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Executive Summary
Introduction
The Road Aware Drivers Program forms part of a suite of Road Aware Programs delivered to
schools by School Drug Education and Road Aware (SDERA). SDERA is the State Government's
primary drug and road safety education strategy for young people and works with schools and
community to provide prevention education aimed at keeping young people safer.
The Road Aware Program was established in January 2003 following recommendations from the
Road Safety Council (RSC) that stemmed from a review of research and proven road safety
practices and initiatives in schools. Three overlapping Program areas were created initially with a
fourth added temporarily in 2005:






Road Aware Parents – for parents and carers of children aged 0 to 4.
Road Aware Kids – for children aged three to 14 and their parents and carers; and
Road Aware Drivers – for young people aged 15 to 20 and their parents and carers.
Road Aware Access and Equity – for young people at risk of not completing their
mandatory supervised driving hours (integrated in late 2005 and completed in 2007).

Specifically the Road Aware Drivers Program was established to:





develop, implement and evaluate a school based pre-driver program (Keys for Life) and a
related parent session (Keys for Life parent workshop) to encourage parental involvement
in driving practise
work with agencies involved in school road safety and pre-driver education to ensure
messages are coordinated and shared
provide support for road safety education in rural and remote areas to help target young
males in rural areas who are at greater risk of crashing.

The Insurance Commission of Western Australia (ICWA) is currently the sole provider of funds for
all Road Aware road safety education programs, with an allocation to date in excess of $9 million.
ICWA continues to provide financial support for the delivery of the Road Aware Drivers Program on
an annual basis.
The Keys for Life Program and Keys for Life parent workshop are implemented in schools across
WA and continue to be promoted through a structured professional development process
administered by SDERA.

Keys for Life Program
Keys for Life was developed to encourage more supervised driving practice among young people
and their parents and as a precursor to changes to the Western Australian Licensing system. It is
the principal pre-driver education initiative for 15 to 20 year olds in the State and available free, to
all Government and non-Government schools. The Program aims to prepare young people for a
lifetime of safer driving by:
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developing their understanding of the importance of gaining supervised driving practice
fostering positive road-user attitudes and behaviours
involving parents and the community in youth road safety education.

The Keys for Life Program is suitable for Year 10-12 students as well as young people at nonschool sites and centres. It focuses on the development of positive road user attitudes, risk
management strategies and encouraging driving practice (under supervision). Participating
students receive free resources including a journal, driving guide, pamphlets and a road rules
handbook.
On completion of the Program (approximately 10 hours), teachers are authorised to conduct the
Learner's Permit Theory Test (road rules test) with students at school and issue certificates which
can be redeemed for a discounted Learner's Permit at any licensing centre in the State. Keys for
Life is a Curriculum Council endorsed course and students can accrue 1 point towards their WA
Certificate of Education (WACE).
SDERA conducts a compulsory professional development workshop for teachers wishing to
implement the Keys for Life Program. Schools intending to implement Keys for Life can only
access the Keys for Life resources by sending a teacher to attend the one day Keys for Life
workshop.
While the resource supports the achievement of aspects of the Health and Physical Education
Learning Area Outcomes, schools can be flexible in their delivery of the pre-driver education
program. For example, the Program can be integrated with other learning areas or programs, such
as Vocational English, Science, or Pastoral Care programs.
To successfully complete the Keys for Life Program, students are required to attend 80% of
classes, meet applicable teacher assessed criteria, sit and pass the Learner’s Permit Theory Test
administered at school. Students who pass the Theory Test are given a Keys for Life Certificate
(the Keys for Life Certificate is valid for 12 months). The student retains the certificate until they
turn 16 years of age. When the student reaches the age of 16 years they can present their
certificate at a Licensing Centre (or agent) along with proof of age, identity and residency
documentation. When the documentation has been checked and a vision test administered the
student will receive a Learner’s Permit at a discounted fee.1

Keys for Life parent workshop
The Keys for Life parent workshop is a free, school community-based initiative for young people
and their parents/carers that promotes the importance of supervised driving practice for learner
drivers.
The 1 hour interactive session provides parents/carers and the learner driver with:




1

the importance of getting as much supervised driving practice as possible
ways to communicate to take the stress out of driving practice.

Road Aware Program (2004) Keys for Life: Teacher Resource. Worldwide Online Printing Cannington. Perth, WA.
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Schools can contact the RAC in the metropolitan area or RoadWise and SDERA Regional Project
Officers in regional areas to facilitate the session. Alternatively, school staff can facilitate the Keys
for Life parent workshop after participating in the Keys for Life professional development workshop
conducted by SDERA.

Current Evaluation
The following Report provides information on the effectiveness of the implementation of the Road
Aware Drivers Program and examines the delivery/implementation of the Program in secondary
schools throughout Western Australia (WA). The objectives of the Evaluation were to determine
whether there was merit in refining:






the way in which the Keys for Life program is promoted, taught and supported
the Keys for Life program content
the Keys for Life professional development program
the Keys for Life parent workshop.

Methodology
The methodology for the Evaluation consisted of the following key components:



Surveys
o an online survey completed by teachers that attended Keys for Life professional
development (n= 151)
o an online survey completed by Principals in secondary schools (n= 58)
o a paper-based survey completed by students that participated in the Keys for Life
Program (n= 118)
o a paper-based survey completed by parents that attended a Keys for Life parent
workshop (n= 100).



School site visits
o site visits to a selection of schools in metropolitan and regional locations that had
implemented the Keys for Life Program
o site visits to a selection of schools that have not implemented the Keys for Life
Program.



Stakeholder consultation
o consultation with key stakeholders, including road safety agencies and education
systems/sectors.



Program data
o analysis of program data and funding data.

Subsequent to the commencement of the Evaluation, the Evaluation scope was amended to
undertake further analysis of the barriers encountered by schools that are not implementing the
Program (mentioned in section 3.2.6).
The data collected from the above methodology was collated and analysed thematically to inform
the development of the recommendations provided in this report.
Implementation/Process Evaluation of the Road Aware Drivers Program
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Key findings of the Review
The Program has been an effective vehicle for delivering road safety education in the school
context and developing positive road-user attitudes and behaviours amongst students. The
Program has also contributed to establishing a cohort of teachers with knowledge and skills in road
safety education.
The methods and processes of delivery of the Keys for Life Program include the following best
practice elements:











Program components that are interactive and encourage student discussion (for
example, small group work, individual tasks and large group work).
Appropriate material provided for teachers involved in delivering the Program.
Messages build on those delivered over the lifespan and feed into messages delivered in
later life. That is, they are informed by early road safety messages (that include passenger
behaviour).
Messages are delivered through interactive processes and small group discussions.
Delivered by skilled individuals who can effectively manage interactive and small group
discussions (e.g. school teacher who has a prior relationship with students and have
undergone recent training).
Delivery by teachers rather than outside individuals who may not have current,
recognised and accredited coaching and training skills (and whose pre-existing
relationship with the students can assist in behaviour management).
A structure that provides clear guidance on how to translate the Program guidelines into
practical lessons.
Involvement of parents as participants and provision of information for them (as part of
the journal exercises as well as the Keys for Life parent workshops).
Presentation of messages on multiple occasions over time (rather than just a one-day
program).

The Program has achieved success in a number of its stated objectives (as mentioned in section
3.1.1). Commentary sourced through survey responses, and stakeholder consultation suggests
that the Keys for Life Program was successful in:





providing teachers with a conceptual framework for approaching road safety education
providing teachers with strategies that assisted in developing students’ understanding of
the importance of obtaining supervised driving practice
increasing student awareness of safe road use.

Success factors
The Evaluation has identified strengths/success factors of the Keys for Life Program. The factors
have been categorised into those at either a program level or alternatively at a school level.
There are a number of key elements to the Program which are generally regarded as its inherent
strengths at a program level, namely:



Keys for Life professional development workshops – Stakeholder consultations and survey
data highlighted that the Keys for Life professional development workshops provided
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teachers with a greater understanding of the many issues and risk factors facing young
drivers and provided strategies and classroom activities that were effective in engaging
students in the content of the Keys for Life Program.



Keys for Life Program content – Stakeholders commented that Keys for Life is considered
to be an exemplar program in terms of provision of resources and quality of information.
The structure and content of the Keys for Life Program is consistent with best practice
principles identified in reviews of novice driver and pre-driver road safety education.



Applicability of the Keys for Life materials – Principals and Teachers were of the view that
the school setting provides the ideal environment to teach the Program. Generally teachers
indicated that the teaching resources offered flexibility in regards to tailoring the
implementation of the Program.



Capacity and capability of SDERA/SDERA Project Officers – Teachers valued the
accessibility to the support and expertise provided by SDERA, particularly in relation to
ongoing professional development and the application of strategies which enabled easier
implementation/delivery of the Program.

The cumulative impact of these strengths is that the Keys for Life Program was generally regarded
as an effective mechanism for developing teachers’ conceptual knowledge of road safety education
and delivering a well resourced Program to students.
In noting the strengths of the Keys for Life Program, the effectiveness of the Program was largely
determined by factors at a school level. These key factors included:



Strong school leadership/executive - Schools that repeated the Program generally had a
school leadership/executive group who were committed to the Program. In these schools
the Program was seen as an ongoing priority and was embedded into the school
curriculum.



Teacher attitudes - Schools that had a 'champion' of the Program were particularly effective
in implementing the Program over a number of years. The commitment and attitude of staff
members had a direct impact on the implementation and effectiveness of the Program.



Student attitudes - Teachers indicated students are interested in the Program and are keen
to participate. Students are engaged in the Program as they enjoy the hands on activities
and they are excited about obtaining their Learner's Permit. A recurrent theme from
consultation was the Program sets a tangible and achievable outcome which is applicable
to students, this is one of the reasons the Program is well received by students.

Issues and Challenges
In acknowledging the strengths and success factors of the Program, the Evaluation has identified
five key areas that are issues/challenges for the Road Aware Drivers Program in the future.
It is acknowledged that some of the program elements which were previously identified as program
strengths have also been identified as areas that may have some level of issues/challenges. The
barriers identified in the following section provide valuable insight into opportunities that may
enhance or facilitate the 'take-up' of the Program across a greater number of schools in WA.
Implementation/Process Evaluation of the Road Aware Drivers Program
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Enhancing the implementation of the Program
There are a number of barriers to implementing the Program that are faced by schools/teachers. A
recurrent theme identified during consultation was the limited time available for teachers to
implement initiatives such as the Keys for Life Program. Therefore, a number of teachers sought
assistance in streamlining the planning and implementation phases of the Program (see
Recommendation 4.1). The 'crowded curriculum' also means the Keys for Life Program often
competes with other initiatives such as drug education, morality/ethics, and health education.
Principals indicated that schools are inundated with flyers and brochures on a wide variety of
programs/initiatives, including health programs that compete with Keys for Life. The Principal has
the task of filtering through the brochures, and will often lean towards programs/initiatives that
involve the core disciplines – literacy and numeracy. As a result of this filtering process, Keys for
Life brochures are regularly overlooked. In this regard, Principals consulted were of the view that a
face-to-face meeting is a more effective approach to marketing a program such as Keys for Life.
Of particular interest, are the views of some Principals who indicated that the priorities afforded to
health/life skills programs and initiatives will change from year to year and be influenced by events
that have recently occurred at the school. For example, one year a school may focus on
initiatives/programs relating to drug education, whilst in another year it could focus on road safety
as a result of a road incident arising at the school or involving a student.
Between 2003 and 2008 the Keys for Life Program was delivered at 191 schools to approximately
29,330 students across Western Australia. In addition, a total of 163 (46%) schools have never
implemented the Program. This assumes a total population of 354 schools that could possibly
implement the Program in WA. It is acknowledged however that some schools will have limited
capacity to deliver Keys for Life due to factors including; low students numbers, staffing constraints,
and the type of school (i.e. remote schools and education support schools).
Program data indicates that in 2008, a total of 99 schools implemented the Keys for Life Program.
This equates to a program reach of approximately 28% of the total number of schools that could
possibly implement the Program in WA (this assumes a total population of 354 schools). It should
be noted however that a school does not necessarily deliver Keys for Life to the entire student
cohort (i.e. all year 10 students) and may implement the Program in only one class, however, a
majority of schools in the Evaluation delivered the Program to an entire student cohort, (i.e. all year
10 students).
A total of 8,250 students participated in the Keys for Life Program in 2008 from a total student
population of 29,493 year 10 students. This represented 28% of the total number of students in
year 10. This calculation assumes all students that participated in the Program were in year 10 and
does not consider that there will be some schools that deliver Keys for Life in years 11 and 12.
A number of stakeholders suggested that the Keys for Life Program needed to target high profile
groups that have links to road safety. In this regard, the Program should explore further
opportunities to promote the initiatives of the Program to local governments, Rotary Clubs, parent
organisations, and road safety groups that have the ability to foster a greater awareness of the
Keys for Life Program amongst those members of the community that can assist in furthering the
Program reach.
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Enhancing the involvement of agencies/organisations
A key success factor for the Road Aware Drivers Program is its ability to operate within a
coordinated environment in which each of the key agencies clearly understands their role and
contribution. In this respect, a framework is required to ensure an appropriate level of
accountability.
The Evaluation is of the view that the effectiveness of the Keys for Life Program is likely to be
enhanced if the Program is delivered as a component within a continuum of road safety initiatives.
As an example, linkages of the Program with other initiatives such as the Keys2Drive Program
should be explored.
Program management
Consultation identified that the ability to extract accurate data on program reach is somewhat
limited due to the current data collection mechanisms applied by the Road Aware Drivers Program.
In this regard, there is benefit in developing appropriate tools and methods of data collection for the
Road Aware Drivers Program which can assist in accurately calculating the reach of the Program
at any given time.
The Evaluation also sees merit in developing a performance framework for the Road Aware Drivers
which would monitor/assess the Program's implementation/reach. This would enable funding
agencies to measure the outputs/outcomes delivered by the Program in an ongoing way.
Keys for Life teacher resources
Approximately 67% of teachers said the teacher resource content needs to be 'updated' to
enhance the adaptability and applicability of the materials to specific school contexts/environments.
In addition, approximately 50% of teachers responding to the teacher survey, identified that there is
merit in the teacher resources being streamlined to assist them in planning and implementing the
Program.
In this regard, there is merit in streamlining and enhancing certain elements of the Keys for Life
Program which will assist with achieving the following benefits:





assists schools/teachers with planning and implementing the Keys for Life Program
facilitates the ready application of the Program resources to equity groups
focuses teacher resources onto the delivery of the Program and minimises the level of
resources required for planning and administration functions.

Whilst the current teacher resources offer flexibility in regards to tailoring the implementation of the
Program, there was a recurrent view from a number of teachers that a more simplified resource
which was 'classroom friendly' would be more appropriate. In this regard, 'classroom friendly'
meant the provision of lesson plans that cover each of the main content areas in the Program. In
addition to lesson plans, a number of teachers suggested the resources be divided into sections
which included strategies/activities for particular cohorts of students. In addition to tailoring Keys for
Life by identifying current activities that work well for particular groups, there may be merit in
developing new activities or approaches that are less reliant on language skills as some teachers
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noted that students of lower academic ability or with low literacy levels found completing the Keys
for Life Journal to be more difficult.
Stakeholders indicated that the initial implementation of the Program was a process that took many
hours due to schools preparing the materials for the students. This involved photocopying and
laminating materials for a range of activities. In schools that were less well-resourced (or where the
HPE department was less well-resourced), the cost and time of photocopying and laminating
materials was problematic.
A number of schools noted that students were often critical of audiovisual materials that appeared
to be 'dated', and that regular updating of audiovisual material would be beneficial. In particular,
'Ben's Road Movie' was mentioned by schools as starting to 'show its age'. Comments were made
that students do not relate to dated footage and are more likely to become disengaged.
Teachers identified that they require information on planning/implementing the Program at any
given time. Furthermore, a number of teachers indicated that there is a need to have a better
mechanism for updating material in the journal and the provision of up-to-date and selected
relevant statistics to teachers. Currently, many of the updates are provided via email to the Keys
for Life coordinator (at schools), which is problematic, if the coordinator does not disseminate this
information to all staff. The website could also provide a range of website hyperlinks to appropriate
road safety websites.
Some schools deliver much of their curriculum online and value the interactivity and self-paced
learning that can be incorporated. A number of schools commented that the current version of
Keys for Life represents an 'old-fashioned' approach to pedagogy and more online/computer based
materials should be explored. It should be acknowledged however that some teachers in the State
school system said that they did not have ready access to computer labs for students and therefore
the current presentation which is largely paper-based was preferred.
In addition to the above, some schools (mainly from the non-government sector) showed interest in
students completing the Learner's Permit Test online which would enable student test results to be
uploaded onto the Keys for Life website/database. Upon successful completion of the online test by
the student, teachers administering Keys for Life theory test would then be able to print out student
certificates. This method could potentially replace the paper-based methods which were
considered by the teacher to be time consuming (i.e. writing out certificates).
Keys for Life parent workshops
The Evaluation has identified that there has been a relatively low number of schools delivering a
Keys for Life parent workshop in comparison with the total number of schools implementing the
Keys for Life Program. In 2008 the RAC delivered 19 parent workshops in the 56 metropolitan
schools that implemented the Program. This means approximately 34% of schools that
implemented the Program in the metropolitan area organised a parent workshop. The Evaluation
has not been able to readily verify regional workshop statistics.
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Teachers and parents generally held the view that the delivery of Keys for Life parent workshops
played an important role in furthering the objectives of the Keys for Life Program. Accordingly,
there is merit in identifying further strategies and approaches that will assist in increasing the:





number of schools organising workshops
number of parents attending parent workshops
proportion of parent workshops relative to the total number of schools that
implement the Keys for Life Program.
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Recommendations
The recommendations have been categorised into “primary” or “secondary” recommendations and
represent a hierarchy of their relative importance and are grouped into the following themes:







Enhancing implementation of the Program
Enhancing the involvement of agencies/organisations
Program management
Keys for Life teacher resources
Keys for Life parent workshops

The key findings and recommendations are explained in more detail in Chapter 6.
Recommendations
Enhancing implementation of the Program
Recommendation 1.1 (Primary)
That an enhanced marketing/communication strategy be developed to increase the awareness and
take-up of the Keys for Life Program and targets schools that have not implemented the Program or
have discontinued Program implementation.

Enhancing the involvement of agencies/organisations
Recommendation 2.1 (Primary)
That the Road Aware Drivers Program formalises its current arrangement with the Department of
Transport (DoT) (in relation to the Keys for Life Program) by developing a Memorandum of
Understanding (MOU) which sets out each party's roles and responsibilities associated with the
Program.
Recommendation 2.2 (Secondary)
That the DoT and SDERA explore opportunities to enhance the level of coordination and sharing of
data between the two parties.
Recommendation 2.3 (Secondary)
That a formalised strategic planning process be conducted between the Road Aware Drivers
Program, road safety agencies/education systems and the RAC to explore the linkages/alignment
between the Keys2Drive Program and the Keys for Life Program.

Program management
Recommendation 3.1 (Primary)
That an online database (linked to the Keys for Life website) be developed for the Road Aware
Drivers Program which captures relevant data from teachers/schools participating in the Program.
Recommendation 3.2 (Primary)
That the Office of Road Safety develops a performance framework (incorporating a suite of
performance indicators) that enables the measurement of outputs/outcomes which can be attributed
to the Keys for Life Program.
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Recommendations
Keys for Life teacher resources
Recommendation 4.1 (Secondary)
That the Keys for Life resources be revised to further assist schools/teachers with the planning and
delivery of the Program. This could include:
- A segmented teacher resource containing strategies and activities for particular cohorts of students.
For example, sections could be developed for 'ESL', 'at risk', 'Indigenous', and 'gender'
- Lesson plans which enable teachers to deliver the main content areas
- Exploring the merits of developing a Keys for Life kit (with all classroom activities prepared)
- Updating audiovisual materials to maintain the 'freshness' of the products.
Recommendation 4.2 (Secondary)
That the Keys for Life resources/materials be updated to include current road safety
initiatives/strategies not included within the resources/materials.
Recommendation 4.3 (Secondary)
That a dedicated website for the Keys for Life Program be developed which incorporates:
- Information on planning/implementing the Keys for Life Program
- Regular updates on changes to teaching resources/driver legislation/road safety statistics
- Links to appropriate road safety websites.

Keys for Life parent workshops
Recommendation 5.1 (Secondary)
That further strategies and approaches be identified and incorporated into the Road Aware Drivers
Program that will assist in increasing:
- The number of schools organising workshops
- The number of parents attending parent workshops
- The proportion of parent workshops relative to the total number of schools that implement the Keys
for Life Program.
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1.0 Introduction
The Office of Road Safety commissioned an Evaluation of the Road Aware Drivers Program (the
Evaluation). In this regard, Quantum Consulting Australia and staff from the Centre for Accident
Research and Road Safety Queensland (CARRS-Q) were appointed to undertake the Evaluation.
The following report provides information on the effectiveness of the delivery/implementation of the
Keys for Life Program in schools across Western Australia.

1.1

Background
Road Aware
Road Aware is a road safety education program operating in Western Australia. It provides
continuous road safety education for students, from Kindergarten to year 12, and extends to the
provision of information for parents. Road Aware’s primary focus is to encourage students of all
ages to become safer road users (i.e. as pedestrians, as riders of bikes, scooters and skateboards,
as passengers in cars and as learner drivers). Road Aware has produced road safety materials to
support teachers in classrooms across WA to deliver important road safety messages and skills.
The Insurance Commission of Western Australia (ICWA) is currently the sole provider of funds for
all Road Aware road safety education programs, with an allocation to date in excess of $9 million.
ICWA continues to provide financial support for the delivery of the Road Aware Drivers Program on
an annual basis.
Road Aware was established in January 2003 following recommendations from the Road Safety
Council (RSC) that stemmed from a review of research and proven road safety practices and
initiatives in schools. Three overlapping program areas were created initially with a fourth added in
2005:






Road Aware Parents – for parents and carers of children aged 0 to 4.
Road Aware Kids – for children aged three to 14 and their parents and carers.
Road Aware Drivers – for young people aged 15 to 20 and their parents and carers.
Road Aware Access and Equity – for young people at risk of not completing their
mandatory supervised driving hours (integrated in late 2005 and completed in 2007).

Road Aware is part of School Drug Education and Road Aware (SDERA). SDERA is the State
Government's primary drug and road safety education strategy for young people and works with
schools and community to provide prevention education aimed at keeping young people safer.
SDERA is strategically aligned and managed by a Board with representatives from the Office of
Road Safety, the Drug and Alcohol Office, and the three education systems and sectors in WA (the
Catholic Education Office, the Department of Education and Training and the Association of
Independent Schools).
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Specifically the Road Aware Drivers Program was established to:





develop, implement and evaluate a school based pre-driver program
related parent session (Keys for Life parent workshop) to encourage
in driving practise
work with agencies involved in school road safety and pre-driver
messages are coordinated and shared
provide support for road safety education in rural and remote areas
males in rural areas who are at greater risk of crashing.

(Keys for Life) and a
parental involvement
education to ensure
to help target young

The Keys for Life Program and Keys for Life parent workshop are now implemented in schools
across WA and continue to be promoted through a structured professional development process
administered by SDERA.2
Figure 1 below provides an illustration of how the Road Aware Program contributes to
government's road safety objectives.

2

Department of the Premier and Cabinet (2008) Request for Tender: Implementation/Process Evaluation of the Road Aware
Drivers Program, Perth, WA.
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Figure 1: Road Aware Program Impact

Government Outcomes
Road Safety Council of WA



Maximising the potential to reduce road trauma among children and young people (0-20
years of age) by developing positive lifelong attitudes and road user behaviours.

Towards Zero: Getting There Together Road Safety Strategy 2008 - 2020

Road Aware objectives



To ensure that effective road safety education is provided to children and young people (ages
0 to 20 years) throughout Western Australia to reduce their levels of road trauma.

Strategies



Promotion of the suite of Road Aware programs to schools by School Drug Education and
Road Aware, including providing:

o
o
o

structured teacher professional development for Road Aware programs
road safety education resources to schools
advice on the implementation of programs into the school curriculum.


Road safety education
Road Aware Parents

Road Aware Kids

Road Aware Drivers

(0-4 year olds)

(4-14 year olds)

(15-20 year olds)

Road safety education
resources for parents and carers
aged from 0 – 4 years.

Road safety education is
implemented in schools with
priority on the early childhood
years.

The Keys for Life
education program and
Keys for Life parent
workshop are key
initiatives.

Road Aware Program Funding
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Keys for Life Program
Keys for Life was developed by SDERA in 2003, with the support of the Road Safety Council, to
encourage more supervised driving practice among young people and their parents, and as a
precursor to changes to the Western Australian graduated driver training and licensing system. It is
the principal pre-driver education initiative for 15 to 20 year olds in the state and available free, to
all Government and non-Government schools. The Program aims to prepare young people for a
lifetime of safer driving by:





developing their understanding of the importance of gaining supervised driving practice
fostering positive road-user attitudes and behaviours
involving parents and the community in youth road safety education.

The Keys for Life Program is suitable for Year 10-12 students as well as young people at nonschool sites and centres. It focuses on the development of positive road user attitudes, risk
management strategies and encouraging driving practice (under supervision). Participating
students receive free resources including a journal, driving guide, pamphlets and a road rules
handbook.
On completion of the Program (approximately 10 hours), teachers are authorised to conduct the
Learner's Permit Theory Test (road rules test) with students at school and issue certificates which
can be redeemed for a discounted Learner's Permit at any licensing centre in the state. Keys for
Life is a Curriculum Council endorsed course and students can accrue 1 point towards their WA
Certificate of Education (WACE).
SDERA conducts a compulsory professional development workshop for teachers wishing to
implement the Keys for Life Program. Schools intending to implement Keys for Life can only
access the Keys for Life resources by sending a teacher to attend the one day Keys for Life
workshop. The teaching resources supplied to all teachers includes:











Teaching materials/strategies/assessment guide
Learner's Permit Theory Test Guide for Teachers
Student Journal
DVD movie
Drive Safe: a handbook for Western Australian road users
Supervised Driving Guide
Compulsory Third Party Insurance Brochure
Sample Keys for Life classroom programs
Templates for classroom activities

While the resource supports the achievement of aspects of the Health and Physical Education
Learning Area Outcomes, schools can be flexible in their delivery of the Program. For example,
the Program can be integrated with other learning areas or programs, such as Vocational English,
Science, and Pastoral Care programs.
To successfully complete the Keys for Life Program, students are required to attend 80% of
classes, meet applicable teacher assessed criteria, sit and pass the Learner’s Permit Theory Test
administered at school. Students who pass the Theory Test are given a Keys for Life Certificate
(the Keys for Life Certificate is only valid for 12 months). The student retains the certificate until
they turn 16 years of age. When the student reaches the age of 16 years they can present their
Implementation/Process Evaluation of the Road Aware Drivers Program
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certificate at a Licensing Centre (or agent) along with proof of age, identity and residency
documentation. When the documentation has been checked and a vision test administered, the
student will receive a Learner’s Permit at a discounted fee.3

Keys for Life parent workshop
The Keys for Life parent workshop is a free, school community-based initiative for young people
and their parents/carers. The workshop promotes the importance of supervised driving practice for
learner drivers.
The 1 hour interactive session provides parents/carers and the learner driver with:




the importance of getting as much supervised driving practice as possible
ways to communicate to take the stress out of driving practice.

Schools can contact the RAC in the metropolitan area or RoadWise and SDERA Regional Project
Officers in regional areas to facilitate the session. Alternatively, school staff can facilitate the Keys
for Life parent workshop after participating in the Keys for Life professional development workshop
conducted by SDERA.

Other road safety/pre-driver education programs
The majority of Australian jurisdictions are committed to school-based road safety education
programs in both the primary and secondary sectors. Despite the absence of outcome evaluations
demonstrating that these programs are responsible for reductions in road trauma, they continue to
occupy substantial amounts of valuable curriculum time, and new programs continue to be
developed.4
As part of the Evaluation, materials used in road safety education programs in Australian States
and Territories were reviewed. The description of the program's reviewed are presented in
Appendix E of the Report.
The general conclusion of the review of road safety education programs is that the Road Aware
Drivers Program is the most extensive and best supported program of its kind in Australia. The
Road Ready Program in the ACT is probably the best developed of similar classroom programs. It
has a two-day professional development workshop delivered by the Road Safety section of the
ACT Department of Territory and Municipal Services (formerly the Department of Urban Services).
Road Ready is a 15 to 22 hour program included within the Year 10 curriculum of most ACT
schools. The program consists of six topics:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
3
4

Getting Ready for the Road
Crash Types and Contributing Factors
The Complexity of the Driving Task
Risk and Hazard Identification
Making Rules About Safer Road Use
Road Rules.

Road Aware Program (2004) Keys for Life: Teacher Resource. Worldwide Online Printing Cannington. Perth, WA.
Catchpole, J & Di Petrol (2003) Road Safety Education in Schools, ARRB Transport Research Ltd, GDP Consultancy
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However, the Road Ready Program does not contain a parent workshop component. Parents are
given a booklet entitled ‘Preparing your Pre-Learner for Driving’ and their primary role is in terms of
commentary driving before the Learner's Permit and provision of increased practice once the
Learner's Permit has been obtained.
In several other states there are road safety packages, generally developed by road safety
agencies and/or motoring organisations that are available for use by teachers. Whilst road safety
agencies may promote their adoption, there is no real evidence of their widespread adoption as
mainstream curriculum material or resourcing of professional development.
In addition, there are a number of one-day events for pre-drivers and learner drivers that are
organised and promoted by emergency services and other organisations. These events do not
generally incorporate all of the elements of best practice in pre-driver road safety education
outlined in this report.
In Victoria there is a student and parent workshop, called Keys Please but no accompanying inschool component. Keys Please is a free, 90 minute session for learner drivers or soon to be
learner drivers and their parents or supervising drivers. Information is presented on:








complexities of the driving task
why young drivers are at risk
resources to assist the learner to get more on-road practice
getting supervised practice in a variety of road, weather and traffic conditions
ways to maximise on road experience
encouraging support from parents in gaining on road experience.

Keys Please is run by VicRoads, in conjunction with Victoria Police, Transport Accident
Commission, Department of Education and Training and Community Road Safety Councils.
In addition to pre-driver programs, there is a range of programs for new drivers which have not
been presented in this Report.

1.2

Objectives of the Evaluation
The Evaluation aims to assist in ensuring that an effective road safety education program is
provided to secondary students throughout Western Australia, by examining the program reach
and barriers/enablers to implementing the Keys for Life Program and Keys for Life parent
workshops at schools. The Evaluation also assists in determining whether there is merit in refining:





the way in which the Keys for Life Program and Keys for Life parent workshop are
promoted, taught and supported.
the Keys for Life program content
the Keys for Life professional development program
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1.3

Structure of the Report
This report is structured as follows:



Chapter 1 is an introduction to the report and provides the background and objectives
of the Evaluation.



Chapter 2 provides an overview of the Evaluation methodology including research
objectives, research methods, sampling methodology and data limitations.



Chapter 3 provides the analysis of results clearly outlining and explaining the analyses
used and a presentation of major findings against the research objectives.



Chapter 4 provides an overview of program administration and discusses an alternative
program delivery model.



Chapter 5 provides suggestions to enhance the performance framework of the
Program.



Chapter 6 provides the key findings and recommendations to enhance the
implementation of the Road Aware Drivers Program.

The following appendices supplement the information provided in the report:









1.4

Appendix A - List of stakeholders consulted
Appendix B - Statistical results report
Appendix C - Additional survey data
Appendix D - Schools that have not implemented Keys for Life
Appendix E - Evaluation Methodology
Appendix F - Road safety programs in other jurisdictions
Appendix G - Bibliography
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2.0 Methodology
The following chapter provides an overview of the methodology adopted to evaluate the Road
Aware Drivers Program.

2.1

Research objectives
Research was undertaken to identify the major findings of the Evaluation against the following
research objectives:

 Program objectives
o The alignment of the Keys for Life Program materials to the Program objectives.
o Engagement of all road safety agencies in the Keys for Life Program.
o Awareness of and support for road safety education, Keys for Life Program by systems
and sectors.

 School objectives
o Awareness of and support for road safety education, Keys for Life Program and PD
workshops by school principals.

o Keys for Life Program reach data including the number of schools, teachers and
o
o
o
o

students that have participated in the Program.
Reasons for Keys for Life Program implementation/perceived benefits for schools.
Locations where and reasons why the program is not currently being implemented.
Barriers and enablers regarding implementation of the Keys for Life Program.
Extent of promotion of the Keys for Life Program and use of all Program materials.

 Teacher objectives
o Awareness of and support for Keys for Life Program by teachers.
o Number of teachers attending Keys for Life PD workshops.
o Number of Keys for Life courses and Keys for Life parent workshops run by teachers.
o Teacher satisfaction with Keys for Life teaching materials and Keys for Life parent
workshop structure/content.

o The extent to which teachers organised a Keys for Life parent workshop and reasons
for perceived success.

o Barriers and enablers to holding a Keys for Life parent workshop.
o Initial impact of Keys for Life on teacher attitudes to and awareness of road safety/
supervised driving issues.

 Student objectives
o Number of students reached by the Keys for Life Program.
o Student satisfaction with Keys for Life teaching materials.
o Initial impact of Keys for Life Program on student attitudes to and awareness of road
safety / supervised driving issues.

o Student experiences with the L Plate test and obtaining L plates.
o Perceptions regarding expected success at obtaining required number of hours of
supervised driving.
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 Parent objectives
o The extent of flow on effects of the Keys for Life Program to parents.
o The extent of parental attendance at Keys for Life parent workshops (barriers and
perceived benefits to attendance).

o Parental satisfaction with Keys for Life parent workshops.
o The impact of Keys for Life parent workshops on attitudes, behaviours, and intentions
to maximise supervised driving opportunities.

o Parental satisfaction with Keys for Life parent workshop resources.

2.2

Research methods
The methodology for the Evaluation consisted of the following key components:



Surveys
o an online survey completed by teachers that attended Keys for Life professional
development (Appendix A)
o an online survey completed by Principals in secondary schools (Appendix A)
o a paper-based survey completed by students that participated in the Keys for Life
Program
o a paper-based survey completed by parents that attended a Keys for Life parent
workshop.



School site visits
o site visits to a selection of schools in metropolitan and regional locations that had
implemented the Keys for Life program (Appendix A)
o site visits to a selection of schools that have not implemented the Keys for Life program
(Appendix A).



Stakeholder consultation
o consultation with key stakeholders, including road safety agencies and education
systems/sectors (Appendix A).



Program data
o analysis of program data and funding data.

The data collected from the above methodology was collated and analysed thematically to inform
the development of the recommendations provided in this Report. A flow chart outlining the
methodology for the Evaluation is presented in Appendix E.

Surveys
The Principal, teacher, parent and student surveys were designed to measure perceptions of the
Program, resources, and the effectiveness of the Program in achieving its objectives. Psychometric
and statistical analyses were conducted to establish:




how reliably and validly variables were measured as a whole by the surveys
whether there were significant differences between subgroups.
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These analyses help to summarise the results of sets of questions on the surveys. Background
factors were included in each of the surveys, as relevant to principals, teachers, parents and
students. These included:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.

Keys for Life Coordinator
Geolocation
Secondary School Size (small/medium/large)
Socioeconomic Index
School Type
Sector
Gender (students)
Year level (students)

For the purpose of the Evaluation, a combination of online and paper-based survey instruments
was used. It was identified by the Project team, that Term 4 of the school timetable would be an
opportune time to survey stakeholders, as the Keys for Life Program was generally delivered at the
end of year.
Table 1 provides a summary of the type of surveys used for each stakeholder, the methodology,
the purpose of the survey, number of surveys distributed and the total number of surveys received.
Table 1: Surveys used in the Evaluation

Type of
Survey

Stakeholder

Methodology

Purpose of survey

Online
survey

Teacher

An email was sent to
teachers
(that
attended a Keys for
Life
PD)
which
included a hyperlink
to enable them to
participate in the
online survey.

The survey contained
questions relating to
professional
development,
implementation of the
Keys for Life Program
at
the
school,
effectiveness of the
Keys for Life teaching
materials and the
delivery of parent
workshops.

660

An email was sent to
teachers
(at
secondary schools
in Western Australia)
which included a
hyperlink to enable
them to participate in
the online survey.

The survey contained
questions
that
assessed the level of
awareness
and
support
for
road
safety education. It
also
included
questions on Keys for
Life
implementation
issues at the school.

354

Online
survey

Principal

No.
of Total no. of
surveys
survey
distributed responses
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Type of
Survey

Stakeholder

Methodology

Purpose of survey

Paperbased

Principal

A
letter
(and
questionnaire) was
sent by ICWA to
Principals
(at
secondary schools
in Western Australia
that
had
not
implemented Keys
for Life)

The survey contained
questions
on
the
barriers
faced
by
schools in deciding to
participate
and/or
implement the Keys
for Life Program.

109

Total number
returned: 7

Paperbased

Student

Survey packs were
disseminated
to
schools,
SDERA
Regional
Project
Officers and the
RAC
Community
Education team in
order to distribute
surveys to students
(that participated in
the Keys for Life
Program).

The survey contained
questions on the Keys
for
Life
Program,
including
student
perceptions
of
supervised
driving
and
developing
attitudes
towards
safer road use.

Approx
1100

Total number
returned: 118

Survey packs were
disseminated
to
SDERA
Regional
Project Officers and
RAC to enable the
distribution
of
surveys to Parents
(that attended a
Keys for Life parent
workshop).

The survey contained Approx 350 Total number
returned: 100
questions on topics
such as satisfaction
with the content and
Number of
delivery
of
the
schools: 8
workshop, and its
impact on their road
safety attitudes.

Paperbased

Parent

No.
of Total no. of
surveys
survey
distributed responses

Number of
schools: 12

Dissemination of online surveys
The Evaluation obtained from SDERA an email contact list of secondary school Principals in WA
(with Year 10 to 12 student enrolments) and a list of teachers that attended a Keys for Life
professional development workshop between 2004 and 2008. The Principal and teacher lists were
edited/formatted and email addresses were added to the lists (based on the conventional email
addresses used by education systems/sectors). Once the data was prepared, email lists were
generated on the online survey software. These lists were used to send the surveys.
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A total of 660 emails (containing the survey hyperlink) were sent to teachers (as provided by
SDERA). Of the total number of surveys, 151 survey responses were received. A total of 354
emails (containing the survey hyperlink) were sent to Principals at secondary schools in WA. Of the
total number of surveys, 58 were returned.
Of the total Principals and teachers emailed, 202 emails were returned as undeliverable. Of the
202 emails returned undeliverable, 120 were teacher emails and 82 were Principal emails.

Approach to survey delivery for students and parents
The Evaluation also sought to obtain input from students that participated in the Keys for Life
Program. In order to obtain this input, a Student Survey Pack was developed containing the
following:






Cover Letter (which explained the purpose of the evaluation)
Parent Information Letter/Consent Form
Student Information Letter/Consent Form
Sample Student Survey.

During school site visits the Project team explained the process of surveying students (including
consent requirements, elements of the student survey pack and resource implications associated
with the delivery of surveys) to the relevant Keys for Life teacher/s. If the teacher/school agreed to
assist with the process then the Project team prepared and delivered the Student Survey Packs to
each school. The main role of the school was to:






tailor the School Cover Letter (by adding the school logo)
attach the School Cover letter to the Student Survey Package
mail the package to each Parent/Guardian
collect the returned Consent Forms from students.

When the school notified the Project team that they had received a number of Consent Forms, the
student survey instruments (with consent forms attached) were delivered to the school so as to
allow the Keys for Life teacher to administer the survey to the students.
A total of 850 Student Survey Packs were disseminated to 5 schools, including:







Warwick Senior High School
Applecross Senior High School
Clarkson Community High School
Kelmscott Senior High School
Goldfields Baptist College

The schools mentioned above were approached during school site visits to assist with surveying
students. The Project team did not request assistance from all schools visited as some of these
schools had organised a Keys for Life parent workshop to be delivered at a future date. In this
regard, when applicable, the Project team communicated with the SDERA Project Officer or the
RAC Community Education team responsible for delivering the parent workshop to the school, to
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ensure both students and parents from these schools were surveyed during the Keys for Life
parent workshop.
There were a number of schools that advised it would be difficult to receive a completed Consent
Form from parents (which would allow the student to undertake the survey). Schools that declined
to assist with disseminating the student surveys based their decision on previous experiences of
sending similar letters to student homes and not receiving a response in return. Whilst a number of
schools declined to assist with the request, other schools said they did not have the time and
resources to assist with the process.
The Project team also contacted SDERA Regional Project Officer's (facilitators of the parent
workshops) to advise them of the Evaluation and to request assistance with the dissemination of
surveys to parents and students attending a Keys for Life parent workshop in regional areas. In
this regard, a package of surveys was sent to Project Officer's when it was confirmed that a
workshop would be taking place. The survey package included both parent and student surveys
(with an information letter/consent form attached) and instructions for the Project Officer on how to
administer the surveys.
As the Royal Automobile Club (RAC) is also involved in facilitating the parent workshops, the
Community Education team within the RAC responsible for conducting the workshops was
contacted, to request assistance with the dissemination of surveys to parents and students.
The RAC notified the Project team of the specific dates and locations of workshops so as to allow
sufficient time for the Project team to prepare the surveys (with information letter/consent form
attached) and deliver them to the RAC presenter before the workshop.
The surveying conducted by SDERA Project Officers and RAC presenters was undertaken during
Keys for Life parent workshops held in Term 4 2008.

School site visits and stakeholder consultation
A total of 26 secondary schools in metropolitan and regional locations (including Albany, Geraldton
and Kalgoorlie) were visited as part of the Evaluation (see Appendix A). During school site visits,
interviews were conducted with Principals, and teaching staff involved in the Program to obtain
further information that supported and clarified the views identified in the analysis of the survey
instruments.
The selection of schools was chosen in consultation with the Office of Road Safety and SDERA to
ensure an appropriate spread across factors such as:




a spread of schools in terms of where the Program appeared to work well and
conversely those that encountered challenges in implementing the Program
a combination of metropolitan and regional schools.

Consultation was also undertaken via a combination of face-to-face meetings with key
stakeholders (including education systems/sectors and road safety agencies).
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Additional research/school site visits
Given the Evaluation invested a significant amount of time into survey follow-up processes from
those schools that have implemented the Keys for Life Program, and preliminary data analysis of
the surveys indicated strong recurring themes, a decision was made by the Project team to refocus the Evaluation on priority areas that were identified through stakeholder consultation. In this
regard, the issue of take-up of the Keys for Life Program was identified by ICWA as a priority
focus. As a result, the Project team saw merit in completing further research to identify the barriers
faced by schools in deciding to participate and thereafter implement the Keys for Life Program. In
this regard, the Project team undertook the following activities:




site visits to 8 schools (a combination of schools that have not implemented the
Program and schools where teachers have attended a professional development
workshop but have not implemented the Program, or have discontinued implementation
of the Program)
analysis on the teacher evaluation forms completed at the conclusion of the Keys for
Life professional development workshop (to assist in identifying additional barriers,
impediments to implementation).

In addition to the above, the Project Management Committee (comprising representatives from the
Office of Road Safety, SDERA and Quantum Consulting) disseminated a letter on behalf of ICWA
(provider of funding for the Program) which aimed to draw the attention of Principals to the Keys for
Life Program. The letter was sent to 109 schools that have not implemented the Program across
the school systems/sectors, including DET schools (not including education support schools,
remote schools with a student enrolment of 3 or less, and agricultural colleges), AISWA schools
and CEO schools.
Included in the letter was a one page survey on the barriers to implementation. Although only 7
survey responses were received the information provided insights into the reasons for schools not
implementing Keys for Life and provided ideas on how to place the Program on the school agenda.
The list of schools and stakeholders who contributed to the Evaluation is provided in Appendix A.

Program data and reporting
Program data and reporting processes associated with the Road Aware Drivers Program was
obtained from SDERA. Data on the number of students presenting their Keys for Life certificate at
licensing centres in 2008 was also obtained from the Department of Transport (DoT). This is
reported in section 3.4.4 of the report.

2.3

Statistical analysis
The statistical analysis comprised the three components as follows:
1. Psychometric analysis of item sets measuring variables such as perceived benefits and
effectiveness/
2. Analysis of Variance to examine evidence of difference among subgroups (e.g.
Geolocation, school size) with respect to variables measured by the survey instruments/
3. Regression analyses to examine correlation between measured variables.
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2.4

Sampling
In some instances there were small sample sizes due to the limited response rate from stakeholder
groups. A stratified sample was sought to provide information that is as representative of the
broader population as possible. However, the small sample size makes it difficult to draw statistical
inferences from the comparisons of different subgroups, such as those from different geolocation
classifications, school types and so on.

2.5

Data limitations
The principal limitation of the small sample size is that by reducing the power of statistical tests, it
reduces the chances that statistical tests will reveal genuine differences between groups with
respect to the variables measured by the surveys. It should also be kept in mind that it is possible
for response bias to occur, e.g. for more respondents whose perceptions are either favourable or
unfavourable to respond. Nevertheless, the survey data provide a number of insights into the
perceptions of those who did respond.
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3.0 Analysis of results
The following chapter presents the analysis of results and identifies the major findings of desktop
research, the surveys and stakeholder consultation against the research objectives.

3.1

Program objectives
3.1.1 Alignment of program materials to program objectives
The objectives of the Road Aware Drivers Program are to:





Develop, implement and evaluate a school based pre-driver program (Keys for Life)
and a related parent session (Keys for Life parent workshop) to encourage parental
involvement in driving practice.
Work with agencies involved in school road safety and pre-driver education to ensure
messages are co-ordinated and shared.
Provide support for road safety education in rural and remote areas to help target
young males in rural areas who are at greater risk of crashing.

The objectives of the Keys for Life Program are to:
1. Develop students’ understanding of the importance of obtaining supervised driving
practice prior to Provisional licensure.
2. Develop positive road user attitudes and behaviours among the students.
3. Promote the involvement of parents and the community in youth road safety education.

Review of Keys for Life materials
The Department of Education and Training and other stakeholders commented that Keys for Life is
considered to be an exemplar program in terms of provision of resources and quality of
information.
The structure and content of the Keys for Life Program are consistent with best practice principles
identified in reviews of novice driver and pre-driver road safety education. Specifically, the content
of the Keys for Life Program:






is consistent with, and informs students about, the current Graduated Driver Training and
Licensing System
focuses primarily on attitudinal change, rather than the acquisition of driving skills. The
content generates discussion, self-evaluation and the drawing of individual conclusions and
strategies for safe driving
targets road safety goals that are appropriate for the developmental period (i.e. focus on
pre-driver period).
contains a clear statement of the objectives of the program.
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The methods and processes of delivery of the Keys for Life Program include the following good
practice elements:











program components that are interactive and encourage student discussion (for example,
small group work, individual tasks and large group work)
appropriate material provided for teachers involved in delivering the program
messages build on those delivered over the lifespan and feed into messages delivered in
later life. That is, they are informed by early road safety messages (that include passenger
behaviour).
messages are delivered through interactive processes and small group discussions
delivered by skilled individuals who can effectively manage interactive and small group
discussions (e.g. school teacher who has a prior relationship with students and have
undergone recent training)
delivery by teachers rather than outside individuals who may not have current,
recognised and accredited coaching and training skills (and whose pre-existing
relationship with the students can assist in behaviour management)
a structure that provides clear guidance on how to translate the program guidelines into
practical lessons
involvement of parents as participants and provision of information for them (as part of
the journal exercises as well as the Keys for Life parent workshops)
presentation of messages on multiple occasions over time (rather than just a one-day
program).

In addition, the Keys for Life Program does not include the following program elements that have
been shown to be ineffective or potentially harmful:






components that encourage students to obtain their provisional driver’s licence earlier
than they might otherwise
components that set out to shock, traumatise or evoke fear (e.g. present graphic images)
– some students can develop Post Traumatic Stress Disorder
elements that inadvertently encourage more risky unsupervised driving behaviours such
as carrying multiple young passengers and greater driving at night
an emphasis on vehicle control skills because this can lead to overconfidence and risk
taking for students as they believe their driving skills are stronger than they really are.

Whilst reviewing the learning resources it was noted that the materials did not contain the following
content areas:









drug driving and roadside random drug testing
passenger protective behaviours
material about selecting and planning safe travel options (e.g. public transport, do you
really need to drive?)
discussion of the Australasian New Car Assessment Program (ANCAP) and Used Car
Safety Ratings (UCSR) instead of safety features in new cars
parent-teen driving contracts (often developed for provisional drivers, but can they be
adapted to the Learner's Permit in relation to supervised driving practice)
methods of maintaining fidelity of program delivery such as a follow-up of teachers by
SDERA (although provision of sample programs encourages fidelity)
informing teachers about potentially harmful additions that they might make e.g. exposure
to graphic scenes etc
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an in built evaluation component (ideally a before and after comparison) – there is an
assessment tool in the teacher resource
the opportunity for students to complete self-evaluation forms to increase self-awareness
between Program sessions.

A review of the Program materials identified some elements of the Keys for Life Program that may
need revision. In particularly, the section “Tips for buying a car” included in the Student Journal
contains several potentially problematic aspects. Firstly, the section appears to be promoting
buying a car. While it acknowledges the running costs, there is little discussion of whether the
student actually needs a car, or whether a combination of public transport and borrowing a parent’s
car might be adequate. From a road safety point of view, a number of studies have shown that
newly-licensed drivers are safer to be driving the family car than purchasing a car.5 Part of the
reason for this is the parent’s car is likely to have better safety features than the generally, older,
cheaper cars purchased by new drivers and secondly, driving the parent’s car often involves some
restrictions on use that function to reduce risk.5
The second potentially problematic component to the “Tips for buying a car” is the emphasis on
safety features. While safety features are important, they are sometimes added to ensure that
otherwise unsafe vehicles pass the Australian Design Rule tests. Thus, the mentions of safety
features and the ANCAP need to be related on these pages. There is also a lack of agreement
among road safety experts on whether ABS brakes actually confer a safety benefit, therefore
recommending this feature as a criterion in purchasing a car may not be appropriate. It would be
better to mention Enhanced Stability Control Programs than ABS.
Thirdly, there is no mention of the UCSRs in regard to buying a used car. For many young drivers,
the UCSRs may be more relevant than ANCAP.
Fourthly, it would be useful to inform young drivers of the importance of mass in determining the
safety of cars (and how this is important to understand the various safety ratings systems).

3.1.2 Structure and Engagement of road safety agencies
This section outlines the roles and responsibilities of road safety agencies in the Road Aware
Drivers Program and where applicable provides suggestions on how the engagement of particular
agencies with the Program can be enhanced.

Road Safety Council/Office of Road Safety
The Keys for Life Program was developed by Road Aware, an initiative of the Road Safety Council
of Western Australia. Road Aware was established in January 2003 following recommendations
from the Road Safety Council that stemmed from a review of research and proven road safety
practices and initiatives in schools.
The Road Safety Council considers the Road Aware Drivers Program (including the Keys for Life
Program and Keys for Life parent workshops) to be an important education component of the road
safety strategy as it complements the Graduated Driver Training and Licensing system.
5

Williams, A.F., Leaf, W.A., Simons-Morton B., Hartos J.L. (2006) Parents' views of teen driving risks, the role of parents, and
how they plan to manage the risks. Journal of Safety Research. 2006; 37:221-6.
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The Office of Road Safety represents the interests of the Insurance Commission of WA and the
member agencies of the Road Safety Council in this Program.

Department of Transport
An agreement between the Department of Transport (DoT) and Road Aware allows teachers to
conduct the Learner's Permit Theory Test in schools and non-school sites. This agreement is
dependent upon teachers adhering to strict guidelines.
In terms of the DoT role in the Keys for Life Program, the DoT advises SDERA of legislative
changes which impact on Keys for Life, provide Drive Safe booklets and the Learner's Permit
Theory Test to SDERA. The DoT also promotes Keys for Life on their website.
The main role of the DoT in the Keys for Life Program is to grant a Learner's Permit to students
when they bring their Keys for Life certificate into a licensing centre. The process of DoT granting a
Learner's Permit to a student that has completed Keys for Life is as follows:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Student presents Keys for Life certificate at a licensing centre (with proof of identification)
DoT records certificate details on file (the certificate is then returned to the student).
Student sits eyesight test
DoT updates TRELIS using the Keys for Life function
DoT awards the learner's permit and provides a discount on the Learner's Permit fee.

The above process is considered by DoT to be beneficial to students as it allows them to undertake
their Learner's Permit Test in more comfortable settings, and it gives students a discount on their
Learner's Permit fee and it is an overall quicker process.
It is noted that the nature of DoT’s and SDERA partnership over the years has been largely
informal. In this regard, to ensure sustainability of the current partnership, it is strongly suggested
that a formal agreement should be put in place, whereby both organisations are aware of their
roles and responsibilities. This can be achieved by a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU). The
MOU would act as a framework for cooperation between the two organisations and specify key
deliverables. During consultation it was acknowledged by DoT that their relationship with SDERA
should be formalised to better define the two organisations' broad understanding and intentions
about cooperation.
Consultation indicated that opportunities exist to enhance the level of coordination and sharing of
data between DoT and the Program. For example, the use of DoT data to assist in evaluating
outcomes of the Program, enhanced linkages between data maintained by SDERA on Program
participation and DoT etc.

Royal Automobile Club of WA
The RAC was originally involved in the development of the parent workshop resource which is now
delivered to schools across WA. RAC currently facilitates Keys for Life parent workshops at its
head office and delivers workshops at metropolitan schools upon request. Between 2004 and 2008
the RAC has delivered a total of 45 workshops at its head office and 103 workshops at
metropolitan schools. A total of 7,738 participants have attended these workshops.
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Currently, there is a MOU between SDERA and the RAC for the delivery of Keys for Life
workshops. This document outlines the agreed roles and responsibilities of SDERA and RAC
relating to the delivery of the Keys for Life parent workshops. The most recent MOU 2009-2010
specifies RAC submit quarterly database reports to SDERA on the number of workshops held at
schools each quarter, including date, school (venue) and number of participants. In addition, the
quarterly reports will include the number of workshops held at the RAC head office, including the
date and number of participants. It is understood that the provision of quarterly reports is a new
deliverable that has been incorporated into the most recent MOU (2009-2010).
RAC has advised that in 2009 the national rollout of the Keys2Drive Program (which provides
learner drivers and their supervisors with detailed advice on every step involved in getting a licence
and choosing a driving instructor) will be occurring. The Program consists of the following
elements:





one free professional driving lesson by an accredited driving instructor to learner drivers
accompanied by their supervising drivers
an accreditation scheme for professional driving instructors
a website and other educational resources for learner drivers, supervising drivers and
instructors.6

Consultation with RAC indicated that there is an opportunity to explore the linkages/alignment
between the Keys2Drive Program and the Keys for Life Program. This could be achieved through
a formalised strategic planning process to determine how best the Keys2Drive Project can
compliment the activities of the Keys for Life Program. This could ensure that there is continuity in
the delivery of road safety education/supervised driving practice to students in the senior years of
schooling.

RoadWise
The RoadWise Program aims to engage and facilitate the active involvement of local governments
and the community road safety network in effectively contributing to the adoption and application of
the Safe System Approach, with a focus on safe roads and roadsides, safe vehicles, safe speeds
and safe road use.
Accordingly, RoadWise regional officers have been involved in the delivery of parent workshops in
regional areas since the commencement of the Keys for Life Program. It was advised during
consultation that RoadWise regional officers generally facilitate Keys for Life parent workshops
when SDERA regional consultants are unavailable. There is a MOU (2008-2010) between SDERA
and the RoadWise Program which specifies deliverables of each organisation, including
governance and professional learning, workshops, reporting and marketing and promotion
requirements.

6

Australian Automobile Association (2009) Keys 2 Drive - Take Control [accessed online],
(http://www.keys2drive.info/about/about03.php)
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3.1.3 Support for road safety education by systems and sectors
The Road Aware Drivers Program receives cross sectoral support from the Department of
Education and Training (DET), the Catholic Education Office of WA (CEO) and Association of
Independent Schools of Western Australia (AISWA). Each system/sector is also represented on
the SDERA Board.
The DET supports the implementation of the Keys for Life Program at schools in WA and advised
that there is an opportunity for schools to implement/embed the Keys for Life Program into the
Health Studies course which is now delivered in years 11 and 12. DET also suggested that there is
an opportunity to embed the course in VET programs and promote the program more widely as a
WACE endorsed program.
Currently the Road Aware Drivers Program is linked to a number of DET websites (including the
DET portal) and the Curriculum Materials Information Service website which reviews curriculumrelated resources suitable for teachers and students. The Program is also advertised in the
Schools Matter magazine.
DET advised that there is potential to link the Program with the Health Studies Teacher
Development Centres (TDCs) which will be the primary support mechanism for teachers of the new
Health Studies course in 2009 and beyond. Each TDC will be attached to a network of schools and
led by a coordinator based in one of these schools. The coordinators' role will be to mentor
teachers of the new course within their network of schools, and to facilitate the creation, sharing
and review of relevant teaching and learning resources. The Program could explore the filtering of
information throughout this network to increase its awareness. It was also suggested by DET that a
mapping process of how the Program fits into the Health Studies course/curriculum could be
undertaken by SDERA.
The CEO and AISWA sectors actively support the implementation of the Program in schools
across WA. In the Catholic education sector the Program is promoted through Health and Physical
Education networks and via a Health and Physical Education Consultant who works with schools to
'pick up' programs such as Keys for Life.
AISWA advised that Program information is disseminated to all schools on their email list. Whilst
AISWA indicated they supported the Program there were a number of factors that limited a
school's ability to deliver the program, including limited space in already congested health courses.
There was also a perception at some schools that parents can afford driving lessons for their child
so schools may concentrate on other areas such as drug education.
It is noted that some of the objectives of the Board relate to coordinating the development of the
vision, purpose and strategic plan and to advocate and champion the work of SDERA by providing
a vehicle to promote the work undertaken by SDERA in the school and community settings.7
In light of the above, there is a view from some stakeholders that the Board needs to obtain
support for the Road Aware Drivers Program amongst key decisions makers, including the Director
General of the Department of Education and Training and relevant Ministers (Road Safety and
Education). Accordingly, there is merit in the SDERA Board implementing a
marketing/communication strategy that garners high level advocacy support.

7

SDERA (2009) School Drug Education and Road Aware Board - Terms of Reference
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3.2

School related objectives

3.2.1 Principal awareness and support for road safety education
A total of 58 Principals responded to the online survey. Of the 58 surveys received, 14 Principals
indicated their school had not implemented the Keys for Life Program in 2008 and 5 of these
schools had previously implemented the Program one or more times during the period between
2003 and 2008.
It was identified through survey responses and stakeholder consultation that Principals are
concerned about the number of injuries and fatalities incurred by young road users and feel
strongly about addressing the level of road crashes amongst the young. During school site visits a
number of Principals commented that their school and/or community had been directly affected by
road tragedy. These types of events highlighted the need to support the implementation of road
safety education programs such as Keys for Life.
Principals indicated their general support for education programs that provide students with
information that enables them to make positive decisions and become more aware of their social
responsibilities. In this regard, Keys for Life was supported by Principals as it was considered to be
a Program that develops important attitudes and values towards safe road use. The following
statement (received in a Principal survey) reflects the perceived importance of the Program at
school.
"Young people don't necessarily receive the same level of tuition and understanding of
road safety awareness without such a comprehensive school program. The program is
important in light of the alarming statistics of road trauma among young people." (Principal,
Lockridge Senior High School).
Figure 2 below represents the survey responses of 58 Principals on the importance of
implementing programs such as Keys for Life in the school curriculum.
Figure 2: Importance of road safety education programs (n=58)
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Figure 2 shows that 97% of Principals believed it was important to implement road safety education
programs such as Keys for Life in the school curriculum. Whilst there is a strong view that road
safety education in the school context is important, there were a number of Principals that identified
the ongoing pressure to fit Programs such as Keys for Life into the curriculum, as there is a number
of other programs which could be considered equally as important. In addition, a number of
Principals commented that they did not put staff under pressure to implement the Keys for Life
Program due to an already overcrowded curriculum, therefore, sometimes it was considered to be
a teacher choice as to whether the school implemented the Program. Generally, Principals
indicated they would support teachers who were keen to start implementing the Program at school.

3.2.2 Awareness of Keys for Life Program
Of the 52 Principals that responded to the survey question "Before undertaking this survey, were
you aware of the Keys for Life Program?", 86.5% of Principals responded affirmatively. In contrast,
interviews conducted with school Principals identified that the level of awareness of the Program
varied between school Principals. Furthermore, a total of seven Principals responding to the survey
were not aware of the Keys for Life Program before taking the survey.
Some Principals possessed a good knowledge of the Program literature and its activities. This was
achieved through personal involvement in Keys for Life. Other Principals had developed their
awareness through conversations and feedback from staff, students and parents.
Table 2 below shows the different information sources through which Principals became aware of
the Program. The most common information source was teachers within the school (54.7%).
SDERA advertising materials, including the Keys for Life brochures and newsletters were also
common information sources (41.5%).
Table 2: How Principals became aware of the K4L Program

Source

Number of responses

% of total responses

Teacher from your School

29

54.72%

SDERA brochure or flyer

22

41.51%

SDERA newsletters

22

41.51%

SDERA email

11

20.75%

SDERA letter

11

20.75%

SDERA workshop/s

8

15.09%

Teacher from another School

6

11.32%

Promotion by another agency

5

9.43%

Article in education publication

5

9.43%

Other

5

9.43%

Another School Principal

4

7.55%

Curriculum Council

3

5.66%

SDERA website

2

3.77%

Information from another website

1

1.89%
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Source

Number of responses

Article in newspaper, publications or other
newsletter
Total Responded to this question:
Total who skipped this question:
Total:

% of total responses

0

0%

53

91.37%

5

8.63%

58

100%

3.2.3 Principal support of Keys for Life professional development
The majority of Principals either strongly agreed or agreed with teachers attending Keys for Life
workshops as they acknowledge the importance of the Program and have received positive
feedback from students who have participated in Keys for Life. Furthermore, Principals also
recognise that professional development (PD) workshops provide teachers with the necessary
skills and knowledge in order to implement the Program effectively. The following comment was
made by a Principal committed to supporting teachers that underwent professional development:
"It is an excellent preventative education program which the school has committed to.
Appropriate PD is essential to the delivery of this program." (Principal, Warwick Senior High
School).
Principals commented that the collaborative PD environment allows teachers to make connections
with other teachers implementing the Program, therefore, the PD was considered to be beneficial
as teachers have the ability to interact with fellow teachers through group activities. Principals
commented that the workshop assists teachers in sharing good practice teaching strategies with
other teachers, which assists in delivering an effective Keys for Life Program. Overall, Principals
indicated they had received positive feedback from teachers on the PD. This is highlighted by the
following comment:
"One teacher from our school attended the KFL workshops, was enthusiastic about the
efficacy and was keen to implement the program." (Principal, Southern Cross District High
School).
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3.2.4 Keys for Life Program reach
The following section provides information on the program reach of the Keys for Life Program. The
program reach has been calculated based on data provided by SDERA. Where possible, the
Evaluation has used the Western Australian Education Districts to present information on the
program reach of the Keys for Life Program.

Reach of Keys for Life professional development workshops
The reach of Keys for Life professional development workshops can be expressed in terms of
number of workshops delivered, number of schools who have sent teachers to workshops and
number of teachers attending workshops.
SDERA has been delivering Keys for Life professional development workshops since 2003. The
majority of Keys for Life professional development workshops during this time have been delivered
in the Perth metropolitan area (approximately 44%). The number of workshops seemed to increase
in 2005/2006 with the introduction of SDERA Regional Project Officers who run workshops in
regional locations. Of particular interest is the number of workshops that have been delivered in
Albany and the Pilbara (7 and 8 respectively) which accounts for approximately 35% of all
workshops delivered in regional locations.
As shown in Table 3 below, the number of workshops delivered increased significantly in 2008.
Most of this increase related to regional workshops, not workshops run in Perth. It is not known
whether this trend will continue in 2009. Table 3 below provides the number of Keys for Life
professional development workshops held between January 2003 and April 2009.
Table 3: K4L PD workshops run by location 2003-2009

Location
of
workshop

2003
(pilot)

2004

2005

2006

2007

2008

2009

Total
PD

Total
schools

Albany

0

0

1

1

3

2

0

7

13

Bunbury

0

0

2

1

1

1

0

5

15

WarrenBlackwood

0

0

1

1

0

2

0

4

15

Esperance

0

0

1

0

0

2

1

4

7

Mid West

0

0

0

1

1

4

0

6

26

Goldfields

0

0

1

0

2

1

0

4

16

Kimberley

0

0

0

2

0

2

0

4

27

Midlands

0

1

1

0

0

2

1

5

17

Narrogin

0

0

1

1

1

1

0

4

11

Peel*

0

0

0

0

0

2

0

2

N/A

Perth*

2

9

8

9

6

6

1

41

N/A

Pilbara

0

0

1

2

2

2

1

8

15

Total

2

10

17

18

16

27

4

94

162

*Note: Information supplied by SDERA on PD workshops in Peel and Perth was not categorised into Education Districts.
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Table 4 below shows teachers from a total of 231 schools attended a Keys for Life professional
development workshop between 2003 and 2008. The independent schools sector (AISWA) had the
lowest proportion of schools that attended a professional development workshop relative to the
total number of schools (43%). The DET and CEO sectors had a larger number of schools that
attended professional development relative to the total number of schools in these sectors (75%
and 60% respectively). A total of 1,126 teachers from the three school systems/sectors attended
PD. In addition, 59 organisations have attended a professional development workshop. These
include driving organisations, education institutions, government agencies and commercial
businesses.
Table 4: Number of schools/teachers that have attended a K4L PD workshop (2003-2008)

Sector

Total number of
schools

Number of schools
attended

Number of teachers
attended

AISWA

84

36

96

CEO

48

29

179

DET

219

166

851

Other

3

0

0

Total

354*

231

1,126

* Based on data provided by DET on schools with year 10-12 student enrolments (August 2008).

As shown in Figure 3 below, the number of AISWA schools attending Keys for Life professional
development was 17 in 2004 and remained steady between 2005 and 2007, but decreased in
2008. The number of CEO schools attending professional development has increased since 2004.
In 2005 a total of 19 schools attended professional development which is commensurate with 2008
data. In 2008 the number of DET schools attending professional development increased to 128
which could reflect the increase (mainly in regional areas) in the number of workshops that were
delivered in the same year.
Figure 3: Schools from systems/sectors attending K4L PD workshops (2003-2008)
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Note: Schools are counted each time they attend a PD. In some cases schools attend PD more than one time
each year. A number of schools re-attend PD to update their knowledge on an ongoing basis.
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Keys for Life professional development has been popular with schools from the West Coast and
Fremantle-Peel Education Districts. Schools from within the Albany, Pilbara, Warren-Blackwood
and Midwest Education Districts also had strong participation in the professional development
workshops.
Table 5: Schools in systems/sectors and Education Districts that participated in K4L PD (2004-2008)

Education
District

DET

Total
number
of DET
schools

CEO

Total
number
of CEO
schools

AISWA

Total
number
of
AISWA
schools

Total
schools
attending
PD

Albany

9

9

1

1

3

3

13

Bunbury

9

10

1

1

2

4

12

Canning

21

22

4

8

3

16

28

Esperance

2

5

0

0

2

2

4

Fremantle-Peel

20

30

5

8

4

13

29

Goldfields

8

13

1

1

1

1

10

Kimberley

5

16

1

7

0

4

6

Midlands

11

16

0

1

0

0

11

Mid West

18

19

3

3

2

3

23

Narrogin

10

11

0

0

0

0

10

Pilbara

9

11

1

1

3

3

13

Swan

14

21

3

4

6

16

23

WarrenBlackwood

10

11

2

2

1

2

13

West Coast

20

25

7

11

9

17

36

Total

166

219

29

48

36

84

231

Reach of the Keys for Life Program
The reach of the Keys for Life Program can be expressed in terms of how many schools and
education centres have implemented the Program, and how many times the Program has been
implemented.
A total of 191 schools have implemented the Keys for Life Program at some point between the
years 2003 and 2008. This includes 134 DET schools, 23 CEO schools and 31 AISWA schools. A
further 3 schools that implemented the Program were Independent Aboriginal Christian schools.
Table 6 below shows the number of schools that implemented the Keys for Life Program each year
between 2003 and 2008. It should be noted however that schools can choose to implement the
Program in one or more classes in year 10, 11, 12 and some schools deliver the Program to an
entire student cohort, (i.e. all year 10 students).
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The data below includes schools that have repeated implementation over the period 2003-2008.
Analysis of the data indicates that the number of schools implementing the Program has increased
by 71% since the commencement of the Program in 2003.
The category 'other' represents 9 schools/organisations that have implemented the Program,
including:
 Aboriginal Community College
 Australian Technical College - Pilbara
 Banksia Hill Juvenile Detention Centre
 Rangeview Remand Centre
 Edmund Rice Centre Mirrabooka
 Local Community Partnership (Narrogin)
 Minurmarghali Mia TAFE
 Southlands Christian College
 Wongutha Christian Aboriginal.
Table 6: Number of schools/education institutions that implemented K4L (2003 -2008)

Year

AISWA

2003

8

2004

% of total
schools

CEO

% of
total
schools

DET

% of
total
schools

Other

Total
schools

9.5%

2

4.2%

20

9.1%

0

30

6

7.2%

6

12.5%

26

11.8%

1

39

2005

7

8.3%

8

16.6%

49

22.4%

1

65

2006

7

8.3%

12

25%

66

30.1%

3

88

2007

15

17.8%

15

31.3%

79

36.1%

3

112

2008

13

15.4%

11

22.9%

74

33.7%

6

104

Table 7 below shows the number of schools implementing Keys for Life by Education District
between 2003 and 2008. Approximately 54% of schools that implemented Keys for Life are from
metropolitan Education Districts (Canning, Fremantle-Peel, Swan and West Coast). The Mid West
and Midlands Education Districts had the highest number of schools implementing the Program
between 2003 and 2008 amongst regional locations, with 41 and 26 schools respectively.
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Table 7: Number of schools that have implemented K4L by Education District (2003-2008)

Education
District

2003
(pilot)

2004

2005

2006

2007

2008

Total

Total
schools per
Education
District

Albany

2

1

3

3

6

6

21

13

Bunbury

1

4

3

6

6

5

25

15

Canning

7

4

9

13

15

15

63

46

Esperance

0

0

0

0

1

5

6

7

FremantlePeel

6

7

10

8

9

12

52

52

Goldfields

0

1

0

1

2

3

7

16

Kimberley

0

1

2

2

1

2

8

27

Midlands

0

1

5

5

9

6

26

17

Mid West

4

6

5

7

10

9

41

26

Narrogin

0

0

4

5

7

3

19

11

Pilbara

2

4

2

5

6

2

21

15

Swan

2

7

8

12

11

7

47

41

WarrenBlackwood

1

0

6

6

6

2

21

15

West
Coast

5

3

8

12

21

22

71

53

Total

30

39

65

85

110

99

429

354

Table 8 below indicates that 191 out of 231 schools have implemented the Keys for Life Program
following attendance at a professional development workshop. A total of 40 schools have not
implemented Keys for Life following attendance at a professional development workshop.
It should be noted however that schools attending professional development workshops have only
been counted once. In some cases schools have attended professional development workshops
on more than one occasion.
In addition, schools have only been counted once in terms of implementing and may have
implemented the Program on more than one occasion between 2003 and 2008.
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Table 8: Schools in Education District that implemented K4L following attendance at a PD workshop
(2003-2008)

Education district

Schools
attending PD

Number of schools that
implemented K4L

Number of schools in
Education District

Albany

13

10

13

Bunbury

12

10

15

Canning

28

26

46

Esperance

4

4

7

Fremantle-Peel

29

25

52

Goldfields

10

6

16

Kimberley

6

2

27

Midlands

11

10

17

Mid West

23

17

26

Narrogin

10

9

11

Pilbara

13

11

15

Swan

23

20

41

Warren-Blackwood

13

10

15

West Coast

36

31

53

Total

231

191

354

Figure 4 below shows there is a high percentage of schools that implement the Keys for Life
Program following attendance at a professional development workshop across all Education
Districts (82.6%).
Of particular interest is the low implementation rate (33%) in the Kimberley and Goldfields
Education Districts. It is noted however that 2 out of the 4 schools that did not implement the
Program after attending professional development were classified as remote schools and
possessed a low number of students in years 10, 11 and 12 (less than 10 in each year). It is
acknowledged that the low number of students may have contributed to the Program not being
implemented.
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Figure 4: Percentage (%) of schools in Education Districts that implemented K4L following
attendance at a PD workshop (2003-2008)
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Table 9 below provides data on the number of times schools have repeated implementation
between 2003 and 2008. The data identifies:








41% of schools implemented the Program on one occasion
22% of schools implemented the Program on two occasions
18% of schools implemented the Program on three occasions
9% of schools implemented the Program on four occasions
5% of schools implemented the Program on five occasions
3% of schools implemented the Program on six occasions

Table 9: Schools that have repeated K4L implementation by system/sector (2003-2008)

Number of times Keys for Life has been implemented
System/sector

1

2

3

4

5

6

AISWA

17

7

4

2

1

0

CEO

10

4

4

2

2

1

DET

50

31

27

14

7

5

Other

2

1

0

0

0

0

Total

79

43

35

18

10

6

%

41.3%

22.5%

18.3%

9.4%

5.2%

3.2%
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Table 10 below shows that 82% of schools who attended PD across all education districts have
repeated implementation of Keys for Life less than 3 times. It is noted that approximately 38% of
schools in the Canning Education District have repeated the program 3 or 4 times whilst 80% of
schools in the Fremantle-Peel Education District have implemented the Program only 1 or 2 times.
In the Midlands Education District, 6 out of 10 schools, that have implemented the Program, have
repeated Keys for Life 3 or 4 times since 2005/2006.
Table 10: Schools that repeated K4L implementation by Education District (2003-2008)

Number of times Keys for Life was implemented
Education
District

1

2

3

4

5

6

Albany

5

3

0

1

0

1

Bunbury

3

2

3

1

1

0

Canning

10

4

6

4

1

1

Esperance

2

2

0

0

0

0

FremantlePeel

12

8

1

1

1

2

Goldfields

5

1

0

0

0

0

Kimberley

0

0

1

0

1

0

Midlands

3

1

3

3

0

0

Mid West

8

2

6

0

1

1

Narrogin

4

1

3

1

0

0

Pilbara

6

1

1

1

0

1

Swan

7

6

3

1

3

0

WarrenBlackwood

3

4

2

1

0

0

West Coast

11

8

6

4

2

0

Total

79

43

35

18

10

6

%

41.3%

22.5%

18.3%

9.4%

5.2%

3.2%

In considering the data in Tables 9 and 10 above, it is noted that schools who attended
professional development for the first time in 2007/2008 may have had only one opportunity to
implement the Program.
Table 11 below shows the number of schools repeating implementation from the previous year.
The data shows that the number of schools repeating implementation from the previous year has
steadily increased between 2004 and 2007 but decreased in 2008. Table 11 shows:




Of the 39 schools that implemented the Program in 2004, 19 (49%) of schools repeated
implementation in 2005.
Of the 65 schools that implemented the Program in 2005, 48 (74%) of schools repeated
implementation in 2006.
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Of the 85 schools that implemented the Program in 2006, 69 (82%) of schools repeated
implementation in 2007.
Of the 110 schools that implemented the Program in 2007, 65 (59%) of schools
repeated implementation in 2008.

Table 11: Schools that repeated K4L implementation from previous year (2003-2008)

Year

Total schools
implementing per year

Number of schools
repeating
implementation from
previous year

% of schools repeating
implementation from
previous year

2003

30

N/A

N/A

2004

39

13

43%

2005

65

19

49%

2006

85

48

74%

2007

110

69

82%

2008

99

65

59%

Enhancements to Program data collection
It has been difficult to ascertain the reach of the Road Aware Drivers Program due to the current
methods of data collection. There are a number of individual databases that collate information on
the Program and the ability to extract data on Program reach is somewhat limited due to the limited
number of fields that were initially created in the databases. Furthermore, data on the number of
schools implementing the Program is reliant on schools manually returning the course register to
SDERA. The course register identifies when the school implemented the Program, how many
students attended and how many students passed the Learner's Permit Theory Test. If a school
implementing the Program does not return the course register, then the ability to calculate an
accurate Program reach is problematic.
The core reason for enhancing the electronic database for the Road Aware Drivers Program is to
utilise the information and data provided by stakeholders to accurately calculate the reach of the
Program at any given time.
Databases, particularly relational model databases, provide educational programs such as the
Road Aware Drivers Program, with a key tool in effective program management. If databases are
not effectively designed, there is great difficulty in managing, monitoring and assessing a program.
The database should be easy for the user to input data, and provide efficient and direct access to
this data in a processed and reported format to relevant stakeholders. Of considerable importance
to the design and format of the database is:





the audience of users and the input data being requested
the quality and relevance of data stored in the database
the output functions and the format of the information (e.g. reports, scripts).
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There are two key points of importance for the future Road Aware Drivers Program database:




Data capture
Data analysis and reporting

The current data collection processes used by SDERA involve a number of manual activities which
are resource intensive. In this regard, the Evaluation sees merit in the development of an online
database for the Road Aware Drivers Program that captures relevant data from teachers/schools.
The online database would include a registration process for teachers expressing an interest in the
Program (i.e. attending Keys for Life professional development). The registration process could
seek information on the following fields:

 School details
o Name of school, location, region, sector, population, year group/learning area in
o
o
o

which school intends to deliver the program, number of classes participating,
teacher contact details (including K4L coordinator).
Number of boys/girls, number of students that are from Indigenous/migrant/nonEnglish speaking backgrounds
Student descriptors - at risk of not completing school, low socio- economic status,
disabilities, significant behavioural or learning difficulties
Principal contact details (including email address).

 Objectives for the program
o Reasons for teachers/school attending professional development/implementing the
program.

 Additional information
o Whether the schools intends to organise a parent workshop.
In addition to the registration process, all schools that participated in professional
development/implemented the Program would be required to provide a final report summary
describing the outcomes of the Program. This would include:

 Details on implementation
o Details on the implementation of the Program (or conversely barriers to
implementation if the Program was not delivered).

 Outputs/outcomes of the Program
o Information on the number of students participating in Keys for Life and the number
o
o
o
o

of students that passed/failed the learner's permit test (similar to information
required on the course register).
Details on the perceived impact the Program had on student's attitudes towards
safer driving.
The number of students/parent attending parent workshops and its perceived
success (if applicable).
Any additional outcomes achieved by the Program.
Significant issues or challenges encountered.
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 Future implementation/embedding the Program
o Whether or not the school intends to repeat implementation.
o Information on school strategies to embed the Program into the school curriculum
to enable repeat implementation (if applicable).

The reporting requirements mentioned above are examples of potential fields for the online
database. The Evaluation acknowledges that the reporting requirements on schools/teachers
should not be so onerous as to present a barrier to implementation of the Program.

3.2.5 Keys for Life Program implementation
The following steps below outline the process for implementing the Keys for Life Program at
schools in Western Australia: 8
Step 1 - Teacher attends 1-day Keys for Life professional development workshop
The 1-day Keys for Life professional development workshop for teachers focuses on providing
teachers with the information and skills necessary to implement a pre-driver education program for
young people.
Step 2 - Teacher delivers the Keys for Life pre-driver education program to students
Using the Teacher Resource, teachers plan and implement the Program for students in Years 10,
11 and 12 and young people aged 15–20 years in non-school settings. Ideally the whole year
cohort or age group in each school should be provided with the opportunity to participate in the
Keys for Life Program.
It is recommended that teachers deliver a minimum 10 hours of pre-driver education. While the
resource supports the achievement of aspects of the Health and Physical Education Learning Area
Outcomes, schools can be flexible in their delivery of the pre-driver education program. For
example, the Program can be integrated with other learning areas or programs, such as Vocational
English, Science, Pastoral Care and participation/engagement programs.
Teachers can choose to enrol ‘Keys for Life’ students with the Curriculum Council endorsed
program scheme to receive 1 point toward their Year 12 graduation certificate (WACE).
Step 3 - Teacher organises a Keys for Life workshop for parents and teenagers
The Keys for Life parent workshop is designed for parents and teenagers. It aims to motivate them
and provide them with the knowledge and motivation to undertake extensive hours of supervised
driving practice. The workshop and accompanying resources are free.
All schools participating in the Keys for Life Program are strongly encouraged to organise a 1-hour
Keys for Life parent workshop with facilitators available to conduct the workshop, from the RAC
Community Ed team (metropolitan schools) and the SDERA Regional Consultant team (regional
schools). Workshops held in remote areas will be organised and conducted by the Keys for Life
teacher. Further information is available from SDERA and in the Keys for Life Facilitator Guide.

8

SDERA (2008) Keys for Life implementation document.
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Step 4 - Students sit Learner’s Permit Theory Test (Theory Test)
Students who participate in the Keys for Life Program are permitted to sit the Learner’s Permit
Theory Test at the age of 15 years and onwards and at the location (school, tertiary college etc) in
which the program was delivered. Otherwise, the minimum age for sitting the Theory Test is 16
years and the test must be administered at a Licensing Centre (or agent).
If teachers choose to administer the test, Stages 1 to 3 must be undertaken. Further information is
contained in the Learner’s Permit Theory Test Guide for teachers.
Step 5 - Students issued with Keys for Life Certificate on successful completion of the
Theory Test
Students who pass the Theory Test are given a Keys for Life Certificate. The certificate is
numbered and recorded to eliminate fraudulent use. The student retains the certificate until they
wish to obtain a Learner's Permit (minimum 16 years of age).
Step 6 - Students receive a Learner’s Permit
Once they have reached 16 years of age, students can present their certificate at a Licensing
Centre (or agent) along with proof of age, identity and residency documentation. When
documentation has been checked and a vision test administered the student will receive a
Learner’s Permit at a discounted fee.
The Keys for Life Certificate is only valid for 12 months.
Step 7 - Students continue the licensing system
Students commence Learner Phase One and begin driving practice with their preferred
supervisor/s as part of the licensing system.
Figure 5 below illustrates the various stages of implementing the Keys for Life Program.
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Figure 5: Diagram illustrating the various stages of K4L implementation
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Reasons for implementation/perceived benefits for schools
Stakeholder consultation identified that schools had similar views on the reasons for implementing
Keys for Life. Some of these reasons included the following:









Keys for Life is relevant, practical and hands on (meets the needs of students).
Student is rewarded with a tangible outcome (Learner's Permit).
Students become more conscious of the importance of road safety.
Increase student awareness of safe road use.
Ties in with alcohol and drug education programs within Yr 10 Health Education.
Young people are in a high risk category in relation to road safety and decision making.
Saving lives on the road.

The teachers who delivered Keys for Life and Principals noted that the Program was very popular
with students and received good feedback from parents. According to the teachers interviewed, the
factors influencing the popularity of Keys for Life with students included the ability to undertake the
Learner's Permit Theory Test as part of the Program. There were several factors related to this
including the discounted fee (more important in lower socioeconomic areas), and the perception
that the test was easier to pass at school because of being shown how to practise items on the
website and avoiding having to deal with complicated forms and bureaucracy at the licensing
office. Teachers reported that the latter was important for low-achieving students. The activities
were also seen as interesting by students.
Table 12 identifies the extent to which teachers responding to the survey agreed or disagreed with
the reasons/perceived benefits for delivering the Keys for Life Program.
Table 12: Teachers' degree of agreement with reasons/perceived benefits of implementation

Reason/perceived benefit

Agree/
Strongly Agree

Disagree/
Strongly
Disagree

Total

The Program develops relevant road safety
knowledge:

120 (100%)

0 (0%)

120

The Program develops positive road user
attitudes:

120 (99.2%)

1 (0.8%)

121

The Program develops life skills in a road
safety context (e.g. decision making):

119 (99.2%)

1 (0.8%)

120

Students saw relevance in the Programs
objectives:

119 (98.4%)

2 (1.6%)

121

Participating students receive a discounted
Learner's Permit fee:

119 (98.4%)

2 (1.6%)

121

The program develops life skills that can be
applied in a range of contexts (e.g. decision
making, planning):

118 (97.5%)

3 (2.5%)

121

108 (89.3%)

13 (10.7%)

121

The program is suitable for all types of
students:
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Reason/perceived benefit

Agree/
Strongly Agree

Disagree/
Strongly
Disagree

Total

107 (88.4%)

14 (11.6%)

121

Program counts towards community service
hours (if students assist with organising the
parent workshop):

87 (71.9%)

34 (28.1%)

121

Involvement in the program improves student
attendance rates:

80 (66.6%)

40 (33.4%)

120

121

80.1%

30

19.9%

151

100%

Participating students receive one point for
WA Certificate of Education (if implemented
as an endorsed Program with the Curriculum
Council):

Total responded to this question:
Total who skipped this question:
Total:

It is noted from the results presented in Table 12 that the majority of teachers strongly agreed or
agreed with the following reasons/perceived benefits for school implementing the Program:






The Program develops positive road user attitudes (100%).
The Program develops relevant road safety knowledge (99%).
The Program develops life skills in a road safety context (e.g. decision making) (99%).
Participating students receive a discounted Learner's Permit fee (98%).

In contrast to the above, there were a number of teachers that disagreed or strongly disagreed with
the following reasons/perceived benefits for implementing the Program:




Involvement in the Program improves student attendance rates (33%).
Program counts towards community service hours (if students assist with organising the
parent workshop) (28%).
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Where is the Program implemented
Of the 121 teachers that responded to the survey question 'Which year is the Keys for Life
Program implemented at your school?', 105 teachers indicated their school implements the Keys
for Life Program in year 10. In addition to implementing the Program in year 10, a further 11
teachers commented that their school also implemented the Program in year 11. There were also 5
teachers that said their school implemented the Program in years 10, 11 and 12.
A majority of schools deliver the Program to the whole student cohort in year 10. Of the 99 survey
responses received, a total of 71 schools implemented the Program to the whole student cohort in
year 10.
A total of 11 out of 99 survey responses confirmed there school implemented the Program to the
whole student or most of the student cohort in year 11. Only 2 schools indicated they implemented
the Program to the whole student cohort in year 12.
Generally if schools implemented the program in year 11 or 12, the course was delivered in
Pastoral Care, English, Health Studies, or as part of an engagement program, to a select number
of students.
Figure 6 below indicates that the majority of schools implemented/integrated the Keys for Life
Program into Health and Physical Education. Teachers also implemented the Program in life skills
courses, Career Education and Structured Workplace Learning. These are represented by the
category 'other' in Figure 6 below.
Figure 6: Learning area/course where schools integrated/implemented K4L (n=143)
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When is the Program best implemented
The Keys for Life Program is most commonly presented in Year 10, with schools preferring later in
the year when more students are aged 15 and therefore will turn 16 before the Keys for Life
Certificate expires. The extent to which the link between Keys for Life and gaining the Learner's
Permit is important for promoting participation by schools should not be under estimated. While
Keys for Life is designed as a road safety initiative, much of its attractiveness is because it is
perceived as facilitating access to an outcome that is highly valued by the student – the Learner's
Permit.
While DET are keen to see Keys for Life promoted in senior schooling as a part of Health Studies
or an endorsed curriculum course, it may not be popular with those Year 11 students who have
already obtained a Learner's Permit.
Another issue to be considered in comparing presentation of Keys for Life in Year 11 rather than
Year 10, is that it is currently generally offered to all Year 10 students in participating schools,
whereas it would be an elective taken only by certain students in Year 11. Thus, careful
consideration would be needed regarding whether moving Keys for Life from Year 10 to Year 11
might not actually result in fewer students completing the Program.
There is another advantage in Keys for Life that might be lost in moving to Year 11. Currently the
Program has a pre-driver focus and this effectively prevents the inclusion of a number of vehicle
control-based activities that have been shown to be potentially harmful or not helpful. Moving to
Year 11 might result in some of these activities being adopted by well-meaning schools.

3.2.6 Barriers and enablers regarding implementation of the Program
Barriers to teacher attendance at a PD workshop
The following factors were identified as barriers to teacher attendance at a professional
development workshop:











shortage of relief teachers
lack of relief staff available to assist and staffing shortages
PD bans in some DET Districts resulting from shortage of relief teachers (understood these
bans have been lifted)
lack of teacher interest
teachers were unaware of workshops in their district
professional development times clashed with other school commitments
workload and capacity to attend
professional development not a priority
senior staff not giving support
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Barriers to implementing the Program at schools
The section below provides an examination of the barriers to implementing the Keys for Life
Program which were identified in the:



survey responses from Principals and teachers that have not implemented the Program
(online surveys for Principal and teachers).



one page survey developed for 109 schools (excluding education support schools, remote
schools with a student enrolment of 3 or less, and agricultural colleges) that have not
implemented the Program (included as part of a letter sent to schools by ICWA).



site visits to 8 schools (a combination of schools that have not implemented the Program
and schools where teachers have attended a professional development workshop but
have not implemented the Program, or have discontinued implementation of the Program).
Table 13: Barriers identified by Principals and teachers to the delivery of K4L

Type of barrier

Description of barrier

Limited time

Limited time available for Health and Physical Education in Year 10.

Competing programs

Competing programs, including other SDERA programs.

Resources

In schools that were less well-resourced (or where the Health and Physical
Education section is less well-resourced), the cost and time of photocopying
and laminating materials could be problematic.

Staff time pressure

No time to read resources and prepare classes. The amount of time taken
up with paperwork towards the end of the course, including writing out
certificates. This is particularly relevant at the end of the year when there are
a lot of other time pressures on teachers.

Parents pay for
driving lessons

In some Independent schools, there is a perception that parents will be
willing to pay for driver training and therefore this does not have to be
provided by the school (this reflects a lack of understanding of the different
aims of driver training and the Keys for Life Program).

Crowded curriculum

No room in school timetable.

Limited support

No support from Principal or other teachers.

Staff turnover

Teacher/s attending PD or implementing the Program moved or left the
school.

Student resources

Student resources not relevant for students at my school.
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The Project team consulted with Principals/Deputy Principals/Head of Departments from a
combination of 8 schools that have not implemented the Program and schools where teachers
have attended a professional development workshop but have not implemented the Program, or
have discontinued implementation of the Program. This included 5 government schools and 3 nongovernment schools.
Government schools
During consultation there was a combination of Principals that were aware of the Keys for Life
Program or similar programs and Principals that had no knowledge about the Program.
In relation to barriers as to why the Keys for Life Program is not currently implemented, Principals
indicated that the implementation of a Program such as Keys for Life will depend on having a staff
member who is committed and has the time to run with the Program. It was identified that unless
there is someone within the school that wants to take carriage/drive the initiative, then it may not
get the “green light” to be implemented.
All Principals consulted were of the view that the Keys for Life Program needs to visit schools and
conduct one-on-one meetings with the Principal and the relevant Head of Department (i.e. Health)
to present the Program and promote the benefits of the Program. Furthermore, as part of the
implementation process, Principals and staff require information on how to ‘fit’ the Program into the
curriculum. It was also recognised that implementing Keys for Life would require the school to
remove an existing program/initiative as the curriculum is already ‘crowded’.
During consultation with one particular school, it was identified that the school had delivered Keys
for Life in the past, however, the age profile of the school changed (did not have many students
who were nearing L Plate age) and a key teacher left the school (and took the resource manual).
These were the major reasons as to why the school discontinued the Program.
A number of Principals commented on the half year cohort which would be entering year 10 in
2012. This meant in the following year (2013) approximately half of the students in year 10 will
already be 15 years of age, and in the latter half of year 10, many students will turn 16 years of
age. Given the Program is currently implemented by a majority of schools in terms 3 and 4 of the
school year, Keys for Life has potential to become more applicable/relevant for the year 10 student
cohort in 2013 as the students will turn 16 years of age closer to the time in which they participate
in Keys for Life.
Non-government schools
Non-government schools that participated in consultation were aware of programs that deal with
safe driving and had irregular visits from organisations that promote road safety messages such as
the RAC and PBF. The schools commented that they deal with responsible driving/safe driving in
their year 10-12 health programs. One school mentioned they had organised the delivery of a
drama performance on driver safety messages (Barking Gecko).
It was acknowledged by non-government schools that there is a priority focus on student
academic achievement. There was also a view by some teachers and parents of students in nongovernment schools that parents/carers should take responsibility for the driving education of
students. However, similar to government schools, non-government schools were keen to obtain
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information on programs such as Keys for Life, including the time required for the delivery of the
program and how the program ‘fits’ into the curriculum and where the program should be aimed.
Finding the time, locating where it ‘fits’ in the curriculum and staffing were major issues identified
by schools. Limited time for teachers to prepare and plan the program was also seen as a reason
why non-government schools chose not to implement the Keys for Life Program.
Schools commented that programs such as Keys for Life needed to ‘add value’ in order to be
implemented, as it was recognised that another program would need to be removed from the
curriculum to implement it.
Whilst schools recognise the importance of the Keys for Life Program there are a number of
additional factors which impinge on the school's ability to implement the Program. During
consultation with government and non-government schools that have not implemented the Keys for
Life Program, the following common themes were identified:






schools are inundated with flyers, papers, and proposals on a multitude of programs.
Keys for Life is therefore competing with a number of programs in the education sector
implementation will depend on having a staff member who is committed and has the
time to run with a program like Keys for Life
the Program competes with drug education, morality and sex education (although it is
noted that some schools hold students forums in which they invite a guest speaker
from PBF or RAC to speak about driving issues with students)
unless there is a specific teacher who is the 'champion' that is allocated or has an
interest in picking up the Program, then there is a strong likelihood that it will not be
implemented.

All schools consulted were interested in receiving further information on the Program through
school site visits in which SDERA staff meet with the Principal and/or Head of Department. This
indicates the need to engage an officer to work intensively with schools in promoting the Keys for
Life Program. The officer can also provide support and advice on Program implementation
(including school strategies to embed Keys for Life into the school curriculum) to schools that are
not implementing Keys for Life or have discontinued implementation. In this regard, the Officer will
undertake one-on-one visits with schools who are not implementing Keys for Life with the aim of
increasing the number of schools implementing Keys for Life.

Factors identified as enablers for implementation
The following factors were identified in the survey responses from Principals and teachers and
during consultation, as enablers to the delivery of Keys for Life in schools.
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Table 14: Enablers identified by Principals and teachers for the delivery of K4L

Type of enabler

Description of enabler

Long term
involvement of
teacher/s

Teachers at that school being involved in the development and piloting of
Keys for Life.

Teacher experience

Teachers being involved in running Keys for Life at a previous school.

Resources to prepare
materials

If one teacher (or support staff) is able to co-ordinate all of the photocopying
and laminating of materials for the Program.

Student attendance

Keys for Life being seen as a Program that helps to encourage student
attendance (because of the 80% attendance requirement to gain Keys for
Life Certificate).

Fits into the
curriculum

Fits well into the curriculum.

Adaptability of
program

Program can be adapted to meet the needs of students.

Sample programs

Sample Program was adapted to the schools requirements and given to all
teachers to enable easy implementation.

Many of the factors above relate to factors influencing the staff in schools where Keys for Life was
being presented to all students in Year 10, rather than those that influenced students in schools
where students had the choice whether or not to participate in Keys for Life. Factors related to
willingness of students to participate may become more important when the Program is offered as
a voluntary course in Year 11.

Factors that were useful for implementing the Program
Survey analysis on factors that were useful for implementing the Keys for Life Program identified
that a majority of teachers considered the comprehensive Keys for Life teaching resources, Keys
for Life student materials, online ordering system and availability of the resources and the quality of
professional development provided by SDERA, to be either extremely useful or very useful.
In addition, some teachers indicated that the following factors were somewhat useful, not useful or
not applicable:





Support from the Principal and/or other senior staff.
Support from the education system, district or diocese.
Support/advice from SDERA and SDERA Regional Consultants.
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Agency presentations (e.g. Paraplegic Benefit Fund, Royal Perth Hospital P.A.R.T.Y
Program).

In relation to agency presentations, a number of teachers commented that they were unable to
organise a presenter from the Paraplegic Benefit Fund and/or an excursion to the P.A.R.T.Y
Program due to the popularity of the programs amongst schools. This is most probably the reason
why some teachers indicated the agency presentations were somewhat useful, not useful or not
applicable.

Locations where the Program is not being implemented
When calculating the number of secondary schools in WA that have never implemented the Keys
for Life Program, it should be acknowledged that there are approximately 48 schools that may face
barriers in implementing the Keys for Life Program. These schools include the following:




Education Support Centres (30 schools) – The majority of centres have students with
disabilities that either render them incapable of driving, or make Keys for Life irrelevant
in terms of their cognitive ability.
Remote Community Schools (18 schools) – Where year 10 enrolment numbers is 3
or less. These schools may have limited capacity to implement the Program.

It is noted however that there are schools that have implemented the Keys for Life Program which
are in the categories mentioned above.
The list of schools that have not implemented the Keys for Life Program are included in
Appendix D.
As shown in Table 15 below, schools in the metropolitan Education Districts (Canning, FremantlePeel, Swan and West Coast) represent approximately 55% of schools that have not implemented
the Keys for Life Program. There are a total of 25 schools in the Kimberley Education District that
have not implemented the Program which represents approximately 34% of the total schools (73)
in regional areas. The government sector accounts for approximately 51.5% of the total schools
that have not implemented the Program whilst the non-government sector accounts for 48.5%.
Table 15: Number of schools in education district/sectors that have not implemented K4L

Sector
Education
District

Govt

Non-Govt

Schools that
have not
implemented

Total number of
schools in
Education
District

Albany

1

2

3

13

Bunbury

2

3

5

15

Canning

5

15

20

46

Esperance

2

1

3

7

Fremantle-Peel

13

14

27

52

Goldfields

9

1

10

16
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Sector
Education
District

Govt

Non-Govt

Schools that
have not
implemented

Total number of
schools in
Education
District

Kimberley

15

10

25

27

Midlands

7

0

7

17

Mid West

7

2

9

26

Narrogin

2

0

2

11

Pilbara

4

0

4

15

Swan

8

13

21

41

WarrenBlackwood

4

1

5

15

West Coast

5

17

22

53

Total

84

79

163

354

Figure 7 below indicates that a high proportion of schools in the Kimberley and Goldfields
Education Districts have not implemented Keys for Life (92% and 62% respectively). It also shows
that a high proportion of schools in the metropolitan Education Districts (Canning (43%),
Fremantle-Peel (52%), Swan (51%) and West Coast (41%)) have not implemented the Program.
Figure 7: Percentage of schools that have not implemented K4L by Education District

In relation to the implementation of the Program in remote locations, it is noted that students in
remote communities can attend school via the School of Isolated and Distance Education (SIDE).
SIDE is based in Perth and part of the Department of Education and Training. To date, SIDE
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delivers Keys for Life to a number of students around the state (e.g. Leinster, Gascoyne Junction,
Pannawonica, Lake Grace).

Reasons for incomplete implementation
The most common reason for incomplete implementation (i.e. not all teachers in a school teach the
program) in schools is mainly due to timetabling issues. For example, a number of respondents
indicated that teachers who have completed professional development are not scheduled to teach
Yr 10 Health Education where Keys for Life is delivered. This is usually due to a change in the
teacher's role at school, i.e. teaching a different subject, or a change in student numbers which
reduces the number of teachers needed to deliver the Program. Although teachers may not teach
the Program in a given year, this does not necessarily mean the teacher will not deliver the
Program in future years.
A small number of schools commented on the turnover of staff and staff on leave as reasons for
incomplete implementation. One school mentioned the Program had been moved to another
learning area thereby handing over the Program to another cohort of teachers.

Reasons for repeat implementation
The following section provides the reasons why the Program is successfully implemented each
year.
Student feedback and engagement
Students provided positive feedback to teachers on how they enjoyed the Program. Teachers
indicated the students are interested in the Program and are keen to participate. The appreciation
level of students is high as they see the relevance and suitability of the Program. Students are also
engaged in the Program as they enjoy the hands on activities and they are excited about obtaining
their Learner's Permit. A common theme from consultation was the Program sets a tangible and
achievable outcome which is applicable to students and this one of the main reasons why the
Program is well received.
"The year 10 students are very positive and excited about getting their Learner's Permit, it
makes it easy to teach something they enjoy and our school benefits by having the
program as part of our curriculum to offer to potential students." (Teacher, Goldfields
Baptist College).
"It is a positive program and the students feel that they gain valuable skills. Most students
are excited about gaining their L's. It provides our Pastoral program with something
tangible that students can take with them." (Teacher, MacKillop Catholic College).
Staff commitment
Committed and passionate staff made it easier for schools to repeat implementation as they value
the Program highly and continue to support its delivery. In particular, strong Principal commitment
was a factor in those schools that repeated the Program over a period of time.
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Availability of resources
The availability of teacher professional development and Program resources are common reasons
which enabled repeat implementation. Schools regularly attending professional development
workshops were able to repeat implementation as they had teachers that were newly trained and
keen to deliver the Program. The availability of professional development was also a factor in
repeating implementation. One particular school said the support from their SDERA Regional
Project Officer assisted them in updating their knowledge of changes to driving legislation and
provided new strategies and activities related to the Program.
Fits well into curriculum/timetable
The ability for schools to integrate the Program into the school curriculum and timetable was
important for sustaining the Program within the school. Many schools believed the Program fits in
well with Health Education and is closely aligned to key learning area syllabus outcomes. For those
schools that embedded the Program into the curriculum, this enabled repeat implementation.
Developing a Keys for Life Program for the school
Some teachers indicated that there school had developed a Keys for Life Program which was used
as a framework for all teachers delivering the Keys for Life course. The benefit of this was that it
created one program for all teachers to teach.
Importance of the Program
Principals and teachers see the benefits of repeating the Program over consecutive years to new
cohorts of students to help develop positive attitudes towards driving and make students aware of
the consequences of risky behaviour.

3.2.7 Promotion of the Keys for Life Program
SDERA have advised that the Program has been promoted through a number of different
communication channels including the SDERA website, newsletters, letters to Principals and
regular correspondence with Keys for Life Coordinators. The Program is also advertised in
education publications and has been included in state and national conferences and events.
SDERA also promotes the Program at its professional development workshops and in its own
publications which are distributed to schools. Regional communication is achieved via regional
consultants.

Increasing the take-up of Keys for Life
A number of stakeholders suggested that the uptake of Keys for Life could be increased if it was
promoted more strategically by SDERA. Furthermore, a number of stakeholders commented that
Keys for Life would benefit from more mainstream media coverage to garner interest for the
program among students, parents and the general community.
In considering the enablers that could potentially increase the take-up of Keys for Life amongst
schools not currently implementing the Program, it was identified that:



from a planning perspective Keys for Life needs get included on the “Plan” developed
by the Curriculum Committee by August (for the following year)
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it is important for Keys for Life to target schools and provide Program awareness
materials on a yearly basis (suggest this is done at the beginning of term 3).

In addition to the above, the Evaluation sees merit in the Program developing an enhanced
marketing/communication strategy. This strategy would allocate staff resources to 'press the flesh'
with schools that are not implementing the Program (including regional areas). The school visits
would offer an opportunity to promote/present the Program (i.e. what the Program is about, the
requirements and how it can be implemented) to Principals/Deputy Principals and relevant Head of
Departments. It is also the view of the Evaluation that the Program should target schools that have
discontinued delivering Keys for Life. In addition, the Program should penetrate rotary clubs, and
any organisation with connection to Parents with the intention of raising awareness of both the
Keys for Life Program and Keys for Life parent workshop.
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3.3

Teacher related objectives
3.3.1 Awareness and support for the Keys for Life Program
As shown in Table 16 below, 62 out of 145 teachers (43%) became aware of the Keys for Life
Program via another teacher from their school. In addition, approximately 32% of teachers were
introduced to the Program during attendance at a different professional development workshop
delivered by SDERA.
It is noted that a number of teachers responded to this question more than once which suggests
that there are a number of ways in which teacher's source information on the Program.
Table 16: How Teachers became aware of K4L

Source

Number of
responses

% of total
responses

Teacher from your school

62

42.7%

SDERA workshop/s

46

31.7%

SDERA brochure or flyer

37

25.5%

SDERA newsletters

27

18.6%

Teacher from another school

20

13.7%

SDERA email

17

11.7%

School Principal

15

10.3%

SDERA website

13

8.9%

Other

9

6.2%

SDERA letter

9

6.2%

Article in education publication

5

3.4%

Curriculum Council

5

3.4%

Promotion by another agency

0

0%

Article in newspaper, publication or other newsletter

0

0%

145

96.2%

6

3.8%

151

100%

Total responded to this question:
Total who skipped this question:
Total:

Teacher feedback and survey responses clearly identified Keys for Life as a very relevant program
given the current road crash statistics amongst young drivers. There is a common view that the
Program encourages safe and responsible driving and gives young people an opportunity to
become aware of the issues related to safe driving rather than just learning the road rules.
Teachers also believe that the school environment provides the ideal environment to teach the
Program. In this regard, teachers strongly supported the Program as it makes the student reflect on
their values and attitudes towards road safety. The following example was a comment made by a
teacher:
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"The Keys for Life Program increases young driver's awareness of road safety and
increases the likelihood of extensive supervised driving, therefore increasing the likelihood
of students choosing to be safer road users." (Teacher, Eastern Goldfields College).

3.3.2 Number of teachers attending Keys for Life professional development
Table 17 below shows 851 of the 1,126 teachers (approximately 75%) that have attended Keys for
Life professional development are teachers in DET schools. It is noted that the number of teachers
in Catholic schools attending professional development is 180, which is nearly double the amount
of teachers in Independent schools. Of particular interest is the high number of teachers attending
professional development in 2005.
Table 17: Teachers from systems/sectors attending K4L PD workshops (2004-2008)

Sector

2004

2005

2006

2007

2008

Total

AISWA

25

19

16

21

14

95

CEO

18

41

30

46

45

180

DET

113

220

179

152

187

851

Total

157

280

225

219

246

1126

3.3.3 Number of Keys for Life courses run by teachers
Table 18 below shows the number of Keys for Life courses run by teachers and the number of
teacher implementing Keys for Life per year. This data has been calculated based on the number
of course registers returned to SDERA. SDERA has advised that it is estimated the data is 80%
accurate and is reflective of the schools that have returned a course register. Between 2003 and
2008, a total of 950 teachers have implemented the Program and 1,565 courses have been
delivered by teachers. The total number of courses run by teachers has increased 85% from the
commencement of Keys for Life in 2003 to 2008. The number of teachers implementing Keys for
Life has risen 86% between the years 2003 and 2008.
Table 18: Number of K4L courses run by teachers

Year

Total number of courses delivered

Number of Teachers implementing
K4L

2003

64

38

2004

91

59

2005

185

112

2006

390

221

2007

408

239

2008

427

281

Total

1,565

950
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3.3.4 Extent to which the Keys for Life Program is taught
Classroom hours
Of particular interest to the Evaluation is the number of hours allocated to the delivery of Keys for
Life given it is strongly recommended by SDERA that teachers dedicate a minimum 10 hours to the
Program. There was a common view that there is a large amount of content in Keys for Life, and
without allowing sufficient time to implement the course, schools may struggle to cover some of the
key content which could potentially impact on the overall effectiveness of the Program. Figure 8
shows that approximately 33% of 107 teacher surveys indicated that the Program was delivered
over the recommended minimum of 10 hours, however, it is noted that over 60% of schools were
delivering the course in excess of the recommended minimum.
Figure 8: Classroom hours allocated to the delivery of K4L (n=107)

Content areas
As mentioned above, there are a number of content areas that make up the Program. This content
is considered to be the crucial knowledge, skills and attitudes students must develop, in order to
maximise achievement of the Keys for Life Learning Outcomes.
The content that teachers included in the Keys for Life Program and content that teachers did not
include is presented in Table 19 below.
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Table 19: Content areas teachers included in the K4L Program

Content area

Included in Program

Not included in
Program

Total

Consequences of safe
and unsafe driving:

111 (100%)

0(0%)

111

Skills for safer driving:

111(100%)

0(0%)

111

Risk factors:

111(100%)

0(0%)

111

Vulnerability of young
road users:

110 (99.1%)

1 (0.9%)

111

Personal safety and
the safety of other
road users:

110(100%)

0(0%)

110

Road
rules
enforcement:

and

108 (97.3%)

3 (2.7%)

111

Road
rules
enforcement:

and

108 (97.3%)

3 (2.7%)

111

Influences on
safety attitudes:

road

107 (98.2%)

2 (1.8%)

109

The
rights
responsibilities
drivers:

and
of

106 (97.3%)

3 (2.7%)

109

105 (94.6%)

6 (5.4%)

111

Protective factors:

104 (94.5%)

6 (5.5%)

110

Decision-making:

104 (95.4%)

5 (4.6%)

109

The
relationship
between road safety
attitudes
and
behaviours:

104 (95.4%)

5 (4.6%)

109

Road crash theory:

99 (90.0%)

11 (10.0%)

110

Planning:

98 (90.7%)

10 (9.3%)

108

Communication:

92 (84.4%)

17 (15.6%)

109

GDT&L System:

90 (81.1%)

21 (18.9%)

111

Negotiation:

78 (72.2%)

30 (27.8%)

108

Insurance:

74 (66.6%)

37 (33.3%)

111

111

73.5%

73

48.3%

151

100%

The importance
supervised driving:

of

Total Responded to this question:
Total who skipped this question:
Total:

Table 19 shows teachers are incorporating most of the content areas into the Program. However, it
appears that teachers are not delivering the content areas, 'Insurance' and 'Negotiation' as
frequently, with approximately 67% and 72% respectively.
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Reasons why some content is not taught
A common reason given by teachers for not delivering all content, was the inability to incorporate
all content into the Program due to the timeframe of the course (it is noted that schools delivering
the course in excess of 10 hours were also amongst those teachers which commented on this
issue). Given the apparent time constraints, teachers indicated they tended to focus their time on
the content deemed to be most important. In this regard, teachers often prioritised content and
taught areas that were more relevant or students showed an interest in. For example, a number of
teachers indicated they did not teach 'Insurance' as students do not respond well to the content.
This is mainly due to the perception that insurance is a parent responsibility in the early years of
driving.
The content area 'Negotiation' whereby skills are taught on effective communication to resolve
problems and preserve relationships was considered by some teachers to be inappropriate as the
content was not suited to their students.
A small number of teachers indicated that they needed to repeat or adapt some of the content to
students as they experienced difficulty in understanding some of the concepts (this was common in
education support schools and schools with predominant migrant enrolments).

Classroom activities used by teachers
The following section details the survey responses of 94 teachers on classroom activities that were
particularly effective in engaging students in the content of the Keys for Life Program. Responses
in the teacher survey were coded and classified into specific classroom activities identified in the
teacher resources. The frequency of each classroom activity identified by teachers was also
recorded. Table 20 shows that the most effective classroom activities were 'Driving is a complex
activity' and 'Stopping Distance' with 39 and 25 teacher responses respectively.
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Table 20: Classroom activities used by teachers

Classroom activity

Purpose of activity

Description of activity

The card game illustrates the simulation of
driving and the difficulty of concentrating on the
road when there is a lot happening.

Students sort a deck of playing cards into suits whilst
answering questions and naming hazards.

39

By measuring out the distance it takes for a car
to stop at certain speeds, students see the actual
braking distance.

Students estimate how far the car will travel after
braking at a specific speed and then measure the
actual braking distance.

25

Students watch road safety campaign ads that appear
in mainstream media, the "Where are your choices
taking you, Ben's Road movie, and 'Six' DVDs.

15

Viewing - Movies/DVD's/Ads

To provide information that influences attitudes
and behaviours as a driver.

and

Students practice the Learner's Permit Test and
Hazard Perception Test online.

10

Interactive
CD-Roms
websites/online learning

Allows students to practice skills relating to safer
driving in a range of situations, including
identifying potential hazards.

Students practice the Learner's Permit Test and
Hazard Perception Test online.

10

and

Allows students to practice skills relating to safer
driving in a range of situations, including
identifying potential hazards.

Students complete tasks whilst wearing the goggles to
experience how alcohol can effect coordination

6

Fatal vision goggles

Goggles simulate the effects of BAC levels on
vision and coordination.

Students select a card from two separate piles. The
aim of the game is to make pairs (match the sign with
what it means).

5

Road sign concentration

Developing an understanding of the road rules
and to assist in preparation for Learner's Permit
Test.

Driving is a complex activity

Stopping distance

Interactive
CD-Roms
websites/online learning
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Classroom activity

Purpose of activity

Description of activity

Intersection and turning cards

Developing an understanding of the road rules
and to assist in preparation for learner's permit
test.

Students in group 1 are given a question card and
students in question 2 are given a solution card.
Students are then allowed to interact to find matching
question and solution cards.

Explains how a crash is the result of three
interacting factors - driver, vehicle and
environment.

Students are distributed cards. They participate in a
brainstorming activity on factors that may cause a
crash, then students match hazard cards to the
Triangle diagram and move into groups to discuss their
likelihood of crashing and strategies the driver can put
in place to reduce risk.

5

Develop interpersonal skills including assertive
communication and negotiation within a range of
driving situations.

Students participate in role-playing or scenarios that
encourage students to model appropriate behaviour for
the particular driving context.

5

To generate ideas and discussion on issues
through collaborative learning.

Graffiti sheets with a different topics or questions are
passed from around student groups. Groups write
'graffiti the paper with words or pictures.

5

To show students that there are a number of
design features in a car that aim to protect
drivers and passengers if impact occurs.
Students identify different safety features in cars.

Students design a car that has occupant protection
devices. Students then run cars down a ramp to view
the effects of the crash on the occupants (eggs).

4

Assist students with learning about road safety
skills.

Students complete the journal by undertaking tasks
with a driving supervisor. There are also quizzes on
topics.

4

Driving Triangle Theory

Role-play

Graffiti

Save the Egg

Student Journal
tasks, quizzes)

(on

road
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Classroom activity

Purpose of activity

Description of activity

Develop understanding of road safety concepts
by
quantifying certain
aspects
through
measurement and calculations.

Students visualise what a standard drink looks like for
the different types of alcohol. Students complete BAC
calculations and discuss the results.
Students are given a decision making model to
complete, which enables students to identify a
problem, the consequences (both positive and
negative) and the impacts.

4

Decision making model

To examine alternatives and decide on an
appropriate action and to learn and practice
decision making skills.

Teacher takes the students to the local traffic
environment around the school, including road signs
and potential hazards.

3

Car less walking rally

Develop knowledge of the traffic environment
Hazardous road conditions.

Identify and record understandings.

Students link different ideas about a central topic to
create a mind map.

3

To make students aware of the most 'at risk'
groups on the road.

Students order cards (each card is a specific category
of road user) from most represented to least
represented in crashes.

3

To develop students knowledge of the GDT&L
System.

Students identify the stages of obtaining a driver's
Licence.

3

Developing an understanding of what road signs
mean to assist in preparation for Learner's
Permit Test.

Students try to identify the sign by cryptic clues.

3

Maths
calculations
Calculating
BAC/Pouring
standard drinks

Mind maps

Card sorting (crash statistics)

Card sorting (GDT&L system)
Cryptic signs
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Classroom activity

Purpose of activity

Description of activity

To provide different perspectives on issues and
to stimulate interest and raise awareness of
road safety issues.

Teachers invite agencies such as the RAC, PBF to
speak to students about road safety issues.

Teacher reads out a statement to the class then
students move to the point on the continuum that best
represents their opinion.

3

Values continuum

Identify and clarify thoughts and feelings about
road safety issues.

Students participate in activities relating to alcohol and
drugs.

3

Alcohol and drugs activities

To provide information that influences attitudes
and behaviours as a driver.
To recall information and current knowledge and
collating and categorizing information.

Each group of students is given a question and then a
student from each group places the cards or post-it
notes on the wall or whiteboard.

2

To provide information that influences attitudes
and behaviours as a driver.

Included the board game 'Big Night Out' and a game
played with a dice.

2

To develop knowledge of skills relating to
Driving.

Students are advised on the different conditions they
may face when driving and how to deal with these
situations.

1

To examine the impact of a car crash and the
effect a accident has on the car and occupants.

Students undertake calculations and research in
relation to car accidents.

1

To provide information on the need to maintain a
car and keep it safe.

Students are shown the basic parts of a car and are
involved in tasks such as 'checking the oil'.

1

Guest Speakers

Card cluster

Road safety games

Driving in different conditions

Physics of car crashes
Car maintenance lesson
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Classroom activity

Purpose of activity

Description of activity

Using hand-drawn maps and
toy cars to practise road rules

Developing an understanding of the road rules
and to assist in preparation for Learner's Permit
Test.

Students draw maps and then use toy cars to simulate
driving practice.

Students complete a table made of three or four
columns - (know, want, and learnt and/or how) at the
start of the Program and at the end.

1

KWL (Know, want, learn)

To recall and record prior knowledge and identify
future learning needs and to share current
knowledge.
To identify existing knowledge about driving and
road user issues.

Students are given a question or answer card and are
asked to find their partner who will have either have
the answer to their question or a question to their
answer.

1

Identify and clarify thoughts and feelings about
road safety issues.

Three students are chosen as 'speakers' who then
read a statement about a road safety issue.

1

Question partners

Frequency
1

Students then gather next to the 'speaker' whose
statement reflects their attitudes towards the issue.

Oxford-style debate

Students then form a group view and the 'speaker'
provides a summary to the rest of the class.
Review ideas and work collaboratively to reach a
consensus.

Placement
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A piece of paper is divided into sections with a circle
placed in the middle. A question is posed by the
teacher and students record their ideas in a section of
the Placemat. At the end of the exercise students
reach a consensus on the key ideas and place these in
the circle.
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Classroom activity

Purpose of activity

Description of activity
Students share their thoughts on a topic in two
concentric circle (one circle within the other) and rotate
positions in the circle to interact with other students.

1

Risk circles

To share ideas and develop respect for other's
opinions.

Develop an understanding of car insurance.

Students are asked to request quotes for car
insurance.

1

Insurance
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Current methods used by Teachers to adapt Keys for Life
At many schools, other activities were added to the basic Keys for Life Program. This included
presentations from organisations such as the Paraplegic Benefit Fund, RAC and participation in
the P.A.R.T.Y, a program run by Royal Perth Hospital. Teachers considered these activities to
compliment the Program as they seemed to make an impression on the students at the time.
There is however anecdotal evidence from teachers who consider that some Year 10 students
are too immature for these activities, which limits the long term effectiveness of presentations.
The 'Evaluation of the PBFPrevention - Road Presentations', identified that PBF presentations
appear to have the most impact when presented to secondary students who have already
commenced the learner driver process (i.e. over 16 years of age). For younger students (i.e. year
10 students) who are 14 or 15 years of age, the presentation may have less impact, as they do
not have the experience of driving. The Evaluation also identified that there appears to be a slight
gender bias, with the presentation appealing to females more than males. It was also considered
important that the presentations should explore any gender differences in the impact of the
presentation.9
In some schools a formal assessment component was added that provided part of the overall
grade in HPE. For example, at one particular school, an essay entitled “what I will do to be safer
as a provisional driver” was included as a formal assessment task. This did not affect the granting
of the Keys for Life Certificate.

Effectiveness of the learning strategies in the teaching resources
The previous sections of the report provided a description of the classroom activities used by
teachers that effectively engaged students in the Program. Many of these classroom activities
can be found in the Teacher Resource under the four learning strategies; Tuning in, Real World,
Simulated and Classroom. Figure 9 below shows that a majority of respondents found the four
learning strategies to be particularly effective in developing students' skill and understanding of
the Program.

9

Buttfield, K., Newton, B., Smithson, A. (2008) Evaluation of PBF Prevention - Road Presentations, Lower Great Southern
Tour. Prepared for PBF by Great Southern Population Health and RoadWise.
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Figure 9: Effectiveness of learning strategies in the teaching resources (n=110)

A number of schools visited noted that it would be useful to have more real world (hands on)
exercises that encourage greater interaction of students to supplement the journal activities.
These types of exercises were considered to be particularly helpful in engaging students
undertaking the Program from ESL and engagement programs.
Delivering Keys for Life in single versus mixed sex classes
Generally teachers agreed that Keys for Life was suitable for both male and female students. In
addition to single-sex schools, some co-educational schools deliver Health or Health and Physical
Education to single-sex classes. However, there was a mixture of opinions from teachers
regarding whether the delivery of Keys for Life worked better in single versus mixed-sex classes.
Some teachers thought that girls helped to moderate the responses by boys to some items in the
Program and that this had a positive effect on the boys. Some teachers had a more general view
that single sex education was better because this allowed material to be tailored better to the
different learning styles of boys and girls. These views were wider than merely relating to Keys for
Life.

3.3.5 Teacher satisfaction with Keys for Life teaching materials
A majority of Teachers are generally satisfied with the teaching resources provided by the
Program, as they are easily understood and provide practical and interactive teaching strategies.
Evidence of this is provided in Table 21 below.
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Table 21: Teachers' views on the teaching resources

Agree/Strongly Agree Disagree/ Strongly
Disagree

Total

The resources are practical and
interactive:

110 (99.1%)

1 (0.9%)

111

The resources are readily
accessible from SDERA (eg.
Learner's Permit test, Student
Journals):

109 (98.2%)

2 (1.8%)

111

The resources are easily
understood by teachers:

107 (96.4%)

4 (3.6%)

111

The resources are useful for
lower and high literacy groups
and culturally and linguistically
diverse groups:

104 (94.5%)

6 (5.5%)

110

The teaching materials and
Program content need to be
updated:

75 (67.6%)

36 (32.4%)

111

The resources need to be
refined to assist me in planning
and implementing the Program:

57 (51.4%)

54 (48.6%)

111

111

73.5%

73

48.3%

151

100%

Total responded to this question:
Total who skipped this question:
Total:

There is however a view from stakeholder consultation that some of the Program content and
teaching materials need to be updated. Another area of concern for a number of schools relates
to the teaching resource, which is considered to be in need of refinement. Stakeholders
commented that the resources could be restructured to meet the needs of teachers during the
planning and implementation phases.
The following section provides suggestions by stakeholders on the possible improvements of
Keys for Life. Most improvements related to methods of presentation or implementation of the
Program.

Possible improvements to the Keys for Life Program
Teacher resources
Consultation with schools clarified what teachers meant by refining the Teacher Resource.
Teachers sought a restructure of the resources to enable a teacher with limited time, to pick up
the resources, and be able to deliver the Program. It was acknowledged however by a number of
teachers that the sample programs in the teaching resources did assist in the planning and
implementation of the Program at some schools.
The resources were originally designed in a way that provides the flexibility to create and adapt
the Program. Whilst this approach suits a number of teachers, other teachers suggested a more
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simplified resource which was more 'classroom friendly'. In this regard, teachers commented that
the resources should consist of lesson plans that cover each of the main content areas.
The initial implementation of the Program was a process that took many hours due to schools
preparing the materials for the students. This involved photocopying and laminating a range of
activities. In schools that were less well-resourced (or where the Health and PE section is less
well-resourced), the cost and time of photocopying and laminating materials could be
problematic.
Because of these factors some schools suggested the resources should come in a kit (with all
activities prepared). There is however a significant cost involved in making these kits.
Keeping the Program current
A number of teachers indicated that there is a need to have a better mechanism for updating
material in the journal and provision of up-to-date and selected relevant statistics to teachers.
Currently, many of the updates are provided via email to the Keys for Life coordinator, which is
problematic if the coordinator does not disseminate this information to staff. Teachers require
access to statistics and other materials at any given time, therefore, a website dedicated to the
Program (including FAQ's, statistics, message board, and videos) should be explored.
Updating audiovisual material
A number of schools noted that students were often critical of audiovisual materials that appeared
to be dated, and that regular updating of audiovisual material would be beneficial. In particularly,
'Ben's Road Movie' was mentioned by schools as starting to 'show its age'. In relation to this
issue, comments were made that students cannot relate to dated footage and are more likely to
become disengaged. Schools also requested that movies be available on DVD rather than (or as
well as) video, because of the increasing availability of DVD compared to video equipment. The
Evaluation was advised by SDERA that movies are available on DVD.
Differing views on improving interactivity
There were substantial differences of opinion regarding the merits of having an increased on-line
or internet component of the program. Some of the HPE teachers in the state school system said
that they did not have ready access to computer labs for students and therefore the current
presentation which is largely paper-based was preferred. In contrast, some independent schools
deliver much of their curriculum online and value the interactivity and self-paced learning that can
be incorporated. The comment was made that the current version represents an old-fashioned
approach to pedagogy.
In addition to the above, some schools (mainly from the non-government sector) showed interest
in students completing the Learner's Permit Theory Test online. In this regard, students could be
issued a logon and password from the teacher to enable them to complete the test online with
student test results being uploaded onto the website/database. If the student was successful in
passing the Learner's Permit Theory Test, then a Keys for Life Certificate could be generated
using the online system. This method could potentially replace the paper-based methods which
were considered by some teachers to be time consuming (i.e. writing out certificates). The online
test could be added as a feature on the proposed website/database for the Program.
Tailoring the Program to specific groups
Some teachers that were consulted suggested that it might be valuable for Keys for Life to be
tailored to particular groups, such as at-risk learning groups, students with poor English skills, and
those with parents who may not be licensed or may have poor English skills. In this regard,
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teachers spoke of developing a segmented teaching resource containing strategies and activities.
For example, specific sections could be developed for 'ESL', 'at risk', 'Indigenous', 'mainstream',
and 'gender'.
The approach above would identify particular activities currently included in Keys for Life which
work particularly well. For instance, some teachers said that the card sorting task worked well for
students of lower academic ability, while at-risk students found it difficult to sensibly complete the
role playing activities. Some teachers noted that students of lower academic ability or poorer
English ability found completing the journal to be more difficult. In addition to tailoring Keys for
Life by identifying current activities that work well for particular groups, it may be necessary to
develop new activities or approaches that are less reliant on language skills.
For students whose first language was not English, it was noted that simple translation of
materials might not be sufficient, because some parents may not be literate in their own
language. However, Keys for Life may be quite important for this group because the student may
be the conduit through which information about the licensing system and road safety finds its way
into the family. It was acknowledged by some stakeholders that some of these problems might be
beyond solving just at the level of Keys for Life and really should involve a whole range of
agencies.
Emphasis on enforcement and engineering as components of road safety
The Road Safety Strategy has adopted the Safe System approach, but there is little evidence or
mention of this approach in Keys for Life. There is little emphasis on biomechanical tolerance to
injury as a criterion in setting speed limits and in its contribution to the vulnerability of
motorcyclists, pedestrians and bicyclists. Speed is addressed only in terms of speeding. There
seems to be an emphasis on avoidance of deliberate risk taking in the Program and less on
making mistakes.
The potential exists for engineering content to be included in Mathematics and Science subjects.
There is also little coverage of driver fatigue (and its over-representation in young and
inexperienced drivers) and the importance of sleep for young drivers.

3.3.6 The extent to which teachers organised a Keys for Life parent workshop
The Keys for Life parent workshop is a significant part of the Road Aware Drivers Program. It
seeks to promote the involvement of parents and the community in youth road safety education.
The Keys for Life parent workshop is complimentary to the Keys for Life Program in the following
ways:




it informs parents about the student program
provides information on how to be an effective driving supervisor.

Perhaps the most notable result of the psychometric analysis on the teacher survey was the
responses to the question “How effective was the Keys for Life parent workshop in delivering road
safety education to parents and young drivers?". In contrast to highly favourable perceptions of
the various aspects of the workshop, only about half (52%) of teachers perceived the workshop to
be either “effective” or “highly effective”. Approximately 97% of the same teachers did not
organise a Keys for Life workshop. This means that there is a strong association between
perceived effectiveness and involvement in organising the workshops. It is not possible to
determine whether the direction of the relationship; i.e. whether being involved causes more
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positive perceptions or, on the other hand, whether more negative perceptions prevented
involvement. Although teachers in metropolitan schools generally perceived the workshop
somewhat less effective than those in provincial locations, this did not appear to be the dominant
factor because the difference between the means (provincial versus other) is only moderate in
size.
Table 22 below provides feedback from teachers on the Keys for Life parent workshop structure,
materials and quality of delivery of the parent workshop. It is noted that the majority of
respondents to this survey question either strongly agreed or agreed.
Table 22: Feedback from teachers on Keys for Life parent workshops

Agree/ Strongly
Agree

Disagree/
Strongly
Disagree

Not Applicable

Total

I know who to
contact to facilitate
a parent workshop.

71 (81.6%)

2 (2.3%)

14 (16.1%)

87

The content and
resources engaged
the audience.

56 (64.4%)

2 (2.3%)

29 (33.3%)

87

The
resources/materials
were user friendly.

56 (64.4%)

1 (1.2%)

30 (34.4%)

87

I was satisfied with
the structure of the
workshop.

56 (64.4%)

2 (2.3%)

29 (33.3%)

87

The facilitator was
helpful, informative
and interesting.

52 (59.8%)

4 (4.6%)

31 (35.6%)

87

I was able to find
the time to promote
the workshop.

48 (55.2%)

15 (17.2%)

24 (27.6%)

87

87

57.6%

97

64.2%

151

100%

Total responded to this question:
Total who skipped this question:
Total:

Barriers and enablers to holding the Keys for Life parent workshop
Whilst the importance of parent workshops was widely recognised by the schools visited, there
are many factors that impact on the ability of the school to hold a parent workshop.
There appears to be more barriers than enablers to holding a parent workshop. The barriers
identified include the following:
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time constraints and the amount of parent involvement in other school programs
a belief that very few parents will attend based on experience with other parent events or
past experience with Keys for Life parent workshops
a belief that those parents who do attend will be the parents of the high-achieving, nonrisk-taking students for whom there is unlikely to be a road safety benefit
teachers who are involved with Keys for Life are often Health and PE teachers who are
very busy with after school sports and so don’t have time for additional out-of-hours
activities
some schools are unaware of the assistance that they will receive from RAC etc and so
feel that it would be too hard to organise and facilitate the evening themselves.

In relation to factors that enable schools to hold a parent workshop, the following enablers include
the following:








teachers who are committed to the Program and give up their own time to organise a
guest speaker, venue, and refreshments and stay after school on the night of the
workshop.
Teachers who receive strong support from the Principal and HPE department.
the workshop is viewed by the community as an important event (more prevalent in
communities that have been affected by road fatalities)
good attendance by parents at previous information nights organised by the school
positive experiences from organising a previous workshop
a large number of RSVP slips returned from parents indicating their intention to attend.

3.3.7 Teacher accessibility to Program resources
Teachers are issued with ordering instructions at the professional development workshop for a
company named Northside Logistics who organise the delivery of the resources. Teachers are
required to register with Northside Logistics in order to place an order for the resources.
Teachers were generally satisfied with the accessibility to resources. From the responses
received on the online ordering system and availability of resources, approximately 91% of
teachers found the process useful.
It appears that most schools found the process straightforward and without complication,
although a small number of schools commented that they did not receive the number of journals
they ordered. One school in particular said they were advised to photocopy the extra journals that
were needed. Apparently, Northside Logistics could only issue a maximum of 300 journals. It is
our understanding that this issue has now been rectified. A number of larger schools also
indicated they needed to obtain more Drive Safe handbooks but were unsuccessful in obtaining
these.
In addition to the above, the metropolitan schools visited were complimentary of the
support/advice given by SDERA particularly after the professional development workshop and in
the early stages of implementation where teachers needed to clarify certain aspects of the
Program.
In the three regional areas visited the Regional Project Officers had developed some strong
working relationships with schools undertaking Keys for Life. A common theme arising from this
consultation was the further promotion of the Program and teacher professional development
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workshops in a more proactive way. In one particular school visited some of the teachers were
unaware there was a professional development workshop associated with the Program. Another
teacher in a different location commented on the need for Regional Project Officers to visit
schools to promote/discuss the Program with teaching staff. In this regard, it was suggested that
a short information session could be presented to teachers or whole departments of schools
considering implementing the Program.
A school Principal suggested that a workshop of teachers implementing the Program might also
provide a forum to review good practice (which would go a long way to increasing the validity of
the Program).
Schools did not have any real concerns regarding accessibility to parent workshop resources as it
was considered that the RAC were able to deliver the Program to metropolitan schools in a timely
manner. SDERA Regional Project Officers were widely used by regional schools and they did not
advise of any issues.

3.3.8 Impact on attitudes/awareness of road safety/supervised driving issues
The professional development workshops provided teachers with an introduction to information
regarding road related accidents (including statistics and research) and information on the
process of obtaining a driver's licence. The teacher came away from this experience with a
deeper understanding of the many issues and risk factors facing young drivers. Teachers also
generally felt they could begin to educate students with a greater knowledge base. The following
comments reflect the awareness and attitudes of teachers in relation to road safety and
supervised driving:
"The statistics on road fatalities and road safety that were shown during the PD really
made me more aware of young road user issues." (Teacher, Northam Senior High
School).
"I was not aware of the new road rules and the important role supervisor's play in the
learner driver's attitudes to driving, Keys for Life helped me understand these." (Teacher,
Roleystone District High School).
Figure 10 below shows that a majority of teachers (97%) agree they were more aware of road
user issues and the importance of supervised driving after attending a workshop.

Implementation/Process Evaluation of the Road Aware Drivers Program

87

Office of Road Safety
Evaluation of the Road Aware Drivers Program

Figure 10: Teacher awareness of safe road user issues (n=145)

SDERA advised that it conducts customer satisfaction surveys at the conclusion of Keys for Life
professional development workshops. Participants are asked to indicate on a scale of 1 (low) to 5
(high) the extent to which they agreed with the following:












understanding young road user issues
understanding the aim and outcomes of the Keys for Life program
understanding the stages of implementation for the program
understanding how to use the Teacher Resource
feeling confident to use the resources to plan and implement a pre-driver
education program
understanding how to conduct the Learner's Permit Theory Test
knowing the process for organising a Steps to Safer Driving parent workshop
satisfied with the content of the workshop
satisfied with the structure of the workshop
satisfied with the quality of facilitation

Analysis of the participant responses to the questions above enables SDERA to make informed
decisions on possible areas of enhancement to the delivery, structure and content of the
professional development workshop.
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3.4

Student related objectives
3.4.1 Number of students participating in the Keys for Life Program
A total of 29, 330 students participated in the Keys for Life Program between 2003 and 2008. This
is based on the number of course registers returned to SDERA. Table 23 below indicates that
between 2003 and 2008, an average of 67 students, have participated in Keys for Life in each of
the 438 schools/organisations that have implemented the Program.
Table 23: Number of students participating in K4L (2003-2008)

Year

Schools/organisations that
implemented K4L

Number of Students that have
participated in K4L

2003

30

1,265

2004

39

2,046

2005

65

4,010

2006

88

5,996

2007

112

7,440

2008

104

8,573

Total

438

29,330

3.4.2 Student satisfaction with teaching materials
The student survey asked students to describe their satisfaction with the Keys for Life student
materials. The results confirm that students were satisfied with the teaching materials used by
teachers to deliver the Program.
Table 24: Student satisfaction with teaching materials

Strongly
satisfied

Satisfied

Strongly
dissatisfied

Dissatisfied

Total

Student journal

25(24.51%)

75(73.53%)

0(0%)

2 (1.96%)

102

Supervised Driving
Guide
(pamphlet
describing steps for
learning to drive)

37(36.27%)

61(59.81%)

1(0.98%)

3(2.94%)

102

DriveSafe book

54(51.92%)

45(43.26%)

1(0.96%)

4(3.84%)

104

Classroom
activities

41(40.19%)

54(52.94%)

3(2.94%)

4(3.92%)

102

Information
presented

45(43.26%)

55(52.88%)

2(1.92%)

2(1.92%)

104

Guest
Presentations

47(45.63%)

51(49.51%

1(0.97%)

4(3.88%)

103
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Strongly
satisfied
Film clips

40(37.73%)

Satisfied

Strongly
dissatisfied

58(54.71%)

Dissatisfied

2(1.88%)

Total

6(5.66%)

Total responded to this question:
Total:

106

106

89.93%

118

100%

3.4.3 Initial impact on student attitudes
It is difficult to determine the long term impact of the Keys for Life Program on student attitudes,
however, survey results suggest that as a result of participating in Keys for Life, the Program has
had a positive impact on student attitudes towards safer driving and the importance of gaining
experience on the road through the accumulation of supervised driving hours.
Students’ perceptions of the Keys for Life Program were generally highly favourable. The analysis
did not reveal substantial or statistically significant differences among subgroups, such as gender,
school year, or the size of the school.
Table 25: Impact of the Keys for Life Program on student attitudes

Agree/ Strongly
Agree

Disagree/
Strongly
Disagree

Total

111 (98.2%)

2 (1.8%)

113

The Keys for Life Program has made
me more aware of how to drive more
safely:

109 (97.3%)

3 (2.7%)

112

After doing the Keys for Life Program
I intend to make safer decisions, as a
driver and passenger:

109 (96.5%)

4 (3.5%)

113

After doing the Keys for Life Program
I intend to become a more careful
driver on the road:

108 (95.6%)

5 (4.4%)

113

107 (94.7%)

6 (5.3%)

113

The Keys for Life Program has made
me aware of why getting a lot of
driving experience is important for
developing my driving skills and my
safety:

I think that students who take the
Keys for Life Program will have more
positive attitudes towards driving
safely than those who do not:
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The Keys for Life Program made me
think about the risks other drivers
currently face:
After doing the Keys for Life Program
I intend to do more than 25 hours of
supervised driving practice for my log
book:
After doing the Keys for Life Program
I intend to do up to 120 hours of
supervised driving practice (during
learner phase 1 and 2):

Agree/ Strongly
Agree

Disagree/
Strongly
Disagree

Total

106 (94.6%)

6 (5.4%)

112

106 (93.8%)

7 (6.2%)

113

101 (90.2%)

11 (9.8%)

112

113

95.7%

118

100%

Total responded to this question:
Total:

Particular examples of responses from students that answered the question "What was the single
most important thing you learnt during the Keys for Life Program?" include:
"That the most road related deaths are young male drivers and passengers"
"The rules of the road and be a safe driver"
"Rules and different road situations"
"How to react safely to different situations on the road"
"The more hours I practice the safer driver I will be"
"More experience can enhance the safety of a younger driver"
It is noted that although students indicated that they had learnt about safe driving (a key objective
of the Program) a number of students commented that the Program assisted them with learning
the road rules which is not considered to be a key objective of the program. This may mean that
some students see the Program as a method of obtaining their Learner's Permit and do not
necessarily make the association with the priority objective which is increasing the awareness of
safer driving amongst young road users.

3.4.4 Students participating in Keys for Life
Analysis of the course register data obtained from SDERA indicates that between 2003 and 2008,
23,712 students passed the leaner's permit theory test out of 29,330 students that participated in
the Program. This represents a pass rate of nearly 81% of all students.
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Using information from the course registers returned to SDERA, a total of 8,573 students
participated in the Keys for Life Program in 2008. Data has not been obtained on the number of
students that participated in the Program by school year (i.e. 10, 11 and 12), however it is
acknowledged that the majority of schools implement the Program in year 10.
The data on the number of students that participated in the Keys for Life Program in Table 26 and
Table 27 is based on schools that have returned a course register to SDERA. Schools that
implemented the Program in 2008 but did not return a course register (including their student
participation numbers) have not been included.
Table 26: Students that participated in K4L and passed the K4L Learner's Permit Theory Test

Year

Number of Students
that participated in K4L

Number of students that
passed K4L learner's
permit theory test

% of students that
passed K4L learner's
permit theory test

2003

1,265

1,005

79.44%

2004

2,046

1,602

78.29%

2005

4,010

3,231

80.57%

2006

5,996

4,780

79.71%

2007

7,440

6,211

83.48%

2008

8,573

6,883

80.28%

Total

29,330*

23,712

80.84%

*The total number of students that participated in K4L includes driving organisation and education centres.

Based on data obtained from DET there were 29,493 year 10 students in WA schools in 2008. As
identified in Table 27, 8,250 students participated in the Keys for Life Program in 2008. This
represented approximately 28% of the total number of students in year 10. This calculation
assumes all students that participated in the Program were in year 10 and does not consider that
there will be some schools who deliver Keys for Life to students in years 11 and 12.
In 2008, approximately 34% of the total number of year 10 students at government schools
participated in the Keys for Life Program. In contrast to this, 19.2% of the total number of
students at non-government schools participated in Keys for Life. Table 27 shows that the
regional Education Districts of Pilbara and Goldfields had the highest proportion of total students
that participated in Keys for Life (52% and 49% respectively). In the metropolitan area the
Education Districts of West Coast and Fremantle-Peel had the highest proportion of total
students that participated in Keys for Life (31% and 27% respectively). The Swan and Kimberley
Education Districts had the lowest proportion of students participating in Keys for Life relative to
the total number of students in year 10 (13% and 16% respectively).
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Table 27: Number of students in year 10 that participated in K4L in 2008

Education
District

Govt
students

Govt
K4L
students

NonGovt
students

Non-Govt
K4L
students

Total
students

Total K4L
students

Total %
of K4L
students

Albany

563

152

209

67

772

219

28.4%

Bunbury

1,058

535

452

76

1,510

611

40.4%

Canning

2,594

796

1,972

168

4,566

964

21.1%

Esperance

240

9

40

0

249

49

19.6%

FremantlePeel

4,175

1,376

2,380

431

6,555

1,807

27.5%

Goldfields

389

173

208

122

597

295

49.4%

Kimberley

307

45

72

17

379

62

16.3%

Mid West

584

248

340

141

924

389

42.1%

Midlands

372

139

50

47

422

186

44.1%

Narrogin

307

131

0

0

307

131

42.6%

Pilbara

441

228

94

51

535

279

52.2%

Swan

2,469

282

1,994

300

4,463

582

13.1%

WarrenBlackwood

547

174

219

160

766

334

43.6%

West Coast

3,516

1,632

3,911

710

7,427

2,342

31.5%

Total

17,562

5,920

11,901

2,290

29,463

8,250

28.0%

Table 28 below shows data from the DoT database on the number of students using their Keys
for Life Certificate to obtain their Learner's Permit. According to the DoT database, in 2008 a total
of 3,084 students used their Keys for Life certificate to obtain their Learner's Permit. Table 27
shows that approximately 16% of the total Learner's Permits issued in 2008, were issued to
students that had completed the Keys for Life Program.
Table 28: Students using their K4L certificate to obtain their Learner's Permit in 2008

Age

Students using K4L
certificate

Learner's permits
issued without K4L
certificate

Total learner's permits
issued

16

2,781

9,863

12,644

17

303

6,237

6,540

Total

3,084

16,100

19,184

Source: DoT - TRELIS

Of the total number of 16 year old students that obtained their Learner's Permit in 2008, 22%
participated in the Keys for Life Program. In contrast to this, only 4.6% of the total number of 17
year old students that obtained their Learner's Permit in 2008, had participated in Keys for Life.
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Table 29 below provides data on the number of 16 and 17 year old students using their Keys for
Life Certificate to obtain their Learner's Permit. The data has been collated into Education
Districts based on the 'site' in which the student presented their certificate. It is acknowledged
however that some metropolitan students may not attend a school in the Education District in
which they presented the certificate, however this will generally be the case in regional locations.
Table 29 shows that the regional Education District of Narrogin had a considerable number of 16
year old students using their certificate to obtain a Learner's Permit (73 out of 108, 67.5%). In
addition, approximately 49% of 16 year old students, obtained a learner's permit in the Canning
Education District by presenting their certificate.
It is noted that there is a low number of 17 year old students that have presented a certificate at a
licensing centre, however, this is reflective of the majority of schools delivering the Program to
year 10 students (who are generally 15 years of age).
Table 29: Number of students in Education Districts using their K4L certificate to obtain their
Learner's Permit in 2008

Education district

Number of 16
y/o using K4L
certificate

Learner's
permits issued
without K4L
certificate

Number of 17
y/o using K4L
certificate

Learner's
permits issued
without K4L
certificate

Albany

111

270

10

163

Bunbury

189

530

13

280

Canning

265

544

33

380

Esperance

26

124

8

42

Fremantle-Peel

734

2827

81

1861

Goldfields

41

185

3

121

Kimberley

9

66

2

75

Midlands

85

228

15

85

Mid West

84

370

13

169

Narrogin

73

108

7

53

Pilbara

63

141

8

147

Swan

429

1531

28

1060

Warren-Blackwood

89

321

8

150

West Coast

583

2618

74

1650

Total

2,781

9,863

303

6,236

Source: DoT - TRELIS

3.4.5 Perceptions of supervised driving
A total of 99 out of 105 students that responded to the survey indicated that they strongly agreed
or agreed with the statement; "I believe increasing the number of hours of supervised driving
practice enhances the safety of a younger driver”. Students commented that more hours of
supervised driving helped develop their experience and confidence for driving in a number of
Implementation/Process Evaluation of the Road Aware Drivers Program

94

Office of Road Safety
Evaluation of the Road Aware Drivers Program

different scenarios. Students generally perceived that more hours undertaking supervised driving
enhanced the experience/safety of young people on the roads, for example:
"More experience for different situations and aware of other obstacles on the road also
experience in different environments".
"I think it would because the more time we spend in different conditions the better we
become and we would be safer on the roads".
"The more hours of supervised driving can enhance our safety as we get more
experience".
In addition to the comments above, a majority of students indicated that they intended to
undertake more than the required 25 hours of supervised driving. It is noted that there is no
discernible difference between survey data of males and females relating to the number of
supervised driving hours students intended to achieve.
As shown in Figure 11 below, 66 out of 98 students (67%) that responded to the survey question,
intended to achieve between 75 and 120+ hours of supervised driving practice.
Figure 11: Number of supervised driving hours students intend to achieve
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3.5

Parent related objectives
3.5.1 Flow on effects of Keys for Life Program
Parents are generally informed about the Keys for Life Program through a letter that is given to
students to take home. This letter contains information on the objectives of Keys for Life and the
parent workshop. Students are very likely to discuss the Program with their Parents due to them
being excited about undertaking Keys for Life (and sitting their Learner's Permit Theory Test).
It is noted that teachers find it difficult to communicate with parents, however, the teacher survey
provided some of the feedback received from parents in relation to the Keys for Life Program. For
example, parents were appreciative of the Program as it took pressure off them in regards to
teaching their son/daughter the road rules and road safety. Parents were also pleased that their
child was engaged and excited by the Program and sitting their Learner's Permit Theory Test.
Parents were also thankful for the awareness raising aspects of the Program.
There are however a small of parents who commented on the age restrictions for the certificate.
In addition there was some feedback related to parents being unhappy that their child did not
pass the test, and that some children found the activities tiresome as they wanted to 'study the
booklet and do the testing', but these were the exceptions.
In the parent survey responses many parents indicated that they are yet to have a conversation
with their child regarding road safety, as a result of their child participating in the Keys for Life
Program. There were exceptions to this, and the following examples demonstrate some of the
conversations taking place:
"Tegan talks to me about driving, road rules, what other drivers are doing whenever we
are out in the car together. I am surprised at the knowledge/understanding she has
demonstrated."
"I have been tested on the road rules by my son. He has also been discussing my driving
skills and other family member driving skills."

3.5.2 Parental attendance at Keys for Life parent workshops
The number of parents attending Keys for Life parent workshops varies between location,
education sector and type of school. For example, it is often difficult to attract parents to
workshops in low socio-economic areas where parents are reluctant to attend any school event
(including parent/teacher nights). Teachers in mining towns commented that is was difficult to find
a common time that suits all parents due to busy work schedules (e.g. nightshift). One school
located in an Indigenous community saw the cultural challenges involved in delivering a workshop
of this type. Teachers that implemented the Keys for Life Program with SSEP students said it
wasn't worth organising an event because parents of SSEP students did not attend school
events.
Some schools implementing the Keys for Life Program in senior campuses had very little contact
with parents. In this particular environment, the parents of students involved in the Program had
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little or no English and students were generally over 18. Due to these factors school were unable
to organise a Keys for Life parent workshop.
It is noted however that some schools in the Independent and Catholic sectors have received
strong parent support for the Keys for Life workshop. In one specific school, approximately 340
people attended the workshop.
Table 30 below shows that in the metropolitan area, 148 Keys for Life parent workshops have
been delivered by RAC, to a total of 7,738 participants. Of the 148 workshops, 45 have been
delivered at the RAC head office whilst 103 were conducted at schools.
Table 30: Number of Keys for Life parent workshops delivered in the metropolitan area

Year

Presentations at
RAC Head Office

Presentations at
Schools

Total number of
Presentations

Total number of
attendees

2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
Total

2
10
10
11
12
45

6
24
30
24
19
103

8
34
40
35
31
148

740
1776
1461
2008
1753
7738

Teachers generally identified the following reasons for real or expected poor attendance by
parents:







Parental apathy.
Parental busyness.
Parents have already attended a Keys for Life parent workshop for an older child.
Parents feel threatened by the school environment because of bad experiences that they
had at school.
Students won’t take the form home or bring back the reply.

The following strategies were identified as suggestions for increasing the take-up of the Keys for
Life parent workshop:












Post the invitation to parents, rather than giving to students to take home.
Hold the workshop in a neutral venue.
Hold the workshop as a combined venture across neighbouring schools.
Invite parents of all students in Years 10, 11 and 12 rather than just those who are
completing the Keys for Life Program at the time.
Provide an incentive to parents to attend the workshop (such as a larger discount on the
learner permit fee, one free driving lesson, or food and petrol vouchers).
Provide a guest speaker.
Parents are to attend the workshop in order for the student to be issued with a certificate
(or the discount on the permit fee).
Work with school representative groups such as the P&C to increase awareness of the
workshop.
Work with peak bodies such as the Parents and Friends Federation (PFF).
Utilise local media.
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Perceived benefits to attendance
Parents generally attended the workshop to 'update' their knowledge on the licensing system, in
particularly the new Graduated Driver Training and Licensing System (GDT&L). Because the
driver training and licensing system is designed to ensure the learner driver receives a wide
range of supervised driving experience over a longer period of time, before driving solo, parents
were generally interested in learning the different steps/strategies for teaching their son or
daughter to drive. In particular, parents/supervisors that had not previously gone through the
process with a learner driver attended for this very reason.
As shown in Table 31 below, some of the more common perceived benefits for attending the
Keys for Life parent workshop were to:






increase understanding about the importance of supervised driving practice
increase understanding about the steps for teaching someone to drive
increase understanding about the licensing system
increase understanding about road safety Programs offered at school and in the
community.
Table 31: Perceived benefits for attendance at parent workshop

Perceived benefits to attendance
Provided an opportunity to talk to my teenager about driving and staying
safer on the road

Number of
responses
60

Provided an opportunity to talk to other parents and teenagers

23

Increased my understanding about the importance of supervised driving
practice
Increased my understanding about the steps for teaching someone to drive

78

Increased my understanding about the licensing system

76

Increased my understanding about ideas for handling difficult driving
situations

49

Increased my understanding about useful websites and resources

61

Increased my understanding about road safety Programs offered at school
and in the community

68

Provided take home information

63

73

3.5.3 Parental satisfaction with Keys for Life parent workshops
Overall, 96 out of 100 survey responses obtained from parents reported that they were either
strongly satisfied or satisfied with the Keys for Life parent workshop. On average, parents in
metropolitan schools perceived the effectiveness and usefulness to be higher than parents in
provincial schools. This difference was statistically significant. Metropolitan workshops were
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conducted by the RAC and the provincial workshops by SDERA. Consequently, parents who
attended workshops conducted by the RAC perceived the effectiveness and usefulness to be
higher than parents who attended workshops conducted by SDERA. However, the statistical
analysis on its own cannot determine the cause of the difference.
Parents found the PowerPoint presentation and Keys for Life handouts to be a very good source
of information. There were three parents who considered that the video footage (Ben's Road
Movie) needed to be updated as it seemed outdated. One parent suggested there could be more
interaction/audience involvement during the workshop.
Survey results suggested that parents found the Keys for Life parent workshop to be generally
effective in improving their understanding of road safety issues. The following subject areas were
identified as particular areas in which parents improved their understanding:







The requirements and phases of the WA Graduated Driving and Licensing System
(99 out of 100 responses).
The importance of maximum exposure to supervised driving practice for young drivers
(general information) (98 out of 100 responses).
The importance of being encouraging and calm with your learner driver (96 out of 100
responses).
The steps for teaching someone to drive (94 out of 100 responses).
The importance of providing both positive and constructive feedback to your learner
driver (94 out of 100 responses).

Whilst the following subject areas were on the whole considered to be generally effective in
improving parent understanding, a number of responses indicated these areas were somewhat
effective and in a limited number of instances, not effective.






The involvement of young drivers in road crashes (89 out of 100 responses).
How to plan driving practice sessions (88 out of 100 responses).
Crash risk factors for young drivers (including overconfidence, inexperience and
distractions) (87 out of 100 responses).
The importance of considering a car’s safety rating when buying a new or used car
(73 out of 100 responses).

In response to the survey question "Is there any additional information you would like to see
included in the parent workshop to assist you as a driving supervisor?", some examples of
comments included:
"Don't over inform so as to stress them out. We managed years ago and it was simpler.
We need to help them believe they can do it".
"Car maintenance, more info on injury and rehab figures as well as deaths, need real
examples of what can happen i.e. life story from a person willing to be in the presentation
and explain the impact of road trauma on their life".
"More detail about plans for supervisor examples etc".
"I think the tragedy of young death should be made more serious. (People were laughing
when graph of male/female was shown which was very disappointing)".
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3.5.4 Impact of Keys for Life parent workshop on parents
In the Parent survey, it was found that 94 out of 95 (99%) parents strongly agreed or agreed with
the statement "Having attended the workshop, I now feel more confident in assisting a learner
driver with supervised driving practice". Parents felt the information provided during the workshop
enhanced their knowledge on driving issues and gave them the reassurance that they could
assist their son or daughter in learning how to drive.
As a result of attending the workshop parents generally believe increasing the number of hours of
supervised driving practice enhances the safety of a learner driver; 94 out of 97 (97%) responses
strongly agreed or agreed. Parents identified the link between an increase in driving
confidence/experience and increased hours participating in supervised driving.
A total of 41 out of 96 parents (approximately 43%) intended to achieve between 100-120 hours
of supervised driving with their learner driver. This compares with approximately 21% of students
intending to achieve 100-120 hours. A total of 19 parent responses (approximately 20%)
indicated they would intend on achieving 120+ hours. This is very similar to what students
reported in the survey responses, however approximately 25% of students intended to achieve
between 75-100 hours of supervised driving hours.
Overall, parents believed the involvement of parents/carers/students in the Keys for Life parent
workshop and the knowledge obtained during this workshop, makes a strong contribution to
improving road safety outcomes. The following comment was made by a parent attending the
workshop:
"I think it is really proactive to include parents. When my son got his licence last year, I
wasn't initiated into it and could have provided a more rounded education for him."
A number of teachers commented that it was difficult to obtain parent support and interest for the
workshops. Teachers were of the view that the parents they need to come do not attend. In this
regard, teachers said the workshop was often preaching to the 'converted'.
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4.0 Program administration
The following section provides an overview of the Program administration, including the roles of
staff in delivering the Program and indicative Program costs in 2009/2010. In addition, a proposal
to deliver the Program after school is also discussed.

4.1

Delivery of the Program
The Program has a dedicated Project Officer that manages the Program's operational functions
including planning, resource development, professional development, promotion, advocacy and
monitoring. The SDERA Manager is responsible for overseeing the Programs administered by
SDERA and reports to the SDERA Board.10
A network of Regional Organising Committees (ROCs) was originally established in 2000 to have
a role in formulating professional development, information and events based on local needs.
These networks consisted of volunteers, including school based staff, local police, Community
Drug Service Team members and RoadWise representatives. The established networks of ROCs
continue in their volunteer capacity with the support of their regional Project Officers.11
In 2006, 11 part-time regional Project Officers were appointed in the following regions: Albany,
Bunbury, Esperance, Goldfields, Kimberley, Midlands, Mid West, Narrogin, Peel, Pilbara and
Warren Blackwood. These regional Project Officers are responsible for both drug and road safety
education programs administered by SDERA (including the Keys for Life Program).
The 2009 - 2010 Road Trauma Trust funding proposal outlines the approximate costs associated
with the development, delivery and implementation of the Road Aware Drivers Program and is
presented in Table 32 below.
Table 32: Road Aware Drivers Program Draft Funding Application 2009-2010

Item:

Item Cost

% of overall

Print rewrite of Keys for Life Program (for schools)

$100,000

17.7%

Print community version of Keys for Life Program (for
business, industry and community groups)

$70,000

12.4%

Professional Development:

$30,000

5.3%

Regional Operations:

$61,000

10.9%

Strategic Planning:

$2,000

0.3%

Personnel:

$266,414

47.2%

Manager x 1/6

$23,552

8.8%

Generic Admin 1 x 1/6 (KD)

$5,707

2.2%

Generic Admin 2 x 1/6 (EM)

$10,411

3.9%

Resource development:

10

SDERA (2009) Road Trauma Trust Fund 2009-2010 Funding Proposal
SDERA (2009) What SDERA offers regional areas [accessed online]
http://www.det.wa.edu.au/sdera/detcms/navigation/for-schools/about-sdera/?page=2&
11
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Item:

Item Cost

% of overall

Generic Admin 3 x 1/6 (SC/ES)

$6,940

2.6%

Generic Admin 4 x 1/6 (RC)

$5,205

2%

RAD Project Officer

$81,148

30.4%

Generic RA Project Officer (ES/JAM) x 1/3

$29,297

11%

Regional Project Officers (11) x 1/6

$104,154

39.1%

Other Expenses: (e.g. stationary, promotion, audit)

$35,000

6.2%

Total

$564,414

100%

Table 28 shows that in 2009-2010 approximately $170,000 (30% of the total budget) will be
expended on the printing of the Keys for Life Program materials.
The line item ‘regional operations’ includes $61,000 which is allocated to each of the three Road
Aware Programs (ICWA contributes a total of $183,000 to operating costs for 11 regional Project
Officers). This amount is distributed to the 11 regional Project Officers (at $16,640 per region).
The operating costs for this item include professional development, teacher relief, travel and
accommodation, general and office expenses.
A total of $266,414 (47.2%) of the total budget is allocated to SDERA personnel administering the
Program.
In addition to the above, SDERA reimburses non-government schools for costs associated with
teacher relief when staff have attended a Keys for Life professional development workshop. All
government schools can apply for reimbursement through the Department of Education
PeopleSoft system.

After-school delivery model
The Project team was advised during the Evaluation that an alternative strategy of delivering the
Keys for Life Program after school hours has been developed by the Swan Alliance. This delivery
method would enable schools that cannot readily 'fit' the Program into their existing timetable, an
opportunity to deliver the Program to students in an after school timeslot.
The after school delivery proposal contained indicative costs of training teachers in the Keys for
Life Program resources and costs associated with the delivery of the Program. This included the
following:
Teacher delivery costs
A total of $125,000 has been calculated by allocating 10 hours per course x $50.00 per/hr x 50
schools x 5 times per annum.
Teacher training costs
A total of $10,000 has been calculated by allocating a total of 4 hours per teacher x $50.00 per/hr
x 50 schools per annum.
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Therefore the total teacher costs (for training and delivery) are estimated at $135,000 per annum.
From a budget of $175,000, $40,000 has been allocated to cover any contingencies or potential
teacher on-costs.
Potential teacher on-costs
On-costs could include superannuation and the costs associated with gaining and documenting
the agreement(s) with schools for the training delivery.
Superannuation
Superannuation liability commences if monthly income is over $450. This may be avoided if
training delivery is limited in any given month, which could be set as a condition of any contract or
agreement with the schools.
If superannuation is payable, an additional project delivery cost of $12,150 is calculated by taking
the above total teacher costs of $135,000 x .09 for superannuation. This would mean a total
teacher cost of $147,150. From a budget of $175,000, the above leaves $27,850 to cover any
contingencies. It should be noted that GST has not been incorporated in any of these calculations
The Evaluation sees merit in further exploring school delivery options for the Keys for Life
Program. This may involve investigating a hybrid delivery model whereby schools have the option
of choosing whether to implement the Program during regular school hours or in an after school
timeslot. Feedback from stakeholder consultation indicates that the after school delivery model
may attract some interest from schools in the Independent sector that may have limited space to
implement the Program in an already overcrowded curriculum.
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5.0

Performance framework
A performance framework consists of a monitoring approach which provides data that informs
government/decision makers on matters related to the management of programs (i.e. what works,
for whom and in what circumstances).The following chapter examines the development of a
performance framework for the Road Aware Drivers Program.

5.1

Development of a performance framework
The challenge in evaluating government programs is to identify/develop indicators which measure
the outputs/outcomes or impact which can be attributed to the functioning of the specific program.
The observations made by the Project team during the Evaluation emphasise the need for a
number of developments and reforms. These developments include:
 development of realistic performance indicators against outcomes, possibly using the
notion of making a contribution rather than proving causation
 development of appropriate tools and methods for data collection that funded projects are
trained and resourced to implement.

Indicators and Proxy Indicators
Some of the new developments in monitoring and evaluation use indicators that are based less
on requirements for precision in data and place greater emphasis on the collection of data that
can be used to inform understanding and knowledge of what is working and what is not. There is
acknowledgement in the development of indicators of the limits of measurement and the need for
multiple lines of evidence. Indicators and proxy indicators in the Road Aware Drivers Program
could include the following:









successful participation in and completion of the Keys for Life Program / Keys for Life
parent workshop by schools/teachers/students/parents.
increased knowledge and understanding of critical issues related to road safety topics
evidence of consciousness and awareness raising through identification of altered
attitudes, beliefs, realisations
perceived usefulness of program by participants
short term follow up of participants to establish if knowledge, understandings values and
attitudinal changes have been retained despite passing of time and in real life settings
staff/service delivery perceptions of impact of interventions delivered
community and stakeholder consultation as to perceived impact of the program on
community.

The above indicators rely on the measurement of changes in levels of knowledge, values and
skills of participants that in time will potentially lead to behavioural change. Specification as to the
range of data collection tools and instruments that can be employed to measure indicators of
behavioural change is required for implementation by funded programs. In addition, Program staff
requires training and skill development to implement the tools and instruments, in a context of
organisational support and appropriate resourcing.
SDERA has advised that the current performance indicators developed by the Office of Road
Safety applicable to the Road Aware Drivers Program are not being measured. The Evaluation
sees merit in identifying what specific outputs/outcomes might be indicators of success arising
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from the operation of the Road Aware Drivers Program. This would include a combination of both
qualitative and quantitative indicators that would be of benefit in enabling the Office of Road
Safety to assess annually, in a consistent format, the benefits that the Road Aware Drivers
Program has delivered over time.
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6.0 Key findings and recommendations
This chapter examines options and recommendations for enhancing the effectiveness of the
Road Aware Drivers Program. The recommendations have been categorised into “primary” or
“secondary” recommendations and represent a hierarchy of their relative importance.
A number of the recommendations require the formulation of strategies/initiatives to implement
the recommendations. Given there are a number of key stakeholders in the Road Aware Drivers
Program, there is merit in determining how and by what means key stakeholders will have input
into the development of the initiatives/strategies arising from the Evaluation recommendations.
The key findings and recommendations have been grouped into the following themes:






6.1

Enhancing implementation of the Program
Enhancing the involvement of agencies/organisations
Program management
Keys for Life teacher resources
Keys for Life parent workshops

Enhancing implementation of the Program
There are a number of barriers to implementing the Program that are faced by schools/teachers.
A recurrent theme identified during consultation was the limited time available for teachers to
implement initiatives such as the Keys for Life Program. In this regard, a number of teachers
sought assistance in streamlining the planning and implementation phases of the Program (see
Recommendation 1.1). The 'crowded curriculum' means the Keys for Life Program often
competes with other initiatives such as drug education, morality/ethics, and health education.
Stakeholders also indicated that schools are inundated with flyers and brochures on a wide
variety of programs and initiatives. Of particular interest, are the views of some Principals who
indicated that the priorities afforded to health/life skills programs and initiatives will change from
year to year and be influenced by events that have recently occurred at the school. For example,
one year a school may focus on initiatives/programs relating to drug education, whilst in another
year it could focus on road safety as a result of a road incident arising at the school or involving a
student.
Between 2003 and 2008 the Keys for Life Program was delivered at 191 schools to approximately
29,330 students across Western Australia. In addition, a total of 163 (46%) schools have never
implemented the Program. This assumes a total population of 354 schools that could possibly
implement the Program in WA. It is acknowledged however that some schools will have limited
capacity to deliver Keys for Life due to factors including; low students numbers, staffing
constraints, and the type of school (i.e. remote schools and education support schools).
Program data indicates that in 2008, a total of 99 schools implemented the Keys for Life Program.
This equates to a program reach of approximately 28% of the total number of schools that could
possibly implement the Program in WA (this assumes a total population of 354 schools). It should
be noted however that a school does not necessarily deliver Keys for Life to the entire student
cohort (i.e. all year 10 students) and may implement the Program in one class, however, a
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majority of schools in the Evaluation delivered the Program to an entire student cohort, (i.e. all
year 10 students).
A total of 8,250 students participated in the Keys for Life Program in 2008 from a total student
population of 29,493 year 10 students. This represented 28% of the total number of students in
year 10. This calculation assumes all students that participated in the Program were in year 10
and does not consider that there will be some schools that deliver Keys for Life in years 11 and
12.
A number of stakeholders suggested that the Keys for Life Program needed to target high profile
groups that have links to road safety. In this regard, the Program should explore further
opportunities to promote the initiatives of the Program to local governments, Rotary Clubs, parent
organisations, and road safety groups that have the ability to foster a greater awareness of the
Keys for Life Program amongst those members of the community that can assist in furthering the
Program reach.
In summary, it is important that the Keys for Life Program applies an enhanced (recurrent)
awareness strategy:





that collates market intelligence (in relation to schools) that will assist in identifying
when the need for initiatives such as the Keys for Life Program is likely to be well
received by a school
that applies a systematic and recurrent approach in the contact of schools to raise
awareness and take-up of the Program
that fosters additional networks with keys stakeholder groups that can facilitate the
take-up of the Program.

The benefits and challenges of adopting the above include the following:
Benefits





Building a greater awareness of the Program amongst government, community and
school system.
Develops new approaches in the way in which the Program coordinator interacts with
schools/education centres.
Potential to increase the take-up of the Program and improve the sustainability at
schools

Challenges
 There is a resource implication in implementing the revised marketing and
coordination activities.
 The 'crowded curriculum' and competing programs available to schools continue to
act as a significant barrier to the program reach.

The development of a marketing/communication strategy to increase program
implementation
The marketing/communication strategy would involve:



Further clarifying and refining the role and ability of the SDERA Board in promoting
the Road Aware Drivers Program.
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Meeting with relevant Ministers (including the Minister for Road Safety and Minister
for Education) and Education District Directors to garner high level support for the
Program.
Identifying stakeholders (including local governments, Rotary Clubs, parent
organisations, road safety groups) that can assist with increasing the awareness of
the Program.
Developing a targeted marketing package that incorporates school visits to meet with
the Principal/Head of Department so as to promote/present the Program to those
schools that are not implementing or have discontinued the Program (this includes the
SDERA Regional Project Officers).

Recommendation 1.1 (Primary) That an enhanced marketing/communication strategy be
developed to increase the awareness and take-up of the Keys for Life Program and targets
schools that have not implemented the Program or have discontinued Program implementation.

6.2

Enhancing the involvement of agencies/organisations
A key success factor for the Road Aware Drivers Program is its ability to operate within a
coordinated environment in which each of the key agencies clearly understands their role and
contribution. In this respect, a framework is required to ensure an appropriate level of
accountability.
The Evaluation is of the view that the effectiveness of the Keys for Life Program is likely to be
enhanced if the Program is delivered as a component within a continuum of road safety
initiatives. As an example, linkages of the Program with other initiatives such as the Keys2Drive
Program should be explored.
The benefits and challenges of adopting the above include the following:
Benefits






Clarifies the role and fosters the involvement of DoT in the Road Aware Drivers
Program.
Identifies new strategies which strengthen existing arrangements.
Potential to increase the exposure of the Keys for Life Program.
Identifying initiatives/programs that compliment Keys for Life and assist in
facilitating a continuum of road safety initiatives/strategies for young road users.

Challenges
 Reluctance of key stakeholder groups to play a greater role in the Road Aware
Drivers Program.
Formalising arrangements with the Department of Transport
Whilst there is an agreement between the Department of Transport (DoT) and Road Aware
Drivers Program which allows teachers to conduct the learners permit test in schools and nonschool sites, it was acknowledged by the DoT that the arrangement between the DoT and
SDERA should be formalised. In this regard, the Evaluation sees merit in the development of an
MOU which sets out each organisation's roles and responsibilities associated with the Program.
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Recommendation 2.1 (Primary) That the Road Aware Drivers Program formalises its current
arrangement with the Department of Transport (DoT) (in relation to the Keys for Life Program) by
developing a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) which sets out each party's roles and
responsibilities associated with the Program.
Enhancing the level of coordination between the DoT and the Program
Consultation indicated that opportunities exist to enhance the level of coordination and sharing of
data between the DoT and the Program. For example, the use of DoT data to assist in evaluating
outcomes of the Program, enhanced linkages between data maintained by SDERA on Program
participation and DoT etc.

Recommendation 2.2 (Secondary) That the DoT and SDERA explore opportunities to
enhance the level of coordination and sharing of data between the two parties.
Exploring the linkage between the Road Aware Drivers Program and Keys2Drive
Program
Consultation with RAC indicated that there is an opportunity to explore the linkages/alignment
between the Keys2Drive Program and the Keys for Life Program. This could be achieved
through a formalised strategic planning process that would determine how best the Keys2Drive
Project can compliment the activities of the Road Aware Drivers Program and/or existing road
safety initiatives. In addition, this process would ensure there is continuity in the delivery of road
safety education over years 10, 11 and 12.

Recommendation 2.3 (Secondary) That a formalised strategic planning process be conducted
between the Road Aware Drivers Program, road safety agencies/education systems and the RAC
to explore the linkages/alignment between the Keys2Drive Program and the Keys for Life
Program.

6.3

Program management
Consultation identified that the ability to extract accurate data on program reach is somewhat
limited due to the current data collection mechanisms applied by the Road Aware Drivers
Program. In this regard, there is benefit in developing appropriate tools and methods of data
collection for the Road Aware Drivers Program which can assist in accurately calculating the
reach of the Program at any given time.
The Evaluation also sees merit in developing a performance framework for the Road Aware
Drivers which would monitor/assess the Program's implementation/reach. This would enable
funding agencies to measure the outputs/outcomes delivered by the Program.
The benefits and challenges of adopting the above include the following:
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Benefits





Ability to readily extract information from the database on program reach
Ability to measure the outputs/outcomes of the Program at any given time and
implement changes to enhance performance.
Enhanced Program monitoring processes

Challenges
 Resource implications with the development of an online database.
The development of an online database to calculate program reach
The Evaluation sees merit in the development of an online database for the Road Aware Drivers
Program (linked to Keys for Life website) to capture relevant data from teachers/schools. In this
regard, the online database would include registration/application and reporting function which
collect information on the outputs of the Program. The online database would have the ability to
monitor program implementation and assess program reach.

Recommendation 3.1 (Primary) That an online database (linked to the Keys for Life website)
be developed for the Road Aware Drivers Program which captures relevant data from
teachers/schools participating in the Program.
Development of a performance assessment framework
The Evaluation has identified the need for an enhanced performance assessment framework.
Suggested enhancements include:



Development
of
appropriate
performance
indicators
associated
with
outputs/outcomes, possibly using the notion of making a contribution rather than
proving causation.

Indicators and proxy indicators in the Road Aware Drivers Program could include the following:









Successful participation in and completion of the Keys for Life Program / Keys for Life
parent workshop by schools/teachers/students/parents.
Increased knowledge and understanding of critical issues related to road safety topics
Evidence of consciousness and awareness raising through identification of altered
attitudes, beliefs, realisations
Perceived usefulness of program by participants
Short term follow up of participants to establish if knowledge, understandings values
and attitudinal changes have been retained despite passing of time and in real life
settings
Teacher perceptions of impact of interventions delivered
Community and stakeholder consultation as to perceived impact of the program on
community.

The Evaluation sees merit in identifying a selection of output/outcome indicators to assess the
impact of the Keys for Life Program.
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This would include a combination of both qualitative and quantitative indicators that would be of
benefit in enabling the Office of Road Safety to assess annually, in a consistent format, the
benefits that the Keys for Life Program has delivered over time.
Recommendation 3.2 (Primary) That the Office of Road Safety develops a performance
framework (incorporating a suite of performance indicators) that enables the measurement of
outputs/outcomes which can be attributed to the Keys for Life Program.

6.4

Keys for Life teacher resources
The Evaluation identified that a majority of schools and stakeholders considered Keys for Life to
be an exemplar program in terms of the provision of resources and quality of information. The
structure and content of the Keys for Life Program are also consistent with good practice
principles identified in reviews of novice driver and pre-driver road safety education.
A majority of teachers are satisfied with the teaching resources provided by the Program, as they
are easily understood and provide practical and interactive teaching strategies. Teachers also
indicated they found the classroom activities particularly effective in engaging students in the
content of the Keys for Life Program.
However, approximately 67% of teachers said the teacher resource content needs to be 'updated'
to enhance the adaptability and applicability of the materials to specific school
contexts/environments. In addition, approximately 50% of teachers responding to the teacher
survey, identified that there is merit in the teacher resources being streamlined to assist them in
planning and implementing the Program. In this regard, there is merit in streamlining and
enhancing certain elements of the Keys for Life Program which will assist with achieving the
following benefits:





assists schools/teacher with planning and implementing of the Keys for Life Program
facilitates the ready application of the Program resources to equity groups
focuses teacher resources onto the delivery of the Program and minimises the level of
resources required for planning and administration functions.

The following provides a discussion on key themes identified in the Evaluation together with
commentary on certain aspects of the Program that may benefit from revision.

Assisting schools/teachers with the planning and delivery of the program
Whilst the current teacher resources offer flexibility in regards to tailoring the implementation of
the Program, there was a recurrent view from a number of teachers that a more simplified
resource which was 'classroom friendly' would be more appropriate. In this regard, 'classroom
friendly' meant the provision of lesson plans that cover each of the main content areas in the
Program. In addition to lesson plans, a number of teachers suggested the resources be divided
into sections which included strategies/activities for particular cohorts of students. In addition to
tailoring Keys for Life by identifying current activities that work well for particular groups, there
may be merit in developing new activities or approaches that are less reliant on language skills.
Some teachers also noted that students of lower academic ability or with low literacy levels found
completing the Keys for Life Journal to be more difficult.
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Stakeholders indicated that the initial implementation of the Program was a process that took
many hours due to schools preparing the materials for the students. This involved photocopying
and laminating materials for a range of activities. In schools that were less well-resourced (or
where the HPE department is less well-resourced), the cost and time of photocopying and
laminating materials was problematic.
A number of schools noted that students were often critical of audiovisual materials that appeared
to be 'dated', and that regular updating of audiovisual material would be beneficial. In particular,
'Ben's Road Movie' was mentioned by schools as starting to 'show its age' and comments were
made that students do not relate to dated footage and are more likely to become disengaged.

Recommendation 4.1 (Secondary) That the Keys for Life resources be revised to further
assist schools/teachers with the planning and delivery of the Program. This could include:
- A segmented teacher resource containing strategies and activities for particular cohorts of
students. For example, sections could be developed for 'ESL', 'at risk', 'Indigenous', and 'gender'.
- Lesson plans which enable teachers to deliver the main content areas
- Exploring the merits of developing a Keys for Life kit (with all classroom activities prepared).
- Updating audiovisual materials to maintain the 'freshness' of the products.

Updating the Keys for Life content
The content of the Keys for Life Program:






Is consistent with, and informs students about, the current Graduated Driver Training
and Licensing System
Focuses primarily on attitudinal change, rather than the acquisition of driving skills.
The content generates discussion, self-evaluation and the drawing of individual
conclusions and strategies for safe driving
Targets road safety goals that are appropriate for the developmental period (i.e. focus
on pre-driver period).
Contains a clear statement of the objectives of the Program.

There is however a number of key road safety initiatives/strategies not included in the Keys for
Life teacher resources, including:






Drug driving and roadside random drug testing
Passenger protective behaviours
Material about selecting and planning safe travel options (e.g. public transport, do you
really need to drive?)
Discussion of ANCAP and UCSR

Recommendation 4.2 (Secondary) That the Keys for Life resources/materials be updated to
include current road safety initiatives/strategies not included within the resources/materials.
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The development of a website dedicated to the Keys for Life Program
The Evaluation sees merit in developing a website dedicated to the Keys for Life Program which
schools/teachers can access. The section below describes the proposed elements of the Keys for
Life website.
Provision of Keys for Life information/content
Teachers identified that they require information on planning/implementing the Program at any
given time. In addition, a number of teachers indicated that there is a need to have a better
mechanism for updating material in the journal and the provision of up-to-date and selected
relevant statistics to teachers. Currently, many of the updates are provided via email to the Keys
for Life coordinator (at schools), which is problematic, if the coordinator does not disseminate this
information to all staff. The website could also provide a range of website hyperlinks to
appropriate road safety websites.
Delivering an online Program
Some schools deliver much of their curriculum online and value the interactivity and self-paced
learning that can be incorporated. A number of schools commented that the current version of
Keys for Life represents an 'old-fashioned' approach to pedagogy and more online/computer
based materials should be explored.
It should be acknowledged however that some teachers in the State school system said that they
did not have ready access to computer labs for students and therefore the current presentation
which is largely paper-based was preferred.
In addition to the above, some schools (mainly from the non-government sector) showed interest
in students completing the Learner's Permit Theory Test online which would enable student test
results to be uploaded onto the Keys for Life website/database. Upon successful completion of
the online test by the student, teachers administering Keys for Life Theory Test would then be
able to print out student certificates. This method could potentially replace the paper-based
methods which were considered by the teacher to be time consuming (i.e. writing out certificates).
The Evaluation sees merit in implementing a Keys for Life Program website which incorporates:





An online registration/application and reporting process which captures relevant data
from schools/teachers (see Recommendation 3.1).
Information/updates on the Program (including FAQ's, changes to teaching resources,
legislation and relevant statistics)
A range of website links to appropriate road safety websites

Subject to the development of the above, the Keys for Life Program should explore the merits of
developing online student materials/classroom activities and innovative approaches to online
learning and sharing of good practice (i.e. via an online forum for teachers). This will facilitate the
sharing of experiences, strategies and practices about road safety, including:
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Providing the option of expanding the repertoire of delivery methods of the program
including:
o computer based student materials
o online forum for teachers
o audio/visual materials



Providing an opportunity for students to complete the learner's permit theory test
online.

Recommendation 4.3 (Secondary) That a dedicated website for the Keys for Life Program be
developed which incorporates:
- Information on planning/implementing the Keys for Life Program.
- Regular updates on changes to teaching resources/driver legislation/road safety statistics.
- Links to appropriate road safety websites.

6.5

Keys for Life parent workshops
The Evaluation has identified that there has been a relatively low number of schools delivering a
Keys for Life parent workshop in comparison with the total number of schools implementing the
Keys for Life Program. In this regard, it is noted that in 2008 the RAC delivered 19 parent
workshops in the 56 metropolitan schools that implemented the Program. This means
approximately 34% of schools implementing the Program in the metropolitan area organised a
parent workshop. The Evaluation has not been able to readily verify regional workshop statistics.
Teachers and parents generally held the view that the delivery of Keys for Life parent workshops
played an important role in furthering the objectives of the Keys for Life Program. Accordingly,
there is merit in identifying further strategies and approaches that will assist in increasing the:





number of schools organising workshops
number of parents attending parent workshops
proportion of parent workshops relative to the total number of schools that
implement the Keys for Life Program.

The benefits and challenges of adopting the above include the following:
Benefits




Facilitates the sustainability of positive road user attitudes and behaviours
Furthers the objectives of the Keys for Life Program by involving a key stakeholder
group that can positively influence the ongoing relevance and importance of the
Program within the school

Challenges
 An inherent limitation is the ability to attract parents to events at some schools.
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Potential strategies to improve the take-up of the Keys for Life parent workshop
The following strategies were identified as suggestions for increasing the take-up of the Keys for
Life parent workshop:












Post the invitation to parents, rather than giving to students to take home
Hold the workshop in a neutral venue
Hold the workshop as a combined venture across neighbouring schools
Invite parents of all students in Years 10, 11 and 12 rather than just those who are
completing the Keys for Life Program at the time
Provide an incentive to parents to attend the workshop (such as a larger discount on
the learner permit fee, one free driving lesson, or food and petrol vouchers)
Provide a guest speaker
Parents are to attend the workshop in order for the student to be issued with a
certificate (or the discount on the permit fee)
Work with school representative groups such as the P&C to increase awareness of
the workshop
Work with peak bodies such as the Parents and Friends Federation (PFF)
Utilise local media

Recommendation 5.1 (Secondary) That further strategies and approaches be identified and
incorporated into the Road Aware Drivers Program that will assist in increasing:
- The number of schools organising workshops.
- The number of parents attending parent workshops.
- The proportion of parent workshops relative to the total number of schools that implement
the Keys for Life Program.
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Appendix A - List of stakeholders consulted
Principals that completed the online survey (n=58)
Name

School

Location

Dr Geoffrey Shaw

All Saints' College

Bull Creek

Maureen Lorimer

Applecross Senior High
School

Ardross

Mary Griffiths

Armadale Senior High School

Armadale

Anna Kristancic

Balcatta Senior High School

Balcatta

Lesley Hardingham (for Nick
Jakowyna)

Belridge Senior High School

Beldon

Gary Downsborough

Broome Senior High School

Broome

Fiona Yeats

Bruce Rock District High
School

Bruce Rock

Raelene Harris

Busselton Senior High
School

Busselton

Andrew Wilson

Cannington Community
Education Support Centre

Cannington

Rowan Clark

Carey Baptist College

Harrsidale

Ian Francis

Christmas Island District High
School

Christmas Island

Domenic Camera

Collie Senior High School

Collie

Karen Woods

Cyril Jackson Senior Campus

Bassendean

Carol Goodwin

Darkan District High School

Darkan

Peter Fitzgerald

Donnybrook District High
School

Donnybrook

Alan Brown

Eaton Community College

Eaton

Megan Reed

Esperance Senior High
School Education Support
Centre

Esperance

Cheryl Ridgeway

Gascoyne Junction Remote
Community School

Gascoyne Junction

Ron West

Goldfields Baptist College

Kalgoorlie

Kevin Lange

Guildford Grammar School

Guildford

Lindsay Pearse

Hampton Senior High School

Morley

John Allen-WIlliams

Helena College Senior
School

Glen Forrest

Peter Stone

Hope Christian College

Roelands
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Principals that completed the online survey – Cont.
Name

School

Location

Jacquie Barbera

Kalamunda Senior High
School Education Support
Centre

Kalamunda

Stephen Wells

Kalbarri District High School

Kalbarri

Anne Tonkin

Karalundi Aboriginal
Education Centre

Meekatharra

Greg Hunt

Kellerberrin District High
School

Kellerberrin

Brian Davis

Kojonup District High School

Kojonup

Ian McCredden

Kulin District High Schools

Kulin

Christopher John Boyland

Lake Grace District High
School

Lake Grace

Lawrence Longworth

Lakeland Senior High School

South Lake

Anne Robinson

Lockridge Senior High
School

Kiara

Kerry Mather

Manjimup SHS

Manjimup

Kath Ward

Merredin Senior High School

Merredin

Karon Brookes

Mirrabooka Senior High
School Education Support
Centre

Dianella

Jonathan Hoskin

Mount Barker Community
College

Mount Barker

Christine Arnold

Narembeen District High
School

Narembeen

Mark Whisson

Newman Senior High School

Newman

Sharon Doohan

North Albany Senior High
School

Albany

John Faichney

Northampton District High
School

Northampton

Trevor Drinkwater

Padbury Senior High School

Padbury

Cheryl Morris

Pemberton District High
School

Pemberton

Robyn White

Perth Modern School

Subiaco

Pauline Wray (through
Elizabeth Sorrenson)

Quairading District High
School

Quairading

Brendan Hodge

Rockingham Senior High
School Education Support
Centre

Rockingham
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Principals that completed the online survey – Cont.
Name

School

Location

Bruce Bailey

Roleystone District High
School

Roleystone

Leila Bothams

Rossmoyne Senior High
School

Rossmoyne

M. Morgan

Shenton College

Perth

Geraldine Hardy

South Fremantle Senior High
School

Fremantle

Linda Bulloch

Southern Cross District High
School

Southern Cross

Mrs Desiree Grezenda - Day

St Norbert College

Queens Park

Kaye Land

Thornlie Senior High School

Thornlie

Craig Chadwick

WA College of Agriculture Morawa

Morawa

Kevin Beal

WA College of Agriculture Denmark

Denmark

David Harrison

Wagin District High School

Wagin

Lesley Wintle

Warwick Senior High School

Warwick SHS

Lesa Simpson

Wongan Hills District High
School

Wongan Hills

Alan Smith

York District High School

York
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Teachers that completed the online survey (n=151)
Name

School

Location

Regina Carson

Albany Senior High School

Albany

Brooke Haendel

All Saints' College

Willetton

Jan Michell

Applecross Senior High School

Ardross

Rod Kelly

Applecross Senior High School

Ardross

Cathy Lyon

Applecross Senior High School

Ardross

Jaime Marshall

Aranmore Catholic College

Leederville

Craig Phillis

Aranmore Catholic College

Leederville

Simone Featherby

Aranmore Catholic College

Leederville

Clare Smith

Aranmore Catholic College

Leederville

Connie Wong

Aranmore Catholic College

Leederville

Gary Seers

Armadale Senior High School

Armadale

Claire Krawzow

Armadale Senior High School

Armadale

Julie Smith

Armadale Senior High School

Armadale

Heather Carey

Australind Senior High School

Australind

Paul Manning

Balcatta Senior High School

Balcatta

Chelsey Evans

Ballajura Community College

Ballajura

Dainon Couzic

Ballajura Community College

Ballajura

Ray Roberts

Ballajura Community College

Ballaura

Marty Smith

Ballajura Community College

Ballajura

Julia Stojanovic

Ballajura Communtity College

Ballajura

Alice Cooper

Banksia Hill Detention Centre

Canningvale

Jane Powell

Belmont City College

Belmont

S. Lawson

Belmont City College

Belmont

S. Ogilvie

Belridge Senior High School

Beldon

Ms Jo Small

Broome Senior High School

Broome

Merredith Thornton

Bruce Rock District High School

Bruce Rock

Denise Iriks

Bullsbrook District High School

Bullsbrook

Mike Gray

Busselton Senior High School

Busselton

Louise Gore

Busselton Senior High School

Busselton

Cathy Houden

Cannington Community Education
Support Centre

Cannington

Ross Graffin

Carine Senior High School

Carine

Leigh Mackintosh

Carnamah District High School

Carnamah

Brad McCallum

Central Midlands Senior High School

Moora
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Teachers that completed the online survey – Cont.
Name

School

Location

Maree Sterrett

Churchlands Senior High School

Churchlands

Diane Campbell

Clarkson Community High School

Clarkson

Adrian lee

Clarkson community high school

Clarkson

Naomi James

Collie Senior High School

Collie

Dean Rakich

Collie Senior High School

Collie

Helen Hudson

Como Secondary College

Como

Andrew Mellor

Como Secondary College

Como

Terry Parson

Corridors College

Midland

Jackie Jones

Corrigin District High School

Corrigin

Magda Austin

Cyril Jackson Senior Campus

Bassendean

Janny Thomas

Cyril Jackson Senior Campus

Bassendean

Kathleen Tracey Moroney

Darling Range Sports College

Forrestfield

Doug Dearle

Duncraig Senior High School

Duncraig

D. Leske

Duncraig Senior High School

Duncraig

Rebecca Kinsella

Eastern Goldfields College

Kalgoorlie

Anita Dixon

Ellenbrook Christian College

Ellenbrook

Dimity Wehr

Esperance Senior High School
Education Support Centre

Esperance

Alison Gibbs

Esperance Senior High School

Esperance

Dian Astill

Esperance Senior High School

Esperance

Vanessa Pieterse

Esperance Senior High School

Esperance

Rebecca Ananga

Esperance Senior High School

Esperance

Murray Stevens

Geraldton Senior College

Geraldton

Sussanna Brink

Goldfields Baptist College

Kalgoorlie

Vaughan Graham

Guildford Grammar School

Guildford

Kevin Lange

Guildford Grammar School

Guildford

Sharyn Wren

Halls Head Community College

Halls Head

Chris Davies

Hamilton Senior High School

Hamilton Hill

Chris Davies

Hamilton Senior High School

Hamilton Hill

Jacque Ienco

Hampton Senior High School

Morley

Jennifer Stringer

Harvey Senior High School

Harvey

Kerry Cross

Harvey Senior High School

Harvey

Jemma Fleay

John XXIII College

Mt Claremont

Lyn Plant

John XXIII College

Mt Claremont
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Teachers that completed the online survey – Cont.
Name

School

Location

Scott Connery

John XXIII College

Mt Claremont

Gail Michael

Kalamunda Senior High School

Kalamunda

Anne McKinnon

Kalamunda Senior High School

Kalamunda

Vicki Fisher

Kalamunda Senior High School
Education Support Centre

Kalamunda

Shane Joyce

Kalgoorlie-Boulder Community High
School

Kalgoorlie

Nina Bekker

Kalgoorlie-Boulder Community High
School

Kalgoorlie

Marilyn Lamplugh

Kellerberrin District High School

Kellerberrin

Glen Batten

Kelmscott Senior High School

Kelmscott

Jenny Price

Kelmscott Senior High School

Kelmscott

Bruce

Kelmscott Senior High School

Kelmscott

Peter Cooke

Kelmscott Senior High School

Kelmscott

Judy Fenner

Kelmscott Senior High School

Kelmscott

Tamara Itzstein

Kelmscott Senior High School

Kelmscott

Karen Schlegl

Hedland Senior High School

Hedland

Joe Sorgiovanni

La Salle College

Middle Swan

Emily Lockhart

Lake Joondalup Baptist College

Joondalup

Alastair Reid

Lakeland Senior High School

South Lake

Paul Culnane

MacKillop Catholic College

Busselton

Belinda Anderton

Margaret River Senior High School

Margaret River

Nicola Porter

Mercedes College

Perth

Rebecca Cain

Mercy College

Koondoola

Peter Banting

Mercy College

Koondoola

Violet Bogunovich

Mercy College

Koondoola

Stewart Smith

Merredin Senior High School

Merredin

Lynne Hughes

Methodist Ladies' College

Claremont

Joe Wright

Mirrabooka Senior High School

Dianella

Mark Thompson

Mirraboooka Senior High School

Mirrabooka

Martin Long

Mount Barker Community College

Mount Barker

Shirley Reynolds

Mount Barker Community College

Mount Barker

Linda Whiteside

Newman College

Churchlands

Carrie Frost

Norseman District High School

Norseman

Lyn Peters

North Albany Senior High School

Albany

Implementation/Process Evaluation of the Road Aware Drivers Program

121

Office of Road Safety
Evaluation of the Road Aware Drivers Program

Teachers that completed the online survey – Cont.
Name

School

Location

Sara Lindsay

North Albany Senior High School

Albany

Jane Beatty

North Lake Senior Campus

Kardinya

Lauren Hunt

Northam Senior High School

Northam

Kim Rogers

Northampton District High School

Northampton

Brad Hall

Nullagine Primary School

Nullagine

Lui Ceccato

Ocean Reef Senior High School

Ocean Reef

Gaye Redding

Padbury Senior High School

Padbury

Fleur Treby

Padbury Senior High School

Padbury

Emme V. Wild

Peter Moyes Anglican Community
School

Mindarie

Darryl Spargo

Pinjarra Senior High School

Pinjarra

Juliet Stratton

Rockingham Senior High School
Education Support Centre

Rockingham

Mark Tarnowy

Roleystone District High School

Roleystone

Ravila Ruby Rajor

Roleystone District High School

Roleystone

Cheryl D'souza

Rossmoyne Senior High School

Rossmoyne

Pam Clarke

Schools of Isolated and Distance
Education

Leederville

Linda Lynch

Sevenoaks Senior College

Cannington

K.E. Attwood

Sevenoaks Senior College

Cannington

K. Powers

Shenton College

Shenton Park

John Foster

Shenton College

Shenton Park

Lynda Merritt

Shenton college

Shenton park

Christine Jones

Shenton College

Shenton Park

Ron De Boer

SIDE

Leederville

Miranda Free

SIDE

Leederville

Valdene Buckley

SIDE

Leederville

Frances Herd

SIDE

Leederville

Caroline Parnham

St Joseph's School

Northam

Melanie Kearney

St Luke's College

Karratha

Deb Kennedy

St Mary's AGS

Karrinyup

Bridgid Lafferty

St Mary's College

Broome

Nerina Cordner

St Stephen's school

Duncraig

Peter Bolt

Swan Christian College

Middle Swan

Jonathan Myers

Swan Christian College

Middle Swan

Dave Norcliffe

Thornlie Senior High School

Thornlie
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Teachers that completed the online survey – Cont.
Name

School

Location

Neil Pearce

Thornlie Senior High School

Thornlie

Amy Roberts

Thornlie Senior High School

Thornlie

Lorraine East

Tom Price Senior High School

Tom Price

Natalie Tempone

Tom Price Senior High School

Tom Price

Brett Silver

Trinity College

East Perth

Tegan Hall

Ursula Frayne Catholic College

Victoria Park

Danielle Ingram

Ursula Frayne catholic college

Victoria Park

Gary Green

Wanneroo Senior High School

Wanneroo

Tia Neville

Warnbro Community High School

Warnbro

Janet Martin

Warwick Senior High School

Warwick

John Batten

Warwick Senior High School

Warwick

Elise Duggan

Warwick Senior High School

Warwick

Carol Hay

Warwick Senior High School

Warwick

Colleen Hayes

Willetton Senior High School

Willetton

Andrea Wheeler

Willetton Senior High School

Willetton

Vicki Pobjoy

Woodvale Senior High School

Woodvale

Russell Preston

Woodvale Senior High School

Woodvale

Mark Soraru

Woodvale. Senior High School

Woodvale

Dwayne Sobey

Wyalkatchem District High School

Wyalkatchem

Narelle Gault

York District High School

York

Students that completed the survey (n=118)
A total of 118 students completed the survey from the following schools:














Albany Senior High School
All Saints College
Applecross Senior High School
Aquinas College
Chisholm Catholic College
Goldfields Baptist College
Mercy College
Padbury Senior High School
Perth Modern Senior High School
Quairading District High School
Roleystone District High School
Wyalkatchem District High School
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Parents that completed the survey (n=100)
A total of 100 parents/carers completed the survey at the following schools:










Albany Senior High School
All Saints College
Aranmore Catholic College
Chisholm Catholic College
Mercy College
Perth Modern Senior High School
Quairading District High School
Roleystone District High School
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Site visits to schools that implemented Keys for Life (n=26)
Name

Location

Peter Havel

School
Albany Senior High School

Regina Carson

Albany Senior High School

Brooke Haendel

All Saints College

Albany
Willetton

Oliver Beath

All Saints College

Willetton

Maureen Lorimer

Applecross Senior High School

Ardross

Jan Michell

Applecross Senior High School

Ardross

Rod Kelly

Applecross Senior High School

Ardross

Clare Smith

Aranmore Catholic School

Leederville

Robyn Quinn

Aranmore Catholic School

Leederville

Craig Phillis

Aranmore Catholic School

Leederville

Jaime Marshall

Aranmore Catholic School

Leederville

Paul Manning

Balcatta Senior High School

Balcatta

Chelsey Wiggins

Ballajura Community College

Ballajura

Marty Smith

Ballajura Community College

Ballajura

Dainon Couzic

Ballajura Community College

Ballajura

Alice Cooper

Banksia Hill Detention Centre

Canningvale

Cathy Houden

Cannington Community Ed Sup Ctre

Cannington

Sandra Boyd

Cannington Community Ed Sup Ctre

Cannington

Diane Campbell

Clarkson Community High School

Clarkson

Janny Thomas

Cyril Jackson Senior Campus

Bassendean

Karen Woods

Cyril Jackson Senior Campus

Bassendean

Dan McCormack

Eastern Goldfields College

Kalgoorlie

Rebecca Kinsella

Eastern Goldfields College

Kalgoorlie

Murray Stevens

Geraldton Senior College

Geraldton

Emma Forrester

Geraldton Senior College

Geraldton

Sussanna Brink

Goldfields Baptist College

Kalgoorlie

Shane Joyce

Kalgoorlie

Jenny Price

Kalgoorlie-Boulder Community High
School
Kelmscott Senior High School

Shirley Reynolds

Mount Barker Community College

Mount Barker

Susan Seaward

Nagle Catholic College

Geraldton

Declan Tanham

Nagle Catholic College

Geraldton

Sharon Doohan

North Albany Senior High School

Albany

Judy Martin

North Albany Senior High School

Albany

Albany

Kelmscott
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Site visits to schools that implemented Keys for Life – Cont.
Name

School

Location

John Faichney

Northampton District High School

Northampton

Kim Rogers

Northampton District High School

Northampton

Bruce Bailey

Roleystone District High School

Roleystone

Ravila Rajor

Roleystone District High School

Roleystone

Mark Lewis

Swan Christian College

Midland

Jonathan Myers

Swan Christian College

Midland

Peter Bolt

Swan Christian College

Midland

Tegan Hall

Ursula Frayne Catholic College

Victoria Park

Danielle Ingram

Ursula Frayne Catholic College

Victoria Park

Elise Duggan

Warwick Senior High School

Warwick

Lesley Wintle

Warwick Senior High School

Warwick

John Batten

Warwick Senior High School

Warwick

Colleen Hayes

Willeton Senior High School

Willetton

Glenda Owen

Hampton Senior High School

Morley

Trevor Drinkwater

Padbury Senior High School

Padbury

Gaye Redding

Padbury Senior High School

Padbury

Consultation with schools that are not currently implementing Keys for Life (n=8)
Name
Geoffrey Harris

School
Balga Senior High School

Location
Balga

Terry Parsons

Corridors College

Midland

Sue Wahl

John Septimus Roe

Mirrabooka

Ross Morcombe

Leeming Senior High School

Leeming

Phil White

Melville Senior High School

Melville

Milton Butcher

Mount Lawley Senior High School

Mount Lawley

Egmont Melton

Seton Catholic College

Hamilton Hill

Graeme Raynor

Seton Catholic College

Hamilton Hill

Peter Freitag

Scotch College

Claremont
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Stakeholders consulted (n=13)
Name

Organisation

Karen Sloper

Association of Independent Schools of WA

Diana Alteri

Catholic Education Office of WA

Shaun Mayne

Catholic Education Office of WA

Kris Stafford

Curriculum Council of WA

Joanne Taggart

Curriculum Council of WA

Alison Turner

Department of Education and Training

Vicki Delves

Department of Education and Training

Neil Chaytor

Department of Transport

Rebecca Poduti

Department of Transport

Vic Evans
Susan Low

Insurance Commission of WA
Insurance Commission of WA

Neil Jarvis

Insurance Commission of WA

Iain Cameron

Office of Road Safety

Jon Gibson

Office of Road Safety

Clare Thompson

Office of Road Safety

Melanie Green

Office of Road Safety

Hazel Hodgkins

Paraplegic Benefit Fund

Jacqui Jones

RAC WA

Simon Danby

RAC WA

Grant Dorrington

Road Safety Council

Engel Prendergast

RoadWise

Bruno Faletti

School Drug Education and Road Aware (SDERA)

Deb Zines

School Drug Education and Road Aware (SDERA)
Swan District Education Office
Road Safety Council Member for Education

Rose Moroz
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Appendix B - Statistical results report
Evaluation of the Keys for Life Program
Statistical Analyses and Results
1.0

Introduction

The statistical analyses comprise there components as follows:
1. Psychometric analysis of item sets measuring variables such as perceived benefits and
effectiveness
2. Analysis of Variance to examine evidence of difference among subgroups (e.g.
Geolocation, school size) with respect to variables measured by the survey instruments
3. Regression analyses to examine correlation between measured variables
Psychometric analyses were conducted using Item Response Theory; specifically the Rasch item
response model. These analyses allow examination of the reliability of the measurements of each
variable. The variables are described as follows.
The distribution of respondents is described and shown graphically for each of the variables to
provide a sense of their meaning and interpretation. Specifically, the distributions are interpreted
with respect to particular questions. In the case of the Parent survey, the global item asking about
overall satisfaction with the Keys for Life Program is used as a basis for interpretation. In the case
of the Principal survey, the results are interpreted in relation to key indicator items (30-34).
Because there were no global questions in the teacher survey, teacher results are interpreted in
terms of items with responses that are typical of other items.
For all variables, comparisons between subgroups are made and statistical analyses are
conducted to ascertain whether differences are statistically significant (see however note below
regarding sample size). The subgroups are those parents, teachers and principals who belong in
each of the different classifications of the relevant background factors (Geolocation, SEI, School
Size and Type, etc.).
Note on Sample Sizes
In some instances there were small sample sizes due to the limited response rate from
stakeholder groups. A stratified sample was sought to provide information that is as
representative of the broader population as possible. However, the small sample size makes it
difficult to draw statistical inferences from the comparisons of different subgroups, such as those
from different Geolocation classifications, school types and so on.
The principal limitation of the small sample size is that by reducing the power of statistical tests, it
reduces the chances that statistical tests will reveal genuine differences between groups with
respect to the variables measured by the surveys. It should also be kept in mind that it is possible
for response bias to occur; e.g. for more respondents whose perceptions are either favourable or
unfavourable to respond. Nevertheless, the survey data provide a number of insights into the
perceptions of those who did respond.
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2.0

Teacher Survey

The first variable measured is Perceived Benefits of the Program and Resources. The
psychometric analysis showed the set of items reliably measured the variable. The person
separation index from the analysis for this item set was 0.833. The person separation index is
directly analogous to Cronbach’s alpha. The maximum value is 1 and higher values indicate
greater internal consistency of the item set in terms of measuring the variable.
The items are shown in Table 1, with the number of responses in each of the response
categories. For item 22, the response categories ranged from “not useful” (1) to “extremely
useful” (4). For questions 23 and 40, a Likert scale was used with response categories ranged
from “strongly disagree” (1) to “strongly agree” (4).
Table 1. Items that measure perceived benefits of the program and resources
Survey Questions
Item label
Q22 PD
Q22 SDERA
Q22 Incent
Q23 Posit
Q23 Rele
Q23 Life
Q23 Disc
Q23 Wace
Q23 Comm
Q23 Object
Q23 Attend
Q23 Suit
Q23 Context
Q40 Reso
Q40 Pract
Q40 Liter
Q40 Access

Cat 1
0
1
1
0
0
0
0
4
8
1
3
1
2
0
0
0
0

Cat 2
7
25
12
1
0
1
2
10
26
1
38
12
1
4
1
6
2

Cat 3
36
39
48
71
39
68
49
63
54
78
58
70
73
54
51
62
55

Cat 4
77
44
58
48
80
50
69
43
32
40
20
37
44
51
58
41
53

Total Two
Cats

Proportion

113
83
106
119
119
118
118
106
86
118
78
107
117
105
109
103
108

0.94
0.76
0.89
0.99
1.00
0.99
0.98
0.88
0.72
0.98
0.66
0.89
0.98
0.96
0.99
0.94
0.98

95% confidence
intervals
lower
upper
0.89
0.64
0.81
0.97
1.00
0.97
0.95
0.79
0.56
0.94
0.45
0.79
0.93
0.91
0.97
0.88
0.95

0.99
0.89
0.97
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.01
0.98
0.87
1.00
0.86
0.99
1.02
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00

Note: Top two categories (e.g. Effective/Highly Effective or Agree/Strongly Agree)

Clearly, most respondents perceived the program and resources to be beneficial and useful. On
average, about 92% of respondents responded in one of the two highest (most favourable)
response categories.
Because the items are correlated and measure a single variable, it is possible to sum the scores
for persons and to use item response theory to convert the scores to locations on a scale. The
scale locations are derived directly from the person’s total score on the set of items. The higher a
person’s location, the greater the perceived benefits of the program and resources.
The item map in Figure 1 shows the distribution of person locations relative to the item thresholds
on the left and item thresholds to the right. The meaning of the scale locations is characterized
graphically because the statistical tests make use of these locations. Because the item set
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reliably measures the variable, the scale locations summarise the person’s responses to the item
set as a whole.
Item thresholds are the locations on the scale obtained from the item set at which it is equally
likely a person will respond in two adjacent categories. For example, the highest threshold is the
third threshold Q23At.3, which relates to the question “involvement in the program improves
student attendance rates”. The threshold Q23At.3 is the location at which respondents were
equally likely to “agree” or “strongly agree” that this was the case. The high location of the
threshold implies that approximately the 10% of teachers whose perceptions were most positive
were more likely to strongly agree the program improves attendance rates. This is not surprising
given many factors affect attendance rates.
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LOCATION
PERSONS
ITEMS [uncentralised thresholds]
----------------------------------------------------------------------|
oo |
|
|
5.0
|
o |
|
|
|
4.0
|
o |
oo |
oooo |
| Q23At.3
3.0
ooooooooo |
oooooo | Q40Up.3
oo | Q23Cm.3 Q23Su.3 Q23Ob.3
oooooooo | Q23Wa.3 Q40Li.3 Q23Co.3 Q40Re.3
ooooooooo | Q23Co.1 Q23Li.3 Q23Po.3
2.0
oooooooooooooo | Q40Rs.3 Q22SD.3 Q40Re.2
oooooooo | Q40Pr.3 Q22In.3 Q40Ac.3
ooooooooooooo |
oooooooo | Q23Ob.1 Q23At.2 Q23Di.3
ooooooooooo | Q40Up.2
1.0
oooooo | Q23Cm.2 Q23Re.3 Q22PD.3 Q22SD.2
oooooooooo |
ooooo |
ooo | Q23Cm.1 Q23Wa.1
|
0.0
| Q22In.2 Q40Re.1
| Q23Su.2
| Q40Up.1 Q22PD.2 Q23Wa.2
| Q23Su.1
| Q40Li.2
-1.0
| Q23At.1
| Q40Rs.2 Q22In.1

Figure 1. Item map of perceived benefits of program and resources
On the other hand, the scale location of Q23Re.3 is lower than most people in the distribution to
the left. This question was “the program develops relevant road safety knowledge”. As can be
seen in Table 1, all teachers responded in the two highest response categories; i.e. “agree” or
“strongly agree”. Again, this is not surprising given that the question directly addresses a primary
objective of the Keys for Life Program.
To reiterate, the above information provides a sense of the meaning of higher and lower scale
locations. Teachers with higher scale locations (circles higher on the left) strongly perceived the
program and resources to be beneficial and useful.
Subgroup comparisons with respect to perceived benefits
Next, the perceptions of different subgroups are compared and analysed statistically.
The averages were compared for all background factors listed above, and Analysis of Variance
(ANOVA) conducted to determine whether differences between subgroups were statistically
significant.

Implementation/Process Evaluation of the Road Aware Drivers Program

131

Office of Road Safety
Evaluation of the Road Aware Drivers Program

None of the differences were statistically significant at the α = 0.05 level; i.e. no differences were
less than 5% likely to occur simply by chance. However, the qualification regarding sample size is
relevant to the interpretation of the data; specifically, there may have been insufficient data to
detect results that are statistically significant at that level. The results of the ANOVA are shown in
Table 2.
The last column (Sig.) shows the probability that the differences between the groups can be
attributed to chance alone given the variation within the groups, which are reflected in the
standard deviations (SDs). This value needs to fall below 0.05 to conclude a statistically
significant difference at the α = 0.05 level. The results for School Type and Sector were relatively
close to being statistical significant whereas the other factors were not.
Table 2. Perceived benefits by School Type and Sector
School Type
HS
SHS
DHS
College
Ed Support

N

Sector
DET
CEO
AISWA

N

SD

37
50
11
20
2

Mean
2.308
2.059
1.715
1.666
1.419
Mean
2.1
1.6434
2.063

SD

92
18
10

1.27
0.84
0.63
0.71
0.09

1.01
0.62
1.05

Sig
0.099

Sig
0.193

It is evident that the means for High Schools and Senior High Schools are somewhat higher than
the means of teachers in other schools; i.e. the perceptions appear to be somewhat more
favourable in High and Senior High Schools. The Catholic mean is somewhat lower. Although
differences are evident, they are only moderate in magnitude, being approximately a third of a
standard deviation.
Teacher perceptions of the Keys for Life Parent Workshop
Items 44, 47 and 48 (six sub-questions) were measured together to identify teacher perceptions
of Parent Workshops. Higher total scores on this section indicate more favourable perceptions of
various aspects of the workshop as well as its effectiveness. The person separation index for this
item set was 0.891, indicating a high level of reliability or internal consistency.
The items and number of responses in each category are shown in Table 3.
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Table 3. Summary of questions in teacher perception of Parent Workshop item set
Survey questions
Item label
Cat 1
59
Q44*
N/A
Q47
14
Q48 Contact
24
Q48 Time
29
Q48 Content
31
Q48 Facili
30
Q48 Friend
29
Q48 Satis

Cat 2
52
25
0
4
0
1
0
0

Cat 3
N/A
17
2
11
2
3
1
2

Cat 4
N/A
26
32
36
40
31
37
36

Cat 5
N/A
18
40
13
17
22
20
21

Proportion
0.88
0.51
0.97
0.77
0.97
0.93
0.98
0.97

95% confidence
intervals
lower upper
N/A
N/A
0.41
0.62
0.94
1.00
0.66
0.87
0.92
1.00
0.86
1.00
0.95
1.00
0.92
1.00

Note: Top two categories (e.g. Effective/Highly Effective or Agree/Strongly Agree) *Proportion who responded 'yes'.

Perhaps the most notable result of the psychometric analysis was the responses to question 47:
“How effective was the Keys for Life parent workshop in delivering road safety education to
parents and young drivers?” In contrast to highly favourable perceptions of the various aspects of
the Workshop, about 51% of teachers perceived the Workshop to be either “effective” or “highly
effective”. Almost all of the respondents either agreed or strongly agreed that the content and
resources engaged the audience, that the facilitator was helpful, informative and interesting, that
the resources were user friendly and that they were satisfied with the structure of the workshop.
The item map for this set of questions is shown in Figure 2.
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LOCATION
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Figure 2. Item map for measured perceptions of the Parent Workshop
The item map shows that the third thresholds of the items focusing on time (Q48Ti.3) and content
(Q48Co.3) are high on the continuum. This means that only those who had strongly favourable
perceptions of the workshop and its effectiveness strongly agreed. Similarly, both the second and
third thresholds of item 47 are relatively high. The second threshold (Q47.2) is where
respondents at the same location (between about 1 and 2 on the scale) are equally likely to
disagree or agree with Question 47. The higher the respondent’s location, the more likely the
respondent is to agree.
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It is evident on the item map that there is a distinct peak in the frequency of respondents relatively
low on the scale. Specifically, nearly one third of respondents lie in the range below 0.5 on the
scale. To aid in the interpretation, further analysis showed that all of the teachers below 0.5 on
the scale said in response to question 47 that the Workshop was not effective in delivering road
safety education to parents and young drivers.
The relationship between the questions indicates that it was necessary for teachers to be
satisfied with the issues covered in question 48 to report the Workshop was effective. On the
other hand, though, the results indicate that satisfaction with these issues was not sufficient for
the relevant teachers to report that the Workshop was effective.
Approximately 97% the same teachers (below 0.5 on the scale) did not organise a Keys for Life
workshop. Thus, there is a strong association between perceived effectiveness and involvement
in organisation. It is not possible to determine from association on a single survey occasion
whether there is a causal relationship or the direction of any causal relationship. Although
teachers in Metropolitan schools generally perceived the Workshop somewhat less effective than
those in Provincial regions, this does not appear to be the dominant factor because the difference
between the means (Provincial versus other) is only moderate in size, as discussed to follow.
Subgroups
ANOVA was conducted to evaluate differences between subgroup means for all of the following
background factors:
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14.

Coordinator (yes/no/unsure)
Geolocation
Secondary School Size (small/medium/large)
Socioeconomic Index
School Type
Sector

Although there were several small differences among the means of the subgroups, only the
Geolocation differences approached statistical significance. These are shown in Table 4.
Table 4. Geolocation subgroup means for teachers’ perception of the Parent
Workshop
Geolocation
Metro
Provincial
Remote
Very remote

N
81
17
12
2

Mean
1.406
2.524
1.332
0.113

SD
1.77
2.53
1.65
NA

Sig
0.087

Table 4 shows that the perception of the Parent Workshop was considerably more favourable
among the 17 teachers from Provincial schools than among teachers in the other Geolocation
classifications. The significance of 0.087 is the probability that the differences between the
averages can be attributed to chance alone.
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3.0

Parent Survey

The Parent Survey contained a set of items that measured perceived effectiveness and
usefulness of the parent workshop. The relevant items were numbered 3 (all sub-questions), 4, 5,
6, 7 and 10. The person separation index obtained from the psychometric analysis was 0.941,
indicating a very high level of reliability or internal consistency.
The number of responses in each category of each item is shown in Table 5. For most items, a
number of lower categories had no responses, and had to be omitted for the purpose of the
analysis. For example, Q4 PP and Q4 HAND asked whether the PowerPoint and handouts were
useful and relevant. All parents surveyed either agreed or strongly agreed.
Table 5. Summary of questions in parent perception of Workshop item set
Survey questions

Statement
Q3 INVOL
Q3 FACT
Q3 TEACH
Q3 REQ
Q3 EXPO
Q3 PLAN
Q3 STRESS
Q3 ENC
Q3 ROLE
Q3 FEED
Q3 PRAC
Q3 BUY
Q4 PP
Q4 HAND
Q4 AUDI
Q4 VID
Q5
Q6
Q7
Q10

Cat 1
11
1
6
1
2
12
10
4
6
6
1
2
46
57
1
1
48
1
3
43

Cat 2
45
12
51
50
46
53
51
57
52
50
6
25
41
27
55
2
40
60
27
36

Cat 3
32
47
31
37
41
24
26
28
30
33
55
36

30
46
26
58

Cat 4
28

26
21

36

Top Two Cats
77
75
82
87
87
77
77
85
82
83
81
57
87
84
85
48
88
86
85
79

Proportion
0.88
0.85
0.93
0.99
0.98
0.87
0.89
0.96
0.93
0.93
0.92
0.68
1.00
1.00
0.99
0.56
1.00
0.99
0.97
1.00

95%
confidence
intervals
lower upper
0.81
0.94
0.78
0.93
0.88
0.98
0.97
1.00
0.95
1.00
0.79
0.94
0.82
0.95
0.91
1.00
0.88
0.98
0.88
0.98
0.86
0.98
0.58
0.78
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
0.97
1.00
0.46
0.67
1.00
1.00
0.97
1.00
0.93
1.00
1.00
1.00

Note: Top two categories (e.g. Effective/Highly Effective or Agree/Strongly Agree)

The distribution of parents, with respect to their level of satisfaction with the Keys for Life
Workshop, is shown in Figure 3. The distribution can be succinctly summarised in terms of the
global question 5: “Overall, how satisfied were you with the Keys for Life parent workshop”. The
third threshold of this item is shown in bold. This is the location at which parents were equally
likely to respond “strongly agree” or “agree”. The figure shows that approximately half of the
parents scale locations are above this location and half below. However, no parents disagreed
with this item. The psychometric analysis clearly showed that this item is a good summary of
other items, and therefore that it is a reliable indicator of levels of satisfaction.
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LOCATION
PERSONS
ITEMS [uncentralised thresholds]
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oooo | Q3INV.3 Q3TEA.3 Q3FEE.3
oooooo | Q3REQ.3 Q4VID.3
oo | Q3EXP.3
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|
|
|
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Figure 3. Item map of parent perceptions of the Keys for Life Workshop
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Subgroups
ANOVA was conducted to evaluate differences between subgroup means for all of the following
background factors
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Geolocation
Secondary School Size (small/medium/large)
Socioeconomic Index
School Type
Sector
Workshop Facilitator (RAC/SDERA)

Differences among subgroup averages were evident for only two of the factors; namely
Geolocation and Workshop Facilitator. The means for these factors are shown in Table 6.
Because Parent Workshops in Provincial locations were predominantly conducted by SDERA and
all in Metropolitan locations by RAC, the tables show precisely the same results.
The data show that for those parents who responded, perceptions of the Workshop were
considerably more positive in Provincial schools, in which the Workshop facilitators were from
SDERA. It is not possible, however, to establish which factor caused the difference; and it may be
some combination of factors. The probability that the difference occurred by chance alone is only
0.028. Nevertheless, the results should be interpreted cautiously given the very small sample size
of only 6 Provincial/SDERA schools because these may not be representative of all Provincial
schools.
Table 6. Subgroup means for parents’ perceptions of the Workshop
Geolocation
Metro
Provincial
Remote

N

Workshop Facilitator
RAC
SDERA

N

93
6
0

93
63

Mean
1.385
3.591

SD

Mean
1.385
3.591

SD

1.81
1.31

1.81
1.31

Sig
0.028

Sig
0.028

The difference between the averages does correspond with the differences between teacher’s
perceptions in Metro versus Provincial schools, shown earlier. Both teacher and parent
perceptions were more favourable in Provincial locations.
Regression
A regression analysis was used to determine whether there is a relationship between:
i) the degree to which parents were satisfied with the Workshop
ii) the number of supervised driving hours the parent intends to achieve with their learner driver.
The analysis shows there is only a very weak relationship between the two variables; specifically,
the correlation was only 0.178.
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6
y = 0.24x + 0.62
R2 = 0.03

5

Perception of workshop

4

3

2

1

0

-1

-2
0

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

Hours intended supervised driving (by categories)

Figure 4. Regression of perception of Workshop against hours of supervision

4.0

Principal Survey

With only 58 completed responses, limited psychometric and statistical analyses are possible. An
item set was formed that measures the perceived importance and benefits of the program. Table
7 provides the items and number of responses in each category of each item.
The psychometric analysis of the data showed the item set had a person separation index of
0.81, indicating high reliability or internal consistency as a measure of support, perceived
importance and perceived benefits. The psychometric analysis indicates that questions 30, 32
and 34 are reliable indicators of the Principals’ support and perception of the importance of road
safety programs that involve parents. Of the Principals who responded, about 95% agreed or
strongly agreed to these three questions.
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Table 7. Summary of questions in Principals’ perception of Keys for Life
Survey questions
Item label
Q12
Q15
Q17
Q19 Posit
Q19 Rele
Q19 Life
Q19 Disc
Q19 Wace
Q19 Comm
Q19 Object
Q19 Attend
Q19 Suit
Q19 Context
Q25
Q28
Q30
Q32
Q34

Cat 1
31
29
40
24
23
16
27
19
15
12
21
3
12
38
36
2
29
20

Cat 2
17
10
2
17
18
25
14
18
18
22
18
19
22
3
3
23
31

Cat 3
0
1

Cat 4
0
2

4
8
7
2
16
5

3
2

13
1
4

44
2
0

Top Two Cats
48
39
42
41
41
41
41
37
33
34
39
22
34
38
39
57
52
51

Proportion
1.00
0.93
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
0.90
0.80
0.83
0.95
0.54
0.83
0.93
1.00
0.97
0.95
0.93

95%
confidence
intervals
lower upper
N/A
N/A
0.85
1.00
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
0.81
0.99
0.68
0.93
0.71
0.94
0.89
1.00
0.38
0.69
0.71
0.94
0.85
1.00
1.00
1.00
0.94
0.99
0.89
1.00
0.86
1.00

Note: Top two categories (e.g. Effective/Highly Effective or Agree/Strongly Agree)

Subgroups
ANOVA was conducted to examine differences between subgroup means for the same factors as
listed in the section for the statistical analysis of teacher responses above. In addition, ANOVA
was conducted also for questions 10 and 12 pertaining to awareness of the Keys for Life program
and support of Professional Development (PD) workshops, respectively.
There were no statistically significant differences between the groups for any of the background
factors. The small sample size meant the power to detect significant differences was relatively
low. Nevertheless, no substantial differences between the subgroups were indicated in the
results. Most Principals reported that they supported PD workshops. Not surprisingly, Principals
who supported PD were somewhat more favourable toward the Program, though the difference
was relatively small (approximately 0.28 of a standard deviation).
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Appendix C - Additional survey data
Table 32: Principal reasons for implementation/perceived benefits for schools

Reason/perceived benefit

Strongly
Agree

Agree

27(67.5%)

13(32.5%)

0(0%)

0(0%)

40

The Program develops positive
road user attitudes

24(60%)

16(40%)

0(0%)

0(0%)

40

The Program develops
relevant road safety knowledge

23(57.5%)

17(42.5%)

0(0%)

0(0%)

40

Students enjoy the Program
and see relevance

21(52.5%)

18(45%)

1(2.5%)

0(0%)

40

Participating students receive
a discounted Learner's Permit
fee

19(47.5%)

18(45%)

3(7.5%)

0(0%)

40

The Program develops life
skills in a road safety context
(e.g. decision making)

16(40%)

24(60%)

0(0%)

0(0%)

40

15(37.5%)

18(45%)

7(17.5%)

0(0%)

40

12(30%)

22(55%)

6(15%)

0(0%)

40

12(30%)

22(55%)

5(12.5%)

1(2.5%)

40

3(7.5%)

19(47.5%)

16(40%)

2(5%)

40

40
18
58

68.9%
31.1%
100%

Ability for students to start the
Learner's Permit Process

Participating students receive
one point for WA Certificate of
Education (if implemented as
an endorsed Program with the
Curriculum Council)
Program counts towards
community service hours (if
students assist with organising
the parent workshop)
The Program is suitable for all
types of students
Involvement in the Program
improves student attendance
rates

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

Total Responded to this question:
Total who skipped this question:
Total:
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Table 33: Principal responses on factors that were useful for implementing Keys for Life

Factors

Extremely
useful

Very
useful

Somewhat
useful

Not useful

Not
applicable

Total

The quality of the
professional
development
provided by SDERA

77(66.4%)

33(28.4%)

6(5.2%)

0(0%)

0(0%)

116

The comprehensive
Keys for Life
teaching resources

71(61.2%)

41(35.3%)

4(3.5%)

0(0%)

0(0%)

116

The Keys for Life
student material

61(52.5%)

48(41.4%)

6(5.2%)

1(0.8%)

0(0%)

116

Online ordering
system and
availability of the
resources

61(52.6%)

45(38.7%)

9(7.7%)

1(0.8%)

0(0%)

116

Incentives
associated with the
Program (e.g.
saving on Learner's
permit fee, WACE
graduation point
and links to
community service)

58(50.0%)

45(38.7%)

11(9.5%)

1(0.8%)

1(0.8%)

116

Program fits well
into the curriculum

54(46.5%)

45(38.7%)

11(9.5%)

1(0.8%)

5(4.3%)

116

Support/advice from
SDERA and SDERA
Regional
Consultants

45(38.7%)

36(31.1%)

23(19.8%)

1(0.8%)

11(9.5%)

116

Agency
presentations (e.g.
RAC, Paraplegic
Benefit Fund, Royal
Perth Hospital
P.A.R.T.Y
Program):

36(31.0%)

44(37.9%)

20(17.2%)

1(0.8%)

15(12.9%)

116

32(27.5%)

30(25.8%)

17(14.6%)

17(14.6%)

116

24(20.6%)

35(30.2%)

21(18.1%)

26(22.4%)

116

116

76.8%

35

23.2%

151

100%

Support from the
Principal and/or
other senior staff
Support from the
education system,
district or diocese

20(17.2%)

10(8.6%)

Total Responded to this question:
Total who skipped this question:
Total:
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Appendix D - Schools that have not implemented
Keys for Life
School

Sector

Education District

Kojonup District High School

Government

Albany

Bethel Christian School

Non-Government

Albany

John Calvin School

Non-Government

Albany

College Row School

Government

Bunbury

WA College of Agriculture –
Harvey

Government

Bunbury

Grace Christian School

Non-Government

Bunbury

Hope Christian College

Non-Government

Bunbury

Ocean Forest Lutheran College

Non-Government

Bunbury

Armadale Education Support
Centre

Government

Canning

Canning College

Government

Canning

Kensington Secondary School

Government

Canning

Kenwick School

Government

Canning

Lesmurdie Senior High School

Government

Canning

Aquinas College

Non-Government

Canning

Australian Islamic CollegeKewdale

Non-Government

Canning

Australian Islamic College-Perth

Non-Government

Canning

Australian Technical College

Non-Government

Canning

Carmel Adventist College

Non-Government

Canning

Clontarf Aboriginal College

Non-Government

Canning

Dale Christian School

Non-Government

Canning

Heritage College

Non-Government

Canning

Mazenod College

Non-Government

Canning

Penrhos College

Non-Government

Canning

Rehoboth Christian School

Non-Government

Canning

St Brigid's College

Non-Government

Canning

St Clare's School

Non-Government

Canning

Thornlie Christian College

Non-Government

Canning

Wesley College

Non-Government

Canning

Jerramungup District High
School

Government

Esperance
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School

Sector

Education District

Government

Esperance

Esperance Anglican Community
School

Non-Government

Esperance

Atwell College

Government

Fremantle-Peel

Castlereagh School

Government

Fremantle-Peel

Halls Head Community College
Education Support Centre

Government

Fremantle-Peel

John Curtin College of the Arts

Government

Fremantle-Peel

Kim Beazley School

Government

Fremantle-Peel

Leeming Senior High School

Government

Fremantle-Peel

Leeming Senior High School
Education Support Centre

Government

Fremantle-Peel

Lynwood Senior High School

Government

Fremantle-Peel

Malibu School

Government

Fremantle-Peel

Mandurah Senior College

Government

Fremantle-Peel

Rockingham Senior High School
Education Support Centre

Government

Fremantle-Peel

South Fremantle Senior High
School

Government

Fremantle-Peel

Waroona District High School

Government

Fremantle-Peel

Divine Mercy College

Non-Government

Fremantle-Peel

Foundation Christian College

Non-Government

Fremantle-Peel

Frederick Irwin Anglican School

Non-Government

Fremantle-Peel

Kolbe Catholic College

Non-Government

Fremantle-Peel

Langford Islamic College

Non-Government

Fremantle-Peel

Living Waters Lutheran College

Non-Government

Fremantle-Peel

Mandurah Baptist College

Non-Government

Fremantle-Peel

Phoenix Academy

Non-Government

Fremantle-Peel

Port School

Non-Government

Fremantle-Peel

Seton Catholic College

Non-Government

Fremantle-Peel

Somerville Baptist College

Non-Government

Fremantle-Peel

The King's College

Non-Government

Fremantle-Peel

Tranby College

Non-Government

Fremantle-Peel

Winthrop Baptist College

Non-Government

Fremantle-Peel

Eastern Goldfields Education
Support Centre

Government

Goldfields

Ravensthorpe District High
School
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School

Sector

Education District

Laverton School

Government

Goldfields

Leinster Primary School

Government

Goldfields

Leonora District High School

Government

Goldfields

Menzies Remote Community
School

Government

Goldfields

The Ngaanyatjarra Lands
School

Government

Goldfields

Tjuntjunjara Remote Community
School

Government

Goldfields

Wiluna Remote Community
School

Government

Goldfields

Yintarri Remote Community
School

Government

Goldfields

Christian Aboriginal PD School

Non-Government

Goldfields

Dawul Remote Community
School

Government

Kimberley

Derby District High School

Government

Kimberley

Fitzroy Crossing District High
School

Government

Kimberley

Halls Creek District High School

Government

Kimberley

Jungdranung Remote
Community School

Government

Kimberley

Kalumburu Remote Community
School

Government

Kimberley

Kununurra District High School

Government

Kimberley

La Grange Remote Community
School

Government

Kimberley

Looma Remote Community
School

Government

Kimberley

Ngalapita Remote Community
School

Government

Kimberley

One Arm Point Remote
Community School

Government

Kimberley

Oombulgurri Remote
Community School

Government

Kimberley

Wananami Remote Community
School

Government

Kimberley

Wangkatjungka Remote
Community School

Government

Kimberley

Wyndham District High School

Government

Kimberley

Djarindjin Lombadina Catholic

Non-Government

Kimberley
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School
School

Sector

Education District

John Pujajangka Piyirn School

Non-Government

Kimberley

Kulkarriya Community School

Non-Government

Kimberley

Kururrungku Catholic Education
Centre

Non-Government

Kimberley

Luurnpa Catholic School

Non-Government

Kimberley

Ngalangangpum School

Non-Government

Kimberley

Nyikina Mangala Community
School

Non-Government

Kimberley

Purnululu Aboriginal School

Non-Government

Kimberley

Sacred Heart School

Non-Government

Kimberley

Yiyili Aboriginal Community
School

Non-Government

Kimberley

Burringurrah Remote
Community School

Government

Mid West

Cue Primary School

Government

Mid West

Dongara District High School

Government

Mid West

Gascoyne Junction Remote
Community School

Government

Mid West

Morawa District High School

Government

Mid West

Mount Magnet District High
School

Government

Mid West

Shark Bay School

Government

Mid West

Phoenix West Vocational
College

Non-Government

Mid West

Strathalbyn Christian College

Non-Government

Mid West

Cunderdin District High School

Government

Midlands

Dalwallinu District High School

Government

Midlands

Dowerin District High School

Government

Midlands

Mukinbudin District High School

Government

Midlands

Narembeen District High School

Government

Midlands

WA College of Agriculture Cunderdin

Government

Midlands

Wongan Hills District High
School

Government

Midlands

Brookton District High School

Government

Narrogin

Darkan District High School

Government

Narrogin

Jigalong Remote Community
School

Government

Pilbara
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School

Sector

Education District

Marble Bar Primary School

Government

Pilbara

Nullagine Primary School

Government

Pilbara

Pannawonica Primary School

Government

Pilbara

Balga Senior High School

Government

Swan

Burbridge School

Government

Swan

Durham Road School

Government

Swan

Gladys Newton School

Government

Swan

John Forrest Senior High School

Government

Swan

Mount Lawley Senior High
School

Government

Swan

Sir David Brand School

Government

Swan

Tuart College

Government

Swan

Alta-1

Non-Government

Swan

Australian Islamic College-North

Non-Government

Swan

Bible Baptist Christian Academy

Non-Government

Swan

Carmel School

Non-Government

Swan

Culunga Aboriginal Community
School

Non-Government

Swan

Helena College Senior Cchool

Non-Government

Swan

John Septimus Roe Anglican
Community School

Non-Government

Swan

Kids Open Learning School

Non-Government

Swan

Nollamara Christian Academy

Non-Government

Swan

Perth College

Non-Government

Swan

Servite College

Non-Government

Swan

St Andrew's Grammar

Non-Government

Swan

Treetops Montessori school

Non-Government

Swan

Boyup Brook District High
School

Government

Warren-Blackwood

Bridgetown High School

Government

Warren-Blackwood

Cape Naturaliste College

Government

Warren-Blackwood

Geographe Education Support
Centre

Government

Warren-Blackwood

Cornerstone Christian College

Non-Government

Warren-Blackwood

Cocos Island District High
School

Government

West Coast

Gingin District High School

Government

West Coast
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School

Sector

Education District

Greenwood Senior High School

Government

West Coast

Hospital School Services

Government

West Coast

Kinross College

Government

West Coast

Christ Church Grammar School

Non-Government

West Coast

Hale School

Non-Government

West Coast

International School of Western
Australia

Non-Government

West Coast

Iona Presentation College

Non-Government

West Coast

Kingsway Christian College

Non-Government

West Coast

Mater Dei College

Non-Government

West Coast

Mercedes College

Non-Government

West Coast

Prendiville Catholic College

Non-Government

West Coast

Presbyterian Ladies College

Non-Government

West Coast

Quinns Baptist College

Non-Government

West Coast

Sacred Heart College

Non-Government

West Coast

Scotch College

Non-Government

West Coast

St Hilda's Anglican School

Non-Government

West Coast

St Stephen's School

Non-Government

West Coast

Taylors College

Non-Government

West Coast

Telethon Speech & Hearing

Non-Government

West Coast

The Montessori School

Non-Government

West Coast
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Appendix E - Evaluation Methodology
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Appendix F - Road safety programs in jurisdictions
Program
Name

Target

Description

Duration

Cost

Facilitator

Source

Comment

RAC conducts the Community Education School Program.
The program operates in schools all over Western Australia
and includes some of the following road safety/driver
education presentations:

Approx 45 60 mins

Free

Community
education
officers

http://rac.com.au/Comm
unity/Communityeducation/Forschools.aspx

Western Australia
RAC Community
Education
Programs

Year 10,11,12

Licensed to Drive - Year 10
* How to obtain your learner's permit
* The restrictions applied to learner drivers
* Road rules to prepare for the computer based theory test
Back Seat Driver - Year 10
* Statistics of young drivers in road crashes
* The role of passengers in vehicles
* Strategies for travelling safely in vehicles.
Taking the Wheel - Years 11 & 12
* Restrictions of learner drivers
* Preparation for the practical and Hazard Perception Test
* Practical tips and common test errors
Road Safety the Reality - Years 11 & 12
* Crash scenarios, the road toll and those most at risk
* The 'Fatal Four" factors causing road deaths
* Your choices and consequences
Drink, Drugs and Driving - Years 11 & 12
* The effects of alcohol and drugs on driving
* Standard drinks and different effects on individuals
* The law in regard to alcohol, drugs and driving
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Program
Name

Target

Description

Duration

Cost

Facilitator

Source

PBFPREVENTI
ON - Road

Year 10,11
and 12

PBFPREVENTION - road is suitable students who are at the
pre-driver and novice driver levels. A young person who has
sustained a spinal cord injury through a road crash facilitates
conducts a classroom session which includes:

Approx 45
mins

Free

Young
people with
spinal cord
injuries

http://www.pbf.asn.au/in
dex.php?id=65

1 day

Free

mostly by
volunteers,
except for
the practical
driving
component
and the PBF

Palamara, P. (2006)
Audit of motor vehicle
driver training and driver
education programs in
Western Australia. Injury
Research Centre, UWA,
Perth.

Kids in Cars

Year 11



The "Where are your choices taking you?" video. This
video provides an emotionally powerful link to the
negative consequences of road trauma, specifically spinal
cord injury. The stories of six young Australians, who
have sustained a spinal cord injury through a road crash
are told in this documentary style video. The video was
developed with young people for young people.



A personal testimony from the presenter. The presenter
shares with the students life before their injury, how their
injury occurred, and the impact on their life and the lives
of the people around them



Scenario based activities that help students identify riskreduction strategies.



Question time which allows students to ask questions.
This opportunity serves to raise awareness of disability
within the community and break down any barriers that
may exist.

The Shire of Katanning, in conjunction with the local Road
Wise committee, offers an annual, free of charge one-day
program titled ‘Kids in Cars’ to Year 11 students at Katanning
Senior High School. The aim of the program is to encourage
safer driving habits and consequently safer drivers, with a
particular focus on the safety requirements of rural driving.
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Program
Name

Target

Description

Duration

Cost

The majority of the program is delivered in the classroom and
addresses road rules; safe driving behaviour; the nature of
reckless driving and the outcomes that can result; First-Aid,
and car maintenance.

Facilitator

Source

Comment

presentation.

The program also includes a short practical ‘in-car’ component
that addresses defensive driving techniques for the rural area
and the hazards of driving on gravel roads. For this
component students are non-driving occupants of a vehicle
driven by a licensed driving instructor. In recent years the
program has also included a presentation by the PBF.

Australian Capital Territory
Road Ready

Primarily Year
10s, can be
done outside
school, prelearner

Road Ready is a classroom program that includes a variety of
interactive activities designed to help make young people
aware of issues relating to safer road use before they begin to
learn to drive. The course includes a range of problem solving
and decision-making sessions, statistical analysis, group tasks
and research assignments.

2x5hr
sessions or
3x3.5hrs

$145 for
those left
school
(incl. 3
attempts
at theory
test)

teacher

http://www.roadready.act
.gov.au/c/roadready

New South Wales
Road Risks Your Choice

Personal
Development,
HPE 7-10, pre
learner (stage
4, grade 7/8)

Education resource includes interactive CD Rom,
Video/DVD and a teacher resource book. Voluntary
participation. Developed with Uni of Wollongong. Network
based, self paced learning. (incl. risk behaviour, decision
making, personal responsibility on the road)

Several
hours/Self
paced

Free

teacher

https://www.det.nsw.edu
.au/policies/curriculum/s
chools/road_safe/PD200
20033.shtml

Resources
only

Shifting Gears

Personal
Development,
HPE 7-10, pre
learner, (stage
5, grade 9/10)

Contains an interactive CD Rom and a teacher's resource
book that includes a range of activities about road safety.
Voluntary participation. Joint NRMA and RTA venture. Self
paced, classroom learning. (incl. driving factors associated
with crashes, risk behaviour, decision making, personal
responsibility on the road)

Several
hours/Self
paced

Free

teacher

https://www.det.nsw.edu
.au/policies/curriculum/s
chools/road_safe/PD200
20033.shtml

Resources
only
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Program
Name

Target

Description

Duration

RYDA

Years 11&12,
“on verge of
driving”

Comprising six sessions, it is a one-day event held at a nonschool site. It co-ordinates the efforts of local road safety
experts, driving instructors, the Police, recovering victims of
road crashes, drug & alcohol educators and financial services
personnel. Includes stopping distance, hazard perception,
safe celebrating & fatigue, you choose – police, personal
stories from victims, financial and legal responsibilities on the
road.

1 day
intensive

Delivered
under the Vic
Certificate of
Applied
Learning
(grade 11-12),
pre-licence

The resource focuses on young driver safety issues and aims
to assist young people to enter the road system as safe and
responsible drivers. Incl. Test you knowledge, Choices, Crash
stats, High Impact, keys please, only a little bit over, road to
freedom, safely safely, safety in numbers, what do you think?
where's the party?, newspaper

Varies for
foundation
and intermediate
activities

Keys Please (is
example of
above)

learners

Keys Please looks at how to become a responsible and safe
driver by gaining extensive supervised driving practice and
experiences in a wide variety of road, traffic and weather
conditions. Keys Please promotes the partnership between
the learner driver and the supervising driver.

Choices Alcohol
& Road Safety
(Vic Roads)

Years 9 & 10

Focuses on the development of appropriate decision making
skills, covering:

Victoria
VCAL Road
Safety Units






Risks involved in road travel
Effects of alcohol and drugs for a wide range of road
users, including passengers, drivers, motorcyclists,
cyclists, pedestrians and public transport users
Role of cars in our society
Assertive responses to peer pressure
Strategies for personal safety. & incl. teacher resource
book
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Facilitator

Source

Comment

Rotary/
external site

http://www.ryda.org.au/

Free

teacher

http://www.vicroads.vic.g
ov.au/Home/RoadSafety
/RoadSafetyEducation/S
econdarySchools/VCAL
RoadSafetyUnits.htm

Resources
only

2 hours
approx.

Free

community
group
BRAKE

http://www.vicroads.vic.g
ov.au/Home/RoadSafety
/SafetyForRoadUsers/Y
oungDrivers/KeysPlease
InformationSession.htm

Resources
only

1 hour
sessions

Free

teacher

http://www.vicroads.vic.g
ov.au/NR/rdonlyres/1DE
3FFE8-933B-42A988CE4DA2ED5F1248/0/Choic
es.pdf

Resources
only
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Facilitator

Source
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Motorvation 2

15-18 yo,
learner

Motorvation 2 is a pre-licence education resource, covering:

1 hour
sessions

Free

teacher

http://www.vicroads.vic.g
ov.au/NR/rdonlyres/AF7
4DC22-BE01-44F8A46FFAD933690BE3/0/Motor
vation2.pdf

Resources
only

No defined
limit determined
by school

Free

teacher

http://www.racv.com.au/
wps/wcm/connect/Intern
et/Primary/road+safety/s
chool+programs/second
ary+school+road+safety/
transmission/

Resources
only

Free

teacher

http://www.tacsafety.co
m.au/jsp/content/Navigat
ionController.do?areaID
=6

Resources
only






Trans-mission
(RACV)

Years 9 - 12

Thinking about the skills required to be a driver
Realistically appraising their abilities and skills as
beginning drivers.
Recognising potential hazards in the driving environment
and
Considering some of the consequences of unsafe road
use" plus CD ROM & Resources for teachers

An inter-school competition to script and design a road safety
community service announcement (CSA) for television.
Winning schools go on to produce their CSAs and these are
screened in Melbourne and regional Victoria.
Radio Transmission provides a unit of work for VCAL students
to script and design a radio CSA. The winning entry is played
on a commercial radio station and other entries are played on
a youth radio station

RAW in the
Class-room

Years 7 - 10

RAW is a curriculum resource for use in Years 7 to 10 (VIC)
English and Health and PE. The resource aims to encourage
positive social attitudes and behaviours in the next generation
of drivers. RAW does not contain overt road safety messages.
Rather, it addresses many of the issues, attitudes and
challenges that confront students, including self esteem,
morality and responsibility. The resource includes a video and
workbook for years 7-8 and 9-10. Developed by the TAC.

Implementation/Process Evaluation of the Road Aware Drivers Program

154

Office of Road Safety
Evaluation of the Road Aware Drivers Program

Program
Name

Target

Description

Duration

Cost

Facilitator
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VCE Legal
Studies - Muck
Up Day (TAC)

Year 12

Muck up day is a 35 minute documentary that tells the story of
a young learner driver who after drinking at his post-VCE
'muck up day' party took two mates for a drive in his new car.
He crashed at speed, killing one friend and seriously injuring
himself and the other passenger and was subsequently
convicted of culpable driving, serving a jail sentence. Tells the
true story from the perspectives of the driver, his family, the
family and friends of the boy who died, and others affected.
Includes, video, study guides. The Legal Studies Resource
incorporates the Muck up day documentary and detailed
discussion of the legal issues surrounding culpable driving.

35 minute
for DVD and
study guide
times are
determined
by the
school

Free

teacher

http://www.tacsafety.co
m.au/jsp/content/Navigat
ionController.do?areaID
=6

Resources
only

Year 10, 11
and 12
students who
are at the predriver and
novice driver
levels
Year 11 & 12

A program which presents testimonials, videos and scenariobased activities, delivered by young people who have
sustained spinal cord injury through a road crash.

45 minute
single
session

$120 for
video kit
(school
cost)

Community
group

http://www.pbf.asn.au/in
dex.php?id=41

Interactive program delivered by police which discusses road
safety issues including road crashes, causes, fatigue, alcohol
and drugs, speed, risk taking, peer pressure, driver attitudes
and ways in which to reduce the risk of becoming a crash
statistic.

90 minutes

Free

police

For further details
contact Christine Basso
on 8207 6585.

South Australia
PBFPrevention Road

Youth Driver
Education
Program
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Road Awareness
Accident
Prevention
Program (RAAP)

Year 11 & 12

Through the Road Awareness and Accident Prevention
Program (RAAP Program) the South Australian Metropolitan
Fire Service helps young drivers to stay safe on the roads.
Message: Use Concentration and Common Sense. Discuss
dangers of excessive speed; possible consequences of driving
under the influence of alcohol and drugs; the impact of road
accidents and ways to avoid risky situations as a passenger.

Single
session

Free

Fire service

http://www.roads2surviv
al.com.au/raap.htm

Roads2Survival
(usually added to
RAAP)

Parents and
Learner
Drivers

Includes several agreements - Peer Group Young Person
Safe Driving Agreement for young people to watch out for
each other & Parent - Young Person Safe Driving Agreement
requires commitment for both parent and child and incl. 5 key
elements - discussion, trust, family, responsibility & choice.

30 minutes

Free

Fire service

http://www.roads2surviv
al.com.au/

Risk taking
(Learners)

15-16 y/o,
learners

Interactive program delivered by police who discuss the
methods of obtaining a driver’s licence, the conditions relating
to Learner and Provisional licences and the risks associated
with driving. Includes discussion on crash risk, speed, alcohol,
drugs, fatigue and driver attitudes to road safety.

60 minutes

Free

police

For further details
contact Christine Basso
on 8207 6585.

Save a young
life

Grade 11

Coursework includes: risk factors for young drivers, statistics
relating to road trauma and the over-representation of young
people, the role of the car in society, becoming a better driver,
‘Those left behind suffer the most’, strategies for passengers
at risk, sharing the road with large vehicles, risky behaviours—
reasons & alternatives, ‘The blindfold effect’, expect the
unexpected.

Unit = 5060hrs

teacher /
community
group

http://www.roadsafety.sa
.edu.au/content.asp?id=
21532&group=programe
s

Each student is required to participate in a minimum of four
options and complete a ‘response sheet’ on each. Options
include: SAPOL seminar, accident impact/react, victim
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20 minute
DVD.
Facilitation
time varies
between
instructors

Free

teacher

http://www.nt.gov.au/tran
sport/safety/road/prioritie
s/novice/index.shtml

resource

seminar, safety maintenance course, mock accident scene,
advanced driver awareness course, ‘Don’t drive a lemon’.
(Part of unit – health recreation and the community)

Northern Territory
Ignition - Novice
Pre-Learner,
Driver DVD
Learner and
Provisional

Used by teachers in high schools undertaking Driver Training
and Licensing (DTAL), Registered Driver Trainers and
Registered Training Organisations delivering the Drink Drive
Education course. The Novice Driver DVD aims to educate
young and inexperienced drivers about the dangers they face
on our roads. The DVD includes the topics of drink and drug
drive, speed, inexperience, driver distraction, fatigue and the
importance of wearing seatbelts. It also includes a section on
the consequences of road trauma.
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Queensland
RAAP

Year 12

Presentation involving a wrecked vehicle and taking the
students through a scenario that gets them to the point of the
wreckage. A de-brieifng session is held afterwards.

few hours

Free

community
group

http://www.fire.qld.gov.a
u/communitysafety/freep
rograms/raap.asp

DocuDrama

Year 12

Involves productions of realistic recreations of crash scenes
with commentary typically by emergency service staff (e.g. Qld
ambulance, Qld fire service, Qld police).

No defined
limit determined
by school

Free

Community
group (coordinator,
Barry Collis)

http://www.racq.com.au/
about_us/community/sp
onsorship

Free2go

Year 11 & 12

Year 11 - focus on the recently changed Queensland licensing
system and requirements. It will also explain the benefits of
being a member of RACQ's free2go program. Year 12 - what's
included in free2go membership, benefits of being a free2go
member, getting your licence, buying a car, car maintenance
tips

Y11 - 60min
Y12 - 40min

Free

RACQ (+
web)

http://www.racq.com.au/
motoring_advice/safer_d
rivers/education/schools
2/secondary_school_pro
grams

PBF-Youth Road
Safety
Campaign

Grades 10-12
at pre-driver
and novice
driver levels

Presents testimonials, videos and scenario-based activities,
delivered by young people who have sustained spinal cord
injury through a road crash.

45 minute
single
session

$120 for
video kit,
additional
resources
(school
cost)

Community
group

http://www.pbf.asn.au/in
dex.php?id=41

BRAKE

Pre-Learner

Teaches passenger responsibility, resisting peer pressure,
avoiding distraction, hazard perception, risk analysis, crash reenactment and analyses of crash causes. Includes parent
session.

6 lessons of
8 hours in
teaching
phase

$20/
participant

Community
group – in
school

www.brake.org.au

Implementation/Process Evaluation of the Road Aware Drivers Program

Comment

158

Office of Road Safety
Evaluation of the Road Aware Drivers Program

Program
Name

Target

Description

Duration

SPIY

Pre-learner

Targets change in a number of risk-taking behaviours,
primarily passenger and bicycle as road safety component
(also off-road motorcycle, interpersonal violence, safe
behaviour around water). Teaches first aid skills and key
message about looking after/ protecting friends. Evaluated by
CARRS-Q & UQ researchers in 2006 – reduced risk-taking
and injury.

8 x 50 min
lessons
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Comment

teacher

www.carrsq.qut.edu.au

Large scale
evaluation
planned.
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