Introduction

The City of Stirling received a grant through the Community Road Safety Grants Program to purchase a Speed Alert Mobile (SAM) trailer in 2006 as part of the City’s ‘Drop 5 Save Lives’ program. 

The City was the first Local Government Authority in Western Australia to employ a full-time Road Safety Officer whose sole responsibility is road safety and this saw the establishment of a Road Safety Advisory Committee now Road Safety Working Group. The Committee implemented its first project in 2005 – ‘Drop Five and Save Lives’ in the City with the objective of fostering community participation in strategies that encourage motorists to reduce travel speeds. 
The ‘Drop 5 Save Lives’ program included several initiatives for increasing community participation and decreasing the social acceptability of speeding and won awards in safer travel speeds. One strategy used to continue this campaign was to increase the use of the SAM trailers again in 2006.
In order to determine community attitudes, perceptions and awareness of the SAM trailer a survey was conducted in early 2009 to develop best practice of use.
Data Collection Procedure

A questionnaire (see appendix A) was sent to 279 City of Stirling residents to gain data on driver behaviour and perceptions of the effectiveness of the Speed Alert Mobile trailer. 
Residents were chosen from streets which had a history of speeding complaints and had had the SAM there within the previous six months. Houses were picked in blocks of approximately 10 at various locations along each street. The streets selected for the study were: 

· Birdwood Street, Innaloo 

· Hale Road, Wembley Downs  

· Duart Road, Trigg
· Sorrento Street, North Beach

· Curlington Crescent, Balga 

· Clement Drive, Karrinyup
There were 94 questionnaire’s returned and 43 envelopes that were returned by Australian Post making a response rate of those that received the questionnaire at nearly 40%.
Data was entered into a Microsoft Excel spreadsheet and collated and converted to percentages using a Microsoft Excel ‘PivotTable’. 

Results
Nearly three quarters (74%) of respondents had noticed the SAM trailer on the road whilst 90% of respondents felt that the SAM trailer raised awareness of speeding. 70% of respondents had noticed the SAM on the road and felt that it raised awareness of speeding.

Table 1.
”Have you noticed the SAM trailer on the road” versus “do you feel that the SAM trailers raise awareness of speeding”

	
	Awareness of speeding

	Noticed trailer
	No
	Yes
	(blank)
	Grand Total

	No
	4%
	20%
	1%
	26%

	Yes 
	4%
	70%
	0%
	74%

	(blank)
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	Grand Total
	9%
	90%
	1%
	100%


Just over half (53%) of the respondents rated the SAM trailer at the higher end of effectiveness (scored 4 or 5) for their own driving habits. 44% of respondents exceeded the speed limit ‘sometimes’ whilst 42% exceeded the speed limit ‘rarely’. 29% of respondents exceeded the speed limit ‘sometimes’ and rated the SAM trailer at the higher end of effectiveness (scored 4 or 5) for their own driving habits. Two thirds of respondents who exceeded the speed limit ‘sometimes’ rated the SAM trailer at the higher end of effectiveness (scored 4 or 5) for their own driving habits.
Table 2.
“How often do you exceed the speed limit” versus “How do you rate the trailer for effectiveness for your driving habits”

	
	Effectiveness for your driving habits

	Speeding frequency
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	(blank)
	Grand Total

	Never
	3%
	1%
	1%
	1%
	3%
	0%
	10%

	Rarely
	6%
	10%
	6%
	11%
	8%
	1%
	42%

	Sometimes
	4%
	2%
	9%
	17%
	12%
	0%
	44%

	Regularly
	1%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	1%

	All the time
	0%
	0%
	1%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	1%

	(blank)
	1%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	1%
	0%
	2%

	Grand Total
	16%
	13%
	17%
	29%
	24%
	1%
	100%


Almost half (49%) of respondents typically drive 5km/m above the speed limit whilst 16% typically drive 10km/h over the speed limit. Over a quarter (28%) of respondents typically drive 5km/h over the speed limit ‘sometimes’. Of the respondents that exceed the speed limit ‘sometimes’, almost two thirds (63%) typically drive 5km/h above the speed limit whilst just over three quarters (27%) typically drive 10km/h over the speed limit.
Table 3.
“How often do you exceed the speed limit” versus “how far above the speed limit would you typically drive at” 

	
	Level above the speed limit

	Speeding frequency
	0km/h
	5km/h
	10km/h
	15km/h
	(blank)
	Grand Total

	Never
	9%
	1%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	10%

	Rarely
	19%
	19%
	3%
	0%
	0%
	42%

	Sometimes
	3%
	28%
	12%
	1%
	0%
	44%

	Regularly
	0%
	0%
	1%
	0%
	0%
	1%

	All the time
	0%
	1%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	1%

	(blank)
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	2%
	2%

	Grand Total
	31%
	49%
	16%
	1%
	2%
	100%


Nearly two thirds (63%) of respondents thought that the SAM is better suited as an information tool with a quarter (26%) thinking the SAM is better suited as a deterrent. More than half (53%) of the respondents who exceed the speed limit ‘rarely’ or ‘sometimes’ thought that the SAM is better suited as an information tool whilst a quarter (25%) of the respondents who exceed the speed limit ‘rarely’ or ‘sometimes’ thought that the SAM is better suited as a deterrent.

Table 4.
“How often do you exceed the speed limit” versus “do you think that the SAM trailer is better suited as a deterrent or an information tool”
	
	Deterrent or information tool

	Speeding frequency
	Both
	Deterrent
	Info Tool
	(blank)
	Grand Total

	Never
	0%
	1%
	9%
	0%
	10%

	Rarely
	3%
	11%
	28%
	0%
	42%

	Sometimes
	4%
	14%
	25%
	1%
	44%

	Regularly
	0%
	0%
	1%
	0%
	1%

	All the time
	1%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	1%

	(blank)
	0%
	0%
	1%
	1%
	2%

	Grand Total
	9%
	26%
	63%
	2%
	100%


Almost a third (31%) of respondents claimed to typically never exceed the speed limit. Nearly half (49%) of respondents claimed to typically drive at 5km/h over the limit whilst 16% typically drive 10km/h over the limit. Nearly two thirds (63%) of respondents who typically drive 5km/h over the speed limit thought that the SAM is better suited as an information tool whilst a quarter (26%) of the same respondents thought that the SAM is better suited as an deterrent. Nearly two thirds (63%) of respondents who typically drive 10km/h over the speed limit thought that the SAM is better suited as an information tool whilst a quarter (25%) of the same respondents thought that the SAM is better suited as an deterrent.
Table 5.
“How far above the speed limit would you typically drive at” versus “do you think that the SAM trailer is better suited as a deterrent or an information tool”

	
	Deterrent or information tool

	Level above the speed limit
	Both
	Deterrent
	Info Tool
	(blank)
	Grand Total

	0km/h
	2%
	9%
	20%
	0%
	31%

	5km/h
	4%
	13%
	31%
	1%
	49%

	10km/h
	2%
	4%
	10%
	0%
	16%

	15km/h
	0%
	0%
	1%
	0%
	1%

	(blank)
	0%
	0%
	1%
	1%
	2%

	Grand Total
	9%
	26%
	63%
	2%
	100%


46% of the respondents rated the SAM trailer at the higher end of effectiveness (scored of 4 or 5) for other driver’s habits. More than half (54%) of the respondents that thought that the SAM is better suited as a deterrent rated the SAM trailer at the higher end of effectiveness (scored 4 or 5) for other driver’s habits. 30% of the respondents that thought that the SAM is better suited as an information tool rated the SAM trailer at the lower end of effectiveness (scored 1 or 2) for other driver’s habits.
Table 6.
“Do you think that the SAM trailer is better suited as a deterrent or an information tool” versus “how do you rate the trailer for effectiveness for other driver’s habits”

	
	Effectiveness for other driver’s habits

	Deterrent or information tool
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	(blank)
	Grand Total

	Both
	0%
	1%
	1%
	3%
	3%
	0%
	9%

	Deterrent
	0%
	1%
	11%
	10%
	4%
	0%
	26%

	Information tool
	11%
	8%
	16%
	18%
	5%
	5%
	63%

	(blank)
	0%
	0%
	0%
	1%
	1%
	0%
	2%

	Grand Total
	11%
	10%
	28%
	32%
	14%
	5%
	100%



Over half (54%) of the respondents felt that the SAM trailers raise awareness of speeding and thought that the SAM trailer is better suited as an information tool and a quarter (26%) felt that the SAM trailers raise awareness of speeding and thought that the SAM trailer is better suited as an deterrent. All of the respondents who felt that the SAM trailers didn’t raise awareness of speeding thought that the SAM trailer is better suited as an information tool.

Table 8.
“Do you feel that the SAM trailers raise awareness of speeding” versus “do you think that the SAM trailer is better suited as a deterrent or an information tool”

	
	Deterrent or information tool

	Awareness of speeding
	Both
	Deterrent
	Info Tool
	(blank)
	Grand Total

	No
	0%
	0%
	9%
	0%
	9%

	Yes 
	9%
	26%
	54%
	2%
	90%

	(blank)
	0%
	0%
	1%
	0%
	1%

	Grand Total
	9%
	26%
	63%
	2%
	100%


Key Findings
There was a high level of recall in regards to noticing the trailer and nearly all of the respondents felt that the trailer was an effective tool in raising awareness of speeding. 
The respondents felt that the SAM trailer was effective for their own driving habits as well as the habits of other drivers with respondents more likely to rate the SAM at the higher end (4 or 5) of effectiveness for their own driving habits.

Most of the respondents typically drove at 5km/h over the speed limit ‘rarely’ or ‘sometimes’ however the respondents that typically drove 10km/h over the speed limit did so more regularly. 

The SAM trailer was rated more effective for their own driving by the respondents who ‘sometimes’ drive over the speed limit and this group was more likely to view the SAM as an information tool.

Respondents viewed the SAM as more effective as a deterrent on their own and other driver’s habits rather than as an information tool. Overall the SAM trailer was viewed as being better suited as an information tool rather than a deterrent and there was little change when comparing the results with factors such as respondent’s speeding frequency and the typical level respondents drive above the speed limit. 
