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INTRODUCTION

Reark Research was commissioned by the Federal Office of Road Safety (FORS) in
April 1987, to conduct a survey of community attitudes toward road safety. The
survey followed a methodology developed by FORS in October 1986.

This survey replicates core questions, as asked in October 1986, together with an
additional question relating to the upgrading of major highways.

Objectives of the survey were to:

* monitor key community attitudes to assess the
importance of road safety to the community,
including the relative importance of road saféty
to other issues of community importance

¢ determine the extent of awareness of the Federal
Government programme to upgrade highway links
between capital cities.

This report includes comparative data collected for FORS during October 1986,
expressed as Wave I in tabular form.



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This report summarises findings from a telephone survey of 1,046 respondents
conducted in May 1987, in regard to attitudes to road safety. This survey was
similar to that undertaken for FORS during October 1986 (Wave I). This report
discusses findings from both surveys, together with questions that were
included in Wave II only.

Major findings of this survey were as follows:

* Economic probiems and unemployment remained as the
issues facing the Australian community of most
importance to respondents. Road safety, including
drink driving, was considered to be the most
important or second most important issue by only a
small percentage of respondents.

* The majority of respondents (70%) were aware of
upgrading of highway 1inks between capital cities,
although there was a good deal of confusion as to
which level of Government funds such road
programmes .

® Respondents perceived that the major causes of
road crashes, in both waves, were drink driving
and speed.

The order of these two factors was, however,
jifferent between States and Territories.
Respondents in the Northern Territory and Western
Australia were most likely to mention drink
driving, whilst respondents in New South Wales and
Tasmania were most likely to mention speed.




The number of respondents mentioning drink driving
as the factor most often leading to road crashes
significantly decreased hetween the two waves,
from 34% to 26%.

The skills and abilities considered most important
for safe driving were, in both waves,
alertness/reaction time, concentration, and
care/patience.

Speeding was cited by respondents in both waves as
the most frequent reason, by far, for motorists
being stopped by police. 55% ment foned speeding
in Wave Il and 57% in Wave I. Other reasons
mentioned were random breath testing, dangerous
driving, drink driving, and :-breaking road rules.
In both waves, respondents in Tasmania were
significantly less likely to mention speeding, yet
more likely to mention random breath testing.

Both waves found widespread support for random
breath testing. Agreement was 94% in Wave II and
88% in Wave I. Variations between States and
Territories were not significant in Wave II,

In both waves, all but a handful of respondents
indicated that they personally restrict or stop
alcohol consumption completely if driving.

One change was apparent between the two waves; the
proportion of respondents indicating that they do
not drink when driving increased, from 29% to 36%,
with a concomitant decrease in those restricting
drinking when driving occurred.

Males and those aged 25-39 years' were more likely
to say they restrict rather than stop drinking
when driving.



Drivers were most cautious of adult cyclists,
heavy vehicles, motorcyclists, car drivers and
adult pedestrians. However, the order of these
road user categories changed between the two
waves. Mentions of other car drivers
significantly decreased, from 24% to 15%.

The majority of drivers drive at a speed which
they consider to be safe, irrespective of the
legal speed 1imit. 56% gave that response in Wave
I1I, and 61% in Wave I.

Of the 510 respondents indicating that they
regulate their own speed, half stated that they
drive at a speed faster than the legal limit. A
further 31% vary speed depending on conditions.

Males and younger respondents were by far the most
likely to drive faster than the legal limit,
suggesting the need for targeting media campaigns
toward this group.

17% of all respondents had been involved in a road
crash, as a driver, passenger or other road user,
in the past three years. State/Territory
variations were not significant.

Again, crashes were most prevalent amongst males
and younger respondents, further manifesting the need for
targeting of this sub-group.



THE QUESTIONNAIRE

The questionnaire used for this survey, enclosed as Appendix V, is based on
that developed by FORS in October 1986 (Wave I survey). Modifications were
made in line with recommendations from Wave I, together with additional
guestions relating to new issues of importance to FORS.

The final questionnaire for the study included the following new gquestions:

1. Major Highway Upgrading

Two new questions were included to determine the Tevel of awareness of
improvements to capital city highway links:

Q.2a) "Are you aware that the highways which link our
capital cities are currently being upgraded?"

Q.2b) Those giving a "yes" response to (.2a), above,
were then asked: "Do you think it (the highway
programme) would be funded by the State or by the
Federal Government?"

2. Selected Driving Speed

The initial wave asked respondents in Q.13:

"When you chocse a speed at which to
drive, if there is no other traffic
around, do you generally drive at ... the
existing speed 1imit? or a speed which
you consider safe?"

This question was amended to read the legal rather than existing speed
1imit, and for those stating that they drive at a speed they consider
safe, an additional question was asked, viz:

"Would that be faster or slower than the
legal speed limit?"



5.

Restrictions on Newly Licensed Drivers

A question was included in this survey which attempted to assess the
level of support for proposed restrictions on newly licensed drivers.

Difficulties with appropriate wording and placement of the question
that later became apparent have resulted in excluding it from the
current report. The question will be addressed and analysed in the
Wave III survey.
Road Crashes
Demographic question A was amended to read:

"Have you ever been involved in a road

crash as a driver, passenger or road user

in the last three years?"

Further questioning, in regard to injuries and the number of crashes
that each respondent was involved in, were deleted.

Frequency of Driving

Demographic question B was amended to read:
"How often would you use your car?"
at least one day a week

2-3 days a week
4-6 days a week

2 * % @

every day.



6. Deletions

Due to changes in the requirements for this survey, in comparison to
Wave I, the following questions were deleted:

(Original) Q.5

"On a journey involving driving in the built up
areas of cities and open country roads, where do
you think a driver would be at most risk of having
a crash?"

(Original} Q.8

"Do you think breath tests for blood alcohol
should be taken only for drivers who seem drunk or
do you favour breath tests at random among all
drivers?"

(Original) Q.11a/b)

"If random breath testing was introduced, would
you change your drinking and driving behaviour
from that which you have just (before) told me?"

"Is what you have just told me (before) about your
drinking and driving behaviour the same as what
you would have said before random breath testing
was introduced?"

(Original) Dem. 1

"During the past three years have you been in a
road crash in which someone was injured?"
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SURVEY METHODOLOGY AND YIMING

Sample Development

The study involved surveying 1,046 respondents aged 15 years and
over by telephone.

The survey was conducted in all States and Territories of
Australia, replicating the sample distribution used in Wave I.
Minor technical adjustment to that sample distribution was made
by reference to estimates of population from the Australian
Bureau of Statistics (1981 Census of Population and Housing).

The sample frame for this study was the 1986 White Pages
telephone directory.

Conduct of the Survey

Reark Research conducted the survey using a Computer Assisted
Telephone Interviewing System (CATI), whereby data is
automatically entered into a VDU by interviewers. This system
includes a telephone number management system, which allows for
automatic re-dial of telephone numbers not contacted.

Interviews were conducted from the five mainland capital

cities. A1l interviewers were under the direct control of field
supervisors, and the work of each interviewer was subject to a
10% audit to guarantee authenticity.

Fieldwork was conducted between 8 May and 22 May 1987. A
summary of driver profiles is included as Appendix I, with a
summary of call results being included as Appendix II.
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Data Processing

Free-response questions were coded after completion of
interviewing.

Data was processed in Melbourne by Reark's subsidiary, Computab,
using Quantum Software and Convergent Technologies "Mighty
Frame" computers. ODetailed tabular results were prepared,
segmenting data based on the demographic profile of drivers.

Detailed tabulations are contained in a separate document.
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DETAILED FINDINGS

Tabular findings are presented for this study, with findings from Wave I
also being included for core questions. For comparative purposes,
discussion is primarily based on weighted data from Waves [ and II.

Data for both waves was weighted for age, sex and location. Tables
contained in this report include weighted data from Waves I and II for
Australia. Unweighted data is included for each State/Territory and
Australia, from Wave II only.

Note that the results are subject to standard error, based on sampie
size, for both waves. A table of standard error margins is included as

Appendix IV, based on an 80% efficient sample.

1. Issues of Importance

Al11 respondents were initially asked which issues facing the
Australian community were of most importance to them.
Subsequently, they were asked to nominate the issue which is the
next most important. Tables 1 and 2 indicate the most important
and second most important issues to respondents, with Table 3
adding these two tables together. '

The two most important concerns were, in both waves, the
economy/economic problems, and unemployment/youth problems. In
both waves, first-mentions of both issues were stable at around
20%.

Notable changes between the first and second waves were as
follows:

* a decrease in the number of first-mentions of
inflation/cost of living, from 13% to 6%

o a decrease in first-mentions of war/nuclear war,
from 6% to 2%.
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IREEE | - COMMMITY [SRUE OF HOST IMPORTANCE

#

g.lal “Weat issue fecing the Australisn commmity todey is of most
impoatance o youd”
TOTAL  TOTAL TOTAL {Unweighted)

(Weighted) {Weighted)

WAVE I WAVE II AUST NSW vIC an SA WA TAS AT NT
% ] | ] ] ] 3 3 ] 3 ] ]

Economy / economic
problems 20 20 17 20 25 21 8 13 14 10 23
Unamployment /fyouth
unemployment 19 20 24 15 25 21 32 a1 2 12 12
Inflation/cost of
living/taxes 12 € 6 9 5 4 5 7 9 B [
Drug taking/
trafficking/alocohol
abuse 8 7 8 6 -] 6 8 7 11 16 4
War /nuclear war,/
atomic weapons [ 2 3 3 2 2 5 2 -1 4 4
Political parties/
politics 5 7 6 7 7 8 5 6 6 2 4
Road toll/road
safety 1 1 1 1 1 1 3 2 1 - -
Prink driving 1 " 1 - - 1 1 3 "1 - 1
Youth affairs 2 4 3 4 6 1 2 1 4 2 4
Crime/organisad crime 2 1 2 - 1 1 3 2 1 6 1
Violence /personal
safety 1 1 1 1 2 - 1 - 1 2 -
Sexus) attacks - 1 * 1 1 - - 1 - - -
Union/power strikes 1 2 1 2 1 1 - 1 - - 1
Pollution/
enviromment 1 2 1 1 2 1 1 1 2 2 -
Overseas political
problems 1 1 2 2 - 1 1 1 1 6 5
Terrorism -~ 1 1 - 1 - - 2 1 - 1
Deterjorating morals 1 2 1 1 3 3 - 1 1 - 1
AIDS - 1 1 1 1 1 3 2 1 - -
Family - . 1 - - 1 1 3 1 - 1
Education - 2 1 1 2 1 1 H 2 2 -
Social Security/
welfare/poverty - 2 3 3 2 2 5 2 5 4 4
Other 12 1 2 2 - 1 1 1 1 [ 5
Den't know/can't say 6 22 23 28 10 29 27 19 14 30 kK|
Toital i 100 100 106 e ] i ol 100 100 LW Loo LoG
| Bnman (10EY]  [1046d  {L0WE] (149] (150]) FLIN (153] (156 {13} S0 [ 1060

®* leas than 1%



iy scchomic

problens

Upsps Lorement M yoiath
oyt

Inflat ion/ooet of
liwing/ taxes

Drug taking
Ermfflcking /alashal
Abzse

War nuclesr war)
ELOmIC WENDONS

Political parties)
palitics

Road tall/ road
mfaty

Drink driving
Touth affaics
Crime/organissd orime

Violence/personal
safety

Sexual attacks
Union power/strikes
Pollution/envircrment

Owverseas political
problens

Terrorism
Deteriorating morals
AIDS

Family

Education

Social Security/
welfare/poverty

Other
Don't knew/can't say

Total

0.1ib)

TAELE 2 - COMMUNITY ISSUE CF SHOOND IMPORTMCE

- 15

"What is the next most important issue of concern to you?"

TOTAL

TOTAL

(Waigheed ) (Wadghted)

TOTAL. | Ve Lagtaiscd )

WYE I WANE I RLEST =) VIC oD =~ WL ™S
'Y ) ) % ) 3 i L] i
12 9 11 [ 12 10 11 12 12
12 11 11 9 15 9 8 13 15

7 9 7 9 13 7 5 4 7

9 8 9 5 1 1 18 11 9

4 6 5 6 5 3 3 8 4

5 8 6 7 o 9 5 4 2

2 3 3 3 2 2 3 3 4

1 1 1 2 1 1 2 1 -

2 3 3 3 5 4 2 3 3

1 2 2 1 2 1 5 4 2

2 2 1 2 1 - 4 2 -

1 1 1 1 1 - 1 - 1

2 i 1 1 1 - 1 2 2

2 1 2 1 - 3 1 1 4

1 2 2 1 3 3 1 1 2

1 ot s - - 1 = = L

1 3 2 4 1 1 1 - i
15 18 20 21 5 30 24 22 n
19 13 12 17 12 14 5 B 15
100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
(1033) (1046) (1d6) (149) (150} {151} (152} {156} (138)

{Base)

? less than 1%

10

10

10

100
(50}

100

{100)
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TARLE 3 ~ ALL ISSUES OF COMMUNITY IMPORTRNCE

Q.la] "what issue facing Australia today is of most importance to you?"

0.1b) "What is the next most important issue of concern to you?"

T0TAL  TOTAL TOTAL (Urseighted)
(Weighted) (Weighted)

WAVE I WAVE II AUST NSW VIC QLD SA WA i1 ACT NT
% % 3 % % 3 3 3 % 3 3

Economy/economic
problemns 32 29 31 26 37 31 19 25 26 20 36
Unemployment /youth
unemployment. N il 35 24 40 30 40 44 44 22 19
Inflation/cost of .
living/taxes 20 15 13 18 18 11 10 11 16 10 10
Drug taking/
trafficking/alochol
abuse 17 15 17 11 19 7 26 18 20 18 ]
War /nuclear war/
atomic weapons 10 8 8 9 7 5 8 10 9 14 10
Political parties/
politics 10 15 12 14 18 17 10 10 8 8 11
Read toll/road
safety 3 4 4 4 3 3 6 5 5 4 2
Drink driving 2 1 2 2 1 2 3 2 - - 1
Youth affairs . 4 7 6 7 11 5 3 4 7 5 - 5
Crime/organised crime 3 3 4 1 4 [ a8 7 3 5 2
Violence/personal
safety 2 3 2 3 3 - 5 2 2 3 -
Sexual attacks 1 1 2 2 1 - - 1 2 1
Union power/strikes 3 3 2 3 2 - 3 2 2 2 2
Pollution/environment 3 3 3 2 2 4 2 2 6 4 1
Overseas political
problems 2 3 4 k| 3 4 2 2 3 16 8
Tarrorism 2 1 1 - 1 1 2 1 1 - 2
Deteriorating morals 3 5 3 5 4 6 1 1 5 2 2
AIDS - 1 1 1 1 1 3 2 1 - -
Family - - 1 - - 1 1 3 1 - 1
Education - 2 1 1 2 1 1 1 2 2 -
Social Security/
welfare/poverty - 2 3 3 2 2 s 2 5 4 4
Other 25 30 2 23 5 31 25 23 12 32 30
Don't know/can't say 19 35 a5 43 2 33 24 2 29 k- | 53

| Bame ) (1033} (1o4s) (1046) [143] (150} {1%1] (152} 1 15&] (1M} (52 { L)
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Variations between the two waves for other issues were minor,
and explicable in terms of random error, considering both
initial mentions and total mentions.

As in the first wave, road safety/road toll and drink driving
were not frequently mentioned as being of major importance to
the'community, in relation to other issues. First-mentions of
each were 1% or less.

Variations across the States/Territories were substantial in a
number of cases, yet most of the variation can be explained by
random error. However, consistent with Wave I, South Australian
respondents were less concerned with economic problems;
Tasmanian respondents were particularly concerned with
unemployment/youth problems, as were Western Australian and
South Australian respondents in the second wave only.

Queensland respondents were less concerned with driving and
alcohol abuse in both waves.

In summary, few changes were noted between the two waves;
perceptions of issues important to the community remained

stable.

Community Awareness of Highway Upgrading

After being asked to say which community issues they saw as
being most important to them, all respondents were asked whether
they were aware that major highways 1inking capital cities were
currently being upgraded.

Table 4 indicates that 70% of all respondents were aware of this
upgrading. However, awareness varied considerably between
States and Territories, from 92% in the ACT to 52% in Western
Australia. Awareness was relatively high in the two most
populated States, New South Wales (80%), and Victoria (74%).



Q.2a)

TAHLE 4 - MWAASHESS OF HIGHERY UPGRADING

"Are you aware that the highways vhich link our capital cities

are currently being upgraded?”

TOTAL TOTAL {Unweighted)
(Weightad)
WAVE II AUST NSW vVIC [s #1] SA WA TAS ACT NT
% 3 % % 3 % 2 % % %
Yes 70 &9 80 74 66 65 52 72 92 62
No 27 29 17 23 2B 31 48 28 6 36
Dont 't know/can't say 3 3 a 3 5 4 - i 2 2
Total j k] 100 100 10D 1] L0 jllx 1] 100 100 100
(Base) (1046} ([LO46) {149} 1150 [ 151 ) {152} 11%&] [138) (50) (100)
TAELE 5 - FUNDED B FEDERAL OR STATE GOVERMMENTS
8.3} “"Do think the pime | wonild e Bunded the State
of by the Peleral Govermment?
TOTRL TOTAL [ Urebghtad]
(W ighvted )
WYE II NOST o) Vic [+ Ful b1 Lo ™E AT HT
3 ] 2 L E ] % 2 3 2 1
State 2% 21 29 26 18 22 al 9 9 18
Federal 45 52 42 43 52 - 54 44 65 65 63
Both/equal 23 her 19 23 27 21 21 26 26 13
Don't know/can't say 6 4 9 ? 3 3 4 - - 6
Tivtal 100 106 106 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
| s ) (7T (71Tl [hisy  {11%)  [R11)  CROOD {92} {81} (461 {62}
Hoter Sample sips based on “yes" fesponses o 0. 2al.
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Considering demographic sub-groups, males (74%) were more aware
than females (63%), with that difference being significant at
99% confidence level. Those aged 15-16 years were the least
1ikely to be aware of highway upgrading (51%). Awareness was
also correlated with education level; higher educated persons
were more 1ikely to be aware of upgrading.

Those respondents indicating awareness of highway upgrading were
then asked which Government, State or Federal, funded that
upgrading., Table 5 indicates that 45% attributed it to the
Federal Government, 26% to State Governments, and 23% said that
both levels of Government fund that upgrading.

Respondents in the two Territories and Tasmania were more likely
than the other States to suggest Federal Government funding.
Variations between the States ranged from 65% in Tasmania and
ACT, 63% in the Northern Territory, down to 44% in Western
Australia, 43% in Victoria and 42% in New South Wales.

Males (56%) were more likely to say that funding emanated from
the Federal Government than females (47%).

Those respondents unaware of highway improvement were asked a
hypothetical question, that is, assuming that there is a project
to upgrade highways 1inking capital cities, do you think it
would be funded by the State or by the Federal Government.

Responses were very similar to those from respondents aware of

upgrading. 44% attributed upgrading to the Federal Government,
24% to the State Government, and 24% to both State and Federal

Governments.

Beliefs Concerning Factors Leading to Road Crashes

In both Waves I and II, &l1 respondents were asked to state what
factor most often leads to road crashes. The most frequently
mentioned factors were drink driving and speed in both waves, as
indicated in Table 6.
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TABLE 6 - FACTORS CONSIDERED MOST OFTEN LEADING TO ROAD CRASHES

Q.4a) "What factor do you think most often leads to road crashes?"

TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL (Urseighted)

(Waighted) (Weighted)

WAVE 1 WAVE I AUST NSW VIC QLD SA wa TAS AT NT
] ] ] % ] % % ] 3 ]

Dripk driving 3 . k) 17 35 32 b} 51 30 % 53
Speed 24 27 24 kil 22 23 26 16 38 20 12
Careless/negligent
driving 11 10 9 9 13 9 12 4 7 10 7
Inattention/lack
of concentration 6 3 4 1 3 3 6 5 4 é 2
Driver behaviour/
attitude/impatience 8 5 5 [ 5 7 3 6 3 4 5
Driver inexperiemce/
yourg drivers 5 6 3 7 L3 5 7 3 4 6 4
Insufficient traiming/
driver training 2 2 2 3 1 1 3 2 1 4 1
Drugs 1 * * - 1 - 1 - - - 2
Disregard for road
rules 1 1 1 1 2 - - 1 1 - -
Poor road design/
signage * 6 5 S 5 8 4 4 4 10 3
Road conditions/
traffic corgestion 1 7 L 11 3 9 3 2 2 6 1
Other drivers . e . 1 1 - - - - - -
Driver fatique . 2 2 3 2 1 3 1 1 2 1
Ignorance of
road rules 1 1 1 b 1 = = F 1 = =
Weather conditions L b ¥ 1 L = - = = - -
Vahicle design * ® L - - = = - 1 = -
Vehicle madntersnoe
lack of mintenanos i * L : 1 = - - - = =
Larvallack of police
enforcent = - " = - i = 1 = = -
Crthar read Osers ] L] L - - 1 - = - - -
Something =168 F] - = I - — o - - . =
Do 't bmewfoant mwy L i | k| 1 I 5% 2 3 6 4
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
(Base) (1033} (1lode) (1046} (149) (1S0) (151) (1s2) (156) (138) (50) (100)

®* Jess than 1%
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It is evident that the percentage of respondents stating drink

driving as the major factor in Wave II was lower than in Wave I
(26% versus 34%); this is a statistically significant variation
at 99% confidence (based on weighted data).

Substantial variation was evident between the States and
Territories in regard to drink driving and speed. As in Wave I,
the ‘Northern Territory and Western Australia were the most
1ikely to mention drink driving, and respondents in New Sodth
Wales and Tasmania (in Wave II only) most frequently mentioned
speed. In New South Wales, drink driving was mentioned less
frequently in both waves than any other State, 20% in Wave I and
17% in Wave II.

Table 7 indicates second mentions of factors leading to road
crashes, with drink driving and speed, in both waves, being the
most prominent. Table 8, which contains first and second
mentions, further depicts the prominence of drink driving and
speed.

Other factors perceived as contributing to road crashes were
carelessness/negligent driving, driver inexperience, driver
behaviour/attitude/impatience, and inattention/lack of
concentration.

Tables 9 and 10 show an analysis of the most frequently
mentioned causes of road crashes by age and sex.

Notable variations between these sub-groups were as follows:

* females (39%) were more likely than males (29%) to
cite drink driving the major cause of crashes



Drink driving
Speed

Careless/negligent
driving

Inattention/lack
of concentration

Criver behaviour/
attitude/impatience

Driver inexperience/
young drivers

- 22 -

TARLE 7 - OTHER FACIORS CONSIDERED TO LEAD TO ROAD CRASHES

Q.4p) "What other factors are there?"

TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL {Urmeighted)

(Welghted) (Weighted)

Insufficient training/

driver training

Drugs

Disregard for road
rules

Poor road dasign/
signage

Foad conditions/
traffic congestion

Other drivers
Driver fatigue

Ignorance of
road rules

Weather conditions
Vehicle design

Vehicle maintenance/
lack of maintenance

Level/lack of police
enforcement

Other rcad users
Something else
Don't Yoww/can't say

{Base)
¢ less than 1%

Note:

WAVE I WAVE II AUST NSW viIC [o: ] SA WA TAS ACT NT
3 3 % % ] L 3 3 % 3 3
31 33 32 32 27 34 37 26 3% 28 29
28 22 2 19 24 2% 2 24 20 22 16
14 12 12 13 il 14 9 10 10 10 15
11 7 7 7 7 7 8 a 7 - 2
1 9 7 ? 11 5 9 7 4 6 5
15 10 11 15 5 7 18 13 2 6 11

6 4 4 4 3 2 4 8 3 6 5
10 4 5 5 4 4 7 4 7 - 5
6 1 2 1 - 3 2 1 2 4 -
5 7 7 9 6 10 9 4 6 8 9
4 11 10 16 5 17 9 4 7 12 9
2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 -
3 4 S k] 7 4 5 6 1 14 7
3 2 2 3 1 3 - 5 1 - 1
2 4 3 5 3 5 3 2 4 2 1
1 1 1 1 i 1 1 - 1 - -
3 3 4 1 2 7 3 4 S 4 5
« * - - - - - - - - 1
1 1 1 - 1 1 1 - 2 - -
6 - - - - - - - - - -
1 6 S 7 3 2 7 7 4 10 ¥;
(1033) (1046} (1046) (149) (150} (151) (152) (1s8) (138) (so) {(100)

Multiple responses accepted.



TRILE A - WAJOR FRCTORE CORSTOERED TO LEAD TO ROAD CRASHES

Q.an)

“wihat ofhar factors are thaca?”

O-4al "What factor do you think moat coften leads to road crashes?™

TOTAL  TOTAL

(Weighted) (Weighted)

WAVE I WAVE Il AUST NSW

$
Drink driving €5
Speed 51
Careless/negligent
driving .3
Inattention/lack
of concentration 18
Driver behaviour/
attitude/impatience 19
Driver inexperience/
young drivers 20
Insufficient training/
driver training 9
Drugs 11
| P ) [§leni)]

L1046

3 1
59 66
49 6
2 21
10 10
14 12
16 16
6 6
4 5
(1046 )

22

13

L149])

vIC

62

10

16

10

L1500

TOTAL (Urnweighted)

oLp s W TS  ACT NT
% % Y % Y %
66 65 7 66 54 62
49 49 40 58 42 28
23 21 4 17 20 2
10 14 13 1 6 4
12 12 13 7 10 1
12 5 16 13 12 15
3 7 10 4 10 6
4 a 4 7 - 7
(1s1) {1s2) {156) (138) (500 (100)



Drink driving
Speed

Careless/negligent
driving

Inattention/lack
of concentration

Driver behaviour/
attitude/impatience

Driver inexperience/
young drivers

Insufficient training/
driver training

Drugs
Cther
Total

{Base)

® less than 1%

Drink drivimg
Speed

Careless/negligent
driving

Inattention/lack
of concentration

Driver behavicur/
attitude/impatience

Driver inexperience/
young drivers

Insufficient training/
driver trainimg

Drugs

(Base)
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TRELE 9 - MAIN FACTORS COMSIDERED MOST OFTEN LFADING TO ROAD CRASHES

0.4a) "What factor do you think most often leads to road crashes?”
TOTAL (Urweighted}
MALE FEMALE =

w1 w2 W W2 15-16 17-19 20-24 25-29 30-39 40-49 S50-59 &0+
Y % % 3 % Y 3 £} Y Y LY %
k2] 29 44 39 57 58 0 35 1 35 24 23
19 24 22 24 8 9 16 17 27 19 % 49
10 8 10 9 4 18 10 17 6 9 8 4
7 4 ¥l 3 6 2 5 4 2 5 6 2
6 5 7 5 2 2 2 5 6 6 7 6
7 6 4 4 6 2 4 3 6 7 € [
3 1 1 - - - 3 . 2 3 3

1 1 1 * - - - - 2 - - -
9 20 4 15 17 9 23 16 20 17 21 a
100 100 100 100 100 100 100 160 106 100 100 100
(484) (533) (549) (513) (49) (58) {121) {127) (222) {14} (118} (156)

TRELE 10 - OTHER FACTORS COMSITERED TO LEAD TO FOAD CRASHES
O] "What othai FactarE Are thara?"
TOTAL [ Unwekghted )
MALFE FEMALE

Wi W2 Wl WOIS-l6 17=1% 0= B-29 N=-1 -4 S0-59 B
$ ) $ 3 2 Y % % % % % 3
;) 2 0 T} 1l por 3 2% 29 3 32 3 a7
2% 20 27 ) 16 16 21 20 25 24 25 19
14 11 16 12 24 22 17 9 12 11 8 12
8 6 14 7 4 9 7 5 6 5 5 11
7 8 8 6 6 7 5 6 5 8 10 9
18 12 12 10 8 9 10 13 9 1 11 14
7 5 4 3 - 4 3 2 8 5 5 2
B 3 9 7 4 7 7 4 3 5 5 7
(484) (%33} (%48) (5130 (48} (%%} {1z} {1Z7) (223 (14} (11B) {156}
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e mentions of drink driving and speed as leading to
road crashes is strongly correlated with age.
Younger respondents were much more likely to
mention drink driving, whilst older respondents
were more likely to mention speed. Note that this
trend was consistent in both waves

* the 60 years and over age group were much more
Tikely (49%) to mention speed as a major factor

* the 81 upper white collar workers were much more
1ikely to mention factors other than speed or
drink driving, particularly driver
attitudes/behaviour (15%), as the major factors.

In summary, opinions about the major cause of road crashes were
evenly divided between drink driving and speed.

Belief Concerning Most Important Skill for Safe Driving

A1l respondents were asked to indicate the particular skill or
ability which they considered most important for driving safely
(Q.5). Results are depicted in Table 11.

The findings from both Waves I and Il indicate that
alertness/reaction time (28% and 30% respectively),
concentration (18% and 15%) and care/patience (14% and 10%) were
seen as the most important skills, Variations were not
significant between the two waves, suggesting that perceptions
were stable.

Other skills mentioned with some regularity were defensive
driving, vehicle handling/knowledge, commonsense, experience,
and adherence to rules.



TRIEE 11 - MELIEF COMCERNIMG HOST [MPORTRNT SKILL FOR SAFE DRIVING

Q.5 “"What is the most important skill or ability required of a driver
to drive safely?”

TOTAL  TOTAL TOTHL [ Urne ighted ]

(Wedghted] (Weighted|

WVE ] WVE 1T NBET MW VIC v &, W e KT N
% 3 % % 2 3 ] % % % 3
Alertness/reaction
time 28 30 32 29 3l 35 32 33 25 6 37
Concentraticn i8 15 15 14 17 13 14 16 19 14 8
Care/patience 14 10 10 10 8 13 13 10 6 12 12
Defensive driving 8 7 7 7 9 7 7 4 9 12 B
Vehicle handling/
knowledge 8 5 % 6 3 5 9 6 7 2 6
Commonsense 5 9 9 5 13 9 3 13 10 10 7
Experience 6 8 9 7 1 5 4 8 - 6
Adherence to rules 5 6 'S 7 5 5 7 5 4 ] 5
Judgemant of speed 2 2 3 3 2 2 3 3 7 2 1
Judgement of distance 1 b * - 1 - 1 1 - -
Other S 5 4 7 2 - 7 4 3 4 9
Don't know/can't say 1 7 6 10 5 - 9 5 5 [ 10
Total 100 100 T3] ] 160 4] Ti4] L] e T T ] T 7]
| Brsa | 110330 [Loa8) (loas) (148 {1500 {151) (152} {156) (138] (501 [100]

* lgns than L%
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Belief Concerning Reason for Being Stopped by Police

A11 respondents were asked to indicate why they thought
motorists were most often stopped by police. Table 12 displays
the findings.

By far the most frequently mentioned reason was speed, at 55%.
No significant variations between the two waves were evident.
No other reason was mentioned by more than 10% of respondents.

Other reasons mentioned by more than 5% of respondents were
random breath tests (10%), dangerous driving (8%), drink driving
(8%), and breaking road rules (6%).

Speeding was perceived to be the most common reason in all
States and Territories. However, Tasmanian respondents
mentioned speeding least often in both waves (35%), and were
much more likely to mention random breath testing {34% in Wave
I, 28% in Wave II). Both results were statistically
significant.

No variations were notable between males and females, and no
consistent trends arose across age groupings.

Agreement with Random Breath Testing

A1l respondents were asked to state whether they agree or
disagree with the random breath testing (RBT) of drivers. As
was the case in Wave I, by far the majority of respondents were
in favour of RBT; only 5% disagreed, compared with 11%
disagreement in Wave I (see Table 13).

Agreement was high across all State and Territories of
Australia. In Wave I, the level of agreement with RBT was
significantly Tower in Queensland and especially Western
Australia. However, this was not the case in Wave II.
Agreement with RBT was also strong across all demographic sub-
groups.
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TRELE 13 - BEELTEF COMCEFNIMG RERSTM FOR BEIMG STOPPED BY POLICK

0.6 “For what resson 35 wou think sotorists are moet often #topoed

by the policed"

TOTAL  TOTAL TOTAL (Unweighted)
{Weighted) (Weighted)

WAVE I WAVE II AUST NSW VIC ab SA W TAS ACT NT
% % % 3 % % 3 % % %

Speeding 57 55 53 54 59 €0 51 59 35 60 45
Random breath testing 1u 10 1 15 11 5 5 3 28 12 13
Breakim road rules 9 6 7 7 3 9 7 8 5 4 13
Dangerous driving 8 8 9 6 ] 8 8 10 1 12 12 ‘
Orink driving 6 8 a 4 7 1l 10 9 11 4 7
Vehicle defect | ‘
spot checks 2 3 3 1 2 3 6 3 4 - 3
Unroadworthy vehicle 1 1 2 1 2 - 3 3 3 - 3
Driving on P Plates * . . - - - - - 1 - -
Driving flashy/
unusual car b 1 * - 1 - 1 - 1 - -
To collect revemwe - 4 3 5 4 2 5 4 - - -
Other 4 - - - - - - - - - -
Don't know/can't say 1 a 7 11 5 5 9 6 é 8 4
Total 100 100 160 100 100 190 100 100 106 100 100
{Rase) (1033) (1046) (l046) (149} (1500 {151} (152} (156) (128) (50) (100}

* less than 1%

TRILE 1) - BELIEFS OONCERNIEG BRERTH TESTING OF DRIVERS

Q-7 "D you sgres with the rafdom breath testing of drivera?”

TOTRL  TOTAL TOTAL { Urnem it ]
(Wabghted] (Weighted)

e
B
g |
f
3

WAVE I WASE ITI ALST o= _§ VIs QED
1Y L) $ % $ ) 3 % 3 $ )
Yes as o a3 2% 97 93 20 58 9 % 89
No 11 5 6 4 3 5 8 il 4 4 11
Don't know/can't say 1 1 i - - 2 2 1 1 - -
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 10 106 100 100

{Base) (1033) (1046) (1046) (149} (150} (151} (152} (156} (138) {56} {100} ‘
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Behaviour Regarding Drinking and Driving

Those respondents who reported holding or having held a licence
or permit were asked to describe their behaviour in regard to
drinking and driving (see Table 14).

A11 but a handful of respondents, in both waves, indicated that
they restrict their alcohel consumption when driving, either
completely or in part. One per cent indicated, however, that
they do not restrict drinking when driving.

What has changed between the two waves was the proportion of
respondents stating that they don't drink and drive, up from 29%
to 36%, and a concomitant decrease in the percentage saying that
they restrict drinking when driving, down from 50% to 43%. That
variation is statistically significant. It suggests that
efforts to eliminate drink driving are working.

Females were significantly more 1ikely than males to state that
they do not drink (22% versus 13%, confidence level over 99%),
and were also significantly more likely not to drink at all when
driving (40% versus 31%). Males were thus more likely to
restrict drinking when driving (55% versus 36%), as opposed to
not drinking at all.

Age groups more likely to restrict drinking, rather than
stopping it altogether, were those aged 30-39 years (56%), and
the 25-29 years' age group (53%). Those aged under 20 years
were the most Tikely to claim they do not drink at all when
driving.



TRELE 14 - BEFAVIOUR REGARDING [RINKING AND DRINVIHG

30

Q.10 "Which of the following statements best describes your attitude to

Don't drink at
any time

If drivina,
don't drink

If driving,
restrict drinking

If driving, don't
restrict drinking

Don't know/can't say

Total
[ Bt ]
* less than 1%

drinking and driving?"

TOTAL TOTAL

(Weighted) (Weighted)

WAVE 1 WRVE II AUST NSW vIC oLD SA WA TAS ACT NT

- t % % %- % ;“ % % % % t
19 19 17 2] 16 25 17 12 11 12 21

2 3% 36 33 40 k¥l 37 37 41 2 29

50 43 46 45 41 41 46 49 48 58 50

1 1 1 1 1 - 1 2 ~ 1 -

* 1 1 - 2 1 - 1 - - -

o e -llilf.'l 10 100 Haw 100 10 100 100 100
(aTay  (e0s)  (9aS) (124 {13y (135} (13T) (uaa) {123) (43} [0}
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Drivers' Beliefs Concerning Risks with Other Road Users

The findings have changed somewhat between the two waves (see
Table 15). Mentions of adult cyclists increased from 20% to
25%, (though this is not significant), trucks and heavy vehicles
increased from 20% to 24%, whilst mentions of car drivers
decreased significantly, from 24% to 15%. Mentions of
motorcyclists and adult pedestrians remained stable, at 17% and
14% respectively.

As in the first wave, respondents in the ACT were substantially
more cautious in regard to adult cyclists, whilst in Wave II,
only one of these 43 respondents were most concerned about car
drivers. Once again, South Australians demonstrated a deal of
caution in regard to motorcyclists, yet this was not so with
Victorians; mentions of motorcyclists fell from 26% to 18% in
that State.

Respondents in New South Wales and Queensland were most cautious
of trucks and heavy vehicles, 25% and 26% respectively, and
those results are consistent with the findings in Wave I.

Females were more cautious of adult cyclists than males (29%
versus 21%), yet less cautious of car drivers (13% versus

19%). No consistent trends across age sub-groups were evident.

Behaviour with Regard to Speed Limits

The 905 respondents with a current licence or permit, or who had
previously held a licence, were then asked about their selection
of driving speed. Table 16 indicates the results.

The proportion driving at the speed limit was 43% in Wave II and
39% in Wave I, with that variation not reaching statist{ca1
significance. In both waves it was evident that the majority of
drivers choose a speed which they consider safe, not the legal
speed limit.
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TABLE 15 - OTHER ROAD USERS TREATED WITH MOST CALTION

Q.11 '"When you are driving, which kind of rcad user other than children
are you most cautious about?"

TOTAL  TOTAL TOTAL ([ U i ghtesd b
(Msighted) (Heighted]
WWE I WAVE [T AUST  HEW VIC e i) = W ™a AT W
3 ) 3 ) ] % % % t L 3
Adult pedestrians 12 14 14 13 14 12 9 20 16 16 19
Adult cyclists 20 25 25 27 13 24 20 2 22 42 -]
Motorcyclists 19 17 18 14 18 17 31 17 17 il 12
Car drivers 24 15 16 14 21 16 16 17 20 2 14
Trucks and heavy
vehicles 20 24 n 25 21 2% 20 14 20 12 20
Taxis - 3 3 4 4 4 4 i 2 2 3
Don't ¥now/can't say 4 2 2 3 3 1 - 2 2 5 3
Tital e 100 100 100 Lo 100 100 10 100 L Ty
[ Py ) (B73) (2080 (905)  (la4)  (1aL)  (138) (13T} (133 dlE) (43} 9]

TAELE 16 - SELACTION OF DRIVING SPEED

Q.12 "When you choose a speed at which to drive, if there is no cother

traffic arowd, do you generally drive at ... ?

TOTRAL  TOTAL TOTAL | Urnmdcitad )

(Waighted] (Wedohied)

WEVE I WAVE II MET = WIC QLo 5 L ™E AT o
L L3 L1 ¥ L L] L] L} L1 L %
The legal speed
limit K 43 42 42 37 43 51 52 43 28 30
A speed at which
you consider safe 61 56 56 57 60 56 L] 48 56 67 63
Don't know/can't,say d 1 1 1 2 1 1 - 2 s 1
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
(Base) {873) (905) (905) (124} (131} (135} (127} (133} {122}  (43) {90}

® leas than 1%
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Respondents in South Australia were more likely than the average
to say they cbserve the legal speed limit (53% in Wave I, 51% in
Wave II), with Western Australian respondents also being Tikely
to say that they observe that 1imit in Wave II (52%).

Females were significantly more 1ikely to drive at the legal
1imit than males in Wave II (50% versus 36%), consistent with
findings from Wave I. Older respondents (50-59 and 60 or over)
were also more 1ikely to drive at the legal 1imit. Tertiary
educated respondents (65%) and upper white collar workers (77%)
were the most likely to drive at a speed they consider safe.

The 510 respondents indicating that they drive at self-regulated
speed were then asked if that speed would be faster or slower
than the legal 1imit (see Table 17). Note that this question
was not asked in Wave I.

The most frequent response was faster than the speed 1imit
(49%), with a further 31% varying speed dependent on
conditions. 20% stated that they travel slower than the legal
1imit,

Speed was strongly correlated with age. Respondents aged 60
years and over were more likely to travel under the speed limit
than over it. In total, 40% indicated that they travelled at
the legal speed limit, 9% at over that 1imit, and 24% at under
the legal Timit. In contrast, 41% of respondents aged under 30
years suggested that they travel above the speed limit, whilst
only 5% indicated that they drive below that speed. A further
38% stated that they travel at the speed limit.

In summary, males under 30 years of age were the most 1ikely to
consistently exceed the speed limit.



TRILE 17 - FASTER OR SLOWER SPEEDS

213 "Weild that be faster or siower than the lagal spead 1imib?*

TOTAL TOTAL (Urmeighted)
{(Weighted) -

WAVE IT AUST NSW VIC QLp SA WA TRS ACT NT
L3 3 3 % % % % 3 % %
Faster 49 S0 54 49 43 57 44 40 62 63
Slower 20 22 15 18 2 25 27 35 17 1
Cepends on conditions 1n 27 a 33 34 18 . -] 24 21 21
Don't know/can't say * 1 - - - - 2 1 - 5
Tiokal 100 100 100 oo 1m0 100 10 100 10y 100
[ s | {5100 (%10} {TL} {7 7] 6L} L] (6} L) [&2]

* lems than 1%
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APPENDIX I

Driver Profile and Respondent Profile
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DRIVER PROFILE

Respondents were asked whether they held or had held a 1icence or permit
and if so, which types were held. This data is presented in Table 18,

Further questions were asked to assess the proportion of respondents
that had been involved in & road crash in the last three years, together
with demographic questions.

Overall, 84% of respondents held a licence or permit at the time of
interview, with a further 3% having held one in the past. State
variations were minor. More males held a licence than females (88%
versus 80%), a significant result. No meaningful variations existed
across age sub-groups, although only 72% of those 60 years' and over
held a licence.

0f -those respondents having held a licence/permit, or who held one or
more at the time of interview, the majority (88%) held a car Ticence.

As was the case in Wave I, heavy vehicle licences were most prevalent in
Queensland, Western Australia and Northern Territory. Motorcycle
licences were most frequent in the Northern Territory in both waves.

Table 19 describes the proportion of respondents having been involved in
a road crash in the last three years. Overall, 17% have been involved,
either as a passenger, driver or other road user.

Although there were variations between the States, from 24% in Western
Australia, to 14% in Queensland, ACT and the Northern Territory, these
variations were not significant.
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Males were more likely to have been involved in a crash (20%), compared
with 14% of females, although once again, that variation was not
significant. Substantial variations, however, were evident between age
sub-groups. Of those aged 17-24 years, 32% had been involved in a crash
in the past three years, and that variation is significant at over 39%
confidence Those aged 30 years and over were much less likely to have
been involved in a crash, 13% of those aged 30-49, 9% of those 50-5%
years, and 11% of those 60 and over.

TANLE |8 = LICFNCES HELD

Q.8a) "Do you perscnally have a current driver or motorcycle
licence or permit?"

0.85) “Have you ever had a driver or motorcyrle licence?"

Q.8c) "What licence or licences do you hold/have you held?"

TOTAL  TOTAL TOTAL (Urseighted)

(Weighted) (Weighted) .

WAVE I WAVE II AUST NSwW vIC QLD SA W TAS ACT NT
% 3 3 % % % 3 % ] L 3
Have current licence 8l 84 84 a1 a5 86 82 82 85 86 a9
Not current/held
previously 3 3 2 2 3 3 2 3 4 - 1
Never held - 16 14 13 17 13 11 16 15 12 14 10
Teskal 100 100 100 100 106 100 100 100 bLia) 100 100
| B | {1033) ({uoas) ({iloae) (149) [1%0) (18%) (1%2) (1%6) [138) (50) {100}
Licences Held
Car-Learners permit 3 4 4 5 2 2 4 12 i 2 3
Car-provisional 4 3 2 2 6 2 - 1 4 - -
Car-ordinary licence 9l 88 20 a3 83 %6 90 86 94 93 a7
Heavy Vehicle licence 14 13 14 14 4 19 14 20 7 12 19
Tractor licence 4 2 2 - 1 7 2 3 2 - 2
Motorcycle-Learners 1 e b - - 1 - - 1 - -
Motorcycle-provisional . . . - 1 - - 2 - - 1
Motorcycle licence 8 9 11 7 7 12 12 7 10 16 24
| Bame ) (873} (90%] (908) {la4} qLl31) {135} {127} {1331 {12z2] 143} [20)

Mote: Mulbiple CeSponSes acoepted

% less than 1%
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TABLE 19 - IHVOLVEMENT IN A CRASH

Demoqraphic 1

"And finally, have you ever been involved in a road crash as
a driver or road user in the past 3 years?”

TOTAL TOTAL | Uneedghted |
[Waighted )
WAVE [I T
AT MM vIC Lo Sh o ThE ACT HT
13 L 3 ] L % E 3 ] 3 3

Yes, imvolved in a
crash in last 3 years 17 17 19 17 14 17 24 14 14 14
No, not irvolved in a
crash in last 3 years v} a3 a1 B3 B4 1k} TE B& =2 4]
Total ] TG 100 T 100 BT ] J1:°3] fI7] 190 100

B ] (1046} [Lo4s)  (n49)  [ps0b {1%2)  (182) (156) {1M] {501 (100)



RESPONDENT PROFILE
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Respondents were asked to give their age, occupation and highest level
of education attained. This data is presented in Table 20.

The demographic characteristics of the sample for this study were very

similar to that used in Wave 1,

The Distribution of respondents
was as follows:

Upper White Collar
Medium White Collar
Lower White Collar
Upper Blue Collar
Medium Blue Collar
Lower Blue Collar
Not stated

Total

in October 1986.

across the different occupational groups

12
36
25
13
10

100
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TAMLE 20 - BESPOMDENT AGE, OCCUPWTION AND EDUCATION

Descgraphics 8,0

“Which of the following soe geoups do you fall intod™

Shrd Wbt s your cooupastiond”
“he! what i@ the highest level of sdocation you heve reached?”

TOTAL  TOTAL TOTAL (Ui ftvtond )

[Weightad] (Weighted)

WAWVE 1T WRAE [T MIST e VIC QLD .1 L] TS ACT T
% 2 t L % 3 3 % ) %
Age (years)
15-16 4 5 5 7 5 3 5 6 1 8 4
17-19 7 5 5 1 7 B 5 5 4 4
20-24 1 12 12 9 12 12 14 12 1 4 14
25-29 11 13 12 16 1l a 12 11 11 18 17
30-39 20 23 2 18 19 2 18 23 23 30 24
40-49 14 19 19 15 23 14 1 22 16 24 2
50-59 14 12 11 13 13 16 1 8 12 8 7
60 and over 18 16 15 19 1 16 20 12 23 6 3
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 bl 100 100 100 100
Occupation
Still at school 6 5 6 6 5 4 6 8 1 8 8
Tertiary or other student 3 3 3 2 5 1 4 4 4 2 k]
Full-time home duties 18 18 18 20 10 4 23 21 17 16 9
Retired/pensicner 14 16 13 13 11 15 16 13 2 6 2
1 2 3 1 3 5 1 2 4 2 4
Working 57 55 57 57 &6 50 50 53 51 66 74
Refused 1 - - - - - - - - - ~
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Education Level
Primary 7 7 8 6 k] 10 13 4 9 8 B
Secondary 55 56 56 55 59 58 56 51 59 B 60
Trade/TAFE 17 16 15 17 14 12 17 18 17 8 15
Tertiary 19 19 20 19 23 17 13 22 15 46 17
Something else 2 2 1 3 1 2 1 4 - - -
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

{ Base] (1033} (1046) (1046) (149) {150) (151) (152} (156) (138} {50} (100)
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APPENDIX II

Field Summary of Calls and Achievement Rates



- 42 -

FIELD SUMMARY OF CALLS AND ACHIEVEMENT RATES

QLD & NSW & VIC & SOUTH  WEST
TOTAL NT ACT TAS AUST AUST
(No.) (No.) (No.) (No.) (No.) (No.)
Completed interviews 1,086 251 199 288 152 156
Terminated 26 3 6 9 2 6
Refusals 393 68 86 117 46 76
Quota full/discarded 534 105 85 185 161 58
Total contacts 2,099 427 326 599 361 296
Nil contact
{including recorded
messages) 647 165 201 157 87 37
Total attempts 2,657 592 527 756 448 333

Note: Calls ware made from the following Reark offices:

Office

Brisbane
Sydney
Melbourne
Adelaide
Perth

State/Territories

Queensland and Northern Territory
New South Wales and ACT
Victoria and Tasmania

South Australia

Western Australia
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Recommendations for Future Surveys
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RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FUTURE SURVEYS

General

The questionnaire frequently uses the word "driver" to describe
motorists. "Driver" tends to eliminate riders of motorcycles. It is
suggested that in the first question mentioning "driver", that
respondents be advised that this word extends to users of other road
vehicles,

Individual Questions

Q.la/b) - Both waves conducted to date indicate that the order of
first mentioned issues of importance (Q.la) and others mentioned
(Q.1b) are very similar. This suggests that there is 1ittle need to
ask Q.1b), as it only supports findings of Q.la).

In regard to drug taking/trafficking/alcohol abuse, it is questioned
whether trafficking should be coded with personal abuse of
drugs/alcohol. Rather, trafficking should be coded with organised
crime.

Mentions of violence/personal safety and sexual attacks were few in
both waves. They could readily be coded together.

Q.4a/b) - As with Q.la/b), first and other mentions of antecedents of
road craches were very similar, and there is 1ittle need to ask for
other mentions.

Q.10 - The word "attitude" is inappropriate in this context. Rather,
we are talking about behaviour.

Q.11 - What is not known from this guestion is whether caution is
exercised for the benefit of the respondent or the other road user.
It is suggested that this be asked as Q.11b).
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APPENDIX 1V

Table and Graph of Standard Error Margins



Sample
Proportion

5/95%

10/90%

15/85%

20/80%

25/75%

30/70%

35/65%

40/60%

50/50%

- 46 -

STANDARD ERROR OF A PROPORTION
95% Sampling Tolerance

Assumes Sampling Plan 80% as Efficient as a

Single Random Sample

Sample Size

1000 500 400 300 200 150 100

+%

1.

2.

2.

+% +% +% +% +% +%

5 2.2 2.4 2.8 3.5 4.0 4.8

1 3.0 3.4 3.9 4.8 5.4 6.6

5 3.5 4.0 4.5 5.7 6.4 7.8

2.8 4.0 4.5 5.1 6.3 7.2 8.8

3.0 4.3 4.8 5.5 6.8 7.7 9.5

3.2 4.5 5.1 5.8 7.3 8.2 10.0
3.3 4.7 5.3 6.1 7.5 8.6 10.5
3.4 4.9 5.4 6.3 7.7 8.8 10.7
3.5 5.0 5.5 6.4 7.8 9.0 11.0
Confidence Interval s the given sample
proportion. The above table is provided as a

guide to maximum expected error variances for
probability samples employed with reasonable
cluster sizes. Experience suggests that actual
error variances are smaller than the above
theoretical values.
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MARGIN ERROR CURVES
FOR 95% CONFIDENCE

’Iﬂm—mr
ﬁﬁwﬁm- 1-96 i

mﬂmmﬂiﬁ%mﬁﬁﬂ

—

338 & 8

8

n, SAMPLE SIZE

362 Male

558 Female

820 Total
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APPENDIX V

Questionnaire
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Reark Research Pty, Ltd., Ref:

CS=1747-MT/aB/
88-90 Foveaux Street, COMMUNITY ATTITUDES TO ROAD SAFETY

May, L9

SURRY HILLS. N.S.W. 2010,
INTRODUCTICON
Good (...}. My name is (...) from REARK RESEARCH and at the moment we are talking to pecple throughout Australia

about issues of public concern.

to todays date and who is home now.

IF_LOOKING FOR QUOTA ASK:

May I speak with & male/female aged (...) who is home now.

Re-introduce if necessary.

May I speak with the sale/female aged 15 years or over, whose birthday is closest

Q.1a) What issue facing the Australiasn Q.la) Q.1b}
comsunity today is of most
importance to you? HOST NEXT
[MPORTANT | MPORTANI
LNTERVESNER NOTE: Unemployment/youth unesployment.....eeesvsea 01 01
RECORD FIRST MENTION ONLY IN Youth Rffaies.e.iececrnvirsvansserressennens 02 02
L Ll L Drug taking/drug trafficking/alcohol abuse..| 03 03
Inflation/cost of living/taxes.......cceeaee 04 04
T e ey e The eConOmy/ecOnORic PTObIOMS..v.euveecernns 05 05
Q.1b] What is ths next mast isportant Politica} parties/politicis/government....., 06 )
issus of concern to you! Crime/organised crime....cooveecenersnnnenas 07 07
Violencelporsonai safety..uciiiinncniiniaans o8 08
INTURVL IR JOTY: Sexutl BLLACKS..ureencreserarinarnsarsroanss 09 09
RECORD SECOND MENTION ONLY IN Union power/strikes/industrial problems...., | _ 10 _ | __ 10 __
gPQESIﬁgoaTANT LUMN 10 Road toll/road safety....veeevrcnvanreonness 11 11
Drink driving...veeessreansnaronsnsnnrnnsnns 12 12
Pollution/environmental {8SU@S......veovruns 13 13
War/nuclesr war/atomic WeBpPONS. .. .vv.n TRy 14 14
Overseas political problems......ccovvvanvns 15 15
TOrTOTiSMesartvavsiosesartvoansrrsnsnossrnod 16 16
Deteriorating morals/society's morals,...... 1? 17
Something else (Please sepcifyl.....eeennuss 18 18
(DOn™t know/can't Savl...iveresnnrressrnnans 19 19
Q.2a) Are you aware that the highways which link our capital cities are currently being upgraded?
Yes. oo ivnesnstsnnnsosanssnnnsnse. 1
NOvovsnsreasansnntesttsrasennnne: 2
(Don't KNOW)isvietanesrrosanvens
Q.2b) (Assuming that there is a project of this nature) Do you think it is (would be) funded by the State
or by the Federal government?
SEAte . steerrsattrenstaritcertsen 1
Federal.oiovirnvonionernnnnnnnees 2
Both/EqUal. . vveevaiisvansncessnan 3
(Don't KNOW) . vevenverasrnrnrensans 4
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Q.4a) This survey is being conducted on behalf of the Federal Office of Road Safety. .____."-" i Q. 3b]
What factor do you think meost often leads to road crashes? MOST
OFTEN OTHER
FACTOR FACTORS
INTERVIENER NOTE:
RECORD FIRST MENTION OKLY IN MOST Speed/excessive speed/inappropriate speed.... 01 01
0 R COLUMN IN GRI Drink driving..cveeeuvsncnssrassnrssssannsnnes 02 02
OPPOSTTE DTUESs s nsanssensesassssanannsnnsnnonssnannnn 03 03
Driver attitudes/behaviour/impatience........ 04 04
""""""""""""""""""" Oriver inexperience/young drivers............ 05 05
Older drivers.coiesiiiisnroanrrrrrrssornssnes 06 06
Q.4b) What other factors are there? Inattention/lack of CONCENtTALioN............ o7 07
Careless/negligent driving...ccivvvvinicnnens 0s 08
INTERVIEWER NOTE: Driver training/insufficient training........ 09 o9
RECORD UP TO TWO OTHER MENTIONS Driver fatigue.......evcnaan Ceeeas assases TR [ U .
RIS OPRRTTE— Sl Disregard of road TULES.eeveeversrneresonenns 11 1
- Ignorance of road TUles....cvvivciaresiavrnen 12 12
Road design/poor road Signage.....ccoeveeesnas 13 13
Road conditions/traffic congestion........... 14 14
Neather conditions......ccveennrnvnvnneannnss i5 15
Vehicle design.. cevvivnncnrcsnrcnnnansnsnans 16 16
Vehicle maintenance/lack of maintemance...... 17 17
Level/lack of police enforcement............. 18 18
Other Toad USETS...ovvsncosnsssvinrnnnnnnsans 19 19
Something else (Please specify).......... sasn | o220 20
Nene others....... 21 21
Q.5 What @s the wost important skill Vehicle handling/knowledge of vehicle,.......c.ccveuuen . 01
:: ::ii\lf:tz.;:g;red of a driver Judgement of speed....... sievvnrrinniinnnes Geesseeannens 02
Judgement of distance,....vciisesiriececercnncrstscnones 03
DO NOT AID - CODE ONE MENTION ONLY Alertness/awareness/Teaction time.....vvrevevocarnnnnnss 04
ConCOntTALION. st erssvssnrsssnsrncansnnnsnne arreranens 05
EXpeTienCe. e iiiiianartiteenseneencnnnnnns tereriveeees | 06
Care/consideration of other road users/patience......... | 07
Adherence to road TUleS.....cevvuvvvsssnrtnnnaveasnnnnes I 08
Ability to predict/forecast traffic movement/defensive
LB 7 0o
COMBONSENS®. 1 s issevriosvnssrtonsessrasssnssnassannannn .
Something else (Please specify)..cvvrevrvsvanas serranean | 11
(Don't know/can't S@8¥)..i.sieerrsrsccnrcncescacarnans reus 12
Q.6 For uI'ut reason do you think Random breath Testing.eeecncecnsssrisvrenrsosnrassvioncas 01
:‘::;;::";y‘:;:;:hgg‘“ DEABK ATAVANGesvrnsnsnnnnnssnsasssumnneoreeeansneeenns . 02
Driving srratically/carelessly/dangerously.......co0uenn 03
CODE_ONE MENTION ONLY Speeding/excessive speed...cvvvieiiiinraiirrerariiiannas 04
DO NOT AID Breaking road TULeS....vvrneiuvernsreranencnssarunnanns . 05
Vehicle defect spot check.......covvvinniiinnnnecnnnes 06
Unroadworthy vehicle.....oierreniiennninnnnnns rraanaes arv
Driving on P-plates........ceeneinanna.. T T T e 08
Driving flashy/unusual car......... T T T R T T T TR 09
Something else (Please Spocifyl....icevvissnenen trneeens 19
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Q.7 Do you agree with the random breath }.11  When you are driving, which kind of road
testing of drivers? If necessary: user other than children are you
most cautious about? (Read out)
Breath testing for alcohol? -
READ OUT IN ORDER OF RCTATION STARTING
T T T 1 WITH ASTERISK (°) « COODE ONE MENTION ONLY
NO.visonnninvonantrossanressnssenncnns I Adult padcstrhns..............'... 1
t 'ndo | . .
B::t:n:n:: 'h“r'b"“h 3 Adult cyclists..innannes seessersad 2
(Don't Know/can't S8¥)..essersserans i MOtor cYClistSivernerevarnsersrvae 3
TAXiS.nssiecosennnsnasisnnnsnsones 4
Q.8a) Do you personally have a current driver or Car drivers...civccenvsvse sesranass 5
motor cycle licence or permit? Trucks and DUSES...ees vavensivseaa | 6
Yes. ..o o (ASK R.8C) cirennissrsannnne 1 | (Don't know/can't say).......e00u. ?
, 1-12  When you choose a speed at which to drive,
BOaasoss o OASK o8Bl nersopnsesnaness A if there is no other traffic around, do
you generally drive at ... (Read out/
(.8b) Have you ever had s driver or motor cycle
licence? The legal speed limit? ....v00uen. 1
YeS.uenn  (ABK Q.8 eersnrrarnnnns I (Go to £.13)... A speed which you consider safe? . 2
NOw..svs. (Go b0 Damograhics C)...... 3 (Don't know/can't say)....... eves 3
A Q.13 Would that be faster or slower than the
Q.8¢c) PHRASE APPROPRIATELY: legal speed limit?
What licence or licences do you hold/have
you held? FESLET suvenss 1
Slower ..vaaen 2
Car - lumafs permit, . .ociinnnins : (0 1s on conditions) s
- provisional licence/P-plate.. (Don't know/can't say) .
- drivers licence (class 1)... 5
Heavy vehicle licence,,....cev0en.s i e
Tractor licence...eeeveerivsnnansen % JEMOGRAPHICS :
Motorcycle - learners permit....... 6 . PHRASE APPROPRIATELY. IF MORE THAN ONE
- provisional licence.....vuvss 7 L P L N R_LONGEST.
- motorcycle licence (class K) ! . How long have you had/did you hold your
drivers licence or permit? Would it be...
(Read out)
Up to three YeaTrs...catucarencrnns 1
More than three Years......ivevess 2
le How often would you drive your car?
At least one day u weeK....conseens 1
2 -3 Cay: aweek,v.ocrnsrrrasnans 2
3 -6days a week..oauvsenenns 3
EVETY daYi.everorsscancarsnsunnnsns 4
(NeVeT) o vsasavorosnnnciosusnnvnnss 5
b Into which of the following age groups deo
you fall into? i
15 = 16 yOATS . vseaerrsrnasennsssns 1
17 = 19 years..cveeucaes crErsesses 2
20 - 24 YRATS.erniererrrrnanaanen 3
25 - 29 YOATS.svcnnnrencsnan e 4
30 - 39 years......... cersatabnann 5
40 - 49 yeaTrS..ov.eevessrrnnraiias| B
50 = 5% YeArS..sseuvansnnatanninns 7
60 years and oveT....cuvveescncnns B
0,10 Which of the following statemsnts best |.-
describe your attitude to drinking and ). SEX: RECORD AUTOMATICALLY
driving? (Read out) CODE ONE ONLY Mal
Brrinninnras 1
I don't drink at any time....cveiss 1 Female......... 2
If I am driving, [ don't drink..... & i
H 4 ian? |
I£ I am driving I restrict what 1 £, And what is your usual occupation? |
rinKessiuseorrnseccsrnencasssernan L Still at school.cvevccussnes veeans 1
If I am driving I don't restrict Tertiary or other student......... 1
what [ d"“k - | Full time home duties..... ihsessee L
' ' 5 .
(Don't know/can't say)........ Retired/pensioner.......occvevenen 4
Unemployed...cootsnvnracnssrnrines b
Working, (Probe for position and
P S 5 Y




F. And what is the highest level of education
you have reached? (Read out)
Primary school only......
Secondary School.....ivveecenrracnes
Trade qualifications/TAFE course....
Tertiary qualification..............

Something else (Please specify).....

W e e RS

G. And the post code where you live?
RECORD FOUR DIGIT NUMBER

H. And finally, have you been involved in a
road crash as a driver, passenger or road
user in the last 3 years?

TBE:cocnvnnannansscsssannrnnnnnnanss 1

M. cascasssabranmnannsneaspadsrasnrs i

o o o o I 0 0 i o O O e i o e ot O e i

INTERVIEWER MAME:

R S e o o BB O IO 05 5 5 e e o 1 0 O e 5 o e

LOCATION :

I I e Y D e o Y N 5 e o e e e

DATE: Y S l
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