. . = .
[ . "
. .
r - . \ o - ] L

Ay . -, » . . i -
*

- *_ DOCUMENT RESUME

ED 241 847 ‘\ . . N c6 017 326 .
) o " d

AUTHOR plhto, . Kdthleen £.; Rasp, Alfred, 18
TITLE » Parental Views on Issues Related-to Traffic Safety .
y ’ Education and the Licenszng of Taenage Drivers. ’
»oo Results of a Statewide Survey of Washington Parents
. - Traffic Safety Education Executive Summary 1983.
INSTITUTION * | Washington Office of the State Superintendent of
y ‘ : Public Instruction, Olympia. o
PUB DATE " ‘Feb 83 ‘ o
NOTE . 13p. | o _ | 9
PUB TYPE Reports - Research/Technzcal (143)
Epgs PRICE MFDI/PCDI Plus’ Postage. ' ‘ '
DESCRIPTORS *Adolescents; *Driver Educitzon, *Parent Ht;ztudes,
LTy ﬂ*Parent,Partzczpatzon, Parents; Safety Education; .
; . "~ .Secondary Educatzon, State' Surveys; Traffic Safety
v IDENTIFIERS *priver Llcenszng, *Washzugton
ABSTRACT - ' ' “
s - Most teenagers learn to drzve through a combznatzon )

of classroom instruction, simulated dr:vzng experiences, and road
drivij ng. As part of a larger study focuszng on public’ opinions of
traffic safety education, parental ,views on safety education
effectiveness, the licensing of i ‘hage drivers, and parental . _ .
1nvolvement in driver education in the state of Washi ngton were
solicited in a statewide survey.. Parents of recent1¥ lzcensad teenage

" drivers (553 mothers, 255 fathers; and 24 guardians), with an average

.of 25 years of dr:vzng experience, completed a 22 question, one page .
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*  The TSE survey of parents was among the projects in the third area. The survey .

¥ was planned and'completed between January,‘1982 "and January, 1983' This report{

-

- describes the preliminary findings from rthe patent survey. ot
ey .. . - * ) . g R i
- ! The Survey A T N 3 o I
. . . ' oy v " y v
- The Survey was designed. to address three broad questions‘ s
- 6 o .
1. How do parents of ?edently licensed teenage drivers fael about traffic
safety education effectiveness? Ne
' ) 2. To what.extent are parents involved.in the ‘learning to drive procesé?
’ -t . ) N » _ . .
3. How glo pal‘eﬁ'E_'é"TE‘El about specific issues Su%as course requirements,
fee structures, ‘and restrictive licenses? . 1
' . Within these parameters, a 22 qu’e'stion,. one-page survey was ‘designed by the
’ stake agency's Testing'and Evaluation section and the Traffic Safety Education unit
with advice from the Department of Licensing (DOL). . ) . . - K
PN '
7 : L~
-~ . : .. .Y ) - & -
N~ Procedures - , . , A ) ) ) :
-, o . lé !\ M I3
N y Two objectives were kept if mind as procedures were developed. pAn effart .
- . .

was made to select a statewide sample of parents representing both public.school'

,and commegcially trained Students. Second, in keeping with the state's.effort to

£~ "
*zfduce paperwork, and pot burden school district personnel with the data collection,
‘ :a process was selected that used a system other than the public schools. : ‘f

¢ . -
2 The task required interagency cooperation with the-DQQﬁ&icensing stations.

'Ihe key link was the course' completion form --'a certificate issued by the statq 5

L3

-‘: ,educafionfhgency through public,.private, or commercial schools. Thg certiftcate . K
‘verffias that a TSE course has been satisfactorily completed and is surrendered .

' L o ‘e S~ w RES
“%0 the DPL licensing station when a driver's license {s issued. e certi?icate 2

- - 1 L -
- ' . .

C s has a'unique pumber, identifies'the‘school from whi¢h the course was taken andé

1. . -
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The ‘I‘SE survey of parents was a’mong the projects in the third area. The survey .

©» was planned ‘and completed betweern January,.1982 "and January, 1983 This reporn;

’ LY

describes the preliminary findings from the parent survey. P »

The Survey e o - L ‘
o« . . .

The survey wag designed. to address‘chree b:pad'quescionS‘ “ T
2 .
1. How do parewts of ?edently licenseq\teenage drlvers fael about craffic
safety education effecciveness° - .

*

’ 2. To what.extenf are parents involved.in che ‘learning to drive procesé?

N bk

3. How go pal'eﬁT::'s"fEEl about specific issues su%as course requirements, .
fee structures, and restrictive licenses? .

. Within these parameters, a 22 quescion‘,ode~page survey was ‘designed by che

" state agency's Testing'and Evaluation section and the Traffic Safety Education unit

yith advice from‘the'Departmenc of Licensing (DOL) . ) ) . . 7
A .
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~ Procedures - , , - \. ] ) '

- o=

s, Two dbjectives were kept 1A mind as procedures were developed. gAn efforc .,

- N ¢ +

. . was made to select a scacewide sample of parents represencing both public.school

and commegcially crained Scudents. Second, in keeping wich the srace's.effort to

- . -

Fl

" reduce paperwork and pot burden school discrice personnel wich the daca collection,
'a process was selected that used a system other chan the public schools. {

¥

:" The task required inceragency cooperation with che BQL&&icensing scations.'

- #
~ - ' -t L

Ihe key link was the course: completion form -~ :a cercificace issued by the state ‘ﬁ

: »educationfhgency through public, privace, or .commerc_ial schools. Th:e cerciﬁcaﬁe .
. .verifias thac a TSE coursemhas been satisfactorily completed and is surrendered ‘
) ‘ . . ' - . ., . . L8 i- .
;" ... ‘%o the DOL licensing station when a driver's license {s issued. e certificate L

- ,"ho 1 « 7 v !‘ . - 1 “
;_ )1 L has a'udique pumber, idencifies the school from whi¢h che course was taken and-
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.provides licensing’date, course completion date, and hqme address. It proved to

+ . . . - .
. . L .

be the perfect vehicle for selection of.the sample of parenss who would recefye
L] » * ' +* ' .
» the survey, \ ' - ' ._"

' * . * ' -
‘ ~ - - 3 *

Certificates Were collected at thé 57 DOL litensing stations during thezmost’
' ' J

active months for new licensing -- Ap:il ths and June. A tdtal!of_lO,?GO useable
v &

Y ’ C . .

. certificates were collected and supplied to the sfate office, A 1D_percent'(l,076) .

tandom sample wds drawn during the summer- pf 1982, ' Parents of theseﬁricently L
- L

licensed teenagers were mafled 4 survey with a cover létterﬂfrom the State Super-

intendent of Public Instruction explaining the purpose of this .specidl survey.
- L} {_, 5 - .
. . Xhe initial mailing was followed by 3 reminder. postcard to nonrespondents.
) . .
At the cutoff date a tot'al of 836 resﬂﬂ'ses had-been received. Four of the ¢ ot
responses could not be used due to alteration of tbe'data procgssing number.
. > '
> The total usegble résponse rate was 77 percent. . -
» 1 ) . " ' i L - ) .

L3 Y
. L) M L H
N
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. -. ~ The Respondents -

s The 832 viﬂidJFurveys were completed by -553 mothets, 255 fathers‘ and 24
L] ' -
: gnardians. SeVenty-seven percgnt of the*respondents vere frpm westérn Washington

L] L]
]

PR

1 - .
counties] 23.percent lived/east of the Cascadeuhountaipsy VirCuably all respon-
. . __— * e 4 - ’
dents (99%) were drivers. The average numbet of years of driving per respondent .
‘ oo b . ' - * [ *s - -~

° was 25 years. \Almost all of the respondents (992)'Teportéd driving “a motor

. N . ‘. ‘. ] . ‘ 4
P ' vehicle at least once per weeks The madority of regpondents (67%) had not taken
s’ . _ . . J o e T
a:traffic safety edecation ou?se. s, o T
. . A
. . TQ identify variables Ehat may have prompted variatidns in rTesponses. parents

“-ﬂﬁ;‘ ; ) ’ " ,
were asked additional ‘questions, about their recently licensed teenager./ The

' majority of parents (6&5) reported that their child was licensed to driwe within

LIS ' LY b - . 1 .
\_/} 4 : i ' - . .
. [3 . I . ?
* R - ) ' . Q_,
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two months of compleripg a TSE course, 21 peycent had waited from three to five

g . * . L . ! ’ -
months,,and 14 percent had waited six months to a year. Five percent had waited

& full year before liceﬁiiﬂg-‘f t I ’

—

. * The large marjority of teenagers {86%) were licensed on :heif’firsé'road ¥

test attempt. ‘Ihirzeeﬁ percent required two attempts qednone percent Tequired

» . "

Ehfﬁe OT moTe attempts. ] - J ’
L . P - . -
B The parents of 55 teenagers (7%) reported that their gﬁildren had been in a,

T s
-

. 1 - )

vt motor vehicle accident $ince’ licensirkg, however, the major};y,.93 percent or 777
. > ' . . ' .

students, were accident.free. Even feyer teenagers (6Z) had received a rraffic .

. . ®
’citation for a vio;a:ion other :han[parking tickets since licensing. WNinety-

four percent of the teenagefs had not been cited. e i

-
[

The survey allowed this sample of panen:s an opportunity to comment 6h six’ ,

A, ~ issues :ela:ed to :eepageré\éggﬁdriving. The results are’ summarized below. .
# ' ' ' |' Y,
T . ' S,
WHY DRIVE BEFORE AGE 18? . ’ ~ |
There are many factdrs that affect a teenager's decision to gbtain a Iicense

. .
- . A

before age 18, In an attempt :o.categorize ‘these factors, parents weré'asked to

e -

-~

indicate all of the Teasons thet promp:ed this decision in their family. . Seven

standardized Ee5ponses were provided. Leéqing the list was "transportation to ¥
’ N B . ¥ . . . .
, social and school events.'” Sixty percent of the respondents ipdicated this as a

. -

"

Trans-
L] . f

FCason for early.licensing. Forty-sevenlﬁérceuk “"saw no reason to wait.
rtation to a job was the thifd ranked fad?hr with 46 percént of tke parents
Y , , it ok '

’ P

a v . fesponding.. Almost forty percent of the parents indicéted that they "did not want '

"'ﬁ-'\ - | "W o - - .
to chauffeur.” A little over a third felt :ha: the teenagpr s desire for indepen-
dence gas a facror. Family t£\h9portation was cited as & reason for 29 P v
. - S

+

of the respondents. . Only 12 percent of the.pafgn:s feltlthat peer pressure was a

’ - 3 -
- . . - .

factor in licensing prior to age 18. - - '
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- difficul{ to change thé standards for younger siblings.

4

- + - )‘ ' ) . +
Parents also were asked to yrite.in any other r!;sons that prompted

’ . .
licensing before age 1%. The ‘factors.cited by pargnts included militﬁry gervice,

teenager was a parent, ''part of growing up,!" reward for good grades, ohurch' .
. v \' rd

activities, comm uq}tyneeltgge attendance at nlght, athletic practice and activities,
living in rural area, inguqed ®Br 111 pareats, car pool to school no public trans-

portation available, and driving to a private or parochial high school. At least

one parent added that once a driving age has been establighed in a family, it,is

- .
+ N * . -~ r J

HOW MUCH TIME DO PARENTS SPEND HELPING THEIR.TEENAGER LEARN TO DRIVE?

Approximately 89 percent of the respondentf indicated that either one or béth

of the parents helped their teenaget™ learn to drive. Tn some cases, however, the
) . .

person responding to the surveY was not the payent who prdvided assistance. This .

*

f
.was the case for‘tha 5 percenf who indicated zero hourg of help. Of the 790 parenqﬁ

v - b, "

who reported some time, the most frequently cited amount was 20 hours. By range,

24 percent of the parent® indicated 1-10 hours of assistance; 22 percent listed

11-20 hours. EIEven pemcent said thé; helped 21-30 hours. he 31-40 hour range R
was thejtime range-listed by six percent of the respondents. éwenty percent of - .
the ﬁerents ;ndicéted they helped 41 or more . The range of honrs ;Lr all‘ . . .

L

LY . -
respondents was from 2 low of one hour to a over 90N hFuré. The averagé, '?

amount of time spent by all parent respondents was 38 hours. ) N

-
. L : . . - -

" (Chapter 167, Laws of 1967). 'The parents surveged strongly agreed with thi's

WHAT. COURSE STANDARDS SHOULD BE REQUIRED BEFORE LICENSING? ‘ Co -

In 1967 the Washington State Legislatdre raibed the minimum driving age to

18 but stipulated that persons between the ages.of 16 anﬁ‘iB yeafe of age ma§
[ ' . } * ‘

also be licensed upon the successfyl combletion of an aﬁproved TSE course. /

1 -~

-

requireﬁent. 'Whren asked whetHer a TSE course should cqntinue to be reqnired, 77 .

-

- 3
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. l\(34i) agfffd that the age requiremeqﬁ needed to be rtaised.

perqgﬁt.atrOngZy agrqéd with the continuation of the requirement. and another

= +

.. .19 percens agreed. ) ‘ .
1 Y * ) 1 "
Parents algo felr stro;EIy oh the 'issue of requiring a TSE “course fpr aIr

nevi drivers with 30.percent agreeing and 45 p&rcent strongly agPeEtng that a '

* i

-

course should be taken’g;hgveryone. However, 69'percent 6f the reSpondents ‘ddd

* 1 .

not feel that a second;advaﬁced TSE qaﬁrse should bg required.

M [ '
. -

-A majority of parents were in agreement with the current standardlof 15%

4
ot

L
not want the agé minimum raised to 16% years.

. .
E . -

years as the winimlm age fér takiﬁg driver education.. Sixqg-one percent did
Only a third of the responden;:\\\

EEERR . T
L3 . - »
- . b Y
¥

DO PARENTS FEEL TRAFFIC éA’FEh’ EnuCATION COURSES ARE EFFECTIVE?

~
Pa&ent fespondents were oveEwhelmingly in agreement with statements. relating

TSE courses to improvea priver performance. When asked if their t¢enagers knew

.

highway rules and regulations as a result of a TSE course, 39 percent strongly

agreed and 58 percent agreed, only 3 percent dtsagreed

The respondents also felt‘strongly about the relationship of TSE and the

v o
. N . :

safe operation of a vehicle, Ninety~two percent of the parents agreed that
i . ‘ .
, their teenagers knew how to operate a motor vehicle safely as a result of a TSE

coyrse.  Only &Qbercent disagreéd oT had no opinion on this question, T

" . . ~— . . . " . . - . . .

PR . . r ’ C '
* -

SHOULD PROBATIONARY OR RESTRICTED LICENSES BE REQUIREQ?

- 'oParents were generally in favor of a probationary driver's license for 16

=
— . . 4 ”

and 17 year olds, iWhgn asked how”they felt Ybout a probationary license that )
could be taken ayay for poor toad performance or violations, 37 pb}cent of the
+ - . L

respondents 3trongi§ agreed with this idea, and andther 33 percent agreedy twenty-
five perqgﬂt'disagreed, and .5 percent hé& no o?inion. . .
1 g\ Lt )

- - . ’ . . . . ' ,

. F.4 ) . v
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. » However, less thafi one-third of the respondents (31%) felt that persons

- . ./ ¢

, . i - *
under age 18 should feceiv®{a restricted licénse which would not allow them to
. drive between the hours of midnight and 6 a.m. Nearly two-thirds (64%) of the
parents opposed the 12 a.m. to 6 a.mprestriction. Yo . “
SHOULD THE TRAFFIC SAFETY EDUCATION FEE STRUCTURE BE ALTERED? . .
.\ " o * . B N - -

In 1981 a financial profile of TSE costs {evealed that the state reimburse-
- \—\
are not yequired

¥

4 . ‘{

ment was $122 per student. Washington State school distrigt
. v N . M *
to charge an additional fee for the TSE program, howev

. -

do charge. The sape profile showed that in Washington

, Bogt distriets (90%)
ate the fee charged to

studeﬂf& ranged f;om zero to $80 with-an averagé student fee of $22.
4 i
The survey participants were. asked to report the fee their teenager was

assessed for #he ,public pigh school TSE course, Seven hundred thirty-eight parent%

responded within a fee.range and an additional 34 persons reported that no fee was

- - .
charged. Fourteen IESpondents did not know the amount of the fee. The parents °

reporting a fee also were asked whether they felt the fee was too high, just é

right, or tdo low. The repnrted fees cross-tabulated with tHé respondents-feeling
i v e,

about the appropriateness of those fees -is.preSented in Table 1, p s
- . * s * -

. Regardless of the fee paid, 67 percentjof the respondents felt the fee was

LY

an apﬁrdpriate one.s Thirty-one percent‘feij the fee they paid was toe high,
,two percent felt the fee was too low. Over half of the re3popdents‘(582) paid’
r { .

a fee which ranged from.$31 to $60, . - N

¥ The cross-tabulation of fee and feeling of apprOpriateness\of fee showed -
r ‘; »
that the highest reSponse fox a favorable fee range was $31 to 845, ZQ percent °

fell into this category. This was closely followed by the $16 to $30 category

and the $46 to $60 category. The boxed-in area on Table 1, representing the fee
¢

f?gnge of 3716 to 360 accounted for 54 percent of the total response on this question.'
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Reported TSE Course Fee and Pareﬁi: View of Appropriateness

:, Total Number

-

. Reported Fee m_Tc;o.High Just ﬁ?fght Too ‘Iilow & Percentage
1.00 - 15.00 . 477 (1%) 517 (7% . 5 (fi) ' 60  (9%)
-~ ("" L
16.00 - 30.00 ! 24, (3%) 133 (18%) 3 («1%) 160 (217) -
| "o .
-31.P0 - 45.00 60 (8%) 152 (207)° 3 (a1n) 215 (29%)
. - 4
46.00 - 60.00 93 (3% , (" 123 (6% | * L0 (o) 216 (29%)
. . L]
61.00 - 75:00 36 (5%) 28 Wf4%) 1 (e1%) 65 (9%)
76.00 or more ' _ 11 (1%) & amy . 0 (o .15 2D
NG fee Toa (0w 2 (<l%) 0 % . 2 1B
Don't know  ° .0 (0%)- s (1%, “ 0 0% | 5 T (1%)
. . . M—- e
: ’o » , ] F
"Total number* 228 . 498 . 12 © 738
) : of ] ]
& Percentage®* B3 67%. 2% . 1100%
* Actual 'numb'er_ of responses e '“"":', - .
**Percentage of total respomnses ) -
' RN *
. . ) N f’% ‘ - . L} L}
L} d : y . %J
. 9 »ﬁ&# 4; . ,
L ¢ . ‘ %" . '( F
] R .
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s
-% Do not support a restygictive license which woild nots al‘&ow 16 and 17 year

B . . bt T * ? s - N
Lo T L S S
o DN L ”
On‘ ano:f}ér gquestion, parents w:ere>a§ked' if the s:‘udeﬂ: fees were jus:ifiéd
-t . . - N

" for .TSE coursés_, 17 percent of the' ;espondents str’ungfy agreed, an ‘additional Sk
. - ' . ! .

* perceht aéreed and 24 percent felt student feés were not an apprdpriate m‘éans,:b .

finance TSE courses. Eight percent had no "opinion on this issye, Of those

pazents who felt the fee was too high, over half (56%) still agreed that some fees

]
-

werd appropriate ’ PO .

N

.b.
-

SUMMARY - F= N
L = - a

P‘W&shington State parents eof recent]_); licensed teeﬁagé'dri'ver's - ' - .
L k4 - . . " - L -

. e LT . e : .

*  Support the current Tequirement that requires.a TSE course’prigr to~\l1censing.

1 . % |
) 3

* Do not feel thar a second advanced:course.is necessary. ~ -,

‘ L} L= * R r . ‘
*  Believe that TSE has been instruméntal in helpin!their feenagers know < .

highway rules and regulations. . : . -~

%~ Believe ‘at TSE has been’ instrumensal in he‘lping..‘their :eé’ﬁagers operate v ;
a mdtor' veldcle in a safe manner. ‘% P
RS

*  Support «the idea of a probationaz!' license for 16 and 17 year olds that J

could be taken away for citations for poor perf rmance. . ’

olds to drive between midnight and 6 a.m. . » .

* Do no: beX¥jeve students should be Tequited to wait to age 164 before . 7
4 being allowed to take a 7SE &ourse. -, . . .

| !‘.

1

*  Helped their teenager learn fo driue, s’pending an average of 38 hours in
the effort, ) { R

5 _ l - v (' ‘ ,-.“,:) \.\. _ -~__a- , .
*  Are,willing to pay part of the cost of 3 TSE course.,t:fiﬁ\h' a stm_:le!’nt- fee. .

L -

£y ML $
% Feel the most apprepriate fee falls in the $31 - $435 range.
Y i L L - -t ’ \/\.’«

- - - P
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"FoT more information about, :he Tr;affic Safety Education P‘aren: Survey \/

contact: o\ ’ ‘ o ' ' ;' a ; .
' ) . . .}’ :,‘- . Wt I *
. ' . Dr. Gary Bloomfield g e A
Co -k Traffic Saféty Education. ;Prog'ra}lx ‘
‘ Superintendet}t of Public Inst;uctiqn
01d Cap:[tol ?uilding FG-11

.- e Olympia, ‘Washtng:o_ll 98504 " ) .




