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Distracted Driving Fact Sheet

How Do We Solve The Distracted Driving Problem?

Distracted driving, in all its forms, can best be addressed through efforts to educate the public on its dangers. 
Enforcement can be useful to a degree, but banning specific actions is unnecessary.

Driver Education Is The Answer

Ultimately, it has to be recognized that most people do not want to be involved in a traffic accident. If they are suffi-
ciently and frequently forewarned that “inattentiveness” is the leading cause of all traffic accidents, the message may 
well take hold.

Reinvesting public resources, that are now invested in “speed kills” campaigns and related enforcement excesses, into 
educational and public relations efforts focused on inattentive driving would be a far more productive use of these 
funds.

What Kind Of Enforcement Should Be Used?

Every state in the country already has some form of law that addresses distracted driving. It shouldn’t matter if the 
driver is distracted by a conversation with another vehicle passenger, tuning the radio, eating a snack, or talking on a 
cell phone. Existing laws cover all those distractions and more.

If the level of distraction reaches a point that the driver is no longer safely and responsibly driving his or her car, they 
are guilty of distracted driving and any other violations that may result from their inattentiveness.

Cell Phone Bans Are Poor Public Policy

Laws that ban specific actions such as talking on a cell phone or texting are unnecessary and counterproductive 
because they’re already covered by existing distracted driving laws. Preemptive laws that make otherwise innocent 
harmless acts illegal are pervasive in the United States. 

Most of these pre-emptive laws are put in place for one of two reasons:

1. The belief that by making the innocent and harmless act illegal it will eliminate the possibility that this act 
will lead to another, actually harmful act.
For example, the carrying of a concealed firearm in itself actually harms no one. However, most states and local 
jurisdictions prohibit the carrying of concealed firearms under the theory that preventing the possession eliminates 
the possibility that the firearm would be used to cause harm.

2. Ease of enforcement.
A blanket prohibition of cell phone use by vehicle drivers is far easier to enforce than are inattentive driving laws. 
This eliminates the need for exercising thoughtful discretion and reasoned judgment. The issue appears black and 
white. That the cell phone user was causing no harm and endangering no one does not have to enter the decision 
making process.

Innocent, harmless behavior, in and of itself, should not be illegal.


