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___________________________________________________

Research Questions:

· How do European drivers perceive the importance of several causes of road accidents?; 

· Are there important differences in perceptions between member states?; 

· Do these perceptions reflect the real significance of road accident causes? 

_____________________________________________________

1. Questions on (perceived) risks:
	How often do you think each of the following factors are the cause of road accidents?

	(1=Never, 6=Always)

	a) Driving when tired
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	b) Drinking and driving
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	c) Following too closely to vehicle in front
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	d) Driving too fast
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	e) Taking medicines and driving
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	f) Taking drugs and driving
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	g) Poorly maintained roads
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	h) Using a mobile phone (handheld) and driving
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	i) Using a mobile phone (handfree) and driving
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	j) Traffic congestion
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	k) Bad weather conditions
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	l) Poor brakes
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	m) Bald tyres
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	n) Faulty lights
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	o) Defective steering
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6


INDSCAL GROUP SPACE & DIMENSIONS
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INDSCAL SUBJECT SPACE:
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Table 2: Dimension weights and explained variance by country

	Country
	Subject’s weight
	Explained variance

	
	Dimension 1
	Dimension 2
	

	Austria (AT)
	0.743
	0.425
	0,73

	France (FR)
	0.734
	0.441
	0,73

	Spain (ES)
	0.643
	0.554
	0,72

	Czech Rep. (CZ)
	0.602
	0.570
	0,69

	Switzerland (CH)
	0.608
	0.537
	0,66

	Hungary (HU)
	0.580
	0.572
	0,66

	Italy (IT)
	0.525
	0.592
	0,63

	Netherlands (NL)
	0.671
	0.430
	0,63

	United Kingdom (UK)
	0.675
	0.410
	0,62

	Slovakia (SK)
	0.522
	0.585
	0,61

	Germany (DE)
	0.558
	0.533
	0,60

	Ireland (IE)
	0.579
	0.498
	0,58

	Portugal (PT)
	0.593
	0.481
	0,58

	Poland (PL)
	0.367
	0.666
	0,58

	Greece (EL)
	0.555
	0.516
	0,57

	Sweden (SE)
	0.575
	0.485
	0,57

	Belgium (BE)
	0.542
	0.502
	0,55

	Slovenia (SI)
	0.535
	0.514
	0,55

	Cyprus (CY)
	0.597
	0.443
	0,55

	Denmark (DK)
	0.561
	0.466
	0,53

	Finland (FI)
	0.519
	0.489
	0,51

	Estonia (EE)
	0.410
	0.562
	0,48

	Croatia (HR)
	0.534
	0.436
	0,47
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