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Abstract

This study aimed to describe and compare perceived benefits, perceived
barriers, perceived self-efficacy, and motorcycling safety behaviors of persons with and
without experience of motorcycle accidents. The subjects were 360 motorcyclists in
southern Thailand comprising two groups, 180 persons who had experienced a motorcycle
accident, and another 180 who had never experienced a motorcycle accident. Purposive
sampling technique was employed to recruit the subjects. The questionnaires used for
collecting data consisted of three parts: 1) demographic information 2) perceived benefits,
perceived barriers and perceived self-efficacy, and 3) motorcycling safety behaviors. The
data were analyzed using descriptive statistics, and ANCOVA.

The results were as follows:

1. The persons who had experienced a motorcycle accident reported perceived
benefits at a high level ()_( =4.25, SD = .31; theoretical range 1 - 5), perceived barriers at
a moderate level ()_( = 3.38, SD = .57), perceived self-efficacy at a moderate level
(X =365, SD = 51), and had a high level of motorcycling safety behaviors (X = 3.78, SD = .45).

2. The persons who had never experienced a motorcycle accident reported

perceived benefits at a high level (X = 4.43, SD = .35), perceived barriers at a moderate

level (X = 3.65, SD = .53), perceived self-efficacy at a high level (X = 3.78, SD = .60),
and had a high motorcycling safety behaviors ()_( =3.87, SD = .54).

3.. The perceived benefits of motorcycling safety behaviors among the persons
who had never experienced a motorcycle accident were significantly higher than those

of the persons who had had the experience of a motorcycle accident (p < .01).

(5)



The perceived barriers of motorcycling safety behaviors among the persons who had
never experienced a motorcycle accident were significantly lower than those of the
persons who had had the experience of a motorcycle accident (p < .01). There were no
statistically significant differences of perceived self-efficacy or motorcycling safety
behaviors between the two groups.

These findings could be used as baseline information by professionals to promote
motorcycling safety behaviors for preventing and reducing motorcycle accidents in
patients, students, and the general public. The findings suggest that to elevate the safety
behaviors, a promotional campaign should emphasize the enhancement of peoples
awareness of the benefits of motorcycling safety behaviors, and reducing the barriers by

increasing peoples’ self-efficacy.
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