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Drinking Driving — Attitude and Behavior Pattern of Drivers

Masaaki ASAI*

The number of traffic accidents caused by drinking driving has continued to
decrease since 10 vears ago.llowever, the fatal accidents caused by drinking driving
still occupies 8 to 9 % of total annual fatal traffic accidents.

In the present study, from the viewpoint of sex, generation and regional difference,
over-all picture of drinking driving, the traffic environment of driver, behavior
patterns of driver, and attitude toward drinking driving, amount of knowledge and
evaluation of regulations and enforcements pertaining to drinking driving and specific
features of social customs related to drinking practiced in the different regions, are
analyzed and disccussed, in order to clarify the interrelated complex factors constitut-
ing the background of drinking driving in Japan.
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Overall picture of drinking driving —A amount of

alcohol detected in breath test
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Distribution of amount of alcohol detected by breath
test
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Area and days of week—A amount of alcohol detected in breath test
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Sex difference—A amount of alcohol detected in
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