10 Contributing Factors in police-reported rear-end casualty crashes
in B.C. (Police data 2005-2013)
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Crash data can only take us to the point of
hypothesis
• Police attend fewer than 15% of crashes reported
to ICBC
– Fatal crashes are police attended
– The lower the severity, the lower the probability of
police attendance

• We do not have contributing factors for the
majority of crashes reported to ICBC
– Claims are self-reported
– Contributing factors do not determine liability
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Research can help fill the gaps in crash data
• Reviewed published literature from around the
world
– The 100-Car Naturalistic Driving Study found that 93%
of rear-end collisions involved distraction or inattention
– A recent study from the UK associated the use of social
media on smartphones with a 30% decrease in reaction
times
– Another recent study found that users of smartphones
were more distracted than users of more traditional
tactile phones
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The most common distracting activities
involve use of electronic devices

Source: Infographic http://auto.erieinsurance.com/distracted-driving-infographic.aspx; data: NHTSA (FARS 2010-11)
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Research showed the situation in B.C.
required more attention
– At 5.5%, B.C. has the highest prevalence of Electronic
Communications Device use by drivers among Canadian
provinces (CCMTA)
– Surveys of B.C. drivers found that they view the use of
electronic devices while driving as risky – but a
significant number still do it
• 74% of drivers believed that talking on a phone while driving was
risky, but 29% admitted to having done so in previous six months
• 88% of drivers believed that texting while driving was risky, but
26% admitted to having done so in the previous six months
• 94% of B.C. drivers own/use a cell phone
– 78% of those are smartphones
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Our best estimate: between 25% and 33%
of casualty crashes in B.C. involve
distraction
• Based on the findings in our own
crash data, supplemented by the
findings in our literature review
• Comparisons with other jurisdictions
to validate
• Assumption: distracted driving is
underreported.
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We chose a three pillars approach, with our
focus being on public education
• Effective legislation
• Strong enforcement
• Public education
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Mass media focused on how even brief
distractions can result in crashes

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=7NnYKUAhppU
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We took our message into the community
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We enlisted the help of other lines of
business at ICBC
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We work closely with external partners and
stakeholders
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Monitoring and evaluating the implemented
strategy will be an ongoing task
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Caveats and definitions for crash data
1.
2.
3.
4.

Rounding has been applied to these data; averages and percentages based on unrounded numbers.
Casualty Crashes = Crash incidents resulting in an injury or fatality.
2013 counts are low as not all police reported data are entered into our system.
‘Conflicted’ and ‘blank’ crash configurations have not been included. ICBC configuration data is derived from selfreported information and is not verified by a third party. After excluding the following configurations - Other, Unknown,
Undetermined or Conflicted - the Crash Configuration data are estimated to be 75% accurate. If the incident is not
considered to be a crash incident, the field is shown as NULL (blank). CONFLICTED: Claimants did not report the same
crash configuration
5. Data exclude crashes on roads where the Motor Vehicle Act does not apply (such as forest-service roads, industrial roads
and private driveways); off-road snow mobile accidents; and homicides or suicides.
6. In 2008, legislation changed so that police are no longer required to attend all crashes and attendance is at their
discretion. For this reason, there has been a marked decrease in the number of police-attended reports submitted to
ICBC. We caution that decreasing crash counts which include police-reported data may be misleading.
7. Police may assign up to four different contributing factors may be assigned to each vehicle, motorcycle, cyclist and
pedestrian involved in a motor vehicle crash.
8. ICBC crash data is generally much larger in volume than police crash data because:
–
Basic insurance coverage through ICBC is mandatory, therefore ICBC is made aware of ALL crash occurrences.
–
Whereas, police do not attend all crashes. Typically only the more serious crashes involving injury or fatality are
attended. In addition, the number of reports submitted by individuals to police is very low, as it is not mandatory
that a crash be reported to police.
9. Distraction includes: use of communication/video equipment, driver inattentive and driver internal/external distraction.
10.Speed includes: exceeding speed limit, excessive speed over 40 km/h and driving too fast for conditions.
11.Impaired includes: Includes alcohol involvement, ability impaired by alcohol, alcohol suspected, drugs illegal, ability
impaired by drugs, drugs suspected and ability impaired by medication.
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Questions?

Thank you
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