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Efforts Continue to Enact Extended GDL
for Older Teens
By Jerry Gaines, Past CASE President

Readers may recall that efforts have been made during the past few years
to address the higher death and injury rate for older teens (18-21) than
younger teens that have been subject to GDL for some 20 years in California.
The current extended GDL legislation AB 1267 Reyes (D) is currently in
the Assembly Appropriations Committee Suspense file. Assemblywoman
Lorena Gonzales (D), Chair of the Assembly Appropriations Committee
expressed concerns about low income older teens
being impacted by a GDL needed for licensing.
Her Committee staff expressed concern about
cost impacts on the DMV dealing with the new
REAL ID law. The amended bill draft addresses
these two concerns.
The bill had earlier received a strong vote of
support in the Assembly Transportation Committee
(10-1). Support for the extended GDL is endorsed
by numerous state agencies (SHSP) and traffic
safety stakeholders (including CASE).
Data shows that some 33% of California’s teens wait until 18 years
of age to obtain a driver’s license. The Center for Disease Control, the
National Highway Safety Administration, and the Institute for Highway
Safety have all found that drivers who go through the provisional license
period experience 40-60% fewer vehicle crashes than those who obtain a
license without GDL after reaching the age of 18. Some 475 California
teen deaths per year occur on the state’s highways. Economic losses per
death are in the millions.
Given the California State Legislature meets for a two-year session,
AB 1267 can be revisited in the Appropriations Committee or the text of
the bill can be incorporated into a new or traffic safety related bill in the
State Senate. Co-sponsors are meeting with various legislative staff at this
time to determine what path will be chosen in the coming weeks to seek
legislative approval of an extended GDL bill. The deadline for such action
is at the end of January, 2020. They believe that Governor Newsom is in
support of such legislation.

President’s Message

Greetings Colleagues,

I usually initiate the holiday season
viewing Planes, Trains & Automobiles.
For those of you who have not seen
the movie, it’s about two strangers
trying to get home for Thanksgiving.
They end up sharing the task of getting
home to Chicago and face many
hilarious challenges. Not your typical
Thanksgiving chaotic travel.
Getting back to reality, CASE had a
strategic planning meeting on November
11th in Riverside. Members present were
Jim Lewis, Larry Woodruff, Jerry Gaines
and myself. We discussed our plan for
progress and emphasis for 2020. We are
currently active in many arenas of traffic
safety and appreciate our recognition
as respected contributory participants.
While all of our concerns and passion
for traffic safety are well received, we
have realized our message also needs
to be brought to our schools, students
and parents’ attention. Social media
is a very powerful tool and most likely
the tool needed to address our goals of
reaching our objectives. As schools are
abandoning driver education, students,
parents, and communities need to be
reminded that traffic collisions are still the
leading cause of death and serious injury
to our youth. It seems such a travesty
that this has been allowed to happen,
despite the California Education Code
requirement!
California education codes clearly
state that driver education is to be
provided/offered in our schools. Some
of the key California Education Code
(EC) sections are 51220(j), 51220.1,
and 51850-51854. Please visit for more
information: https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/
cr/dr/drvedufaqs.asp
Continued on page 2

President’s Message
(continued from page 1)

Another fact often overlooked or
in obscurity is that students in a public
school setting may not be charged for
driver education if it is required to be
offered by school districts regardless of
when and where it is offered (California
Constitution Article IX, Section 5).
Most parent(s) or even students
themselves pay for driver education. In
many instances this may create a financial
hardship. These simple facts need to be
shared and emphasized to our parents
and students via social media. I’ll be
developing a “Change.org” California
driver education restoration petition page
as well as utilizing Facebook and other
social medias. Please encourage your
family, friends, and colleagues to help
us in our efforts to raise awareness and
restore driver education in our schools.
We’re hoping that this movement/
awareness will go viral.
Thank you,

Bart Schwarz

National Conference
July 19-22 in Kansas

The American Driver and Traffic
Safety Education Association (ADTSEA)
will present its national conference from
July 19-22, 2020 in Witchita, Kansas at
the Doubletree by Hilton. Registration
and hotel information is available at www.
adtsea.org.

CASE Calendar
December 2019 - National Drunk &
Drugged Driving Prevention Month (3D),
sponsored by Office of National Drug
Control Policy (ONDCP). Contact: www.
whitehouse.gov/ondcp
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April 2020 - National Distracted Driving
Awareness Month. Contact: www.nhtsa.
gov/distracted-driving/april-distracteddriving-awareness-month

Richard Mikulik, Editor
25 Shelbourne Place
San Mateo, CA 94402

May 2020 - National Youth Traffic Safety
Month. Contact: https://nationalsave.org/
wp-content/uploads/2013/03/NationalYouth-Traffic-Safety-Month-web1.pdf

CASE Web Site: www.casewebsite.org

May 2020 - Motorcycle Safety
Awareness Month. Contact: www.
trafficsafetymarketing.gov/getmaterials/motorcycle-safety
May 2020 - National Bicycle Safety
M o n t h . C o n t a c t : h t t p s : / / w w w.
trafficsafetymarketing.gov/getmaterials/bicycle-safety
July 18-20, 2020 - NSSP Annual Teen
Leadership Conference, Doubletree by
Hilton, Witchita, KS. Contact: www.
adtsea.org
July 19-22, 2019 - ADTSEA National
Conference, Doubletree by Hilton,
Witchita, KS. Contact: www.adtsea.org
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The annual conference brings together
national leaders in traffic safety and
driver education to continue dialogue in
the interest of safety education. General
sessions will feature national leaders,
motivational speakers, and awards
recognition for outstanding contributions
to safety education.
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The Threat of Marijuana-Impaired Driving
As more and more states move to
legalize marijuana for recreational
and therapeutic use, the safety
community is grappling with
the threat of marijuana-impaired
driving. The latest research indicates
marijuana use and involvement in
fatal crashes is growing. While
safety practitioners and researchers
work to grasp the full impacts of
marijuana impairment behind the
wheel, much work needs to be done in this area, and lawmakers
have limited research evidence to provide guidance on effective
countermeasures to address the issue.
The AAA Foundation for Traffic Safety has examined the traffic
safety implications of marijuana legalization in Washington State
and found an alarming increase in fatal crashes involving recent
marijuana use.
• The percentage of drivers involved in fatal crashes who recently
used marijuana more than doubled from eight to 17 percent between
2013 and 2014.
• One in six Washington drivers involved in fatal crashes in 2014
had recently used marijuana.

Roadside Marijuana Breathalyzer
As legalization of recreational and medical marijuana continues
to expand, police across the country are more concerned than ever
about stoned drivers taking to the nation’s roads and freeways,
endangering lives.
With few accurate roadside tools to detect pot impairment, police
today have to rely largely on field sobriety tests developed to fight
drunk driving or old-fashioned observation.

Washington was one of the first two states to legalize the
recreational use of marijuana, so it serves as an eye-opening case
study for what other states may experience after liberalizing their
marijuana laws.
Cannabis Impaired Driving – What We Know
Marijuana has the potential to impair a person’s ability to operate
a vehicle safely. Marijuana can decrease car handling, performance
and attention, while increasing reaction times, following distance,
and lane departure.
Cannabis Impaired Driving – What It Means
Nearly 70% of Americans think it’s unlikely a driver will get
caught by police for driving while high on marijuana, according
to a new AAA Foundation for Traffic Safety survey. This alarming
finding shows that an estimated 14.8 million drivers report getting
behind the wheel within one hour after using marijuana in the past
30 days. The impairing effects of marijuana are usually experienced
within the first one to four hours after using the drug. And marijuana
users who drive high are up to twice as likely to be involved in a
crash. Whether the use of marijuana is legal or not, all motorists
should avoid driving while impaired. Just because a drug is legal
to consume does not mean it is safe to use while operating a motor
vehicle. If you get behind the wheel while you’re impaired by any
substance, you put yourself, your passengers and all road users at risk.
AAA Exchange

That has left police, courts, public health advocates and
recreational marijuana users themselves frustrated. Nine states and
the District of Columbia have legalized recreational marijuana, and
30 states and D.C. have legalized medical pot.
Now Hound Labs, an Oakland California company, claims it has
made a major breakthrough in creating a marijuana breathalyzer.
As of last August the company was reported to have raised $30
million to market the product. The device is about the size of a
large mobile phone. A small plastic tube sticks out of one end, and
the person being tested blows into the tube for at least 30 seconds.
Indicator bars start to show whether the machine detects any THC
Continued on page 4
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Marijuana Breathalyzer
(continued from page 3)

(the psychoactive component in pot that gets
you high) in the person’s breath.
Hound Labs says its device can accurately
detect whether a person has smoked pot in
the last two hours, a window many consider
the peak impairment time frame. The device
also doubles as an alcohol breathalyzer,
giving police an easy-to-use roadside for
both intoxicants. Results for both THC and
alcohol are obtained in about 4 minutes.
Tools now on the market to determine
marijuana test blood, saliva or urine can
take days for a result. More importantly,
they can’t really tell whether a person has
smoked a half hour ago or eight days ago.
THC dissolves in fat so it can stay in your
body up to a month after use.
The company claims it has overcome
the technical and scientific hurdles and can
accurately measure THC in breath molecules
in parts per trillion. Alcohol impairment is
measured in parts per thousand. According to
a company spokesperson, THC is something
like a billion times less concentrated than
alcohol. That’s why it hasn’t been done
before, because it’s very difficult. Hound
Labs has spent five years to overcome those
scientific obstacles.
The machine detects THC’s mere
presence in the breath, but it cannot calculate
the amount of THC consumed. There’s still
no agreement on what amount or level of
THC in breath, blood or saliva constitutes
functional impairment.
So far, only seven states have set legal
guidelines as to how much THC in the
system makes you dangerous behind the
wheel. California is not one of those states.
In the rest of the country, courts, police
and scientists haven’t been able to agree
on which THC level constitutes functional
impairment. Studies on marijuana and
driving, post-legalization, have been mixed,
but courts, police and scientists haven’t
been able to agree on which THC level
constitutes impairment
Source: NPR
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Annual Conference
July 18-20

The National Student Safety Program
(NSSP) will hold its annual conference
July 18-20, 2020, at the Doubletree by
Hilton, Witchita, Kansas. For registration
and information, visit www.adtsea.org.
Select Events at the top of the home page.
The NSSP, established by the National
Commission on Safety Education in
1956, develops teen leadership statewide
that is engaged in changing their schools
and communities. In the mid-1970’s,
following a series of national legislative
and mission changes, the NSSP affiliated
with ADTSEA to promote quality
traffic safety education for the nation’s
youth. Secondary schools nationally are
eligible to join the NSSP by requesting
membership in the organization through
ADTSEA.

Understanding the Levels of
Driving Automation
Vehicles are getting increasingly
sophisticated, with more and more of
them able to stay in a lane and maintain
a set speed and following distance with
minimal driver input. But this kind of
automation has limitations that can be
tricky for drivers to grasp, and two new
Insurance Institute for Highway Safety
studies highlight misperceptions or gaps
in drivers’ understanding.
One study revealed how the names
manufacturers use for these systems
can send the wrong messages to drivers
regarding how attentive they should
be. Another found that drivers don’t
always understand important information
communicated by system displays.
“Current levels of automation could
potentially improve safety,” IIHS President
David Harkey says. “However, unless
drivers have a certain amount of knowledge
and comprehension, these new features
also have the potential to create new risks.”
The automation available in vehicles
available for purchase today is considered
Level 1 or 2, which applies to systems
that can perform one or more parts of
the driving task under supervision of the
driver. An example of a Level 1 system
is lane centering, in which lateral control

of the vehicle is automated, or adaptive
cruise control, in which longitudinal control
— i.e. speed and following distance — is
automated. Systems that can perform both
of those functions simultaneously are Level
2 systems.
These systems are a far cry from Level
5 automation, in which the entire driving
task can be performed without input from
a human under all conditions.

Levels of driving automation
(developed by SAE
International)
Level 0 The human driver does everything.
Level 1 An automated system can assist the

human driver in conducting one part of the
driving task. Available on vehicles that can be
purchased today

Level 2 An automated system can assist the

driver with multiple parts of the driving task.
The driver must continue to monitor the driving
environment and be actively engaged.

Level 3 An automated system conducts all
of the driving task without driver engagement
and monitors the driving environment, but the
human driver must stand by to intervene in
response to a system failure or request from the
system to take over.

Level 4 An automated system can conduct the

entire driving task without driver input but only
in certain conditions (e.g., limited to 25 mph) or
places (e.g., a city center).

Level 5 An automated system can perform
the entire driving task without driver input under
all conditions.

IIHS Status Report—Vol. 54, No. 4

Manufacturers Use Different
Names for New Car Features
Automatic Emergency Braking: Also
may be called Active Brake Assist,
Collision Avoidance Assist, Pedestrian
Protection, Smart Brake Support.
Blind Spot Warning: Also known as
Active Blind Spot Detection, Blind
Spot Information System, Lane Change
Assistant.
Forward-collison Warning: Aliases
include Collision Prevention Assist,
Proximity Warning Function.

