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Correlation between Driver's Unsafe Acts and
Personality Types

Kyung Soo Park, Sang Hyuck Hwang, Jane Lee

Department of Industrial Engineering, KAIST, Daejeon, 305-701

ABSTRACT

The goal of this study is to find out correlation between Driver's Unsafe acts(errors and violations) and Personality types.
The experiment was performed on 180 subjects, men and women between 20's and 60's having experience in driving for 6
months at least. Personality types of the subjects were classified by MBTI(Myers-Briggs Type Indicator) GS type and
Driver's unsafe acts were measured by KDBQ(Korean Driver Behavior Questionnaire) based on Reason's DBQ(Driver
Behavior Questionnaire). The result of experiment showed several facts about the relation. The first is that the drivers of P
(Perceiving) type commit more violations and slips than drivers of J(Judging) type. The second is that in the comparison
among attitude indexes(EP, EJ, IP, 1J) the drivers of EP(Extroversions - Perceiving) commit more violations than other type
drivers. Finally, only men of P(Perceiving) type commits more violations than men of J(Judging). Based on these facts, it is
possible to use Personality types as a device to prevent unsafe acts in various fields for driver selection and accident prevention
training classified by Personality types etc.
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stionnaire) 2} MBTI(Myers—DBriggs Type Indicator) &
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14, 08& wofahes Adnct e 9, 1995)
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FHPE SAET, AR ATPEIIR o) FolA Y, o]

= il
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AP} o] R F a1, F 18078 ] HAFE I} F2o /\}%Q‘”
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717491[1995] 9] Hare w2, 30tiH-E 50u)71=] Sk
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A4 9% U g AR Al 2w 1y
3 (B) @ © N M ®» GO @O
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TO® 0.692920]19001 99+ 0.566372% & 2004
Hol:= ZA® Slip¥ Mistake?] A4+ FY5HT) =2
NEE Bl 28 7F Aol Ao ® WA Jebsth 3

F ofle] FaRledas HA 0161004 Har 2.4067H

6RO M2 7)

R =1

T Slip Mistake Violation
n =Median 13 6 9
n< Median 8 3 11

Bt 0.69292, 59147 0.566372

o] ¥ E X1 FFHA= FHA 0.408904 #Har 1.379)
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1 = A A A
p<.05, “p<.01
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oJgt afo] & YERITE 12y Mistake®] B9+ ] gh
2o & HolA| okt F-FHE-D, 7F-ATH(ES-N),
ARL-FH(T-F) oA oust A-f3% Fo3h Aol&
YeRIA] &3t & 449 8ul AR % JhofAM = dek-
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&9 2JEHE) gk D) T p A E u  IE u  IE u IE
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Violation 0.825 0.753 1.21 0.227 APN) 0724 A 0624 A 0798 A 163 0.203
AIAE 7k —2A7H(SN) ARL(T) 0.822 A 0642 B 0764 A 883 0.0017
R #2464 T D @ 0791 A 0720 A 0867 A 153 0.221
Total 0.741 0.712 —0.46 0.647 A() 0792 A 0624 B 0729 A 6.95 0.001"
Mistake 0.832 0794 —152 0.136 A2 (P) 0872 A 0733 B 0912 A  3.33 0.038
Slip 0.663 0.624 —0.69 0.494 <05, "pL01
Violation 0.782 0.798 0.8 0.861
HEAE -7 (TF) 163 p=0.203), Y (F=1.53, p=0.221) 9] F¢& 5
@3] AT ) T D 3]t FYEO A sk mebdsh gl iy
X] 2k
Total 0.723 0.792 1.13 0.266
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Slip 0.642 0.720 1.19 0.240 42 NEZed AR M Eel 2dl 20]
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. TAGoR 47 B AxxTE 9T F sled o
il wED  Am T e 2@ AFZRT B A9 WML} WAE One-
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K1, " p.05 1
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