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Driver Behavior and Opinions
— An International Comparative Survey —

IATSS 316 PROJECT TEAM*®

This article is an international comparative approach to ‘“‘Driver behavior and opin-
ions.” The research was conducted in nine nations including Japan, with ONSER
(Organisme Nationale de Securité Routiére) as project leader and IDBRA as secretariat.
After general results obtained at the Headquarters, IATSS gathered and collected the
data from seven participating countries and conducted an original analysis.

The analysis clarified what is different or common among the drivers from various
nations by way of a questionnaire including speed limit, distance between vehicles and
seat belts etc..
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BALL iz 7o v F LThB, Hithis, b
ZHHERIREF > Twah EIHTHN, +2.002
HRLTTFE, 2.0 LTFLEV, EhoTw
b, HEhOHMIE, B8 S HHIREE 2T 5 26
PICDVTORGETLTWA,

LD 2HIIH LT, o v b LaBANRE
NREMEA2E, P4 YBLUBMT 7Y 213,

Sex Age

100

T

920
80

ERETT P e ST

70

3 s

60

2 2 —

50

40

"

0
3 s— 3

ar 3——_"’

20

10

1 1

1 1

o Total Cycle Motacar Van/Lorry -2 3~5

6~1011-20

20- ) . o ~18 18-24 25-34 35 54 55

Fig. 4 B nEs — BREE. ERER. £ Fihl -

Reasons for following too closely

IATSS review Vol. 5 No. 4

(37)

December, 1979



H

262

B b A TETRE I ]BRE % 5F - T B L3 L T
WHA, 7 FrABLUHAR, HaLMALHIKE
HEXTFoTwhweERIGL, A vBLEUHET
TN HEECNELBEMETL TS, £ X
ANE, A IREIBREE 25F-> T ah, HoBEHFIE
ELLDEVZIFFLAVWEEZTWE, 224
R, A EH E D FIREE RS v, B
STEEIIHIBRRE 2 ML T B LML Tw B,
Fig. 6 3, HEEBETLHPM % 2L BN T
GrEz iy WAOKIREEDEFE XD L

Table 13 HIRZFEOMF 8 - fELE

AT LY R367T o v 7 b F— 4

FICRBEL T2 22 RL L0 TH B, Hibdlix.,
A1z & & HIBGEE A o B A L, fidE, %
MR T 2 BN OMEELZRL TS, THFA v
BLUAX) 2 MARIREE2F->Tw 20T,
AT A B B AT A v & T B ERANIC
Twd, FRZW KA v 2 odinsiiv, 404
LT, 297 2—F 5L ARG, LA o5 %
ErFbivwoT, ZGHER BN & T 2385y
b b, M7 7 ) A, MAIGIREE 2 5F -
TW3EBMT 3128 hdbb T, BB

Keeping to speed limit, oneself vs. other (%)
b AR lae = S O EEEEFA Fob fu
M7 £ &
ESB S it A H# 85 1th A EA4B 5B fio A BEZ4H & fio A
Aa 3 11.0 0.7 69.7 322 17.6 57.7 2.0 9.1
-G 48.5 2.0 43.8 35.4 7.3 60.2 0.5 2.3
W77 H 38.8 4.0 56.3 46.4 4.6 41.5 0.2 8.1
off 0 N o 18.4 0.1 71.8 57.9 9.5 39.6 0.3 2.4
iR S ) 28.5 0.8 64.7 61.6 6.1 36.6 0.4 0.9
r S O T | 38.7 0.6 49.8 356.8 8.9 58.6 0.9 4.0
ADz—F 0.1 29.2 50.8 9.6
Do you think that most other drivers keep to speed limits 7
Always
Usually
—+2.0
o West Germany
The United Kingdom
—+t.0
e South Africa
Do you keep speed limits?
Occasionally ?‘0 —ll.ﬂ Iiﬂ 2;“ Always
Never : : ' ! Usually
e France
e Spain
® Japan —+—1.0
-T=—2.0
Occasionally
Never
Fig. 5 #IREEDMHF-BFEBA—
Keeping to speed limit, oneself vs. others
(B[R 2t 422 42k Vol. 5 No. 4 ( 38) B H154 412 1



F 74 5= DT & ¥R — EPX e —

BB A R , AN, B EUT7TT AR, LA
(IR 2 5F L v & T 230 &R A7, il
TSR T 2 BRI A% (B o T B,

vi) ¥— b b oo B

WA R A HEEE L T2 EHO L — b~k
FEMEE (L Tableld CRT E BN THE, TNTHHE
B W TEMERTI%*BL T3, #AENSEED
EEicHT e — F~or b o, Sl
TRIZA LIS > — b ~u b S R & el 2
EETFECHREBEL LT, B2L I, #

263

I RE QA B O % 2012 2 — b L b S AT
ffben 2 LUBIOHEErEEIATWENTH S 5,
vii) ¥ — b~ b o REHE

Tablel4 EHFEAEICBIT 22— F~n OB
FERLLZLOTH D, —HREYIZ, — b~ b3S
HApkifbEn Tt vwad a4 v Bk v, 75>
203 »EOFAEL, EHLEsA Ty oo 3
A BN~ ICE %o T B, A5 F R % Table
120 R 4 FMERE FICFRES R EZ D, A4
Y.BEEFAY, 7T AD3 HETIE, TEICHER,

Table 14 o — b~ b R6%E - HAE
Rates of seat belt installation and its wearing (%)

FremE = kAU b i haeas U R A = bRk

DN e Ut rrps  RLTAALRLG | MAOEEIU
B x 86.3 7 6.9 42.7 32.7 no
b A 88.0 80.8 14.4 3.8 1.0 yes
mM7F7 A 80.5 16.2 18.6 32.7 32.4 no
£ %y =2 93.4 26.1 24.4 316 17.9 ne
i T A ] 88.4 40.4 36.4 18.3 4.5 yes
79w R 79.0 45.4 42.2 10.3 1.0 yes
PP 84.4 — — - — yos

Do you think that most other drivers keep to speed limits?

Always
Uaually
—+2.0
e West Germany
e The United Kingdom
+i0
Which of these physical dangers
eSouth Africa do you feel threatens
you most at the moment?
—2.0 =F:0 1.0 2.0 [
} } } } Road accidents
® Spain
e France
—1.0 e Sweden
e Japan
—-2.0
Occasionally
Never
Fig. 6 HIEREROMF & TBFH D EHE

Keeping to speed limit vs fear of road accidents
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264 EpE Al ¥ 31670 v 7 b F— A

BLU Trwrvwiil, oER 4T 5 £70%

b, —H, P bR FEFHIFEETT LA
Twhw3 pEiz2wT, THIZHER, 8L THn
W, OREFEEFEADL L, BARTIZINS.
MT 7 435%., 4% ) A50%E L ->TE N, #E
TIFEN T BafilE & N T, ORIz > T
5, HIcHAOHAER, T aradil, v Tk
LTHBLA Y ~OEEREEGHT S L1%ICR
v R R ER TR o T B, v
— b PRSI SATYAHEICE VT
L, A4y, 72 2ATIR1 %, BBF A volhs
125 % THRLTHERLE ) OEBICTFELTY
HUEFERHIZET 5,

viii) ¥ — F 0L bR 5

WIHEMICBIT 2 — b b HERHIZ L DESR)
REEDLIIZHEHML T B2 %2 TIEHIZHES
5, ThuNRrHEL,) THAEVMESF LV, B
U TRy L, D4BRMRIE LICTEES R,
Tablel51f # DEERERL LN THL, +— k=
bR ORI L TR, = bR RIS
2w, TAHEGNEE, & TRFREIEEREE, o
Mizabhll) ZERIEDLNLE W,

AFEE T Iz BT L BN R D80% 5 H*
oo b L ORISR E RS TV B, AR
TIHLRTWhwWHA, BT7Y 24 L, HHE
FEHETT T B HEZ I TR RS, & T
BMEFRAIEC A >Twd, 72, BABLUHET
TUAIZBIT AL — b~ b oS, WARET
HEP Tk bEETHL, ZHLMETIE, 2 —t
N OB ERDTuL AL HAELE O LG
IFFETEHR L LT B,

ix) ¥— b= b oFEHETT

Tablel5 23— F~n F EHITToBEkEL2 T

LzboThas, HHIFEFIEEIALTHEHE LY
TIEM%HPRBEL Tvd, A VIR, >— b~
PSR, AGEFHC BT 2T R e T
RHL T3l dpebs T, AHOBERILEN®
TR ERDI6% I 32 LI HEEE -, AAL L
UCHT 70 #3FEEARMENIZL bbb T, %4

P& Rl L, SMbic BT 2L 0% w, 4

¥ Ak, HEBLUCET 7 ) #1253 & HR
VI L b oF, — = P EHOEE D
T2 L Tid, 0% REDERERL Tw 3,
Fig. 713, f#EREHIZ > — b~ b odeett
T 235 2 — kL L OFEFEITE & 0B E
HELcboTH B, Fig. 813, [EEE AN S5
2o — b b eI ET A8MmE o — P
PAFH BB IC AT A EEE offae R Lz Lo
Thd, AEELIC, B4 T30 — oY 2 0EK
FL XL Tp-2BEWETT IERILL 2l 7
oyt LTH3, APolT iz, Zettol ot
RBEEENNREE2EDHIESE, — LR 2 HIFEL
TwEASERT, HHRoM BT, TEREET
hi+2as, THRLTHERHLLZW, —20far % 4,
Fig. 8 o ¥lE=n + 3%k, —3RF2RL Tw 5,
Fig. 7 TH» L k52, AFA VB LI WANS
ettt 2 ils, L2 LAHEIES (A>T b,
2ot 4 ol AFRARETEF A v S IEREETH DA
LRI, TR Ay, A, 2 e
B9 % KPR 2 Ry OpHAR, 41 X )R, BT 7
ATHB, e 3AEIE, Ltk L Tl
BTh) LrbFHEIE oz s 3ET
FNANPEETH L, ARIF, A X ) 2 EHLNT &
MO IZITHETSH b0, A ) DR HE
ERLTW3, 7521, T b5 HE &R~
BARSERL . 2RI L B b b

Table 15 >—F~AFOHR >— b~ P ERBEE O HRALE

Recognition of seat belt effectiveness & approval of mandatory use (%)

e o Pxv bR 0R A T— b EAO

FECHRIDD | AN BBHHE | HE DHRALL L B TR
B * 37.6 43.1 72 1.1 68.0
Yl 33.8 59.7 | 5.2 1.3 —
mMFIUA 37.2 51.0 | 8.1 37 64.7
14 ¥ 1) R 29.1 62.9 6.2 1.6 39.6
[T A G 46.6 49.7 2.8 0.3 53.8
7 e 1l R | 24.7 59.0 12.6 1.8 e
APz —F 32.2 51.1 1.9 0.3 —_—
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HARALENE (> T b, ¥— P DR
FaghlfbEntwa MRS 20TH S 9,

Kz, ¥y— b b ol tEo 3 LR OBk
LBz >WTARE, A Y EHEAB LW
BT 70 A &I 2 RRICHETTS
d, THFAvIZ, ReEtz@E RmL, L2b®

LRI R 2R T A, BEBLUOET 7 #13,

Yegfb R H T iz bbb ¥, b #
[694 2 LEAE v, 4 X ) 203, ethicBIL T
A e B E R L, poRHEoER bz Em R
HLTwd, ooz, ERHEIZSE2HE)
HES@s ks T 2 SRR, 2L
T, EEHEHSOHEICHET M ORAENER
FRHET 2L0THD S,

x) BB el

IR E A R D HITIE, vk BASHER
B B L B L TwdThHS G B

Table16 3 HIRBINMHE R I T 2R E 2R L
Lo ThHd, HEBMOEEE LA, BHL
DT EMT SIEEHIFRHIE L Lo T 202y
WMTHN, KOTHT 7Y #2EL {EEERLT
Wi, FFAY, A4y, 4 FX¥)A, AYr—
7o i Al EEN G Byt LA T 7 PO
WEEFT LT D, Tabb, AL
12 E B A BB IO YO 2 TTHE IS § 2 BLIENY L IR
ThaD LIS, 3—u v GEEH0 % ( ol

e EIERCHY
Very helpful for safety

A, EMOLVA T FEEETAIEIZL Y, H
REPWET LN TERLEEZITWDB I EIRE
Bicffid a, 77 A3 EBERCES. i
FOHRMZRH T D, BiOEFHEIZ > THML
B, AX)AD7 T RITKCTEY,

xi) ASBEM AR T

Iy bAEI0FEM O BB TRAT 5
TBk EZmb b v AT 5, @3 HiicFils
B2t A, Tablel7T IR TEESGL, FHICE
T AEGEER OREAERICEL Tz, sz EEn
LRAAAEEL T3, b2 A, Tk LRL0E
M, AfdzGERLIMAT 23T 2T Bk %
hbhhwv, FRELALZGIZOWTIR, Hifr¥ox—
Bicxt S AR ASERIIA T EIC R S,
W R, AREGEROMKELEHIZANLT
RIiGLedE I »IZo2WTIEAHETH B,
EROFPERL Eoilifng o b a7 Tkt 5, &
EELTwD 22w TEET 5, BRhfH
DFFIZEL TR, BLTREEMLEMETLTY
ArizvzihvwThbi, HEAZT»EoFEEIC L

PN S, EMBLLLONENEH LT

WhZEAREHNTH B,

4. BbHYICS

H Aoz o iz 7T 5 & or [ B sl iz B
LM%, Likoy 6 H E 0l & a2 Wl A

R LERIZHY
Very helpful for safety

<20 —2.0
L} ®
West Germany West Germany
-4 1.0 -+1.0
’ @ Spain
—2.0 —1i.0 1.0 2.0 —2.0 =4 0 1.0 2.0
ALY } 0 ; | | | i :
nonwearing @ Ay PR s = J T
dapan The net never fail OPPOsilion The United Kingdom apan approval of
Kingdom to wear  use mandatory mandatory
use
o ® France ey o
L] @ South Africa
South Africa
= —3g <t —2.0
MEL L WHRYL

ineffectiveness
- bR PR RAE
The evaluation of a seat
belt and the rate of its
wearing

Fig.7
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ineffectiveness

Fig.8 < —F~ubRed s EERREE
The evaluation of a seat belt
and reaction to mandatory use
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2o TOFERD L, AEOEIEREOREE B L K
DEICEHT L EHTELS,

FaFA 2Ry EEOMEH I, GBF I
L TR B 21wy Ty 3 57, B AR 2B *
BN aEAl, FoaxrTciubiFAfy, BED
W 2 OB o KK % | A E SRR T
HETHAMEN L, HlPEBE L KICiEL TH
ZTWaLEIThdD, 7, BHEEHD ) > 2212
MLTL, fenFFEEIC~N, 7v— % o fillhEic

EROBEAERLEELZRL, WbOIEr 2 s
FeIoEwEBHLICRMmL TS,
EHEOYERIZOVTIR, 30 v GEET
i, WEMNTEHROTIEEO RV L Bbh 2B
BLATY FOFHLEZEF T 20, HEOEAE
. EL v B BN OB T 2 B0 AT V.
FRAY, AX)AZREBLDETEI—0 o3
FHTiz, ZEMEABEAOMBEE L TELZ TS
DKL, HAETHE, BH-CHI S 5 v 3l

BIL Taniid 2 L willtls, — iz 24 DERL & gL 722 B I R b L B
WMEE L TwdEHEZI TS,

PR P I B 2 38HmIc iz, 38— oA

Boont, BrFAy, AXVA, BT7Y HIE,

HabfiAd & LIclFT2E@MMLTw5, 2

{213, BIESFEH, MARTFSL % v e T 2845
MERLTWE, BEE75 213, BALESD
FohwERZMLTw A, BHAEREIZZ OHER
R,

vt toFHIZBL, BERAL, Ehilfke
VEMES L UMM ECRBRL T 3DITRL,

Table 16 i % 3% IR O W

Improvement of road environment (%)

HAEME 34?7T mu s Mumm B om0
] &= | 427 11.0 4.2 37.6
T2 q 76.6 6.8 2.0 9.2
BFP7UA 60.4 9.4 5.5 17.3
1 %1 = 66.2 5.6 7.3 10.3 10.6
#wK Ay 83.3 S 2.5 7.2
75> 2 33.3 20.3 9.8 18.2 14.8
Az —F 61.6 2.2 5.3 12.9

Table 17 Zh»S5%&10FEMOAFEHFEERD TR

Forcast of traffic accidents during 10 years

WEEMA | WATS | Lo | meTs
A & 48.3 29.6 21.6
R R 52.2 30.3 1 17.5
‘ m7T7YH 68.0 17.0 14.9
1 % Y R 66.9 27.5 4.3
CR S 57.8 32.6 9.2
75+ 2 56.1 35.1 74
AWz —F 53.3 319 4.2
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