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Objectives 

Understand how SEE countries are aligned with EU road 
safety and network management policies and objectives 
and make recommendations: 

• on policy and legislation for the promotion, planning 
and operation of the primary network from a road 
safety perspective 

• on the type and quality of collected road safety data 

• on the use of data to guide decision-making on road 
crash and injury prevention 

• on coordination at the national and transnational level 
with focus on accessibility and road safety 
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National and Transnational Advisory Committees  
 
National Advisory Group of relevant national / regional 
decision-makers and key stakeholders  in each country: 
• to ensure the project fits within national policies 
• to contribute to overall objectives 
• to determine national or regional safety priorities 
• to discuss standards for road safety applicable at the 

transnational level 
• to oversee the development and testing of a model approach 

for improving promotion, coordination and operation of the 
primary and secondary  road network 

 

Transnational working group (TWG) consisting of the 
SEES partners and 2 representatives of each national 
advisory board: 
• to review key project activities and outcomes and discuss and 

identify transnational road safety standards and objectives. 
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Development and implementation of Road Safety Assessment Tools 
 

Database 
1. Rapid road safety review tool  - 

comprehensive database 
 

Common methodology Questionnaire 
2. Tool for the assessment of road safety 

legislation, policy and institutional capacity 
in partner countries. 

3. Tool to assess demands and views of road 
safety stakeholders in each partner 
country.  
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Time Series Road Safety Data (1975 -2010)
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000

Number of persons killed

1 total figures 2,112 2,158 2,159 2,253 2,411 2,157 2,105 2,182 2,116 2,037

2 drivers killed 1,114 1,186 1,212 1,256 1,361 1,207 1,199 1,261 1,228 1,193

3 passengers killed 525 509 450 518 569 528 497 504 489 469

4 pedestrians killed 473 464 498 479 481 422 409 417 399 375

5 age group 0-14 (children) 30 31 30 38 24 23 25 25 18 14

6 age group 15-17 11 11 9 4 11 5 5 9 5 5

7 age group 18-24 28 15 27 30 19 20 15 18 13 16

8 age group 25-49 58 78 70 77 99 62 73 58 68 61

9 age group 50-64 105 90 103 83 80 63 75 68 67 58

10 age group 65+ 242 238 256 248 243 237 204 223 209 210

11 unknown 0 1 4 1 6 12 12 16 19 11

12 Total vehicle occupants killed 1,639 1,694 1,661 1,774 1,929 1,735 1,696 1,765 1,717 1,662

13 vehicle age < 1 year 110 144 94 101 97 80 76 88 83 104

14 vehicle age 1-2 years 245 251 284 250 221 257 245 273 305 310

15 vehicle age 3-5 years 412 430 510 512 558 303 298 271 280 270

16 vehicle age 6-10 years 473 452 407 454 512 320 323 358 335 318

17 vehicle age 11-15 years 399 418 366 455 542 208 242 215 206 202

18 vehicle age >15 years - - - - - 187 177 230 217 177

19 unknown - - - 0 - 380 335 330 291 281

20 passenger car occupants 723 835 784 848 896 871 872 892 866 911

21 vehicle age < 1 year 55 91 39 50 52 33 34 30 38 40

22 vehicle age 1-2 years 92 133 151 143 111 138 132 141 158 177

23 vehicle age 3-5 years 156 178 241 249 261 188 175 149 162 168

24 vehicle age 6-10 years 203 224 178 199 185 149 189 218 183 189

25 vehicle age 11-15 years 217 209 175 208 287 126 146 139 126 145

26 vehicle age >15 years - - - - - 116 121 156 133 123

27 unknown - - - - - 121 75 59 66 69

28 motorcyclists killed 316 316 320 367 391 419 392 455 453 406

29 vehicle age < 1 year 34 34 31 28 21 31 30 43 33 54

30 vehicle age 1-2 years 83 68 83 83 66 80 76 98 112 101

31 vehicle age 3-5 years 135 124 130 151 158 69 74 82 86 65

32 vehicle age 6-10 years 52 55 58 79 117 86 78 84 100 67

33 vehicle age 11-15 years 13 34 19 26 28 36 43 37 30 24

34 vehicle age >15 years - - - - - 21 16 14 21 14

35 unknown - - - - - 96 75 97 71 81

36 moped riders killed 177 185 211 205 237 122 114 114 108 90

37 cyclists killed 24 27 37 28 34 28 32 34 23 22

38 buses or coaches occupants killed 22 9 4 12 14 9 10 23 13 9

39 lorries or trucks occupants killed 203 188 179 176 230 195 159 149 145 134
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Outline 

1. Introduction  

2. Current road safety situation in SEE countries 

3. Road Safety Legislation, Policy and 
Institutional Capacity in ROSEE countries 

4. Road Safety Related Data and Information  

5. Road network conditions in ROSEE countries 

6. Road users’ behavior in ROSEE countries 

7. Synthesis  

8. References  
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 IT RO HU GR SI BG 

Drivers 69% 39% 52% 65% 65% 47% 

Passengers 16% 24% 22% 19% 16% 31% 

Pedestrians 15% 37% 26% 14% 19% 22% 

 IT RO HU GR SI BG 

Inside built up areas 43% 63% 37% 46% 43% 40% 

Outside built up areas 57% 37% 63% 52% 57% 60% 
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 IT RO HU GR SI BG 

Passenger car occupants 61% 69% 63% 53% 64% 82% 

Motorcyclists 27% 4% 9% 34% 15% 7% 

Moped riders  5% 8% 3% 3% 4% 1% 

Cyclists 8% 13% 17% 2% 14% 5% 

Buses/coaches occupants 0% 0% 2% 0% 0% 0% 

Lorries/trucks occupants 1% 5% 6% 7% 0% 1% 
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 Although a number of “good practice” elements 
can be identified, there is no single “good 
practice” model at national level.  

 There are differences between expert’s and 
government’s responses, the latter tending to be 
more positive.  

 Variation in the structures and processes at the 
higher level of road safety management.  

 Coordination and budget are the most critical 
factors for effective road safety management. 

 Implementation of programmes and measures 
seems to be the weakest component of road 
safety management systems in SEE. 

 

 

Legislation, Policy and Institutional Capacity in partner countries 
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 Similarities on institutional organization, coordination and 
stakeholders’ involvement as well as policy formulation 
and adoption issues. 

 Policy implementation and funding, monitoring and 
evaluation, scientific support and information and capacity 
building are addressed in various ways. 

 Road safety action advocated by government agencies, 
public authorities and NGOs. Local authorities have a more 
or less active role. 

 An Inter-ministerial Committee or Council for Road Safety 
has been legally created in all the examined countries but 
in most countries they have a general consulting character 
and their authority on road safety stakeholders is limited.  

11 07.11.2013, G.Yannis, A.Laiou NTUA, WP3 –Policy and data analysis 

Comparing Road Safety Legislation, Policy and Institutional Capacity (1/3) 
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 In all the examined countries, except from 
Hungary, a national "vision" for improved road 
safety performance in the long term has been 
adopted.  

 Such a vision is compelling for the government 
only in Slovenia and in Bulgaria where it is 
approved in the Parliament and by the Council of 
Ministers respectively.  

 In Romania, Greece and Bulgaria, although 
national road safety programs have been 
elaborated, the budget needed for program 
implementation has not been estimated. 

 Evaluation of road safety activities is funded only 
in Hungary and Slovenia. 

 

Comparing Road Safety Legislation, Policy and Institutional Capacity (2/3) 

12 07.11.2013, G.Yannis, A.Laiou NTUA, WP3 –Policy and data analysis 

http://www.nrso.ntua.gr


partner logo 

 A national Observatory centralizing the data systems 
for road safety is available in Italy, Hungary and 
Bulgaria however; data included in it vary per country.  

 A reporting procedure to monitor the road safety 
interventions carried out in the country has been set up 
in Hungary and Slovenia.  

 In all countries but Italy, results of safety analyses and 
research are used in formulating the national road 
safety policy and the research teams are systematically 
requested by policy-makers to contribute knowledge 
for policy formulation. 
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More than 100 stakeholders from the partner 
countries filled-in the common questionnaire.  

Stakeholders expressed significant demand 
for data and knowledge in road safety-
related decision making.  

Stakeholders expressed discontent about the 
current poor availability of such information.  

Stakeholders also seem to be poorly 
informed about the availability of data and 
tools in general. 

 

 

Road safety stakeholder’s needs and priorities in partner countries 

14 07.11.2013, G.Yannis, A.Laiou NTUA, WP3 –Policy and data analysis 

http://www.nrso.ntua.gr


partner logo 

Road safety stakeholder’s needs and priorities in partner countries 

15 

0% 

10% 

20% 

30% 

40% 

50% 

60% 

70% 

80% 

90% 

100% 

ITALY ROMANIA HUNGARY GREECE SLOVENIA  BULGARIA 

Data on the underreporting of road accidents 

Already available Partially available Currently not available Don’t know 

0% 

10% 

20% 

30% 

40% 

50% 

60% 

70% 

80% 

90% 

100% 

ITALY ROMANIA HUNGARY GREECE SLOVENIA  BULGARIA 

Data on the underreporting of road accidents 

High priority Medium priority Low priority Not relevant 

Data on the underreporting of road accidents are not available or limited. 

Road safety stakeholders consider such data of high priority in all countries 
though the respective rates vary from over 20% to 80%. 
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Road safety stakeholders expressed great need for available information 
on road user’s behaviour and attitudes and consider this an issue of high 
priority. 
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Transnational report summarizing the national 
reports and making a comparative synthesis. 

Recommendations on the institutional and 
legislative strengthening to enhance overall 
capacity to coordinate, promote and operate the 
networks, from a road safety perspective. 

 Investment proposal outlining where investments 
in infrastructure and other measures will enhance 
the safety outcomes. 

 

Policy and data analysis  - Next steps 
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