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1. Executive summary and
research implications

In 2015, the Transport and Accident Commission (TAC) commissioned Ipsos to conduct the Motorcycle Monitor for the
fourth time since 2012. The study was undertaken to gather detailed information about motorcycle riders, their attitudes
toward road safety, and behaviour while riding. The intention was to gain a fully representative sample of the motorcycle
rider population. The survey was completed by respondents either online, via telephone or by hardcopy. A total of 800
motorcycle licence or registration holders completed the survey in May to July 2015 from a sample of 2,350 random
motorcycle licence and registration holders from the VicRoads database.

For the most part, the results between 2014 and 2015 have remained steady. However, there have been noteworthy
increases in those who reported they wear protective riding pants all the time compared to previous years. Boot wearing
has also improved over the last few years.

Of concern, is the slight but noticeable change in rider attitudes towards the acceptability of low level speeding in both
60km and 100km zones (i.e. riding a few kilometres over the sign-posted speed limit before being fined). In adddtion,
compared to other 6questionabl ed riding practices such
speeding that was least likely to be deemed dangerous.

Where other differences in results were observed, this has largely been in comparison to 2013 results where the survey
population included a higher proportion who had not ridden in the previous year, and where there was a higher incidence

of off-road riding compared to other survey years.

Other key findings from the research are summarised below.

Learning to ride

Respondents started riding at an average age of 18.2 years, consistent with results
from previous surveys. Male respondents were more likely to start riding at a younger

® © O
age (17.6 years compared to 23.3 years); as were those who rode recreationally off- A
road (12.8 years old) and those from regional Victoria (17.3). One in four (27%) active Inl

riders started riding before the age of 11.

1lin4d
Active riders learn to ride
before turning 11 years old

Nine in ten respondents held a full motorcycle licence (89%) with 7% holding either a
learners permit or probationary licence. The average age that respondents first got
their full or probationary licence was at 24.8 years old. One quarter (25%) of
respondents with L or P licences reported that they learnt to ride and applied for their
licence at the same time. Thirty four percent (34%) reported a gap of 1-5 years
between learning and applying for a licence and 38% reported a gap of six years or
more. Respondents riding experience prior to getting their learner licence was fairly
spread out, with 42% saying they were experienced riders, 31% reporting minimal
experience and 27% with moderate experience. _— e_

Nearly half (48%) said that they were self-taught, with males, those aged over 40 and )
those living outside of Melbourne being significantly more likely to say this was the 540/ First learnt
case. Just over half (52%) of respondents said that they learnt to ride on private (o) @WE c_’ff-
property, with onet hi rd (33%) saying thel 20d5 §68% af road bike

respondents said that they had undertaken a rider training course of some sort
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(consistent with 56% in 2014). Fifty-four percent (54%) of respondents learnt on an off-road bike with 36% first learning on
a road bike.

Implications:

Given the early start that is common among riders, there is an opportunity to instil good habits among young off-road
riders, particularly in terms of wearing protective gear. That many learn from parents, family and friends, it is likely these
older mentors are seen as role models so encouraging older off-r oad ri ders to o6wal k the
riders to do the same is also of value. The challenge is to communicate that this behaviour is also necessary when
transitioning from off-road to on-road riding.

Riding activity

Two in three respondents (66%) had ridden in the last 12 months (compared to 62% in 2014). Males and younger riders
aged 18-25 years were significantly more likely to say that they had ridden in the previous year (70% and 92%
respectively). On average, respondents rode 341.3km per month, or 4,292.4km in a year.

There were some significant differences found when comparing riding history from previous years. Results in 2015 saw a
slight but significant increase in the proportion of respondents that had stopped riding and did not intend to ride again (9%
vs. 5%). Notably, looking back at the 2013 results, a higher proportion of respondents had not ridden in the previous year
compared to other survey years (43% in 2013 vs. 34% in 2015) and a higher proportion who said they had stopped riding
but may decide to do so in the future (34% vs. 46% in 2015). It is likely that these are the key drivers behind differences
between 2013 and other survey years when looking at the total riding population.

In total, in 2015, 54% of respondents were classified as active riders and 37% as
lapsed riders. However, there was a slight but significant increase in former riders g o Active
compared to 2014 (9% vs. 5%). Active riders were significantly more likely to say they 54 A) riders
rode recreationally on-road (79%). One in three (37%) respondents said that they rode
off-road recreationally - this was significantly higher in 2013 (54%) i another feature
behind the differences in survey results in 2013 compared to other years.

V 37%:in

Over four out of ten (46%) of the respondents who had not ridden in the last 12 months

or said they may resume in the future, said there was a high chance that they would 9(y Former
ride again. Males were more likely than females to give a higher rating of their E oriders
likelihood of riding again (6.2 compared to 4.8 out of 10). Key reasons for no longer
riding included no longer owning a bike; and changes to family commitments or lifestyle.

Implications:
Once people have started riding, it seems there is a high proportion that is reluctant to let go of the dream.

Ensuring that those who may decide to pick up riding again after a break are appropriately equipped; both in terms of
possessing up to date protective gear; and being mentally equipped for the hazards they may face from road conditions to
other road users is important, especially in the lead up to long weekends, or the warmer seasons.
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Attitudes towards speeding and speeding behaviour

Attitudes towards speeding have changed over recent years, with low level speeding of
particular concern. Just under half (45%) of respondents said that you should only be More than 1 in 4 think
able to go up to 60km per hour in a 60 zone before being booked for speeding i a
significantly lower proportion than in previous years (vs. 58% in 2014 and 64% in
2013). When asked the same about 100km zones, 40% of respondents nominated a 64_66
speed of 100km per hour or less (compared to 48% in 2014 and 55% in both 2012 and
2013). In both speed zones, there have been increases in those who feel that a few km ph
kilometres over the limit should be acceptable before being fined. For 60km zones,
28% felt that going over 64-66 km per hour should be the point before people should
be fined (up from 18% last year). For 100km zones, 22% reported 101-105 km should
be acceptable with a further 21% reporting 106-110 should be allowed.

you should be able to ride

before being booked in a
60 zone

In terms of reported speeding behaviour, the majority of respondents said they would

not ride over the speed limit if they were sure they could get away with it (60%
disagreed with the statement - consistent with results from 2014). However, only half
(51%) of respondents who rode in the last 12 months reported they never intentionally
rode above the limit in a 60km zone. More than one in four (29%) said they did so 5 1%
some of the time.
never intentionally rode
The perception of the lack of danger associated with riding a few kilometres over the above the limitin a
limit is likely to be a factor. Riding a few kilometres over the limit in a 60km or 100km 60km zone

zone was deemed dangerous by approximately half of respondents (51% for a 60km
zone; and 48% for 100km zone). However, low level speeding was significantly less
likely to be deemed dangerous compared to driving under the influence of drugs or
alcohol (over 80% extremely dangerous) or even while drowsy (65% extremely dangerous).

Implications:

Respondents6 changing attitudes towards speeding, @ | i t islof conoarnt @iven the increased vulnerability of
motorcyclists from taking evasive action at the last minute. The TAC may see value in focusing on this human aspect of
the O6Road Safety 6rgyslistsetonbighlighththat gherems & real danger associated with going a few
kilometres over the limit, at both low and high speed zones.

Whether this attitude is evident among other road users is also worthwhile as this may not be a trend that is exclusive to
motorcyclists.

Random breath and drug testing

Consistent with previous years, few respondents (18%) said they had been pulled over by the police in the last 12 months.
The most common reason for being pulled over was reported to be breath resting (51%).

One in five respondents (20%) said they had been breath tested at least once in the past year and only 2% reported that
they had been randomly drug tested while riding a motorcycle.

The perception that driving under the influence was extremely dangerous was pervasive among motorcycle riders. Riding
after using stimulant drugs (such as speed, methamphetamine, ice, ecstasy) was most likely to be deemed extremely
dangerous (86%); with similar proportions of respondents also rating riding with an illegal Blood Alcohol Content (BAC)
level; after using depressant drugs (such as marijuana, heroin, GHB); and after using drugs and alcohol was also
extremely dangerous (83%). In contrast, only two in three respondents (68%) felt that riding after drinking a small amount
of alcohol while using prescriptive medicines was extremely dangerous.
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Consistent with the above, only a small proportion of respondents (2%) reported that they had ridden their motorcycle
when they knew or thought that they were possibly over the legal blood alcohol limit.

Implications:

Drug and alcohol consumption before riding continue to be considered a taboo amongst motorcycle riders; however, there
are opportunities to highlight that there are risks to riding when concurrently taking prescriptive medicine and alcohol.

There is also an opportunity to further communicate the dangers of riding while fatigued, particularly as the imminent
danger is perceived to be lower than driving under the influence of drugs and or alcohol when the actual impact of doing
so has similar effects.

Motorcycle/scooter ownership

One in three (32%) respondents said they had one bike at their home address and 21% had 2-4 bikes at home. A small
proportion (4%) owned five or more bikes. In total, 43% of respondents did not have a motorcycle at their home address.

When looking at active riders specifically, nine in ten (88%) active riders had at least one bike at home. This included two-
thirds (69%) who mainly rode a road bike, followed by 23% who said they rode an off-road bike. Five percent (5%) of
active riders said they mainly rode a scooter.

Yamaha (17%), Honda (17%) and Harley Davidson (13%) were the most common brands of motorcycles that respondents
mainly rode. A third of respondents (31%) rode a bike that had been manufactured in the last five years but most
commonly rode a 2000-2009 model (49%). Forty-four percent (44%) reported riding a bike with engine size of 701+cc
with a third (31%) riding a bike with a 251-700cc motor.

Nearly all road bikes (93%) and scooters (100%) were registered to ride on the road (compared to only 24% of off-
road/trail bikes).

When asked about safety features, Antilock Braking System (ABS) was the most common feature that riders had heard of
(81%). Interest in having ABS on a bike they would purchase in the future was moderately high (57%) although one in
four were undecided about this feature (26%).

Implications:

Technology is one of the pillars of the Safe Systems approach to road safety. While the awareness of ABS is high, other
features that help protect riders are less widely known.

Protective motorcycle clothing

Nearly all respondents owned at least one helmet and a pair of riding gloves (97% and Worn every ride:

94% respectively). Riding pants and boots were relatively less likely to be owned by 96% 9 72%
respondents (83% and 80% respectively).

owned
complete
70%— m set of gear
In total, half (50%) of respondents in 2015 reported that they wore 4-5 of the items listed
all the time, significantly increasing from 37% doing so in 2014. The majority (96%) said 82%—4@ ] (y
they wore a motorcycle helmet all the time and 82% reported wearing gloves all the time. 70 0

56%—— i
On a positive note, compared previous years, there has been a significant increase in the L

proportion of respondents who said they wore riding pants all of the time (56% compared 75%—“ ta:eﬂtri:nﬂ:St .

to 46%). Among those who owned a complete set of protective gear, 67% wore pants all

the time (compared to 57% in 2014). Near |l y al | respondents (97%) agreed with th
my ankles will protect my feet better than other shoes wo u | dnderms of behaviour, there was also an increase in those

who reported wearing boots of any type every time they rode (75%, up from 66% in 2014).

Implications:
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After several years, it seems that there have been some in-roads to encouraging people to wear riding pants every time
they ride. While this may be due to changes in technology allowing for motorcycle clothing to appear more like regular
clothing, it is still worth noting that ownership of this item is still lower than other items of protective clothing.

Similarly, while it is likely that regulation changes may have impacted boot wearing while riding, boots also remain an item
that is less likely to be owned and worn by motorcyclists relative to helmets or gloves.

Communicating that these items are as vital in injury prevention as gloves and helmets may be one avenue worth
pursuing although barriers such as convenience and habit are hard to break.

Motorcycle crash history

Similar proportions of respondents had experienced a crash while riding a motorcycle as reported in previous years (41%
in 2015 compared to 47% in 2014), with the majority (72%) only crashing once. Approximately half (48%) of respondents
who had experienced a crash required medical treatment as a result, with 7% reporting that this had happened in the last
year. The majority however, 57%, reported that this happened 11 or more years ago.

Crashes most likely occurred on-road (77%) with sealed roads in built up areas the most common location (52%). Almost
one in five crashes occurring on sealed roads in rural locations (18%). The remainder of on-road crashes occurred on
unsealed roads (7%). Off-road surfaces accounted for 21% of crashes requiring medical treatment.

Those who had crashed off-road most commonly reported rider error (54%) as the cause of their crash. For those who
crashed on-road, 42% reported they were not at all responsible for the crash; with 55% who claimed partial (32%) or total
(23%) responsibility for the crash. Most reported they knew the crash area well (79%); or that the terrain or road
conditions contributed to the crash (65%). Fatigue, unfamiliarity with riding or the bike itself, or retuning after a break were
less likely to be reported as factors.

One-fifth (19%) of respondents said that they had received compensation for their injuries from a motorcycle crash i the
majority (71%) of this group received this from the TAC.

| mproving motorcyclist safety from t

Respondents overwhelming believed in shared responsibility when it comes to motorcyclist safety. Therefore it is not
surprising that the most common theme relating to how the TAC could improve rider safety was to improve the awareness
of road users or providing training on motorcycle safety and road sharing (18%). In line with the theme of shared
responsibility, a notable proportion felt it was up to the individual (16%), but to also increase rider awareness or
responsibility on the roads (14%).

Implications:

Respondent feedback on shared responsibility supports the TAC&s ef f or t sancemommeyclisth aje aware
and considerate of each other when using the road.
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2. Research Context

2.1 Background to project

The Transport Accident Commissiond $TAC) objectives

The TAC6s objectives under the Act include:

0 reducing the cost of compensation for transport accidents to the Victorian community;

0 reducing the incidence of transport accidents;

0 providing suitable and just compensation in respect of persons injured or who die as a result of transport accidents in
the most socially and economically appropriate manner;

0 determining claims for compensation speedily and efficiently;

0 providing suitable systems for the effective rehabilitation of persons injured as a result of transport accidents;

0 managing the Transport Accident Scheme (the Scheme) as effectively, efficiently and economically as possible; and

0 ensuring the Scheme emphasises accident prevention and effective rehabilitation.

TAC Road Safety Motorcycle Research Program

In 2009, the TAC commissioned a survey to specifically track motorcycle rider attitudes and behaviours in relation to road
safety issues, and to measure the prompted recall of motorcycle advertising campaigns when on air. To add to this suite
of research, in 2012 the TAC commissioned the Motorcycle Monitor Survey to gather detailed information about
motorcycle riders, their attitudes toward road safety and their behaviour while riding their motorcycles with the intention to
gain a fully representative view of the motorcycle rider population. Since then, the Motorcycle Monitor has been
undertaken on an annual basis. The 2015 survey is the fourth iteration of the survey.

Research objectives

The core aims of the study were to explore the characteristics of the Victorian motorcycle rider population in terms of their:

0 general demographic characteristics;
0 riding attitudes and behaviours; and
0 attitudes toward motorcycle related road safety issues.

Specifically, the key issues included:

0 how motorcyclists learnt to ride;

0 how often motorcyclists ride and riding purpose;

0 the types/number of bikes owned;

0 awareness of motorcycle safety features; and

0 attitudes and behaviour regarding risk taking and, protective gear.

In 2015, there were some additional questions added to the survey, including questions around how dangerous they

thought certain riding behaviours are (such as speeding, riding after using drugs or alcohol etc.); whether they had
intentionally ridden above the limit in a 60km/h zone in the last few months;t hei r family and friendsé
without wearing full protective clothing and circumstances around crashes.
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3. Survey Design

Data collection method

The 2015 survey was administered using the same methodology as 2014 with online, hardcopy and telephone options.
All respondents were sent an invitation letter in the mail with details on how to complete the survey online or over the
phone. A reminder letter including a hardcopy version of the survey was sent to those who had not completed the survey
within 10 days of receiving the initial invitation.

Approximately 10 days after the reminder letters and hardcopy surveys were received; reminder calls were made to
people who had not yet completed the survey. At this stage, potential participants were offered the opportunity to
complete the survey over the phone if they preferred to do so or sent a reminder email if requested.

Overall, Ipsos was able to contact 2,316 of the motorcycle licence or registration holders in the sample of 2,350 by mail or
a telephone to invite them to take part in the study. The remainder had either opted out of the survey, or their letters had
been deturned to senderd or there was no valid phone number in which to contact them with a reminder call.

The Motorcycle Monitor 2012 was administered with a slightly different methodology, using an online survey with a
telephone option if they preferred. No hardcopy option was included in 2012.

The fieldwork period in 2015 was from 18 May 2015 through to 17 July 2015.
Sampling

A random selection of 2,350 Victorians who had a motorcycle licence and/or a motorcycle registered in their name drawn
from the VicRoads database to be invited to take part in the survey. The survey sample included a booster of 350
Victorianswho heldei t her a Learners6 or FRetoénauteiatheraway a sofficierd samplecof thes
active rider group to analyse post data collection.

The overall sample structure took into account the anticipated participation rates for different rider segments but also

allowed for enough sample to conduct analyses within key groups such as young male riders, and female riders. This was
the same approach that was used to draw the sample in 2014.

Transport Accident Commission | Motorcycle Monitor 2015 | Page 10

cen



Table 1: Key fieldwork figures

2014 2015
n= % of total n= % of total
mail-out mail-out

Mail-out 1 7 Survey invitation 2,350 100% 2,350 100%
Mail-out 2 i Survey reminder 2,120 90% 2,210 94%
Reminder calls attempted 1,475 63% 1,461 62%
Reminder calls completed 680 29% 614 29%
TOTAL Survey completions online 432 18% 372 16%
TOTAL Survey completions hardcopy 304 13% 282 12%
TOTAL Survey completions by phone 51 2% 146 6%
TOTAL completions 787 33% 800 34%
Opt-outs 2 <1% 6 <1%
Return to senders/unusable questionnaires 65 3% 28 1%
Subtotal Out of scope (return to sender with no valid phone 47 2% 34 1%
number)
Hardcopy surveys received after closing date 2 <1% 1 <1%

An analysis of the respondent characteristics by mode of completion showed that in 2015, while half (52%) of younger
respondents aged 18-39 completed the survey online, there was also a relatively higher proportion of these respondents
who completed the survey via telephone (22% for 18-39 year olds vs. 14% for those 40+) - perhaps through being
convinced by interviewers that their feedback was important to the study at this stage.

Online respondents were more likely to be from metropolitan Melbourne areas (59%) with hardcopy or telephone
completion favoured by regional respondents. While there were some attitudinal differences between respondents by
completion mode, these differences were generally in line with differences in age and location. Given that this was the
case, the data from each of the collection modes were merged into the one data file for the purposes of conducting the
analysis for this report.

Response rates

The overall response rate for the study was 35% compared to 33% in 2014 and 30% in 2013.

There were 800 usable survey completions in total. Approximately half of respondents completed the survey online (47%
or n=372). This compares to 55% and 63% who completed the survey online in 2014 and 2013 respectively. We received
282 usable hardcopy returns (35%). A higher proportion of respondents (18% or n=146) chose to complete the survey
over the telephone in 2015 than in previous years (6% in 2014 and 2% in 2013).

There were noticeable variances in response rates between different rider groups. Response rates tended to be higher
among:

0 those who were aged 40+ (46% vs. 27% of those aged 18-25 and 30% for 26-39 year olds);
0 females (40% vs. 34% for males);

0 those with full licences (39% vs. 27% for those with Ls or Ps);

0 those with a registration and licence (38% vs. 33% of those with registration or licence only).
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Of note, the make-up of the 2015 survey population was much more consistent with that observed in 2014 and 2012 than
in 2013. In 2015, approximately half (54%) of respondents were categorised as active riders with similar proportions
observed in 2012 (55%) and 2014 (55%). In contrast, in 2013, the proportion of active riders was significantly smaller than
other years due to a higher share of lapsed riders. In 2013, close to half of all survey respondents were categorised as
lapsed riders compared to 37-40% for the other survey years. It is likely that these differences in survey populations are
the key reasons for differences between 2013 and other survey years.

Weighting

A weighting scheme was developed to realign the number of responses received so that the data would reflect the
characteristics of the Victorian motorcyclist population and responses from oversampled sub-groups or groups with higher
response rates were not overstated in the results. The weighting scheme that was developed was based on motorcycle
licence and registration population statistics from the VicRoads database extracted in May 2015 and took into account the
following attributes:

0 age;

0 gender;

0 location;

0 licence type and/or whether they had a registered motorcycle linked to their home address.

The following table compares the characteristics of the actual riding population in May 2015 compared to the mail-out and
the survey population. The 2015 data was weighted to realign the number of completions to the proportion of these rider
groups observed in the population. For example, 35% of the mailing sample was sent to those with a learners or
probationary licence due a lower response rate expected from this group and in order to have sufficient data to further
investigate this active rider group. In total, more than one in four returns received were from this cohort (28% or n=225),
however this group only constitutes for 7% of the motorcycling population. Therefore the number of returns for this group
was 6wei ght edd down s oin thé sampletwasein lipe vatp the prapartion in the overall motorcycling
population and their views were not over-represented in the results
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Table 2: Sample attributes and population comparisons

Sample attributes and population figures % of mail-out % of % in % of
completions Population completions
(unweighted) (weighted)
Registration and licence status
Both registration and licence** 35% 38% 33% 33%
Registration or licence only*** 65% 62% 67% 67%
Licence type
Full motorcycle licence** 62% 71% 89% 90%
Learner or probationary licence*** 36% 15% 7% 9%
No licence** 2% 1% 3% 1%
Gender
Female*** 18% 18% 13% 13%
Male** 82% 82% 87% 87%
Age
18-25** 37% 28% 7% 8%
26-39** 27% 24% 25% 25%
40+*xx 36% 48% 68% 67%
Location
Metropolitan Melbourne*** 57% 54% 62% 62%
Balance of Victoria** 43% 46% 38% 38%
** fAweighted downo to be in | ine w-outhighdrthan proporgopio popuiatom(everi n t h
sampled)
*** Aweighted upo to be in | ine wiodtlowetthae prgportiomiropodulatom(ender-sampled) e

Note: Table based on attributes from sample file as of June 2015

Based on VicRoads data, Victorian motorcyclists were predominately male (87%) and aged 40 years and over (68%). A
quarter (25%) of the respondents was aged between the ages of 26 and 39, and 7% under the age of 25. These weighted
figures for 2015 are shown in Figure 1 below.
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Figure 1: Age and gender (weighted sample) i 2015

18-25 years
26-39 years
Male (n = 656) Females(n = 142) Total (n = 798) H 40+ years
Q1 Age
Q2 Gender

Weighted sample; Base n = 798
Note: Figure based on reported age at time of survey and excludes those who did not provide an age

Reading this report

With the exception of the demographics in the appendix, the research results presented in this report are weighted to be
representative of the whole motorcycle riding population rather than just those who completed the survey.

The historical data has been included in this report for illustrative purposes however, results are only statistically different
where stated. Note that most questions in the hardcopy questionnaire were addressed to those who had ridden in the last
12 months. Where questions were asked of different rider groups between completion methods in 2015, the results in this
report cover respondents common across all completion methods.

Tests of significance were conducted between key rider characteristics such as age, gender, riding purpose and
ownership characteristics. These were conducted at the 95% level of confidence and are reported where appropriate.

A sample of n=800 enables us to be 95% confident that, at the overall level, a feature of the Victorian motorcycle rider
population we are testing is within a range of +3.5% of what the survey tells us. For example, this means that if we find
that 50% of respondents said they had ridden a motorcycle in the last 12 months, we can be 95% confident that between
46.5% and 53.5% of the population represented by the sample actually did this.

Abdsi gni fi c amaansdvé darf be B586rcandént the difference observed between the two samples reflects a true
difference in the population of interest, and is not a result of chance. Such descriptions are not value judgements on the
importance of the difference. The reader is encouraged to make a judgement as to whether the differences are
6meaningful d or not.

Where significance testing has occurred between pairs such as male vs. female riders this has been undertaken as an
independent samples tests. However, where significance testing has occurred between more than two categories within a
group e.g. main motorcycle type ridden (road bike, off-road bike; and scooter), the significance testing used tests one
category against the average of the others that are not in that category combined. Such a test is ideal for multiple
comparisons as it reduces the likelihood of displaying a significant difference where one does not exist.

Statistically significant differences within tables are displayed by green (93 ) and red figures/arrows (2C). Green figures
indicate the figure reported is statistically higher; red indicate the figure is statistically lower.

Note that figures may not add up to 100% due to rounding or questions where multiple responses were allowed.
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Research findings
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4.  Learning to ride

The average age that respondents started riding was reported to be 18.2 years, consistent with results from previous
surveys. Male respondents were more likely than females to start riding at a younger age (17.6 years compared to 23.3
years) as were those who rode recreationally off-road (12.8 years old) and those from regional Victoria (17.3). One in four
(27%) active riders started riding before the age of 11.

Nine in ten (89%) respondents held a full motorcycle licence with 7% holding either a learners or probationary licence.
The average age that respondents first got their full or probationary licence was at 24.8 years. Consistent with 2014, one
quarter (25%) of respondents with L or P licences reported that they learnt to ride and applied for their licence at the same
time, 34% reported a gap of one to five years between learning and applying and 38% reported a gap of six years or more.

Nearly half (48%) of the respondents were self-taught, with males, those aged over 40 and those living outside of
Melbourne being significantly more likely to say so. Just over half (52%) of respondents said that they learnt to ride on
private property, withone-t hi rd (33%) saying they di nutsridinglexerienneepriostd getimur s e .
their learner licence was fairly spread out, with 42% saying they were experienced, 31% reporting minimal experience and
27% with moderate experience.

Fifty-four (54%) of respondents learnt to ride on an off-road bike, and just over one-third (36%) reported learning on a road
bike.

4.1 Age respondents started riding a motorcycle

The average age respondents started riding a motorcycle was 18.2 years, consistent with results found in 2014 (18.8
years). Respondents were most likely to have learnt to ride between the ages of 11-17 years (32%); however this was
significantly lower than last year (39% in 2014). A further 31% reported learning to ride between the ages of 18-25 years,
significantly higher than the previousyear 6 s resul t of 24 %.

On average women started riding a motorcycle at an older age compared to males (23.3 years vs. 17.6 years). Over one-
third (35%) of males reported that they started riding between the ages of 11-17 (compared to 17% of women). Just over

one-fifth of male respondents said that they had started riding before turning 11 years old (22% vs. 16% of women).

Residents of regional Victoria were more likely than their metropolitan counterparts to say that they had started riding a
motorcycle before the age of 11 (27% compared to 17%) (See Figure 2).
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Figure 2: Distribution and average age respondents started riding a motorcycle by selected rider characteristics i
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Q11. Atwhat age did you start riding a motorcycle?
Total sample; Weighted sample; total n =766

Ca indicates statistically significant difference compared to respondents not in that category

Note: Excludes those who had never ridden a motorcycle

18.2

12

31

32

=766)

Total ( n

B up to 10 years
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Riders who mainly rode recreationally off-road were more likely have started riding a motorcycle at a younger age,
(average of 12.8 years old vs. 17.2 years for on-road riders and 17.4 for commuters). Close to half (45%) of recreational
off-road riders reported that they started to ride before the age of 11 (compared to 19% of commuters).

Respondentsinthedacti ve

ri

der s o
27% of them reporting this in comparison to only 6% of former riders and 15% of lapsed riders suggesting that starting at a
younger age is linked to longevity.
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4.2 Motorcycle licence status

Approximately 402,678 Victorians held a motorcycle licence or registration (based on VicRoads database of motorcycle

licence holders extracted in May 2015). Consistent with previous years, the majority of respondents in 2015 held a full
motorcycle I|licence (89%). A probationary .| Fiw percerg (5%)ac§ hel d
respondents indicated they no longer had or had never held a licence (higher than in 2014 at 2%).

Figure 3: Motorcycle licence status - (2012-2015)

EE%—:'

None

2012 2013

'S

=d
=g

m None 89

2014 2015

Q4. Do you have a motorcycle licence?
Total sample; Weighted sample; 2012 base n = 548, 2013 base n=703; 2014 base n = 781, 2015 base n = 799
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As expected, Figure 4 shows | earner és and probationary | icences we-5e mor e
compared to older age groups, with 21% hol dinogncea | earnerds p

Figure 4: Motorcycle licence status by age i 2015

[ None

18-25years (n=216) 26-39years (n=195) 40+years (n=387)

Q4. Do you have a motorcycle licence?
Total sample; Weighted sample; base n=799
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4.3 Age motorcyclists applied for their licence

Full licence holders

In 2015, the average age for full or probationary licence holders to first get their licence was at 24.8 years, consistent with
previous years (25.0 years in 2014).

Figure 5: Age full/probationary licence holders got their licence (2012-2015)

m 2012
=2013
m2014

2015

%

17 or under 18-25 years old 26-39 years 40+ years

Q5. How old were you when you got your motorcycle licence?
Filter: Full and probationary licence only; Weighted sample; 2012 base n = 501, 2013 base n=555, 2014 base n = 692, 2015 base n = 722

Fifteen percent (15%) of the respondents said that they had applied for their licence in the last 5 years. One quarter (25%)
had applied between 2000 and 2009. Approximately one in five had applied in each of the two decades prior and a further
25% prior to 1980 (See Figure 6).
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Figure 6: Year applied for licence (Full and probationary licence holders) - 2015
100 -

80 -

%

40 -

25 25

15

1979 or earlier 1980-1989 1990-1999 2000-2009 2010-2015

Q5. How old were you when you got your motorcycle licence?
Q1. Age
Filter: Full and probationary licence only; Weighted sample; base n=630( e x ¢ | u d i n\g and espdndent lerron

For full or probationary licence holders, a quarter (25%) reported that there was no gap between them first learning to ride
and eventually applying for their licence. Just over one-third (34%) learnt to ride one to five years after getting their
licence and 39% did so six years or more after learning to ride. Similar results were observed for 2014 although in 2013,
there was a higher proportion who had received their licence within 1-5 years of learning to ride.
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Learner licence holders

Respondents with learner licences reported that the average age they applied for their licence was 26.3 years old (no
significant change from what was reported last year with an average of 32.1 years old). Nearly two-thirds (61%) of this
cohort got their | e a r ticence ketween the ages of 18-25 including 2% who said they had gotten their licence before
they were 18 years old. Less than a third (30%) were between the ages of 26-39 and 8% were 40 years or older when
they got their learners. Compared to previous years, there has been a noticeable change in the number of older learners

(25% in 2014 down to 8% in 2015).

While the sample size for learner riders who mainly rode scooters was small (n=25), this group of learners were most
likely to have gotten their L plates at 40 years of age or older (58%).

Figure 7: Age first got learners motorcycle licence (Learners only) (2012 i 2015)

80

m2012
w2013
m 2014

30
2015

Under 25 years 26-39 years A0 years +

Q6. How old were you when you got your learners licence?
Filter: Learner licence only; Weighted sample; 2012 base n = 22, 2013 base n=117, 2014 base n =79, 2015 n = 83

Forty three percent (43%) of respondents with learner permits had no gap between learning to ride and getting their Ls.
Half (49%) of respondents gott h e i r |six armore yeérs after they had first learnt to ride. For a further 5%, there
had been a gap of one to five years between learning to ride and applying for their licence (See Figure 8). There were no
differences compared to 2014.
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Figure 8: Gap between learning to ride and gaining learners licence (Learners only) - 2015

100 +

80 -

60 -

49

%

43
40 -

20 -

Learnt to ride after getting Ls Learnt to ride when getting Ls Got Ls 1-5 years after learning Got Ls 6 or more years after
(no gap)

Q6. How old were you when you got your learners licence?
Filter: Learners only; Weighted sample; base n=83

Learners who reported mainly riding a road bike were significantly more likely to report that they did not have a gap
between learning to ride and getting their licence (48% compared to 5% of off-road bike riders and 40% of scooter riders).
Male riders were more likely than females to report having a gap of one year or more between learning to ride and getting
their licence (55% vs. 27% of females).
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Who taught motorcyclists to ride

Consistent with previous years, motorcyclists were most likely to report that they had taught themselves how to ride (48%).
Just over a quarter (27%) said that they were taught by an accredited riding instructor and just under one-fifth (18%) were
taught by their parents (See Figure 9).

Figure 9: Who taught motorcyclists to ride - 2015

Self-taught 48

=

27

Taught by an accredited riding instructo

Taught by parents 18

Taught by friends 16

Taught by other family members 14

Other 1

Never learned to ride | 0

%

Q11b. Who taught you to ride a motorcycle?
Weighted; base n= 789
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Results in 2015 found that riders were significantly more likely to say they were self-taught if they were males (51% vs.
28% of females); aged over 40 years (57% vs. 28% for 18-39 year-olds); or living outside of the capital city (55% vs. 44%
of those living in Melbourne).

On the other hand, females (39% vs. 25%); those aged between 26-39 (48% vs. 29% of those aged under 26 and 19% of
those aged 40 and over); and those from Melbourne (32% vs. 18% of those from regional Victoria) were more likely to
report being taught by an accredited riding instructor.

Active riders were more likely to have been taught by their parents (21% vs. 10% of former riders and 15% of lapsed
riders), as were recreational off-road riders (33% compared to 17% of recreational on-road riders and 18% of commuters)

(See Table 3). Both groups reported learning to ride at a younger age than other rider groups.

Table 3: Who taught motorcyclists to ride by demographic characteristics i 2015

Column %

Self-taught

Taught by an
accredited riding
instructor

Taught by parents
Taught by friends

Taught by other
family members

Never learned to
ride

Other

Q11B. Who taught you to ride a motorcycle?
Total sample; Weighted sample; Base n = 789

Gender
Male Female
(n=648)  (n=140)
513 28C
25C 393
18 16
16 17
13¢C 243
0 0
1 1

Age
18-25 26-39
(n=212)  (n=191)
28C 28C
29 483
463 22
16 14
14 18
0 0
1 0

40+

(n=385)

573

19C

13C
17

13

Location
Balance of Melbourne
Victoria (n=425)

(n=364)
553 44¢
18C 323
223 15C
17 16
14 14
0 0
2a oC

Cgag indicates statistically significant difference compared to respondents not in that category

Total
(n=789)
48
27

18
16

14
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As shown in Table 4, respondents who learnt to ride at a young age (10 years or younger) were significantly more likely to
say that they had been taught by their parents (54%) or by other family members (26%) compared to those who learnt
when they were older. Being self-taught was most likely to be reported by those who learnt between the ages of 11-17

(60%).

Respondents who learnt over the age of 18 were more likely to say they were taught by an accredited riding instructor
(41% for 18-25 years, 58% for 26-39 years and 48% for 40+ years).

These results suggest that exposure to riding at a younger age, as well as family connection can be factors for riders

continuing to ride as adults.

Table 4: Who taught motorcyclists to ride by age learnt to ride 1 2015

% Up to 10
years
(n=187)
Self-taught 31C
Taught by an accredited riding 6C
instructor
Taught by parents 543
Taught by friends 12
Taught by other family members 263
Other 0

Q11B. Who taught you to ride a motorcycle?
Total sample; Weighted sample; Base n = 765

11-17 18-25 26-39 40+ years Total
years years years
(n=218) (n=253) (n=78) (n=29) (n=765)
603 49 36 40 47
14C 41a 583 483 27
14 7C 3C oC 18
283 13 8 8 17
12 12 12 8 15
1 1 1 3 1

Ca indicates statistically significant difference compared to respondents not in that category
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Locations motorcyclists learnt to ride

Similar to results from 2014, the majority of respondents in 2015 learnt to ride by riding off-road on private property (52%).

One-third 33%)of respondents took a | earnerso6 c ou{ifth€l9%)dsarmt bngaies St ay

back streets (See Figure 10).

Figure 10: Where leant to ride - 2015

Off-road on private property

Did a learners' course (e.g. Stay Uprigh

On quiet back streets

Off-road in national/state parks

19

14

33

52

Trial day (e.g. At a race track) 4

Overseas/on holidays| 1

Never learned to ride| 1

Other 2

40 50 60
%

Q11C. Where did you learn to ride?
Total sample; Weighted sample; Base n = 790

As shown in Table 5, male riders were significantly more likely to say they learnt off-road on private property (54% vs. 40%

of females). However, females were more likelythanmalest o do a | earnersd course (47% vs.
Older respondents (aged 40 years and over) were more likely to say that they learnt to ride on quiet back streets (23%)

and off-road in national or state parks (16%) compared to younger riders. Regional Victorians were more likely to report

that they learnt to ride off-road on private property (65% vs. 44% of those from Melbourne) and less likely to report doing a

|l earnersd course (21% vs. 40%).

As expected, active riders (who were more likely to have learnt to ride at a younger age), were significantly more likely to
have learnt riding off-road on private property (57%) compared to 44% of former riders and 47% of lapsed riders.
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Table 5: Locations learnt to ride - by selected demographic variables - 2015

Column % Gender Age Location
Male Female 18-25 26-39 40+ Balance of Melbourne
(n=649) (n=140)  (n=214) (n=191) (n=385) Victoria (n=425)
(n=365)

Off-road on private property 543 40C 60 48 53 653 44C
Bipdrigti%arners' course (e.g. Stay 316 473 39 543 256G 216 403
On quiet back streets 18 25 12C 9C 233 19 19
Off-road in national/state parks 14 9 14 8C 163 13 14
Trial day (e.g. At a race track) 4 4 4 5 4
Overseas/on holidays 2 13

Other 2 2 1C oC 33 3 2

Q11C.Where did you learn to ride?

Multiple responses accepted

Total sample; Weighted sample; Base n =790

Ca indicates statistically significant difference compared to respondents not in that category

Those who reported being taught by parents (84%), friends (69%) or other family members (73%) were significantly more
likely to have learnt to ride off-road on private property compared to those who were self-taught or taught by an accredited
instructor. Nearly a quarter (23%) of those who had taught themselves how to ride had done so on quiet back streets and
17% off-road in national/state parks.

Table 6: Where did you learn to ride by who taught respondents to ride i 2015

Column % Self-taught Taught by an Taught by = Taught by Taught by
(n=340) accredited riding parents friends other family
instructor (n=193) (n=143) members
(n=222) (n=116)

Off-road on private property 55 22C 843 69a 733
Did a learners' course (e.g. Stay Upright) 25C 873 13C 32 17C
On quiet back streets 233 13C 11C 21 17
Off-road in national/state parks 173 6C 16 303 6C
Trial day (e.g. At a race track) 4 73 7 2 4
Overseas/on holidays 3a 2 33
Other 4 oc 1

Q11C.Where did you learn to ride?

Q11B. Who taught you to ride a motorcycle?
Total sample; Weighted sample; Base n =789

Multiple responses accepted

Ca indicates statistically significant difference compared to respondents not in that category
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The majority (81%) of respondents who reported that they had learnt to ride before the age of 11 had done so off-road on

private property, as did nearly three-quarters (71%) of those who had learnt between the ages of 11-17 years old. Those

who had |l earnt to ride over the age of 18, wer e mo(47éofl i kel y
those aged 18-25, 58% of 26-39 year-olds and 80% of those aged 40+).

Table 7: Where did you learn to ride by age learnt to ride i 2015

Column % Up to 10 11-17 years 18-25 years 26-39 years 40+ years Total
years (n=189) (n=224) (n=263) (n=82) (n=32) (n=790)

Off-road on private 81a 713 30¢ 22¢ 19¢ 52
property
Did a learners' course - <
(e.0. Stay Upright) 13¢ 17¢ 473 583 803 33
On quiet back streets 5C 16 253 323 23 19
Off-road in national/state
parks 17 184 10 8 10 14
Trial day (e.g. At a race 7 4 16 5 7 4
track)
Overseas/on holidays 0 1 1 0 0 1
Never learned to ride 0 1 2 0 0 1
Other 1¢ 1 43 4 1 2

Q11C.Where did you learn to ride?

Total sample; Weighted sample; Base n =790

Multiple responses accepted

Ca indicates statistically significant difference compared to respondents not in that category
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Riding experience prior to gaining learner licence

When describing their riding experience prior to obtaining their learner permits, just over two in five riders (42%) said that

considered themselvestobe 6 experi encedd riders (i.e. they were a capable
followed by oneinthree ( 31 %) who indicated that they had &émini mahféw exper i
times before getting Ls). Just over a quarter (27%) had moderate experience (were a capable rider when getting their

permit).

Figure 11: Riding experience prior to gaining a learner's permit - 2015

31% Minimal (never ridden a motorcycle or
Y only ridden a few times before getting
my learners permit)

Moderate (ridden a motorcycle several
times prior to gaining a learners permit)

m Experienced (capable rider when
learners permit attained)

27%

Q11D. How woul d you describe your riding experience prior to gaining vy
Total sample; Weighted sample; Base n =780
Excludes those who never learnt to ride
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As shown in Table 8 and Table 9, characteristics of those who reported having minimal riding experience prior to getting
their learner permits included:

0 female riders (60% compared to 26% of males);

0 those residing in Melbourne (35% vs. 24% of those living in regional Victoria);
0 lapsed riders (38% compared to 25% of active riders); and

0 commuters (30% compared to 9% of recreational off-road riders).

Table 8: Riding experience prior to gaining a learner's permit gender and location - 2015

Gender Location
Column %
Male Female Balance of Melbourne

(n=640) (n=139) Victoria (n=358) (n=422)

Minimal experience (never ridden a ) )
motorcycle or only ridden a few times 26C 60a 24C 353
before getting learners permit)

Moderate experience (ridden a
motorcycle several times prior to 27 27 27 27
gaining learners permit)

Experienced (capable rider when

learners permit attained) 479 13C 493 38C

Q11D. How woul d you describe your riding experience prior to gaining
Total sample; Weighted sample; Base n =780

Excludes those who never learnt to ride

Ca indicates statistically significant difference compared to respondents not in that category

Table 9: Riding experience prior to gaining a learner's permit by rider type - 2015

Riding activity segments Riding purpose (Active riders)
Column % Active Lapsed Former Commuter Rec. on- Rec. off-
riders riders riders (n=274) road rider road rider
(n=485)  (n=242) (n=51) (n=361) (n=210)

Minimal experience (never ridden a ) )
motorcycle or only ridden a few times 25C 383 36 308 273 9C
before getting learners permit)

Moderate experience (ridden a ) i
motorcycle several times prior to 23C 31 35 24 23 17C
gaining learners permit)

Experienced (capable rider when

learners permit attained) 523 30C 30 46C 49C 743

Q11D. How would you describeyourridi ng experience prior to gaining your motorcycle
Total sample; Weighted sample; Base n =778

Excludes those who never learnt to ride

Ca indicates statistically significant difference compared to respondents not in that category

Consistent with the results above, looking at the type of bike mainly ridden by respondents, road bike riders were
significantly more likely have minimal riding experience prior to getting their permit (32% vs. 12% of off-road/trail bike
riders) (See Table 10).
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Table 10: Riding experience prior to gaining a learner's permit by type of bike - 2015

Column % Type of bike (main bike)
Off road bike/ Road bike Scooter
trail bike
(n=145) (n=310) (n=35)*

Minimal experience (never ridden a )
motorcycle or only ridden a few times 12C 325 32
before getting learners permit)

Moderate experience (ridden a
motorcycle several times prior to 28 22 35
gaining learners permit)

Experienced (capable rider when

learners permit attained) 603 43 33C

Q11D. How woul d you describe your riding experience prior to gaining

Active riders only; Weighted sample; Base n =509

Excludes those who never learnt to ride

Ca indicates statistically significant difference compared to respondents not in that category
*Note small sample sizes

As expected, those who had learnt to ride at a younger age were more likely to say that they were experienced riders
when they gainedthe i r | e ar n @%of@hoge aonearnt at (he age of 10 years or younger and 52% of those who
learnt between the ages of 11-17). In contrast, those who learnt to ride over the age of 18, were more likely to say that
they had minimal experience prior to getting their licence (46% of those aged 18-25, 71% of those between 26-39 and
57% of those who learnt 40 years old or older) (See Table 11).

Table 11: Riding experience prior to gaining a learner's permit by age learnt to ride i 2015

Column % Up to 10 11-17 18-25 26-39 years 40+ years
years old years old years old (n=82) (n=32)
(n=189) (n=220) (n=257)

Minimal (never ridden a motorcycle or ) )
only ridden a few times before getting 5C 13C 464 71g 573
my learners permit)

Moderate (ridden a motorcycle ) ) )
several times prior to gaining a 17C 353 28 17C 40C
learners permit)

Experienced (capable rider when

learners permit attained) 793 523 25¢ 12¢ 3¢

Q11D. How would you describe your riding experienceprior t o gai ning your motorcycle | earnerds

Q11. Atwhat age did you start riding a motorcycle?

Total sample; Weighted sample; Base n =780

Excludes those who never learnt to ride

Ca indicates statistically significant difference compared to respondents not in that category
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Type of bikes motorcyclists learnt to ride on

When asked what type of motorcycle they had first learnt to ride on, over half (54%) of respondents learnt on an off-road
bike. Over a third (36%) learnt on a road bike and a small proportion learnt on a scooter (7%). Results were similar to
previous years.

Figure 12: Type of motorcycle learnt to ride on - 2015

Road bike

36%

Scooter

m Off-road bike

7% Other

Q11E. What kind of motorcycle did you first learn to ride on?
Total sample; Weighted sample; Base n = 783

Male riders were more likely to report that they first learnt to ride on an off-road motorcycle (57% compared to 36% of
females). Female riders were more likely than men to indicate that they had first learnt to ride on a scooter (19% vs. 6%).
Those from regional Victoria were more likely than those from Melbourne to say that they had first learnt to ride on an off-
road bike (61% vs. 50%).

Active riders were significantly more likely to report that they first learnt on an off-road bike (60% vs. 33% of former riders
and 50% of lapsed riders).

Respondents who learnt to ride at a younger age (under 18) were also significantly more likely to report that they learnt on
an off-road bike (87% of those who learnt at 10 years or younger and 65% between the ages on 11-17). Learning on road
bikes was more likely to be reported by those who learned to ride at 18 or older (55% vs. 19% of those who learned to ride
aged 17 or younger). Close to one in three (32%) of those who learnt ride when they were 18 or older learnt to do so on
an off-road bike (See Table 12).
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Table 12: Type of motorcycle learnt to ride on by age learnt to ride i 2015

Column % Up to 10 11-17 years
years
(n=188) (n=223)
Road bike 7C 27C
Scooter 1¢ 5
Off-road bike 873 653
Other 6 3

Q11E. What kind of motorcycle did you first learn to ride on?
Total sample; Weighted sample; Base n =783

18-25 years

(n=258)
525
123
34C

2

26-39 years

(n=82)

653
7
27C
1

40+ years Total
(n=32) (n=783)
47 36
223 7
31C¢ 54
0 3

Cgag indicates statistically significant difference compared to respondents not in that category (i.e. those who learnt aged 18-25

compared to those who learnt at other ages)

Rider training courses

While 27% of the respondents in 2015 said that they had been taught to ride by an accredited instructor, over half (58%) of
all respondents had undertaken some sort of a rider training course (similar to 2014 at 56%). This suggests that even
though most riders attend an 0 & f i c i &dude, thi$ v mogwhere they had been taught or primarily learnt to ride a

bike.

One-third (33%) of the respondents specifically said t hey had

years with the exception of
(See Table 13).

Table 13: Rider training courses attended (2012-2015)

%
Subtotal - Attended any rider training course
Learnersd course (e.g. St ay
HART course
DECA course

Track day riding courses
Advanced rider training
Australian Superbike School
Other

None of the above

taken a

|l earner so

Upri

Q13. Have you ever done any of the following motorcycle rider training courses?
Total sample; Weighted sample; 2013 - Base n = 692, 2014 - Base n=779, 20151 Base n = 797

Multiple responses accepted

Cg indicates statistically significant differences between 2014 and 2015 only
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As Table 14 shows, those aged under 40 were significantly more likely to report that they had attended a rider training
course (71% of those aged18-25 and 82% of those aged 26-39 compared to 47% of those aged 40 or over). Residents of
Melbourne were also more likely than those living in regional Victoria to say that they had undertaken a rider course (64%
vs. 47%).

Table 14: Rider training courses attended by selected demographic variables - 2015

Column % Gender Age Location Total
Male Female  18-25  26-39 40+  Balanceof Melbourne (N=797)
(n=655)  (n=140) (n=215) (n=195) (n=386) Victoria (n=429)
(n=368)
Subtotal - Attended rider = =
TG Gavs 57 63 713 823 47¢ 47¢ 643 58
Learnersd co <
Stay Upright) 32 38 523 523 24C 27 373 33
HART course 16 17 13 243 13C 5C 223 16
DECA course 7 9 5 6
Track day riding courses 6 11 7 11 5 6 7 7
Advanced rider training 7 8 5 113 6 B 8
Australian Superbike .
School 2 2 0 43 1 oC 3a 2
Other 3 3 2 4 3 5 2¢ 3
None of the above 42 36 27C 17¢C 523 533 35C 42

Q13. Have you ever done any of the following motorcycle rider training courses?
Total sample; Weighted sample; Base n = 797
Cgag indicates statistically significant difference compared to respondents not in that category

More than half (56%) of the respondents who reported that they had been in a crash had undertaken a rider training
course 1 with no statistical difference between those who had completed a course or had not in terms of whether they had
experienced a crash (59% for those who had not completed a course) (See Table 15). This was the same story for the
three different age groups.

Table 15: Rider training courses attended by crash history - 2015

Column % Crash history
Yes No
(n=312) (n=477)

Subtotal - Attended rider training course 56 59
Learnersdé course (e.g. Stay 31 34
HART course 16 16
DECA course 7 7
Track day riding courses 5
Advanced rider training 10 5
Australian Superbike School 1
Other 3
None of the above 43 41

Q13. Have you ever done any of the following motorcycle rider training courses? Total sample; Weighted sample; Base n = 789
Ca indicates statistically significant difference compared to respondents not in that category
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Approximately eight in ten (83%) respondents who learnt to ride between 2010-2015 attended a training course of some sort. Courses of
any sort tended to be less common for those who had attained their full licence prior to 2000 (See Figure 13).

Figure 13: Rider training courses attended by year full licence attained - 2015
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Q13. Have you ever done any of the following motorcycle rider training courses? By year full licence attained
Total sample; Weighted sample; Base n = 792
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Attitudes towards riding training courses after a break

When asked about opinions on people returning to riding having to take a motorcycle training course, opinions were
divided. In 2015, around two-fifths (41%) of respondents agreed (somewhat or strongly) that people returning to riding
after taking a break should have to undertake a motorcycle training course. A similar proportion, 40% disagreed
(somewhat or strongly) with this statement. These results are unchanged from 2014. Note in 2013, when looking at riding
history, there was a relatively lower proportion of those who had been on break but had returned to riding in (9%
compared to 17% in 2014 and 16% in 2013).

Recreational on-road riders were significantly more likely to agree with the statement that riders returning to riding should
undertake a training course (44% vs. 35% of recreational off-road riders). Those who had experienced a crash in the past

were also more likely to be supportive of this notion (49% vs. 34% who had not crashed).

Full licence holders were more likely to disagree than those on their Ls or Ps (41% vs. 30%).

Figure 14: Agree/disagree: People returning to riding after a break should have to undertake a motorcycle training
course (2013-2015)

2013 25 13 16
2014 28 12 20 1
2015 27 16 18 8
0 20 40 60 80 100
%
Strongly agree Somewhat agree Neither m Somewhat disagree m Strongly disagree 52y Qi 1y

Q55h. Agree/disagree: People returning to riding after a break should have to undertake a motorcycle training course
Base: Those who have ridden in the last 12 months;
Weighted sample; 2013 Base n=491, 2014 Base n =572, 2015 base n = 592
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5. Riding activity

Results were consistent with last year with 66% reporting they had ridden in the last year (compared to 62% in 2014).
Males and younger riders aged 18-25 years were significantly more likely to say that they had ridden in the previous year
(70% and 92% respectively).

There were some other significant differences found when comparing riding history with previous years. Results in 2015
saw a slight but significant increase in the proportion of respondents who reported that they had stopped riding and did not
intend to ride again (9% vs. 5%). Notably, looking at the 2013 results, a higher proportion of respondents had not ridden
in the previous year compared to other survey years and there also a higher proportion of respondents who said they had
stopped riding but may decide to do so in the future (34% vs. 46% in 2015) and a lower proportion who had been on a
break but had started again (9% vs. 16% in 2015). It is likely that these are the key drivers behind differences between
2013 and other survey years when looking at the total riding population.

Consistent with the previous year, 54% of respondents were classified as active riders and 37% were lapsed riders;
however, there was an increase in the number of former riders compared to last year (9% compared to 5% in 2014).
Active riders were significantly more likely to say that rode recreationally on road (79%), consistent with previous years.
One in three (37%) respondents said that they rode off-road recreationally - this was significantly higher in 2013 (54%) i
another feature behind the differences in survey results in 2013 compared to other years.

Over four out of ten (46%) of the respondents who had not ridden in the last 12 months or said they may resume in the
future, said that there was a high chance that they would ride again. Males were more likely than females to give a higher
rating of their likelihood of riding again (6.2 compared to 4.8 out of 10). Key reasons for no longer riding included no
longer owning a bike; and changes to family commitments or lifestyle.

The average distance ridden on a motorbike by respondents was 341.3km per month, or 4,292.4km in a year.
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5.1 Riding history

Riding activity in last 12 months

Riding activity was consistent with last year, with 66% of respondents saying that they had ridden in the last 12 months
(compared to 62% in 2014). A significantly higher proportion of respondents in 2013 had not ridden in the previous year
which is likely to be the cause between changes in 2013 vs. 2014 i differences which have not been observed in this
wave of the research.

Figure 15: Whether ridden in last 12 months (2012-2015)

HYes mYes
= No
= No
2012 2013
HYes
Yes
= No
= No
66
2014 2015

Q7 Have you ridden a motorcycle in the last 12 months (either on or off-road)?
Filter: excludes never ridden a motorcycle; Weighted sample; 2012 Base n =545; 2013 Base n = 694; 2014 base n = 777; 2015 base n =
793
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As in previous years, males were more likely to say that they had ridden in the 12 months (70% vs. 41% for females).

As shown in Figure 16 below, the youngest age group, 18-25 year olds were significantly more likely to say that they had
ridden in the 12 months (92% compared to 62% of those aged 40 and over). The same was found for those on their
learner or probationary permits, with 94% reporting that they had ridden in the last 12 months (compared to 65% of full
licence holders).

Figure 16: Whether ridden in last 12 months by selected rider groups i 2015
Age:
18-25 years (n =214) .
26-39 years (n =194) _
40+ years (n =384) _ 62
Licence Status:
Learner/ Probationary (n =158) l
s

Full licence (n =607)

T <59 . -
= No Yes

Q7 Have you ridden a motorcycle in the last 12 months (either on or off-road)?
Filter: excludes never ridden a motorcycle; Weighted sample; Base n = 793

As expected, those who owned a motorcycle were more likely to have ridden in the last 12 months (91% vs. 33% who did
not own a bike). (See Figure 17)

Figure 17: Whether ridden in last 12 months by motorcycle ownership i 2015

Number of motorcycles at home

One motorcycle (n =268)

2 motorcycles or more (n =249)

Q7 Have you ridden a motorcycle in the last 12 months (either on or off-road)?
Filter: excludes never ridden a motorcycle; Weighted sample; Base n = 793
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Riding history

Similar to the results found last year, over half of the participants were regular riders, occasional riders or had started
riding again after taking a break (56% vs. 58% in 2014). Specifically, just under a fifth (18%) of respondents said they had
never taken a break from riding since learning to ride and ride regularly and 22% reported that they had never had a
break from riding since learning but only ride occasionally.

Compared to 2014 results, there was a slight but significant increase this year in the number of people who said that they
had stopped riding and do not intend to ride again (9% vs. 5% in 2014).

Some of the characteristics that make 2013 different to other survey years include a notably higher proportion of the

sample who had stopped riding but may decide to do so in the future (46% in 2013 vs. 34% in 2015) and fewer who said
they had been on a break but had started again (9% in 2013 vs. 16% in 2015) (See Figure 18).

Figure 18: Riding history (2012-2015)

16

| have never had a break from riding since learning|to 16
ride and ride regularly 20
18
24
| have never had a break from riding since learning|to 18
ride but only ride occasionally 21
22
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| had a break from riding and have started riding agai 9
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16 m 2012

1 2013

35 " 52014
| have stopped riding and may decide to ride in futu 37 2015

34

7
| have stopped riding and do not intend to ride ag: 10
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1

1
0
1

| have never ridden a motorcycl

Q10. Which of the following best describes your motorbike riding history?
Total sample; Weighted; Base 2012 n = 545; 2013 n=692; 2014 base n = 776; 2015 base n = 798
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Break from riding

For those who had taken a break from riding and had started riding again, half (50%) had said that their break was six
years or longer. One in five (18%) reported a break of 3-5 years. A similar proportion reported that the break was under a
year (18%) (See Figure 19).

While the proportion of riders who had started again after a break was smaller in 2013 compared to 2015 (See Figure 18),
in 2013, there was a notably smaller proportion whose break had been three or more years long (69% in 2015 and 70% in
2014 vs. 47% in 2013).

Figure 19: Duration of most recent break from riding i 2015
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Up to 11 months
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Q7B. You have said you had a break from riding and had started riding again. Approximately, how long was your most recent break?
Total sample; Weighted sample; 2013 Base n = 72; 2014 Base n = 114; 2015 Base n = 117
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In 2015, female riders (52% vs. 15% of males) and those aged between 18-25 years (58% vs. 11% of those aged over 40)
were significantly more likely to report riding again after a shorter break of up to 11 months. Nearly two thirds of older
respondents (aged 40+) had a long break of 6 years or longer (61% compared to 31% of those aged 18-25) (See Table
16.

Table 16: Most recent break from riding by demographic groups i 2015

Column % Gender Age Location
Male Female 18-25 26-39 40+ Balance of Melbourne
(n=97) (n=20)* (n=21)* (n=31)* (n=65) Victoria (n=52)
(n=44)
Up to 11 months 15C 523 583 31 11C 20 17
1-2 years 14 9 23 293 7C 11 15
3-5 years 18 19 18 10 22 23 16
6 years or more 533 20C oC 31C 61g 47 52

Q7B. You have said you had a break from riding and had started riding again. Approximately, how long was your most recent break?
If had a break from riding and started again; Weighted sample; Base n = 117;

Ca indicates statistically significant difference compared to respondents not in that category

* Note: Small sample sizes

When asked about the likelihood of riding again, among the respondents who had not ridden in the last 12 months or had
stopped riding but said they may resume in the future, a substantial proportion had high intentions of riding again. Just
under half (46%) rated the likelihood 7 out of 10 or higher.

One in four reported that there was a moderate chance of riding again (26% with a likelihood score of 4-6 out of 10). A
similar proportion said there was a low chance of getting back on a bike (27% reporting a likelihood of 0-3 out of 10).

Results are not significantly different compared to last year (56% rated a high likelihood of retuning to riding).

Figure 20: Likelihood of lapsed riders riding again in the future - 2015

26 46 2

%

0-3outof 10 © 4-6 out of 10 = 7-10 out of 10 m Dont know

Q7A. What is the likelihood that you will ride again in the future?
Base: Stopped riding but may ride again in the future or not ridden in the last 12 months
Weighted sample; Base n = 224
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As seen in Table 17, male riders were significantly more likely than females to say that there was a high likelihood that
they would return to riding in the future (50% vs. 27% of females reporting a likelihood of 7-10 out of 10). The same was
found for younger respondents with 73% of 18-25 year-olds and 65% of 26-39 year-olds indicating high intentions of riding
again, compared to just 36% of those aged 40 and over (See Table 17).

Table 17: Likelihood of lapsed riders to ride again in the future by demographic groups - 2015

Column % Gender Age Location
Male Female 18-25 26-39 40+ Melbourne Balance of Total
(n=176) (n=48) (n=41) = (n=58) (n=125) (n=121) Victoria (n=224)
(n=103)
0-3 out of 10 25 34 8C 20 313 27 27 27
4-6 out of 10 23 36 17 14 313 23 30 26
7-10 out of 10 503 27C 733 653 36C 48 40 46
Doné6t know 2 2 2 0 33 2 2 2
Average out of 10 6.23 4.8C 8.13 7.13 5.3C 6.0 5.7 5.9

Q7A. What is the likelihood that you will ride again in the future?

Base: Stopped riding but may ride again in the future or not ridden in the last 12 months
Weighted sample; Base n = 224

Ca indicates statistically significant difference compared to respondents not in that category
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Reasons for no longer riding a motorcycle

Of the respondents who had stopped riding, the average age they had stopped riding was 36.7 years (consistent with last
year 6 s r-8&lwéatssld).

Among those who had not ridden in the last 12 months but had not ruled out riding again, the most common reasons for
not riding included were no longer owning a motorcycle (61% vs. 65% in 2014); and family commitments or a change in
lifestyle (37% vs. 47% in 2014) (See Figure 21). There were no significant changes between 2015 and 2014.

Figure 21: Main reasons why lapsed riders have not ridden a motorcycle in the last 12 months
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No longer own a motorcycle 65
61
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lifestyle 47
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Too busy/never have time to ride
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Q9. What are the main reasons why you havenotesponsedden a motorcycle i

Filter: Not ridden in last 12 months but may ride again; Weighted; 2012 base n = 89; 2013 base n=164; 2014 base n = 163; 2014 base n
=143
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While sample sizes were small, a motorcycle related injury was more likely to be a reason amongst younger riders (24%
for those aged 18-25 compared to 3% for those aged 26-39 and 0% for those aged 40+). Family commitments were more
likely to be the reason behind older respondents becoming lapsed riders (52% for 26-39 year olds and 33% for 40+
compared to 11% for 18-25 years old) (See Table 18).

Table 18: Main reasons why lapsed riders have not ridden a motorcycle in the last 12 months 7 2015

Column % Gender Age Location
Male Female 18-25 26-39 40+ Melbourne Balance of
(n=107) (n=36) (n=11)* (n=35) (n=97) (n=72) Victoria
(n=71)
No longer own a motorcycle 60 67 55 46 67 70 56
_Famlly commitments/change 36 a1 116 52 33 33 40
in lifestyle
Too busy/never have time to 15 14 31 19 12 17 13

ride

Prefer to travel using other
modes (drive, cycle, public 25 16 5 18 26 20 25
transport etc.)

Too expensive to maintain a

motorcycle 10 3 5 13 7 5 10
Went overseas/holiday 1 0 153 3 oC

Motorcycle related injury 4 0 243

Motorcycle broken down 5 1 0 6 4 4

Too old/no Ionger skilled 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
enough/safety issues

!(\(/I)gvfz? tI(())(iie:jt(iaons, so became 4 6 0 5 4 3 5
Non-motorcycle related injury 6 8 4 5 7 5

Licence suspended 0 0 0 0 0 0

Other 4 8 0 7 4 7

Q9. What are the main reasons why you havenoOtesponsedden a motorcycle

Filter: Not ridden in last 12 months but may ride again; base n=143
*Note: Small sample size

Similar to 2014, among the small number of those who had stopped riding but were not planning to take it up again in the
future (n=53) the most common reasons were similar. Around half of respondents mentioned safety concerns (47%),
family commitments/change in lifestyle (35%), and a preference for different modes of transport (25%). Just under one in
four (23%) mentioned no longer being interested in riding/motorcycles as a reason for not riding anymore.
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5.2 Riding activity segments

Participants were grouped into three riding activity groups based on their riding history and recent riding behaviours.
These groups were:

A Active riders i those who had ridden in the last 12 months either regularly or occasionally or had started riding
again after a break;

A Lapsed riders i those who had stopped riding but may decide to ride again the future or had not ridden in the
last 12 months but still considered themselves regular riders; or

A Former riders 1 those who had stopped riding and did not intend to ride again.

While the proportions of active and lapsed riders were similar to those from last year, there has been a slight but
significant increase in the number of former riders this year compared to 2014.

Specifically, over half (54%) of the participants were classified into the active riders (consistent with 55% from last year).
Over one in three (37%) would be considered lapsed riders (unchanged from 40% in 2014). Less than one in ten
respondents (9%) would be considered former riders in 2015 (compared to 5% in 2014).

Notably, in 2013, there was a significantly higher proportion of lapsed riders. This is likely to be the cause of the
differences between 2014 and 2013 results. Overall, the distribution of segments among the rider population in 2012,
2014 and 2015 were similar.
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Figure 22: Riding activity segments (2012-2015)
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@ m Active riders

@ Lapsed riders
2012 2013

@ m Former riders
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37

2014 2015

Q10. Which of the following best describes your motorbike riding history?
Q7. Have you ridden a motorcycle in the last 12 months (either on or off-road)?
All respondents; Weighted; 2012 base n = 545; 2013 base n=690; 2014 base n = 774; 2015 base n = 791

In regards to the demographic profiles of these riding segments:

0 Males (57% vs. 35% of females) and 18-25 year-olds (72% vs. 55% of 26-39 year olds and 52% of those aged 40+)
were more likely to be active riders;

0 Females were significantly more likely to be categorised as lapsed riders (50% vs. 35% of males); and

0 Those aged 40 and over were more likely to be former riders (12% vs. 4% of 26-39 year-olds and 1% of 18-25 year-

olds), as well as those from Melbourne (11% compared to 6% of regional Victorians).
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Figure 23: Riding activity segments by selected rider characteristics - 2015

Age:
18-25 years (n =214) 27
26-39 years (n =194) 41 | 4|
40+ years (n =382) 36
Gender
Male (n=651) 35 9 |
Female (n=139) 50
Location:
Balance of Victoria (n =365) 58 36 . 6 |
Melbourne (n =426) 52 37
Licence:
Full (n =158) 82 17
Learner/Probationary (n =605) 54 38 . 8 |

[E Active riders @ Lapsed riders @ Former riders

Q10. Which of the following best describes your motorbike riding history?
Q7. Have you ridden a motorcycle in the last 12 months (either on or off-road)?
Filter: Excluding never ridden a motorcycle; Weighted; Base n = 791

The majority of the questions in the Motorcycle Monitor survey were directed towards active riders only. However, survey
results have been analysed in terms of these riding segments where relevant.
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5.3 Riding vs. driving

Respondents were asked the extent to which they agreed/disagreed that Dr i ver s donét wunderstand wh
motorcyclistd . vabthmajority (91%) of respondents who had ridden in the last 12 months agreed (59% strongly and

31% somewhat agreed). Results were similar to 2014.

Those who lived in Melbourne were more likely to strongly agree than those living in regional areas (62% vs. 52%).

Figure24:Agr ee/ di sagr ee:unbreirsdramndd awrhé@tt it ds 17i20WB-1%5 o be a motorcy
2013 31 3 B
2014 30 6 2 1
2015 31 5 =
%
Strongly agree Somewhat agree Neither Somewhat disagree m Strongly disagree 52y Qi 1y

Q55i. To what extent do you agree or disagree with the following statementsi Dr i ver s dondt understand what it

motorcyclist?
Those who rode in the last 12 months: Weighted; 2013 base n = 491, 2014 base n = 574; 2015 base n = 592

When asked whether they drivers were aware of motorcyclists when they were driving, views were mixed with half (52%)
of respondents disagreeing with the statement and 41% of respondents agreeing with the statement. Results were similar

to |l ast yearFgered5). gures ( See
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Figure 25: Agree/disagree: Most drivers are aware of motorcyclists when they are driving i 2014-2015

2014 30 6

2015 30

%

Strongly disagree Somewhat disagree Neither m Somewhat agree W Strongly agree Don’t know

Q55k. To what extent do you agree or disagree with the following statements i Most drivers are aware of motorcyclists when they are
driving
Ridden in the last 12 months; Weighted; base n = 592

Respondents were asked about the proportion of time they rode their motorcycle in comparison to a car. As can be seen
in Figure 26, results have been consistent since 2012.
In 2015, just under one in ten reported relying on their bike for than 50% of the time they travelled (9% compared to 12%

in 2014). The majority (62%) of riders indicated that they used their bike up to 10% of the time, spending the rest of the
time (90%) driving.
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Figure 26: Proportion of time spent riding a motorcycle vs. driving a car (2012-2015)
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Up to 10% 11-20% 21-30% 31-40% 45-50% 51% or more

Q8. Thinking about your time spent riding and driving over the last 12 months, approximately what percentage of the time would you say
you rode a motorcycle (on or off-road) compared to driving a car?
Filter: Ridden in the last 12 months; Weighted; 2012 base n = 440, 2013 base n=493, 2014 base n = 582, 2015 base n = 596

Demographically, younger respondents, aged 18-25 years were significantly more likely than their older counterparts to
say that they used their bike more than 20% of the time in comparison to driving a car (38% compared to 28% of 26-39
year-olds and 24% of 40+ years).

Those with L/P plates were also significantly more likely to report using their bikes 20% or more of the time in comparison
to driving their cars, 47% reporting this compared to 25% of those with full licences.
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Figure 27: Proportion of time spent riding a motorcycle vs. driving a car i differences between selected groups i
2015

Age:
18-25 years (n =202) 38
26-39 years (n =153) 28
40+ years (n =240) 24
Licence type:
L/Ps (n =153) 47
Full (n =433) 25
Total (n =596) 73 Y

1 20% or less More than 20%
Q8. Thinking about your time spent riding and driving over the last 12 months, approximately what percentage of the time would you say

you rode a motorcycle (on or off-road) compared to driving a car?
Filter: Ridden in the last 12 months; Weighted; Base n =596

Those who mainly rode on-road bikes were significantly more likely to use their bike as a form of transport more than 20%
of the time (38% vs. 11% who mainly ride off-road bikes).

Those who owned a newer bike were also more likely to ride more often with 49% of those with a bike manufactured in
2010 or later reporting that they rode more than 20% of the time. Note that younger riders were more likely to own late
model bikes and were more likely to use their bike more often.

Figure 28: Proportion of time spent riding a motorcycle vs. driving a car i differences between rider groups - 2015

Type of bike ridden most often:

Off road bike/trail bike (n =133) _ 11

Total (n =596)

m 20% or less = More than 20%

Q8. Thinking about your time spent riding and driving over the last 12 months, approximately what percentage of the time would you say
you rode a motorcycle (on or off-road) compared to driving a car?
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Filter: Ridden in the last 12 months; Weighted; Base n = 596
*Note: Small sample size

As expected, respondents who mainly rode for commuting purposes (33%) or for riding recreationally on-road (33%) were
more likely to use their bike more than 20% of the time compared to driving (vs. 25% of those who mainly rode
recreationally off-road) (See Table 19).

Table 19: Proportion of time spent riding a motorcycle vs. driving a car i differences between riding purpose i
2015

Commuter Recreational on-road Recreational off-road
rider rider
n=273 n=364 n=212
Riding 20% or less of the time (driving < <
80%+ of the time) SHEIE ci= &
Riding more than 20% of the time (driving 333 333 o5

less than 80% of the time)

Q8. Thinking about your time spent riding and driving over the last 12 months, approximately what percentage of the time would you say
you rode a motorcycle (on or off-road) compared to driving a car?

Filter: Ridden in the last 12 months; Weighted; Base n = 596

Ca indicates statistically significant difference compared to respondents not in that category
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5.4 Riding for commuting and recreational purposes

Respondents in the active rider category were asked about the type of motorcycle riding they did in the last 12 months as
a proportion of all the time they spent riding a motorcycle. The three purposes they were asked to indicate approximate
proportions of time they spent riding were with regard to:

0 Riding for commuting purposes (i.e. going to work, study, shops);
0 Riding for recreational purposes on-road (i.e. riding for leisure on public roads, highways, freeways); and
0 Riding for recreational purposes off-road (i.e. riding on racks in national parks on private property).

Based on whether participants had undertaken any riding for any of these purposes, they were grouped into the three
categories.

The active riders were most likely to report that they rode recreationally on-road (79%), consistent with the previous years
(79% in both 2014 and 2013). Just over half (53%) reported riding for commuting. More than one in three (37%) rode off-
road recreationally, unchanged from results in 2014, but lower than in 2013 (54%).

Figure 29: Proportion of respondents who commuted and/or rode recreationally in last 12 months (2012-2015)

90 +

m 2012
= 2013
m 2014

2015

Commuter Recreational on-road rider Recreational off-road rider

Q18 Approximately what percentage of the time did you ride in the following categories excluding any riding you might do for work
purposes?

Filter: Active riders excluding commuter/recreational riding response error; Weighted; 2012 base n = 354; 2013 base n=399; 2014 base n
=495, 2015 base n = 473

Note: Does not add to 100% as respondents could ride with more than one purpose
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The prevalence of the different combinations of riding purposes is shown in Figure 30 below. The results were similar to
those found last year, with the most common combination being commuting in conjunction with riding recreationally on-
road (35%), followed by riding on-road recreational purposes only (24%).

Figure 30: Proportion of respondents who commuted and/or rode recreationally in last 12 months i riding
purpose combinations - 2015

Commuting Recreational ofroad
53% riding
79%

3%

2%

15%

Recreational
off-road riding
37%
Q18 Approximately what percentage of the time did you ride in the following categories excluding any riding you might do for work

purposes?
Filter: Active riders excluding commuter/recreational riding response error; Weighted; Base n = 473

The different types of riding being undertaken by different ride groups are shown below in Table 20. These included:

0 A higher incidence of commuting among those who:
o0 were aged 18-25 (67%); and
o lived in Melbourne (59% compared to 43% of regional residents).

0 A higher incidence of recreational on-road riding by those:
o who live in Melbourne (85% compared to 72% of those in regional Victoria).
0 A higher incidence of recreational off-road riding by those:

0o who are males (39% compared to 22% of females); and
o0 who are aged between 18-25 (57% compared to 31% of those aged 40 or over); and
o who live in regional Victoria (51% compared to 28% of Melbourne residents).
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Table 20: Proportion of respondents who commuted and/or rode recreationally in last 12 months i by selected
demographic variables - 2015

Row % Commuter Recreational on-road Recreational off-road

rider rider

Gender

Male (n=401) 53 80 393

Female (n=72) 59 78 22C

Age

18-25 (n=160) 673 80 573

26-39 (n=120) 56 75 45

40+ (n=193) 50 813 31¢

Location

Melbourne (n=207) 593 853 28C

Balance of Victoria (n=266) 43C 72C 51g

Q18 Approximately what percentage of the time did you ride in the following categories excluding any riding you might do for work
purposes?

Filter: Active riders excluding commuter/recreational riding response error; Weighted; Base n = 473

Cga indicates statistically significant difference compared to respondents not in that category

Note: Does not add to 100% due to riders being able to do multiple types of riding
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Share of time spent riding for commuting or recreational purposes
among active riders

As in previous years, on average, respondents spent the most time on their bikes riding on-road for recreational purposes.
The average amount of time spent riding recreationally on-road was 49% (vs. 47% in 2014). The average amount of time

riding that was spent commuting was 27% (vs. 24% in the previous year). The average time spent riding recreationally
off-road was 24% (compared to 29% last year). Findings in 2015 were unchanged from 2014.

In 2013, a greater proportion of respondents rode recreationally off-road (34% vs. 34% in 2015); and fewer to rode
recreationally on-road. This is likely to be the cause of the key differences between 2013 and other survey years...

Figure 31: Average proportion of time spent commuting vs. riding recreationally in last 12 months - 2012 - 2015

= Commuting purpose m Commuting purpost

= Recreation on-road m Recreation on-road

Recreation off-road Recreation off-road

2012 2013

27

m Commuting purpose: Commuting purposes

Recreation on-road Recreation on-road

. = Recreation off-road
m Recreation off-road

2014 2015

Q18 Approximately what percentage of the time did you ride in the following categories excluding any riding you might do for work
purposes?

Filter: Active riders excluding commuter/recreational riding response error; Weighted; 2012 base n = 354; 2013 base n=399; 2014 base n
= 495; 2015 base n = 473

Respondents aged 40 years or older spent a significantly higher proportion of their time riding recreationally on-road
compared to younger riders (55% compared to 33% of 19-25 year olds and 40% of 26-39 year-olds).
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As expected, a higher amount of time was spent commuting among those who lived in Melbourne (32% compared to 18%
of those living in regional areas).

The proportion of time spent riding recreationally off-road was significantly higher for younger respondents (35% for those
aged 18-25 years compare to 21% of those aged 40 or over), as well as for residents of regional Victoria (35% compared
to 17% for those living in Melbourne) (See Table 21).

Table 21: Average proportion of time spent commuting vs. riding recreationally in last 12 months by demographic
characteristics - 2015

Average time spent riding Commuting Recreational on-road Recreational off-road
(Row %) riding riding

Age
18-25 (n=160) 32 33C 355
26-39 (n=120) 32 40C 28
40+ (n=193) 24C 553 21C
Location
Balance of Victoria (n=207) 18C 47 353
Melbourne (n=266) 323 51 17C
Q18 Appr;)ximately what percentage of the time did you ride in the following categories excluding any riding you might do for work
purposes?

Filter: Active riders excluding commuter/recreational riding response error; Weighted; Base n = 473
Cgag indicates statistically significant difference compared to respondents not in that category i.e. between male and female
Note: Table adds across. Where totals do not add to 100%, this is due to rounding.

In terms of riding experience, on average, full licence holders tended to spend more time riding recreationally on-road
compared to learner/probationary licence holders (full licence holders spent 51% of the time riding recreationally on-road
vs. 33% of the time for L/P platers). In contrast, those on their L/P plates, on average, spent more time commuting (38%
vs. 26% of the time for full licence holders).

Those who had started riding at a very young age (up to 10 years old) reported they spent more time riding off-road than
commuting or riding on road (41% of the time riding off-road compared to 16% and 43% commuting or riding recreationally
on-road respectively). Those who started riding at 18 or older tended to spend the least amount of time riding off-road
(16% of the time for those who started at 18-25 years old and 9% for those who started riding when they were 26 or older)
(See Table 22).
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Table 22: Average proportion of time spent commuting vs. riding recreationally in last 12 months by rider
experience characteristics - 2015

Average time spent riding Commuter Recreational on-road = Recreational off-road

(Row %) rider rider

Motorcycle licence

Learner/Probationary (n=129) 383 33C 29

Full licence (n=337) 26C 51 23

Age when started riding

up to 10 years (n=141) 16C 43C 413

11-17 years (n=138) 28 50a 22

18-25 years (n=141) 355 49 16C

26 or older (n=50) 30 61 9C

Sulrié%p;rgximately what percentage of the time did you ride in the following categories excluding any riding you might do for work

Filter: Active riders AND Excluding commuter/recreational riding response error; Weighted; Base n = 473
Cga indicates statistically significant difference compared to respondents not in that category i.e. between learner and probationary and
full licence holders

There were also some differences in the amount of time spent riding for recreational or utilitarian purposes by the number
of bikes kept at home, type of bike, and engine capacity of the bike they mainly rode (See Table 23).

Table 23: Average proportion of time spent commuting vs. riding recreationally in last 12 months by motorcycle
ownership characteristics -2015

Average time spent riding for Commuting Recreational on-road Recreational off-road
commuting/recreational purposes riding riding
(Row %)
Number of bikes kept at home
None (n=47) 26 34C 403
One only (n=214) 31 563 13C
2 or more (n=208) 290G 45 343
Type of bike (main bike ridden)
Off road/ trail bike (n=108) 5C 10C 853
Road bike (n=275) 303 64g 5C
Scooter (n=25)* 543 41g 5C
Engine capacity (main bike ridden)
Up to 250cc (n=137) 30 30C 40g
251-700cc (n=157) 27 37¢ 363
701+ (n=127) 25 723 4C
Q18 Appr;)ximately what percentage of the time did you ride in the following categories excluding any riding you might do for work
purposes”

Filter: Active riders AND Excluding commuter/recreational riding response error; Weighted; Base n = 370 to 473
Cg indicates statistically significant difference compared to respondents not in that category
*Note: Small sample size
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Recreational riding locations

Consistent with 2014 results, the majority (58%) of recreational riders did their riding on public roads in rural/non-built up
areas. Over a third (36%) of respondents indicated they rode in public roads in metro areas, 23% in state/national parks

and 22% on private land with no significant differences to 2014. *

Compared to 2012, respondents in 2015 were significantly less likely to report that they rode on public roads in rural/non-
built up areas (67% vs. 58%). In 2013, there was a notably higher proportion of respondents who said they rode

recreationally on private land compared to other years (32% vs. 22%).

In 2015, those from regional Victoria were more likely to say that they rode recreationally on private land (35% vs. 14% of
those from Melbourne). Metropolitan Melbourne residents however, were more likely than regional residents to say that

they rode recreationally on public roads in metro areas (47% vs. 19%).

Table 24: Recreational riding locations (2012-2015)

Column % 2012
Public roads in rural/non-built up areas 67
Public roads in metro areas 36
State/national parks 31
Private land 23
Other -

Q25. Where do you do most of your recreational riding (on-road or off-road)?

Filter: Recreational riding on or off-road; Weighted; 2012 base n = 340; 2013 base n = 369, 2014 base n=480, 2015 base = 466

Ca indicates statistically significant differences between 2014 and 2015 only

State/national parks and private lands were more likely to have been frequented by those who were riding off-road for
recreational purposes (52% for both). On the other hand, public roads in metro areas and public roads in rural/non-built
up areas were more likely to have been used for recreational purposes by commuters and on-road recreational riders (See

Table 25).

! Note that respondents who rode on or off-road for recreational were asked this question and that some respondents did

do both types of recreational riding.
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Table 25: Recreational riding locations by riding purpose i 2015

Column % Commuter Recreational on-  Recreational off-

(n=259) road rider road rider
(n=365) (n=212)
State/national parks 18C 16C 52g
Private land 12C 13C 52g
Public roads in metro areas 443 433 16C
Public roads in rural/non-built up areas 683 683 33C
Other 3 2 4

Q25. Where do you do most of your recreational riding (on-road or off-road)?

Filter: Active riders; Recreational riding on or off-road; Weighted; Base n = 466

Ca indicates statistically significant difference compared to respondents not in that category

Note: Commuters, on-road recreational and off-road recreational riders defined as riding for this purpose at least 1% of the time in the last
12 months

Riding with others

Consistent with | ast ywesermds likdlyitmsdyi thregrsde alane (@6%0p. nQheeim fous (27%) rode
with 2-3 other people and 18% rode with just one other person.

As shown in Table 26 below, those who mainly rode a road bike were significantly more likely to say that they rode on their

own (50% compared to 22% of off-road/trail bike users). Off-road/trail bike riders were more likely to say that they rode
with 2-3 other people (49%).

Table 26: Whether ride with others when riding recreationally (on or off-road) with others by type of bike i 2015

Type of bike Total
Column % Off roal()j”l()éke/trail Road bike Scooter n=459
(n=111) (n=269) (n=19)*
On your own 22C 50g 72 46
With 1 other person 14 21a 5C 18
With 2-3 other people 493 19C 16 27
With 4 or more other people 15 10 6 10

Q25a. When riding recreationally (on-road or off-road), do you mainly ride?

Filter: Recreational riding on or off-road; Weighted; Base n = 459

Ca indicates statistically significant difference compared to respondents not in that category

Note: Commuters, on-road recreational and off-road recreational riders defined as riding for this purpose at least 1% of the time in the last
12 months
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5.5 Distances ridden in last 12 months

When estimating the distances they had ridden on a motorcycle for any reason in the 12 months, in 2015, respondents
were most likely to estimate riding 101-500km per month (32%), followed closely by 29% who indicated that they rode up
to 100km per month. The distribution of approximate kilometres ridden per month is shown below in Figure 32.

At 44%, recreational on-road riders were most likely to ride 101-500km per month followed by 41% of commuters. Off-
road riders (32%) were most likely to report that they ride up to 100km per month.

As expected, active riders tended to ride greater distances than former or lapsed riders (37% rode between 101-500km
per month compared to 9% for former and lapsed riders). Close to half (47%) of former or lapsed riders said they rode
100km or less a month.

In 2015, the average distance ridden on a motorbike by respondents was 341.3km per month, or 4,292.4km in a year.

These distances are consistent with those reported in 2014 (average of 370.6km per month or 4,447.6km per year).

Figure 32: Distance ridden in last 12 months for any purpose i approximate km per month (2012-2015)

33

Up to 100km per month 45

101-500km per month
32

501-1,000km per month

m 2012
2013
m2014
2015

1001-1,500km per month

Out of range

Don’t know

Q29. In the last 12 months, how many kilometres did you ride ON ANY motorcycle on the road for_any reason? (Per week; per month or
per year).
Filter: Ridden in the last 12 months; Weighted; 2012 base n = 440, 2013 base n=496; 2014 base n = 583, 2015 base n = 603
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Demographically, male riders were more likely to have travelled further than female motorcyclists (an average of 386 km
per month vs. 137.7km per month).

There was also some correlation between kilometres ridden per month and the different types of riders. For example,
road bikes (approximately 473.1km per month) travelled significantly greater distances than off-road/trail bike riders
(138.2km per month) and scooter riders (approximately 159.5km per month). Larger vehicles also travelled relatively
greater distances (See Figure 33).

Figure 33: Distance ridden in last 12 months i approximate km per month by motorcycle characteristics - 2015

Type of bike ridden most often:

Off road bike/trail bike (n =70) 138.2 (Median 42)
Road bike (n =268) 437.1 (Median 333)
Scooter (n =27) 159.5 (Median 83)

Total number of bikes:

None (n=74) 176.2 (Median 17)
One motorcycle (n =203) 368.6 (Median 250)
Subtotal: 2 motorcycles or more (n =175) 364.8 (Median 250)
Subtotal: At least 1 motorcycle (n =378) 367.0 (Median 250)

Engine capacity:

0-250cc (n=117) 228.2 (Median 108)
251-700cc (n =134) 382.1 (Median 217)
701+ (n =126) 432.9 (Median 333)
Average (n =453) 3413 (Median 200)

(Median km per month in brackets)
Q29. In the last 12 months, how many kilometres did you ride ON ANY motorcycle on the road for_any reason?
Filter: Ridden in the last 12 months; Weighted; Base n=453
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Average distance

ridden

for commuting, on-road and off-road

recreational purposes among active riders

Respondents were asked the distances travelled in the last 12 months for any purpose. Comparisons of total distance
travelled among those who had done some commuting, or recreational riding in the last year is shown in Figure 34.
Distance travelled per month tended to be higher where respondents indicated they commuted at least some of the time
and as expected was lowest for those who did recreational off-road riding only.

Figure 34: Distance ridden in last 12 months i approximate km per month by riding purpose (mean and median)

Type of bike ridden most often:

Combination of all (n =67)

Commute only (n=11)

Recreational on-road riding only (n =72)

Recreational off-road riding only (n =31)

Commute & Recreational on-road riding (n =153)

Commute and Recreational off-road riding (n =8)

Recreational on-road & off-road riding (n =29)

Subtotal - Commuter (n =239)

Subtotal - Recreational on-road (n =321)

Subtotal - Recreational off-road (n =135)

Average (n =453)

68.6

549.7 (Median417)

436.4(Median 100)

298.8  (Median 250)

(Median 17)

459.3 (Median 333)

342.8 (Median42)

290.6 (Median 50)

473.5 (Median 333)

404.8 (Median 260)

352.6  (Median 83)

3413 (Median 200)

Q29. In the last 12 months, how many kilometres did you ride ON ANY motorcycle on the road for_any reason? (Per week; per month or

per year).

Filter: Active riders AND excluding commuter/recreational riding response error; Weighted; Total n = 453
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Hours spent riding off-road

Over two-fifths (44%) of respondents who had said that they had ridden a bike in the past 12 months, said that they had
not ridden off-road at all. More than one in four respondents (27%) stated they rode up to 8 hours off-road in a month.
Another 12% reported riding 8-20 hours off-road per month. Only 5% of those who had ridden in the last 12 months rode
off-road for more than 21 hours per month. Results in 2015 are similar to 2014.

Figure 35: Hours spent riding off road i approximate hours per month (mean) i 2015

None
44

Up to 8 hours per month
8-20 hours per month

w2014
2015

21-30 hours per month
31-49 hours

50 hours or more

Don't know/Can't say

Q29B. In the last 12 months, how many hours did you ride on any motorcycle off-road for any reason? An approximate number is OK.
Filter: If ridden in the last 12 months AND excluding commuter/recreational riding response error; Weighted; Base n = 601

Older riders were more likely to say that they had done no off-road riding at all in the last 12 months (50% vs. 34% of
those aged 26 and under).

Interestingly, close to half (49%) of those who had started riding under the age of 17 reported they had done some off-
road riding in the last 12 months (vs. 28% for those who learnt at an older age).

Among those who mainly rode an off-road bike, more than half (56%) reported they rode up to 8 hours a month with one in

five (21%) riding 8-20 hours per month off-road. Just under one in five (17%) of those who mainly rode an on-road bike
also said they rode off-road around 8-20 hours per month.
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5.6 Rider fatigue

Respondents were asked the extent they agreed or disagreed with statements around fatigue. When asked about the
extent that they agreed or disagreed thast oopt hrei doinnithe vashedmerdeys
majority of respondents (85%) strongly agreed with this statement (no significant change compared to 2014 at 80%).

While agreement was still high, those aged 18-25 were less likely to agree that the only remedy was to stop riding and rest
compared to older respondents (92% for 18-39 vs. 97% of those aged 40+).

The majority also strongly agreed that riding while tired can be as dangerous as drink driving (66%).

Figure 36: Agree/disagree statements about fatigue i 2013-2015

Riding while tired can be as dangerous as drink-riding

2013 23

2014 25

2015 22 3 3

Q55f-g. Agreement/disagreement with statements about fatigue
Weighted; 2013 Base n = 490; 2014 Base n=573; 2015 Base n= 591
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Figure38cont é Agree/ di sagree st a20e3281bts about fatigue

The only remedy for fatigue while riding is to stop riding and rest

Q55f-g. Agreement/disagreement with statements about fatigue
Weighted; 2013 Base n = 490; 2014 Base n=573; 2015 Base n= 591

When asked the degree of danger of riding while drowsy, using a scale of 0 to 10, where 0 was not dangerous at all and
10 was extremely dangerous, respondents were in agreement that doing so was dangerous with close to nine in ten
providing ratings of 7 or above. While at the overall level, the perceived danger was similar to that of driving under the
influence of drugs or alcohol, only two thirds of respondents felt the deed was extremely dangerous (65%); on par with
riding after drinking a small amount of alcohol while also using prescription medicines (68%). In comparison, respondents
were most likely to deem riding under the influence of stimulant drugs extremely dangerous (86% provided a rating of 10).
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