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1.0 Introduction and Findings 
 

1.1 Introduction 

 

The purpose of this study is to determine as much as possible about crashes that occur on 

Thanksgiving Weeks (TWs) so that recommendations can be made to reduce the pain and suffer-

ing of these crashes.  It is recognized that TW is one of the most “traveled” time of the year, and 

most people take advantage of the long four-day holiday to visit with family and friends.  This 

large traffic volume makes them quite vulnerable, especially if they are on unfamiliar highways 

traveling at odd hours. 

 

The following table gives an overview of TW crashes.  Note that the year column is in reverse 

chronological order (most recent at the top). 

 

 

Dates and Crash Frequencies for Thanksgiving Days and Weeks 

 

Year        November Crashes Thanksgiving   Crashes Thanksgiving Week 

2020  26        225    2774 

2019  28        226    2699 

2018  22        254    2743 

2017  23        234    2628 

2016  24        244    2695 

 

 

The data used for this study consisted of five calendar years, 2016 through 2020, of crash records 

that were made available by the Alabama Law Enforcement Agency (ALEA), and we greatly ap-

preciate their efforts in collecting and maintaining these data.  As can be seen from the numbers 

above, the crashes on TWs were quite stable, and the most recent data that were available will 

produce estimates that can be reliably applied to TW in 2021. 

 

The procedure for mining information out of the available data employed the Information Min-

ing Performance Analysis Control Technique (IMPACT) module of the Critical Analysis Report-

ing Environment (CARE), which was developed by faculty and students within the University of 

Alabama Center for Advanced Public Safety (CAPS).  IMPACT is a unique analytics tool that 

automatically mines information out of databases by comparing any two user-defined subsets of 

the data.  For more information on these capabilities, see:  Technolytix - Home.   

 

The study is divided into four major sections according to the IMPACT comparisons that were 

made, including the following comparisons of: 

• All TW crashes against all non-TW crashes; 

• All TW fatal crashes against all fatal crashes; 

https://www.technolytix.net/
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• All TW fatal crashes against all TW crashes; and 

• All TW crashes in the dark against all those in daylight. 

 

Each of these major comparisons has different objectives in surfacing crash frequency and sever-

ity causes and their correlations to other crash characteristics.  The major goal was to formulate 

recommendations from the findings of the research.  These findings and some recommendations 

will be given in the next two sections. 

 

 

1.2 General IMPACT Findings 

 

Findings in this section will be referenced to the IMPACT studies that were done, which are pre-

sented in Sections 2, 3, 4 and 5.  In cases where a conclusion is based on multiple sections, gen-

erally, all will be given together.  The subjects covered in each of these studies covered included 

the following: 

• Section 2 – Thanksgiving week (TW) crashes against NonTW crashes (all severities); 

• Section 3 – TW Fatal Crashes against NonTW Fatal Crashes;  

• Section 4 – TW Fatal Crashes against all TW crashes (all severities); and 

• Section 5 – Effect of Darkness on TW crashes.    

The findings from Sections 2-4 will be given in this section, while the findings from Section 5 

will be in the next. 

 

The subsection number (which we will also call the Findings number) will be given for ease of 

reference generally ordered by those of Section 2.  Omitted section numbers indicate that there 

were no additional findings of any significance for that aspect of the analysis. 

 

• 2.1, Severity: The distributions of crash severities for TW were essentially the same as 

for NonTW weeks, the only exception being Possible Injury, which was significantly un-

der-represented in the TW weeks.  There were five TWs considered, one for each of the 

five years (2016-2020). 

• 2.2, Day of the Week: this is a very significant attribute in that it indicates which days are 

the best and worst to be on the road.  As is true of most holidays, the holiday itself is dra-

matically under-represented, since most people have reached their destination at this 

point and are not occupied with travel.  In this case Thursday had a significant reduction 

in crashes that was close to half.  All of the weekdays prior to Thursday were signifi-

cantly over-represented by from 15% to 30% higher than expected.  The Wednesdays be-

fore Thanksgiving had the highest over-representations of almost 30% above what would 

be expected in a non-holiday week.  All of the days after Thanksgiving were significantly 

under-represented, with the exception of Sunday, which was about 40% higher than ex-

pected. Interpretation: for best avoiding the high crash days, get on the road before 

Wednesday and do not put off the return trip until Sunday. 

• 2.3, Time of Day for crashes in general: over-representations 1-2:59 PM and 5 PM and 

after and early morning until 3 AM.  Under- representations: 6 AM through 8:59 AM – 
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morning rush hour; 3-4:59 PM early PM rush.  Further studies of crashes in darkness vs. 

those in daylight indicate that this is a more significant factor than the time itself.  See 

Sections 1.3 and 5 for these findings.  

• 3.2 and 4.2, Time of Day for Fatal Crashes: Significant over-representations shift to the 

early morning and late night hours both in the comparison with all nonTW crashes and 

with nonTW fatal crashes. 

• 2.4, Time of Day by Day of the week: the typical weekend over-representations hold: 

Saturday morning, Saturday night and Sunday morning are most heavily over-repre-

sented.  The major difference found for the TW data was that Thanksgiving itself be-

haved much as a Saturday, with over-representations in the early morning hours and the 

late evening and night (after 6 PM).  The recent suspension of daylight saving time cre-

ates a special problem in the TW.  This will be addressed in separate sections, Section 5 

contains the IMPACT displays, and it is also discussed below in Section 1.3.  

• 2.5, Day of the Week Crashes including Fatal Crashes: see the narrative under the display 

in Section 2.5 for an explanation of this display, which elaborates on the day-of-the-week 

findings given above. 

• 2.6, 3.3 and 4.3, Rural or Urban.: While only having about 25% of the total crashes, the 

rural crashes are significantly over-represented in comparison to the nonTW data.  This 

disappears when TW fatal crashes are compared to non-TW fatal crashes (Finding 3.3) 

because both the fatal subsets have over 60% of their crashes in the rural areas.  In con-

trast, when fatal TW week crashes are compared to all TW crashes, the over-representa-

tion skyrockets to over 2.5 times its expectation.  The bottom line is that it is best not to 

venture out into the rural areas in those times when alcohol and drug use may be high. 

• 2.7, 3.4 and 4.4, Highway Classification: Interstates and Federal highways are signifi-

cantly over-represented for crashes in general during the TWs.  These differences largely 

disappear in the comparison of TW Fatal crashes with all Fatal crashes (Finding 3.4).  

However, State and County roadways rise in over-representation when fatal crashes are 

compared to all crashes (Finding 4.4).  These mixed results should not alter the fact that 

Interstate highways are generally safer on a per mile basis, and it is highly recommended 

that the safest roadways be traveled, especially when the routes taken might be new to 

TW travelers.  

• 2.8, 3.5 and 4.5, Primary Contributing Circumstances (PCCs): the highest crash causes as 

indicated by the PCC (Finding 2.8) in order of Max Gains were DUI, Following too 

Close, Unseen Object/Person/Vehicle, Swerved to Avoid Deer, and Distracted by Use of 

other Electronic Device.  Findings 3.5 and 4.5 did not have enough fatal crashes to deter-

mine significance.  However, considering the crash frequency for each of the fatal PCCs 

yielded the following (in order of fatal crash frequency of 5 or greater): Over the Speed 

Limit (9), DUI (9), Ran off of Road (6), Driving too Fast for Conditions (5), Failed to 

Yield the Right of Way from a Stop Sign (5).  When fatal crashes are considered, speed, 

speed related items, and DUI (which generally involves a combination of speed and a 

failure to use proper restraints) always show up as the major causative factors. 

• 2.9, First Harmful Event: for all TW crashes in general, the highest over-represented fac-

tor was Collision with Animal Deer.  There were 334 (2.5%) such crashes and they had a 
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proportion that was 1.818 times that found in the general population of crashes.  This 

shows that this time period within the year is a time when Deer are very active, and all 

drivers, especially those in rural areas, need to be extremely aware of this hazard.  The 

most significantly over-represented times during TWs was from 5 PM through 7 AM.  

So, darkness is a major factor, as will be discussed further in Section 1.3 and Section 5. 

• 4.6, First Harmful Event for Fatal Crashes: in order of crash frequency: Ran Off Road left 

or right combined (9), Overturned/Rollover (8), Collision with Tree (6), Collision with 

Non-Motorist: Pedestrian (5), and Collision with Embankment (5).  Other than pedestrian 

crashes, these are effects and not causes.  When vehicles get out of control and leave the 

roadway, they will strike whatever is in their path.  

• 2.10, Manner of Crash for all crashes: Single Vehicle Crash (all types) was the only sig-

nificantly over-represented attribute (about 13% higher than expected from the proportion 

in the nonTW weeks).   

• 4.7, Manner of Crash for fatal crashes: single vehicle crashes were significantly over-rep-

resented by 2.317 with 46 (54.76%) of the fatal crashes.  Single vehicle fatal crashes are 

highly correlated to drug and alcohol abuse; 78.57% of the fatal crashes involved alcohol 

were single vehicle crashes, and 80.89% of those that involved drugs were single vehicle 

crashes.  Single vehicle crashes occurring late night are heavily indicative of DUI. 

• 2.11, Lighting Conditions: This result indicates clearly that darkness is a factor in most 

TW crashes, especially those of high severity.  For this reason, a separate study was initi-

ated to isolate darkness as a separate consideration.  This is quite relevant not only be-

cause of the darkness causation per se, but because daylight savings time ends on the first 

Sunday in November (Nov. 7th), which is just two weeks before TW.  This short time is 

not sufficient for most drivers to adjust to the time change, especially for long trips in dis-

similar area.  Please see Section 5 for the IMPACT displays as well as the Darkness Find-

ings discussion in Section 1.3 section immediately below. 

• 2.12, Effects of Alcohol: considering all TW crashes, alcohol plays a very significant 

role, in increasing both the number and the severity of crashes during TW.  It is about 

42% higher than its proportion in NonTW weeks, and it is particularly problematic in 

darkness (see the special Darkness Findings discussion, Section 1.3 below).  Finding 3.9 

shows that alcohol was over 13% more of an issue in fatal crashes during TW than in 

nonTW weeks.  Finding 4.8 shows that Alcohol was over 6 times more prevalent for fatal 

crashes as opposed to all crashes.    

• 2.13, Effects of Drugs: in general, drugs did not have the significantly increasing effects 

on all crashes during TWs that alcohol did.  However, Finding 3.10 showed that it did 

have a significant effect during TW in increasing the number of drug-related fatal 

crashes; the 9 cases were about 43% higher in their proportion than expected of fatalities 

in general.  Finding 4.9 showed that these 9 cases were almost 18 times what would be 

expected in a comparison of fatal TW crashes with all TW crashes. 

• 2.14, Speed at Impact: obviously speed is the major cause of a crash being fatal.  All im-

pact speeds above 60 MPH were over-represented, with 70 and 75 being significantly so.   

Finding 3.11 showed that fatal crashes during TW were not significantly different from 

those fatal crash speeds at other times.  However, Finding 4.11, which compared the fatal 
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crashes of TW against all TW crashes established that fatal crashes during TW were ex-

tremely over-represented in the 60 and above impacts speed ranges, with odds ratios 

ranging from 2.18 to 34.34, and several in the 3.00 to 7.00 range.  Crashes in the highest 

impact speed range are almost certain to be fatal.  

• 2.15, Safety Equipment (mainly seatbelts): for all crashes the “None Used …” proportion 

was significant at about 15% higher than expected.  This is strange since we would ex-

pect that they would be used on the large number of longer trips characterized by TW.  

On the other hand, when we just look at fatal TW crashes, the None Used comes out to 

about 10.5 times what it is to TW crashes in general.  This again proves that seatbelts are 

the number one defensive preventative action. 
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1.3  IMPACT Findings: Darkness 

 

The amount of darkness during TW increases not only by the month of the year, but also because 

of the change in Alabama’s Daylight Savings Time, which ends in the first week of November, 

adding an hour of darkness to each day.  In 2021, this is just two weeks before the TW.  The ob-

jective of the analysis and the presentation of these findings is to counter crash increases in fre-

quency and severity caused by darkness.  These findings will show the rationale behind our 

strong recommendations: to avoid traveling in the darkness during TW if at all possible.  The fol-

lowing Findings numbers correspond to the IMPACT analyses in Section 5.   

 

The reasons for not traveling at night will be given first followed by the more technical infor-

mation.  Please note that while many of these items are true of night driving in general (through-

out the year), the ones given below were obtained by comparing the dark with the non-dark 

hours of TW, so they are particularly applicable to the TW. 

 

• 5.1 Lighting Conditions: used to define the filter for subsequent comparisons.  All possi-

ble Dark combinations were included.  The non-dark descriptors are given for the remain-

ing items.  

• 5.2 Time of Day: this gives the actual times that are being compared. 

• 5.3 Rural or Urban: rural roads are particularly dangerous in darkness, due to lack of 

lighting and increased speed, among many other factors.  If you must travel at night, try 

to avoid purely rural roads and use the Interstates. 

• 5.4 Highway Classification: the main roads to avoid in darkness are County and State 

roadways.  Interstates, although largely rural, are lighted around major intersections, and 

they are generally built for a higher degree of safety. 

• 5.5 Primary Contributing Circumstances: DUI is over 4 times as prevalent in darkness 

than in daylight. You do not have to be drinking to be killed by a DUI driver.  These 

crashes are also characterized by speed and the results of speed: Out-Running Headlights 

(Unseen …), Too Fast for Conditions, Swerved to Avoid Animal (we discuss deer in 

Finding 5.6 below), Aggressive Operation (seems to be more prevalent at night), Ran off 

Road, Over Speed Limit, Ran Stop Sign, Fatigues/Asleep, Failed to Yield the Right of 

Way, and several others below of lesser frequency.  Aggressive Operation is indicated 

when two or more PCCs exist simultaneously, indicating that there are psychological 

causes as opposed to just one PCC. 

• 5.6 First Harmful Event: Deer, at the top of the list, are particularly active at night and es-

pecially in the evening hours when a larger amount of travel is anticipated.  The deer 

hunting season is about a week or so underway, and deer which had ventured out during 

the day are now waiting for the cover of darkness.  While striking a deer is not typically 

fatal to the vehicle occupants, swerving to avoid a deer can involve other vehicles, and 

can be deadly (see Finding 5.5 above: Swerved to Avoid Animal).  Deer cannot be 

avoided if out-running the headlights.  “According to the National Highway Traffic 

Safety Administration, the average distance illuminated by low-beam headlights is about 
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160 feet. Unfortunately, stopping distance at 40mph is 189 feet, and at 70 mph a whop-

ping 464 feet.  So it is very easy to outrun your headlights.”  Source: https://www.in-

formit.com/articles/article.aspx?p=2982114&seqNum=5  

• 5.7 Distracted Driving (DD): Fatigue/Asleep is listed with the Distracted Driving items 

on the crash report form.  Do not think that you are immune to this – the remedial actions 

of coffee and other breaks with some exercise should be applied, but never depended on.  

The best countermeasure is to avoid the hours of darkness.  In this case Fatigue/Asleep is 

the number one “DD” item and it is over-represented at night by about 60% more than 

during the daylight hours.  No other DDs were significantly over-represented due to dark-

ness.  Most people can feel when they are feeling drowsy.  When that happens, pull over 

and take a nap, or do whatever is needed to get you out of that dangerous state.  If you 

fall asleep while driving the results are totally predictable, and they are not good. 

• 5.8, Manner of Crash: the doubly (1.986) over-represented Single Vehicle Cash is indica-

tive of DUI and other risk-taking.  Innocent victim drivers and passengers can be in-

volved in any of these with a fairly high probability.  If you know of areas where alcohol 

or drugs are used, avoid them even if it requires a few extra miles.  Better yet, avoid the 

dark hours when these hazards are greatly increased.  See 5.15 and 5.16 below. 

• 5.9 Crash Severity: fatal crashes in dark are over three times their expect daylight hour 

expectation (55 compared to 29).  Note that the two other most severe injuries are also 

significantly over-represented in darkness. 

• 5.10 Weather: for the most part the “bad” weather for travel was in the dark hours.  While 

there is no guarantee that weather in the coming TW will be similar to the TWs of the 

past five years, it does not hurt to see what the typical weather picture has been.  Rain 

was over-represented at night by a significant 1.785.  More highly over-represented in 

darkness were even more dangerous conditions: Mist (3.02) and Fog (3.39). 

• 5.11 Locale: as expected from the other area results above, Open Country and Residential 

were both significantly over-represented by 1.278 and 1.260, respectively. 

• 5.12 Adjusted EMS Arrival Delay: response is expected to be slower in darkness than in 

the light.  The very dangerously long delays of 31 to 90 minutes were all over-repre-

sented, so there were no exceptions to that anticipated.  The longer cases could be caused 

by a single-vehicle run-off-the-road that is not discovered for hours.  Such rarely happens 

in daylight. 

• 5.13 Number of Vehicles: consistent with the 5.8 findings, single vehicle crashes were 

about double their expectations compared to the hours of light. 

• 5.14 Pedestrians and Bicycles: About 70.0% of the (80) pedestrian strikes occurred in 

darkness, which was over three times the expected proportion.  If you must venture out at 

night observed ALL of the night-time pedestrian safety recommendations.  But better yet, 

wait until morning.  Over 50% of the 17 bicycle crashes occurred in darkness, which was 

about 79% higher than expected when compared to those in daylight.  Clearly, darkness 

is the enemy of both pedestrians and bicyclists, and is best avoided. 

 

 

https://www.informit.com/articles/article.aspx?p=2982114&seqNum=5
https://www.informit.com/articles/article.aspx?p=2982114&seqNum=5
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• 5.15 Alcohol.  Alcohol use is much more common in dark hours.  In this case the total of 

543 alcohol related crashes had all but 133 occurring in the dark, an over-representation 

of 5.244 (Odds Ratio) times the expected proportion.  This confirms the findings above 

for single vehicle crashes, speed, failure to be restrained and other risky behaviors. 

• 5.16 Drugs.  While not as dramatically over-represented, drugs caused 67 crashes in the 

dark and 69 in light.  This was still a 1.702 Odds Ratio, which shows the negative effects 

of drivers under the influence of drugs.  Obviously to avoid the negative effects of alco-

hol and drugs it is wise to avoid the hours of darkness. 
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2.0 Thanksgiving Week (TW) Crashes vs Non-TW Crashes  
 

2.1 C025 Crash Severity TW Crashes vs Non-TW Crashes 

 

 
 

Higher severities are not significantly different from other weeks. 
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2.2 C006 Day of the Week TW Crashes vs Non-TW Crashes 

 

The Sunday below is at the end of the Thanksgiving Week. 
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2.3 C008 Time of Day TW Crashes vs Non-TW Crashes 

 

 
 

Collectively: over-representations 1-2:59 PM and 5 PM and after and early morning until 3 AM.  

Under- representations: 6 AM through 8:59 AM – morning rush hour; 3-4:59 PM early PM rush.  
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2.4 Crosstab of Time of Day by Day of the Week 
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2.5 Day of the Week Crashes Including Fatal Crashes 

 

In the following chart, Sunday is depicted properly at the end of Thanksgiving Week (TW). 

 

 
 

 

Interpretation of the above Day of the Week Chart (2016-2020 data):  

 

• The green bars effectively show how crashes in general are distributed over the week 

with Mondy through Thursday being higher than the weekend, and Friday being higher 

than Monday through Tursday.  This reflects Friday being a commuting day as well as 

many who are departing for a break over the weekend.  Weekends (especially Sunday) 

are down in the absence of much of the commercial traffic. 

• The blue bars show how this distribution just for the five Thanksgiving Weeks (TWs).  

Note the buildup prior to Thanksgiving, and the drop-off on Thanksgiving itself.  Crashes 

return to a higher level after Thanksgiving, but not to the much higher pre-Thanksgiving 

level.  No doubt, getting an earlier start in the week and traveling during daylight is rec-

ommended.  The best day to travel is Thanksgiving itself, when most are not on the road. 

• The red bars are for fatal crashes that were recorded in the five-year time period.  Clearly, 

the worst days indicated are the Friday and Sunday after Thanksgiving when most are on 

a return trip.  Thanksgiving itself is low consistent with the overall travel pattern.  Mon-

day and Wednesday are about as expected. 
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2.6 C010 Rural or Urban TW Crashes vs NonTW Crashes 

 

 
 

Rural are significantly over-represented. 
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2.7 C011 Highway Classification TW vs NonTW 

 

 
 

Interstate and Federal roads are significantly over-represented; Municipal are under-represented. 
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2.8 C015 Primary Contributing Circumstances TW vs NonTW 

 

 
 

Items with less than 20 crashes were removed.  Display shows all positive Max Gain items. 
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2.9 C017 First Harmful Event TW vs NonTW 

 

 
 

Items with less than 20 crashes were removed.  Display shows all positive Max Gain items. 
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2.10 C023 Manner of Crash TW vs NonTW  
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2.11 C031 Lighting Conditions TW vs NonTW  
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2.12 C122 CU Driver Officer Opinion/Alcohol TW vs NonTW 
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2.13 C123 CU Driver Officer Opinion/Drugs TW vs NonTW 
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2.14 C224 CU Estimated Speed at Impact TW vs NonTW 
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2.15 C323 CU CU Driver/Non Motorist Safety Equipment TW vs NonTW 
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3.0 Thanksgiving Week Fatal Crashes vs All Fatal Crashes  
 

3.1 C025 Crash Severity TW Fatal vs All Fatal 
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3.2 C008 Time of Day TW Fatal vs All Fatal 
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3.3 C010 Rural or Urban TW Fatal vs All Fatal 

 

 
 

Little difference in TW as opposed to fatal crashes in general. 
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3.4 C011 Highway Classification TW Fatal vs All Fatal 

 

 
 

Major difference from the all crash comparison. 
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3.5 C015 Primary Contributing Circumstances TW Fatal vs All Fatal 1 

 

Ordered by Max Gain 
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3.6 C015 Primary Contributing Circumstances TW Fatal vs All Fatal 2  

 

Ordered by TW Fatal frequency 
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3.7 C017 First Harmful Event TW Fatal vs All Fatal 
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3.8 C023 Manner of Crash TW Fatal vs All Fatal  
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3.9 C122 CU Driver Officer Opinion/Alcohol TW Fatal vs All Fatal  
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3.10 C123 CU Driver Officer Opinion/Drugs TW Fatal vs All Fatal  
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3.11 C224 CU Estimated Speed at Impact TW Fatal vs All Fatal  
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3.12 C323 CU CU Driver/Non Motorist Safety Equipment TW Fatal vs All Fatal  

 

 
 

Does not look so bad when compared to other fatalities. 
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4.0 Thanksgiving Week (TW) Fatal Crashes vs All Crashes for TWs 
 

4.1 C025 Crash Severity TW Fatal Crashes vs All Crashes for TWs 
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4.2 C008 Time of Day -- TW Fatal Crashes vs All Crashes for TWs  

 

Thanksgiving Week Fatal Crashes vs All Crashes for that week 
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4.3 C010 Rural or Urban -- TW Fatal Crashes vs All Crashes for TWs  

 

Thanksgiving Week Fatal Crashes vs All Crashes for that week 
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4.4 C011 Highway Classification -- TW Fatal Crashes vs All Crashes for TWs  

 

Thanksgiving Week Fatal Crashes vs All Crashes for that week 
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4.5 C015 Primary Contributing Circumstances TW Fatal vs All TW Crashes 

 

Thanksgiving Week Fatal Crashes vs All Crashes for that week 
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4.6 C017 First Harmful Event TW Fatal Crashes vs All Crashes for TWs  

 

Thanksgiving Week Fatal Crashes vs All Crashes for that week 
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4.7 C023 Manner of Crash -- TW Fatal Crashes vs All Crashes for TWs  

 

Thanksgiving Week Fatal Crashes vs All Crashes for that week 
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4.8 C122 CU Driver Officer Opinion/Alcohol -- TW Fatal vs All Crashes for TWs  

 

Thanksgiving Week Fatal Crashes vs All Crashes for that week 
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4.9 C123 CU Driver Officer Opinion/Drugs -- TW Fatal vs All Crashes for TWs  

 

Thanksgiving Week Fatal Crashes vs All Crashes for that week 
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4.10 C204 CU Sequence of Events #1 -- TW Fatal vs All Crashes for TWs  

 

Thanksgiving Week Fatal Crashes vs All Crashes for that week 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 
 47 

4.11 C224 CU Estimated Speed at Impact -- TW Fatal vs All Crashes for TWs  

 

Thanksgiving Week Fatal Crashes vs All Crashes for that week 
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4.12 C323 CU Safety Equipment -- TW Fatal vs All  TW Crashes  

 

Thanksgiving Week Fatal Crashes vs All Crashes for that week 
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5.0 Thanksgiving Week Darkness vs Light 
 

5.1 C031 Lighting Conditions: Definition of Subsets Being Compared 
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5.2 C008 Time of Day 
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5.3 C010 Rural or Urban 
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5,4 C011 Highway Classification 
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5.5 C015 Primary Contributing Circumstances (items < 50 removed) 
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5.6 C017 First Harmful Event (items < 30 removed) 
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5.7 C020 Distracted Driving Opinion 
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5.8 C023 Manner of Crash 
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5.9 C025 Crash Severity 

 

 
 

65% of fatal crashes occurred in dark, which was over three times the expected proportion. 
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5.10 C032 Weather 
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5.11 C033 Locale 
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5.12 C028 Adjusted EMS Arrival Delay 
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5.13 C052 Number of Vehicles 

 

 
 

 

55% of single vehicle crashes occur in dark – this is about twice (1.970) what is expected. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 
 62 

 

 

5.14 C067 Number of Pedestrians 

 

 
 

70.0% of pedestrian strikes occurred in darkness, which was over three times the expected num-

ber. 

 

Over 50% of the 17 bicycle crashes occurred in darkness, which was about 79% higher than ex-

pected. 
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5.15 C122 CU Driver Officer Opinion Alcohol 

 

 
 

76% of Alcohol DUI were after dark (five times what was expected). 
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5.16 C123 CU Driver Officer Opinion Drugs 

 

 
 

 

Over 50% of drugs were after dark, which was 70% more than expected. 

 

 

 

 


