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ABSTRACT 

The study focuses on the assessment of knowledge of and attitude towards 

seat belt use among commercial bus drivers in Egor Local Government. The 

objective of the study was to examine the level of knowledge of commercial 

bus drivers about the use of seatbelts, determine the attitudes of commercial 

bus drivers about the use of seatbelts and to find out the behaviors of 

commercial bus drivers towards the use of seatbelts in Egor LGA in Edo 

State. 

Survey research design will be adopted for this study. The population of this 

study consists of all the commercial bus drivers in Egor LGA of Edo State. 

The sample of the study comprised two hundred and forty (240) commercial 

bus drivers; a simple random sampling technique was used to select the 

respondents for the study. The instrument for the study was a structure 

questionnaire was used to collect data. The data collected were analyzed, 

tabulated, interpreted and then discussed. Percentage and frequency were 

adopted as a method of data analysis.  

The findings of the study therefore clearly revealed that; the commercial bus 

drivers know that the use of seatbelt helps to prevent accident on the road, 

they know that the use of seatbelt helps to reduce the severity of injuries 

when accident occur, majority of them do not know the right time to fasten 

seatbelt. Following the findings of the study, the researcher recommends 

below; the drivers association in Egor LGA and Benin metropolis should 

begin to find out solutions to causes of accidents and ways to prevent them, 

the Federal Road Safety Corp should work closely with drivers association, 

educating them on the need to use seatbelt.  
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CHAPTER ONE 

INTRODUCTION 

Background to the Study 

Transportation is one of the basic daily activities of man, it is defined as the 

action of transporting someone or something or the process of being 

transported. It is also the action or practice of transporting convicts to a 

penal colony (Oxford Dictionary, 2020). Transportation can be said to be 

the movement of goods and services from one place to another. Air 

transportation, sea transportation, railway transportation and road 

transportation are basically the forms of transportation best known. Every 

day people move from place to place, going to work, school, mall, meetings, 

seminars, one occasion or another among others. The most common means 

of this movement enumerated above is the use of vehicles, being that not 

everyone has a personal vehicle the need for commercial vehicle drivers is 

therefore of great demand and men and women in some places have seized 

the opportunity to make earns meet for themselves working as commercial 

drivers. The United States defined a commercial vehicle as any self-

propelled or towed vehicle used on a public highway in interstate commerce 

to transport passengers or property when the vehicle: 
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a. has a gross vehicle weight rating of 4,536 kg (10,001 pounds) or 

more 

b. Is designed or used to transport more than 8 passengers (including 

the driver) for compensation; 

c. Is designed or used to transport more than 15 passengers, including 

the Idriver, Inot Iused Ito Itransport Ipassengers Ifor 

Icompensation; 

d. Is Iused Iin Itransporting Imaterial Ifound Iby Ithe ISecretary Iof 

ITransportation Ito Ibe Ihazardous I(US IFederal IMotor ICarrier 

ISafety IRegulations, I2022) 

The ICollins IEnglish IDictionary Idefines Ia Icommercial Ivehicle Ias Ia 

Ilicense Ito Ibe Iused Ifor Ithe Itransportation Iof Igoods Ior Imaterials 

Irather Ithan Ipassengers. I(Collins IEnglish IDictionary, I2022). I 

A Icommercial Ivehicle Iis Ia Ivehicle Ithat Iis Ilicensed Ito Ibe Iused Ifor 

Ithe Itransportation Iof Igoods Ior Imaterials Irather Ithan Ipassengers. IA 

Icommercial Imotor Ivehicle Iis Iany Ivehicle Iused Ito Itransport Igoods 

Ior Ipassengers. I IAlso Ia Icommercial Imotor Ivehicle I(CMV) Iis Iany 

Ivehicle Iused Ito Itransport Igoods Ior Ipassengers Ifor Ithe Iprofit Iof 
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Ian Iindividual Ior Ibusiness. IExamples Iof ICMVs Iinclude Ipickup 

Itrucks, Ibox Itrucks, Isemi-trucks, Ivans, Icoaches, Ibuses, Itaxicabs, 

Itrailers Iand Itravel Itrailers. IIn Ithe IUnited IStates, Ia Ivehicle Iis 

Ilabeled I"commercial" Iif Iit Iis Iregistered Ito Iand Iits Ititle Iis Iowned 

Iby Ia Icompany. IIn INigeria Ithe Imajor Imeans Iof Iroad Itransportation 

Iare Imotorcycles I(bike Icommonly Icalled Iokada), Itricycles, Icabs Iand 

Ibuses. ICommercial Ibuses Iin Ialmost Iall Ithe Istates Iin INigeria Iare 

Iwell Iknown Ifor Itheir Irecklessness Iand Iwayward Ibehaviors Iwhich 

Imany Ia Itime Ileads Ito Iroad Icrashes. 

The IWorld IHealth IOrganization Iand Ithe INational ICenter Ifor IInjury 

IPrevention Iand IControl Inoted Ithat Iglobally Iroad Itraffic Icrashes 

Iand Ithe Iresulting Iinjuries Iare Isome Imajor Icauses Iof Imorbidity 

Iand Imortality, Iwith Ideveloping Icountries Ihaving Ia Igreater Irecord 

Iof Iit I(WHO I& INCIPC, I2012). IThe IWorld IHealth IOrganization 

I(WHO) I(2014) Ireported Ithat I1.2 Imillion Ipeoples Idie Iand I50 

Imillion Iget Iinjured Ifrom Iroad Itraffic Icrashes Ievery Iyear. IMurray 

Iand ILopez Inoted Ithat Iroad Itraffic Icrashes Iwere Ithe Ithird Ileading 

Icontributor Ito Ithe Iworldwide Iburden Iof Idiseases Iand IInjury 



4 
 

Most Iof I(91%) Iroad Ideaths Ioccurred Iin Ilow Iand Imiddle-income 

Icountries I(Ncube, I2013). IIn Ithe Icase Iof IAfrica, Iroad Itraffic 

Iaccidents Iconstitute I25% Iof Iall Iinjury-related Ideaths I(Peden, 

IMcGee, I& IKrug, I2014) Iand Iover I75% Iof Iroad Itraffic Icasualties 

Iare Iin Ithe Ieconomically Iproductive Iage Iof I16–65 Iyears. IRoad 

Itraffic Iinjuries Iare Ithe Isecond Ileading Icause Iof Ideath Iamong 

Ichildren Iaged I5 Ito I14 Iyears Iand Iyoung Ipeople Iaged I15 Ito I29 

Iyears I(Peden, IMcGee, I& IKrug, I2014; IEckersley, ISalmon, IGebru 

I& IKhat, I2010) 

Nigeria Iis Inot Ileft Iout Ifrom Ithe Imorbidity Iand Imortality Ifollowing 

Iroad Icrashes Ias Iit Iis Ialso Ion Ithe Iincrease I(Asogwa, I2012; 

IOluwasanmi, I2012). IAlthough Ithe Imajority Iof Itraffic Icrashes Ithat 

Ioccur Iin INigeria Iare Inot Iwell Idocumented, Iavailable Idata Ifrom 

Ithe IFederal IRoad ISafety ICommission I(FRSC) Irevealed Ithat Iin 

I2004, Ithere Iwere I14 I087 Ireported Iroad Icrashes Iin INigeria 

I(FRSC, I2006) 
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Studies Ihave Ishown Ithat Iin Ithe Iabsence Iof Iconcerted Iefforts Iat 

Iprevention, Ithe Iresulting Inumbers Iof Iroad Itraffic Ideaths Iand 

Iinjuries Iwill Icontinually Ibe Ion Ithe Iincrease Iand Iroad Itraffic 

Iinjuries, Iwhich Iranked I10 Iin Ithe Ilist Iof Ithe Itop I24 Icauses Iof 

Ideath Iin I2002, Iwould Imove Ito Ithe Ieighth Iposition Iby I2030 Iif 

Iconcerted Iefforts Iat Ithe Iprevention Iof Iroad Icrashes Iare Inot 

Iinstituted I(Mathers, I& ILoncar, I2015). 

The Iuse Iof Iseatbelts Iis Ian Iestablished Imeans Iof Ireducing Ithe 

Iseverity Iof Iinjuries Isustained Iwhen Ia Icrash Ioccurs. IClose 

Iobservation Iby Ithe Iresearcher Irevealed Imost Iof Ithe Icommercial 

Ibus Idrives Ido Inot Imake Iuse Iof Itheir Iseatbelts Iwhile Isome Iof Ithe 

Ibuses Ido Inot Ihave Iseatbelts Iat Iall. IStudies Ihave Idocumented Ithat 

Ithe Iuse Iof Ilap Iand Ishoulder Ibelts Iby Idrivers Ireduces Ithe Irisk Iof 

Ideath Iand Iserious Iinjury Ito Icrash-involved Iby I45 Ito I60% Iand 

Iserious Iinjury Ito Ithe Ihead, Ichest Iand Iextremities Iby I50 Ito I83% 

I(Evans, I2016; IMorgan, I2019). IPassengers Iare Ialso Iexpected Ito 

Iuse Itheir Iseatbelts Ibecause Ithey Itoo Iare Imore Ilikely Ito Isustain 

Iserious Iinjury Iif Iunrestrained. IFurthermore, Ithey Ipose Ia Ithreat Ito 
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Iany Iunrestrained Ipassenger Isitting Idirectly Iin Ifront Iof Ithem Iif Ia 

Icrash Ioccurs, Ias Ithey Iwould Ihit Ithe Iseat Iin Ifront Iof Ithem Iwith 

Iforce Iapproximately I30 Ito I60 Itimes Itheir Iweight I(Broughton, 

I2013; IVague, I2016). IThe Iuse Iof Iseatbelts Iby Iall Idrivers Iis Ithus 

Imandatory Iin Ia Inumber Iof Icountries. 

In I2014/2015 IEthiopian Ipolice Ireported I15,086 Iaccidents Iwhich 

Icaused Ithe Ilosses Iof I2,161 Ilives Iand Iover I$7.3 Imillion. IThe 

IEthiopian INational IRoad ISafety ICoordination IOffice Icites Ia Iroad 

Icrash Ifatality Irate Iof I114 Ideaths Iper I10,000 Ivehicles Iper Iyear 

Iand Ithe Ireal Ifigure Imay Ibe Ihigher Ias Ithere Imay Ibe 

Iunderreporting I(Abegaz,2014). IStudy Idone Iin IEthiopia, Ion Ithe 

Iroad Ifrom IAddis IAbaba Ito IAdama/Hawassa Ishowed Ithat Ithe 

Ifatality Irate Iof Icar Iaccident Iwas I156 Iper I10, I1000 Ivehicles 

I(Mekonnen, I& ITeshager, I2014). IA Istudy Iin IAmhara Iregion 

Ibetween I2007 Iand I2011 Ishows Ithat Ithere Iwere I10,162 Iroad 

Itraffic Iaccidents, Iclaiming Ithe Ilives Iof I2,761 Ipeople, Iinjuring 

I3,890 Ipeople Iand Icaused Iproperty Idamage Iof I$4,755,514. 
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In INigeria, Ia Iprimary Iseatbelt Ilaw Ithat Iallows Ilaw-enforcement 

Iagents Ito Istop Iand Iissue Ia Ifine Ito Inon-compliant Idrivers Iof 

Ivehicles I(including Imini-buses) Ihas Ibeen Iin Iplace Isince IJanuary 

I2003, Iand Ithe IFRSC Iis Ithe Iagency Icharged Iwith Ithe 

Iresponsibility Iof Ienforcing Ithis Ilaw I(Road ISafety INigeria, I2003). 

IAlthough Ithe Ilaw Ihas Inow Ibeing Iextended Ito Ifront Iand Irear Iseat 

Ipassengers, Ithey Iare Ialso Iencouraged Ito Iuse Itheir Iseatbelts 

I(FRSC, I2017). IIn Ispite Iof Ithe Ipresence Iof Iseatbelt Ilaws Iin Imany 

Icountries, Icompliance Iis Inot Ioptimal. IStrategies Isuch Ias Ihealth 

Ieducation Icampaigns Iand Ithe Iuse Iof Iincentives Ifor Iusers Ihave 

Ibeen Icombined Iwith Ilegislation Iin Isome Icountries Iand Ithese Ihave 

Ireportedly Iimproved Iseatbelt Iuse I(Sangowawa, IEkanem, I& IAlagh, 

I2015; ISegui-Gomez, IGlass, I& IGraham, I2018). 

A Istudy Icarried Iout Iin IBenin ICity, INigeria, Irevealed Ithat Ithe Iseat 

Ibelt Icompliance Irate Ifor Idrivers Iwas I52.3%, Ifront Iseat Ipassengers 

I18.4%, Iand Irear Iseat Ipassengers I6.1%. IDrivers Iof Iall Icategories 

Iof Ivehicles Iwere Imore Ilikely Ito Iuse Ithe Iseat Ibelt Icompared Ito 

Ifront Iseat Ipassengers Iand Irear Iseat Ipassengers. IIribhogbe Iand 
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IOsime I(2008), Inoted Ithat Idrivers Iof Iprivate Icars Iwere Imore 

Ilikely Ito Iuse Iseat Ibelts Icompared Ito Ibus Iand Ibus Idrivers. 

Studies Ihave Ishown Ithat Iboth Idriver Iand Ipassenger Iseat Ibelt Iuse 

Iwere Iassociated Iwith Ithe Irespondent's Iage, Isex, Iethnicity, Ilevel Iof 

Ieducation, Icurrent Imarital Istatus, Iand Iself-reported Ialcohol-impaired 

Idriving Ior Iriding Iwith Ian Ialcohol Iimpaired Idriver," IIn Ithe IUnited 

IStates Iof IAmerica, Iteenage Idrivers Ihave Ia Ihigher Icrash Irisk Iand 

Ilower Iobserved Iseat Ibelt Iuse Ithan Iolder Iage Igroups. IKnowledge 

Iis Ione Iof Ithe Ifactors Ithat Iinfluence Iattitude Iand Iattitude 

Iinfluences Ibehaviour. IThere Iis Itherefore Ineed Ito Idetermine Ithe 

Ilevel Iof Iknowledge Iand Iattitudes Iof Iseat Ibelt Iamong Icommercial 

Ibus Idrivers. IThese Ifindings Iwill Ihelp Ito Idevelop Ieffective 

Ieducation Iand Ienforcement Istrategies Ito Iincrease Iseat Ibelt 

Iutilization Irates Iamong Idrivers. IThis Istudy Iwas Itherefore Iaimed Ito 

Iassess Ithe IKnowledge Iand Iattitude Itowards Iseat Ibelt Iuse Iamong 

Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Iin IEgor Ilocal IGovernment Iof IEdo IState. 
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Statement Iof Ithe IProblem 

As Ihighlighted Iabove Ithe Icasualties Iresulting Ifrom Inon I– Iuse Iof 

Iseatbelts Iis Ion Ithe Iincrease, Iit Iranges Ifrom Icrashes Ito Iinjuries, 

Ifractures Iand Iin Iworse Icase Ideath. IThe Ibenefits Iof Iseatbelts 

Icannot Ibe Ioveremphasized Ias Ifar Ias Iprotection Iof Idrivers Iand 

Ipassengers Iis Iconcerned Iin Icase Iof Iaccidents. 

Inspite Iof Ithe Iimportance Iof Ithe Iprotective Ipower Iof Iseatbelts Iin 

Icases Iof Iaccidents, Ithe Iresearcher Iyet Iobserved Ithat Ithe Ilevel Iof 

Icompliance Ito Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelts Iamong Icommercial Ibus Idrivers 

Iis Iyet Ivery Ipoor. ISeeing Ithat IKnowledge Iis Ione Iof Ithe Ifactors 

Ithat Iinfluence Iattitude Iand Iattitude Iinfluences Ibehavior Ithe 

Iresearcher Iis Imoved Ito Icarry Iout Ia Istudy Ito Iexamine Ithe Ilevel 

Iof Iknowledge Iand Iattitudes Iof Icommercial Ibus Itowards Ithe Iuse 

Iof Iseatbelts. 

Research IQuestions 

To Iguide Ithe Iresearch Iin Icourse Iof Ithis Istudy Ithe Ifollowing 

Iresearch Iquestions Iwere Iformulated 
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1. What Iis Ithe Ilevel Iof Iknowledge Iof Icommercial Ibus Idrivers 

Iabout Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelts Iin IEgor ILGA IEdo IState? 

2. What Iare Ithe Iattitudes Iof Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Iabout Ithe 

Iuse Iof Iseatbelts Iin IEgor ILGA Iin IEdo IState? 

3. What Iare Ithe Ibehaviors Iof Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Iin IEgor 

ILGA Iin IEdo IState Itowards Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelts? 

Purpose Iof Ithe IStudy 

The Imain Iaim Iof Ithis Istudy Iis Ito Iassess Ithe Iknowledge Iof Iand 

Iattitude Itowards Iseat Ibelt Iuse Iamong Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Iin 

IEgor Ilocal IGovernment Iof IEdo IState. ISpecifically, Ithe Istudy 

Iseeks Ito 

i. Examine Ithe Ilevel Iof Iknowledge Iof Icommercial Ibus Idrivers 

Iabout Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelts Iin IEgor ILGA IEdo IState 

ii. Determine Ithe Iattitudes Iof Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Iabout Ithe 

Iuse Iof Iseatbelts Iin IEgor ILGA Iin IEdo IState 

iii. Find Iout Ithe Ibehaviors Iof Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Itowards 

Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelts Iin IEgor ILGA Iin IEdo IState 
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Significance Iof Ithe IStudy 

It Iis Ithe Iresearcher’s Iexpectation Ithat Iupon Icompletion Iof Ithis 

Istudy, Ithe Ifindings Iof Ithe Istudy Iwill Ibe Ibeneficial Ito Icommercial 

Ibus Idrivers, Ipassengers, Igovernment Iand Ithe Igeneral Ipublic Iin 

Imore Iways Ithan Ione. 

First, Ithis Istudy Iwill Ihelp Iimprove Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelts Iamong 

Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Ias Imore Iawareness Ion Ithe Ineed Iwill Ibe 

Icreated Ithrough Ithis Istudy. 

Since Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelts Iis Iof Igreat Ibenefits Ito Iboth Idrivers Iand 

Ipassengers, Iit Iwill Itherefore Ienable Igovernment Ito Iput Iin Imore 

Iways Ior Imeasures Ito Ienhance Ithe Ilevel Iof Icompliance Ito Ithe Iuse 

Iof Iseatbelts. 

More Iso, Iit Iis Iseen Iand Ibelieved Ithat Ithe Iuse Iof Iprevents Iinjuries 

Ior Ifrom Ibecoming Iworse Iand Isaving Ilives Iif Ithe Irecommendation 

Iin Ithis Istudy Iis Iaccepted Iand Iwork Iwith Ithere Iwill Ibe Ireduced 

Iinjuries Iand Ideaths Iassociated Iwith Iroad Itraffic Icrashes. 
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This Iresearch Iwill Ialso Iserve Ias Ia Ipoint Iof Iinquiry Iand Ireference 

Ifor Iboth Istudents Iand Imembers Iof Ithe Ipublic Iwho Iwant Ito Iknow 

Ior Icarryout Irelated Istudy Ion Ithis Iarea. 

Scope/delimitation Iof Ithe IStudy 

The Iscope Iof Ithis Istudy Iis Idesigned Ito Icover Ithe Iknowledge Iof 

Iand Iattitude Itowards Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelts Iamong Icommercial Ibus 

Idrivers Iin IEgor Ilocal IGovernment Iof IEdo IState. I IIt Iwill Ibe 

Idelimited Ito Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Iin IEgor Ilocal IGovernment 

Iarea. IOne IMajor Ilimitation Ienvisaged Iby Ithe Iresearcher Iis Ithe 

Ireluctance Iby Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Ito Iprovide Iaccurate 

Iinformation Iabout Itheir Iuse Iof Iseat Ibelt Ias Ithey Ifeel Isuch 

Iinformation Imight Ibe Iimplicating. ITo Iovercome Ithis Ilimitation, Ithe 

Iresearcher Ifirst Iaddressed Ithe Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Ito Itell Ithem 

Ithat Ithe Iinformation Igotten Ifrom Ithem Iare Iconfidential Iand Iwill 

Ibe Itreated Iwith Iutmost Iconfidentiality Iand Iuse Istrictly Ifor 

Ieducational Ipurposes. 
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 IDefinition Iof ITerms 

Driver: IAnyone Iabove Ithe Iage Iof I18, Iseating Ibehind Ithe Isteering 

Iand Imoving Ithe Ibus. 

Commercial Ibus: Ipublic Ivehicle I(bud) Iused Ifor Itransporting Igoods 

Iand Iservices Iusually Iwithin Ia Istate Ior Ilocal Igovernment 

 

 

CHAPTER ITWO 

REVIEW IOF IRELATED ILITERATURE 

• Theoretical IFramework 

• Conceptual Iof Iseatbelt Iuse Iin Idriving 

• Seatbelt Iuse Ipractice 

• Factors Iaffecting Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelt 

• Attitudes Iof Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Iabout Ithe Iuse Iof 

Iseatbelts 

• Behaviors Iof Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Iabout Ithe Iuse Iof 

Iseatbelts 
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• Summary Iof IReviewed ILiterature 

Theoretical IFramework 

International Iresearch Ihas Iconsistently Iproven Ithe Ieffectiveness Iof 

Iseat Ibelt Iuse Iin Ipreventing Iand Ireducing Ifatalities Iand Isevere 

Iinjuries Iduring Iroad Ivehicle Iaccidents I(Evans, I2016; IIRTAD, 

I2015; INHTSA, I2013; IPetridou, ISkalkidou, IIoannou, I& ITrichooulos, 

I1998). IEvans I(1986) Iindicated Ithat, Iif Iall Ithe Ifront Iseat Ioccupants 

Iin Ithe IUS Iwere Ito Iuse Ilap/shoulder Ibelts Iwithout Ichanging Iany 

Iother Ibehavior, Ithen Ithere Iwould Ibe Ia I41% Ireduction Iin 

Ifatalities. ISimilarly, Ithe INHTSA I(2013) Ireported Ithe Ieffectiveness 

Iof Iseat Ibelt Iuse Iin Ireducing Ifatalities Iand Iinjuries Iduring Ithe 

Iprevious I20 Iyears Iin Ithe IUS. IWhile Iusing Iseat Ibelt Isaved Imore 

Ithan I100,000 Ilives, Iover I7000 Ipeople Iwere Ikilled Iand Iover 

I100,000 Ipeople Iwere Iinjured Idue Ito Inot Iusing Ia Iseat Ibelt 

I(NHTSA, I2013). IAlso, IIRTAD I(2015) Ihas Iestimated Ithat Ithe Iuse 

Iof Iseat Ibelts Ihas Ireduced Ithe Iinjury Iseverity Iin Iabout I50% Iof 

Iroad Ivehicle Iaccidents, Iespecially Iin Iaccidents Ithat Iwould Ihave 



15 
 

Iresulted Iin Ifatal Ior Isevere Iinjuries. IPetridou Iet Ial. I(2018) 

Ievaluated Imotor Ivehicle Ideaths Iin IGreece Ithat Icould Ihave Ibeen 

Iavoided Iby Ithe Iuse Iof Istandard Isafety Idevices. IThey Ifound Ithat 

I27% Iof Iroad Ifatalities Iwould Ihave Ibeen Iavoided Iif Iall Icar 

Ioccupants Ihad Iused Ia Iseat Ibelt. IHence, Iuse Iof Iseat Ibelt Ias Ian 

Ieffective Isafety Idevice Ican Ibe Iseen Ito Iplay Ian Iimportant Irole Iin 

Itraffic Isafety Iby Ireducing Ithe Iseverity Iof Iinjuries Iduring Iroad 

Ivehicle Iaccidents. 

Despite Ithe Ienacted Iseat Ibelt Ilegislation Ifor Iurban Iand Irural Iroads, 

Ia Ilarge Inumber Iof Icar Ioccupants Ido Inot Iuse Ia Iseat Ibelt Iin 

ITurkey I(Emniyet, I2019). IThe Iresults Iof Ian Iobservational Istudy 

Ifrom ITurkey Ishowed Ithat, I71% Iof Ithe Idrivers Iused Ia Iseat Ibelt 

Ion Irural Iroads, Iwhile I21% Iof Ithem Iused Ia Iseat Ibelt Ion Iurban 

Iroads I(Emniyet, I2019). ILow Iseat Ibelt Iusage Irates Ihave Ibeen 

Iaccepted Ias Ione Iof Ithe Imain Iproblems Iin Itraffic Isafety Iin 

ITurkey, Iwhere Ifatality Iand Iinjury Irates Iin Itraffic Iaccidents Iare 

Ivery Ihigh I(SWE IROAD, I2011; IEmniyet, I2019). 
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Besides Icar Ioccupant Icharacteristics Iand Isituational Ifactors, Ithere 

Iare Ialso Isome Isocial Ipsychological Ifactors Isuch Ias Iattitudes, 

Ibeliefs, Iand Iintentions Iaffecting Ithe Iseat Ibelt Iuse Iof Icar Ioccupants 

I(Chliaoutakis, IGnardellis, IDrakou, IDarviri, I& ISboukis, I2000; 

IFhaner I& IHane, I1975; IJonah I& IDawson, I1982). INegative 

Iattitudes Iand Ibeliefs Iabout Ithe Ieffectiveness Iof Iseat Ibelt Iuse Ihad 

Ia Inegative Irelationship Ito Iseat Ibelt Iuse I(Begg I& ILangley, I2000; 

IFockler I& ICooper, I1990). INot Iliking Ito Iuse Ia Iseat Ibelt Iand 

Idiscomfort Iwere Iamong Ithe Imain Ireasons Ifor Ihaving Inegative 

Iattitudes Itowards Iusing Ia Iseat Ibelt I(Begg I& ILangley, I2000; 

IFockler I& ICooper, I1990). IHowever, Ihaving Ipositive Iattitudes, 

Ibeliefs Iand Iintentions Iabout Iusing Ia Iseat Ibelt Iwere Inot Istrong 

Ipredictors Iof Iactual Iseat Ibelt Iuse Iof Idrivers Iall Ithe Itime 

I(Chliaoutakis Iet Ial., I2000; IKnapper, ICropley, I& IMoore, I1976; 

ILoo, I1984). IIt Ihas Ibeen Ireported Ithat, Ialthough Imost Icar 

Ioccupants Iagreed Iwith Ithe Ieffectiveness Iof Iseat Ibelt Iuse, Itheir 

Iactual Iseat Ibelt Iuse Iwas Ilow I(Chliaoutakis Iet Ial., I2000; IKnapper 

Iet Ial., I1976; ILoo, I1984). IThis Isignificant Idivergence Ibetween 



17 
 

Iintentions Ito Iuse Iseat Ibelt Iand Iactual Iseat Ibelt Iuse Iwas Imainly 

Iexplained Iby Idrivers’ Inot Ihaving Ia Ihabit Iof Iusing Ia Iseat Ibelt 

I(Calisir I& ILehto, I2002; IChliaoutakis Iet Ial., I2000; IKnapper Iet Ial., 

I1976). IAs Isummarized Iby ICalisir Iand ILehto I(2002), Ithe Idecision 

Ito Iuse Ia Iseat Ibelt Iwas Inot Ia Iresult Iof Ia Icomparison Iof Irisk 

Iagainst Ibenefits Iall Ithe Itime. IInstead, Iseat Ibelt Iuse Iwas Ia 

Ihabitual Ibehavior Ithat Iwas Imainly Iaffected Iby Ia Iperson’s Igender, 

Iage, IGPA Iand Iperceived Iusefulness Iof Iseat Ibelts Iin Ia Ipossible 

Iaccident I(Calisir I& ILehto, I2002). 

Social Ipsychological Itheories Iprovide Ipotentially Iuseful Iyet Irarely 

Iused Itools Ifor Iexplaining Ihow Iattitudes, Ibeliefs, Iand Ivalues 

Iinfluence Iseat Ibelt Iuse. IThe Itheory Iof Iplanned Ibehavior I(TPB) 

Iand Ithe Ihealth Ibelief Imodel I(HBM) Iare Ithe Itwo Ipowerful Isocial 

Ipsychological Itheories, Iwhich Ihave Ibeen Icommonly Iused Ito 

Iunderstand Ithe Ibeliefs, Ivalues Iand Iattitudes Iunderlying Ia Iwide 

Irange Iof Ihealth Ibehaviors I(Aberg, I2001; IConner I& ISparks, I1996; 

ISheeran I& IAbraham, I1996; IStroebe, I2000). IIn Ithis Istudy, Ithe 

Itheory Iin Ifocus Iwill Ibe Ithe IHBM 
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The IHealth IBelief IModel I 

The Itheoretical Iframework Iadopted Ifor Ithe Istudy Iis Ithe IHealth 

IBelief IModel I(HBM). IThe IHealth IBelief IModel Iis Iconsidered Ias 

Ione Iof Ithe Imost Iuseful Imodels Iin Ihealth Icare Iprevention Iand 

Ipromotion I(Roden, I2004). I 

The Imodel Ihelps Iexplain Iwhy Ian Iindividual Imay Iaccept Ior Ireject 

Ipreventive Ihealth Iservices Ior Iadopt Ihealthy Ibehaviours. IThe Itheory 

Iis Ibased Ion Ithe Iunderstanding Ithat Ia Iperson Iwill Itake Ia Ihealth 

Irelated Iaction Iif Ithat Iperson I; 

1. Feels Ia Inegative Icondition Ican Ibe Iavoided 

2. Believe IHe/She Ican Isuccessfully Itake Ia Irecommended Ihealth 

Iaction. 

3. Has Ia Ipositive Iexpectation Ithat Iby Itaking Ia Irecommended 

Iaction, Ihe/she Iwill Iavoid Ia Inegative Ihealth Icondition. 

The IOriginal Imodel Ihad Ifour Iconstructs; Iperceived Isusceptibility, 

Iperceived Iseverity, Iperceived Ibenefits Iand Iperceived Ibarriers. IThe 
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Ifollowing Iconstructs Iapplication Ito Ithis Istudy Iare Iexplained Iin Ithe 

Iparagraphs Ibelow. 

Perceived ISusceptibility 

Perceived Isusceptibility Irefers Ito Ithe Iprobability Ithat Ian Iindividual 

Iassigns Ito Ipersonal Ivulnerability Ito Ideveloping Ia Ihealth Icondition. 

IIt Iis Ithe Isubjective Ibelief Iof Ian Iindividual Iregarding Ithe 

Ilikelihood Iof Ibeing Inegatively Iaffected Iby Iindulging Iin Ia 

Iparticular Ibehaviour. IPersonal Iperception Iof Irisk Ior Ivulnerability 

Ihas Ibeen Ifound Ito Ibe Ian Iimportant Iperception Iin Ipromoting Ithe 

Iadoption Iof Ihealthier Ibehaviors I(Abraham Iand ISheeran, I2005). 

IHence Iif Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Iperceive Ithat Inone Iuse Iof Iseat 

Ibelt Iputs Ithem Iand Itheir Ipassengers Iat Irisk Iof Isevere Iinjury, Ithey 

Iare Ilikely Ito Iembrace Iregular Iseat Ibelt Iuse Iin Iorder Ito Ieliminate 

Ior Iminimize Ioccurrence Iof Isevere Iinjuries. 

Perceived ISeverity 

This Iconstruct Irefers Ito Ithe Isubjective Iassessment Iof Ithe Iseverity 

Ior Iseriousness Iof Ia Ihealth Iproblem Iand Iit's Ipotential 
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Iconsequences. IIf Iundesirable Ihealth Ioutcomes Ior Iconsequences Iwill 

Inot Ihave Ia Inegative Iimpact Ion Ian Iindividual Ilife, IHe Ior IShe 

Iwill Inot Ibe Imotivated Ito Iavoid Iit Ieven Iwhen Ihe/she Iis Iat Irisk. 

IIn Ithe Icontext Iof Ithis Istudy, Ithe Iwillingness Iof Icommercial Ibus 

Idrivers Ito Iadopt Ithe Iuse Iof Iseat Ibelt Idepends Ion Itheir Ievaluation 

Iof Ithe Iseriousness Iof Ithe Iconsequences Iassociated Iwith Iaccidents. 

Perceived IBenefits 

This Iconstructs Ifocuses Ion Ian Iindividual's Iassessment Iof Ithe Ivalue 

Ior Iusefulness Iof Iengaging Iin Ihealth Ipromoting Ibehaviours Iin 

Iorder Ito Ireduce Isusceptibility Ito Ia Ihealth Icondition. 

When Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Iperceive Ithat Istrictly Iadhering Ito 

Iregular Iseat Ibelt Iuse Ireduces Ithe Irisk Iof Iejection Iand Imultiple 

Iinjuries, Itheir Iwillingness Ito Iadopt Iit Ipractices Iis Iincreased. 

Perceived IBarrier 

This Iconstruct Itakes Ia Iclose Ilook Iat Ithat Iindividual's Isubjective 

Ievaluation Iof Ithe Idifficulties Ior Ithe Ihindrances Iassociated Iwith 
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Iengaging Iin Ia Ihealth Ipromoting Ibehaviour. IWith Ia Iperceived 

Ibarrier, Ian Iindividual Imay Inot Iperform Ia Ibehaviour Idespite Ihis/her 

Ibelief Iabout Ithe Ibenefits Iin Itaking Ithe Iaction Iin Ireducing Ithe 

Ithreat Iif Ithe Ibarrier Ioutweighs Ithe Ibenefits. I(Rosenstock, I1966). 

The Ibarrier Ioften Irelates Ito Ithe Icharacteristics Iof Ithe Ihealth 

Ipromotion Imeasure. IIt Imay Ibe Iexpensive, Ipainful, Iinconvenient 

Iand Iunpleasant. IWhen Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Iare Iable Ito 

Iunderstand Ithat Ithe Ibenefits Iof Iadopting Iseat Ibelt Iuse Ipractices 

I(minimise Ithe Irisk Iof Iejection Iand Imultiple Iinjuries Ioccurrence) 

Iby Ifar Ioutweighs Iany Iperceived Ibarriers I(such Ias Idiscomfort, 

Itime, Ie.t.c.) Ito Iadopting Iseat Ibelt Iuse Ipractices, Ithey Iare Ilikely Ito 

Iadhere Istrictly. 

Overview Iof Iseatbelt Iuse Iamong Icommercial Ibus Idrivers I 

According Ito Ithe IWorld IHealth IOrganization’s I2015 Ireport, I2% Iof 

Ithe Ideaths Ifrom Iroad Iaccidents Iin IIran Iwere Icaused Iby Ibus 

Icrashes I(World IHealth IOrganization, I2015). IThe Iseat Ibelt Iis 

Idesigned Ito Iapportion Iforce Ito Ithe Iharder Iparts Iof Ithe Ibody Iand 
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Ito Iabsorb Ithe Ienergy Iof Iaccidents. IThis Idevice Irestricts Ithe 

Imovement Iof Ivehicle Ioccupants Iduring Iaccidents Iand Iprevents 

Iserious Iinjury. IThe Irole Iof Iseat Ibelts Iin Ireducing Iinjuries Icaused 

Iby Itraffic Iaccidents Ihas Ibeen Iproven. IStatistics Ishow, Ifor 

Iexample, Ithat I44%of Ioccupants Ikilled Iin Icrashes Iwhile Inot Iusing 

Iseat Ibelts Iare Ipartially Ior Itotally Iejected Ifrom Ithe Ivehicle I(Evans, 

I2016; IWorld IHealth IOrganization, I2015). 

Seat Ibelts Ireduce Ithe Irisk Iof Ideath Iby I45-50% Ifor Idrivers Iand 

Ifront-seat Ioccupants Iand Iby I25-75%for Irear Ioccupants. IIn 

Iaccidents, Iif Ithe Ioccupants Iare Inot Iwearing Ia Iseat Ibelt, Ithey 

Icontinue Iat Ithe Ispeed Ithe Icar Iwas Itraveling Iand Iare Ilikely Ito 

Iimpact Ithe Iwindshield, Iinstrument Ipanel, Isteering Iwheel, Ior Iother 

Ioccupants. IIt Iis Ipossible Ithat Ioccupants Iwill Ibe Ithrown Ifrom Ithe 

Icar. ISeat Ibelts Iprevent Ithe Ioccupants Ifrom Ibeing Iejected Ifrom Ithe 

Ivehicle I(Elvik, IVaa, IHoye I& ISorensen, I2009). IThe Irisk Iof Isevere 

Iinjuries Iin Ibus Icrashes Iis Idependent Ion Iwhether Ior Inot Ithe 

Ioccupants Iuse Iseat Ibelts. IA Istudy Iby IChang, IGuo, ILin Iand 

IChang I(2006) Ireported Ithat Ithe Iuse Iof Iseat Ibelts Icould Iprevent 
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Ior Ireduce Ithe Iseverity Iof Iinjuries Icaused Iby Ibus Icrashes. IBus 

Iseat Ibelts Iprevent Ioccupant Iinteractions, Iinteraction Iwith Ithe 

Iinterior Iof Ibus, Iand Iejection Iin Icrashes. ISimulations Iof Ibus 

Icrashes Ishow Ithat Iunrestrained Ioccupants Irisk Ibeing Iejected Ior 

Ipartially Iejected Iand Imaking Icontact Iwith Iexternal Iobjects Iduring 

Ibus Icrashes I(IMMI, I2017; IRTV6 IIndy IChannel, I2017; INews 

IToday, I2017). IStudies Ibased Ion Isimulations Iindicate Ithat Ithe 

Inumber Iof Iinjured Ioccupants Iand Ithe Iseverity Iof Icasualties 

Idecrease Iif Ithe Ibus Iis Iequipped Iwith Ia Iproper Iseat Irestraint 

Isystem Iand Ibelts Iare Iused I(Mayrhofer, ISteffan I& IHoschopf, 

I2005).This Ievidence Iconfirms Ithe Ineed Ifor Ibus Iseat Ibelts. 

According Ito IEuropean ITransport ISafety ICouncil I(ETSC) I(2006) 

Iseat Ibelt Iuse Irates Ifrom Idifferent Icountries Iperspectives Iare 

Ivaried. IFor Iexample, Iseat Ibelt Iuse Irates Iin IEuropean IUnion 

Icountries Ivaried Ifrom I59% Ito I96% Ifor Ifront Iseat Ioccupants Iand 

Ifrom I21% Ito I90% Ifor Irearseat Ioccupants, Iwith Ilower Iseat Ibelt 

Iuse Irates Iin ISouthern I(e.g., IGreece) Iand IEastern IEuropean 

Icountries I(e.g., IPoland), Icompared Ito INorthern I(e.g., ISweden) Iand 
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IWestern IEuropean I(e.g., IFrance) Icountries. ICompared Ito Ithe 

Ideveloped Icountries; Ihowever, Ideveloping Icountries Iwhere Iseat Ibelt 

Ilaws Imostly Icame Iinto Ieffect Imore Irecently Ihave Iconsiderably 

Ilower Iseat Ibelt Iuse Irates. IFor Iinstance, Iin IArgentina Iafter Ithe 

Iseat Ibelt Ilaw Iin I1992, Iseat Ibelt Iuse Iwas Ireported Ito Ibe I32% 

Ifor Idrivers Iand I30% Ifor Ifront Iseat Ipassengers Iin Ithe Icity Iof 

IBuenos IAires. ISimilarly, Iin ISaudi IArabia Iwhere Ia Iseat Ibelt Ilaw 

Icame Iinto Ieffect Imore Irecently Iin I2000, Ian Iaverage Iseat Ibelt Iuse 

Irate Iof I60% Ifor Idrivers Iand I22.7% Ifor Ifront Iseat Ipassengers Iwas 

Ireported Iin Itwo Isuburbs Iof IRiyadh I(Bendak, I2005). 

When Iwe Icome Ito IAfrica, IEthiopia Ias Ia Icountry Iimplements 

Iseatbelt Ilaw Iwhich Iis Iless Ithan I20%. ISo, Ifrom Ithis Ione Ican 

Iunderstand Ithat IEthiopia Iis Iimplementing Iseat Ibelt Ipoorly I(WHO, 

I2009). IAs Imore Icountries Ibegin Ior Icontinue Ito Itake Isteps 

Itowards Iaddressing Itheir Inational Iroad Isafety Iproblem, Iit Ihas 

Ibecome Iapparent Ithat Iregular Iglobal Iassessments Iof Iroad Isafety 

Iare Ineeded. IThese Iare Irequired Inot Ionly Ito Imeasure Iglobal 

Iprogress, Ibut Ialso Ito Ienable Icountries Ito Icompare Itheir Iroad 
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Isafety Isituation Iwith Iother Icountries. ISuch Ia Iglobal Iassessment 

Irequires Ia Istandardized Imethodology Ithat Ican Iprovide Igovernments, 

Idonors, Ipractitioners, Iplanners, Iand Iresearchers Iwith Ithe 

Iinformation Ithat Ithey Ineed Ito Imake Ievidencebased Idecisions 

I(WHO, I2009). 

According Ito IWHO I(2009) I97% Iof Ithe Iworld Icountries Ihave 

Iincorporated Iseat Ibelt Ilaw Iinto Ithe Iroad Isafety Iprogram, Ibut 

IEthiopia Ias Ia Ibig Icountry Iwhich Ihas Imore Ithan I83 Imillion 

Ipeople Ihas Iadopted Iseat Ibelt Ilaw Iat Isub Inational Ilevel. IIn Iorder 

Ito Iimprove Ithe Ibehavior Iof Ivehicle Ioccupants Ito Iuse Iseat Ibelt 

Idifferent Isocial Ichange Icampaigns Ihave Idevoted Itheir Itime Iand 

Ieffort Ilike IMedias IEthiopian IRadio Iand ITelevision Iand Itraffic 

Ipolice Iprograms. IThus, Ithe Ipurpose Iof Ithis Istudy Iis Ito Iinvestigate 

Ibarrier Ifactors Iof Iseat Ibelt Iuse Iin Iselective Icity Iadministrations. 

In Ithe IEthiopia, Ithe INational ITransportation ISafety IBoard, I(2012) 

Istated Ithat Iat Ipresent, Ipublic Itransit Iis Imore Iaccessible, Ireliable, 

Iand Iefficient Ifor Ipassenger Itransportation Ithan Ibefore. IPassengers 
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Igenerally Ifeel Isafe Iusing Ipublic Itransport, Iespecially Ibus Itravel. 

ITraveling Iby Ibus Iis Iamong Ithe Isafest Imodes Iof Itransportation, 

Iand Ibus Icrashes Ido Inot Ihappen Ivery Ioften. IHowever, Icompared 

Ito Iother Icrash Itypes, Ibecause Ithese Ivehicles Icarry Imany 

Ipassengers, Ithe Inumber Iof Ifatalities Iand Iinjuries Ican Ibe Ihigh, Iso 

Ibus Icrashes Ihave Ibecome Ia Imajor Iconcern Ithroughout Imost Iof 

Ithe Iworld I(Barua I& ITay, I2010; IGuler, IAtahan I& IBayram, I2011). 

IFor Iexample, Ibus Iaccidents Iled Ito I13,417 Iinjuries Iand I250 

Ifatalities Iin Ithe IU.S. Iin I2009 Iand Icause I30,000 Iinjuries Iand I150 

Ifatalities Iin IEurope Ievery Iyear I(Blower I& IGreen, I2010; IEuropean 

ICoach Iand IBus IOccupant ISafety IProject, I2004; IBjornstig Iet Ial., 

I2005; IThe INational ITransportation ISafety IBoard, I2012). I 

Reducing Imortality Irates Idue Ito Ibus Iaccidents Iis Iamong Ithe Iroad 

Isafety Iaims Iof Imany Icountries, Iincluding IDenmark, IIndia, 

IThailand, INepal, ITanzania, Iand IZimbabwe I(Pearce, IMaunder, 

IMbara, IBabu I& IRwebangira, I2000; IPrato I& IKaplan, I2014; 

INambulee, IJomnonkwao, ISiridhara I& IRatanavaraha, I2019). IBus 

Isafety Iis Iregulated Iin Ithe IU.S. Iby Ithe IBuses Iin IFatal IAccidents 



27 
 

Idatabase I(BIFA), Iwhich Icontains Irecords Iof Iall Ithe Imedium Iand 

Iheavy Ibuses Ithat Iwere Iinvolved Iin Ifatal Itraffic Icrashes Iin Ithe I50 

Istates. IIn IEurope, Ithe IEuropean ICoach Iand IBus IOccupant ISafety 

Iproject I(ECBOS) Iaims Iat Imaking Iimprovements Iin Ithe Icurrent 

Iregulations Iand Iproposes Inew Iregulations Iand Istandards Ifor Ithe 

Idevelopment Iof Isafer Ibuses Iand Icoaches I(ECBOS, I2004; INational 

IHighway ITraffic ISafety IAdministration, I2017). IBus Iaccidents Iare 

Ialso Ia Iconcern Iin IIran, Iwhere Ievidence Ishows Ithat Ibus Iaccidents 

Ikill Iand Iinjure Ia Ilarge Inumber Iof Ipassengers Ieach Iyear. 

Previous Istudies Ihave Iexamined Ithe Ifactors Iassociated Iwith Isafety 

Ibelt Iuse. IIn Ia Isurvey Iof I215 Iyoung Idrivers, IFernandes, IHatfield 

Iand IJob I(2010) Ifound Ithat IBMI, Idrunk Idriving, Iand Ihigh Ispeed 

Idriving Iwere Iindependent Irisk Ifactors Ifor Ithe Inon-use Iof Iseatbelts 

Iin Icar Idrivers Iand Ipassengers. IAnderson I& IMellor I(2008) Iin 

Ianother Istudy Imeasured Irisk Ipreference Ithrough Ithe Ilottery Ichoice 

Iexperiment Iand Ifound Ithat Irisk Iaversion Iis Inegatively Iand 

Isignificantly Iassociated Iwith Icigarette Ismoking Iand Iseat Ibelt Inon-

use Iwhen Ipeople Idrive Icars. ISeveral Istudies Ihave Ishown Ia 
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Isignificant Irelationship Ibetween Igender, Iage, Idrug Iuse, Idrunk 

Idriving, Ispeed Ilimits, Ialcohol Iconsumption, Ihigh-speed Idriving, Iand 

Iseat Ibelt Iuse Ifor Irear Iand Ifrontseat Ioccupants Iin Idifferent Itypes 

Iof Ivehicles I(except Ibuses)(Dinh-Zarr Iet Ial., I2001; ILichtenstein, 

IBolton I& IWade, I1989; ISchlundt, IBriggs, IMiller, IArthur I& 

IGoldzweig, I2007; ITakakura, IUeji I& ISakihara, I2001). 

Some Ifactors Ithat Ihave Ibeen Ihighlighted Iin Ivarious Istudies Ias Ithe 

Imain Ireasons Ifor Inot Iusing Iseat Ibelts Iinclude Ilack Iof Ibelief Iin 

Iseat Ibelt Ieffectiveness; Itrust Iin Ithe Isafety Iof Ithe Icar; Inot Ihaving 

Ithe Ihabit Iof Iputting Ion Ia Iseat Ibelt; Iand Ibelieving Ithat Iseat Ibelts 

Iare Iuncomfortable, Irestrict Imovement, Iand Itrap Ioccupants Iin Ithe 

Ivehicle Iduring Ia Icrash I(Begg I& ILangley, I2000; ICunill, IGras, 

IPlanes, IOliveras I& ISullman, I2004; IDinh-Zarr Iet Ial., I2001; 

IEdgerton, IDuan, ISeidel I& IAsch, I2002; IGras, ICunill, ISullman, 

IPlanes I& IFont-Mayolas, I2007; IRoutley Iet Ial., I2010). IThere Iare 

Ialso Isome Isocio-psychological Ifactors, Isuch Ias Iattitudes, Ibeliefs, 

Iand Iintentions, Iwhich Iaffect Iseat Ibelt Iuse I(Şimşekoğlu I& ILajunen, 

I2008).According Ito Ithe IWorld IHealth IOrganization’s I2015 Ireport, 
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I2% Iof Ithe Ideaths Ifrom Iroad Iaccidents Iin IIran Iwere Icaused Iby 

Ibus Icrashes I(World IHealth IOrganization, I2015). 

The Iseat Ibelt Iis Idesigned Ito Iapportion Iforce Ito Ithe Iharder Iparts 

Iof Ithe Ibody Iand Ito Iabsorb Ithe Ienergy Iof Iaccidents. IThis Idevice 

Irestricts Ithe Imovement Iof Ivehicle Ioccupants Iduring Iaccidents Iand 

Iprevents Iserious Iinjury. IThe Irole Iof Iseat Ibelts Iin Ireducing 

Iinjuries Icaused Iby Itraffic Iaccidents Ihas Ibeen Iproven. IStatistics 

Ishow, Ifor Iexample, Ithat I44%of Ioccupants Ikilled Iin Icrashes Iwhile 

Inot Iusing Iseat Ibelts Iare Ipartially Ior Itotally Iejected Ifrom Ithe 

Ivehicle I(Evans, I1996; IWorld IHealth IOrganization, I2015). 

Seat Ibelts Ireduce Ithe Irisk Iof Ideath Iby I45-50% Ifor Idrivers Iand 

Ifront-seat Ioccupants Iand Iby I25-75%for Irear Ioccupants. IIn 

Iaccidents, Iif Ithe Ioccupants Iare Inot Iwearing Ia Iseat Ibelt, Ithey 

Icontinue Iat Ithe Ispeed Ithe Icar Iwas Itraveling Iand Iare Ilikely Ito 

Iimpact Ithe Iwindshield, Iinstrument Ipanel, Isteering Iwheel, Ior Iother 

Ioccupants. IIt Iis Ipossible Ithat Ioccupants Iwill Ibe Ithrown Ifrom Ithe 

Icar.Seat Ibelts Iprevent Ithe Ioccupants Ifrom Ibeing Iejected Ifrom Ithe 

Ivehicle I(Elvik, IVaa, IHoye I& ISorensen, I2009). IThe Irisk Iof Isevere 
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Iinjuries Iin Ibus Icrashes Iis Idependent Ion Iwhether Ior Inot Ithe 

Ioccupants Iuse Iseat Ibelts. IA Istudy Iby IChang, IGuo, ILin Iand 

IChang I(2006) Ireported Ithat Ithe Iuse Iof Iseat Ibelts Icould Iprevent 

Ior Ireduce Ithe Iseverity Iof Iinjuries Icaused Iby Ibus Icrashes. IBus 

Iseat Ibelts Iprevent Ioccupant Iinteractions, Iinteraction Iwith Ithe 

Iinterior Iof Ibus, Iand Iejection Iin Icrashes. 

Simulations Iof Ibus Icrashes Ishow Ithat Iunrestrained Ioccupants Irisk 

Ibeing Iejected Ior Ipartially Iejected Iand Imaking Icontact Iwith 

Iexternal Iobjects Iduring Ibus Icrashes I(IMMI, I2017; IRTV6 IIndy 

IChannel, I2017; INews IToday, I2017). IStudies Ibased Ion Isimulations 

Iindicate Ithat Ithe Inumber Iofinjured Ioccupants Iand Ithe Iseverity Iof 

Icasualties Idecrease Iif Ithe Ibus Iis Iequipped Iwith Ia Iproper Iseat 

Irestraint Isystem Iand Ibelts Iare Iused I(Mayrhofer, ISteffan I& 

IHoschopf, I2005).This Ievidence Iconfirms Ithe Ineed Ifor Ibus Iseat 

Ibelts. 

Previous Istudies Ihave Iexamined Ithe Ifactors Iassociated Iwith Isafety 

Ibelt Iuse. IIn Ia Isurvey Iof I215 Iyoung Idrivers, IFernandes, IHatfield 

Iand IJob I(2010) Ifound Ithat IBMI, Idrunk Idriving, Iand Ihighspeed 
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Idriving Iwere Iindependent Irisk Ifactors Ifor Ithe Inon Iuse Iof Iseatbelts 

Iin Icar Idrivers Iand Ipassengers. IAnderson I& IMellor I(2008) Iin 

Ianother Istudy Imeasured Irisk Ipreference Ithrough Ithe Ilottery Ichoice 

Iexperiment Iand Ifound Ithat Irisk Iaversion Iis Inegatively Iand 

Isignificantly Iassociated Iwith Icigarette Ismoking Iand Iseat Ibelt Inon-

use Iwhen Ipeople Idrive Icars. ISeveral Istudies Ihave Ishown Ia 

Isignificant Irelationship Ibetween Igender, Iage, Idrug Iuse, Idrunk 

Idriving, Ispeed Ilimits, Ialcohol Iconsumption, Ihigh-speed Idriving, Iand 

Iseat Ibelt Iuse Ifor Irear Iand Ifront Iseat Ioccupants Iin Idifferent Itypes 

Iof Ivehicles I(except Ibuses) I(Dinh-Zarr Iet Ial., I2001; ILichtenstein, 

IBolton I& IWade, I1989; ISchlundt, IBriggs, IMiller, IArthur I& 

IGoldzweig, I2007; ITakakura, IUeji I& ISakihara, I2001). 

Some Ifactors Ithat Ihave Ibeen Ihighlighted Iin Ivarious Istudies Ias Ithe 

Imain Ireasons Ifor Inot Iusing Iseat Ibelts Iinclude Ilack Iof Ibelief Iin 

Iseat Ibelt Ieffectiveness; Itrust Iin Ithe Isafety Iof Ithe Icar; Inot Ihaving 

Ithe Ihabit Iof Iputting Ion Ia Iseat Ibelt; Iand Ibelieving Ithat Iseat Ibelts 

Iare Iuncomfortable, Irestrict Imovement, Iand Itrap Ioccupants Iin Ithe 

Ivehicle Iduring Ia Icrash I(Begg I& ILangley, I2000; ICunill, IGras, 



32 
 

IPlanes, IOliveras I& ISullman, I2004; IDinh-Zarr Iet Ial., I2001; 

IEdgerton, IDuan, ISeidel I& IAsch, I2002; IGras, ICunill, ISullman, 

IPlanes I& IFont-Mayolas, I2007; IRoutley Iet Ial., I2010). IThere Iare 

Ialso Isome Isocio-psychological Ifactors, Isuch Ias Iattitudes, Ibeliefs, 

Iand Iintentions, Iwhich Iaffect Iseat Ibelt Iuse I(Şimşekoğlu I& ILajunen, 

I2008). 

A Ireview Iof Irelated Iliterature Ishows Ifew Istudies Ifocusing Ion Iseat 

Ibelt Iuse Ion Ibus Ipassengers. IOne Istudy Iby INambulee Iet Ial. 

I(2019) Idetermined Ithe Ifactors Iinfluencing Ibus Iseat Ibelt Iuse Iin 

Iterms Iof Ibehavioral Iintention. IThe Itheory Iinvolves Ifactors Isuch Ias 

Iperceived Ienforcement, Ipast Iexperience, Iand Iself-efficacy Iusing 

Istructural Iequation Imodelling I(SEM) Iand IHBM. IThe Iresults Iof 

Ithe Istudy Ishow Iperceived Iseverity, Iperceived Ibenefits, Iand 

Iperceived Ibarriers Ito Ibe Ithe Imost Isignificant Iinfluence Ion Ibus 

Iseat Ibelt Iuse. IIran Ihas Ia Imandatory Iseat Ibelt Iusage Ilaw Iand 

Ienforcement Iprogram Imandating Ithat Iall Ipassengers Iin Ithe Ifront 

Iand Iback Iseats Iof Icars Iwear Ibelts. IBus Ioccupants Iare Ialso 

Icovered Iby Ithis Ilaw. IIran’s Itraffic Ipolice Ienforcement Ifine Ibus 
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Idrivers Iif Ia Ibus Ioccupant I(driver Ior Ipassenger) Idoes Inot Iwear Ia 

Iseat Ibelt I(Iran’s Itraffic Ipolice Ienforcement, I2010). IDespite Ithis 

Ilaw, Iit Ishould Ibe Inoted Ithat Iamong Ithe Idifferent Itypes Iof 

Ivehicles, Iseat Ibelts Iare Imost Iignored Iby Ibus Ipassengers Iand Ithe 

Irate Iof Ibus Iseat Ibelt Iuse Iis Inot Ispecified Iin IIran. INo Istudy Ihas 

Ibeen Idone Ito Idate Iin Irelation Ito Ibus Iseat Ibelts Iin IIran. IIn Iother 

Icountries, Ithere Ihas Ibeen Imore Ifocus Ion Ithe Iuse Iof Ibus Iseat 

Ibelts Ion Ischool Ibuses I(Mehta I& ILou, I2013). 

Although Ithere Ihave Ibeen Iseveral Istudies Iof Ibus Iand Icoach Isafety, 

Iattention Ito Ibus Ioccupant Isafety Iis Inot Ireflected Iin Ithe Iliterature; 

Iconsequently, Ithe Irisk Ifactors Iassociated Iwith Ipassenger Iinjury 

Iseverity Iremain Iunknown. IDespite Ithe Ieffectiveness Iof Iseat Ibelt 

Iuse Iin Ireducing Ithe Irisk Iof Ideath Iand Iserious Iinjury Ifrom Itraffic 

Iaccidents I(Elvik Iet Ial., I2009; IWorld IHealth IOrganization, I2015), 

Ia Icomprehensive Istudy Iof Ilow Ifrequency Iseat Ibelt Iuse Iand Ithe 

Ideterminants Iof Iit Iin Ibus Ipassengers Ihas Inot Iyet Ibeen Iundertaken. 

IIncreased Ibus Iseat Ibeltuse Idepends Ion Irecognizing Ifactors Irelated 

Ito Ithis Ibehavior.It Iis Ialmost Iimpossible Ito Itake Iappropriate 
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Imeasures Ito Iincrease Ibus Iseat Ibelt Iuse Iwithout Iconsidering Ithe 

Idetermining Ifactors. 

A Ireview Iof Irelated Iliterature Ishows Ifew Istudies Ifocusing Ion Iseat 

Ibelt Iuse Ion Ibus Ipassengers. IOne Istudy Iby INambulee Iet Ial. 

I(2019) Idetermined Ithe Ifactors Iinfluencing Ibus Iseat Ibelt Iuse Iin 

Iterms Iof Ibehavioral Iintention. IThe Itheory Iinvolves Ifactors Isuch Ias 

Iperceived Ienforcement, Ipast Iexperience, Iand Iself-efficacy Iusing 

Istructural Iequation Imodelling I(SEM) Iand IHBM.The Iresults Iof Ithe 

Istudy Ishow Iperceived Iseverity, Iperceived Ibenefits, Iand Iperceived 

Ibarriers Ito Ibe Ithe Imost Isignificant Iinfluence Ion Ibus Iseat Ibelt 

Iuse. 

Iran Ihas Ia Imandatory Iseat Ibelt Iusage Ilaw Iand Ienforcement 

Iprogram Imandating Ithat Iall Ipassengers Iin Ithe Ifront Iand Iback 

Iseats Iof Icars Iwear Ibelts. IBus Ioccupants Iare Ialso Icovered Iby Ithis 

Ilaw. IIran’s Itraffic Ipolice Ienforcement Ifine Ibus Idrivers Iif Ia Ibus 

Ioccupant I(driver Ior Ipassenger) Idoes Inot Iwear Ia Iseat Ibelt I(Iran’s 

Itraffic Ipolice Ienforcement, I2010).Despite Ithis Ilaw, Iit Ishould Ibe 

Inoted Ithat Iamong Ithe Idifferent Itypes Iof Ivehicles, Iseat Ibelts Iare 
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Imost Iignored Iby Ibus Ipassengers Iand Ithe Irate Iof Ibus Iseat Ibelt 

Iuse Iis Inot Ispecified Iin IIran. INo Istudy Ihas Ibeen Idone Ito Idate Iin 

Irelation Ito Ibus Iseat Ibelts Iin IIran. IIn Iother Icountries, Ithere Ihas 

Ibeen Imore Ifocus Ion Ithe Iuse Iof Ibus Iseat Ibelts Ion Ischool Ibuses 

I(Mehta I& ILou, I2013). 

Although Ithere Ihave Ibeen Iseveral Istudies Iof Ibus Iand Icoach Isafety, 

Iattention Ito Ibus Ioccupant Isafety Iis Inot Ireflected Iin Ithe Iliterature; 

Iconsequently, Ithe Irisk Ifactors Iassociated Iwith Ipassenger Iinjury 

Iseverity Iremain Iunknown. IDespite Ithe Ieffectiveness Iof Iseat Ibelt 

Iuse Iin Ireducing Ithe Irisk Iof Ideath Iand Iserious Iinjury Ifrom Itraffic 

Iaccidents I(Elvik Iet Ial., I2009; IWorld IHealth IOrganization, I2015), 

Ia Icomprehensive Istudy Iof Ilow Ifrequency Iseat Ibelt Iuse Iand Ithe 

Ideterminants Iof Iit Iin Ibus Ipassengers Ihas Inot Iyet Ibeen Iundertaken. 

IIncreased Ibus Iseat Ibeltuse Idepends Ion Irecognizing Ifactors Irelated 

Ito Ithis Ibehavior. IIt Iis Ialmost I Iimpossible Ito Itake Iappropriate 

Imeasures Ito Iincrease Ibus Iseat Ibelt Iuse Iwithout Iconsidering Ithe 

Idetermining Ifactors. 

Importance Iof ISeatbelts I 
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It Ihas Ibeen Ireviewed Ithat Iseat Ibelts Iare Idesigned Ito Iretain Ipeople 

Iin Itheir Iseats Iduring Ia Icrash; Ithe Ibelt Iis Idesigned Ito Ilimit Ithe 

Imovement Iof Ithe Ioccupant Iwhilst Imanaging Ithe Ienergy Itransmitted 

Ito Ithe Ioccupant Iso Ias Ito Imitigate Ithe Ilikelihood Iof Iserious Ior 

Ifatal Iinjury. IWithin Imodern Ivehicles Ithey Iare Idesigned Ito Iwork 

Ias Ipart Ithe Iwider Ioccupant Irestraint Isystem Ithat Iincludes Iairbags, 

Iseats, Ihead Irestraints Iand Ithe Ivehicle Istructure. IEarly Iresearch 

Ifound Ithat Iseat Ibelts Ialone Icould Ireduce Ithe Irisk Iof Iinjury Ifor 

Idrivers Iby I57% Iat Ilower Ispeeds Iand I48% Iat Ihigher Ispeeds, Iand 

Ireduced Ithe Irisk Iof Iinjury Ifor Iall Ioccupants Iby I63% Iat Ilower 

Ispeeds Iand I55% Iat Ihigher Ispeeds I(National IHighway ITraffic 

IAdministration, I2021). IResearch Iby Ithe IRoad ISafety IObservatory 

I(2013) Ifound Ithey Iare I50% Ieffective Iat Ipreventing Ifatal Iinjuries 

Ifor Idrivers, I45% Ieffective Iat Ipreventing Iserious Iinjuries Iand I25% 

Ieffectives Iat Ipreventing Iminor Iinjuries Iwas I25%. IFor Ifront Iseat 

Ipassengers, Iseat Ibelts Iare I45% Ieffective Iat Ipreventing Ifatal 

Iinjuries Ior Iserious Iinjuries, Iand I20% Ieffective Iat Ipreventing Iminor 

Iinjuries. IRear Iseat Ibelts Iwere Iless Ieffective, Ibeing I25% Ieffective 
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Iat Ipreventing Ifatal Iinjuries, I25% Ieffective Iat Ipreventing Iserious 

Iinjuries, Iand I20% Ieffective Iat Ipreventing Iminor Iinjuries. ILap Ibelts 

Iare Iless Ieffective Ithan Ithree Ipoint Ibelts, Ibut Inevertheless Iprovide 

Isignificant Ilevels Iof Iprotection, Ireducing Ifatal Iinjuries Iby I32%. 

I(Road ISafety IObservatory, I2013) 

The Irisk Iof Ideath Iand Iserious Iinjury Iin Ia Icrash Ior Isudden Istop 

Iis Iincreased Isignificantly Iif Ia Iseatbelt Iis Inot Iworn, Ieven Iwhen 

Itravelling Iat Ilow Ispeed I(Centre Ifor IAccident IResearch I& IRoad 

ISafety, I2014); Iwearing Ia Iseat-belt Ireduces Ithe Irisk Iof Ia Ifatality 

Iamong Idrivers Iand Ifront-seat Ioccupants Iby I45–50%, Iand Ithe Irisk 

Iof Iminor Iand Iserious Iinjuries Iby I20% Iand I45% Irespectively. 

IAmong Irear-seat Ioccupants Iseat-belts Ireduce Ifatal Iand Iserious 

Iinjuries Iby I25% Iand Iminor Iinjuries Iby Iup Ito I75%; Iwearing Ia 

Iseat Ibelt Ican Iimprove Ithe Ieffectiveness Iof Iairbags Iin Ireducing 

Ideath Iand Iinjury Iin Ia Icrash I(Barry, IGinpil I& IO’Neill, I1999; 

ICrandall, IOlson, I& ISklar, I2001); Ichildren Ishould Ibe Iseated Iin Ia 

Irestraint Ithat Iis Idesigned Ifor Itheir Isize Iand Ibody Iweight. IThe 

Iprobability Iof Ichildren Iaged I1-7 Iyears Iof Ibeing Iinjured Iin Ia 
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Icrash Ior Isudden Istop Iis Ireduced Iby Iabout I70% Iwhen Ian 

Iappropriate Ichild Irestraint Iis Iused Iinstead Iof Ia Iseat Ibelt Ionly. 

Factors IAffecting Ithe IUse Iof ISeatbelt Iamong ICommercial IBus 

IDrivers I 

Seatbelt Iuse Iis Imandatory Ifor Iall Ivehicle Ioccupants Idue Ito Ithe 

Ilegislation Iin Iforce, Iand Ithis Iis Iapplied Iin Iseveral Icountries 

Iworldwide I(WHO, I2018). IDifferent Iobservations Isuch Ias Iby 

IIribhogbe, Iand IOsime, I(2008), IKulanthayan, I(2004), Iand IPassmore, 

I& IOzanne-Smith, I(2006) Iand Iself-reported Istudies Iby IOluyemi, 

I(2007), IChekijian Iand ITruzyan, I(2012), Iand IIsmaila Iand IAkanbi, 

I(2010) Ion Iseat Ibelt Iuse Iin IEthiopia. IShowed Ithat Ilittle Iwas 

Iknown Iabout Ithe Iuse Iof Ithe Iseat Ibelt Iand Ifactors Ithat Iaffect 

Iusing Iseat Ibelt Iamong Idrivers. 

In Ia Istudy Iby IWoldegebriel, IGidey Iand IGebru I(2019), Icommon 

Ireasons Ifor Iwearing Iseat Ibelt Iwere, Ibecause Iseat Ibelt Isaves Ilife 

Ias Ireported Iby I79.3%, Ithe Istiffer Ipenalties Ifor Inon-compliance Ias 

Ireported Iby I29.6% Iand Ithe Iwearing Ihabit Ias Ishowed Iby I5.9%. 
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IThese Ireasons Iwere Icomparable Ito Ireports Ifrom IChina I(Idris, 

I2013), IRussia I(Foss, IBeirness, I& ISprattler, I1994), IQuatar 

I(Shaaban, I2012) Iand IWest IIndia I(Routley, I2008). IIn Imany 

Istudies, Idrivers Idid Inot Ilike Iseat Ibelts Ibecause Iof Idiscomfort, 

Ilack Iof Iknowledge, Inot Ibelieving Iin Iseat Ibelt Isafety, Iforgetfulness 

Iand Ihabit Ito Iwear Iwere Ireported. IIn Iconcordance Iwith Ithe Iabove 

Istudies, Iin Ithe Istudy Iby IWoldegebriel, IGidey Iand IGebru I(2019), 

Ithe Imain Ireasons Igiven Ifor Ilower Iuse Iwere I"not Ibelieving Iin 

Iseat Isafety" I(18.4%), I"seat Ibelt Itakes Itime Ito Iwear" I(18.4%) Iand 

I"creates Idiscomfort" I(7.8%). 

According Ito IMahdi, IRad, Iand IRahele. I(2015) Icommercial Ibus 

Idrivers Iand Ipassenger Icharacteristics Iand Itheir Ibehavior Iplay Ian 

Iimportant Irole Iin Iseatbelt Iuse. IDriver Igender, Iage, Ieducational 

Ilevel, Iincome, Imarital Istatus, IBMI, Ireligiosity, Iand Irace Ihave Ibeen 

Ireported Ito Ibe Ideterminants Iof Idriver Iseatbelt Iuse I(Kim, IKim, 

IKim, I& ILee, I2019). IDriver Ibehaviors Isuch Ias Ispeed I(Arias, 

I2011), Imobile Iphone Iuse Iwhile Idriving I(Zeng, IHao, ILee, I& 

IChen, I2020), Ialcohol/drug Iinvolvement I(Kwak, IShin, ISong, IKim, 
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IJang, I2015; IShakya, IShults, IStevens, IBeck, I& ISleet, I2011), 

Ismoking, Idriving Ierrors, Iregular Iwalking, Iand Ihaving Iadequate 

Isleep I(Chen, ISong, IMa, I2019) Iare Ialso Ipredictors Iof Iseatbelt Iuse 

Ifor Idrivers. 

The Iprevalence Iof Iseat Ibelt Iuse Ivaries Ito Iworldwide, Ias I48% 

I(Lipovac, I2015), I73% I(Kwak, IShin, ISong, IKim, I& IJang, I2015), 

I58% I(Mohammadi, IAnsari, IRad, IHashemi, I& ITabasi, I2015), I82% 

I(Wong, ILim, IChow, IZaw, I2016), Iand I86-90% I(Beck, IKresnow I& 

IBergen, I2019; IShakya, IShults, IStevens, IBeck, I2020; IBeck, IDowns, 

IStevens, ISauber-Schatz, I2014) Iwere Ireported Iin IBosnia-

Herzegovina, IKorea, IIran, ISingapore, Iand Iin Ithe IUnited IStates Iof 

IAmerica, Irespectively. IOn Ithe Icontrary, Iin ILatin IAmerican 

Icountries, Ithe Iprevalence Iof I82% Iwas Ireported Iin IEcuador I(2020), 

I36% Iin IColombia I(Rodrıguez, I2017) Iand I38% Iin IMexico 

I(Velazquez, I2017); Ilower Iprevalence Iwas Iobserved Iamong Ico-

drivers I(Beck, Iet Ial, I2019; IVelazquez, I2017). I 
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Several Ifactors Ihave Ibeen Ifound Ito Iincrease Iseat Ibelt Iuse, Isuch 

Ias Ibeing Iin Ia Icity Ifar Ifrom Ithe Icapital, Ibeing Ifemale, Idriving Ia 

Itaxi I(Rodrıguez, I2017), Iolder Iage I(Wong, Iet Ial, I2016), Iand Ibeing 

Imore Ieducated I(Mohammadi, Iet Ial, I2015, IBeck, Iet Ial, I2019; 

ILipovac, Iet Ial, I2015). IHowever, Imost Iof Ithose Istudies Iwere 

Iconducted Iusing Isecondary Idatabases, Ithrough Iobservations Ifrom 

Ioutside Ithe Ivehicles I(Lipovac, Iet Ial, I2015) Ior Ithrough Iself-reports 

Iby Ithe Idrivers. ISimilar Ito Iprevious Ifindings I(Ismaila I& IAkanbi, 

I2010), Iolder Idrivers Ikept Itheir Iseatbelt Ifastened Imore Ifrequently. 

IFurthermore, Idriver Ieducation Iwas Ithe Imost Iimportant Ideterminant 

Iof Iseatbelt Iuse Iin Ithe Imultivariate Ianalysis. IFurthermore, Idriver 

Ieducation Iwas Ithe Imost Iimportant Ideterminant Iof Iseatbelt Iuse Iin 

Ithe Imultivariate Ianalysis I(Idris, I2013). IMohammed Ireported Ia 

Ipositive Iassociation Ibetween Iseatbelt Iuse Iand Idriver Ieducation. 

IBetter-educated Idrivers, Iby Iwearing Iseatbelts, Ishowed Ia Ilower Irisk 

Ipreference. 
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Attitudes Iof ICommercial IBus IDrivers ITowards Ithe IUse Iof 

ISeatbelts 

Evaluation Iof Ithe IThink I‘Three IStrikes’ Iseatbelt Icampaign I(BMRB, 

I2009) Ireports Idifferences Iin Iattitudes Itowards Iwearing Ia Iseatbelt 

Iin Ithe Ifront Icompared Iwith Ithe Irear Iof Ia Icar. I70% Iof Iall Iadults 

Icompletely Iagreed Iit Iwas Idangerous Inot Ito Iuse Ia Iseatbelt Iin Ithe 

Ifront Iof Ia Icar. IWhereas Ionly I63% Icompletely Iagreed Iit Iwas 

Idangerous Inot Ito Iuse Ia Iseatbelt Iin Ithe Irear. IThus Isuggesting Ia 

Irelationship Ibetween Iattitude Itoward Iseatbelts Iand Iseatbelt Iusage. 

IThe IDepartment Ifor ITransport Is IThink IAnnual Isurvey Icarried Iout 

Iin INovember I2011, Isupports Ithe I‘Three IStrikes’ Ievaluation Iresults 

Iwith I10% Ifewer Iadults Iagreeing Ithat Inot Iwearing Ia Iseat Ibelt Iin 

Ithe Iback Iof Ia Icar Iis Idangerous, Icompared Ito Inot Iwearing Ia 

Iseatbelt Iin Ithe Ifront Iof Ia Icar. I(BMRB I2012). I 

Interviews Iwith Ipeople Iwho Ihad Ibeen Istopped Iby Ithe Ipolice Ifor 

Inot Iwearing Iseatbelts Ifound Ithat Inon-wearing Ibehaviour Iwas 

Iexcused Iat Ileast Iin Ipart Ibecause Iof Iperceived Ipositive Ireasons Ifor 

Inot Iwearing Ia Iseatbelt. IThese Ireasons Iwere Icategorized Ias: 
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Iinconvenience, Iphysical Idiscomfort, Iand I‘emotional Idiscomfort’ 

Isuch Ias Ithe Ifeeling Iof Ibeing Itrapped. I(Christmas Iet Ial, IDfT, 

I2008). IAs Iwell Ias Iperceived Ipositive Ireasons Inot Ito Iwear Ia 

Iseatbelt, Iother Iexplanations Iof Inon-use Ireferred Ito Ia Ilack Iof 

I“compelling” Ireasons Ito Ido Iso. IFor Iexample Iinterviewees Ireported 

Ithat Ithey Ifeel Isafer Iin Ithe Iback Iof Ia Icar Ior Iin Ia Ivan Iand 

Itherefore Ido Inot Ineed Ito Iwear Ia Iseatbelt Iin Ithese Icircumstances. 

IAlso Iif Ia Ivehicle Ihad Iairbags Ifitted, Ior Iif Ithey Iwere Ionly Igoing 

Ion Ia Ishort Ijourney, Ithe Irespondents Iperceived Ithat Ithere Iwas Ino 

Ireal Ineed Ito Iwear Ia Iseatbelt. I(DfT, I2008) 

A Istudy Iof Irear Iseat Ibelt Iwearing Iin IMalaysia Ifound Ithat Ihigher 

Iknowledge Iof Ithe Ibenefit Iof Iwearing Ia Irear Iseat Ibelt, Iplus 

Ihaving Ia Ipositive Iattitude Itoward Iseat Ibelt Iwearing, Iwere 

Istatistically Isignificant I“enablers” Iof Irear Iseat Ibelt Iwearing I(likely 

Ito Ilead Ito Ian Iindividual Ichanging Itheir Ibehaviour). IAddressing 

Ipoor Iattitudes Itowards Iseatbelt Iwearing Iwas Isuggested Ito Ihave 

Igreater Iinfluence Ion Iseatbelt Iusage Ithan Iknowledge Iof Ithe 

Ibenefits. I(Mohamed Iet Ial, I2011). IA Isurvey Iof I79 IAmerican 
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Iuniversity Istudents Iwho Iwere Ilicensed Idrivers Ifound Ithat Iin I 

12 Idifferent Idriving Isituations I(for Iexample, Ishort Ior Ilong Itrips, 

Iday Ior Inight) Iattitudes Itoward Iwearing Ia Iseatbelt Iwere 

Isignificantly Ipositively Icorrelated Iwith Iintention Ito Iwear. I(Stasson 

Iand IFishbein, I1990), IChristmas Iet Ial I(DfT, I2008) Ifound Ino 

Iresearch Istudies Iwhich Icould Irecommend Iways Iof Ichanging 

Inegative Iattitudes Itowards Iseatbelt Iuse. ISeatbelt Iawareness Itraining 

Icourses Iwere Icited Ias Ia Ipotentially Igood Imechanism Ito Iimprove 

Iattitudes. 

Interviews Iwith Ipeople Iwho Ihad Ibeen Istopped Iby Ithe Ipolice Ifor 

Inot Iwearing Iseatbelts Ifound Ithat Inon-wearing Ibehaviour Iwas 

Iexcused Iat Ileast Iin Ipart Ibecause Iof Iperceived Ipositive Ireasons Ifor 

Inot Iwearing Ia Iseatbelt. IThese Ireasons Iwere Icategorised Ias: 

Iinconvenience, Iphysical Idiscomfort, Iand I‘emotional Idiscomfort’ 

Isuch Ias Ithe Ifeeling Iof Ibeing Itrapped. I(Christmas Iet Ial, IDfT, 

I2008),. 

As Iwell Ias Iperceived Ipositive Ireasons Inot Ito Iwear Ia Iseatbelt, 

Iother Iexplanations Iof Inon-use Ireferred Ito Ia Ilack Iof I“compelling” 
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Ireasons Ito Ido Iso. IFor Iexample Iinterviewees Ireported Ithat Ithey 

Ifeel Isafer Iin Ithe Iback Iof Ia Icar Ior Iin Ia Ivan Iand Itherefore Ido 

Inot Ineed Ito Iwear Ia Iseatbelt Iin Ithese Icircumstances. IAlso Iif Ia 

Ivehicle Ihad Iairbags Ifitted, Ior Iif Ithey Iwere Ionly Igoing Ion Ia 

Ishort Ijourney, Ithe Irespondents Iperceived Ithat Ithere Iwas Ino Ireal 

Ineed Ito Iwear Ia Iseatbelt. I(DfT, I2008). IA Istudy Iof Irear Iseat Ibelt 

Iwearing Iin IMalaysia Ifound Ithat Ihigher Iknowledge Iof Ithe Ibenefit 

Iof Iwearing Ia Irear Iseat Ibelt, Iplus Ihaving Ia Ipositive Iattitude 

Itoward Iseat Ibelt Iwearing, Iwere Istatistically Isignificant I“enablers” 

Iof Irear Iseat Ibelt Iwearing I(likely Ito Ilead Ito Ian Iindividual 

Ichanging Itheir Ibehaviour). IAddressing Ipoor Iattitudes Itowards 

Iseatbelt Iwearing Iwas Isuggested Ito Ihave Igreater Iinfluence Ion 

Iseatbelt Iusage Ithan Iknowledge Iof Ithe Ibenefits. I(Mohamed Iet Ial, 

I2011). 

A Isurvey Iof I79 IAmerican Iuniversity Istudents Iwho Iwere Ilicensed 

Idrivers Ifound Ithat Iin I12 Idifferent Idriving Isituations I(for Iexample, 

Ishort Ior Ilong Itrips, Iday Ior Inight) Iattitudes Itoward Iwearing Ia 

Iseatbelt Iwere Isignificantly Ipositively Icorrelated Iwith Iintention Ito 
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Iwear. I(Stasson Iand IFishbein, I1990) IChristmas Iet Ial I(DfT, I2008) 

Ifound Ino Iresearch Istudies Iwhich Icould Irecommend Iways Iof 

Ichanging Inegative Iattitudes Itowards Iseatbelt Iuse. ISeatbelt 

Iawareness Itraining Icourses Iwere Icited Ias Ia Ipotentially Igood 

Imechanism Ito Iimprove Iattitudes. 

Behaviours Iof ICommercial IBus IDrivers Itowards Ithe IUse Iof 

ISeatbelts 

A Isurvey Iof I948, I21 Iyear Iolds Iin INew IZealand Ifound Ithat Imale 

Ifront Iseat Ibelt Iusers Iwere Isignificantly Iless Ilikely Ithan Inon-users 

Ito Idrive Iafter Idrinking Ialcohol Ior Imarijuana, Ito Itake Ideliberate 

Irisks Iwhen Idriving, Ior Ito Ihave Ibeen Idisqualified Ifrom Idriving. 

IAmong Irear Iseat Ibelt Iusers Iand Inon-users, Imales Iwho Idid Inot 

Iuse Ia Iseatbelt Iwere Ialmost Itwice Ias Ilikely Ito Idrive Iafter Idrinking 

Ias Ithose Iwho Idid Iuse Ia Irear Iseatbelt. I(Begg I& ILangley, I2000). 

ISupporting IBegg Iand ILangley’s Ifindings, Ithe IDfT Ireport I(2008) 

I‘Strapping IYarns’ Ialso Ireported Ithat Icar Ioccupants Iwho Itake 

Ideliberate Irisks Ior Iwho Idisplay Iillegal Ibehaviours Iare Iless Ilikely 

Ito Iwear Ia Iseatbelt Ithan Imore Icompliant Idrivers. IThese Ifindings 
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Isuggest Ithat Ipeople Iwho Iare Imore Irisk Iaverse Iare Imore Ilikely Ito 

Iwear Ia Iseatbelt Iand Ithat Ithere Iis Itherefore Ia Irelationship Ibetween 

Irisk Iperception Iand Iseatbelt Iuse. IStasson Iand IFishbein I(1990) 

Ihowever, Icite Iresearch Ishowing Ilittle Idirect Irelation Ibetween 

Iperceived Irisk Iand Iseatbelt Iuse. IThey Iclaim Ithat Iintention Ito 

Iwear Ia Iseatbelt Ipredicts Iactual Iseatbelt Iuse. I 

Under Ithe Ibehavioural Itheories Iof IPlanned IBehaviour Iand IReasoned 

IAction Iintentions Iare Ipartly Iinfluenced Iby Ia Iperson’s Iattitude 

Itowards Ithat Ibehaviour, Iand Iperceived Isocial Ipressure I(social 

Inorms). IIn Ithe Itheory Iof Ireasoned Iaction, Iperceived Irisk Iwould 

Iinfluence Iintentions, Iand Itherefore Ibehaviour, Ivia Iattitudes Itoward 

Iwearing Iseatbelts Iand Isocial Inorms. IStasson Iand IFishbein 

Ihypothesised Ithat Iattitudes Itoward Iwearing Iseatbelts Iare Iheld 

Iconstant Iacross Idifferent Idriving Isituations I(e.g. Iperceived 

Idiscomfort Ior Ifeelings Iof Ibeing Itrapped). IAttitudes Imay Ichange 

Ihowever Ibased Ion Ithe Ilevels Iof Iperceived Irisk Iof Iaccident I(long 

Ijourneys Ior Iicy Iroads Ifor Iexample). IThis Ichange Iin Iattitude Imay 

Iaccount Ifor Ivariability Iin Iseatbelt Iuse. IThey, Itherefore, Iasked 
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Iadults Ito Iconsider Idriving Iin I12 Idifferent Iconditions, Iand Iasked 

Ithem Ia Iseries Iof Iquestions Iusing Iseven Ipoint Iscales. IThe Imeasure 

Iof Iattitude Iwas Idefined Iby Iresponses Ito Iquestions Iabout Ihow 

Imuch Ithey Ifound Iseatbelt Iwearing I‘pleasant’, Iand Ihow Imuch Ithey 

I‘liked’ Iand I‘enjoyed’ Iwearing Ia Iseatbelt Iin Ithe Idifferent 

Isituations. I 

Results Ishowed Ihighly Isignificant Ipositive Icorrelations Ibetween 

Iattitude Iand Iintention, Iand Isocial Inorms Iand Iintention, Ibut Ithe 

Icorrelation Ibetween Iperceived Irisk Iof Iaccident Iand Iintention Ito 

Iwear Ia Iseatbelt Iwas Inot Isignificant. IThere Iwas Ia Isignificant 

Icorrelation Ihowever Ibetween Iperceived Irisk Iand Iintention Ito Iwear 

Ia Iseatbelt Ifor Itwo I“risky” Idriving Isituations I(e.g. Ilong Itrips Ion 

Iwet Iroads Iat Inight). IThey Iconcluded Ithat Iuse Iof Ia Iseatbelt Iin 

Iany Isituation Idepends Ion Ione’s Iown Iattitude Itoward Iwearing Ia 

Iseatbelt, Iand Isocial Inorms, Ibut Inot Ion Ithe Ilevel Iof Iperceived 

Iaccident Irisk. IPerceived Irisk Ihas Ia Ismaller Iand Ian Iindirect Ieffect 

Ion Iintentions Ito Iuse Ia Iseatbelt Ivia Isocial Inorms. IIn Iriskier 

Idriving Iconditions, Ithey Isuggested Ithat Ipeople Iperceive Igreater 
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Isocial Ipressure Ito Iwear Iseatbelts Ithan Iin Isituations Iperceived Ias 

Iless Irisky. IThis Imight Iexplain Ilow Iseatbelt Iusage Irates Iin Ithe 

Ibackseat. IThey Iconcluded Ithat Iseatbelt Iwearing Ican Ibe Iincreased 

Iby Iimproving Ipeople’s Iattitudes Itowards Iseatbelt Iwearing Iand Iby 

Itrying Ito Ichange Isocial Inorms Iof Iimportant Iothers Iconcerning 

Iseatbelt Iuse. IInterventions Idesigned Ito Iincrease Ipeople’s Iperception 

Iof Irisk Iwhen Inot Iwearing Ia Iseatbelt Ithey Ibelieved Ito Ihave Ilittle 

Ieffect. I 

A Istudy Ithat Iemployed Ithe IHealth IAction IProcess IModel Istated 

Ithat Ipeople Ido Inot Ialways Ifollow Itheir Iintentions, Ihowever Iwell 

Iformed, Ibecause Ithey, Ifor Iexample, Imay Igive Iinto Itemptation Ior 

Icome Iacross Iunpredicted Ibarriers. IThis Istudy Isuggested Ithat 

Istrategic Iplanning Iand Irecovery Iself-efficacy I(ie, Ia Iperson’s Iability 

Ito Irecover Ifrom Ifailures Iin Iimplementing Itheir Iintended Ibehaviour) 

Iare Ibetter Ipredictors Iof Ibehaviour Ithan Iintentions, Iand Iare, Iin 

Ifact, Ithe I“best” Ipredictors. I(Schwarzer Iet Ial I2007). IFor Iexample, 

Iif Ia Iperson Iintends Ito Ialways Iwear Itheir Iseatbelt Ibut Ifails Ito Ido 

Iso, Ie.g. Iif Ithey Ihave Ito Ibe Ia Ipassenger Ifor Ia Iweek Iwith 
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Isomeone Iwho Idoesn’t Ibelieve Iin Iwearing Iseatbelts, Ithen Itheir 

Iability Ito I‘recover’ Iby Igoing Iback Ito Iintending Ito Ialways Iwear 

Itheir Iseatbelt Iis Ia Ikey Ipredictor Iof Iwhether Ior Inot Ithey Iwill 

Iactually Ido Iso. IUnder Ithe Ibehavioural Itheories Iof IPlanned 

IBehaviour Iand IReasoned IAction Iintentions Iare Ipartly Iinfluenced 

Iby Ia Iperson’s Iattitude Itowards Ithat Ibehaviour, Iand Iperceived 

Isocial Ipressure I(social Inorms). IIn Ithe Itheory Iof Ireasoned Iaction, 

Iperceived Irisk Iwould Iinfluence Iintentions, Iand Itherefore Ibehaviour, 

Ivia Iattitudes Itoward Iwearing Iseatbelts Iand Isocial Inorms. IStasson 

Iand IFishbein Ihypothesised Ithat Iattitudes Itoward Iwearing Iseatbelts 

Iare Iheld Iconstant Iacross Idifferent Idriving Isituations I(e.g. Iperceived 

Idiscomfort Ior Ifeelings Iof Ibeing Itrapped). IAttitudes Imay Ichange 

Ihowever Ibased Ion Ithe Ilevels Iof Iperceived Irisk Iof Iaccident I(long 

Ijourneys Ior Iicy Iroads Ifor Iexample). IThis Ichange Iin Iattitude Imay 

Iaccount Ifor Ivariability Iin Iseatbelt Iuse. IThey, Itherefore, Iasked 

Iadults Ito Iconsider Idriving Iin I12 Idifferent Iconditions, Iand Iasked 

Ithem Ia Iseries Iof Iquestions Iusing Iseven Ipoint Iscales. IThe Imeasure 

Iof Iattitude Iwas Idefined Iby Iresponses Ito Iquestions Iabout Ihow 
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Imuch Ithey Ifound Iseatbelt Iwearing I‘pleasant’, Iand Ihow Imuch Ithey 

I‘liked’ Iand I‘enjoyed’ Iwearing Ia Iseatbelt Iin Ithe Idifferent 

Isituations. I 

Results Ishowed Ihighly Isignificant Ipositive Icorrelations Ibetween 

Iattitude Iand Iintention, Iand Isocial Inorms Iand Iintention, Ibut Ithe 

Icorrelation Ibetween Iperceived Irisk Iof Iaccident Iand Iintention Ito 

Iwear Ia Iseatbelt Iwas Inot Isignificant. IThere Iwas Ia Isignificant 

Icorrelation Ihowever Ibetween Iperceived Irisk Iand Iintention Ito Iwear 

Ia Iseatbelt Ifor Itwo I“risky” Idriving Isituations I(e.g. Ilong Itrips Ion 

Iwet Iroads Iat Inight). I 

They Iconcluded Ithat Iuse Iof Ia Iseatbelt Iin Iany Isituation Idepends 

Ion Ione’s Iown Iattitude Itoward Iwearing Ia Iseatbelt, Iand Isocial 

Inorms, Ibut Inot Ion Ithe Ilevel Iof Iperceived Iaccident Irisk. IPerceived 

Irisk Ihas Ia Ismaller Iand Ian Iindirect Ieffect Ion Iintentions Ito Iuse Ia 

Iseatbelt Ivia Isocial Inorms. IIn Iriskier Idriving Iconditions, Ithey 

Isuggested Ithat Ipeople Iperceive Igreater Isocial Ipressure Ito Iwear 

Iseatbelts Ithan Iin Isituations Iperceived Ias Iless Irisky. IThis Imight 

Iexplain Ilow Iseatbelt Iusage Irates Iin Ithe Ibackseat. IThey Iconcluded 
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Ithat Iseatbelt Iwearing Ican Ibe Iincreased Iby Iimproving Ipeople’s 

Iattitudes Itowards Iseatbelt Iwearing Iand Iby Itrying Ito Ichange Isocial 

Inorms Iof Iimportant Iothers Iconcerning Iseatbelt Iuse. IInterventions 

Idesigned Ito Iincrease Ipeople’s Iperception Iof Irisk Iwhen Inot 

Iwearing Ia Iseatbelt Ithey Ibelieved Ito Ihave Ilittle Ieffect. I 

A Istudy Ithat Iemployed Ithe IHealth IAction IProcess IModel Istated 

Ithat Ipeople Ido Inot Ialways Ifollow Itheir Iintentions, Ihowever Iwell 

Iformed, Ibecause Ithey, Ifor Iexample, Imay Igive Iinto Itemptation Ior 

Icome Iacross Iunpredicted Ibarriers. IThis Istudy Isuggested Ithat 

Istrategic Iplanning Iand Irecovery Iself-efficacy I(ie, Ia Iperson’s Iability 

Ito Irecover Ifrom Ifailures Iin Iimplementing Itheir Iintended Ibehaviour) 

Iare Ibetter Ipredictors Iof Ibehaviour Ithan Iintentions, Iand Iare, Iin 

Ifact, Ithe I“best” Ipredictors. I(Schwarzer Iet Ial I2007). IFor Iexample, 

Iif Ia Iperson Iintends Ito Ialways Iwear Itheir Iseatbelt Ibut Ifails Ito Ido 

Iso, Ie.g. Iif Ithey Ihave Ito Ibe Ia Ipassenger Ifor Ia Iweek Iwith 

Isomeone Iwho Idoesn’t Ibelieve Iin Iwearing Iseatbelts, Ithen Itheir 

Iability Ito I‘recover’ Iby Igoing Iback Ito Iintending Ito Ialways Iwear 
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Itheir Iseatbelt Iis Ia Ikey Ipredictor Iof Iwhether Ior Inot Ithey Iwill 

Iactually Ido Iso. I 

This Istudy Iclaimed Ithat Istrategic Iplanning I“bridges Ithe Igap”, 

Ibetween Igood Iintentions Iand Iactual Ibehaviour. IIf Ia Iperson Ihas Ia 

Istrategy Ifor Ihow Ithey Iare Igoing Ito Iimplement Itheir Iintentions I– 

Iwhen, Iwhere Iand Ihow Ithey Iare Igoing Ito Imake Isure Ithey Ialways 

Iwear Itheir Iseatbelt Ifor Iinstance, Ithen Ithey Iare Imore Ilikely Ito Ibe 

Isuccessful. IThe Iauthors Itested Itheir Itheory Iwith Ia Isample Iof I298 

Istudents Iin IPoland. IThey Ifound Ithat I42% Iof Ithe Ivariance Iin 

Iseatbelt Iuse I(sometimes Iwear, Isometimes Idon’t) Iwas Iexplained Iby 

Iboth Irecovery Iself-efficacy Iand Iplanning. IThese Itwo Imost 

Iimmediate Ipredictors Iof Ibehaviour Icould Iaccount Ifor Idifferences Iin 

Iperforming Ifour Idifferent Ikinds Iof Ihealth Ibehaviour I(seatbelt Iuse, 

Idietary Ibehaviour, Idental Iflossing Iand Iphysical Iactivity. 

Supporting IStasson Iand IFishbein’s I(1990) Ifindings, ISchwarzer Iet Ial 

I(2007) Ireported Ithat Irisk Iperception Iwas Inot Isignificantly Irelated 

Ito Iany Iof Ithe Ifour Ipreventive Ihealth Ibehaviours. IThey Isuggested 

Ithat Iincreasing Ia Iperson’s Irisk Iperception Iis Inot Iin Iitself 
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Isufficient Ifor Ipromoting Ibehaviour Ichange, Iand Iinstead 

Irecommended Imaking Ipeople Iaware Iof Ithe Iskills Iand Istrategies 

Ithey Ican Iemploy Ito Iboth Iimplement Itheir Iintended Ibehaviour 

Ichange Iand Ito Irecover Ifrom Isetbacks. I 

The IThink I‘Three IStrikes’ Imedia Icampaign Iin I2008 Ifocussed Ion 

Ithe Iphysics Iof Ia Icrash. IThe Icampaign Iwas Iaimed Iat Iincreasing 

Ipeople’s Iperceptions Iof Ithe Irisk Iof Inot Iwearing Ia Iseatbelt Iin Iall 

Idriving Isituations. IAlthough Ithe Icampaign Iwas Iwell Iremembered 

Ithere Iwere Imixed Iresults Ifor Ichanges Iin Iattitude Iand Ibehaviour 

Ifrom Ibefore Ito Iafter Ithe Icampaign. IAlthough Ithere Iwere Isome 

Ipositive Ichanges, Inegative Ishifts Iin Iboth Iattitudes Iand Ibehaviour 

Iwere Ireported. IThese Inegative Ishifts Iin Ibehaviour Iand Iattitude 

Iwere Idespite Ia Ireported Iincrease Iin Ithe Iperceived Irisks Iof Inot 

Iwearing Ia Iseatbelt. INearly I2000 Iadults Iwere Isampled Iand Ifor Iall 

Iadults I(when Iprompted) Ithere Iwas Ian Iincrease Iof I8% Iwho 

Ithought Iserious Iinjury Iwas Ia Ivery Ilikely Iconsequence Iof Inot 

Iwearing Ia Iseatbelt. ISimilarly, Ithere Iwas Ian Iincrease Iof I6% Ifor 

Iall Iadults Iwho Ithought Ideath Iwas Ia Ivery Ilikely Iconsequence. I 



55 
 

This Iagain Iprovides Isupport Ifor Ithe Iargument Ithat Iperceived Irisk 

Iof Iinjury Ihas Ilittle Ieffect Ion Iseatbelt Iwearing Ibehaviour. IAlthough 

Iincreasing Ithe Iperceived Irisks Iof Inot Iwearing Ia Iseatbelt Imay 

Iseem Ithe Inatural Ichoice Ifor Itargeting Iinconsistent Iseatbelt Iusers, 

Ian Ialternative Istrategy Iwould Ibe Ito Iprovide I“pauses Ifor Ithought” 

I– Igiving Ipeople Ia Ireason Ito Ithink Iabout Itheir Iown Iseatbelt 

Iwearing Ibehaviour. IThis Icould Iinclude Ithe Ipositives Iof Iwearing Ia 

Iseatbelt Ias Iwell Ias Ithe Inegatives Iof Inot Iwearing. I(Christmas Iet 

Ial, I2008). 

CHAPTER ITHRE 

RESEARCH IMETHODOLOGY 

This Ichapter Ipresents Ithe Imethod Iand Iprocedure Iused Iby Ithe 

Iresearcher Iin Istudy. I IThe Iconducting Ithe Istudy Iand Iit Iis 

Ipresented Iunder Ithe Ifollowing ISub Iheadings; 

● Research IDesign 

● Population Iof Ithe Istudy 

● Sample Iand Isampling ITechniques 
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● Instrument Ifor Idata Icollection 

● Validity Iof Ithe IInstrument 

● Reliability Iof Ithe Iinstrument 

● Administration Iof Ithe Iinstrument 

● Method Iof IData Icollection 

● Method Iof IData IAnalysis 

Research IDesign 

Survey Iresearch Idesign Iwill Ibe Iadopted Ifor Ithis Istudy. IThe 

Iresearcher Iused Isurvey Imethod Iin Igathering Idata. IThis Istudy Iis 

Ian Iinvestigation Iaimed Iat Iexamining Ithe Iknowledge, Iand Iattitudes 

Iof Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Itowards Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelts Iin IEgor 

ILGA Iof IEdo IState. 

Population Iof Ithe IStudy 

The Ipopulation Iof Ithis Istudy Iconsists Iof Iall Ithe Icommercial Ibus 

Idrivers Iin IEgor ILGA Iof IEdo IState. IThe Ipopulation Ifor Ithe Istudy 
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Iis Inot Idefinite Ias Ithere Iis Ino Icomprehensive Ilist Iof Iregistered 

Ibus Idrivers Iin ILGA. 

Sample Iand ISampling ITechnique 

It Iwill Icomprise Itwo Ihundred Iand Iforty I(240) Icommercial Ibus 

Idrivers. IA Ipurposive Isampling Itechnique Iwill Ibe Iused Ito Iselect 

Isix Iareas Iwithin Ithe Ilocal Igovernment Iwhere Isamples Iwill Ibe 

Idrawn Ifrom. IForty Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Iwill Ibe Iselected Iusing 

Ithe Irandom Isampling Itechnique. IBelow Iare Ithe Iareas Ipurposively 

Iselected Ifrom Iwhich Isamples Ican Ibe Idrawn Ifrom? 
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S/N LOCATIONS SAMPLES 
I 

1.  Oluku IMarket IBus IStop I I 

I I I I I I I I I I 

40 

2.  Uselu IMarket IBus IStop. I 

I I I I I I I I I I 

40 

3.  Uwelu IJunction IBus IStop. 

I I I I I I I I 

40 

4.  Textilemill IBus IStop. I I I I 

I I I I I I I I I I I I I 

40 

5.  Egor IBus IStop. I I I I I I I 

I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I 

I I I 

40 

6.  Ugbowo IBus IStop. I I I I I 

I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I 

40 

Instrument Ifor IData ICollection 

The Iinstrument Ifor Ithe Istudy Iis Ia Iself-constructed Iquestionnaire 

Idesign Ito Iobtain Idata Ion Ithe Iknowledge, Iand Iattitudes Iof 

Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Itowards Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelts Iin IEgor 
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ILocal IGovernment IArea Iof IEdo IState. IThe Iquestionnaire Iis 

Idivided Iinto Itwo Isections. ISection IA, Icovers Ithe Idemographic 

Ibackground Iof Ithe Irespondents Iwhile ISection IB, Iwill Iconsist Iof 

Iitems Irelated Ito Ithe Iresearch Iquestions. IA Ifour-point Iscoring Iscale 

Idrawn Ialong Ithe Imodified Ilikert Isummated Irating Iscale Ifor 

Imeasurement Iwill Ibe Iadopted. I 

Validity Iof Ithe IInstrument 

The Icontent Ivalidity Iof Ithe Iinstrument Iwill Ibe Iestablished Iafter Ian 

Iintensive Iscreening Iby Ithe Isupervisor Iand Itwo Iexperts Ifrom Ithe 

IDepartment Iof IHealth, ISafety Iand IEnvironmental IEducation, 

IUniversity Iof IBenin. ITheir Iinputs Iand Icorrecting Iin Iterms Iof 

Iclarity Iand Iappropriateness Iof Ilanguage Iwill Ibe Iused Ito Idevelop 

Ithe Ifinal Idraft. 

Reliability Iof Ithe IInstrument  

To Idetermine Ithe Ireliability Iof Ithe Iinstrument, Ithe Itest-retest 

Imethod Iof Iestimating Ithe Ireliability Iof Ithe Iinstrument Iwill Ibe 
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Iused. IConsequently, Ithe Iconstructed Iinstrument Iwill Ibe 

Iadministered Ion Ia Igroup Iof Itwenty I(20) Icommercial Ibus Idrivers 

Iwho Iare Inot Ipart Iof Ithe Istudy Iwithin Ian Iinterval Iof Itwo Iweeks. 

IThe Icorrelation Iof Ithe Iresponse Iwill Ibe Idetermined Iusing Ithe 

IPearson’s IProduct IMoment ICorrelation, ICoefficients I(PPMCC) 

Administration Iof IInstruction I 

The Iresearcher Iand Ia Itrained Iresearch Iassistant Iwill Iadminister Ithe 

Iinstrument Ito Ithe Irespondents. IThe Iquestionnaires Ito Ibe Icompleted 

Iby Ithe Irespondent Iwill Ibe Iretrieved Ipersonally Iby Ithe Iresearcher. 

IThis Iwill Ibe Idone Ito Iensure Ihigh Ireturn Irate I 

Method Iof IData IAnalysis 

The Idata Icollected Iwill Ibe Ianalyzed Iusing Ithe Ifrequency, Isimple 

Ipercentage Iand Idescriptive Istatistics. 
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CHAPTER IFOUR 

PRESENTATIO IOF IDATA IAND IDISCUSSION IOF IFINDINGS 

This Ichapter Ipresents Idata Icollected Ifrom Ithe Irespondents Iillustrates 

Iand Idiscusses Ithe Iresult Iof Ithe Iresearch. IIt Iinvolves Ithe 

Ipresentation Iand Ianalysis Iof Ithe Idata Igenerated Iin Ithe Icourse Iof 

Ithe Iresearch. IOf Ithe I240 Iquestionnaire Idistributed I23 Iwere Inot 

Ivalid Ifor Ianalysis Ias Isome Iwere Imissing Iwhile Iothers Iwere Inot 
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Icompletely Ifilled Ito Ithe Ipint Iof Iacceptance, Itherefore Ileaving Ithe 

Inumber Iof Ivalid Iquestionnaire Ifor Ianalysis Ibeing I217. IThis 

Ianalysis Iwas Imade Iusing Ifrequency Icount Iand Isimple Ipercentage. 

IThe Ipresentation Iand Ianalysis Iwere Ialso Imade Iin Iline Iwith Ithe 

Iresearch Iquestions Iraised Iin Ichapter Ione. IThe Iresults Iof Ithis 

Ifinding I are Ialso Idiscussed. 

Presentation Iof IResult 

Section IA: I Demographic IInformation I 

Table I1: IDemographic IData 

GENDER Respondents I(F) Percentage I(%) 

Male 217 100 

Female ---- ----- 

Total 217 100 

LEVEL IOF IEDUCATION   

None 23 10.5 

SSCE 106 48.8 

NCE/OND 36 16.5 

B.Sc. 39 17.9 

M.Sc.  I I10 4.6 

PhD. 3 1.3 

Total 217 100 

AGE IGROUPS   

18 I– I28 Iyears 52 23.9 

29 I– I39 Iyears 78 35.9 

40 I– I49 Iyears 44 20.2 

50 Iyears Iand Iabove 43 19.8 
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Total 217 100 

Years Iin IDriving I I   

1 I– I5 I 53 24.4 

6 I– I10 I 93 42.8 

11 I– I15 I 41 18.8 

16 I– I20 I 20 9.2 

21 Iand Iabove I 10 4.6 

Total I 217 100 

RELIGION   

Christian 122 56.2 

Muslim 54 24.8 

Traditional IReligion I 41 18.8 

TOTAL 217 100 

Source: IField ISurvey, I2022 I 
 

From Ithe Iresults Ion Idemographic Idata Ipresented Iabove, Ithe Idata 

Ishowed Ithat Iall Ithe Icommerce Ibus Idrivers Isampled Iwere Imale. IOn 

Itheir Ilevel Iof Ieducation, I23 Iof Ithem Ibeing I10.5% Ihad Ino Iformal 

Ieducation, I106 Iof Ithem Ibeing I48.8% Ihad Ionly ISSCE, Iwhile I36 Iof 

Ithem Ibeing I16.5% Ihad INCE/OND. IContinuing, I39 Iof Ithem Ibeing 

I17.9% Ihad IB.Sc., I10 Istudents Ibeing I4.6% Ihad IM.Sc. Iand I3 Iof 

Ithem Ibeing I1.3% Ihad IPhD I 

On Ithe Iage Igroup Iof Ithe Irespondents, I52 Iof Ithem Ibeing I23.9% 

Iwere Iin Ithe Iage Igroup Iof I18 I– I28m Iyears, I78 Iof Ithem Ibeing 

I35.9% Iwere Iin Ithe Iage Irange Iof I29 I– I39. I44 Iof Ithem Ibeing 

I20.2% Iwere Iin Ithe Iage Irange Iof I40 I– I49 Iand Ilastly I43 Iof 
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Ithem Ibeing I19.8% Iwere I50 Iyears Iand Iabove. 

Research Iquestion I1: IWhat Iis Ithe Ilevel Iof Iknowledge Iof 

Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Iabout Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelts Iin IEgor 

ILGA IEdo IState? 

Table I2: Ishowing Ithe Ilevel Iof Iknowledge Iof Icommercial Ibus 

Idrivers Iabout Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelts Iin IEgor ILGA IEdo IState 

S/N ITEMS YES I(%) NO I(%) 

1.  Commercial Ibuses Iwith Iseatbelt Ido Inot Ihave 

Iaccident I 

33 I(15.2) I 184 I(85.9) 

2.  The Iuse Iof Iseatbelt Ihelps Ito Iprevent Iaccident 

Ion Ithe Iroad 
89 I(41.5) 128(58..8) 

3.  The Iuse Iof Iseatbelt Ican Ihelp Ito Iprevent 

Iinjuries Iwhen Iaccident Ioccur 
93 I(42.8) 124 I(57.1) 

4.  The Iuse Iof Iseatbelt Ihelps Ito Ireduce Ithe 

Iseverity Iof Iinjuries Iwhen Iaccident Ioccur 
132 I(60.8) 85 I(39.1) 

5.  All Icommercial Ibuses Ihave Iseatbelts I 
49 I(22.5) 168 I(77.4) 

6.  Seat Ibelts Iis Ijust Ito Ibeautify Ivehicles I 
36 I(29.0) 154 I(70.9) 

7.  The Iright Itime Ito Ifasten Iseatbelt Iis Ibefore 

Iigniting Ithe Iengine 
98 I(45.1) 119 I(54.8) 

8.  The Iright Itime Ito Ifasten Iseatbelt Iis Iafter 

Iigniting Ithe Iengine 
87 I(40.0) 130 I(59.9) 

9.  The Iright Itime Ito Ifasten Iseatbelt Iis Iwhile 

Idriving Ion Ithe Iroad 
21 I(9.6) 169 I(77.8) 

10.  There Iis Ia Ilaw Ion Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelt Iin 

INigeria I 
 I131 I(60.3) 86 I(39.6) 

Source: IField ISurvey I2022 



65 
 

 

The Itable Iabove Ishows Ithe Ilevel Iof Iknowledge Iof Icommercial Ibus 

Idrivers Iabout Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelts Iin IEgor ILGA IEdo IState; Ifrom 

Ithe Itable Iit Iis Iobvious Ithat I33 Idrivers Ibeing I15.2% Isaid Ithat 

Icommercial Ibuses Iwith Iseatbelt Ido Inot Ihave Iaccident Iwhile Ithe 

Iremaining I184 Idrivers Ibeing I85.9% Irefuted Ithe Istatement. I89 

Idrivers Ibeing I41.5% Iagreed Ithat Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelt Ihelps Ito 

Iprevent Iaccident Ion Ithe Iroad Iwhile Ithe Iremaining I128 Ibeing 

I58.8% Irefuted. IAlso, I93 Idrivers Isaid Ithat Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelt Ican 

Ihelp Ito Iprevent Iinjuries Iwhen Iaccident Ioccur I124 Ibeing I57.1%. 

ISimilarly, I89 Idrivers I41.5% Iagreed Ithat Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelt Ihelps 

Ito Ireduce Ithe Iseverity Iof Iinjuries Iwhen Iaccident Ioccur I89 Idrivers 

Iwhile Ia Igreater Inumber Ibeing I128 Iand I58.8% Idisagreed Iwith Ithe 

Istatement. I49 Idrivers Ibeing I22.5% Iin Ithe Istudy Isaid Ithat Iall 

Icommercial Ibuses Ihave Iseatbelts Iwhile Ithe Iremaining I168 

Irepresenting I77.4% Iresponded Iotherwise. I36 Idrivers Iwhich Irepresent 

I29.0 I% Isaid Ithat Iseat Ibelts Iare Ijust Ito Ibeautify Ivehicles Iwhile 
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Ithe Irest I154 Idrivers Iwhich Irepresent I70.9 Idisagreed Iwith Ithe 

Istatement. 

98 Idrivers Iwhich Iaccounts Ifor I45.1% Iof Ithe Itotal Idrivers Iin Ithe 

Isample Isaid Ithat Ithe Iright Itime Ito Ifasten Iseatbelt Iis Ibefore 

Iigniting Ithe Iengine, Iwhile Ithe Iremaining I119 Irepresenting I54.8% 

Irefuted Ithe Istatement. I I87 Iof Ithe Idrivers Isaid Ithe Iright Itime Ito 

Ifasten Iseatbelt Iis Iafter Iigniting Ithe Iengine Iwhile Ithe Irest I130 

Idisagreed. I21 Idrivers Isaid Ithe Iright Itime Ito Ifasten Iseatbelt Iis 

Iwhile Idriving Ion Ithe Iroad, Ithe Iremaining I169 Iof Ithe Idrivers 

Iwhich I77.8% Idisagreed Iwith Istatement. I131 Idrivers Ibeing I60.3% 

Isaid Ithere Iis Ia Ilaw Ion Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelt Iin INigeria Iwhile Ithe 

Irest I86 Idrivers Ibeing I39.6% Isaid Ino Ito Ithe Istatement. 

Research IQuestion I2: IWhat Iis Ithe Ilevel Iof IUtilization Iof 

Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Iin IEgor ILGA Iin IEdo IState Itowards 

Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelts? 

Table I3: Ishowing Ithe Ilevel Iof Iutilization Iof Icommercial Ibus 

Idrivers Iin IEgor ILGA Iin IEdo IState Itowards Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelts 
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S/N ITEMS YES I(%) NO I(%) 

1.  I Ialways Iuse Iseatbelts Iwhile Idriving 52 I(23.9) 165 I(76.0) 

2.  I Isometimes Iuse Iseatbelts Iwhile Idriving 
148 I(68.2) 69 I(31.7) 

3.  I Inever Iuse Iseatbelts Iwhile Idriving 
103 I(47.4) 114 I(52.5) 

4.  I Ialways Iforget Ito Iuse Iseatbelt I 
133 I(61.2) 84(38.7) 

Source: IField ISurvey I2022 

 

From Ithe Itable Iabove Ion Ithe Ilevel Iof Iutilization, I52 Idrivers Iwhich 

Iis I23.9% Ialways Iuse Iseatbelts Iwhile Idriving, Ithe Iremaining I165 

Idrivers Ibeing I76.0% Iresponded INo Ithe Istatement. I148 Idrivers 

Ibeing I68.2% Isaid Ithey Isometimes Iuse Iseatbelts Iwhile Idriving 

Iwhile Ithe Iremaining I69 Idrivers Ibeing I31.7% Iresponded INo Ito Ithe 

Iitem. I I103 Idrivers Ibeing I47.4% Isaid Ithey Inever Iuse Iseatbelts 

Iwhile Idriving, Ithe Iremaining I114 Ibeing I52.5% Isaid Ino Ito Ithe 

Iitem Iraised. ILastly Ion Ithe Ilevel Iof Iutilization I133 Idrivers Isaid 

Ithey Ialways Iforget Ito Iuse Iseatbelt Iwhile Ithe Iremaining I84 Idrivers 

Ibeing I38.7%. 
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Research IQuestion I3: IWhat Iis Ithe Iattitude Iof Icommercial Ibus 

Idrivers Iabout Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelts Iin IEgor ILGA Iin IEdo 

IState? 

Table I4: Ishowing Ithe Iattitude Iof Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Iabout Ithe 

Iuse Iof Iseatbelts Iin IEgor ILGA Iin IEdo IState 

S/N ITEMS SA I(%) A I(%) D I(%) SD I(%) 

1.  Seat Ibelt Ilaws Iby Ithe IFRSC Iis 

Imainly Ito Iraise Irevenue Ifor Ithe 

Igovernment I 

96 
I(44.2) 

84 I(38) 17 I(78) 20 I(9.2) 

2.  Seat Ibelt Ilaws Iby Ithe IFRSC Iis 

Imainly Ito Iprevent Icasualties I 
77 
I(35.4) 

21 I(9.6) 55 
I(25.3) 

64 I(29.4) 

3.  I Idon’t Ibelieve Iseat Ibelt Ican 

Isafe Ianybody Iwhen Iaccidents 

Ioccur 

49 
I(22.5) 

53 
I(24.4) 

88 
I(40.5) 

27 I(12.4) 

4.  Seatbelt Icreates Idiscomfort Iwhile 

Idriving I 
103 
I(47.4) 

49 
I(22.5) 

45 
I(20.7) 

20 I(9.2) 

5.  Using Iseatbelt Imakes Idriving 

Islow I 
31 
I(14.2) 

49 
I(22.5) 

69 
I(31.7) 

68 I(31.3) 

 

 

On Ithe Iattitude Iof Icommercial Idrives Itowards Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelts, 

Ifrom Ithe Itable I180 Icommercial Ibeing I82.9% Iin Ithe Istudy Iagreed 

Ithat Iseat Ibelt Ilaws Iby Ithe IFRSC Iis Imainly Ito Iraise Irevenue Ifor 

Ithe Igovernment Iwhile I37 Idrivers Ibeing I17%. I98 Idrivers Ibeing 
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I45% Iagreed Ithat Iseat Ibelt Ilaws Iby Ithe IFRSC Iis Imainly Ito 

Iprevent Icasualties, Ithe Iremaining I119 Icommercial Ibus Idrivers 

Ibeing I54.7% Idisagreed. I102 Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Ibeing I46.9% 

Iagreed Ithat Ithey Idon’t Ibelieve Iseat Ibelt Ican Isafe Ianybody Iwhen 

Iaccidents Ioccur Iwhile Ithe Iremaining I65 Ibus Idrivers Ibeing I115 

Irepresenting I52.9% Idisagreed Iwith Ithe Istatement. I152 Ibus Idrivers 

Irepresenting I69.4% Iagreed Ithat Iseatbelt Icreates Idiscomfort Iwhile 

Idriving, Ithe Irest Ibeing I65 Ibus Idrivers Ibeing I29.9% Idisagreed 

Iwith Ithe Istatement. ILastly, I80 Ibus Idrivers Ibeing I36.7% Iagreed 

Ithat Iusing Iseatbelt Imakes Idriving Islow Iwhile Ithe Iremain I137 Ibus 

Idrivers Ibeing I63% Idisagreed Ithat Iusing Iseatbelt Imakes Idriving 

Islow 

Discussion Iof IFindings 

Assessment Iof Iknowledge Iof Iand Iattitude Itowards Iseat Ibelt Iuse 

Iamong Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Iin IEgor ILocal IGovernment 

The Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Iknow Ithat Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelt Ihelps 

Ito Iprevent Iaccident Ion Ithe Iroad. IIn Icongruent Iwith Ithe Ifinding 
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Iin Ithis Istudy IOluyemi I(2007) Iand ITaylor, Iand IDorn I(2006) Istated 

Ialso Ithat Iseat Ibelt Iuse Iprevents Iand Ireduces Ithe Iseverity Iof 

Iinjuries Iduring Imotor Ivehicle Icrashes. IThis Iindeed Ishows Ithat Ithe 

Idrivers Ihave Ia Igood Iknowledge Ion Ithe Imatter. IWoldegebriel, Iet 

Ial. I(2018) Itheir Istudy Inoted Ithat Ione Iof Ithe Icommon Ireasons Ifor 

Iwearing Iseat Ibelt Iwere, I“seat Ibelt Isaves Ilife” I(79.3%), IThese 

Ireasons Iwere Icomparable Ito Ireports Ifrom IChina I(Idris, Iet Ial, 

I2013), IRussia I(Foss, IBeirness I& ISprattler, I1994), IQuatar I[36] Iand 

IWest IIndia I(Routley, I2008). 

The Idrivers Ihold Ia Iwrong Iattitudinal Iposition Iabout Ithe Iuse Iof 

Iseat, Imajority Iof Ithe Idrivers I Ibelieves Ithat Iseat Ibelt Ilaws Iby Ithe 

IFRSC Iis Imainly Ito Iraise Irevenue Ifor Ithe Igovernment. IThe Ibus 

Idrivers Ibelieve Ithat Iseatbelt Icreates Idiscomfort Iwhile Idriving. IIn 

Imany Istudies, Idrivers Idid Inot Ilike Iseat Ibelts Ibecause Iof 

Idiscomfort, Ilack Iof Iknowledge, Inot Ibelieving Iin Iseat Ibelt Isafety, 

Iforgetfulness Iand Ihabit Ito Iwear Iwere Ireported I(Idris ISH, Iet Ial. 

I2013; ISahai, I1997; IRoutley, I2008; Iand IShaaban, I2012). IIn 

Iconcordance Iwith Ithe Iabove Istudies, Iin Ithe Icurrent Istudy Ithe 
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Imain Ireasons Igiven Ifor Ilower Iuse Iwere I“not Ibelieving Iin Iseat 

Isafety” I(18.4%), I“seat Ibelt Itakes Itime Ito Iwear” I(18.4%) Iand 

I“creates Idiscomfort” I(7.8%). IThese Ifinding Isuggest Ithat Iwe Istill 

Ineed Ipromotion Ion Iusing Iseat Ibelt Iduring Ilicensing Iand Ion Ijob 

Itraining Ito Ienhance Isafety. 

Beck, IKresnow Iand IBergeb I(2020) Iin Itheir Istudy Ifound Ia Istrong 

Iassociation Ibetween Iattitudes Iabout Ithe Iimportance Iof Iseat Ibelt 

Iuse Iand Iseat Ibelt Iwearing Ibehavior Iand Ifurther Idemonstrated Ithat 

Ithis Irelationship Iexisted Ifor Iboth Ifront Iand Irear Iseat Ipassengers. 

IPrevious Iresearch Ihas Ialso Ifound Ithat Ipositive Ibeliefs Iabout Iseat 

Ibelts I(such Ias Ibelieving Ithat Iseat Ibelts Iare Iimportant Ifor Ione’s 

Ihealth) Iincreased Ithe Ilikelihood Iof Iseat Ibelt Iuse I(Boyle I& 

ILampkin, I2008; ISteptoe Iet Ial., I2002). IIn Ia I2016 Isurvey Iof 

Iadults Iwho Idid Inot Ialways Ibuckle Iup Iin Ithe Irear Iseat, Icommon 

Ireasons Ifor Inot Idoing Iso Iincluded Ibeliefs Ithat Ithe Irear Iseat Iwas 

Isafer Ithan Ithe Ifront, Ia Icrash Iwas Iunlikely, Ior Ithey Iwere Inot 

Ineeded Ibecause Iof Ithe Itype Iof Itrip I(e.g., Ishort Idistance; 

IJermakian I& IWeast, I2018). 
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CHAPTER IFIVE 

SUMMARY, ICONCLUSION IAND IRECOMMENDATION 

Summary 

The Istudy Ifocuses Ion Ithe Iassessment Iof Iknowledge Iand Iattitude 

Itowards Iseat Ibelt Iuse Iamong Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Iin IEgor 

ILocal IGovernment. IThe Iobjective Iof Ithe Istudy Iwas Ito Iexamine 

Ithe Ilevel Iof Iknowledge Iof Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Iabout Ithe Iuse 

Iof Iseatbelts, Idetermine Ithe Iattitudes Iof Icommercial Ibus Idrivers 

Iabout Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelts Iand Ito Ifind Iout Ithe Ibehaviors Iof 

Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Itowards Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelts Iin IEgor 

ILGA Iin IEdo IState. 

Survey Iresearch Idesign Iwill Ibe Iadopted Ifor Ithis Istudy. IThe 

Ipopulation Iof Ithis Istudy Iconsists Iof Iall Ithe Icommercial Ibus 

Idrivers Iin IEgor ILGA Iof IEdo IState. IThe Isample Iof Ithe Istudy 

Icomprised Itwo Ihundred Iand Iforty I(240) Icommercial Ibus Idrivers, Ia 

Isimple Irandom Isampling Itechnique Iwas Iused Ito Iselect Ithe 

Irespondents Ifor Ithe Istudy. IThe Iinstrument Ifor Ithe Istudy Iwas Ia 
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Istructure Iquestionnaire Iwas Iused Ito Icollect Idata. IThe Idata 

Icollected Iwere Ianalyzed, Itabulated, Iinterpreted Iand Ithen Idiscussed. 

IPercentage Iand Ifrequency Iwere Iadopted Ias Ia Imethod Iof Idata 

Ianalysis. I 

 

Findings I 

The Ifindings Iof Ithe Istudy Itherefore Iclearly Irevealed Ithat I 

1. The Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Iknow Ithat Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelt 

Ihelps Ito Iprevent Iaccident Ion Ithe Iroad 

2. They Iknow Ithat Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelt Ihelps Ito Ireduce Ithe 

Iseverity Iof Iinjuries Iwhen Iaccident Ioccur I 

3. Majority Iof Ithem Ido Inot Iknow Ithe Iright Itime Ito Ifasten 

Iseatbelt I 

4. The Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Iin IEgor ILGA Iknow Ithat Ithere 

Iis Ia Ilaw Ion Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelt Iin INigeria. 

5. Only Ia Ifew Iof Ithe Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Ialways Iuse 

Iseatbelts Iwhile Idriving, Iothers Isay Ithey Ialways Iforget Ito 
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Iuse Itheir Iseatbelts I 

6. The Idrivers Ihold Ia Iwrong Iattitudinal Iposition Iabout Ithe Iuse Iof 

Iseat, Imajority Iof Ithe Idrivers I Ibelieves Ithat Iseat Ibelt Ilaws Iby 

Ithe IFRSC Iis Imainly Ito Iraise Irevenue Ifor Ithe Igovernment I 

7. The Ibus Idrivers Ibelieve Ithat Iseatbelt Icreates Idiscomfort 

Iwhile Idriving, I 

Conclusion 

Injuries Iand Ideaths Ifrom Ibus Iaccidents Iacross Icities Iin INigeria 

Iand Ithe Iworld Iat Ilarge Iare Ivery Iserious Iand Isolutions Ishould Ibe 

Isought. IUsing Isafety Iequipment, Isuch Ias Ia Iseat Ibelt, Ion Ia Ibus Iis 

Ione Iway Ito Ireduce Imortality Ifrom Ibus Iaccidents. IIn Ithis Istudy, 

Ithe Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Ion Ian Iaverage Ihave Ia Igood Ilevel Iof 

Iknowledge Iabout Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelts, Ibut Iyet Ia Inegative Iattitude 

Iand Ivery Ilow Ilevel Iof Iutilization Iof Iseatbelts Iwas Ifound Ifrom 

Ithe Istudy. 
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Recommendations I I 

Following Ithe Ifindings Iof Ithe Istudy, Ithe Iresearcher Irecommends 

Ibelow; 

1. The Idrivers Iassociation Iin IEgor ILGA Iand IBenin Imetropolis 

Ishould Ibegin Ito Ifind Iout Isolutions Ito Icauses Iof Iaccidents 

Iand Iways Ito Iprevent Ithem. 

2. The IFederal IRoad ISafety ICorp Ishould Iwork Iclosely Iwith 

Idrivers Iassociation, Ieducating Ithem Ion Ithe Ineed Ito Iuse 

Iseatbelt. 

3. Periodic Isensitization Ishould Ibe Icarry Iout Iby IFRSC Ion 

Iseatbelt Iuse Iand Iother Iroad Isafety Imeasures Iso Ias Ito 

Iadjust Ipositively Ithe Ipoor Iattitude Ion Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelts 

Iamong Idrivers 

4. The Ilaws Ion Iseatbelts Iuse Ishould Ibe Istrictly Ifollowed Iso Ias 

Ito Iensure Iall Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Iuse Itheir Iseatbelts I 

5. The Igeneral Ipublic Iwho Iare Ithe Ipassengers Ishould Ibe 

Ienlightened Ion Ithe Ineed Ifor Itheir Idrivers Iand Ithemselves 
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Ito Iuse Iseatbelts Ias Ithey Ican Ito Ian Iextent Iinfluence Ithe 

Idrivers Iuse Iof Iseatbelts. I 
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APPENDIX 

 

UNIVERSITY IOF IBENIN, 

BENIN ICITY, IEDO ISTATE 

FACULTY IOF IEDUCATION, 

DEPARTMENT IOF IHEALTH, ISAFETY IAND 

IENVIRONMENTAL IEDUCATION 

 

STUDENTS’ IQUESTIONNAIRE 

 

 

Dear IRespondents, 

 

I Iam Ian Iundergraduate Iin Ithe Iabove Idepartment Icurrently Icarrying 

Iout Ia Iresearch Ion Ithe ITopic: IAssessment Iof IKnowledge Iand 

IAttitude Itowards ISeat IBelt IUse Iamong ICommercial IBus IDrivers 

Iin IEgor ILocal IGovernment 
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Please Itick I(√) Ithe Iquestionnaire Isincerely Ias Iall Iinformation 

Igathered Ishall Ibe Iused Ipurely Ifor Iresearch Ipurposes Iand Ishall Ibe 

Itreated Iwith Iutmost Iconfidentiality. 

 I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I 

I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I 

I I I I 

SECTION IA I(Demographic IData) 

Gender: IMale I( I I I) I I I IFemale I( I I) 

Age: I18 I– I28 Iyears I( I I) I29 I– I39 Iyears I( I I) I40 I- I49 Iyears I( 

I I)_50 Iyears Iand Iabove I( I I) 

Level Iof IEducation: INo IFormal IEducation I( I) ISSCE I( I) 

INCE/OND I( I I) IB.Sc. I( I I) IM.Sc. I( I I I) IPhD I( I I) 

Years Iof Idriving: I1 I– I5 I( I I) I6 I– I10 I( I I) I11 I– I15 I( I I) I16 

I– I20 I( I I) I21 Iand Iabove I( I I) I 

Religion: I IChristian I( I I) I I I IMuslim I( I I) I I I I ITraditional 

IReligion I( I I) 
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SECTION IB 

 

Instruction: IPlease Ianswer Iall Iquestions: Iindicate Ithe Ianswer(s) 

Imost Iappropriate Ito Iyou Iby Iticking I(√) Iin Ithe Ibox Iprovided. 

IThank Iyou 

S/N ITEMS TRUE NO 

 I I 

I I I 

IA 

Level Iof Iknowledge Iof Icommercial Ibus Idrivers 

Iabout Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelts Iin IEgor ILGA IEdo 

IState 

  

1.  Commercial Ibuses Iwith Iseatbelt Ido Inot Ihave Iaccident 

I 

  

2.  The Iuse Iof Iseatbelt Ihelps Ito Iprevent Iaccident Ion Ithe 

Iroad 

  

3.  The Iuse Iof Iseatbelt Ican Ihelp Ito Iprevent Iinjuries 

Iwhen Iaccident Ioccur 

  

4.  The Iuse Iof Iseatbelt Ihelps Ito Ireduce Ithe Iseverity Iof 

Iinjuries Iwhen Iaccident Ioccur 

  

5.  All Icommercial Ibuses Ihave Iseatbelts I   

6.  Seat Ibelts Iis Ijust Ito Ibeautify Ivehicles I   

7.  The Iright Itime Ito Ifasten Iseatbelt Iis Ibefore Iigniting 

Ithe Iengine 

  

8.  The Iright Itime Ito Ifasten Iseatbelt Iis Iafter Iigniting Ithe 

Iengine 

  

9.  The Iright Itime Ito Ifasten Iseatbelt Iis Iwhile Idriving Ion 

Ithe Iroad 

  

10.  The Iright Itime Ito Ifasten Iseatbelt Iis Ibefore Iigniting 

Ithe Iengine 

  

11.  There Iis Ia Ilaw Ion Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelt   

C Utilization Iof Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Iin IEgor 

ILGA Iin IEdo IState Itowards Ithe Iuse Iof Iseatbelts 

 I I 

IYES 

NO 

12.  I Ialways Iuse Iseatbelts Iwhile Idriving   

13.  I Isometimes Iuse Iseatbelts Iwhile Idriving   

14.  I Inever Iuse Iseatbelts Iwhile Idriving   

15.  I Ialways Iforget Ito Iuse Iseatbelt I   
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B Attitudes Iof Icommercial Ibus Idrivers Iabout Ithe 

Iuse Iof Iseatbelts Iin IEgor ILGA Iin IEdo IState 

SA A D SD 

16.  Seat Ibelt Ilaws Iby Ithe IFRSC Iis Imainly Ito Iraise 

Irevenue Ifor Ithe Igovernment I 

    

17.  Seat Ibelt Ilaws Iby Ithe IFRSC Iis Imainly Ito Iprevent 

Icasualties I 

    

18.  I Idon’t Ibelieve Iseat Ibelt Ican Isafe Ianybody Iwhen 

Iaccidents Ioccur 

    

19.  Seatbelt Icreates Idiscomfort Iwhile Idriving I     

20.  Using Iseatbelt Imakes Idriving Islow I     

 


