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* Problémova situace: bezpecna jizda na kole v zastaveném meste
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Abstract

Sex differences in risk seeking behaviour, emergency hospital
admissions, and mortality are well documented. However, little is known
about sex differences in idiotic risk taking behaviour. This paper reviews
the data on winners of the Darwin Award over a 20 year period
(1995-2014). Winners of the Darwin Award must eliminate themselves
from the gene pool in such an idiotic manner that their action ensures
one less idiot will survive. This paper reports a marked sex difference
in Darwin Award winners: males are significantly more likely to receive
the award than females (P<0.0001). We discuss some of the reasons
for this difference.

According to “male idiot theory” (MIT) many of the differences
in risk seeking behaviour, emergency department admissions,
and mortality may be explained by the observation that men are
idiots and idiots do stupid things.'® There are anecdotal data
supporting MIT, but to date there has been no systematic
analysis of sex differences in idiotic risk taking behaviour. In
this paper we present evidence in support of this hypothesis
using data on idiotic behaviours demonstrated by winners of
the Darwin Award."'

Winners of the Darwin Award must die in such an idiotic
manner that “their action ensures the long-term survival of the



Druhy dopravy podle pohlavi
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Male and female Darwin Award winners. Line H, indicates expected percentages under the null hypothesis that males and
females are equally idiotic
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Sex Ditferences in Risk Taking Behavior among Dutch
Cyclists

Kelly D. Cnheyl, Freek Laanl, Gert Stnlpz, Abraham P. Buunkz“, and Thomas V. Pollet?

Abstract
The majority of research examining sex differences in risk-taking behavior focuses on overt physical

risk measures in which failed risk attempts may result in serious injury or death. The present research

describes sex differences in patterns of risk taking in day-to-day behavior among Dutch cyclists.
Through three observational studies we test sex differences in risk taking in situations of financial risk
(fines for failing to use bike lights, Study 1), theft risk (bike locking behavior, Study 2) as well as
VAT Bt Ly nEh Gy el n IR esults corroborate previous findings by showing that across
AR O EN i ER i B i) =Bl e I B R ELCE o <R Bl il We discuss how these findings might be
used in an applied context.
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ARTICLE INFO ABSTRACT

Keywords: Previous research has shown that men cycle more than women and women tent to report less favourable per-
Cycling ceptions and attitudes towards cycling than men. Gender differences in perceptions and attitudes towards cy-
Ge{ldET cling may be influenced by such difference in bicycle use. Attitudinal differences concerning cycling between
A_ttlt"'des male and female may be the consequence and not only the cause of gender imbalance in bicycle use. To our
Bicycle . . . . . .
Crash knowledge, no previous research has focused on gender differences in perceptions and attitudes towards cycling

T €es

involving a sample with gender balance in bicycle use (e.g. regular cyclists). In our study, we investigated gender
differences in attitudes towards cycling and towards cycling infrastructure, purpose of cycling, risk perception,
and exposure to severe crashes in a large sample of regular cyclists. Following a cross-sectional design, we
collected data from 2417 participants from Hungary, Italy, Spain, Sweden, Netherlands, and United Kingdom. A
survey was administered to an online panel of respondents. Gender differences in attitudes towards cycling were
small in terms of effect size or non-significant, with women having more positive attitudes in personal benefits
rather than mobility benefits. Women reported gender-stereotyped reasons for cycling more than men, except for
social activities. Also, women showed higher discomfort than men cycling in mixed traffic and higher risk
perception than men. Furthermore, men reported higher exposure to severe crashes than women. We contend
that bicycle use and gender role (i.e. society's shared beliefs concerning a range of attitudes, norms, and be-
haviours that are generally considered appropriate or desirable for individuals based on their actual or perceived
sex) can affect differences between male and female cyclists in perceptions, attitudes towards cycling, and cy-
cling behaviours.

Risk perception

Also, women showed higher discomfort than men cycling in mixed traffic and
higher risk perception than men.



* 1251 respondentl/respondentek

e pfevazneé zkusenéjsi s jizdou na kole
v Praze

* ke stazeni https://auto-mat.cz/auto-
mat.cz/wp-
content/uploads/Vyzkumna-zprava-
Vnimani-bezpecnosti-integracnich-
opatreni-v4.2-1.pdf

UNIMANI BEZPECNOSTI
INTEGRACNICH OPATRENI

Vyzkumna zprava



https://auto-mat.cz/auto-mat.cz/wp-content/uploads/Vyzkumna-zprava-Vnimani-bezpecnosti-integracnich-opatreni-v4.2-1.pdf
https://auto-mat.cz/auto-mat.cz/wp-content/uploads/Vyzkumna-zprava-Vnimani-bezpecnosti-integracnich-opatreni-v4.2-1.pdf
https://auto-mat.cz/auto-mat.cz/wp-content/uploads/Vyzkumna-zprava-Vnimani-bezpecnosti-integracnich-opatreni-v4.2-1.pdf
https://auto-mat.cz/auto-mat.cz/wp-content/uploads/Vyzkumna-zprava-Vnimani-bezpecnosti-integracnich-opatreni-v4.2-1.pdf
https://auto-mat.cz/auto-mat.cz/wp-content/uploads/Vyzkumna-zprava-Vnimani-bezpecnosti-integracnich-opatreni-v4.2-1.pdf

VCP

| Vyhrazeny cyklopruh

nic

e

+2




median hodnoceni bezpecnosti, vsechny situace

oddéleny cyklopas I 3.6
VCP +2 I 7.5

VCP +1 I 7.0
OCP +2 I 6.5
OCP +1 I 5.0
OCP +1 +park. I 5.7
VCP +1 +park. NI 5.5
OCP 1+1 I -.2
pikto 1+1 I 3.0
pikto +1 I 3.8
pikto +1 +park. I 3.6
bez 1+1 IS 2.9
bez +2 I 2.7
bez +1 I 2.7
bez +1 +park. I 2.6
kolona bez moznosti objet NN 2.3



Tabulka €. 6 Bezpeénost podle pohlavi, median a jeho srovndani podle pohlavi (podil Zzeny/muzi)

median 6.4.1 SKUPINA A - ODDELENY CYKLOPAS PODLE POHLAVI, VEKU A
_padi VZDELANI

muz zena W V pfipadé oddéleného cyklopdsu je hodnoceni mezi muzi a Zenami viceméné stejné.
Oddélen? C}"HﬂpéS 8.62 8.43 Shodny podil muzl a Zen uvedl, Ze timto mistem dokéaze projet, Ze jim projizdi rado a Ze jej
VCP +2 7.54 7.56 pfi volbé trasy vyhledéva. Hodnoceni tohoto typu infrastruktury je tedy nezavislé na pohlavi
VCP +1 711 6.66 respondenta.
OCP +2 650 652 _ Grat . 4 Dokts prajt,podie pohiavi
OCP +1 6.01 5.50 92 % e
OCP +1 +park. 5.82 5.44 94 % -
VCP +1 +park. 5.66 9.23 93 %
OCP1+1 540 4.71 87 % s 7% S T
piktﬂ 1+1 4.14 3.40 82 % Rozhodné ano ;e: Spie ne Rozhodné ne
pikto +1 413 3.26 79 % I
pikto +1 +park. 3.72 3.31 89 %
bez 1+ 1 3.16 221 70 % Graf €. 5 Projizdi rad*a, podle pohlavi
bez +2 3.06 1.97 o A
bez +1 3.07 1.87
bez +1 +park. 2.84 1.92 I I I I S
kolona bez moznosti objet 2.77 1.65 % %

n= ?28_86‘2 29?_384 Rozhodné ano SpiZe ano Spite ne Rozhodné ne

Emuz MZena



e 197 km komunikaci v Praze

e 34,4 milionu osobokilometrd
prepravniho vykonu na kole

197 zaznamenanych nehod béhem
10 let

e ke stazeni https://www.bicyclemind.cz/wp-
content/uploads/2023/02/BEZPECNOST-JIZDY-NA-KOLE-
PODLE-TYPU-INFRASTRUKTURY-vyzkumna-zprava-v4.1.pdf

BEZPECNOST JiZDY NA KOLE
PODLE TYPU INFRASTRUKTURY

VYZKUMNA ZPRAVA
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Tabulka €. 16 Relativni nehodovost viechna opatfeni napfi¢ funkénimi skupinami®®

relativni nehodovost
bez krizovatek s krizovatkami s krizovatkami

a pevnych a bez pevnych a pevnymi
vsechny funkcni skupiny prekazek prekazek prekazkami
bez cykloopatreni 6,16 _
pavodné bez cykloopatieni 3,69
cykloobousmeérka (bez KriZikovy) 2,95 5,89 8,84
cyklopruh ochranny 3,35 * *
cyklopruh vyhrazeny 3,04 7,09 8,10
piktokoridor (bez Vysehradu) 4,67 * *

cyKlostezka . om 081 104

Tabulka €. 17 Kolikrat cykloopatfeni zvyuje bezpe&nost oproti nulovému stavu'®

kolikrat zlepSuji cykloopatreni bezpecnost oproti
komunikaci bez cykloopatieni

bez kfizovatek s kfizovatkami s kfizovatkami

a pevnych a bez pevnych a pevnymi
viechny funkéni skupiny prekazek prekazek prekazkami
bez cykloopatfeni 1,0x 1,0x 1,0x
cykloobousmeérka (bez Kfizikovy) 2,1x 1,7x 1,2x
cyklopruh ochranny 1,8x * *
cyklopruh vyhrazeny 2,0x 1,4x 1,3x
piktokoridor (bez VySehradu) 1,3x * *

cyklostezka 7,6x 12,3x 10,0x




SEBEREPORTOVANA
A OFICIALNI NEHODOVOST
S UCASTI JIiZDNIHO KOLA

Vyzkumna zprava z pilotaze

SELF-REPORTED AND OFFICIAL CYCLING ACCIDENTS

Pilot Study Research Report

313 sebereportovanych nehod

je to malo? je.

kvalitativni rozmeér — pisemné popisy
udalosti

pilotaz — ovéreni konceptu a
proveditelnosti

* ke stazeni https://www.bicyclemind.cz/wp-

content/uploads/2024/09/Sebereportovana-a-oficialni-
nehodovost-v1.3.pdf
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Setfenost nehod podle druhu komunikace

cyklostezka 3 94%
vedlejsi ulice g8 93%

hlavni ulice bez cyklopruhu EETA 88%

hlavni ulice s cyklopruhem 20% 80%

0% 50% 100%

H Setfeno M nesetfeno

Setfenost nehod podle zranéni

bez zranéni A 96%

lehké zranéni RE}A 88%
té7ké zranéni 19% 81%

0% 50% 100%

N Setfeno M nesetreno

Vysledky pilotaZze, N = 313 nehod s (casti jizdniho kola

Setfenost vybranych druh nehod

srazka s jedoucim

I . 21% 79%
nekolejovym vozidlem
srézka s pevnou prekdzkou A 94%
havérie ¥4 96%
0% 50% 100%

H Setfeno M neSetfeno

Vysledky pilotaze, N = 313 nehod s Uc€asti jizdniho kola

11 %



Tabulka ¢. 38 Nehody ve vybrané ulicni siti Prahy, dopravni vykon a vazeni podle miry Setfenosti

vybrana uli¢ni sit Prahy kalibrace podle Gdaju z ankety

zaznamu odhad odhad
nehod mira nesetfené  nehody

osobokilometrl PCR Setfenosti nehody celkem
hlavni ulice s cyklopruhem 3077794 19 20 % 76 95
hlavni ulice bez cyklopruhu 11 069 082 104 13 % 728 832
vedlejsi ulice 2 382 841 27 7 % 338 365
cyklostezka 17 283 876 18 6 % 288 306

Tabulka ¢. 39 Nehody ve vybrané ulicni siti Prahy, vazenad relativni nehodovost

relativni nehodovost kilometrt na nehodu

odhad odhad / odhad
oficialni skuteénosti oficialni oficialni skutecnosti
hlavni ulice s cyklopruhem 6.2 30.9 500 % 161 989 32 398
hlavni ulice bez cyklopruhu 9.4 75.2 800 % 106 433 13 304
vedlejsi ulice 11.3 153.0 1350 % 88 253 6 537
cyklostezka 1.0 17.7 1700 % 960 215 56 483

POZOR: NENI NEHODA JAKO NEHODA



lizda na kole podle pohlavi a dopravniho

Chuze na mostech mezi Holesovicemi a prostoru
Karlinem B
B Stv. lavka 76% 24%
Stv. lavka 50% 50%
| 5600
| 23395
vozovka 84% 16%
Liberisky most 55% 45%
¥ . — ] 1262
| 6800
stezka, chodnik 77% 23%
Hlavk( t 9
avkiv mos 58% 42% 1 7340
| 5827
0% 50% 100% vie 77% 23%
B muZi Eieny O polet pozorovani | 14202

0% 50% 100%
B muzi Wieny O pocet pozorovani
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HoleSovice — Karlin, véechny trasy, pred a po

pocet rozdil
2023 2024 abs. rel.
kolo 1998 2944 946  147%
PD chuze 3188 5794 2606  182%
kolobézka 233 477 244 2035%
kolo 1422 1910 488  134%
| ND chtize 3284 6452 3168  196%
: kolobé&zka 206 339 133 165%



sdeleni:

* lidévi, coje prone bezpecné ve meste
 zenytovilepe nez muzi

infra oddelena od aut

 data (prepravni vykon x nehody x infra) to ukazuji stejne

e\ / o

 ale neninehodovost jako nehodovost
 bezpecna infra = inkluzivni infra
* meéne bezpecna infra = infra exkluzivni pouze pro ty,
co jsou schopni tolerovat nebezpeci
 dopravniindukce



* vsechny studie ke stazeni na bicyclemind.cz
 zprava z pilotaZe v Praze (Stvanicka lavka) v pFipravé
(do konce roku)

 dekuji za pozornost a tesim se na vyjizdku :)
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