AupBeaTpo
Yrtoupyeiou Okovoutoag, Yrtodouwy, NauTIAlaG Kol Touplopov

A 6° lNoveAAVIo 2uvedplo OSIKNC ACPOAELDG

o www.nrso.ntua.gr/roadsafety2015 A 12-13 Maptiou 2015

Road Safety Management in Greece

Eleonora Papadimitriou 1, George Yannis !, Nicole Muhlrad 2

INational Technical University of Athens, Athens, Greece
2IFSTTAR, Lyon-Bron, France

Introduction Analysis of road safety management in Greece
« A road safety management system is defined as “a complex institutional structure involving

cooperating and interacting bodies which supports the tasks and processes necessary to the Overview of ”good practice” elements
orevention and reduction of road traffic injuries”. By definition, a road safety management
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Good practice diagnosis’

* Good practice elements

* The ministry of Health as well as some NGOs are strongly advocating for road safety.
* An inter-ministerial road safety committee (including regional authorities).

* Development of a medium-to-long term Strategical plan based on Safe Systems.
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