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A Man Drives as He Lives: Why Inconsiderate Driving Happens?
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Abstract Inconsiderate driving behavior is always attributed to environment or others, but is barely considered as
the personal issue. This study investigated the fundamental effects of personality on inconsiderate driving behavior
by adopting a questionnaire and a decision-making experiment. Results suggests that personality could significantly
predict the behavior even the effects of situational factors were controlled. Meanwhile, when situational factors are
similar, personal behavior shows consistency across situations. The conclusion strongly supported the thought of “a

man drives as he lives”.
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Table 1 Means, standard deviation, alpha reliability and correlation coefficients
M SD 1 2 3 4 6
59.46 20.35 (0.95)
101.76 12.45 0.454** (0.89)
44.33 11.74 0.655** 0.556** (0.95)
58.36 15.18 0.539** 0.373** 0.536** (0.83)
93.35 18.70 0.593** 0.396** 0.572** 0.769**
95.58 17.44 -0.134** 0.050 -0.413* -0.092 -0.278** (0.88)
D * p<0.05, ** p<0.01
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Table 2 Personality and its prediction for inconsiderate
driving behaviors

(B)
~0.105  -0.128%*  —0.169**
) 0.065 0.203%*  0.403**
0.182*  0.036 0.077
0.247** -0.008  -0.207**
2 0.545%*  0.285%*
0.317%*
3 -0.062
0.271%*
Adjusted R? 0.219 0.444 0.626
AR? 0.225%%  0.182%*
% p<0.05,**  p<0.01
1.3
2
?
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(M=1.85), F(1,116)=40.90, :
p<0.001

3

Table 3 Cooperation difference between the two groups
in four decision tasks )

M (SD)
t
3.1 ?
3.46 (0.71) 2.74 (0.56) 6.067** “
1.34 (0.74) 1.02 (0.57) 2.591* ) “ 7
2.31(0.97) 1.28 (0.77) 6.265%* ,
2.65 (0.62) 2.38 (0.97) 1.827
;*  p<0.05,**  p<0.01, 0.05<p<0.08, ; ;
2.3
: , , (M=105.09)
, (M=81.77),
3 1
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