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ABSTRACT:

This study examined the driving abilities of community living 
adults who volunteered to perform a driving assessment and a group 
of older adults who were referred to the driver program by the 
Department of Motor Vehicles, their physician or were self referred 
due to possible issues with driving.  All the subjects were over 60 years 
of age.   All subjects completed an in-clinic assessment, behind-the-
wheel driving assessment, and an AMPS assessment.  Although many 
clinical tools were used, only a few of those tools were analyzed for this 
poster. 

There were no differences between gender or age.  The AMPS 
process skill scores and Trails B differentiating between subjects who 
passed the driving and evaluation and those who failed or had 
restrictions placed on their driving. Brake reaction times, and Useful 
Field of Vision (UFOV) did not differentiate between passing subjects 
and subjects who failed or had restrictions.  The AMPS motor and 
process skill items were clearly lower for those subjects who fail or 
need restrictions on their driving and did better at differentiating 
subjects. This would suggest that the AMPS may be an effective 
screening tool for driving.  
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Limitations
This study is not completed.  There are a limited number of subjects thus far.
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volunteer group are encouraged by family members or others to participate in the study.
Not all the subjects get all the assessments completed due to time and abilities.
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MAJOR FINDINGS
Table 1.  Only the AMPS Process Skill Scores and Trails B times showed significant difference between 
the two groups, those subjects who passed the driving evaluation and subjects who failed or had restrictions 
placed on their driving.
Considering Tables 2 and 3, the subjects who failed or had restrictions on the driving assessment were at the 
top of the motor OR the process scales!
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problems and should be reevaluated for driving.  
Reviewing the Crosstabs, the Useful Field of Vision assessment does not sort out the subjects who passed 
and those who failed/needed restrictions.
Reviewing the Crosstabs, the Brake Reaction Time did not sort out the subjects who passed and those who 
failed or needed restrictions.
Reviewing the Crosstabs, Trails B did sort out the subjects who passed and those who failed/needed 
restrictions.
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