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The Measurement of an Ability of Risk-Perception
and the Possibility of its Enhancement

Nobuyuki FUKAZAWA*

It seems that an ability of Risk Perception which each driver has will influence his
risk acceptance process and his driving maneuver. The aim of this research was to
investigate the possibility of enhancing its ability through the driver improvement
program which had been developed by Fukazawa (1983). In this program, at first,
some drivers took the Risk Perception Test with ten illustrations which had been
painted as if a driver had looked a traffic scene through a windshield. And, after the
test, they took part in a small group discussion because of discussing the theme of
safer driving with each other, while looking at illustrations used in the previous test.
In the research I, taxi drivers took part in it who had four accidents in the previous
year. In the researchll, taxi drivers took part in it (experimental group), taxi drivers

didn’t take part in it (control group).

The result represented that the number of

accidents decreased surprisingly in both researches. And, after the program, subjects
who had a poor ability of Risk Perception decreased most surprisingly the number of
accidents. It was argued that each driver would be able to enhance his ability of Risk
Perception if he would take part in a proper program and recognize himself to be a

poor ability of it.
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