
1. Call to Order/Roll Call

The  meeting  of  the  Nevada  Advisory  Committee  on  Traffic  Safety  (NVACTS)  was  called  to  order  at  2:02  pm  on
December 9, 2025. Roll Call determined a quorum was present.

Committee Members Present
Sondra Rosenberg, Nevada Department of Transportation (virtual)
Scott Hein, Nevada Department of Transportation (virtual)
Julia Peek (Vice Chair), Department of Human Services (virtual)
Sean Sever, Department of Motor Vehicles
Todd Hartline (proxy) for Amy Davey, Department of Public Safety, Office of Traffic Safety
Col. Mike Edgell, Department of Public Safety, Nevada State Police Highway Patrol (virtual)
Daisy Marglin, Department of Education (virtual)
Assemblywoman Tracy Brown-May, Nevada State Assembly Committee on Growth & Infrastructure (virtual)
Dr. Deborah Kuhls, Kerkorian School of Medicine at University of Nevada, Las Vegas (virtual)
Erin Breen (proxy) for Dr. Shashi Nambisan, University of Nevada, Las Vegas Transportation Research Center
Graham Dollarhide, Regional Transportation Commission of Washoe County (virtual)
Theresa Gaisser, Regional Transportation Commission of Southern Nevada
Rachael Shaw, Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (virtual)
Kelly Norman, Carson Area Metropolitan Planning Organization (virtual)
Andrew Bennett (Chair), Nevada Association of Counties/Clark County
Lia Grimaldi (proxy) for Joey Paskey, Nevada League of Cities/City of Las Vegas (virtual)

Non-Voting Members Present
Lacey Tisler, Chief, Traffic Safety Engineering Division, Nevada Department of Transportation (non-voting member)
Shannon Bryant, Chair, Committee on Testing for Intoxication (non-voting member)

Members Absent
Senator Rochelle Nguyen, Nevada State Senate Committee on Growth & Infrastructure
Cliff Banuelos, Inter-Tribal Council of Nevada
Lt. Thomas Healing, Nevada Sheriffs and Chiefs Association/Boulder City Police Department
Kevin Tice, Chair, Traffic Records Coordinating Committee, Department of Public Safety-Office of Traffic Safety
(non-voting member)

Vacant
Administrative Office of the Courts

Other
John Nolan, Nevada Attorney General’s Office

2. Public Comment
No comment.
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3. Approve October 21, 2025, Meeting Minutes (Approved)

Review and approve the minutes from the previous meeting. A Meeting Overview Summary is also provided in
addition to the full minutes.

Motion: To approve the October 21, 2025 Meeting Minutes by Theresa Gaisser, second by Julia Peek. Passed
unanimously.
Final Meeting Minutes will be posted online.

4. Traffic Safety Data and Trends (Information/Discussion)

Chair Andrew Bennett presented the statewide monthly crash report and trends on the preliminary data through
October 31, 2025.

When comparing 2025 to 2024, there has been an 8% reduction of lives lost in Nevada. It is important to note that
while there has been a reduction in fatalities year to date in 2025 compared to last year, 2024 had the most
fatalities on Nevada’s roadways in a long time. The November monthly crash report should be available within a
week with updated statistics.

Unrestrained passengers have been increasing for the past several years and shows a 5.55% increase since 2024.
There has been a reduction in pedestrian fatalities statewide but an increase in bicycle-involved and motorcycle-
involved fatalities on Nevada’s roadways in 2025. Please note that the bicycle category includes those riding e-
bikes.

If anyone would like to be added to the distribution for the monthly state fatal report, please contact Anita Pepper
at a.pepper@dps.state.nv.us.

5. 2025 NVACTS Annual Report (Approved)

Chair Bennett introduced the item that the final draft of the NVACTS Annual Report.  The items discussed during
the October NVACTS meeting have been incorporated into the document.

Motion: To approve the 2025 NVACTS Annual Report with technical corrections and allow the NVACTS Chair to
submit to the governor and the LCB by Sean Sever, second by Dr. Kuhls. Passed unanimously.
The final report is scheduled to be submitted to the Governor’s Office by the end of 2025.

6. 2025 Observed Seatbelt Use Rate Report

Mr. Todd Hartline, Office of Traffic Safety (OTS) presented the Nevada Seatbelt Use Survey, which is conducted
annually by UNLV Transportation Research Center. Guidelines for the survey are governed by NHTSA within the
Code of Federal Regulations, found here: eCFR :: 23 CFR Part 1340 -- Uniform Criteria for State Observational
Surveys of Seat Belt Use.

Observations sites are identified by counties who account for 85% or more unrestrained fatalities on Nevada’s
roadways every year. This year, the counties included in the survey included Clark, Washoe, Lyon, Nye, and Elko.
A total of 110 observation locations were used for the survey as indicated by the National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration (NHTSA). The duration of the survey was from 7:00 AM to 6:00 PM, 7 days a week for all front seat
passengers. Two different observations were conducted throughout the year. The first was in April/May 2025 and
the second was in June 2025, in coordination before and after the “Click It or Ticket” enforcement campaign.

https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-23/chapter-III/part-1340


There were 8,522 vehicles included in the first survey and 8,356 vehicles in the second survey. There was a 95.31% 
average seatbelt usage found between the two survey periods. The full survey is on the OTS website here: 2025 
Seatbelt Survey.

Note: Nevada is one of 12 states that has a secondary seatbelt law. For the five-year average of fatalities on 
Nevada’s roadways, approximately 38% of the fatalities are those who are unrestrained.

7. Election of NVACTS Chair and Vice Chair (Approved)

Chair Andrew Bennett presented the nominations for the 2026 NVACTS Chair and Vice Chair Sean Sever, 
Department of Motor Vehicles, and Amy Davey, Office of Traffic Safety , respectively.

Motion: To elect new NVACTS Chair of Sean Sever and Vice Chair of Amy Davey starting on January 1, 2026 from 
Julia Peek, second by Theresa Gaisser. Passed unanimously.

8. Southern Nevada School Traffic Safety Working Group (Information/Discussion)

Chair Andrew Bennett introduced the item by providing an overview of why the Working Group was established.
As noted in item 4 of the agenda, there are an alarming number of students who are struck by vehicles traveling to
and from school within the Clark County School District (CCSD). New policy has been enacted thanks to the
partnerships with Clark County Office of Traffic Safety and CCSD. In 2022, law enforcement received a lot of
inquiries about how many students were struck every year traveling to and from school in Clark County, but that
data was not specifically tracked until now.

Now, Lt Mike Campbell, CCSD PD, pulls a report every day for students hit between 6:00 AM to 6:00 PM on all
school days. It was determined that there are students who utilize late CCSD buses who had been struck by an
oncoming vehicle when traveling home from school around 5:45 PM. When more data is received, these time
frames may change.

Clark County and CCSD have established the Southern Nevada School Traffic Safety Working Group comprised of
every municipality in southern Nevada, including RTC of Southern Nevada, CCSD staff, every police department, as
well as those from charter schools, who are tasked, through the working group, to publish a report focused on
data-driven recommendations for Traffic Safety in School Zones by April 2026. This report will utilize the sub-
working groups (engineering+planning, enforcement, education, and policy) which will be a different area of focus
that each sub-group will explore. The sub-working groups are limited to government employees who are working
forward with this research.

The goal of this Working Group is to create policies that will remain current with school safety standards as new
schools arise. When roads are safer for students before and after school, the roadway system is safer for
everyone. The intent is for this to be extremely well-documented so efforts can be duplicated in the future.

Recommendations within the report will include short-term, mid-term, and long-term goals. The Working Group
strives to present the safest outcomes to the school circulation and the school zones.

9. Traffic Safety Policy Priority Working Group Update

Chair Andrew Bennett introduced the item which summarized the 36th (2025) Special Session. On behalf of
NVACTS and the Policy Priority Working Group, Chair Bennett provided seven policy priority recommendations to
CCSD on traffic safety in school zones. Three of these recommendations were included within the special session:

· AB6: Double fines and demerit points for traffic violations in school zones and local control of school zones

https://ots.nv.gov/uploadedFiles/otsnvgov/content/home/2025%20Seat%20Belt%20Survey.pdf


· AB4: Increased penalties for DUI cases that cause death or substantial bodily harm
· ACR4: A study to explore e-bike, e-motorcycle, and e-scooter regulations and add local agency authority to

regulate

Thanks to the Governor’s office, the governor, members in both houses, this body, and all legislators for their
efforts as all three of these policy recommendations passed unanimously in the Special Session.

The executive branch agencies, such as DMV and DPS, were also able to support the policy recommendations
without having to remain neutral. Sean Sever shared that he learned that it is possible to testify in support or
opposition of bills if approved by internal director and governor’s office.

It’s important to have standards statewide for consistency for all these bills, which has been a priority of the
School Working Group. No additional signage is required for double fines in school zones, but it is recommended
to enforce the message along with education so that when AB6 becomes effective July 1, 2026, enforcement is
ready.

Regarding ACR4, it’s important for agencies to coordinate with each other and provide resources for the study to
be successful and continue to have the conversations within NVACTS.

Erin Breen, UNLV, shared that education for children riding e-scooters is required for parents with students
younger than driving age. The language, developed on behalf of NVACTS, included within the legislative can be
found herein the attachments.

An overview of NVACTS policy priorities and summary of those that have moved forward in the last four years, and
two legislative sessions were shared.

In 2026, it is the recommendation of Chair Bennet to renew the NVACTS policy priorities as many of the policy
priorities have had success and have moved forward as bills. Assemblymember Brown-May offered that NVACTS
may have one of her BDRs and recommends that the Policy Priority Working Group begins work during the interim
for consensus amongst legislators.

10. Discuss NVACTS Meeting Dates and Locations (Information/Discussion)

The dates and location for the first two NVACTS meetings in 2026 are:

· Tuesday, February 10 meeting – Location TBD
· Tuesday, April 14 meeting – Location TBD

More information will be provided on the locations for the meeting in early 2026.

11. Open Discussion
Lacey Tisler, NDOT, shared her gratitude for the letter from NVACTS to support the 2026-2030 SHSP. The team is
already working to implement the new plan with the first “All Strategy Teams” meeting January 20, 2026, to
officially launch the new Task Forces and continue the work to eliminate fatalities on Nevada’s roads.

13. Public Comment
Al Rojas from Sunrise Manor in Clark County started a Neighborhood Watch Program in his community in February
2024. They have moved to traffic as the focus for the program. Hollywood Boulevard opened from Vegas Valley
and Lake Mead Boulevard at 35 mph where there are schools and a park. The community has expressed concern
with the increased intersection and lane change crashes on the corridor and would like to remove trucks on the
corridor and reduce speed. Finally, the Watch Program hopes that more education is provided to the community
as this is a pivotal component of traffic safety.

14. Adjourn Meeting

Meeting was adjourned at 3:17 PM.



Attachments
NVACTS Meeting Minutes from October 21, 2025
Statewide Monthly Fatality Report (October)
2025 NVACTS Annual Report Draft
Overview of AB 6 presentation slides
NVACTS NRS to Improve Safety in and Around School Zones

Links
October NVACTS Meeting Minutes
Statewide Monthly Fatality Report (October)
NHTSA Seat Belt Use Guidelines
Nevada State Seat Belt Use Survey 2025

For full set of meeting minutes with
attachments, view here:
https://zerofatalitiesnv.com/app/upl
oads/2026/02/20251209-NVACTS-
Minutes_final.pdf

https://zerofatalitiesnv.com/app/uploads/2025/12/20251021-NVACTS-Minutes_final.pdf
https://zerofatalitiesnv.com/app/uploads/2025/11/OCTOBER-2024-2025-STATE-FATAL-REPORT.pdf
https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-23/chapter-III/part-1340
https://ots.nv.gov/uploadedFiles/otsnvgov/content/home/2025%20Seat%20Belt%20Survey.pdf
https://zerofatalitiesnv.com/app/uploads/2026/02/20251209-NVACTS-Minutes_final.pdf


1/5/2026
January 1, 2025 - December 31, 2025

Month
2024 Fatal 

Crashes
2025 Fatal 

Crashes
% Change

2024 
Fatalities

2025 
Fatalities

% Change

January 39 38 -2.56% 42 39 -7.14%
February 18 31 72.22% 20 32 60.00%

March 34 26 -23.53% 40 29 -27.50%
April 29 39 34.48% 36 39 8.33%
May 38 24 -36.84% 43 27 -37.21%
June 33 30 -9.09% 35 34 -2.86%
July 26 29 11.54% 29 30 3.45%

August 27 28 3.70% 27 31 14.81%
September 26 26 0.00% 29 27 -6.90%

October 37 24 -35.14% 40 25 -37.50%
November 42 36 -14.29% 46 38 -17.39%
December 32 30 -6.25% 33 30 -9.09%

Reporting 
Period Total

381 361 -5.25% 420 381 -9.29%

Year End Total 381 420

Year Fatalities
Serious 
Injuries

Fatality Rate 
(Population)

Fatality Rate 
(HMVMT)*

2015 326 1,333 11.36 1.30
2016 329 1,267 11.27 1.17
2017 311 1,086 10.47 1.16
2018 329 893 10.87 1.20
2019 304 982 9.87 1.09
2020 333 964 10.69 1.36
2021 385 1,097 12.24 1.39
2022 416 1,130 13.09 1.51
2023 406 1,176 12.71 1.45
2024 420 N/A 12.85 0.00

10-Year Total 3,559 9,928

10-Year 
Average

355.9 1,103.1

Date of Report:

Data as of: December 31, 2025

Current Reporting Period:
This report is compiled by the Office of Traffic Safety and includes detailed statistics on traffic fatalities in Nevada. The report breaks crash data down by behavior, county, and year-over-year 
changes, and includes monthly data, year-to-date data, and previous year data. The report aims to provide accurate data to help improve road safety and inform policy decisions while ensuring 
compliance with federal reporting requirements set by the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA).

Crash Comparison by Month - Current Reporting Period

2025 Fatal Crashes 
During Current Reporting Period

For more detailed information on traffic fatalities and the behaviors causing them, please refer to the Nevada Fatal Crash Dashboard.

2025 Fatalities During 
Current Reporting Period

361 381-5.25%
% Change 
from 2024

-9.29%
% Change 
from 2024

10-Year Historical Crash Comparison

HMVMT refers to "100 million vehicle miles traveled" and is the total number of miles traveled by all vehicles statewide, aggregated to units of 100 million miles. 
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Continue to Page 2 for an additional breakdown of crashes 
by driver behavior, vehicle type, and road user. Page 1 of 2
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County
2024 Fatal 

Crashes
2025 Fatal 

Crashes
% Change

2024 
Fatalities

2025 
Fatalities

% Change
2024 Vehicle 
Occupants

2025 Vehicle 
Occupants

% Change
2024 

Unrestrained
2025 

Unrestrained
% Change

Clark 270 231 -14.44% 296 239 -19.26% 120 85 -29.17% 36 34 -5.56%
Washoe 46 63 36.96% 50 69 38.00% 21 30 42.86% 9 12 33.33%

Lyon 11 7 -36.36% 12 8 -33.33% 11 5 -54.55% 3 0 -100.00%
Carson City 2 5 150.00% 3 5 66.67% 2 3 50.00% 0 2 200.00%

Nye 11 5 -54.55% 11 5 -54.55% 6 4 -33.33% 3 1 -66.67%
Elko 16 13 -18.75% 18 13 -27.78% 18 7 -61.11% 8 5 -37.50%

Douglas 2 2 0.00% 2 2 0.00% 1 2 100.00% 0 0 0.00%
Churchill 0 6 600.00% 0 6 600.00% 0 5 500.00% 0 2 200.00%

Humboldt 3 8 166.67% 3 10 233.33% 2 5 150.00% 0 2 200.00%
White Pine 2 5 150.00% 5 6 20.00% 5 4 -20.00% 0 2 200.00%

Pershing 4 4 0.00% 4 4 0.00% 4 4 0.00% 1 1 0.00%
Lander 3 1 -66.67% 3 1 -66.67% 2 1 -50.00% 1 0 -100.00%
Mineral 2 2 0.00% 2 2 0.00% 2 2 0.00% 0 1 100.00%
Lincoln 2 2 0.00% 2 2 0.00% 2 2 0.00% 2 1 -50.00%
Storey 3 1 -66.67% 3 1 -66.67% 2 1 -50.00% 1 0 -100.00%
Eureka 1 3 200.00% 1 3 200.00% 1 3 200.00% 0 1 100.00%

Esmeralda 3 3 0.00% 5 5 0.00% 1 4 300.00% 0 0 0.00%

Reporting 
Period Total

381 361 -5.25% 420 381 -9.29% 200 167 -16.50% 64 64 0.00%

Year End Total 381 420 200 64

County
2024 

Pedestrian
2025 

Pedestrian
% Change 2024 Bicycle 2025 Bicycle % Change

2024 
Motorcycle

2025 
Motorcycle

% Change
2024 Other 

Scooter, 
Moped, ATV

2025 Other 
Scooter, 

Moped, ATV
% Change

Clark 97 83 -14.43% 11 12 9.09% 62 58 -6.45% 6 1 -83.33%
Washoe 13 21 61.54% 3 4 33.33% 13 13 0.00% 0 1 100.00%

Lyon 1 0 -100.00% 0 0 0.00% 0 3 300.00% 0 0 0.00%
Carson City 1 1 0.00% 0 0 0.00% 0 1 100.00% 0 0 0.00%

Nye 1 1 0.00% 1 0 -100.00% 3 0 -100.00% 0 0 0.00%
Elko 0 1 100.00% 0 0 0.00% 0 4 400.00% 0 1 100.00%

Douglas 0 0 0.00% 1 0 -100.00% 0 0 0.00% 0 0 0.00%
Churchill 0 0 0.00% 0 0 0.00% 0 1 100.00% 0 0 0.00%

Humboldt 1 3 200.00% 0 1 100.00% 0 1 100.00% 0 0 0.00%
White Pine 0 0 0.00% 0 0 0.00% 0 2 200.00% 0 0 0.00%

Pershing 0 0 0.00% 0 0 0.00% 0 0 0.00% 0 0 0.00%
Lander 0 0 0.00% 0 0 0.00% 1 0 -100.00% 0 0 0.00%
Mineral 0 0 0.00% 0 0 0.00% 0 0 0.00% 0 0 0.00%
Lincoln 0 0 0.00% 0 0 0.00% 0 0 0.00% 0 0 0.00%
Storey 0 0 0.00% 0 0 0.00% 0 0 0.00% 1 0 -100.00%
Eureka 0 0 0.00% 0 0 0.00% 0 0 0.00% 0 0 0.00%

Esmeralda 0 1 100.00% 0 0 0.00% 4 0 -100.00% 0 0 0.00%

Reporting 
Period Total

114 111 -2.63% 16 17 6.25% 83 83 0.00% 7 3 -57.14%

Year End Total 114 16 83 7

SOURCES

DISCLAIMER

Note: The monthly report will be distributed by the 7th of each month.

Vulnerable Road User and Motorcyclist Fatalities - Current Reporting Period

KEY

2024 VMT data is not available until 2025. 

2024 data is preliminary and does not necessarily include final reports (Form 5, coroner, 
and/or toxicology).

Crash Comparison by County  - Current Reporting Period

Fatalities: Total number of reported deaths (vehicle occupants, pedestrian, motorcyclist, bicyclist, and other).

Vehicle Occupants: Driver and occupant fatalities in a motor vehicle.  

Unrestrained:  Driver and occupant fatalities in a motor vehicle unrestrained.  

This data does not include data fields marked by the officer as unknown.  

This report is a point in time comparison.

VMT Data, NDOT

Population Data, United States Census Bureau

State Fatal Crash Data, Office of Traffic Safety

2024 data is not final until FARS release in 2026. 2025 data is not final until FARS release 
in 2027.

Bicyclist: A person on an other road vehicle that can be propelled by pedaling (bicycle, tricycle, unicycle, pedal car, 
electric bike).

Pedestrian: Any person on foot, on a personal conveyance, or in a building.       

Motorcyclist: A person riding any motor vehicle that has a seat or saddle for the use of its operator and is designed to travel 
on  not more than three wheels in contact with the ground. 

Other: A person on a scooter, moped, ATV, or other motorized vehicle not captured above on a roadway.  
100 Million Vehicle Miles Traveled (HMVMT): The total distance driven by all vehicles statewide, aggregated to units of 
100 million miles.

Page 2 of 2
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Background

The goals of this research were to:

§ Assess awareness and influence of the Zero Fatalities brand and its messaging

§ Gauge public understanding of laws and perceptions of dangerous driving behaviors

§ Measure the recall of the campaign messaging to identify trends and areas of future campaign opportunity
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Geographic
SegmentPercentage

# of
RespondentsCounty of Residence

Rural4.0%41Carson City
Rural1.3%13Churchill
South60.1%615Clark
Rural1.9%19Douglas
Rural2.9%30Elko
Rural0.0%0Esmeralda
Rural0.0%0Eureka
Rural1.5%15Humbolt
Rural0.9%9Lander
Rural0.1%1Lincoln
Rural3.1%32Lyon
Rural0.4%4Mineral
Rural4.3%44Nye
Rural0.7%7Pershing
Rural0.3%3Storey
North17.6%180Washoe
Rural1.0%10White Pine

100.0%1,023TOTAL

Project Overview
1,023 surveys were completed between
October 6th and October 26th, 2025

North n=180 17.6%

South n=615 60.1%

Rural n=228 22.3%

Overall Sample Size n=1,023
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Results-at-a-glance:  Awareness of Zero Fatalities

• Awareness of Zero Fatalities declined in 2025

44% in 2025

53% in 2023

• Awareness in 2025 was similar to 2022

44% vs. 42%

• Awareness in the North and South remained relatively stable between 2025 and 2022

North: 54% vs. 54%;

South: 42% vs. 42%;

Rural: 44% vs. 33%
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Results-at-a-glance:  Distracted Driving

Distracted driving has risen notably since 2023:

• Making phone calls while driving increased (7% vs. 4%)

• Weekly phone distractions (e.g., texting) increased (8% vs. 5%)

• Other distractions happening weekly increased (9% to 6%),

• Distracted drivers were more common in Northern Nevada

ü Weekly phone calls (10% North, 7% South, 4% Rural)

ü Daily smartphone distractions (North: 11%, South: 9%, Rural: 4%)

ü Other distractions occurring weekly (North: 13%, South: 9%, Rural,4%)
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Results-at-a-glance:  Top Safety Concerns
Top safety concerns in 2025

The top four safety concerns across the state were:

§ Speeding (26%),

§ Distracted drivers (21%),

§ Reckless drivers (19%)

§ Impaired drivers (14%)

By region

• North: Distracted (27%), speeding (24%), reckless (18%), impaired (11%)

• South: Speeding (29%), distracted (20%), reckless (20%), impaired (16%)

• Rural: Speeding (17%), reckless (17%), distracted (16%), road conditions (13%)
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Results-at-a-glance:  Marijuana
A lack of understanding around the danger of driving after using marijuana
• Marijuana was barely considered as the greatest impairment when driving

compared to alcohol and other drugs

§ North: 1%
§ South: 5%
§ Rural: 17%

• More than one in five Nevadans consume marijuana

§ North: 34%
§ South: 26%
§ Rural: 23%

• Of those who consume marijuana, nearly three in ten drive under the influence at
least once a month

§ North: 34%
§ South: 28%
§ Rural: 33%
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Results-at-a-glance:  Seat Belt Law
Awareness of seatbelt law

• Overall, increased significantly

§ 2025: 71%

§ Rural: Only 54% were aware of NV’s seatbelt law

§ 2023: 43%

Driving without a seatbelt

• 12% of Nevadans reported driving without a seatbelt at least once a month,
consistent with 2023

• 18% of Rural drivers reported not wearing a seatbelt at least once a month

Stronger seatbelt law

• Overall, there was increased support for a stronger seatbelt law across the
state in 2025 (85% vs. 79%)
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Results-at-a-glance:  Influence on Dangerous Behaviors

RuralSouthNorthBehavior

43%69%55%Buckle-up

53%72%62%Don’t drive impaired

54%77%61%Focus on the road

49%76%63%Stop at red lights/stop signs

47%76%64%Be pedestrian safe

46%68%51%Slow down

47%70%62%Avoiding talking/texting

36%61%47%Avoid other distractions

The Zero Fatalities campaign has mixed results on influence, with the program

being largely effective in Southern Nevada, moderately effective in Northern

Nevada, and least effective in Rural Nevada





Strengthening
Road Safety

2025 Nevada Impaired Driving
Needs Assessment

PRESENTED BY
Ayla Babakitis, Coalition manager



Statewide Media
Campaign

• Address public misconceptions about
impaired driving in Nevada

• Released in all 17 counties in method of
most visibility (physical and/or digital)

• Based on data collected from research is
Year 1 (October 2024-September 2025)



Data
Collection Analysis

1. Gain an understanding of Nevada residents’ knowledge and attitudes
regarding impaired driving; and,

2. Gain insight from Nevada residents about successful public
awareness campaigns intended to reduce impaired driving

Impaired Driving Needs Assessment
October 2, 2024 - September 30,

2025

Development



Methodology
18 questions + 2 demographic questions (zipcode and age group)

• Languages: English and Spanish

• Distribution: Electronic link; each coalition responsible for
outreach

• Sampling: Non-probability convenience sample
⚬ Excluded individuals with specialized knowledge or

personal experience with impaired driving
⚬ Stratified by six age groups (18–65+)

• Tracking: Monthly updates provided by zipcode/count

Survey



• Training: Coalition representatives trained by external
evaluator

• Recruitment: 7–10 participants per county served
⚬ Avoided individuals with specialized knowledge or

personal experience

• Discussion Topics:
⚬ Defining impaired driving
⚬ Identifying contributing factors
⚬ Recommending solutions

Methodology
Focus Group



Survey respondents by age and county

Assessment
Demographics

Question 1:

Question 2:



DouglasChurchillCarson City
Lyon,

Storey
Clark

Nye, Lincoln,
Esmeralda

Elko, Eureka,
White Pine

Humboldt,
Pershing,
Lander,
Mineral

Washoe

93.4%91.9%82.3%75.8%75.2%83.7%78.2%93.2%92.6%
“All of

the
Above”

Question 3:Which substances can interfere with a person’s ability to
safely drive a vehicle?

STATE AVERAGE: 84%

Over the Counter Medicines -46%

The options included:
Alcohol
Marijuana (smoked)
Marijuana in edible form

Psychedelics
More than one
substance
All of these
None of these

Prescription Pain Medications
Other Opioids
Over-the-counter medications
Stimulants



DouglasChurchillCarson City
Lyon,

Storey
Clark

Nye,
Lincoln,

Esmeralda

Elko,
Eureka,

White Pine

Humboldt,
Pershing,
Lander,
Mineral

Washoe

34.440.53523.331.744.437.140.864.8

“I have a basic
understanding of the
consequences of being
found guilty of Driving
Under the Influence,
but could learn more.”

42.236.546.243.14122.940.537.935.1
“I am ‘familiar’ or ‘very
familiar’ with the
consequences.”

Question 6: How familiar are you with the consequences of being found
guilty of Driving Under the Influence (DUI)?
(Response options: very unfamiliar, unfamiliar, neutral, basic
understanding but could learn more, familiar, or very familiar)



DouglasChurchillCarson City
Lyon,
Storey

Clark
Nye,

Lincoln,
Esmeralda

Elko,
Eureka,

White Pine

Humboldt,
Pershing,
Lander,
Mineral

Washoe

65.65054.955.954.743.655.260.254.8Same

27.843.238.939.830.249.628.43235.9Unsure

Question 8: Are the consequences of receiving a DUI for a legal
substance other than alcohol similar to those of an alcohol DUI in terms
of loss of license, fees, and fines, etc.?
(Response options included: Yes, they are the same, No, they are
different, and I don’t know)



Question 10:What do you think the chances are of someone getting
arrested for driving impaired if they drive too soon after using the
following substances?

DouglasChurchillCarson CityLyon, StoreyClark
Nye, Lincoln,
Esmeralda

Elko, Eureka,
White Pine

Humboldt,
Pershing,
Lander,
Mineral

Washoe
"Always” or
“Most of the

time”

58.460.331.951.849.643.764.337.337
More than one

substance

56.850.727.154.546.436.643.930.735.5Psychedelics

56.75026.247.847.136.149.131.732.4Stimulants

30.339.716.232.732.419.32013.715
Over the
Counter

58.449.33050.946.441.445.629.734.3Other Opioids

47.242.523.940.737.129.63619.625.2RX Pain Meds

43.242.519.939.635.521.533.920.822.9
Marijuana
(Edible)

48.343.82239.335.324.835.719.824.5
Marijuana
(Smoked)

65.654.832.647.852.138.151.731.433.3Alcohol



DouglasChurchill
Carson

City
Lyon,
Storey

Clark
Nye,

Lincoln,
Esmeralda

Elko,
Eureka,

White Pine

Humboldt,
Pershing,
Lander,
Mineral

Washoe

94.394.393.289.688.680.690.89795“Yes”

Question 13:Do you believe other people driving while impaired in your
community is a threat to your personal safety or the safety of your
family?



Question 14:What barriers exist in your community that might lead to people
driving while impaired?

DouglasChurchillCarson CityLyon, StoreyClark
Nye,

Lincoln,
Esmeralda

Elko,
Eureka,

White Pine

Humboldt,
Pershing,
Lander,
Mineral

Washoe

Lack of
access to

public
transportatio

n

Lack of
access to

public
transportatio

n

Lack of
consideration
for potential
consequence
s to others

Lack of
access to

public
transportatio

n

No fear of
getting
caught

Lack of
access to

public
transportati

on

Addiction

Lack of
access to

public
transportatio

n.

Lack of
consideration
for potential

consequences
to others.

1

No fear of
getting
caught

Failure to
plan ahead

AddictionAddictionAddiction
No fear of

getting
caught

No fear of
getting
caught

Lack of
access to

ride-sharing
Addiction2

Addiction
Lack of

access to
ride-sharing

No fear of
getting
caught

No fear of
getting
caught

Lack of
consideration
for potential
consequence
s to others

Addiction
Lack of

access to
ride-sharing

Addiction
Failure to plan

ahead.3



Question 16:How comfortable would you
be telling a friend or loved one that they
should not drive?

84%
Question 17: How comfortable would you
be telling a stranger that they should not
drive?

46%

“VERY” OR “TOTALLY”
COMFORTABLE

“VERY” OR “TOTALLY”
COMFORTABLE



A person should call law
enforcement if they witness

someone driving in such a way that
suggests they may be driving

impaired.

• 911
• Non-emergency dispatch
• Nevada Highway Patrol
• Police
• Sheriff
• Tip Line

Question 15:What should a person do if they see someone who
might be driving impaired?

Most Answers
Specific Law Enforcement

Contacts Mentioned



Question 20: Please share any recommendations you might have for
the State of Nevada and/or substance misuse prevention organizations
throughout the State to educate the public about the dangers and
consequences of driving impaired.
The most common recommendations (in order of frequency)
included:

1. Increase law enforcement and detection (especially for
marijuana).

2.Increase legal consequences, including for over-serving.
3.Increase public information and education, through initial and

ongoing driver’s education, media, and advertising, to include:
a. Information about all substances that can lead to

impairment
b. legal consequences
c. emotional/life consequences to self and others
d. messages that are short, consistent, relatable, and

culturally relevant
4.Increase youth education and prevention.
5.Increase access to rideshare, “safe ride,” and public

transportation.



Positive Social Norming
A Positive Social Norms Campaign is one way to clarify or correct certain misperceptions of norms and promote
positive social norms or behavior. A norm is the attitude or behavior of more than 50% of the population.

Unfortunately, research tells us that norming
the problem—that lots of people drive

impaired—leads to inaction or, worse yet,
adoption of maladaptive behaviors because of

our tendency to move toward, not against,
social norms.

Norm Solutions, Not Problems



Full Report and Contact
Information!

JAMIE ROSS, CEO
JROSS@DRUGFREELASVEGAS.ORG

702-582-7228 X101

AYLA BABAKITIS, COALITION MANAGER
ABABAKITIS@DRUGFREELASVEGAS.ORG

702-582-7228 X111

Full 2025 Impaired Driving
Assessment Report & Citations Here:


