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Link between the Driving Licence Directive 
i E d I iti l Rid T i iin Europe and Initial Rider Training

• MAIDS, human behaviour - Training-safety link
• IRT (project) in the context of the 2DLD and 3DLD 

(horizon 2008-2011-2013)
• Access to PTWs in the 3DLD (direct and progressive)
• IRT project modular approachIRT project modular approach

• Opportunity for MS to draw from IRT project for:
– 3DLD transposition and
– revision of Annex VI “training and testing in progressive access”



 ifi d 1923 notified cases

921 accident cases

923 exposure cases

2000 i bl   id t2000 variables per accident

For more information, see www.acem.eu



Accident causation – human factors
Primary contributing factors

MAIDS confirmed that:MAIDS confirmed that:
•Human factors are the primary accident contributing factor 
in 88% of all cases

Primary accident contributing factorPrimary accident contributing factor
Frequency Percent

Human – PTW rider 341 37.1

Human – OV driver 464 50.4

Vehicle 6 0.7

Environmental 72 7.7

Other failure 37 4.1

•OV drivers are largely responsible for accident causation 

Total 921 100.0

g y p

•They represent 50% of all MAIDS cases

•and 61% of the multi-vehicle accidents



Accident causation – human factors
Secondary contributing factors

MAIDS identified secondary contributing factors:MAIDS identified secondary contributing factors:

•On the part of PTW rider in 44% of the cases
On the part of the OV driver in 29% of the cases•On the part of the OV driver in 29% of the cases

Other accident contributing factors
(Note: Multiple responses could be made for each case)

Frequency PercentFrequency Percent

PTW rider 900 43.7

OV driver 589 28.6

PTW technical failure 32 1 6PTW technical failure 32 1.6

OV technical failure 10 0.5

Environmental cause 300 14.6

Other 87 4.2

Unknown contributing factor 141 6.8

Total 2059 100.0



Behaviour =
Licensing (Training + Testing) + ExperienceLicensing (Training  Testing)  Experience

Link between IRT and DLD

• MAIDS confirms importance of driver and rider 
behaviour in PTW accidents
IRT identifies importance of skills but more• IRT identifies importance of skills but more 
importantly need for higher focus on hazard 
perception, awareness and “strategic riding” to p p , g g
reduce rider risk exposure

• 2DLD PTW additional safety manoeuvres in test 
(b O t b 2008)(by October 2008)

• Link in 3DLD PTW progressive access and IRT 
project modular approachproject modular approach





3DLD and PTWs3DLD and PTWs
– 3DLD transposition (by 2011)p ( y )
– 3DLD application (in 2013)
– Seeking to encourage progressive access to PTW categories

• AM
– max. 50 cc

• A2
– Max. 35 Kw

– max. 45 km/h – Max 0,2 Kw/Kg
– PTW must not be derived 

from a vehicle of more• A1
– max. 125 cc

11 K

from a vehicle of more 
than double its power

• A– max. 11 Kw
– max. 0,1 Kw/Kg

A
– All other vehicles not 

falling in the A2 category



Rider DL entry points and 
iprogressive access

AM Legal minimum age according to 3DLD

Testing according to 3DLD

(initial rider training = MS initiative)

3DLD, Annex VI

2 years experience on previous category

A1 A2 A

y p p g y

training minimum 7 hours or practical testing



The IRT project modular approach

Necessary skills :Necessary skills :

• increase with the 
categories (in particular 
AM-A1 vs A2-A)AM A1 vs A2 A)

• but no major 
differences between A2 
and Aand A



The IRT project proposal for 3DLDThe IRT project proposal for 3DLD

• IRT project instructors support refocussing on p j pp g
Initial Rider Training to provide fundamental 
skills to the non-experienced rider
T i i i d IRT j• To recognise experience gained, IRT project 
instructors support “progressive access training” 
to be:to be:
– Reduced, as a minimum, to 2 hours, focussing on 

differences between PTW categories
U l ti f th i t t thi i i– Upon evaluation of the instructor, this minimum can 
be extended, focussing on specific skills dependant 
on the rider



ConclusionsConclusions

• Close link between the project andClose link between the project and 
upcoming 3DLD transposition and 
applicationpp

• Opportunity to revise current Annex VI in 
order to:
– Reward experience gained
– Focus training in terms of duration and 

content
– Encourage progressive access to PTWs


