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What are drivers thinking about?
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Least likely to focus on driving
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How are drivers’ thoughts related to crash risk?
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How are drivers’ thoughts related to crash risk?
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Implications for

transport planning




Implications for transport policy:

Inattention doesn’t “cause” crashes by itself
Design that acknowledges drivers’ wandering minds wiill:

1) Result in a self-explaining road hierarchy

2) Capture drivers’ attention in places where attention is
worthwhile

3) Separate pedestrians and cyclists
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Training and ongoing
education can improve
this

Engineering and

planning can help with
this

Attentional

Expertise .
P regulation

We cannot

change this!

Likelihood to report mind wandering during driving
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