Questions Related to Locations
Worst “Cities”
Notes:

1. The rural areas of a county are considered to be a “city”

2. Worst is defined as most over-represented compared to the
proportion of crashes in the “city” that do not involve ID

True of False:

The worst areas are the unincorporated
parts of the more populated countie
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Questions Related to Locations
“Best” Cities
Notes:

1. The rural areas of a county are considered to be a “city”

2. Best is defined as most under-represented compared to
their base line of crashes in the “city” not involving ID

True of False:

The best areas are the largest cities.
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Questions Related to Locations

Rural/Urban

True of False:

Rural roadways have about 20% higher

than their expected proportion of ID
crashes

compared to non-ID crashes.
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Questions Related to Locations
Locale

True of False:

The largest frequency and over-
representation for ID crashes are in open
country.
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Questions Related to Locations
Highway Classification

True of False:

County roads have the highest number of
ID crashes and are the most over-
represented.
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Questions Related to Locations
Intersections

True of False?

Intersections are particularly hazardous
areas for causing ID crashes.
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Questions Related to Locations
Roadway Curvature

True of False?

Curves are particularly hazardous
areas for ID crashes, having about twice
the proportion of crashes as expected.
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C407: CU Roadway Curvature and Grade C001: County
Val Subset  Subset Other Other Odds Max _ # C330: CU Driver/Non-Motorist Transport Imme
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Questions on ID Driver Characteristics

AGE

True of False:

The ages with the best ID history is 16-19

AND

The ages with the worst ID history is 45-50.
AND == both have to be true for statement to be
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Questions on ID Driver Characteristics

AGE

True of False:

The age distribution has not changed
much in the past ten years.
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50 86 1.206 15862 1.189 1.014 1.225

51 103 1.445 15220 1.141 1.266° 21.656

52 81 1.136 14587 1.084 1.039 3.040 il SortbySumofMaxGah
R2 22 1180 14478 1028 1.n&n 4822

B k- B ] E PS5 &

PACT Results - 2003-2012 Alabama Integrated Crash Data - DUI 2003 vs. Not DUI 2003
C107: CU Driver Raw Age

4.96
485 -
434 -
4.03 -
3.72
3.41 -
3.10 -
2.79
2.48 -
217
1.86
1.55
1.24 -
0.93 -
0.62 -
0.31 -
0.00

38-44 was the worst
age group in 2003
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Questions on ID Driver Characteristics
Gender

True of False:

Males cause at least twice as many
ID crashes as females.
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Questions on ID Driver Characteristics
Employment Status

True of False:

Over 30% of ID crashes were caused by
drivers who were unemployed.
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Questions on ID Driver Characteristics
Drivers License Status

The proportion of causal ID crash drivers
who did not have valid drivers’ licenses:

10%
20%
30%
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Not Appicable/Unlicensed | 535 | 768 | 5472 451 1702 220686 C014: Distance from Node 1
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Questions on ID Driver Characteristics

Left the Scene

What percentage of ID drivers leave the
scene of the crash?

6%
16%
26%




|Orﬂ: Max Gain v  Uescending

'l || Suppress Zero-Valued Rows

C105: CU Left Scene

| Significance: - Uver Hepresentation v [ Threshold:| U 5|

Value Subset Subset Other Other Odc_ls Max Gain  ~
Frequency  Percent Frequency  Percent Ratio
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C108: CU Driver Race

C402: E CU Road Surface Type
C410: CU Traffic Control Functioning
C401: E CU Involved Road/Bridge

C105: CU Left Scene
< | m I »

[¥] Sort by Sum of Max Gain

0 @ e 2

Display Filter Name

2012 Alabama Integrated Crash Data
C105: CU Left Scene

Frequency

|
CU is Unknown

C105: CU Left Scene

F—




Questions on ID Driver Characteristics
Driver Residence Distance

What proportion of ID crash drivers were
more than 25 miles from their homes?

15%
25%
35%
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C110: CU Driver Residence Distance
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C303: E CU K-12 Child W/C To/From School
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Questions on ID Driver Characteristics
Commercial Vehicles

True or False?

For their proportion of the total crashes,
commercial vehicles cause about the same
number of ID crashes as other vehicles.




C103: CU Commercial Motor Vehicle Indicator

CUis CMV 51

CUis Unknown
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CUis Not CMV 6876 98.65 113085 93.18 1.059° 380.343

CUis Not a Vehicle 36 0.52 421 035 1.489 11.818
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