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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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