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Overview
This report presents the findings from the 15th wave of the Transport Accident Commission’s (TAC) Victorian Road Safety Monitor (RSM). In 2014, the study was run in May via a shorter ‘Pulse’ survey and again in September using the standard ‘Main’ survey. The 2014 Main survey is based on a sample of 928 licence holders and registered vehicle owners from across Victoria. In total, 1,999 Victorians were invited to participate in the survey (including a single opt-in case). Participants were randomly selected from the VicRoads driver licence and registration database, within a number of sampling categories (age, gender, location and socioeconomic quintile) to ensure representativeness when compared with the Victorian population of licence holders and registered vehicle owners. 
All participants were mailed a paper version of the questionnaire and a return envelope on September 9, 2014. The letter also contained a username and password to enable the respondent to complete the survey online or to call the Social Research Centre and complete the survey over the telephone. Follow-up phone calls were conducted with non-respondents after the initial survey distribution and reminder letter activity, in which respondents were encouraged to complete the survey and offered the option of completing the survey over the phone.
 
Driver characteristics and demographics
As found in previous years, most respondents held a full licence, and over half of young adults (aged 18 to 25) held a probationary licence or learners permit. When asked how they rate their driving competence in relation to other drivers, 66% of respondents consider themselves ‘better than average’ drivers and 14% thought themselves a ‘much better’ driver. Only 16 respondents thought they were ‘worse’ than average. Males, middle-aged respondents (aged 26 to 60), metropolitan drivers, and those who drove long distances were more likely to think they were ‘better than average’ drivers.
Around two in three respondents (69%) drove for work or work related purposes, 29% of which involved daily work-related driving. Of those who drove for work, the most common type of vehicle used was a car, followed by a utility or pickup.
Similar to the ABS 2011 census, over two thirds of respondents were born in Australia (68%). The most common occupations were professional and associate professional, managers and administrators and technicians and trade workers. Males tended to dominate technical and trade professions, whereas females showed higher proportions in professional, clerical and community professions.   



Driving attitudes & behaviours
Consistent with previous years, Victorian licence holders and registered vehicle owners in 2014 mentioned alcohol and speed as the main contributing factors leading to serious road accidents. All other factors were also mentioned at a comparable rate in 2014 Main compared to 2013. 
When asked to rate the level of perceived danger involved in various driving behaviours respondents typically rated driving while impaired (after drinking alcohol, taking drugs or while very drowsy) as very dangerous (mean rating between 8.4 and 9.7 out of 10). Driving while using a handheld mobile was also perceived to be very dangerous (8.6); however driving while using a hands free mobile was only seen to be moderately dangerous (5.5). Despite nominating ‘speed’ as one of the main factors contributing to serious road accidents, speeding by a few kilometres above the limit was rated as least dangerous with a mean rating of 5.4 for a 100km/zone and 5.3 for a 60km/zone.
Incidences of accident involvement decreased significantly in 2014 Main (15%) compared to the 2014 Pulse (20%). Involvement in accidents declined with increasing driver age, from 16% and 17% among young drivers (18-25 and 26-39 year olds respectively) to 14% among drivers aged 40 to 60 years and 8% among drivers aged over 60 years. Respondents who reported driving 15,000km or more in a year, or who reported driving 300km or more in a week were also more likely to have been involved in a crash in the last five years compared to those who drove less.
Speed
Respondents were asked to nominate speeds at which they felt they should be able to travel in 60km/h and 100km/h zones without being booked for speeding. The proportion of respondents who feel that they should not be booked when driving up to 5km over the speed limit remains over 90% for a 60km/h zone; however this figure dropped significantly from 78% in the 2014 Pulse to 71% in the 2014 Main for a 100km/h zone. Of those who identified a speed greater than the speed limit the majority reported that they either never or only sometimes drive above the posted speed limit (over 85%) or above their defined speeding limit (90%).
Responses showed that on average 17% of all respondents had been caught speeding in the last 12 months, and those caught speeding reported that they had been caught an average of 1.29 times. This is comparable to 2013 figures (1.25 times). Males and those who drove long distances were more likely to have been caught speeding than females and those who drove short distances.
Around one third of respondents (30%) felt it’s easy to avoid being caught driving over the speed limit (unlike 12% in the 2014 Pulse who felt it was easy to avoid being caught speeding). Over half of respondents (57%) thought that if they were to speed by a few kilometres in a 60km/h zone they would have a high chance of being caught, and 30% of respondents agree that their family and friends think it is okay to speed by a few kilometres in a 60 zone.  
Male drivers are less likely than female drivers to agree that they will be caught if they were to speed. Drivers aged 18 to 25 years were also less likely than older drivers to believe that they have a high chance of being caught, and more likely to believe it is easy to avoid being caught and that their friends and family think it is okay to speed in a 60km/h zone. There also appears to be a relationship between certain driving behaviours such as drink driving and speeding. Respondents who reported having driven while possibly over the legal alcohol limit in the previous 12 months were less likely to believe that they would have a high chance of being caught speeding, and more likely to believe that it is easy to avoid being caught. 
Impaired driving 
Just under three quarters of all respondents (72%) indicated they drank alcohol, compared to only 7% who used recreational drugs. Of those who used recreational drugs, 13% had driven after taking drugs. Only 6% of respondents had got into a car when they thought the driver was over the legal limit. Both behaviours were more common among males compared to females. When respondents had driven after drinking, drug use, or had been a passenger when they suspected the driver was over the limit, the main reasons were typically that they thought the driver/they were capable and that they just wanted to get home. 
Unlike speeding behaviours (30%), 23% of respondents felt it is easy to avoid being caught if driving over the BAC limit. Similarly, almost two thirds of respondents agreed that they would be caught if they were driving over the blood alcohol limit (64%), compared to just over half for speeding (60%). And only one in ten respondents (9%) agreed that their family and friends think it is OK to drive slightly over the blood alcohol limit compared to one in three (28%) for driving at a few kms per hour over the speed limit. 
Incidences of driving regularly while drowsy have decreased significantly since 2013, from 18% to 11% in 2014 Main. As found in previous years, males and young adults were more likely to regularly drive while tired compared to females and older adults. Similarly, significantly more of those who a) had driven when they suspected they were over the blood alcohol limit, b) had been involved in an accident and c) drove long distances regularly, drove while drowsy (compared to those who had not driven over the limit, been involved in an accident and drove short distances). Similar to other risky driving behaviours, the main reason for driving while drowsy was ‘I just wanted to get home’ (26%).

Distractions
Just over half of licence holders aged 18-60 (56%) indicated that they used a handheld mobile in the last month. This figure has significantly decreased from 62% in 2013. Two in five respondents were distracted by other drivers (41%), with just over one third distracted by their own thoughts (37%), and one in four distracted by street signs or passengers (24% each). Respondents generally agreed that taking their eyes off the road for a few seconds was dangerous (87%) and that they can ignore their mobile if a text or calls arrives (85%). Only 20% said their family and friends think it is okay to use a mobile phone without a hands free kit.
Just under half (46%) said that they never make or answer calls while driving while 35% only use a hands free kit to make or answer calls. The incidence of never using a phone while driving was highest among drivers aged 61 and over (75%). Young adults (18-25 years) were more likely to answer their phone and put it on their lap or console (23%). Those who reported ‘drink driving’ were more likely to hold the phone to their ear compared to those who did not drink drive. Those who did not drink drive, had not been in an accident and who drove short distances were most likely to report never making or answering calls while driving. 
When asked specifically about using a handheld mobile for calls and for texting, males and young adults were more likely to use their phone in general compared to females and older adults. Regional respondents were more likely than metropolitan respondents to use their phone while actively driving; however metropolitan respondents were more likely to read or write a text message while stopped at the lights. 


Vehicle ownership & purchasing
Most respondents either personally own the car that they usually drive (78%), or use a car owned by someone else in their household (14%) – young adults were least likely to own the car they usually drove and most likely to drive a car owned by somebody else in their household. Consistent with previous years, most respondents felt their car was ‘important but not everything’ or that they ‘cared a little but not too much’ about their car.
On average, respondents had 2.14 cars at their household; this figure was highest for those aged 18-25 (mean 2.75 cars). Regional respondents had significantly more trucks or buses and motorbikes than metropolitan respondents. Almost all respondents (94%) drove a car either daily or at least weekly and a further 52% travelled in a car as a passenger daily or at least weekly. 
Vehicle purchasing intentions remain low since the 2008 drop after the global financial crisis. Among those planning to purchase a car in the future, more intended to buy a used car than a new car, this increased significantly from 38% in the 2014 Pulse to 49% in the 2014 Main. The most popular type of car respondents intended to purchase was a sedan, followed by an SUV or 4WD. 
The factors which most influenced vehicle selection were vehicle condition (4.7), safety features (4.4) and fuel economy (4.2). The highest rated safety features which influenced vehicle selection were front air bags (4.6), side curtain airbags (4.2) and side airbags (4.2). Females were more likely than males to consider crash test results or safety ratings before purchasing their next car.
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Background
The Transport Accident Commission (TAC) was formed in 1986 by the Victorian Government. The primary statutory roles of the TAC are a) to provide personal injury insurance to people injured in transport accidents and b) to promote road safety in Victoria. 
The TAC Road Safety Monitor (RSM) has been conducted annually since the benchmark survey in 2001. During that time a number of different research agencies have undertaken the fieldwork and reporting for this research. Since 2010, the Social Research Centre has been commissioned to undertake the research, implementing a number of changes to improve the research tool and reporting. In 2014, two waves of the RSM were run – a shorter ‘Pulse’ version, and the standard ‘Main’ version. This document reports on findings from the 2014 Main RSM specifically but also highlights key changes over time (particularly 2014 Pulse compared to 2014 Main) and discusses how different groups of Victorian drivers and registered vehicle owners think and behave with respect to road safety issues.
Research objectives 
The broad objectives of the RSM are to: 
Monitor driver attitudes and self-reported behaviour in regards to road safety issues; 
Identify potential areas of concern for the TAC in the community; and
Provide information that assists in the development of programs that address these community concerns. 
The specific objectives of the RSM are to: 
Monitor the change in attitudes and behaviours of drivers regarding a range of road safety issues, including: 
· Speed; 
· Restraint Wearing; 
· Impaired Driving; 
· Distractions; and 
· Vehicle Purchasing.
Identify groups of Victorian drivers who have different attitudes, behaviours and histories. 
[bookmark: _Toc309892078][bookmark: _Toc406162099]
Research methodology
The RSM has evolved over time and changes in methodology may have impacted historical results contained within this report:
From 2001 to 2007 the RSM was conducted exclusively via telephone interviewing.  An internet pilot was conducted in 2007.
In 2008 and 2009 the research simultaneously used both telephone and online methodologies for data collection.
Since 2010 the methodology was altered to allow flexible participation, so that paper, online and CATI surveying are all employed.
Since 2010, the TAC has been granted access to the VicRoads driver licence and registration database. This database is used to randomly select individuals to represent the State, and post these individuals an invitation to participate in the survey, along with a paper copy of the questionnaire. In 2014 Main, 2,000 individuals were sampled from the VicRoads database and 1998 were sent a hard copy survey (two were removed after cleaning for sufficient address information).
Participants were also provided with the option of completing the survey online or over the phone (by using a free call 1800 number). One week after the surveys were mailed, a reminder letter was sent to participants yet to complete the survey, with another following approximately one week after that. Reminder calls targeted low-response groups who had an active and identifiable phone number. Table 1.1 provides an overview of the RSM schedule for 2014.
[bookmark: _Ref373311353][bookmark: _Toc310339956][bookmark: _Toc348681591][bookmark: _Toc405817954]Table 1.1: Overview of the RSM schedule
	Phase / task
	Date

	Finalisation of questionnaire
	18-Aug-2014

	Finalisation of sample
	20-Aug-2014

	Initial mail out
	08-Sept-2014

	1800 number operational
	08-Sept-2014

	Online survey launch
	09-Sept-2014

	Reminder letter mailing
	17-Sept-2014

	Second reminder letter mailing
	24-Sept-2014

	Commence telephone response maximisation activity
	01-Oct-2014

	Complete telephone response maximisation activity
	*28-Oct-2014

	Online survey close
	28-Oct-2014

	Cut off for data processing (hard copy returns)
	29-Oct-2014


* CATI calls were conducted between Oct 1 and Oct 13, stopping once the target for CATI was reached. Calls recommenced on Oct 25 to boost response rates until the end of field.

As part of this methodology, an incentive of entry into a draw for one of six $250 prizes was offered to all of those who completed the survey (two were offered to those responding within the first weeks of the survey), with an additional $500 prize draw for those who responded online. This additional incentive for online completion was offered to encourage respondents to choose this option as it is more cost effective and ensures appropriate questions are asked through programmed sequencing.

Fieldwork overview
The 2014 Main survey is based on a sample of 928 licence holders and registered vehicle owners from across Victoria. In total, 1,999 Victorians were invited to participate in the survey (including a single opt-in case). The overall response rate for the 2014 Main RSM was 46.4%. 
The initial survey invitation was sent by mail on September 8, 2014. Two reminder letters were also sent to non-responders, the first on September 17 and the second on September 24. One week after the second reminder letter was sent, reminder calls began (October 1) for those respondents who had not completed the survey and for whom a phone number was identified by the TAC using Sensis’s MacroMatch service. The survey remained open for seven weeks, closing on October 28, 2014.
Over half of the surveys were completed via hard copy (481), with 351 completed online. The CATI reminder component initially ran from October 1 to October 13 and achieved 66 CATI interviews. After reviewing the overall response rate it was decided to resume CATI reminder calls on October 25 and continue until the end of field – resulting in 96 CATI completes. The average interview length for CATI completes was just over 27 minutes.
Sample performance
Table 1.2 below summarises the final response rate by mode of completion and basic demographic characteristics. As found in previous years, response rates for males were lower than females (41.9% and 51.0% respectively) and those aged 61+ were more likely to respond (57.2%) than younger age groups (34.1% for 18-25 year olds, 39.3% for 25-39 year olds). Young adults (18-25 years) were more likely to complete online (16.5%) or via CATI (6.6%) compared to older adults (61+ years) who were more likely to complete via hardcopy (44.9%). 	
[bookmark: _Ref405817503][bookmark: _Toc393101153][bookmark: _Toc405817955]Table 1.2: Response rate by mode of completion and basic demographic characteristics
	
	
	
	
	Completion Mode

	
	
	Total sample
	Completes
	Response rate
	Hardcopy complete
	Online complete
	Phone interview

	Total
	
	1,999
	928
	46.4%
	24.1%
	17.6%
	4.8%

	SEIFA Index 
	1st Quintile
	275
	127
	46.2%
	28.4%
	13.5%
	4.4%

	
	2nd Quintile
	213
	102
	47.9%
	25.4%
	16.9%
	5.6%

	
	3rd Quintile
	339
	155
	45.7%
	23.9%
	17.7%
	4.1%

	
	4th Quintile
	560
	248
	44.3%
	24.1%
	15.9%
	4.3%

	
	5th Quintile
	612
	296
	48.4%
	21.7%
	21.1%
	5.6%

	Gender
	Male
	1,061
	445
	41.9%
	21.2%
	16.1%
	4.6%

	
	Female
	938
	478
	51.0%
	26.9%
	19.2%
	4.9%

	Age group
	18-25
	351
	120
	34.2%
	11.1%
	16.5%
	6.6%

	
	26-39
	648
	254
	39.2%
	14.5%
	19.6%
	5.1%

	
	40-60
	626
	320
	51.1%
	27.6%
	18.4%
	5.1%

	
	61-90
	374
	214
	57.2%
	44.9%
	10.2%
	2.1%

	Location
	Metro 
	1,432
	671
	46.9%
	21.9%
	20.0%
	5.0%

	
	Regional
	567
	257
	45.3%
	29.6%
	11.3%
	4.4%



[bookmark: _Toc406162100]Reading this report
Time series reporting
Prior to 2012, only drivers with a current licence aged 18 to 60 years were invited to participate in the RSM. For the past two years all Victorians who held a drivers licence (regardless of status) or vehicle registration were invited to participate in the RSM (selected from the VicRoads database). This included drivers whose licence was currently disqualified as well as drivers aged 61 years and over. 
For comparability with previous years, wherever time series data is presented only respondents with a valid licence aged 18 to 60 years are included in analysis. Where only 2014 data is presented, all respondents are included. 
Information is provided below each chart and table to report the sample base, question filtering, question format (prompted or unprompted, single or multiple response) and question text. In some instances, total proportions may not add up to 100%. This may be due to either rounding and/or multiple responses being permitted. 

Sub-group reporting
Throughout this report results are presented in aggregate for 2014, as well as by certain demographic subgroups (location, gender and age group). In order to better understand the relationship between driving behaviours and attitudes towards road safety, analysis was also conducted by driving behaviour. The following four categories are used throughout this report to analyse driver behaviour: 
· Speeding: those who indicated they drove above their self-defined speeding limit at least most of the time vs. those who drive none to half of the time (Section 3.2: Frequency of speeding)
· Drink driving: those who said they had driven a car when they knew or thought they were over the legal blood alcohol limit within the last 12 months vs. those who had not (Section 4.5: Getting in a car over the limit)
· Accident involvement: those who indicated they had been involved in a road accident within the past five years vs. those who had not (Section 2.2: Involvement in an accident)
· Typical driving distance: those who said they drove 15,000km or more in a year, or who said they drove 300km or more in a week vs. those who drove less (see Section 9.2.2: Typical driving distance).


Statistical significance
A number of methods have been used within this report to highlight statistically significant differences (at 95% confidence), as follows:
In time series charts     shows a significant increase or decrease at the 95% confidence level in 2014 Main compared to either 2013 or 2014 Pulse (noted in text). Where time series data are shown, statistical significance is only calculated against the 2014 Pulse and 2013 data. 
In tables, when two columns are compared, cell colouring is used to indicate the presence of significant differences in column proportions or mean scores between the two groups (at the 95% level of confidence). As demonstrated in Example 1 below, colouring indicates a significant difference where green highlights the larger number and orange highlights the smaller number. 

Example 1			Example 2
	Column 
‘A ’
	Column 
‘B’
	
	Column 
‘C’
	Column 
‘D’
	Column 
‘E’

	95%
	5%
	
	15%
D,E
	17%
C
	18%



When more than two columns are compared, significant differences are indicated by letters below the figure showing which column(s) they differ from. In Example 2, in the columns above, Column ‘C’ varies significantly from Columns ‘D’ and ‘E’, while Column ‘D’ differs from Column ‘C’, only. 

Weighting
To correct biases in the sample, the data have been weighted to reflect the general Victorian driver and registered vehicle owner population with respect to gender and age characteristics and hence the results can be generalised as representing all Victorian drivers/vehicle owners. 
The VicRoads population data were obtained in July, 2014. Throughout this report, the results presented show weighted data, unless otherwise specified. The base “n” figure in charts and tables (number in brackets) represents the unweighted number of people who responded to the survey.
[bookmark: _Toc405817956]Table 1.3: Weighting parameters
	Proportional Weights

	Gender
	Age
	Actual population
	Achieved sample
	Target sample
	Weight

	Male
	18-25
	286,491
	56
	63
	1.132

	Male
	26-39
	590,670
	124
	131
	1.054

	Male
	40+
	1,269,486
	269
	281
	1.044

	Female
	18-25
	272,239
	66
	60
	0.912

	Female
	26-39
	565,060
	137
	125
	0.912

	Female
	40+
	1,211,090
	276
	268
	0.971







[bookmark: _Toc406162101]Driver characteristics and demographics

[bookmark: _Toc406162102]Licence type
In 2014 Main, 85% of respondents aged 18 to 60 held a full drivers licence which was similar to the 2014 Pulse incidence (87%). For comparability, the time series data in Figure 2.1 below does not include respondents 61 years and older.
[bookmark: _Ref347605998][bookmark: _Ref404175469][bookmark: _Toc405817919]Figure 2.1: Incidence of full licence – time series

Base:      Licence holders aged 18-60 (n=685)
Q1	What type of care licence do you hold? [single response]

When all respondents were considered, the proportion of full licence holders increases to 87%. A further 2% were Red Probationary licence holders; 6% were Green Probationary licence holders; 4% were on their learners permit; and 1% described some other type of licence. 
Only one third (34%) of 18 to 25 year olds held a full licence with the remainder holding either a probationary or learners licence. 
[bookmark: _Toc405817957]Table 2.1: Licence type by demographics (Main 2014)
	
	Total
	Region
	Gender
	Age group

	
	2014
(928)
	Metro
(671)
	Regional
(257)
	Males
(471)
	Females 
(452)
	18-25 
(122)
	26-39 
(249)
	40-60 (322)
	61+
(216)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	Full licence
	87%
	86%
	89%
	87%
	87%
	34%

	95%
E
	96%
E
	95%
E

	Red Probationary
	2%
	1%
	2%
	1%
	2%
	12%
F,G,H
	*
	-
	-

	Green Probationary
	6%
	6%
	6%
	6%
	6%
	37%
F,G,H
	2%
H
	1%

	-

	Learners Permit
	4%
	5%
	2%
	3%
	4%
	18%
F,G,H
	2%
H
	2%

	-

	Other
	1%
	1%
	2%
	2%
	*
	-
	-
	1%

	4%
E,F


Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q1	What type of care licence do you hold? [single response]
[bookmark: _Toc406162103]
Driving profile
[bookmark: _Toc347754458]Perceptions of driving competence 
When asked how they rate their driving competence in relation to other drivers, 96% of respondents rated themselves as ‘about average’ or ‘better’. Around two-thirds (66%) considered themselves ‘better than average’ (aggregate of ‘slightly better’, ‘better’, and ‘much better’) and more than one in ten respondents (14%) thought themselves a ‘much better’ driver. Only 16 respondents from 928 (unweighted) rated themselves as ‘worse’ than average. Around 2% were unsure how they compared to other drivers.
[bookmark: _Ref374445343][bookmark: _Toc405817920]Figure 2.2: Rating of driving (%) (2012-2014 Main total sample)

Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q56:	Thinking about how you compare to the average driver on Victorian roads, would you say that you were a…[single response]

In order to compare demographic, attitudinal and behavioural differences between drivers with different levels of confidence in their driving confidence, groups were collapsed into ‘better than average’ drivers, ‘about average’ drivers, and ‘worse than average’ drivers. Because of small cell counts, it was not possible to compare ‘worse than average’ drivers on many items. 
Table 2.2 compares self-reported driving competency by demographic characteristics. The groups most likely to rate themselves as ‘better than average’ were males (71%) and those from metropolitan areas (69%). Significantly more young drivers (aged 18 to 25) rated themselves as ‘worse than average’ (3%) compared to older drivers. 
[bookmark: _Ref353877021][bookmark: _Toc405817958]Table 2.2: Self-reported driving competency by demographics (Main 2014)
	
	Total
	Region
	Gender
	Age group

	
	2014
(928)
	Metro
(671)
	Regional
(257)
	Males
(471)
	Females 
(452)
	18-25 
(122)
	26-39 
(249)
	40-60 (322)
	61+
(216)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	Total 'better than average' drivers
	66%
	69%
	57%
	71%
	61%
	57%

	75%
E,H
	71%
E,H
	55%


	‘About average’ drivers
	30%
	26%
	39%
	26%
	34%
	32%
F
	22%

	27%

	41%
F,G

	Total 'worse than average' drivers
	2%
	2%
	-
	2%
	2%
	3%
G
	2%

	1%

	1%



Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q56:	Thinking about how you compare to the average driver on Victorian roads, would you say that you were a…[single response]
There were few differences between self-reported driving competency and driving behaviours. However, a significantly greater proportion of respondents who drove long distances (75%) considered themselves ‘better than average’ compared to respondents who drove short distances (59%).
[bookmark: _Toc405817959]Table 2.3: Self-reported driving competency by driving behaviour (Main 2014)
	
	Total
	Speed…
	Drink driving…
	Road accident…
	Distance…

	
	2014 
(928)
	At least most of the time
(23)
	None to half of the time
(669)
	Yes 
(64)
	No (588)
	Yes
(128)
	No
(797)
	Short  (345)
	Long
(453)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	Total 'better than average' drivers
	66%
	83%
	68%
	70%
	65%
	71%
	65%
	59%
	75%

	‘About average’ drivers
	30%
	17%
	28%
	28%
	30%
	25%
	31%
	35%
	24%

	Total 'worse than average' drivers
	2%
	-
	2%
	2%
	2%
	2%
	2%
	3%
	1%


Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q56: 	Thinking about how you compare to the average driver on Victorian roads, would you say that you were a…[single response]

[bookmark: _Ref375132085]Typical driving distance
One in four (25%) respondents on average drove less than 10,000 kms each year. Consistent with previous waves, distance travelled per year differed significantly according to age and gender. As shown in Figure 2.3 below, some notable observations were:
39% of older respondents (61 years and over) drove fewer than 10,000km per year,
Only 9% of those aged 61 and older drove 30,000km or more in a year (compared to between 18% and 23% of other age groups), 
Males were more likely to drive at least 15,000km per year (62%) compared to females (44%). 
[bookmark: _Ref228890178][bookmark: _Toc405817921]Figure 2.3: Kilometres driven per year by age and gender (2014 Main)
Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q57:	In a typical year, how many kilometres would you drive for any reason? [single response]



Work related driving
Working respondents were asked about the amount of driving they do for work related purposes. Overall, 69% do some driving as part of their work (29% drive daily for work). Of those who noted some amount of driving for work purposes, 66% drove a car, 13% drove a utility or pickup, 4% drove a commercial van, and 3% drove a truck. Males and respondents from regional areas were more likely to drive a utility/pickup or a truck compared to female and metropolitan respondents. 
[bookmark: _Toc405817922]Figure 2.4: Type of vehicle used for work related purposes (2014 Main)
Base:	All respondents who drive a vehicle for work purposes (n=393) 
Q60:	How often do you drive for work related purposes, not including driving to and from work? [single response]

[bookmark: _Toc406162104]Individual demographics
Over two thirds (68%) of respondents were born in Australia; this is on par with the 69% of Victorians born in Australia according to the 2011 ABS census. A further 4% were born in the United Kingdom (ABS: 3%), and 25% in another country. 
Work status
Excluding licence holders over the age of 61, 78% of respondents worked in paid employment. Since the methodology changes in 2010, there has been a notable increase in the proportion of ‘employed’ respondents and a notable decrease in the proportion of those retired or otherwise not in the workforce. 
[bookmark: _Toc405817923]Figure 2.5: Work status – time series
Base:	Licence holders aged 18-60 (n=685)
Q4	What is your current employment status? [single response]
Occupation
Similar to previous years, the majority of respondents who were employed worked as professional and associate professionals (32%), managers and administrators (15%), and technicians and trade workers (12%). 
[bookmark: _Toc405817924]Figure 2.6: Occupation (2014 Main)
Base:	Respondents in paid employment (n=580)
Q6	How would you describe your main paid employment? [single response]

Also consistent with previous years, there is a greater proportion of professionals and associate professionals in metropolitan areas and a greater proportion of labourers in regional areas. Males tended to dominate technical and trade professions, whereas females showed higher proportions in clerical and community professions.
[bookmark: _Toc405817925]Figure 2.7: Occupation by demographics (Main 2014)
	
	Total
	Region
	Gender
	Age group

	
	2014 
(637)
	Metro
(419)
	Regional
(218)
	Males
(375)
	Females 
(262)
	18-25 
(113)
	26-39 
(198)
	40-60 (282)
	61+
(44)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	Managers and administrators
	15%
	16%
	11%
	17%
	13%
	7%

	14%

	17%
E
	22%
E

	Professionals and associate professionals
	32%
	35%
	24%
	29%
	36%
	28%
	37%
	28%
	42%

	Technicians and trade workers
	12%
	11%
	17%
	21%
	3%
	18%
	11%
	14%
	5%

	Clerical and administrative workers
	10%
	10%
	9%
	3%
	19%
	8%
H
	13%

	8%

	7%


	Community and personal service workers
	10%
	10%
	11%
	7%
	14%
	12%
	8%
	10%
	9%

	Sales workers
	8%
	8%
	8%
	8%
	8%
	21%
F,G,H
	6%

	8%

	2%


	Machinery operators and drivers
	4%
	4%
	4%
	7%
	-
	-
	4%
	5%
	2%

	Labourers and related workers
	8%
	6%
	16%
	9%
	7%
	5%
	7%
	9%
	11%


Base:	Respondents in paid employment (n=637)
Q5	How would you describe you main paid employment? [single response]
[bookmark: _Toc406162105]Driving attitudes & behaviours

[bookmark: _Toc406162106][bookmark: _Ref375131957][bookmark: _Ref375131959]Factors leading to serious road accidents
Respondents were asked to choose three factors (from a list of 9) that they considered as the main cause of serious road accidents. As shown in Figure 3.1, alcohol was mentioned as the main factor that leads to serious road accidents with 73% of total mentions, followed by speed at 56% – these findings are similar to 2013 however the proportion who selected alcohol increased significantly from 62%. Most other factors were mentioned at a comparable rate in 2014 and 2013, with the exception of drugs which increased significantly from 18% in 2013 to 35% in 2014, and distractions which significantly increased from 39% to 46%.
[bookmark: _Ref372107030][bookmark: _Toc405817926]
Figure 3.1: Reported factors that lead to serious road accidents

Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q6	What do you think are the three main factors that most often lead to serious road accidents? [3 mentions]

A significantly greater proportion of respondents aged 40 to 60 (19%) compared to respondents aged 18 to 25 (11%) considered ‘young drivers’ to be the main factor leading to serious accidents. In comparison, significantly fewer respondents aged 61 and over rated ‘older drivers’ as the main cause of accidents (1%) compared to those aged 18 to 25 (7%) and 26 to 39 (6%). 

[bookmark: _Toc406162107]Involvement in an accident
Figure 3.2 below shows that 15% of licence holders aged 18-60 in Main 2014 had been involved in a road accident as a driver over the last five years (excluding those in car parks and in driveways). This is a significant decrease from 20% of those surveyed in 2014 Pulse. Of those involved in an accident in 2014 Main, 9% noted that someone had sustained a personal injury.
[bookmark: _Ref390940346][bookmark: _Toc394671117][bookmark: _Toc405817927]Figure 3.2: Road accidents in last five years – time series

Base:	Q38 All licence holders aged 18-60 (n=685); Q39 respondents involved in a road accident (n=103)
Q38	In the past five years, have you been involved in any road accidents as a driver regardless of who was at fault? (This does not include accidents in car parks and driveways) [single response]
Q39	Did anyone in the accident(s) sustain personal injury? [single response]

As found in previous waves, involvement in a road accident declines significantly with increasing driver age, from 16% and 17% among younger drivers (18-25 and 26-39 year olds respectively) to 8% of older drivers (aged 61 and over). Accident involvement was significantly more common among respondents from metropolitan areas (16%) compared to regional Victoria (8%). Of those involved in an accident, 9% sustained an injury.
[bookmark: _Ref372107064][bookmark: _Toc405817960]Table 3.1: Road accidents in last five years and personal injury by demographics
	
	Total
	Region
	Gender
	Age group

	
	2014 
(928)
	Metro
(671)
	Regional
(257)
	Males
(471)
	Females 
(452)
	18-25 
(122)
	26-39 
(249)
	40-60 (322)
	61+
(216)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	Involved in road accident  
	14%
	16%
	8%
	13%
	15%
	16%
H
	17%
H
	14%

	8%


	Personal injury
	9%
	10%
	5%
	11%
	7%
	16%
	12%
	5%
	6%


Base:	Q38 All respondents (n=928); Q39 respondents involved in a road accident (n=128)
Q38	In the past five years, have you been involved in any road accidents as a driver regardless of who was at fault? (This does not include accidents in car parks and driveways) [single response]
Q39	Did anyone in the accident(s) sustain personal injury? [single response] 

Respondents who sustained a personal injury were asked to nominate the three main causes of the accident (n=11). The most common responses were ‘distractions’ (n=6), ‘aggressive or reckless driving’ (n=6), and ‘speed’ (n=4). 


There were some significant differences in those who were involved in road accidents according to driving behaviour. Similar to previous years, a significantly higher proportion of respondents who reported driving long distances had been involved in a road accident (16%) compared to those who only drove short distances (11%). 
[bookmark: _Toc405817961]Table 3.2: Road accidents in last 5 years and personal injury by driving behaviour (Main 2014)
	
	Total
	Speed…
	Drink driving…
	Road accident…
	Distance…

	
	2014 
(928)
	At least most of the time
(23)
	None to half of the time
(669)
	Yes 
(64)
	No 
(588)
	Yes
(128)
	No
(797)
	Short  (345)
	Long
(453)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	Involved in road accident  
	14%
	9%
	14%
	16%
	13%
	100%
	-
	11%
	16%

	Personal injury
	9%
	52%*
	11%
	11%
	7%
	9%
	-
	11%
	9%


Base:	Q38 All respondents (n=928); Q39 respondents involved in a road accident (n=128)
Q38	In the past five years, have you been involved in any road accidents as a driver regardless of who was at fault? (This does not include accidents in car parks and driveways) [single response]
Q39	Did anyone in the accident(s) sustain personal injury? [single response]
*Results should be treated with caution due to small sample size

[bookmark: _Toc406162108]Level of danger in driving behaviours
In the 2014 Main RSM respondents were asked to rate a series of driving behaviours on a scale of 0 (not dangerous at all) to 10 (extremely dangerous). As seen in Figure 3.3 below, respondents typically rated driving while impaired (e.g. after using drugs or alcohol, or while very drowsy) as very dangerous providing ratings between 8.4 and 9.7. Distracted driving ratings varied, where using a handheld mobile was seen a quite dangerous (8.6), compared to using a hands free mobile which was only moderately dangerous (5.5). Speeding by a few kilometres above the limit was rated as least dangerous with a mean rating of 5.4 for a 100km/zone and 5.3 for a 60km/zone. It should be noted that no questions were asked about the dangers of speeding by more than ‘a few kms’ above the limit.
[bookmark: _Ref373313754][bookmark: _Toc405817928]Figure 3.3: Agreement with driving attitude questions (mean) (Main 2014)

Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q7	Using a scale where 0 is not dangerous at all and 10 is extremely dangerous, how dangerous do you think it is to… [single response]
Attitude to driving behaviours varied significantly according to demographic characteristics. Females provided significantly higher danger ratings compared to males, with the biggest discrepancy for driving a few kilometres above the limit in a 100km/h zone (4.7 compared to 6.1). Older respondents (aged 40 to 60 and 61 and over) also tended to provide higher ratings for most items compared to younger respondents (aged 18 to 25 and 26 to 39). 
[bookmark: _Toc405817962]Table 3.3: Agreement with driving attitude questions by demographics (Main 2014)
	
	Total
	Region
	Gender
	Age group

	
	2014 
(928)
	Metro
(671)
	Regional
(257)
	Males
(471)
	Females 
(452)
	18-25 
(122)
	26-39 
(249)
	40-60 (322)
	61+
(216)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	Drive a few kms above the speed limit (60 zone)
	5.3
	5.2
	5.7
	5.0
	5.7
	5.2

	5.3

	5.4

	5.4


	Drive a few kms above the speed limit (100 zone)
	5.4
	5.4
	5.4
	4.7
	6.1
	5.2

	5.4

	5.3

	5.7
E,G

	Drive with an illegal BAC level
	9.3
	9.3
	9.3
	9.2
	9.5
	9.3

	9.2

	9.4
E,F
	9.4
F

	Drive after using stimulant drugs
	9.6
	9.6
	9.7
	9.5
	9.7
	9.6

	9.5

	9.7
E,F
	9.7
E,F

	Drive after using depressant drugs 
	9.5
	9.4
	9.6
	9.3
	9.6
	9.3

	9.4

	9.6
E,F
	9.6
E,F

	Drive after using drugs and alcohol 
	9.7
	9.7
	9.8
	9.7
	9.8
	9.8
F
	9.6

	9.8
F
	9.7


	Drive after drinking alcohol and using prescription medicines 
	8.4
	8.4
	8.3
	8.2
	8.6
	8.4

	8.2

	8.6
F,H
	8.4


	Drive while very drowsy 
	8.9
	8.9
	8.9
	8.8
	9.1
	8.4

	8.8
E
	9.1
E,F
	9.2
E,F

	Drive while using a handheld mobile phone
	8.6
	8.6
	8.7
	8.2
	9.0
	8.0
	8.2
	8.9
E,F
	9.1
E,F,G

	Drive while using a hands free mobile phone
	5.5
	5.4
	5.7
	5.0
	6.0
	4.9
	5.1
	5.5
E,F
	6.3
E,F,G


Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q7	Using a scale where 0 is not dangerous at all and 10 is extremely dangerous, how dangerous do  you think it is to… [single response]

[bookmark: _Toc406162109]Restraint wearing
Figure 3.4 below shows that since 2001, at least 92% of licence holders aged 18 to 60 reported wearing a seatbelt all of the time – this figure reached its peak in the current study with 98%.
[bookmark: _Ref404160738][bookmark: _Toc405817929]Figure 3.4: Attitudes to restraint wearing (total agree) - time series

	Base:	All licence holders aged 18-60 (n=685)
Q8	When you drive a car (or other vehicle) do you wear a seatbelt...? [single response]

When all respondents were included, it was found that female respondents were significantly more likely to wear a seatbelt (99%) compared to male respondents (97%). There were no significant differences in restraint wearing by driving behaviour: 
[bookmark: _Toc405817963]Table 3.4: Attitudes to restraint wearing (total agree) by demographics and driving behaviour (Main 2014)
	
	Total
	Region
	Gender
	Age group

	
	2014
(928)
	Metro
(671)
	Regional
(257)
	Males
(471)
	Females 
(452)
	18-25 
(122)
	26-39 
(249)
	40-60 (322)
	61+
(216)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	Wears seatbelt all the time
	98%
	98%
	98%
	97%
	99%
	97%
	99%
	98%
	99%

	
	Total
	Speed…
	Drink driving…
	Road accident…
	Distance…

	
	2014
(928)
	At least most of the time
(23)
	None to half of the time
(669)
	Yes 
(64)
	No (588)
	Yes
(128)
	No
(797)
	Short  (345)
	Long
(453)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	Wears seatbelt all the time
	98%
	100%
	98%
	97%
	98%
	98%
	98%
	99%
	98%


Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q8	When you drive a car (or other vehicle) do you wear a seatbelt...? [single response]
[bookmark: _Toc406162110]Speed

[bookmark: _Toc406162111]Definition of speeding
To gain an understanding of how people define speeding, respondents were asked to indicate how fast they thought people should be allowed to drive in a 60km/h and 100km/h zone without being booked for speeding. Prior to 2010, respondents were asked how many km/h over the defined speed limit they considered to be speeding (i.e. 1 km/h or more) regardless of what the law states. This methodological change impacts on the series and should be considered when interpreting the results. 
Figure 4.1 below separates respondents into those who thought that drivers should be allowed to drive at a speed that was in excess of 65km/h in a 60km/h zone, and those who said that drivers should only be allowed to drive at a speed that was 65km/h or less in a 60km/h zone. Only 9% of licence holders (aged 18 to 60) in 2014 Main thought that people should only be booked for speeding if they were to drive in excess of 65km/h in a 60km/h zone. This continues the positive trend observed since the RSM began in 2001. 
[bookmark: _Ref228881652][bookmark: _Toc405817930]Figure 4.1: Definition of speeding in a 60km/h zone – time series

Base:	Respondents who could specify a number and not below 60km/h (n=624) 
Q10	How fast should people be allowed to drive in a 60km/h zone without being booked for speeding? [single response]





When asked about the allowable travel speed in a 100km/h zone, 29% of licence holders (aged 18 to 60) in 2014 Main believed that people should only be booked for speeding if they were to drive in excess of 105km/h. This is a significant increase from 2014 Pulse (22%) and a marginal but non-significant increase from 2013 (24%).
[bookmark: _Ref372109261][bookmark: _Toc405817931]Figure 4.2: Definition of speeding in a 100km/h zone – time series
Base:       Respondents who could specify a number and not below 100km/h (n=632)
Q13	How fast should people be allowed to drive in a 100km/h without being booked for speeding? [single response]

[bookmark: _Ref375131898][bookmark: _Ref375131899][bookmark: _Ref375131900][bookmark: _Ref375131901][bookmark: _Ref375293907][bookmark: _Toc406162112]Frequency of speeding
A new question was introduced for the Main 2014 RSM where respondents were asked how often they intentionally drove above the posted speed limit in the last three months, if only by a couple of kilometres. Respondents who identified a speed over 60km/h (or over 100km/h) at which they thought they should be able to drive without being booked for speeding were also asked how often they travelled above their defined ‘speeding limit’ when they had the opportunity.
Figure 4.3 below shows that over half of those surveyed said they never drive over the limit in a 60km/h zone (52%) or a 100km/h zone (51%). Only 8% indicated they drive over the limit in a 60km/h zone at least half the time (12% in a 100km/h zone). 
[bookmark: _Ref374609676][bookmark: _Toc405817932]Figure 4.3: Frequency of driving over THE POSTED speed (Main 2014)

Base: 	All respondents (n=928)
Q9	How often have you intentionally driven above the limit in a 60km/h zone, even if by only a few kms per hour, in the last three months? [single response]
Q12	How often have you intentionally driven above the limit in a 100km/h zone, even if by only a few kms per hour, in the last three months? [single response]

Similar to frequency of driving above the posted speed limit, Figure 4.4 shows that over half of respondents reported that they never speed above their own self-defined speed limit (52%). A further 38% indicated they travel ‘some of the time’ over their defined speeding limit in a 60km/h zone and in a 100km/h zone. 
[bookmark: _Ref374610369][bookmark: _Ref372110069][bookmark: _Toc405817933]Figure 4.4: Frequency of driving over SELF-DEFINED speed (Main 2014)

Base:	Respondents who nominated a speed greater than 60/100 as acceptable (n=646)
Q11	When you have the opportunity, how often do you travel at or above that speed in a 60km/h zone? [single response]
Q14	When you have the opportunity, how often do you travel at or above that speed in a 100km/h zone? [single response]

As shown in Table 4.1, older drivers were less likely than younger drivers to report speeding over their self-defined limits at any time. Respondents from metropolitan regions were also significantly less likely than regional respondents to speed in a 100km/h zone (57% compared to 39%).
[bookmark: _Ref375133663][bookmark: _Toc405817964]Table 4.1: Frequency of self-defined speeding by demographics (Main 2014)
	
	Total
	Region
	Gender
	Age group

	
	2014 
(928)
	Metro
(671)
	Regional
(257)
	Males
(471)
	Females 
(452)
	18-25 
(122)
	26-39 
(249)
	40-60 (322)
	61+
(216)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	None of the time (60km/h zone)
	52%
	54%
	46%
	50%
	54%
	50%

	47%

	49%

	64%
F,G

	None of the time (100km/h zone)
	52%
	57%
	39%
	49%
	56%
	49%

	51%

	50%

	61%
G


Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q11	When you have the opportunity, how often do you travel at or above that speed in a 60km/h zone? [single response]
Q14	When you have the opportunity, how often do you travel at or above that speed in a 100km/h zone? [single response]



[bookmark: _Toc406162113]Speeding behaviour
Of those aged 18 to 60 with a valid licence, 19% reported that they had been caught speeding. This is consistent with findings from previous years, varying between 12% and 21% since the inception of the RSM (see Figure 4.5). 
[bookmark: _Ref366752861][bookmark: _Ref348727376][bookmark: _Toc405817934]Figure 4.5: Incidence of being caught speeding in last 12 months – time series
Base:       Licence holders aged 18-60 with a valid response (n=685)
Q33	Have you been caught speeding in the last 12 months (either by police or a fixed/mobile camera)? [single response]

When all drivers are included (not limited to 18-60 year olds), the proportion who had been caught speeding decreases to 17%. Males were significantly more likely to have been caught speeding (19%) compared to females (14%). Respondents aged 26 to 39 years (19%) and 40 to 60 years (22%) were more likely than older respondents (61 or over) to have been caught speeding (11%). On average those who had been caught were caught an average of 1.29 times in the last 12 months.
[bookmark: _Ref377024776][bookmark: _Toc405817965]Table 4.2: Speeding behaviour by demographics (Main 2014)
	
	Total
	Region
	Gender
	Age group

	
	2014
(928)
	Metro
(671)
	Regional
(257)
	Males
(471)
	Females 
(452)
	18-25 
(122)
	26-39 
(249)
	40-60 (322)
	61+
(216)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	Caught speeding
	17%
	18%
	15%
	19%
	14%
	12%

	19%
H
	22%
F,H
	11%


	Average number of times caught
	1.29
	1.29
	1.28
	1.37
	1.17
	1.25
	1.53
	1.19
	1.14


Base:	Q33 All respondents (n=928): Q34 Caught speeding (n=152) 
Q33	Have you been caught speeding in the last 12 months (either by police or a fixed/mobile camera)? [single response]
Q34	How many times have you been caught speeding in the last 12 months? [numeric response]

Long distance drivers (23%) were also more likely to have been caught speeding than short distance drivers (10%).
[bookmark: _Ref377025755][bookmark: _Toc405817966]Table 4.3: Speeding behaviour by driving behaviour (Main 2014)
	
	Total
	Speed…
	Drink driving…
	Road accident…
	Distance…

	
	2014 
(928)
	At least most of the time
(23)
	None to half of the time
(669)
	Yes 
(64)
	No (588)
	Yes
(128)
	No
(797)
	Short  (345)
	Long
(453)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	Caught speeding
	17%
	35%
	19%
	25%
	18%
	14%
	17%
	10%
	23%

	Average number of times caught
	1.29
	1.36
	1.29
	1.83
	1.24
	1.36
	1.28
	1.08
	1.35


Base:	Q33 All respondents (n=928): Q34 Caught speeding (n=152) 
Q33	Have you been caught speeding in the last 12 months (either by police or a fixed/mobile camera)? [single response]
Q34	How many times have you been caught speeding in the last 12 months? [numeric response]
2014 Road Safety Monitor	 
The Transport Accident Commission	

46		The Social Research Centre
[bookmark: _Toc406162114]Attitudes toward speeding
Respondents were presented with a series of statements about speeding and asked to indicate the level to which they agreed or disagreed with each statement. In 2014 Main, the list of statements was revised to only three statements with modified wording. Table 4.4 below provides results from previous years with previous phrasing; however these results should be treated as indicative only due to the change in wording in 2014. The table below presents the proportion of licence holders (aged 18 to 60) who ‘agreed’ (selected ‘strongly agree’ or ‘agreed’) with each statement. 
In 2014 Main, around one in three (30%) respondents agreed that it is easy to avoid being caught driving over the speed limit. Previously this question was phrased as “I find it easy to avoid being caught speeding” and only 12% of respondents from the 2014 Pulse RSM agreed. Over half of respondents in 2014 Main (57%) agreed that if they were to speed by a few kilometres in a 60km/h zone they would have a high chance of being caught. In the 2014 Pulse, 73% of respondents agreed with the statement “if I was to speed the next time I drove, I would have a high change of being caught”. In addition, 30% of respondents agreed that their family and friends think it is okay to speed by a few kilometres in a 60 zone.  
[bookmark: _Ref372107157][bookmark: _Ref373313237][bookmark: _Toc405817967]Table 4.4: Attitudes towards speeding (total agree %) – time series
	Original wording
	2001
	2002
	2003
	2004
	2005
	2006
	2007
	2008
	2009
	2010
	2011
	2012
	2013
	2014
‘Pulse’
	Revised wording
	2014
‘Main’

	
	(511)
	(499)
	(509)
	(510)
	(500)
	(499)
	(499)
	(500)
	(500)
	(702)
	(809)
	(1140)
	(784)
	(521)
	
	(685)

	Easy to avoid being caught speeding
	26%
	22%
	29%
	34%
	30%
	29%
	30%
	31%
	33%
	27%
	25%
	21%
	11%
	12%
	Easy to avoid being caught driving over the speed limit
	30%

	If I speed, I would have a high chance of being caught
	38%
	39%
	41%
	33%
	39%
	44%
	39%
	46%
	42%
	60%
	65%
	70%
	66%
	73%
	If I speed by a few kms in a 60 zone, I have a high chance of being caught
	57%

	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	My family and friends think it’s okay to speed by a few kms in a 60 zone
	30%


Base:	All licence holders aged 18-60 with a valid response (n=685)		
Q15: 	On a scale of 1 to 5, where 1 is “Strongly disagree” and 5 is “Strongly agree”, to what extent do you agree or disagree with the following statements? [single response]



There were significant differences in attitudes to speeding by the key demographic groups (see Table 4.5). Older adults were more likely to agree that they would have a high chance of being caught speeding in a 60km/h zone (68% 61 and over; 44% 18 to 25) and less likely to agree that it is easy to avoid being caught driving over the limit (27% 61 and over; 37% 18 to 25) or that their friends and family think it is okay to speed (19% 61 and over; 33% 18 to 25).
[bookmark: _Ref372107347][bookmark: _Toc405817968]Table 4.5: Attitudes towards speeding (total agree %) by demographics (Main 2014)
	
	Total
	Region
	Gender
	Age group

	
	2014
(928)
	Metro
(671)
	Regional
(257)
	Males
(471)
	Females 
(452)
	18-25 
(122)
	26-39 
(249)
	40-60 (322)
	61+
(216)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	Easy to avoid being caught driving over the limit
	29%
	30%
	26%
	29%
	28%
	37%
H
	32%

	25%

	27%


	If I speed by a few kms in a 60 zone, I have a high chance of being caught
	60%
	59%
	61%
	57%
	64%
	44%

	56%
E
	64%
E
	68%
E,F

	My family and friends think it’s okay to speed by a few kms in a 60 zone
	28%
	27%
	28%
	25%
	30%
	33%
H
	32%
H
	28%
H
	19%



Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q15:	On a scale of 1 to 5, where 1 is “Strongly disagree” and 5 is “Strongly agree”, to what extent do you agree or disagree with the following statements? [single response]

Attitudes toward speeding by driving behaviour (Table 4.6) indicate that respondents who were identified as ‘drink drivers’ were significantly less likely to agree that they have a high chance of being caught and more likely to agree that it is easy to avoid being caught. 
[bookmark: _Ref372107376][bookmark: _Toc405817969]Table 4.6: Attitudes towards speeding (total agree %) by driving behaviour (Main 2014)
	
	Total
	Speed…
	Drink driving…
	Road accident…
	Distance…

	
	2014 
(928)
	At least most of the time
(23)
	None to half of the time
(669)
	Yes 
(64)
	No (588)
	Yes
(128)
	No
(797)
	Short  (345)
	Long
(453)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	Easy to avoid being caught driving over the limit
	29%
	56%
	28%
	46%
	28%
	35%
	28%
	30%
	28%

	If I speed by a few kms in a 60 zone, I have a high chance of being caught
	60%
	48%
	58%
	44%
	59%
	56%
	60%
	60%
	59%

	My family and friends think it’s okay to speed by a few kms in a 60 zone
	28%
	56%
	31%
	29%
	30%
	33%
	27%
	24%
	29%


Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q15:	On a scale of 1 to 5, where 1 is “Strongly disagree” and 5 is “Strongly agree”, to what extent do you agree or disagree with the following statements? [single response]

[bookmark: _Ref378234774]

[bookmark: _Toc406162115]Impaired driving

[bookmark: _Toc406162116]Use of drugs & alcohol
Consistent with previous years, around three in four respondents aged 18 to 60 (74%) indicated that they drink alcohol. Those who indicated they drank alcohol are asked a series of questions regarding drink driving attitudes and behaviours.
[bookmark: _Toc405817935]Figure 5.1: Drink alcohol – time series
Base:	Licence holders aged 18-60 with a valid response (n=685)
Q20	Do you drink alcohol? [single response]


In 2014 Main respondents were also asked if they had used recreational drugs within the last 12 months. Of all respondents surveyed 72% drank alcohol and 7% had used recreational drugs in the last 12 months.
The oldest cohort (61 and over) reported the lowest prevalence of drinking alcohol (64%) and no incidence of drug use. A significantly greater proportion of young adults, aged 18 to 25, drank alcohol (78%) and had used recreational drugs (20%). Males were more likely to drink alcohol (77%) and to have used drugs (9%) than females (66% and 4% respectively).
[bookmark: _Toc405817970]Table 5.1: Drinks alcohol & used drugs by demographics (Main 2014)
	
	Total
	Region
	Gender
	Age group

	
	2014
(928)
	Metro
(671)
	Regional
(257)
	Males
(471)
	Females 
(452)
	18-25 
(122)
	26-39 
(249)
	40-60 (322)
	61+
(216)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	Drinks alcohol
	72%
	71%
	74%
	77%
	66%
	78%
H
	72%

	75%
H
	64%


	Uses drugs
	7%
	6%
	8%
	9%
	4%
	20%
F,G,H
	8%
H
	5%
H
	0%



Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q20	Do you drink alcohol? [single response]
Q24	Have you used recreational drugs (for example, methamphetamine, ice, marijuana etc.)  in the last 12 months? [single response]


[bookmark: _Toc406162117]Attitudes to impaired driving
Attitudes toward impaired driving behaviours varied according to demographic characteristics. While around two in three respondents agreed that if they were driving slightly over the limit they are likely to be caught (64%), this figure is significantly higher among those aged 40 to 60 (68%) than those aged 18 to 25 (56%). Similarly, around one in ten of all respondents (9%) agreed that their family and friends think it is okay to drive slightly over the limit; however agreement was significantly lower among metropolitan respondents (8% compared to regional respondents 12%). 
[bookmark: _Toc405817971]Table 5.2: Attitudes to impaired driving (total agree) by demographics (Main 2014)
	
	Total
	Region
	Gender
	Age group

	
	2014
(928)
	Metro
(671)
	Regional
(257)
	Males
(471)
	Females 
(452)
	18-25 
(122)
	26-39 
(249)
	40-60 (322)
	61+
(216)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	Easy to avoid being caught if driving over the 0.05 limit
	23%
	21%
	27%
	23%
	23%
	24%
	22%
	22%
	26%

	If I was driving (slightly) over the (0.05) limit, I am likely to be caught 
	64%
	62%
	68%
	63%
	65%
	56%

	60%

	68%
E
	65%


	My family and friends think it’s OK to drive slightly over the 0.05 limit
	9%
	8%
	12%
	9%
	10%
	15%
G,H
	10%

	8%

	8%


	It’s easy to keep myself awake if I need to drive
	39%
	41%
	34%
	39%
	39%
	55%
G,H
	47%
G,H
	31%

	31%


	It’s easy to avoid being caught if I was driving after using drugs
	21%
	20%
	23%
	22%
	20%
	25%
	20%
	21%
	20%


Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q27	To what extent do you agree or disagree with the following statements, using a scale of 1 to 5, where 1 is “Strongly disagree” and 5 is “Strongly agree”? [single response]

As expected, those who indicated that they had driven while over the limit were less likely to agree that they would be caught if they were driving while over the limit (47% vs. 64%), more likely to agree that it is easy to avoid being caught (34% vs. 22%) and that their friends and family think it’s OK to drive over the limit (22% vs. 8%). Those who had driven when over the limit were also more likely to agree that it’s easy to keep themselves awake if they need to drive (60% vs. 37%). 
[bookmark: _Toc405817972]Table 5.3: Attitudes to impaired driving (total agree) by driving behaviour (Main 2014)
	
	Total
	Speed…
	Drink driving…
	Road accident…
	Distance…

	
	2014 
(928)
	At least most of the time
(23)
	None to half of the time
(669)
	Yes 
(64)
	No (588)
	Yes
(128)
	No
(797)
	Short  (345)
	Long
(453)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	Easy to avoid being caught if driving over the 0.05 limit
	23%
	49%
	22%
	34%
	22%
	25%
	22%
	22%
	23%

	If I was driving (slightly) over the (0.05) limit, I am likely to be caught 
	61%
	47%
	62%
	47%
	64%
	64%
	64%
	63%
	67%

	My family and friends think it’s OK to drive slightly over the 0.05 limit
	8%
	15%
	8%
	22%
	8%
	9%
	9%
	8%
	9%

	It’s easy to keep myself awake if I need to drive
	40%
	56%
	40%
	60%
	37%
	39%
	39%
	40%
	39%

	It’s easy to avoid being caught if I was driving after using drugs
	21%
	30%
	21%
	28%
	21%
	25%
	20%
	20%
	23%


Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q27	To what extent do you agree or disagree with the following statements, using a scale of 1 to 5, where 1 is “Strongly disagree” and 5 is “Strongly agree”? [single response]

[bookmark: _Toc406162118]Drink and drug driving
Getting home after drinking
Similar to previous years, the proportion of respondents who indicated that they planned how they would get home before they started drinking the last time they went out was 94%. This result has remained fairly consistent since 2011.
[bookmark: _Toc405817936]Figure 5.2: Plan for getting home the last time drinking

Base:	Licence holders aged 18-60 who drink alcohol and do not always drink at home (n=504)
Q23	Please think about the last time you went out (not at home) and drank alcohol. Did you decide how you would get home…? [single response]

Breath & drug testing 
In 2014 Main, 66% of licence holders aged 18 to 60 had been breath tested or they had been in a car when someone else was breath tested. Excluding outliers who reported being breath tested more than 10 times (1% - maximum of 39), respondents recalled having been tested an average of 2.4 times in the last 12 months. Drug testing was far less common with only 7% of respondents indicating that they, or the driver of the car they were in, had been drug tested in the last 12 months.  
[bookmark: _Toc405817937]Figure 5.3: Drivers tested in the last 12 months – time series

Base:	Licence holders aged 18-60 (n=685)
Q35	Over the past 12 months have you been breath tested or been in a car when the driver was breath tested? [single response]
Q37 	Over the past 12 months have you been drug tested or been in a car when the driver was drug tested?  [single response]

There were significant differences between incidences of breath testing among males (65%) and females (56%), and between young adults (18 to 25, 60%) and older adults (61+, 44%). Young adults (18-25 year olds) were more likely to have been drug tested (14%) than older age groups (ranging from 2% to 6%).
[bookmark: _Toc405817973]Table 5.4: Drivers tested in the last 12 months by demographics (Main 2014)
	
	Total
	Region
	Gender
	Age group

	
	2014
(928)
	Metro
(671)
	Regional
(257)
	Males
(471)
	Females 
(452)
	18-25 
(122)
	26-39 
(249)
	40-60 (322)
	61+
(216)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	Breath tested in last 12 months
	61%
	59%
	64%
	65%
	56%
	60%
H
	67%
H
	68%
H
	44%


	Drug tested in last 12 months
	6%
	6%
	6%
	7%
	5%
	14%
F,G,H
	6%

	6%
H
	2%



Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q35	Over the past 12 months have you been breath tested or been in a car when the driver was breath tested? [single response]
Q37	Over the past 12 months have you been drug tested or been in a car when the driver was drug tested? [single response]
[bookmark: _Ref375131902][bookmark: _Ref375131903]
Driver or passenger after drinking or drug use
In 2014 Main, there was a significant increase in the proportion of licence holders aged 18-60 who got into a car when they suspected the driver was over the limit from 5% in 2013 to 8% in 2014 Main (this question was not asked in 2014 Pulse). Results for respondents who had driven when they knew or suspected they were over the blood alcohol limit are not reported for 2014 Main in the time series chart below. In 2014 Main the question was reworded and may not be comparable with previous waves. The difference in wording will be monitored in future RSMs.
[bookmark: _Toc405817938]Figure 5.4: Drivers & passengers who got into a car – time series
Base:	Licence holders aged 18-60 (n=685)
Q18 	Have you ever gotten into a car when you knew or thought the driver was over the legal blood alcohol limit over the last 12 months? [single response]
Q21	(Historical) During the last 12 months, have you driven a car when you knew or thought you were over the legal blood alcohol limit? [single response]

In 2014 those respondents who indicated they had used recreational drugs in the last 12 months were also asked if they had ever driven after using drugs. Of the 61 respondents who had used recreational drugs, 13% had driven after drug use (n=8). 
As Table 5.5 shows, there were notable differences in behaviours according to age and gender: 
18 to 25 years olds (17%) were more likely to have been a passenger when they suspected that the driver was over the legal limit compared to all other age groups.
Males (12%) were also more likely than females (7%) to report having been a passenger with a driver over the limit (8% and 4%).
[bookmark: _Ref355187057][bookmark: _Toc405817974]Table 5.5: Driver & passenger who got into car (Main 2014)
	
	Total
	Region
	Gender
	Age group

	
	2014
(928)
	Metro
(671)
	Regional
(257)
	Males
(471)
	Females 
(452)
	18-25 
(122)
	26-39 
(249)
	40-60 (322)
	61+
(216)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	Been in car when driver over the limit
	6%
	6%
	7%
	8%
	4%
	17%
F,G,H
	7%
H
	5%
H
	1%


	Driven on drugs
	13%
	14%
	11%
	15%
	10%
	5%
	15%
	28%
	-


Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q18	Have you been in a car over the last 12 months when you knew or thought the driver was over the legal blood alcohol limit? [single response]
Q25	Have you driven a car after using recreational drugs in the last 12 months? [single response]


Of those who reported having driven over the blood alcohol limit in the last 12 months, 38% had also been a passenger in a car when they suspected that the driver was over the legal limit (compared with 5% of those who had not driven over the limit). Getting into a car as a driver or passenger when over the limit was more common among those who drove long distances (8%) compared to those who drove short distances (5%).
[bookmark: _Ref355187114][bookmark: _Toc405817975]Table 5.6: Driver & passenger who got into car (Main 2014)
	
	Total
	Speed…
	Drink driving…
	Road accident…
	Distance…

	
	2014 
(928)
	At least most of the time
(23)
	None to half of the time
(669)
	Yes 
(64)
	No (588)
	Yes
(128)
	No
(797)
	Short  (345)
	Long
(453)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	Been in car when driver over the limit
	6%
	22%
	7%
	38%
	5%
	10%
	5%
	5%
	8%

	Driven on drugs
	13%
	34%
	13%
	38%
	5%
	12%
	13%
	6%
	20%


Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q18	Have you been in a car over the last 12 months when you knew or thought the driver was over the legal blood alcohol limit? [single response]
Q25	Have you driven a car after using recreational drugs in the last 12 months? [single response]



Similar to previous years, the main reasons people got into a car when they thought that the driver was over the legal limit were: they thought the driver was capable (22%), they just wanted to get home (19%), and there were no other transport alternatives (12%).
[bookmark: _Toc405817939]Figure 5.5: Reasons for being a passenger when driver over the legal limit (2011 to 2014)

Base:	Respondents who had been a passenger when they thought the driver was over the legal limit (n=52)
Q19	What was the main reason you got into a car when you knew or thought the driver was over the over the legal blood alcohol limit? [multiple response]

For those who suspected that they had driven when over the legal limit, the reasons provided were also similar to those in previous waves. The most common reasons provided were ‘just wanted to get home’ (19%), ‘thought I was capable’ (15%) or that there were ‘no other transport alternatives’  (12%).
[bookmark: _Toc405817940]Figure 5.6: Reasons for driving when over the legal limit (2012 to 2014 Main)
Base:	Respondents who had driven when they thought they were over the legal limit (n=55)
Q22	What was the main reason for you driving a car when you knew or thought you were over the legal limit? [multiple response]
Those who had driven on drugs (n=8) were asked to describe the main reason they had driven a car after using recreational drugs. The few who had driven after drug use provided similar responses to those who had driven when they suspected they were over the legal BAC limit. A sample of responses is provided below:
· “Not being able to get my car back home otherwise. Living too far away to afford taking cabs and no viable public transport options.”
· “To go out.”
· “To return home from venue.”
· “Had to get the car home, had work in the morning, was unplanned.”
· “I drive with excess caution when I'm stoned, at legal speeds, and at a time when there is very little traffic on the road.”
· “I felt I needed to get home.”
· “Driving ability not impaired.”

[bookmark: _Toc406162119]Drowsy driving
Since 2013, respondents have been asked if they find themselves regularly driving while drowsy (at least once a week). In 2013 almost one in five respondents (18%) indicated that they regularly drove while drowsy, this figure decreased significantly in 2014 Main to only 11%.
[bookmark: _Toc405817941]Figure 5.7: Regularly driving while drowsy (2013 to 2014 Main: total sample)

Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q16	Do you find yourself regularly (at least once a week) driving while drowsy? [single response]



Driving while drowsy was more common among males (14%) and respondents aged 18 to 25 (20%) or aged 26 to 39 (17%). The least likely group to drive while tired were the 61 and over age group with only 1% reporting regularly driving while drowsy. 
[bookmark: _Toc405817976]Table 5.7: Regularly driving while tired by demographics (Main 2014)
	
	Total
	Region
	Gender
	Age group

	
	2014
(928)
	Metro
(671)
	Regional
(257)
	Males
(471)
	Females 
(452)
	18-25 
(122)
	26-39 
(249)
	40-60 (322)
	61+
(216)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	Regularly driving while drowsy
	11%
	12%
	10%
	14%
	8%
	20%
G,H
	17%
G,H
	9%
H
	1%



Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q16	Do you find yourself regularly (at least once a week) driving while tired? [single response]

There were also some notable differences between those who had driven while over the limit (24%) and those who had not (11%); those who had been in a road accident (19%) and those who had not (10%); as well as those who drove long (16%) and short distances (7%).
[bookmark: _Toc405817977]Table 5.8: Regularly driving while tired by driving behaviour (Main 2014)
	
	Total
	Speed…
	Drink driving…
	Road accident…
	Distance…

	
	2014 
(928)
	At least most of the time
(23)
	None to half of the time
(669)
	Yes 
(64)
	No (588)
	Yes
(128)
	No
(797)
	Short  (345)
	Long
(453)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	Regularly driving while drowsy
	11%
	26%
	11%
	24%
	11%
	19%
	10%
	7%
	16%


Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q16	Do you find yourself regularly (at least once a week) driving while tired? [single response]

Respondents were asked to think about the last time they drove while drowsy and provide a reason for doing so. For those who provided an answer (n=576) the most common responses were similar to those provided for driving when over the blood alcohol limit (see Figure 5.8 below). The most common response was ‘I just wanted to get home’ (26%). Almost one quarter of those who provided a response (23%) indicated they don’t drive while drowsy. 
[bookmark: _Ref404240309][bookmark: _Toc405817942]Figure 5.8: Why drove while drowsy (%) (2014 Main)

Base:	All respondents with a valid response (n=576)
Q17	Thinking about the last time you drove while drowsy, what was the main reason you did this? [single response]


[bookmark: _Toc406162120]Distractions

[bookmark: _Toc406162121]Distractions while driving 
Just over half (56%) licence holders aged 18 to 60 reported using a handheld mobile phone while driving – this is a significant decrease from 62% in 2013 and continues a downward trend in handheld mobile use observed since 2012. 
[bookmark: _Ref404167574][bookmark: _Toc405817943]Figure 6.1: Use of electronic devices while driving – time series

Base:	Licence holders aged 18-60 years (n=685)
Q28	During the last month, have you used a HANDHELD mobile phone? [single response]

Since 2013, respondents have been asked to indicate if they had been distracted while driving. Similar to previous waves, around two in five (41%) were distracted by ‘other drivers’, one in three (37%) were distracted by their ‘own thoughts’, and one in four were distracted by ‘street signs’ or by ‘passengers’ (24% each); only 20% were been distracted by a ‘mobile phone’, and 18% by a ‘map or GPS’.
[bookmark: _Ref374619274][bookmark: _Toc405817944]Figure 6.2: Distractions while driving (multiple response) (Main 2014 – total sample)

Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q32	In the last week, have you been distracted while driving by any of the following? [multiple response]

In 2014 Main, respondents were also asked the extent to which they agreed or disagreed with various statements about driving while distracted. As shown in Table 6.1 below, most respondents agreed that taking their eyes off the road for a few seconds is dangerous (87%) and that they can ignore their mobile phone while driving (85%); around one in five agreed that their family and friends think it is okay to use a mobile phone without a hands free kit (20%).
Females and older adults are more likely to ignore their mobile phone if a call or message arrives. Similarly, those from metropolitan areas and older adults were less likely to agree that their family and friends think it is ok to use a mobile phone without a hands free kit.
[bookmark: _Ref404175449][bookmark: _Toc405817978]Table 6.1: Attitudes to distracted driving (total agree) by demographics (Main 2014)
	
	Total
	Region
	Gender
	Age group

	
	2014
(928)
	Metro
(671)
	Regional
(257)
	Males
(471)
	Females 
(452)
	18-25 
(122)
	26-39 
(249)
	40-60 (322)
	61+
(216)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	Taking my eyes off the road for two seconds is dangerous
	87%
	87%
	87%
	86%
	88%
	84%
	85%
	88%
	90%

	I can ignore my mobile phone if a message or call arrives while I am driving
	85%
	86%
	83%
	83%
	88%
	81%

	79%

	90%
E,F
	88%
F

	My family and friends think it is ok to use a mobile phone without using a hands free kit
	20%
	17%
	29%
	19%
	22%
	17%

	26%
G,H
	18%

	18%



Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q31	To what extent do you agree or disagree with the following statements, using a scale of 1 to 5, where 1 is “Strongly disagree” and 5 is “Strongly agree”? [single response]

Respondents who had driven while over the legal limit were less likely to ignore their mobile phones (73%) compared to those who had not driven while over the limit (87%). Long distance drivers were more likely to agree that their family and friends think it is okay to use a mobile phone without a hands free kit (24%) compared to short distance drivers (17%).
[bookmark: _Toc405817979]Table 6.2: Attitudes to distracted driving (total agree) by driving behaviour (Main 2014)
	
	Total
	Speed…
	Drink driving…
	Road accident…
	Distance…

	
	2014 
(928)
	At least most of the time
(23)
	None to half of the time
(669)
	Yes 
(64)
	No (588)
	Yes
(128)
	No
(797)
	Short  (345)
	Long
(453)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	Taking my eyes off the road for two seconds is dangerous
	87%
	78%
	87%
	83%
	87%
	90%
	86%
	90%
	86%

	I can ignore my mobile phone if a message or call arrives while I am driving
	85%
	78%
	84%
	73%
	87%
	82%
	86%
	86%
	85%

	My family and friends think it is ok to use a mobile phone without using a hands free kit
	20%
	44%
	21%
	29%
	21%
	21%
	20%
	17%
	24%


Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q31	To what extent do you agree or disagree with the following statements, using a scale of 1 to 5, where 1 is “Strongly disagree” and 5 is “Strongly agree”? [single response]







[bookmark: _Toc406162122]Mobile phone use 
Respondents were asked how they normally use their phone to make or answer calls while driving. Just under half (46%) said that they never make or answer calls while driving. The proportion of respondents who reported putting the phone on their lap or console has been decreasing gradually over time from 16% in 2012 to 13% in 2014 Main; similarly the proportion that hold the phone to their ear has decreased from 8% in 2012 to 4% in 2014 Main.
[bookmark: _Toc405817945]Figure 6.3: Mobile phone use while driving (single response) (2012 to 2014 total sample)

Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q29	When you use your phone to make or answer calls while driving, do you normally …[single response]

Some notable differences include:
Significantly more females (52%) reported never making or answering a call than males (41%). 
Significantly fewer females use a Bluetooth kit (30% versus 40%) than males.
Significantly more respondents aged 61 and over (75%) reported never making or answering a call than all younger drivers.
Respondents aged 26 to 39 years were most likely to use their mobile phone while driving (28% never make or answer calls).
[bookmark: _Toc405817980]Table 6.3: Normal phone use in car by demographics (Main 2014)
	
	Total
	Region
	Gender
	Age group

	
	2014
(928)
	Metro
(671)
	Regional
(257)
	Males
(471)
	Females 
(452)
	18-25 
(122)
	26-39 
(249)
	40-60 (322)
	61+
(216)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	Hold phone to ear
	4%
	4%
	7%
	6%
	3%
	8%
	4%
	4%
	4%

	Hold phone away from ear
	1%
	-
	2%
	1%
	-
	1%
	-
	1%
	1%

	Put phone in lap or on console
	13%
	12%
	16%
	12%
	15%
	23% 
G,H
	25% 
G,H
	8% 
H
	2%

	Only use hands free kit such as Bluetooth
	35%
	39%
	24%
	40%
	30%
	33%
H
	43%
H
	42%
H
	18%


	I never make or answer call while driving
	46%
	44%
	52%
	41%
	52%
	35%

	28%

	45%
F
	75%
E,F,G


Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q29	When you use your phone to make or answer calls while driving, do you normally… [single response]


There were also notable differences according to driving behaviour, where a higher proportion of those who don’t drink and drive (42%), who have not been in an accident (49%), and who drive short distances (58%) reported never making or answering a call while driving. Around one in five respondents who drink and drive reported holding their phone to their ear (22%), this was significantly higher than those who do not drink and drive (4%). 
[bookmark: _Toc405817981]Table 6.4: Normal phone use in car by driving behaviour (Main 2014)
	
	Total
	Speed…
	Drink driving…
	Road accident…
	Distance…

	
	2014 
(928)
	At least most of the time
(23)
	None to half of the time
(669)
	Yes 
(64)
	No (588)
	Yes
(128)
	No
(797)
	Short  (345)
	Long
(453)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	Hold phone to ear
	5%
	15%
	5%
	22%
	4%
	2%
	5%
	4%
	5%

	Hold phone away from ear
	1%
	4%
	1%
	1%
	1%
	-
	1%
	1%
	*

	Put phone in lap or on console
	15%
	32%
	15%
	24%
	15%
	15%
	13%
	15%
	13%

	Only use hands free kit such as Bluetooth
	39%
	32%
	40%
	36%
	38%
	49%
	33%
	23%
	48%

	I never make or answer call while driving
	39%
	17%
	40%
	17%
	42%
	33%
	49%
	58%
	34%


Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q29	When you use your phone to make or answer calls while driving, do you normally …[single response]

Just over one in five respondents will answer a call while stopped at the lights (22%) or will answer a call using the in-built speaker on their lap (23%). Respondents were more likely to answer calls (between 18% and 23%) than make them (between 10% and 17%); and were least likely to make a call while actively driving (10%).
Younger drivers were significantly more likely than older drivers to use their mobile under any circumstance. Males were significantly more likely than females to use their mobile in most situations compared to females (with the exception of making a call using the in-built speaker). Metropolitan drivers were more likely than regional drivers to make a call while stopped at the lights, and less likely to use their phone while actively driving.
[bookmark: _Toc405817982] Table 6.5: Use of handheld mobile for calls in car by demographics (Main 2014)
	
	Total
	Region
	Gender
	Age group

	
	2014
(928)
	Metro
(671)
	Regional
(257)
	Males
(471)
	Females 
(452)
	18-25 
(122)
	26-39 
(249)
	40-60 (322)
	61+
(216)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	To answer a call while stopped at the lights
	22%
	23%
	18%
	25%
	18%
	33%
G,H
	31%
G,H
	20%
H
	7%


	To make a call while stopped at the lights
	15%
	17%
	11%
	18%
	13%
	20%
H
	26%
G,H
	14%
H
	3%

	To answer a call but phone on lap and used in-built speaker
	23%
	21%
	28%
	26%
	20%
	37%
G,H
	37%
G,H
	19%
H
	6%

	To make a call but phone on lap and used in-built speaker
	17%
	17%
	17%
	19%
	15%
	31%
G,H
	28%
G,H
	13%
H
	2%

	To answer a call while actively driving
	18%
	16%
	23%
	22%
	13%
	27%
G,H
	26%
G,H
	17%
H
	5%

	To make a call while actively driving
	10%
	9%
	14%
	14%
	7%
	18%
G,H
	18%
G,H
	9%
H
	1%


Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q28a, c, e, f, i, j 	During the last month, have you used a HANDHELD mobile phone [single response]
Just over one in three respondents (36%) used their mobile phone to read a text message while stopped at the lights. Reading and writing text messages was more common at traffic lights than while actively driving, particularly for metropolitan respondents (38% read, 20% write). Males were more likely to read and write messages while actively driving than females. Young adults (aged 18-25 and 26-39) were more likely to read or write a text in any scenario compared to older adults (aged 40 and over). 
[bookmark: _Toc405817983]Table 6.6: Use of handheld mobile for texting in car by demographics (Main 2014)
	
	Total
	Region
	Gender
	Age group

	
	2014
(928)
	Metro
(671)
	Regional
(257)
	Males
(471)
	Females 
(452)
	18-25 
(122)
	26-39 
(249)
	40-60 (322)
	61+
(216)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	To read a text message while stopped at the lights
	36%
	38%
	28%
	34%
	37%
	55%
G,H
	51%
G,H
	35%
H
	10%


	To write and send a text message while stopped at the lights
	18%
	20%
	14%
	20%
	17%
	36%
G,H
	31%
G,H
	14%
H
	-


	To read a text message while actively driving
	11%
	9%
	14%
	15%
	6%
	21%
G,H
	17%
G,H
	8%
H
	1%


	To write and send a text message while actively driving
	6%
	6%
	8%
	8%
	4%
	17%
F,G,H
	9%
G,H
	4%
H
	-



Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q28h,g,d,b	During the last month, have you used a HANDHELD mobile phone? [single response]
[bookmark: _Toc406162123]Vehicle ownership & purchasing

[bookmark: _Toc406162124]Vehicle ownership 
In total, 78% of respondents indicated that they personally own the car that they drive, with a further 14% indicating that the car they drive belongs to someone else in their household. Three per cent indicated that they own a car but usually drive a company car.  A further 6% indicated that they do not own a car and either drive only a company car, hire or borrow a car as needed, or do not ever drive.
There were notable differences in terms of vehicle ownership by age:
57% of 18 to 25 year olds personally own the car that they usually drive (compared to 77% of 26 to 39 year olds, 83% of those 40 to 60 years and 85% of those aged 61 years and over).
34% of 18 to 25 year olds usually drive a car owned by someone else in their household (compared to 15% of 26 to 39 year olds and 8% of those 40 to 60 years and 9% of those aged 61 years and over).
[bookmark: _Toc405817946]Figure 7.1: Car ownership (Main 2014)

Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q45	Which of the following statements best describes the car (not motorcycle or truck) you usually drive?
Personally owned includes cars that are under finance or leased. [single response]


The type of car usually driven, including the make, model and year was collected from those who indicated that they do drive a car. The most common make of cars driven by respondents were: Toyota (18%), Holden (14%), Ford (12%), Mazda (8%), and Honda (7%).
There were significant differences by demographic characteristics. Regional respondents were more likely than metropolitan respondents to drive a Ford; females were more likely than males to drive a Mazda or Hyundai, and young drivers (18 to 25 years) were more likely to drive a Hyundai than those all other age groups (11%).
[bookmark: _Toc405817984]Table 7.1: Most common makes of car by demographics (top 10) (2014 Main) 
	
	Total
	Region
	Gender
	Age group

	
	2014
(872)
	Metro
(636)
	Regional
(236)
	Males
(427)
	Females 
(440)
	18-25 
(110)
	26-39 
(245)
	40-60 (308)
	61+
(190)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	Toyota
	18%
	18%
	16%
	19%
	17%
	20%

	14%

	21%
F
	15%


	Holden
	14%
	13%
	18%
	14%
	14%
	16%
	14%
	13%
	14%

	Ford
	12%
	9%
	21%
	14%
	10%
	11%
	11%
	13%
	14%

	Mazda
	8%
	9%
	6%
	6%
	10%
	7%
	9%
	9%
	6%

	Honda
	7%
	8%
	3%
	7%
	7%
	4%
	8%
	6%
	7%

	Mitsubishi
	6%
	6%
	6%
	6%
	6%
	8%
G
	7%
G
	3%

	7%
G

	Nissan
	6%
	6%
	6%
	6%
	6%
	6%
	6%
	6%
	5%

	Hyundai
	5%
	5%
	5%
	3%
	7%
	11%
F,G,H
	4%

	4%

	5%


	Subaru
	4%
	4%
	4%
	5%
	3%
	6%
	5%
	2%
	5%

	Volkswagen
	4%
	5%
	2%
	4%
	4%
	2%
	4%
	4%
	4%


Base:	Respondents who do drive a car (n=872)
Q46	What type of car do you usually drive? [single response]

Respondents were asked how important their car was to them. Only 5% indicated that the car they drove was ‘everything’ to them’. The most common responses were that the car was ‘important, but not everything’ (36%) and that they ‘cared a little but not too much’ (28%). One in five said they didn’t mind what car they drove (22%) and 9% didn’t care at all.
[bookmark: _Toc405817947]Figure 7.2: Importance of car to respondent (2014 Main)

Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q43	Which of the following statements best describes how important the type of car you drive is to you? [single response]
Household vehicles
On average, respondents reported an average of 2.14 cars registered at their home address; 0.25 motorbikes and 0.09 trucks or buses. Regional respondents had significantly more trucks and motorbikes than metropolitan respondents. Younger respondents (18 to 25 year olds) had significantly higher numbers of cars per household than older age groups.
[bookmark: _Toc405817985]Table 7.2: Mean number of vehicles in household (Main 2014)
	
	Total
	Region
	Gender
	Age group

	
	2014
(928)
	Metro
(671)
	Regional
(257)
	Males
(471)
	Females 
(452)
	18-25 
(122)
	26-39 
(249)
	40-60 (322)
	61+
(216)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	Cars
	2.14
	2.12
	2.19
	2.19
	2.09
	2.75
F,G,H
	2.02
H
	2.29
F,H
	1.76


	Trucks or buses
	0.09
	0.05
	0.19
	0.10
	0.07
	0.05

	0.09

	0.12
F,H
	0.05


	Motorbikes
	0.25
	0.21
	0.37
	0.30
	0.21
	0.24
	0.18
	0.40
	0.10


Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q44	How many of each of the following types of registered vehicles are there at your home address? [numeric]


Forms of transport
The most frequent form of transport used by respondents was car as a driver (94% daily or at least weekly), followed by walking (60% daily or at least weekly), and car as a passenger (52% daily or at least weekly). The least frequently used forms of transport were truck as driver (92% never) and motorcycle (91% never).
[bookmark: _Toc405817948]Figure 7.3: Other forms of transport (2014 Main)
Base:	All respondents (n=928)
Q61	How often do you use the following forms of transport? [single response]
			


[bookmark: _Toc406162125]Intent to buy
Vehicle purchasing intentions dropped slightly from 2014 Pulse to 37% (from 44%). Prior to 2009, between 61% and 69% of Victorian licence holders were planning to buy a new or used car in the future; in 2009 this dropped considerably to 44% and has not recovered since. Similarly, the proportion of respondents planning to buy a car in the next 12 months halved between 2009 and 2010, with little recovery since that time.
[bookmark: _Toc405817949]Figure 7.4: Future car purchase intent – time series
Base:      Licence holders aged 18-60 (n=685)
Q48	Are you planning to purchase a new or used car in future…? [single response]
 
Among those Victorian licence holders planning to purchase a car in the future, more intended to buy a used car (49%) than a new car (30%). This is a significant increase from the 2014 Pulse RSM (38%). Around one in five (21%) had not decided yet whether they will buy a new or used car in the future. These proportions have remained relatively steady since 2010.
[bookmark: _Toc405817950]Figure 7.5: New versus used car purchase intent – time series
Base:	Licence holders aged 18-60 who plan to purchase a car (n=251)
Q49	Do you intend to buy a new or a used car? [single response]
Note:	Base for 2005 to 2009 shows total sample although response is of those who plan to purchase a car

Significantly more metropolitan respondents intended to buy a new car (35%) compared to regional respondents (22%). Similarly, significantly more older respondents (43% aged 40 to 60; 48% aged 61 and over) intended to buy a new car compared to those aged 39 years or younger. 
[bookmark: _Toc405817986]Table 7.3: New versus used car purchase by demographics (Main 2014)
	
	Total
	Region
	Gender
	Age group

	
	2014 
(291)
	Metro
(222)
	Regional
(69)
	Males
(159)
	Females 
(132)
	18-25 
(65)
	26-39 
(105)
	40-60 (85)
	61+
(33)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	New car
	32%
	35%
	22%
	34%
	29%
	18%

	26%

	43%
E,F
	48%
E,F

	Used car
	47%
	44%
	56%
	45%
	50%
	58%
G,H
	55%
G,H
	34%

	36%


	Undecided
	21%
	20%
	22%
	21%
	21%
	23%
	19%
	23%
	15%


Base:	Respondents who plan to purchase a car (n=291)
Q49	Do you intend to buy a new or a used car? [single response]

Around one in three respondents (40%) indicated that they were planning to buy a sedan, with just over one in five (22%) planning to buy an SUV/4WD. Many respondents who intend to buy a car in the future had not decided what type of car they would purchase (18%). Males were more likely than females to want a twin-cab utility (6% compared to 0%), and females were more likely to be undecided (25%) than males (14%). 
[bookmark: _Ref373325592][bookmark: _Toc405817951]Figure 7.6: Type of car purchase (single response)

Base:	Respondents who plan to purchase a car (n=291)
Q51	What type of vehicle are you planning to buy in the future? [single response]



[bookmark: _Toc346849038]Factors influencing selection
Respondents were asked to rate which factors were most important when making decisions around vehicle purchasing using a scale from 1 (not at all important) to 5 (very important). Figure 7.7 shows that the condition of the vehicle (roadworthiness, mileage, etc.) was rated as the most important factor (4.7), followed by safety features, other features (e.g. air conditioning, power steering) (4.4) and fuel economy (4.2). This is largely consistent with findings from previous waves.
[bookmark: _Ref348825513][bookmark: _Toc405817952]Figure 7.7: Factors influencing vehicle selection (mean) (time series)

Base:	Respondents aged 18-60 who may purchase a car (n=389)
Q53a-j	Once you have decided your budget, please give each of the following factors a score out of five (with 1 being not important at all and 5 being very important) [single response]

There were significant differences according to demographic characteristics. Regional purchasers (2.9) were more likely than metropolitan (2.5) to rate towing or load carrying capacity as important. Females were more likely to rate fuel economy (4.4), safety features (4.6), and transmission (4.2) higher compared to males. Younger drivers were less concerned with most features compared to other age groups. 
[bookmark: _Ref373325601][bookmark: _Toc405817987]Table 7.4: Factors influencing vehicle selection (mean importance) by demographics (Main 2014)
	
	Total
	Region
	Gender
	Age group

	
	2014 
(485)
	Metro
(364)
	Regional
(121)
	Males
(235)
	Females 
(250)
	18-25 
(88)
	26-39 
(164)
	40-60 (142)
	61+
(82)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	Condition of the vehicle
	4.8
	4.8
	4.8
	4.7
	4.8
	4.7
	4.7
	4.8
	4.9

	Features of vehicle
	4.1
	4.2
	4.0
	4.2
	4.1
	3.9

	4.1
E
	4.2
E
	4.3
E

	Fuel economy / fuel cost
	4.3
	4.2
	4.3
	4.1
	4.4
	4.1
	4.2
	4.3
	4.3

	Manufacturer
	3.3
	3.4
	3.0
	3.4
	3.2
	2.9

	3.2
E
	3.4
E
	3.6
E

	Power / performance
	3.3
	3.4
	3.3
	3.4
	3.3
	3.2
	3.3
	3.4
	3.5

	Safety features of the vehicle
	4.5
	4.5
	4.3
	4.4
	4.6
	4.3

	4.4

	4.5
E
	4.7
E,F

	Size of vehicle
	3.9
	3.9
	3.9
	3.8
	3.9
	3.5

	4.0
E
	3.9
E
	4.0
E

	Style / appearance / image
	3.5
	3.6
	3.3
	3.6
	3.4
	3.4
	3.5
	3.5
	3.6

	Transmission type
	4.0
	4.0
	4.0
	3.9
	4.2
	3.9

	3.9

	4.0

	4.5
E,F,G

	Type of vehicle
	4.0
	4.0
	4.1
	4.1
	4.0
	3.6

	4.0
E
	4.2
E
	4.4
E,F

	Towing or load carrying capacity
	2.6
	2.5
	2.9
	2.8
	2.4
	2.2

	2.6

	2.6

	3.0
E


Base:	Respondents who may purchase a car (n=485)
Q53a-j	Once you have decided your budget, please give each of the following factors a score out of five (with 1 being not important at all and 5 being very important)  [single response]



Importance of safety features
Respondents were also asked to rate how important certain safety features were when considering purchasing a vehicle. The safety features considered most important when buying a car were driver and passenger frontal airbags (4.6), side curtain airbags (4.2), and side airbags (4.2). Least important were lane departure warnings (3.1), adaptive cruise control (3.2), and rear parking aids (3.4). This is consistent with findings from previous waves.
[bookmark: _Toc405817953]Figure 7.8: Safety factors influencing vehicle selection (mean importance) (time series)

Base:	Respondents aged 18-60 who may purchase a car (n=389)
Q54a-j	Below is a list of safety features that could be considered when buying a car. From this list please give each of the features a score out of five [single response]

Respondents who were planning to buy a car in the future were asked whether they will consider crash test results or safety ratings before they purchase their next car (including ANCAP Used Car Safety Ratings and 5 star ratings).  Consistent with previous years, 70% of respondents indicated that they would consider crash test results or safety ratings when buying their next car; 14% would not consider these results and 17% did not know. Males (19%) and regional respondents (19%) were less likely to consider the results than females (9%) and metropolitan respondents (12%).
[bookmark: _Toc405817988]Table 7.5: Consider crash test results when purchasing by demographics (Main 2014)
	
	Total
	Region
	Gender
	Age group

	
	2014 
(492)
	Metro
(371)
	Regional
(121)
	Males
(239)
	Females 
(253)
	18-25 
(88)
	26-39 
(164)
	40-60 (147)
	61+
(84)

	
	
	A 
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	Consider results
	70%
	71%
	64%
	66%
	73%
	68%
	66%
	74%
	71%

	Would not consider results
	14%
	12%
	19%
	19%
	9%
	19%
	14%
	14%
	10%

	Don’t know
	17%
	17%
	16%
	15%
	19%
	14%

	20%
G
	12%

	19%



Base:	Respondents  who may purchase a car (n=492)
Q55	Would you consider crash test results or safety ratings before you purchase your next car? This includes ANCAP Used Car Safety Ratings and 5 star ratings. [single response]













[bookmark: _Toc406162126]Appendix 1 – Hardcopy Questionnaire























[bookmark: _Toc406162127]Appendix 2 – Online Questionnaire














[bookmark: _Toc406162128]Appendix 3 – CATI Follow-up Script
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