Context: How participants view
speed in the broader road safety
landscape



Context

Speeding is common - and easily justified

While this research focused on average speed safety cameras, participants often situated their responses within a wider view of road safety.

Some participants felt that speeding was not a significant issue and/or had a tolerance*far speeding that they considered did not
endanger others.

Other road safety risks - including impaired driving, distraction (espetially mobile phone use), driver inexperience with New Zealand
roads, tailgating, poor indicating, driving too slowly and driving‘aggressively - were frequently identified as equal or greater threats.
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Participants in provincial and rural areas feltfroad safety issues such as poor road maintenance, driver fatigue and unique conditions
such as stock on the road or black ice were ‘of greater risk than speed.

Some participants noted that speedralone isn't always the problem, it's how people drive at speed, or whether the limits are sensible in
the context. Concerns were raised’atbout inconsistent or inappropriate speed limits for the road condition.

Some noted that they had adjustéd their driving in relation to speed over time, particularly after having children.
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Context

Support for enforcement closely tied to perceptions of fairness and transparency

Despite the justifications for speeding, most acknowledged that speed increases the severity of crashes, and saw reducing speeds,
especially in high-risk areas such as near schools, sharp bends, or near road works, as a legitimate safety measure. Participants were
more accepting of enforcement in these contexts, where the safety rationale felt obvious.
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Support for speed enforcement was closely tied both to attitudes to speedingiand also to their sense of fairness, transparency and
legitimacy. Participants were more likely to accept or support enforcement measures when they believed the approach was clearly
explained, consistently applied, and focused on real risk reduction, notjust technical compliance or revenue generation.
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Some were frustrated at what they considered to beinconsistent and poorly marked speed limits, and roads with frequent, abrupt (and
perceived to be unjustified) speed limit changes -whi¢h they felt contributed to unintentional speeding.
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Signage was seen as crucial in deterring speeding and enhancing legitimacy. Some felt that driver education through visible signage
should come before penalties
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Context

Widespread cynicism towards fixed speed cameras

Fixed and mobile cameras were often described using negative language - "sneaky," "cash grab," or "gotcha” - and were often
perceived to be placed to catch drivers out rather than to improve road safety. These sentitments stemmed from experiences where
cameras appeared unexpectedly or were placed just beyond changing speed zones.
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Participants were also cynical about fixed cameras, noting that once drivers leatnwhere they are, they slow down for the split second
when they are passing then speed up, so have no impact on road safety or Behaviour change.
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Drivers want enforcement to match real risk. There was strong gentiment that minor infringements in safe conditions shouldn’t be
penalised, however, support for speed cameras increased whén 'enforcement was clearly linked to safety outcomes - such as
placement near schools or in high crash areas.
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Participants also identified that clearly commuanicated camera locations and thresholds would help maintain legitimacy and public trust.
There was repeated concern about being sutgrised by enforcement rather than informed in advance.
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Attitudes

Speeding is often seen as situational - e.g.,
overtaking, running late, open roads - rather
than inherently dangerous.

Many feel comfortable exceeding the limit by a
small margin, particularly on motorways and
quiet roads.

Some see existing speed camera enforcement
as revenue-focused rather than safety-focused.

Perceived legitimacy of enforcement denends
heavily on the perceived fairness ana clarity of
speed limits and signage.
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Attitudes to speeding and enforcement, and implications fg)(':herage speed
cameras
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Implications

Communications should acknowledge that some drivers
siew small breaches as acceptable and explain why
average speed enforcement addresses risk across the full
route, not just at one point.

Messaging should highlight the safety rationale for
enforcement - countering perceptions that it is revenue-
driven.

Clear, consistent signage is essential to maintain
perceptions of fairness and legitimacy.

Education materials should explain how average speed
cameras differ from single-point cameras, reducing
opportunities to ‘game’ the system.

Campaigns should address situational speeding, using
real-life examples that resonate with rural, urban, and high-
frequency drivers.
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Awareness and understanding of
average specd cameras




Awareness and understanding of average speed cameras

Low baseline awareness of average speed safety cameras

Most participants had not heard of average speed safety cameras before the interview. Thig'meant many initially misunderstood how the
system worked, thinking it was just “another speed camera.”
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Those who were cynical about whether speed cameras lead to behaviour change felt average speed cameras might be just another form
of revenue gathering.
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A small number had heard of similar systems overseas (e.g. Australia or the UK) and understood the general concept, but generally only
vaguely. Even among this group, details about calculation m&theds, thresholds, and location signage were unclear. Awareness that trials

were underway in New Zealand was almost non-existent except for the participant in Northland.
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A small group had heard of average speed caméras only very recently, either through the media or from family members.
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