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ABSTRACT

These days, human behavior (human factor), the main cause of traffic accidents, has drawn more attention. Research on
driving behavior based on DBQ(Driver Behavior Questionnaire), the analysis tool of driving behavior, has been conducted
actively. In domestic previous studies, their analysis subjects were limited to researchers or military officials, and their analysis
methods were based on factor analysis and regression analysis. Therefore, this study tries to find the factors of general drivers’
drivininbehavior that influence risk driving, and to analyze their influential relationship. Regarding study scope, general drivers
with driving career were asked to answer DBQ questionnaire, and 300 effective samples were analyzed. In addition, previous
studies were investigated to draw the three measurable attributes of DBQ-‘Lapse, Mistake, and Violation’-as main factors of
traffic accidents, ang structural equation model was applied to design risk driving behavior model. To identify the difference
between risk driving groups, this study made use of multiple group analysis. The analysis came to the following results: First,
according to the examination of the hypothesis that Lapse, Mistake, and Violation factors will influence risk driving behavior’,
all factors were found to be statistically sigm‘ﬁcant. Regarding their level of influence on risk dnvm; behavior, Violation was
0.464, Lapse 0.383, and Mistake 0.158, and thus Violation was analyzed to be the most influential. Secondly, according to the
examination of the hypothesis that ’the influence of Lapse, Mistake, and Violation factors on risk driving behavior will be
different by risk group’, the influence of Lapse on risk driving behavior was found to be different by risk group. It is expected
that the study results will be used as a fundamental program to introduce traffic accident prevention program and education that
takes violation and lapse into consideration.
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