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Analytical report Flash EB N° 3011 Road safety

Introduction

The European Commission is committedrtaking acontributon to the goal of saferoadsin Europe

It hasbeen estimated th#teverybodyfastened their seatbefespected speed limits and did not drive

under the influence of alcohol, more than 12,000 lives could be saoéyear on Europearoads.

In order to be in the position to makeorepr ogress in this field, t he
DirectorateGeneral for Mobility and Transport requested a survegstertairthe awarenessf, and

attitudes towardsroad safetyssuesamong citizensfahe 27 EUMember States.

The specific objectives of the Flash Eurobarometer survey L 3Rodd safetyi were:

i toderive greatemsights into which road safety problems are perceived as the most serious by EU
citizens

1 to improve the understandingf the areas of road safety wheg® citizens would likenational
governmentso do moreand those where they feel that governments are already doing enough

1 toidentify those areas of road safety policy that EU citizens would like their national govesnment
to prioritise.

The survey obtained interviews fixed-line, mobile phone and fade-face i with nationally
representative samples of EU citizens (aged 15 and older) living in the 27 Member States. The target
sample size in most countries was 1,000rui¢svs; in total, 25,629 interviews were conducted by

Gall upds networ k of fJuneldtbwanelB 2040. Btatisticakrestlts wenes f r o
weighted to correct for known demographic discrepancies.

! Seehttp://ec.europa.eu/transport/road_safety/topics/behaviour/index_en.htm
page4



Flash EB N° 3011 Road safety Analytical report

Main findings

1 When asked if they drove aa about 7 in 10 EU citizens responded positive9% of
respondents said that they drove amast day®f the week, 16% drove a ck3 times per wegk
3% drovel-3 times per montand 1% drovéess than once per month

1 In 13 Member States, at ledsteequarters of respondents said that they drove a car (from 76% in
Italy and Germany to 82% in Slovenia), while in some of the eastern European countries
Romania, Bulgaria, Latvia and Hungdryhis proportion was less than half (3689%).

Perceptiors about the seriousness of road safety problems

1 People driving under the influence of alcoholvas considered to beraajor safety problem by
94% of EU citizens, followed bygrivers exceeding speed limit§78%) anddrivers/passengers
not wearing seatbeltg74%).

1 Although 76% of EU citizens thought that peopléving while talking on a mobile phone
without a handsfree kit constituted amajor safety problem in their country, just 26% said the
same about peoptiving while talking on a hands-free mobile phone.

1 In all Member States, except Ireland, more than 8 in 10 interviewees felt that people driving under
the influence of alcohol constitutedn@ajor road safety problem in their countijhe situation in
Ireland was a clear outlier with just 62% ofpendents regarding drisdciving as amajor threat
to road safety in their country and 31% simply regarding itragar problem.

1 The proportion of respondents who said ttavers exceeding speed limit®nstituted amajor
safety problem in their cotny ranged from 52% in Sweden to 94% in Cyprlhough in some
countries respondents were less likely to identify drivers who exceeded speed limitsaps a
safety problem, the proportion of respondents who said that thisat/asproblemnin their country
was 5% or less in all EU Member States.

9 Cypriot, Italian, French Spanishand Greekrespondents were more likely than others to regard
drivers and passengers not wearing seatlBaltamajor safety problem in their country (84%
89%); in Ireland and8eden, less than half of respondents felt that way (both 47%).

1 In about half of the Member States, at least tHopagrters of respondentsgarded people driving
while talking on a hantield mobile phone as major safety problem in their countrydlaltese
Portuguesgdtalian and Spanisimterviewees were the most likely to express this view (B80%).
In all Member States, respondents were considerably less likely to sgyeti@e driving while
talking on a handfree mobile phoneonstituted anajor road safety problem in their country.

1 The survey found a relationship betweenpheceived seriousness of a road safety probleamd
fi c o n ¢ érrensepdodrcale far theirdnational government to do more to combat the issue
While drink-driving, for instance, was seen as the major road safety problem, it was also identified
as the area that most neededraattention from national governments. Similarly, people driving
while talking on a handBee mobile phone was considered less of a threat to roag Hzde the
ot her i ssues |l i sted and fAconcernedo responden
government should take more action to reduce the associated risks.

2 Thequestionsabout 10ad safety problems that should receive more attention from national governmesusly
presented to respondents who considered that a particular issue (such-dsrdiink i ng) was either
Ami nordo safety pr obl thewmuestion abdutdhatlissud. not answer ed
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Measures that national governments should focus on to improve road safety

1 A slim majority of EU citizeng52%) said thatoad infrastructure safety should be improved
as eithera first or secondpriority. About 3 in 10respondent$31%) answered that this should be
the first measure that their government should focus on in order tovenpad safety.

1 Improving the enforcement of traffic lawswas the second most frequerglectedneasure that
governments should concentrate on in order to enhance road safety: roughly 4 out of 10
respondents (42%) chose this measaseeithera first or secondpriority for their government.
Dealing equally forcefully with resident and foreign traffic offenderswas selected by 36% of
EU citizens as a measure that should be prioritised by government authorities.

1 Three in 10 respondents were of the apinthat their national government shoimiiate more
road safety awareness campaignas a priority action in order to improve road safétipout a
guarter of EU citizens (26%) held the view that their government ought to assign priority, for all
drivers to theintroduction of periodic driver re -training schemesin order to improve road
safety.

1 As for the EU results overall, in a majority of Member States (18 out of 27), improving road
infrastructure safety in their country was selected as eithéirsa or second priority for
government action by the largest proportion of respondents.

1 In Denmark, Italy, Cyprus, Lithuania and Luxembourg, interviewsawitised improving the
enforcement of traffic lawsver improving road infrastructure safetiRespoudents in Austria,
France and the Netherland®) the other hand, gave more priority teeasures to deal equally
forcefully with resident and foreign traffaffenders.
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1. Frequency that respondents drive a car

When asked if they drove a car, about 7 0nEU citizens (69%) responded positively: about half of
respondents said that they drove amast dayof the week (49%), 16% drove a ¢k times per
week 3% drovel-3 times per montland 1% drovdess than once per montAbout 3 in 10 EU
citizens (3%) saidthatthey did not drive a car.

Note:for si mplicity, in the remainder of this repor
who said they drove a catostdayos f t he week wi || be referred to
wilbe referred to as fioccasional driverso.

Frequency that respondents drive a car

Most days
31 m1-3 times per week
m 1-3 times per month
49 P
H Less than once a month

| do not drive a car

DK/NA

Q1. Do you drive a car?
Base: all respondents, % EU27

Country variations

Individual country results showed considerable differences in the proportions of drharmnson
drivers: the proportiorf drivers ranged from 36% in Romania ta89%8 in Slovenia. In 13 Member
States, at least threpiarters of respondents said that they drove a car (from 76% in Italy and Germany
to 82% in Slovenia), while in some of the eastern European couinfdemania, Bulgaria, Latvia and
Hungaryi this propotion was less than halbétweerB6%and49%).

Proportion of car drivers i by country

100 - m Car drivers Frequent car drivers

82 81 81 80 80 80 79 79 77 77 76 76

) | H ]

60 -

69 68 67

40 4

20 -

57

60

IE | 65

IT |63

Sl
LU | 59
FI
DK | 54
Cy |74
BE | 63
MT [ 59

Q1. Do you drive a car?
Base: all respondents, % by country

The highest ratios dfequent drivergi.e. those who drove on most days) weeenin Cyprus (74%),
Ireland (65%), Belgium and Italy (both 63%); the lowest proportions agae registered in Romania
and Bulgaria (21% and 23%, respectively).
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In all EU countries, citizens were more likely to say that they vregient(i.e. drove on most days)

rather thanoccasional drivergi.e. those who drove-3 times per week or lessiHowever, in the

Czech Republic, Slovakiand Bulgaria, the difference between those who drove frequently and
occasionally was less pronounced. In the Czech Republic, for example, 33% of respondents said they
drove onmost dayswhile almost an equal skeaof 31% drovevsccasionally

Sociedemographic characteristics of drivers

Looking at the various socidemographic groups, men, -28 yearolds, those with a high level of
education, selemployed respondents and employees, and residents from ruravegeasnore likely
to drive a car than their counterpart®thergroups

Roughly 8 in 10 men (79%) said they drove a car, compared to about 6 in 10 women (59%)

While 80% of 2554 yearolds answered that they drove a car, this proportion was 61% fobéve

yearolds and 46% for 124 yearolds’.

1 Respondents with a higher level of educational attainment were more likely to drive; for example,
82% of highlyeducated respondents said they drove, compared to 55% of interviewees with the
lowest level of edcation

1 More than 8 in 1@mployees and sedfmployedrespondentsvere driverg85%-86%), compared
to lower proportions of manual workers (75%) and-mamking respondents (52%)

1 Rural residents were slightly more likely to say they drove a car than mesilem urban or

metropolitan areas (72% v6%-68%).

T
T

Members ofthosesociademographic groups who were more likely to drive a car were also more
liable to befrequent drivergi.e. driving on most days). For example, 24% of-futle students and

36% of respondents with a low level of education said they drove a car frequently compared to 53% of
respondents with an average level of education and 60% of those with the highest level.

For more details, see annex tabie 1

% When 1517 yearolds (i.e. those not allowed to drive in most EU Member States) were excluded, the
proportion of drivers among the youngest age group increased to 63%.
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2. Perceptions about the serio usness of road safety
problems

EU citizens were asked about five potential road safety problems: for each one, they were requested to
say if it was perceived as a problem in their country and if so, whether it constitutgdrar minor
safety issue.

EU citizens clearly perceived the issue pfople driving under the influence of alcohol(often

referred to as drinkriving in this report) to be theajor safety problem in their country (94% a
maj or s af & withjug i io BO respoddents segitihis as aninor issue Virtually none of
the respondents (1%) said it wast a safety problenm their country.

Three of the other safety issues (as listed in the survey) sedeetedas major problems in their
respective countries by similar progorts of respondentdrivers exceeding speed limitswvere
considered to be major safety problem by 78% of respondents, followedpkgple driving while
talking on a mobile phone without a handdree kit (76%) anddrivers/passengers not wearing
seatbelts(74%). The proportions of interviewees who said that these issues represémiedoad
safety problems in their country varied between 18% and 21%; the proportions of respantents
regarding these issuesaproblemrangedrom 2% to 6%.

Although abou threequarters of respondents thought that people driving while talking on a mobile
phone without a hanefsee kit constituted anajor safety problem in their country, jusbouta quarter
(26%) said the same abqeople driving while talking on a handsfree mobile phone In fact, half

of respondents considered this behaviour to benar problem and 22% saithat, in their countryit
wasnot a problem at all

Perceptions about the seriousness of r oad safety problems
A major safety problem A minor safety problem = Not a problem DK/NA
People driving under the influence of alcohol 94 5 l

Drivers exceeding the speed limits 78 19 I

People driving while talking on a mobile phone without a | 76 21
hands-free kit

Drivers/passengers not wearing seatbelts 74 18 .

People driving while talking on a hands-free mobile phone 26 50 -
Q2. In terms of road safety, do you feel the following constitutes a major safety problem, a minor safety problem,

or is not a problem [IN OUR COUNTRY]?
Base: all respondents, % EU27

Country variations

Individual country results revealed thia all Member States, except Ireland, more than 8 in 10
interviewees felt thapeople driving under the influence of alcohokonstituted anajor road safety
problem in their country. Furthermore, in about a third of the countries, virtually all resperielken

this way (97%99% in Romania, Hungary, Malta, Poland, France, Cyprus, Greece, Bulgaria, Spain
and ltaly. Citizens in almost all Member States had rather similar views regarding the seriousness of
this road safety probleiinin 25 Member States, tHargest proportion of respondents stated that this
behaviour wag majorthreat to road safety in their country.

The situation in Ireland was a clear outlier with just 62% of respondents regardingldving as a
major threat to road safety in thegountry and 31% simply regarding it asmanor problem. In
addition, 1 in 20 Irish respondents felt that this was a problem at allTwo explanations can be
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formulated to explain this result: (1) respondents in Ireland were less likely to perceiveriring
as constituting problem behaviour, and/or (2) stricter laws against driving after dralkotwp| and

an intensification of enforcement of these laws, have led to people perceiving that the problem is no

longer so serious in IrelahdThe formerexplanation, however, seems less plausibleSgrcial

Eurobar omet er AEU ci ti z e cordactedin Odtobean #0689 Irish oitiwems d s
appeared to have a rather strict attitude, compared to citizens from other Member States, when it came

to judging people who drove under the influence of alcohol

Perceptions about the seriousness of r oad safety problems
People driving under the influence of alcohol

A major safety problem A minor safety problem = Not a problem DK/NA

) 0 1 — 1
o R AR REEE R R R R R
14 16

80 31
60 -

99 99 99 99 98 98 97 97 97 97 96 96 95 94 94 93 93 93
w | 92 91 91 90 8g 88 87 84

62
20 4

n o 4 > @x d Y = wow - o W o 5 = N W v
Ebgomoidak 2 S % & o A N 25T mazo®o k0308 %Y
w
Q2. In terms of road safety, do you feel the following constitutes a major safety problem, a minor safety problem,

or is not a problem [IN OUR COUNTRY]?
Base: all respondents, % by country

The variations between individual countries, concerning the four remaining road safety problems, were

more pronounced than in the case of diniking.

The proportion of respondents who said tlilivers exceeding speed limitsconstituted amajor

safety problem in their country ranged from 52% in Sweden to 94% in Cyprus. Italy, Spain and
Bulgaria were other countries where more than 9 in 10 respondentsdeaitay (91%92%). As well

as Sweden, less than tthlirds of respondents in the Netherlands (56%), Austria (60%) and Finland
(64%) considered that the issue of drivexseedingspeed limits was major safety problem in their
country.

Although in someof the abovementioned countries respondents were less likely to identify drivers
who exceeded speed limits amajor safety problem, the proportion of respondents who said that this
wasnot a problemn their country was 5% or less in all EU Member State Finland Austria, the
Netherlandsand Sweden between 34% and 44% of respondents answered that drivensspetting
speed limits was minor safety problem (rather thamajor).

As noted above, in almost all Member States, the largest proportrespgndents agreed trdrink-
driving constituted anajor road safety problem in their countrin Ireland, on the other hand, the
issue of drivers natespectingspeed limits was the number one concern regarding road safety: 78% of
respondents said thigas amajor problem in Ireland vs. 8% who said the same about drd#iving

(a difference of & percentage points).

* For example, Ireland has introduced mandatoryhaittesting in July 2006 which was followed by a 22% drop
in total road deaths in the first 12 months

(see: http://lwww.etsc.eu/documents/copy_of 05.05%20PIN%20Flash%2016.pdf)

® For example, 29% of Irish respondents said that a driver should notadtatiol at all when driving; compared
to an EU average of 15%. At the same tim@ég of Irish respondents said a person could still drive after
consuming more than two drinks; this value was 10 percentage points below the EU average (14%)

(see: http://leccuropa.eu/public_opinion/archives/ebs/ebs_331_en.pdf)

pagel0

a



Flash EB N° 3017 Road safety Analytical report

Perceptions about the seriousness of r oad safety problems
Drivers exceeding the speed limits

= A major safety problem “ A minor safety problem H Not a problem DK/NA

= X N
o v 5o Y

Q2. In terms of road safety, do you feel the following constitutes a major safety problem, a minor safety problem,
or is not a problem [IN OUR COUNTRY]?
Base: all respondents, % by country

Cypriot, Italian, French, Spanish and Greekespondents were more likely than others to regard
drivers and passengers not wearing seatbelts amajor safety problem in their country (8488%);

in Ireland and Sweden, less than half of respondents felt that way (both 47%). Almost 4 in 10 Irish and
Swedish respondents considered drivers and passengers notgvsssibelts to be minor safety
problem in their country (37% and 39%, respectively), and about one in seven saidnbtwas
problem (13%-15%). Slovenes were the most likely to state that this medsa problemin their
country (17%).

Perceptions about the seriousness of r oad safety problems
Drivers and passengers not wearing seatbelts

= A major safety problem 1 A minor safety problem m Not a problem DK/NA

Q2. In terms of road safety, do you feel the following constitutes a major safety problem, a minor safety problem,
or is not a problem [IN OUR COUNTRY]?
Base: all respondents, % by country
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Respondents from the three Baltic states and Firlaiodir countries with a very high proportion of
mobile-only householdsi were the least likely to answer thagople driving while talking on a
mobile phone without a handsfree kit wasa major road safety problem in their country (4832%).
Between 36% and 47% of interviewees in these countries identified thimiasrasafety problem; the
proportion who said this wasot a problemin their country, however, remain&nceagaini below
10% in each of these countries (&%).

In about half of the Member States, at least toearters of respondentegarded people driving
while talking on a hantield mobile phone as major safety problem in their countryMaltese
Portuguesgdtalian and Spanismterviewees were the most likely to express this view (80%).

Perceptions about the seriousness of r oad safety problems
People driving while talking on a mobile phone without a hand s-free kit

A major safety problem A minor safety problem = Not a problem DK/NA
100 EE 0 sl
gr 10_81_—111 o 16—11;-4-*1--8--—1--—4_--2-_--*-..--
14 19 20 20 21 19 25 22 25 24 23 29 30
80 - 26 28 25 30
36 39 47 4,

60 -

90 89 87 87 84
401 %4 8% B4 78 71 76 76 75 74 73 12 71 [71 kgl ) ke 66 65 64

52 49
20 | 47 45
0 T T
n = — > w N~ X A L -4 N w -
Lu'Zn_EuJo%mﬁyggmﬁ‘”B%iwg&ugzﬁm'—LZ
w
Q2. In terms of road safety, do you feel the following constitutes a major safety problem, a minor safety problem,

or is not a problem [IN OUR COUNTRY]?
Base: all respondents, % by country

In all Member States, as with the average EU results, respondents were considerably less likely to say
that people driving while talking on a handsfree mobile phone constituted amajor road safety
problem in their country

Finns and Lithuanians were once more among the least likely respondents topesgaeddriving
while talking on a handsee mobileasa major road safety problertr% and 11%, respectively). This
time they were joined by Germans (11%ithuanians were also clearly the most likely to say that
talking on a handfree mobile phonewhile driving, did not posea problemto road safety in their
country (45%). The correspomdj proportions were lower in Finland and Germany (29% and 27%,
respectively).

Spanish respondents, on the other hand, together Gvigeks Belgiansand Slovakswere again
among the most likely to say that the issue of people driving while talkingh@mdsfree mobile
phone was anajor threat to road safety in their country (3#24%). In Spain and Greece, less than a
tenth of respondenttelt that driving while using a handeee mobile phone dichot constitutea
problemin their country(8%-9%); in Bdgium and Slovakia, this opinion was shared by more than
twice as many respondents (23%4%).

® AccordingtotheSpeci al Eur ob-aommehecada8n § Ethoperseathge bf chobdeur vey o
phoneonly households was above 40% in Finland (61%), Lithuania (53%), Latvia (45%) andaE4ti¥).

(See: http://lec.europa.eu/public_opinion/archives/ebs/ebs 293 full_en.pdf)

" Note:in the EU only Portugahasrestricedthe use of handsee phones in addition to haeéld phones (see:
http://ec.europa.eu/transport/road_safety/pdf/cplene _use_and_road_safety pdf
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Perceptions about the seriousness of r oad safety problems
People driving while talking on a hand s-free mobile phone

= A major safety problem A minor safety problem = Not a problem DK/NA

100 -
80
60
40

20

Q2. In terms of road safety, do you feel the following constitutes a major safety problem, a minor safety problem,
or is not a problem [IN OUR COUNTRY]?
Base: all respondents, % by country

Differences in perceptions of drivers and nairivers

Only minor differences were found betwdeequentandoccasionaldriversin their perceptions about

the seriousness of different road safety problems in their country. On two points, however, drivers
(frequent and occasionatliffered from nordrivers. First of all, nowrivers were more likely than
drivers to regard the issus drivers exceeding speed limitsas amajor safety problem in their
country (86% vs.73% 4% ofoccasionalandfrequentdrivers). Secondly, more natrivers perceived
people driving while talking on a handsfree mobile phoneto be amajor threat to roadafety (31%

VS. 22%24% of drivers).

Perceptions about the  seriousness of road safety problems

Frequent drivers Occasional drivers Non-drivers

People driving under the
influence of alcohol
Drivers exceeding the speed
limits
People driving while talking
on a mobile phone without a . - .
hands-free kit
Drivers/passengers not
wearing seatbelts
People driving while talking
on a hands-free mobile phone

= A major safety problem = A minor safety problem = Not a problem DK/NA
Q2. In terms of road safety, do you feel the following constitutes a major safety problem, a minor safety problem,

or is not a problem [IN OUR COUNTRY]?
Base: all respondents, % EU27
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Socicdemographic considerations

Across all sociedemographic groups, more than 90% of respondents thoughpebpte driving

under the influence of alcoholconstituted anajor road sfety problem in their country (92%95%).

Larger differences, however, were observed for the other four road safety problems listed in the
survey.

Women tended to be more likely to regard most issuesiasr road safetyproblems while the
opposite was loserved for selemployed respondents when compared to those in other occupational
groups. For example, 85% of womars. 70% of men, said thadrivers exceeding speed limits
constituted amajor threat to road safety in their country. Meanwhi@9% of sef-employed
respondents held this view vs. 76% of employees, 77% of manual workers and 81%wafrkiog
respondents.

The probability of regarding most of the listed issuesnagor threats to road safety also seemed to
increase gradually with age and dease with level of education. For example, 57% of the youngest
respondents (124 yearolds) felt that peoplériving while talking on a mobile phone without a
handsfree kit represented major road safety problem compared to 74% of3®6yearolds, 78%of

40-54 yearolds and 83% of respondents aged 55 or older. Similarly, 85% of respondents with a low
level of education, 78% with an average level and 75% of those with the highest level of education
said that driving without a handiee kit was a dange¢o road safety; the corresponding proportion for
full-time students was similar to that for the youngest respondents (55%).

The largest althoughstill relatively smalli difference between respondents from various levels of
urbanisation was found betweenetropolitandwellers on one hand and urban and rural residents on
the other: the former were comparatively less likely to saydhagrs or passengers not wearing
seatbeltswere a threat to road safety (71% vs. 75% of the two latter groups).

It is also worth noting that the differences between the various-secimgraphic groups in terms of
perceptions about the seriousness of road safety problemsiescribed abovieremainedmore or
less the samehen focusing solely othoserespondents who dreva car. For example, the youngest
drivers (1824 yearolds) were the most likely to say thadrivers exceeding speed limitgonstituted a
major safety problem in their country (67% vs. 749%% of theolder drivers).

For more details, see annex tablegttbugh 10b.
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3. Road safety problems that should receive more
attention from national governments

As a next stepfor all five of the listed problem areaa| respondents except those who had considered
that a certain issue was NOT a road safety Iprobwere asked whethét should receive more
attention from their national government or whether enough was already being done.

Note: as defined above, the interviewees who were asked this question have been referred to
throughout this chapter &soner ned o respondent s.

EU citizenswere clearly most likely to say that their national government should do more to reduce

the problem ofeople driving under the influence of alcohol 7 i n 10 Aconcernedo
this way (71%) and about a quart@7%o) said that enough was being done to fight the problem of
drink-driving.

In regard to peopldriving while talking on a handsfree mobile phone a maj ori ty of A
respondents felt that their respective governewmete already doing enough teduce this risk to road
safety (59%), compared to ottard (34%) who felt that more needed to be done to reduce this problem.

Al most 6 in 10 Aconcernedod respondents (59%), h o
measures to prevent peojfilem driving while talking on a mobile phone without a handsfree kit,
while 37% felt that their government was already doing enough in this respect.

A majority of fAconcernedod respondents (56%) want
problem of drivers exceeding speed limitand 42% believed that their national authorities already

did enough in this regard. On the issueddfers and passengers not wearing seatbejthowever,
Aconcer neddvere evenly dividddgboth 48%), betwethose saying that their government

should take further action to convince people to wear seathetisthose who said that their

gover nment 0 alreaysufficienn s wer e

Road safety problems that should receive more attention from national governments
Government should do more m Government is doing enough DK/NA
People driving under the influence of alcohol 71 2

People driving while talking on a mobile phone without a 1 59
hands-free kit

IS -
Drivers exceeding the speed limits 56 _3
Drivers/passengers not wearing seatbelts 48 4

People driving while talking on a hands-free mobile phone 34 _ 7

Q3. In your opinion, should [OUR COUNTRY] government do more to reduce each of the following road safety
problems, or not?
Base all except those who do not consider the issue to be a problem%EU27

The survey found a relationship between tleecpived seriousness of a road safety problem and
Aconcernedod respondentsé calls for their nation
drink-driving, for instance, was seen as the major road safety problem, it was also identified as the area

that most needeelxtraattention from national governments. Similarly, people driving while talking on

a handdree mobile phone was considered less of a threat to road safety than the other issues listed and
Afconcernedod r espondeaelytte saywtkat their govesnmentt shoelld thke ansré I i K
action to reduce the associated risks.

8 This meant that the questions were presented to respondents who considered that a particular issue (such as drink
driving) was either a fimajoro or fAminoro safety probl
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Road safety problems that should receive more attention from national governments
= Not a problem DK/NA A minor safety problem A major safety problem Government should do more
People driving under the influence of alcohol 15 94 71
Drivers exceeding the speed limits 19 78 56

People driving while talking on a mobile

phone without a hands-free kit ZL e 59
Drivers/passengers not wearing seatbelts 18 74 48
People driving while talking on a hands-free |
mobile phone L - %4
4 4
Q2. In terms of road safety, do you feel the following constitutes a major safety problem, a minor safety
problem, or is not a problem [IN OUR COUNTRY]? Base: all respondents, % EU27

Q3. In your opinion, should [OUR COUNTRY] government do more to reduce each of the following road safety
problems, or not?  Base: all except those who do not consider the issue to be a problen% EU27

Country variations

In 26 of the 27 Member States, roughly 6 in 10 o
government talo more to reduce the risk p&ople driving under the influence of alcohal At least 8
in 10 Aconcernedo rSeedenoBuldaia Malta dridomaniaheld thia viedv
(80%-82%Y. Portugal was an outlier writst shying thas their 52 % o
government should do more to reduce the problem of -dhiiing in their country; 40% of

ficoncer nedoin Rorugamere dfahe tomnion that their government was already doing
enough to tackle the problem.

In Ireland, whee respondentsvere by far the least likely to regard people driving under the influence of
alcohol as anajorroad safety problem in their country (see chapte8®%of ficoncernedo r es
felt that their national government should step up efforfighd drink-driving.

Reduction of road safety problems by national governments
People driving under the influence of alcohol

Government should do more ® Government is doing enough DK/NA

1006ii'i" 6 5 5 8

60 -

40 182 82 82 80
80 78 78 75 74 74 73 72 72 71 70 69 69 68 68 68 67 67 66 65 65 64

58 52

20 4
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DE
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NL
EE
IE
FR
AT
LU
PT

Q3. In your opinion, should [OUR COUNTRY] government do more to reduce each of the following road safety
problems, or not?
Base: all except those who do not consider the issue to be a problem% by country

° Perceptions about whether governments should take more action to reduce the risks associated -with drink
driving were not neasarily linked to actions already taken at the time of the survey. For example, Polish and
Swedish respondents were as likedythink that their government should do more in this regard; however, in
Sweden, the number of roadside police checks for alcohol per 1,000 inhabitants is among the highest in the EU,
whereas in Poland the number is one of the lowest.

(see: http://www Esc.eu/documents/copy_of 05.0598200PIN%20Flash%2016.pdf)
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It was noted in chapter 2 that interviewees in Cyprus, &atiBulgariavere among the most likely to

think thatdrivers exceeding speed limitgonstituted anajor problem in their country. Furtheore,
fifconcernedo respondents in those three countri es
government should do more to tackle this safety problem {74%). Similar proportions of
fifconcernedo respondent s deulddonmbie togeducétiaetriské dawsedr g o\
by drivers exceeding speed limits were seellaita, the Czech RepublilRomaniaand Greecéalso

70%74%)"°.

AfConcernedo respondent s Titwo cduntrienwhere safatydcameragandNet h e
section cotrols have been used extensiVély were the least likely to answer that their government
should do more to tackle this road safety probl e
respondents in France and 57% in the Netherlands answeredeihgotrernment waalreadydoing

enough to reduce the problem of raympliance with speed limits. Other countries where more than

half of #fAconcernedo respondents said that their
were Germany and Finlarfdoth 53%).

Road safety problems that should receive more attention from national governments
Drivers exceeding the speed limits

Government should do more ® Government is doing enough DK/NA

100 8 g 6 4 5 8 & 5
N I IIII
60 |

40

74 74 73 71 70 70 70 69
68 66 64 64 62 61 60 59 56 56 54 52 52
N 49 48 46 46 45 42 57

Q3. In your opinion, should [OUR COUNTRY] government do more to reduce each of the following road safety
problems, or not?
Base: all except those who do not consider the issue to be a problem% by country

Looking at the EU overall, Afconcernedod responde
whether their national government should do more to avoicptbblems caused by drivers and

passengers not weang seatbelts At the country level, despite the fact that French citizens were

among the most likely to regard this asyajort hr eat t o road safety (see ¢
respondents were some of the most liable to say that their governmermiready doing enough to
tackle this probl em. I ndeed, 63% of French HAcon
numbers in the Netherlands (62%), Germany (60%) and Denmark (59%). It is, however, worth noting

that each of these countries lmasorded extremely high rates of people wearing seat belts in both the

front and rear of caf$

The opposite was true for Aconcernedo responden
government should do more to reduce the problems causezbplemot wearing seatbelts, despite the

fact that its citizens were among the least likely to say it wasjar problem in their countryitaly,

Romania andGreecever e t he countries where fAconcfedheinedo r e

19 Note: statistics show that being fined for speeding is the exception rather than the safeeiof these
Member States; for more details, see: http://www.etsc.eu/documents/copy_of 05.05%20
%20AN%20Flash%2016.pdf.

" Ibid.

12 Seehttp://www.etsc.eu/documents/copy_of_05.05%820PIN%20Flash%2016.pdf
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national goernment doing more to reduce the impact of this issue {&%%); note that Italians and
Greeks were also among those EU citizens who were the most inclined to regard thisjas a
problem.

Road safety problems that should receive more attention from national governments
Drivers and passengers not wearing seatbelts

Government should do more B Government is doing enough DK/NA
100 4

12 51 B5) 7 4 7 4 10 10 4 5 6 9 10 4
N I II I
60 -

40

68 66 65 3
60 60 59 59 58 &g
52
20 | 50 48 48 48 47 47 47 43 43 4 41 40 40 38 37 35 a

Q3. In your opinion, should [OUR COUNTRY] government do more to reduce each of the following road safety

problems, or not?
Base: all except those who do not consider the issue to be a problem% by country

As seen previously, citizens ttie Baltic states and Finland were the least likely to say that people

driving while talking on a mobile phone without a handsfree kit constituted anajor road safety
problem in their country. Their A c eingcthedease d 0 1 e
inclined to urge their government to take more action to reduce the problem: in Estonia and Finland, 4

in 10 Aconcernedod respondents said more action
proportions wergrespectively45% and 50%. Portugavas also part of this grouping (48%) where
Aconcernedod respondents were |l ess |likely to cal
citizens were some of the most apt to consider this issue tobg@asafety problem in their country.

On theother hand, the view that the government should do more to prevent people from driving while
talking on a mobile phone without a haffds ee ki t was most wi desprea
8 10 9 4, 10

respondents iGreecelrelandand the UK(73%-76%).
I

76 74 73 69
68
68 66 63 63 62 62 60 60 60 59 53 58 56 56 1111
48 45
40 40

Road safety problems that should receive more attention from national governments
People driving while talking on a mobile phone without a hand s-free kit

Government should do more ® Government is doing enough DK/NA
100 4

6 5 4 4 4 6 5 4
1 15
80 I I
60

40 4

20 -

Q3. In your opinion, should [OUR COUNTRY] government do more to reduce each of the following road safety

problems, or not?
Base: all except those who do not consider the issue to be a problem% by country
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Finally, similarities could also be seen with the same countries appearing at theahiglogrer ends

of the distribution regarding citizeaakeggonper cept
handsfree mobile phoneconstituted anajors af ety i ssue and the opinion
that their government should do more to tackle this problem.

Finns and Germans were not only among the least likely to regard the use efrbamdebile phones

as amajor road safety problelm n t heir country, their ficoncer ned
likely, by far, to say that their government should do more to improve the situation (12% and 15%,
respectively). On the other hand, Slovaks and Belgians were the most inclined to attatésth
behaviour was actually majors af ety problem in their country at
were also the most likely to say that this problem should receive more attention from their national
government (both 61%).

Road safety problems that should receive more attention from national governments
People driving while talking on a hand s-free mobile phone

Government should do more m Government is doing enough DK/NA

100 -
7 5 5 9 5 6 g

12 12

18IMIIIIIZOIIIII

g8 5 7 8 28
20 13
80 -
607 I

40 4

1

6

61
6153534949
20 | 45 44 41 41 40 39 g4 34 34 34 31 31
30 29 29 27 27 26 26 25
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0 . e A L W
M=o 3355283 mrEatEEEES

~ » ow -
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m

Q3. In your opinion, should [OUR COUNTRY] government do more to reduce each of the following road safety
problems, or not?
Base: all except those who do not consider the issue to be a problem% by country

Differences in perceptions of drivers and nairivers

A clear pattern emerged when fTequagdivers, oogasiadndle ans\v
drivers and nowrivers. The nowdrivers were always more likely than drivers (be they frequent or
occasional) to feel that their government should do more to reduce road safety problems, while
occasionaldrivers tended to be slightly more liable tHesguentdrivers to feel this way.

The biggest di fference i n t mendrivassiappeaved svsherothey i c onc
were asked aboulrivers exceeding speed limitsslightly more thantwé hi r ds of ffconcer
drivers were of the opinion that their government had to do more to prevent drivers from exceeding
speed limits (67%), with54% f t h e i accasionadriverg ahd49% of sudnequentdrivers

voicing that opinion.

Considerable differences were al so no-tlrivecseid i n tt
regard todrivers/passengers not wearing seatbeltand driv ers talking on a handsfree mobile
phone Over hal f (5 6-@yerswdénteditoer natoeal goeehmentrioodn more to

convince drivers and passengers to wear seatbelts, a gaplefst10 percentage points when
comparing t hednoccasonal{d6%) mmdequerddtivers (43%) As for whether a

national government should do more to reduce the risks caused by people driving while talking on a
handsf r ee mobil e phone, mor e t-thrimers wduld bke to see fthei 1 0 1 cC ¢
government doing more in this regard (42%), compared to3®& o f i coocasrealame d 0
frequentdrivers.
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Somewhat smaller differengevere observed fothe issues of whether national governments should

step up efforts to redudbe problem of people driving under the influence of alcohol(76% of
Afconcer Aderdovensen vs. 70 % an dccadidh&bandoffequefitdrivers; e r ne d 0
respectively, and pay more attention to the problempebple driving while talking on a mobile

phone without a hardsfree kit ( 6 2 % o f fi ¢ odrices v WDH8 % o f Aconcern
occasionalndfrequentdrivers.

Road safety problems that should receive more attention from national governments

Frequent drivers Occasional drivers Non-drivers

.
- |

Government should do more B Government is doing enough DK/NA

People driving under the

influence of alcohol 2

70
People driving while talking 1
on a mobile phone without a 57

hands-free kit

58

Drivers exceeding the speed

limits 49 >4

Drivers/passengers not

wearing seatbelts AR

46

I ‘[ N .

People driving while talking

on a hands-free mobile phone e

31

Q3. In your opinion, should [OUR COUNTRY] government do more to reduce each of the following road safety
problems, or not?
Base: all except those who do not consider the issue to be a problem% EU27

Sociedemographic considerations

The patterns found between the various sdeimographic groups mostly mirrored sieodescribed in

the previous chapter. In other words, the groups of citizens that were more likely to view an issue as a
majors af ety problem were similar to the groups of
to demand that their government shlibdo more to reduce that problem. Some examples of this
pattern are:

T Hal f (51%) of fconcernedd female respondents
should step up efforts to reduce the problendrdfers and passengers not wearing seat belts
compared to 44% of men.

T While 64% of -amployedr respamdentsowoldddikefto see their government doing
more to diminishdrink -driving, 70%7 3 % of f@Aconcernedd manual wor k
working respondents felt this way.

1 The proportiono f Aiconcernedd respondents who said tha
reduce theproblem of speedingranged from 51% of those with the highest level of education to
63% of those with the lowest level.

1T The ol dest ficoncer ne dder) weeesnpre likdlyeta tak for Qaverreneént 55 o r
action to reduce road safety problems causedriwgrs talking on the phonewithout a hands
free kit (63% vs. 51% of 134-yearolds) and with such a kit (40% vs. 24%015-24 yearolds).

One exception is wr t h noting: the younge24 yediodds) werer ned o
somewhat morékely to demand more government efforts to fighink -driving (74% vs. 70%/7 1%

of t hose iconcernedo r e ptloermbre, whes focasg@ dolely2 6n o r o]
fi ¢ o n c edrivers, dhis difference across age growpas somewhat larger: while 72% of the

youngest drivers (184 yearolds) tlroughtthat their government should do more in this regard, this
proportion decreased t®&% for drivers ovethe age 0b4.

Mi nor differences were found when | ooking at t he
five cases, urban residents were slightly more likely to say their national government should do more
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to i mprove road safety.ermherdoewarmlne r elsaldfe ndfs twhae
to preventdrivers and passengers from not wearing seatbelt€ompared to 46% of such
metropolitan dwellers and respondents from rural areas.

For more details, see annex tables 7b through 11b.
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4. Measures t hat national governments should focus
on to improve road safety

As a last step, all respondents were asked which measures national governments should focus on to
improve road safety. Interviewers read out five potential measures and asked responderdseto c
the measurgthat their national government should focus on, firstly and secondly.

A slim majority of EU citizens(52%) said thatoad infrastructure safety should be improvedas
either a first or secondpriority. Furthermore, about 3 in 1@spoments(31%) answered that this
should be the first measure that their government should focus on in order to improve road safety.

Improving the enforcement of traffic laws was the second most frequenslglectedmeasure that
governments should concengzain in order to enhance road safety: roughly 4 out of 10 respondents
(42%) chose this measuas eithera first or secondpriority for their government. About a quarter
(22%) said this should be their governmentés fi

Dealing equally forcefuly with resident and foreign traffic offenders was selected by 36% of EU
citizens as a measure that should be prioritised by government authorities. Furthermore, roughly equal
proportions of respondentspted for this as either d&irst or secondpriority (17% and 19%,
respectively).

Three in 10 respondents were of the opinion that their national government istittatiel more road
safety awareness campaignas a priority action in order to improve road safety; nonetheless, this
measure was more frequentthosen as aecondpriority than as afirst one (17% and 13%
respectively).

About a quarter of EU citizens (26%) held the view that their government ought to assign priority, for
all drivers, to theintroduction of periodic driver re -training schemesin order to improve road

safety. As for the previous measure, slightly more than 1 in 10 respondents (13%) said this should be
the top priority for their government.

Measures that national governments should focus on to improve
road safety

firstly secondly in total
Improve road infrastructure safety 31 21 52
Improve the enforcement of traffic laws | 22 20 42
Deal equally fori:e;#illcyc\)/\f/fi’ta:(rjzsrisdent and foreign 17 19 36
Initiate more road safety awareness campaigns 13 17 30
Introduce periodic driver re-training for all drivers 1 13 14 26
DK/NA 1 4

Q4. In order to improve road safety, which measure should [OUR
COUNTRY] government focus on firstly? And secondly?
Base: all respondents, % EU27

Country variations

While less than a third of Austrian éinLuxembourgish respondents (3132%) said thatthe
improvement of road infrastructure safety should be either dirst or secondpriority for their
government, 8 in 10 Polish respondents felt this way. Similarly, in Austria, Luxembourg, Cyprus and
Franceless than a fifth of respondents felt that improving safety of road infrastructustould be

the top priority of their national government (14%%), while inRomania Bulgaria Latvia and
Polanda majority of respondents wanted this measure to re¢kérhighest priority (529%8%).
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As for the EU results overall, in a majority of Member States (18 out of 27), improving road
infrastructure safety in their country was selected as eitliestaor secondpriority for government
action by the largest pportion of respondents.

Measures that national governments should focus on to improve road safety
Improve road infrastructure safety

100 +
firstly secondly in total
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Q4. In order to improve road safety, which measure should [OUR COUNTRY] government focus on firstly?
And secondly?
Base: all respondents, % by country

The proportion of respondents saying tlatforcement of traffic laws should be anational
government priority in order to increase road safety ranged from less than a third in Slovenia (28%) to

a slim majority in Denmark Bulgaria Hungary,Lithuania anditaly (51%-54%). Between 30% and

33% of ltalians, Danes, Lithuanians and Czechs
number one priority in order to improve road safety, while in LatSlayenia, Spain and Portugal

less than a sixth of interviewees shared this opinion {18%).

It was noted above that improving road infrastructure safety was selected by the largest number of EU
citizens (52%); iftaly, Lithuania, Denmark, Luxembourgé Cyprus on the other hand, interviewees
prioritised improving the enforcement of traffic lawsver improving road infrastructure safety (for
example, ltaly: 54% vs. 46% who wanted to improve road infrastructure safety).

Measures that national governments should focus on to improve road safety
Improve the enforcement of traffic laws

100 -
firstly secondly in total

80

60 154 53 57 51 51
50 48 48 48 48 47 47
44 44 2 g n

. 40 40 40 39 37 37 37 36 34 33
26 2122 26 21 22 20 16 17 19 21 20 20 18 17 -
24 111

28 27 25 20 23 22 22 25 24 21 19 20 19 14 19 20 18 15 16 14
0 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T )

[ O x¥ N w o > X|N~ W - g 75 ¥ - w w o 0 = 5
EE 22 ¥0¥8E53tHads § & x 2z 30 2 @ o wa @
w

40 28 22 o4 o0 21 17 4

20 A
32 33

Q4. In order to improve road safety, which measure should [OUR COUNTRY] government focus on firstly?
And secondly?
Base: all respondents, % by country

A large variation across EU Member States was also seen in terms of the need to prioritise measures
that ensured thaiesident and foreign traffic offenders were dealt with equally forcefully While a

majority of Austriang55%)said that this should kefirst or secondoriority for their government, less

than 1 in 10 Danes shared that view (8%). In Austria, respondents were also the most likely to say that
this should be at the top of their goverlegssnent 6s
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than 1 in 10 respondents felt that way, with the lowest proportions being seen in Denmark and
Romania (3%4%).

Austrians were not only the most likely citizens in the EU to answer that their government should deal
equally forcefully with resident ahforeign traffic offenders in order to improve road safety, they were
also more likely to select this measure above all others (that were listed in the survey); for example,
55% of Austrians selected this responsmmpared to 41% who gave priority tottee enforcement of

traffic laws and 31% who mentioned improving road infrastructure safety. Similar results were seen in
France and the Netherlaids

Measures that national governments should focus on to improve road safety
Deal equally forcefully with resident and foreign traffic offenders

100 -
firstly secondly in total

80 -

60 1 55

49 46 46 45 44 43

21 39 38 36
40 - 36
27 22 21 23 23 20 33 33 32 32 31 30 30 28 28

26
23 19 18 19 24 22 4
20 | 17 119 19 17 18 19 15 17 g 1817 4,

24 25 2
22 22 22 28 17 119 118 117 116 14 14 14 12 12 14 12 9 1 9 g 7 5 8
0 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T

4
w s> w v = %) W = O
z_;ogmowmu-iybu.lgmmguo_n_g
m

Q4. In order to improve road safety, which measure should [OUR COUNTRY] government focus on firstly?
And secondly?
Base: all respondents, % by country
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Portuguese respondents were the most likely to say that their govérshmard prioritise the
introduction of more road safety awareness campaign®21% selected this as a first priority to

improve road safety in their country and 23% as a second priority. Finland and the Netherlands were
close to Portugal with 40%1% of inerviewees who selected this measure d&sh or second

priority. In Bulgaria, Hungary, the Czech Republic, Romania and Austria, on the other hand, half as
many respondents said that | aunching more awar er
priorities (17%22%); in the first four of those countries, and in Poland, less than 1 in 10 respondents

saw this measure as the top priority for their governmentq28

Measures that national governments should focus on to improve road safety
Initiate more road safety awareness campaigns
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Q4. In order to improve road safety, which measure should [OUR COUNTRY] government focus on firstly?
And secondly?
Base: all respondents, % by country

13 Note:the yearly numbers of speeding tickets per thousand of the population were among the highest in the EU
in these countrieee:http://www.etsceu/documents/copy_of 05.05%2P0PIN%20Flash%2016.pdf).
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French respondents were the most likely to saythigat government should focus dre introduction,

for all drivers, of periodic driver re-training schemesn order to improve road safety (41%); they
were followed by Slovene (35%), Spanish and British (both 34%) respondents. In comparison, just 10%
of Italians, 13% of Latvians, 14% Pbles andCzechs, as well as 15% of Estonians held a similar view
about periodic driver reraining. The proportion of respondents who wanted their government to
primarily focus on this measure ranged from roughly 5% iy, Itaatvia, Poland, the Czech Republic,
Estoniaand Bulgarig4%-6%) to a fifth in the UK and France (2624%).

Measures that national governments should focus on to improve road safety
Introduce periodic driver re -training for all drivers
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Q4. In order to improve road safety, which measure should [OUR COUNTRY] government focus on firstly?
And secondly?
Base: all respondents, % by country

Differences in perceptions of drivers and nairivers

Across all groups frequentand occasionaldrivers aml nondriversi the same ranking of priority
measures to improve road safety was obselinggkoving safety of theroad infrastructure was the
number one priority anohtroducing periodic driver re -training schemes, for all drivers received

the least amau of support. Some differences were, nonetheless, noticed in the exact proportions of
respondents who selected each measure to improve road saféitgteana/orsecondriority.

Occasional and frequent drivers were slightly more inclined to sayhtbia government should focus
T as afirst or secondpriority 1 onimproving road infrastructure safety (53%-54% vs. 49% of non
drivers). A similar pattern was observed foeasures taleal equally forcefully with resident and
foreign traffic offenders: 36%-38% of occasional and frequent drivers selected this response,
compared to 31% of nedrivers.

Non-drivers andoccasionaldrivers, on the other hand, were somewhat more inclined to say that
improving theenforcement of traffic laws should be a govement priority (44%45% vs. 40% of
frequentdrivers). Both frequentdrivers and nowrivers were equally liable to give priority to the
introduction, for all drivers, operiodic driver re-training schemes(27%-28%); occasionaldrivers,
however, were somewhless likely to select this measure (23%).
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Measures that national governments should focus on to improve road safety

firstty = secondly in total Frequent drivers Occasional drivers Non-drivers
Improve road infrastructure safety 33 21 54 31 21 53 29 20 49
Improve the en;‘g\;tlssement of traffic | 20 20 40 24 21 45 24 21 44
b A s s
Initiate morecrgr?]t:) ;gfre]z;y awareness | 5 18 31 14 18 32 12 16 28
et [ - = - I -
DK/NA 8 4 7

Q4. In order to improve road safety, which measure should [OUR COUNTRY] government focus on firstly?
And secondly?
Base: all respondents, % EU27

Sociedemographic considerations

Men were more likely to say that their government should focusiproving road infrastructure in

order to increase road safety (56§ave thisas afirst or secondpriority vs. 48% of women);
furthermore, they were clearly more inclined to say that this should be a top priority (36% vs. 27% of
women).As for the remaining four measures to improve road safety, women were slightly more likely
to demand that their government shoatitiresshem as a first priority.

Looking at the results for the various age groups, the youngest responde®ds y@arolds) were
more likely to state that their government should prioritise ittoduction of more road safety
campaigns(37% gave this as first or secondpriority vs. 28%30% of the other age groups) as well
as, for all drivers, the intduction ofperiodic driver re-training schemes(33%in total vs. 21% of
over 54 yeapolds and 28%29% of 2554 yearolds). The 254 yearolds were, however, more
inclined to say that their government should foousmproving road infrastructure safety (54%
56% wantedthis to bea first or secondpriority vs. 47% of 184 yearolds and 50% of the over 54
yearolds).

Highly-educated respondents were more likely to demand thatinipgovement of road
infrastructure safety should become a government priority (559ave this as dirst or second
priority vs. 47% of full time students, 49%2% of respondents with a low oweaxage level of
education), while being less likely to urge the governmentet equally forcefully with resident
and foreign traffic offenders (32% in total vs. 34% of fulitime students and 37&8% of
respondents with a low or average level of edunatids with the youngest respondents, -tuthe
students were more inclined to say that their government should foduisiaiing more road safety
campaigns (38% selectedhis as afirst or secondpriority vs. 28%32% of those no longer in
education) asvell as on introducing, for all driverperiodic driver re-training schemes(32% in
total vs. 20% of respondents with a low level of education and 27% of respondents with an average or
high level).

More selfemployed respondents wanted to see their gowent prioritise thémprovement of road
infrastructure safety (59% opted for thisas afirst or secondpriority vs. 48% of norworking
respondents and 54%6% of employees and manual workers), while the opposite was true for an
improvement in thenforcement of traffic laws (35%in total vs. 41%44% of the other occupational
groups). Manual workers and the sefhployed were more likely to call fodealing equally
forcefully with resident and foreign traffic offenders (39% of both groups said thitis shauld be a

first or secondpriority vs. 34%35% of other occupational groups). Finally, more employees felt that
introducing periodic driver re-training i for all driversi should become a priority for their
government (31%n total vs. 23%25% of the otheoccupational groups).
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Rural residents were less likely to state that their government should focus iomptbeement of

road infrastructure safety (49% gave this as dirst or secondpriority vs. 54% of inhabitants of
metropolitan and urban areas)aran improvement in thenforcement of traffic laws (40%in total

vs. 44%). Instead, rural residents were more liable to saydiéwing equally forcefully with

resident and foreign traffic offenderss houl d be a priority on their
sdectedthis as dirst or secondoriority vs. 34% of metropolitan and urban dwellers).

For more details, see annex tables 12b and 13b.
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Table la. Frequency that respondents drive a caii by country
QUESTION: Q1. Do you drive a car?
% 13 % 13 % Less
% Most times per timesper thanonce % do not
) Total N days week month amonth  drive acar % DK/NA
C Y EU27 25629 49 15.5 2.9 1.3 31 0.3
&% COUNTRY
B8 Belgium 1002 63.4 9.7 2.6 1.3 22.6 0.5
mm Bulgaria 1002 22.8 9.9 4.8 5.5 56 0.9
hw CzechRep. 1005 325 19.7 10.3 1.2 35.4 1
= Denmark 1015 53.7 22.1 29 1 19.8 0.6
mm Germany 1002 53 20 2.4 0.9 23.4 0.3
Wl Estonia 1010 35.2 12.5 3.8 2.7 44.6 1.2
E= Greece 1004 395 14.1 45 1.6 40.2 0
I= Spain 1004 42.6 14.3 25 1 39.6 0
g France 1003 57.9 15.3 35 2 214 0
§1 lreland 1000 64.5 13.5 1 0.4 20.5 0.1
i1 aly 1022 62.8 11 1.9 0.5 233 0.4
Cyprus 501 73.8 4.2 0.5 1.1 20.3 0
| atvia 1000 28.9 9.5 4.6 2.6 53.8 0.5
g Lithuania 1001 39.5 11.6 2.8 2.6 43.1 0.3
== Luxembourg 500 59.3 19 1.8 0.8 19.1 0
== Hungary 1011 29.5 12.4 47 2.7 50.6 0.1
J Malta 506 58.7 75 1 0.7 321 0
== Netherlands 1008 45.1 27.3 4.1 0.7 22.7 0.1
m— Austria 1009 48.7 24.6 3.9 1.1 21.1 0.6
- PoOland 1003 36.8 11.9 35 0.9 46.7 0.1
[ Portugal 1007 52.8 10.4 2.6 0.9 32.4 0.8
1 Romania 1008 21.2 10.5 1.9 1.9 63.5 1
tam Slovenia 1002 59.9 17.8 2.7 1.2 18.4 0
mm Slovakia 1002 29.9 14.6 6.8 25 45.9 0.4
+4— Finland 1000 56.6 17.2 47 2.3 19.1 0.1
EE Sweden 1000 49.6 23 4.9 2 20.3 0.3
B United Kingdom 1002 52.5 16.6 13 1.2 28.3 0.1
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Table 1b. Frequency that respondents drive a cari by segment

QUESTION: Q1. Do you drive a car?

% k3 % 13 %Less % ldo

times times than not
% Most per per oncea drivea %
Total N days week month month car DK/NA
EU27 25629 49 15.5 2.9 1.3 31 0.3
SEX
Male 12399 58.7 16.6 2.8 11 20.5 0.3
Female 13230 39.9 14.6 3 15 40.8 0.3
‘ Z; AGE
— 15-24 3493 29.2 12.8 2.9 1.4 53.2 0.5
25-39 6313 64 12.6 2.4 14 19.6 0.1
40 - 54 6715 62.4 13.8 2.9 1.1 19.6 0.1
55 + 8881 35.9 20 3.4 1.3 39 0.3
({42) EDUCATION (end of)
' Until 15 years of age 4185 36.2 16.4 2 0.8 44.2 0.3
16- 20 11151 53.3 15.7 25 1.2 27.2 0.2
20 + 7301 59.9 16.2 4.1 1.6 18.1 0.2
Still in education 2410 24.2 12.6 34 1.3 57.8 0.7
URBANISATION
Metropolitan 4619 45.2 16.3 4.7 2.1 31.3 0.3
Urban 11037 46.6 15.5 2.9 1.2 33.6 0.3
Rural 9915 53.6 15.3 2.1 1 27.8 0.2
OCCUPATION
Self-employed 2344 71.2 115 2.1 0.8 14.3 0.1
Employee 8947 67.1 13.8 2.6 15 14.9 0.1
Manual worker 2190 61.5 10.6 2.2 1 24.6 0.1
Not working 12091 29 18.5 35 1.3 47.3 0.5
DRIVE RS
Frequent drivers 12553 100 0 0 0 0
Occasional drivers 5066 0 78.6 14.9 6.5 0
Non-drivers 7942 0 0 0 0 100
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Table 2a. Perceptions about the seriousness of road safety problems: Drivers and
passengers not weaing seatbeltsi by country

QUESTION: Q2_A. In terms of road safety, do you feel the following constitutea major safety problem, a minor
safety problem, or is not a problem [IN OUR COUNTRY]?- Drivers/passengers not wearing seatbelts

% A major % A minor
safety safety % Not a
Total N problem problem problem % DK/NA
EU27 25629 74.3 18.1 6.3 1.3
COUNTRY
B 1 Belgium 1002 75 16.1 7.2 1.7
mm Bulgaria 1002 75.3 15.9 4.1 4.7
hw CzechRep. 1005 69.8 22.9 5.7 1.6
im Denmark 1015 53 313 13.4 2.3
M Germany 1002 76.5 16 6.5 1
W Estonia 1010 71.8 19.4 7 18
B= Greece 1004 89.1 7.8 2.6 0.5
I= Spain 1004 89 8.8 2.2 0
g France 1003 86 9.9 4 0.1
BN lreland 1000 47.3 36.6 15.3 0.8
11 'ty 1022 84.4 10.2 5.3 0.2
Cyprus 501 84.2 10.3 3.4 2
= Latvia 1000 555 26.1 11.6 6.8
ja Lithuania 1001 53.6 33.9 7.7 4.9
== Luxembourg 500 63.9 245 11.2 0.4
== Hungary 1011 70.1 22.3 6.2 1.4
B Malta 506 72 19.8 4.7 35
== Netherlands 1008 60.8 27.6 10.9 0.7
= Austria 1009 72.9 16.6 8.1 2.4
= Poland 1003 63.7 25.2 8.4 2.7
Il Portugal 1007 76.4 16.7 3 3.8
B Romania 1008 74.3 17.5 3 53
gmm Slovenia 1002 54 26.5 17.2 2.2
mm Slovakia 1002 69.8 217 6.8 1.6
== Finland 1000 61.6 31.5 5.9 1
EEm Sweden 1000 46.9 38.9 131 1.1
B United Kingdom 1002 58.8 30.4 9.7 11
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Table 2b. Perceptions about the seriousness of road safety problems: Drivers and
passengers not wearing seatbelts by segment

QUESTION: Q2_A. In terms of road safety, do you feel the following constitutea major safety problem, a minor
safety problem, or is not a problem [IN OUR COUNTRY]?- Drivers/passengers not wearing seatbelts

% A major % A minor
safety safety % Not a
Total N problem problem problem % DK/NA

EU27 25629 74.3 18.1 6.3 1.3

g, _SEX

! ' Male 12399 70.2 20.5 8.4 0.9
Female 13230 78.2 15.8 4.4 1.6
AGE
15-24 3493 72.2 22.6 4.7 0.6
25-39 6313 73.8 18.8 7 0.4
40 - 54 6715 72.6 19.1 7.3 1
55 + 8881 77.1 15.1 5.6 2.2
EDUCATION (end of)
Until 15 years of age 4185 77.5 13.5 6.4 2.6
16- 20 11151 75.1 17.8 6.1 1
20 + 7301 72 20.2 7.1 0.7
Still in education 2410 72.3 22.5 4.5 0.6
URBANISATION
Metropolitan 4619 713 20 7.6 1.1
Urban 11037 75.4 17.3 6.1 1.2
Rural 9915 74.5 18 6 1.4
OCCUPATION
Self-employed 2344 68.2 20.2 10.6 1
Employee 8947 72.5 204 6.6 0.5
Manual worker 2190 76.5 17.1 54 1
Not working 12091 76.5 16.1 5.4 1.9
DRIVE RS
Frequent drivers 12553 74 184 7.3 0.4
Occasional drivers 5066 72.1 20.1 6.6 1.2
Non-drivers 7942 76.4 16.3 4.7 2.6
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Table 3a. Perceptions about the seriousness of road safety problems: People driving
under the influence of alcohol 7 by country

QUESTION: Q2_B. In terms of road safety, do you feel the following constitussa major safety problem, a minor
safety problem, or is not a problem [IN OUR COUNTRY]?- People driving under the influence of alcohol

% A major % A minor
safety safety % Not a
Total N problem problem problem % DK/NA
EU27 25629 93.8 4.8 0.8 0.6
COUNTRY
B Belgium 1002 91.6 6.3 1 1.1
mm Bulgaria 1002 98.6 0.5 0 0.9
hw CzechRep. 1005 88.4 8.5 2.3 0.8
Em Denmark 1015 83.7 13.6 2 0.7
mm Germany 1002 93.9 45 1.2 0.4
W Estonia 1010 95.1 33 0.9 0.7
B= Greece 1004 98.5 11 0.1 0.3
I= Spain 1004 98.9 1 0.1 0
g France 1003 98.2 1.3 0.3 0.2
1 lreland 1000 62 31.4 4.9 16
B0 taly 1022 99.2 0.5 0 0.3
Cyprus 501 98.3 1.3 0.3 0.2
== Latvia 1000 93.4 4.2 1 14
ja Lithuania 1001 93.4 33 0.6 2.7
== Luxembourg 500 87.9 10.8 1.2 0.2
== Hungary 1011 96.6 24 0.6 0.4
B Malta 506 96.7 24 0.1 0.8
== Netherlands 1008 91.1 7.8 0.8 0.3
= Austria 1009 90.1 6.5 18 1.6
= Poland 1003 97.1 2.2 0.2 0.4
[« | Portugal 1007 95.6 1 0.1 3.3
B Romania 1008 96.5 1.2 0.1 2.1
gmm Slovenia 1002 91.1 6.8 1 11
mm Slovakia 1002 96 2.8 0.6 0.6
L Finland 1000 93.1 6.6 0.1 0.2
EEm Sweden 1000 87.2 11.7 0.7 0.4
B United Kingdom 1002 81 15.8 2.2 1
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Table 3b. Perceptions about the seriousness of road safety problems: People driving
under the influence of alcohol i by segment

QUESTION: Q2_B. In terms of road safety, do you feel the following constitutea major safety problem, a minor
safety problem, or is not a problem [IN OUR COUNTRY]?- People driving under the influence of alcohol

% A major % A minor
safety safety % Not a
Total N problem problem problem % DK/NA

EU27 25629 93.8 4.8 0.8 0.6

@, SEX

; ' Male 12399 92.6 5.9 1.1 0.3
Female 13230 94.9 3.7 0.5 0.9
AGE
15-24 3493 94.8 45 0.4 0.4
25-39 6313 93.8 5.3 0.7 0.1
40 - 54 6715 93.2 5.5 0.7 0.5
55 + 8881 94.2 3.9 0.8 11
EDUCATION (end of)
until 15 years of age 4185 94.1 3.6 0.8 15
16- 20 11151 94.5 4.3 0.7 0.4
20 + 7301 92.3 6.5 0.9 0.3
Still in education 2410 95.3 4.3 0.2 0.2
URBANISATION
Metropolitan 4619 93.2 5.4 1 0.5
Urban 11037 94.3 45 0.6 0.6
Rural 9915 93.6 4.9 0.8 0.6
OCCUPATION
Self-employed 2344 92.6 6.2 11 0.1
Employee 8947 92.5 6.2 0.9 0.4
Manual worker 2190 94.5 4.5 0.3 0.7
Not working 12091 94.9 3.6 0.6 0.9
DRIVE RS
Frequent drivers 12553 93.5 5.4 0.8 0.3
Occasional drivers 5066 92.8 6 0.8 0.3
Non-drivers 7942 95 3.1 0.7 1.2
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