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LAMPIRAN 

 

LAMPIRAN 1 KUESIONER 

 

FAKTOR – FAKTOR YANG BERHUBUNGAN 

DENGAN PERILAKUSAFETY DRIVING PADA PENGEMUDI ANGKOT 

DI KOTA MEDAN 

 

 

NAMA : 

 

KEPEMILIKAN ANGKOT 

A. Milik pribadi 

B. Sewaan 

C. Supir tembak 

 

SOSIAL & EKONOMI 

 

1. UMUR : 

• 18-28 tahun 

• 29-39 tahun 

• Lebih dari 39 tahun 

 

2. FAKTOR PENDIDIKAN 

A. SMA 

B. SMP 

C. SD 

D. Tidak pernah bersekolah 

 

3. PENGHASILAN PERHARI 

A. <Rp.100.000 

B. >Rp.100.000 



xvii 
 

 

 

DURASI KERJA 

A. <8 jam 

B. >8 jam 

 

MASA KERJA  

Berapa lama Anda sudah menjadi supir angkot? 

A. >2 tahun 

B. <2 tahun 

 

KEPEMILIKAN SIM 

Apakah Anda memiliki SIM ? 

A. Ya 

B. Tidak 

 

KONDISI KENDARAAN  

No. Pernyataan Baik Kurang Baik 

1. Lampu depan dan lampu sign 

berfungsi dengan baik 

 

  

2 Ketebalan ban melebihi trade wear 

indikator 

  

3 Pengait sabuk pengaman terbuat dari 

besi, tali sabuk kencang dan bila 

digunakan terdengar bunyi “klik” 

  

4 Kaca spion terpasang di ke dua sisi 

mobil penumpang dan dalam 

kondisi bersih, tidak ada kerusakan 

dan tidak ada goresan 

  

5 Terdapat spidometer dan masih bisa 

digunakan 

  

 

BEBAN KERJA 

No. Pernyataan Ya Tidak 



xviii 
 

 

 

1. Saya menikmati pekerjaan yang saya 

lakukan 

  

2 Beban kerja yang saya alami sesuai 

dengan penghasilan yang didapatkan 

  

3 Adanya jaminan jika terjadi 

kecelakaan dalam bekerja 

  

4 Pekerjaan selalu mencapai target 

setoran 

  

5 Pekerjaan saya mampu mencukupi 

kebutuhan keluarga sehari-hari 

  

 

 

PERILAKU  

No. Pernyataan Baik Tidak baik 

1. Penggunaan sabuk pengaman dalam 

mengemudi 

 

 

 

 

2. Sopir memanaskan mesin mobil 

lebih dari sepuluh menit sebelum 

digunakan 

  

3. Sopir merokok saat mengemudi  

 

 

 

4. Sopir tidak menggunakan HP saat 

mengemudi 

  

5. Sopir mengemudi dengan kecepatan 

tinggi <80 km/jam 

  

6. Sopir mendahului kendaraan lain 

yang berada didepan 

  

7 Sopir  menghidupkan lampu sign 

saat hendak berbelok 

  

8. Sopir mengerem dadakan saat 

mengemudi 

  

 

 

 



xix 
 

 

 

LAMPIRAN 2  OUTPUT UJI VALIDITAS DAN RELIABILITAS 

1. UJI VALIDITAS  

a. Kondisi Kendaraan 

Correlations 

 X1 X2 X3 X4 X5 Total.X 

X1 

Pearson Correlation 1 .172 .139 .107 -.107 .523** 

Sig. (2-tailed)  .363 .465 .574 .574 .003 

N 30 30 30 30 30 30 

X2 

Pearson Correlation .172 1 .312 -.050 .321 .711** 

Sig. (2-tailed) .363  .094 .794 .083 .000 

N 30 30 30 30 30 30 

X3 

Pearson Correlation .139 .312 1 -.172 -.247 .409* 

Sig. (2-tailed) .465 .094  .363 .189 .025 

N 30 30 30 30 30 30 

X4 

Pearson Correlation .107 -.050 -.172 1 .086 .397* 

Sig. (2-tailed) .574 .794 .363  .651 .030 

N 30 30 30 30 30 30 

X5 

Pearson Correlation -.107 .321 -.247 .086 1 .434* 

Sig. (2-tailed) .574 .083 .189 .651  .016 

N 30 30 30 30 30 30 

Total.X 

Pearson Correlation .523** .711** .409* .397* .434* 1 

Sig. (2-tailed) .003 .000 .025 .030 .016  

N 30 30 30 30 30 30 

**. Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed). 

*. Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed). 

b. Beban Kerja 

Correlations 

 BK1 BK2 BK3 BK4 BK5 Total.BK 

BK1 

Pearson 

Correlation 
1 -.120 -.189 .062 .267 .386* 

Sig. (2-tailed)  .527 .317 .743 .153 .035 

N 30 30 30 30 30 30 

BK2 

Pearson 

Correlation 
-.120 1 .196 .018 .208 .468** 

Sig. (2-tailed) .527  .300 .923 .271 .009 

N 30 30 30 30 30 30 

BK3 

Pearson 

Correlation 
-.189 .196 1 .094 .141 .440* 

Sig. (2-tailed) .317 .300  .619 .456 .015 

N 30 30 30 30 30 30 



xx 
 

 

 

BK4 

Pearson 

Correlation 
.062 .018 .094 1 .535** .635** 

Sig. (2-tailed) .743 .923 .619  .002 .000 

N 30 30 30 30 30 30 

BK5 

Pearson 

Correlation 
.267 .208 .141 .535** 1 .796** 

Sig. (2-tailed) .153 .271 .456 .002  .000 

N 30 30 30 30 30 30 

Total.BK 

Pearson 

Correlation 
.386* .468** .440* .635** .796** 1 

Sig. (2-tailed) .035 .009 .015 .000 .000  

N 30 30 30 30 30 30 

*. Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed). 

**. Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed). 

c. Perilaku Safety Driving 

Correlations 

 Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4 Y5 P6 P7 P8 Total.P 

Y1 

Pearson 

Correlation 
1 .256 .032 .256 .590** .193 .313 .193 .602** 

Sig. (2-tailed)  .172 .866 .172 .001 .307 .092 .307 .000 

N 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 

Y2 

Pearson 

Correlation 
.256 1 .339 1.000** .018 -.085 .247 -.085 .585** 

Sig. (2-tailed) .172  .067 .000 .923 .656 .189 .656 .001 

N 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 

Y3 

Pearson 

Correlation 
.032 .339 1 .339 .191 .028 .247 .028 .489** 

Sig. (2-tailed) .866 .067  .067 .312 .884 .188 .884 .006 

N 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 

Y4 

Pearson 

Correlation 
.256 1.000** .339 1 .018 -.085 .247 -.085 .585** 

Sig. (2-tailed) .172 .000 .067  .923 .656 .189 .656 .001 

N 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 

Y5 

Pearson 

Correlation 
.590** .018 .191 .018 1 .464** .126 .464** .626** 

Sig. (2-tailed) .001 .923 .312 .923  .010 .508 .010 .000 

N 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 

P6 

Pearson 

Correlation 
.193 -.085 .028 -.085 .464** 1 .110 1.000** .581** 

Sig. (2-tailed) .307 .656 .884 .656 .010  .563 .000 .001 

N 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 
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P7 

Pearson 

Correlation 
.313 .247 .247 .247 .126 .110 1 .110 .526** 

Sig. (2-tailed) .092 .189 .188 .189 .508 .563  .563 .003 

N 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 

P8 

Pearson 

Correlation 
.193 -.085 .028 -.085 .464** 1.000** .110 1 .581** 

Sig. (2-tailed) .307 .656 .884 .656 .010 .000 .563  .001 

N 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 

Total.P 

Pearson 

Correlation 
.602** .585** .489** .585** .626** .581** .526** .581** 1 

Sig. (2-tailed) .000 .001 .006 .001 .000 .001 .003 .001  

N 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 

**. Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed). 

 

2. UJI  RELIABILITAS 

Reliability Statistics 

Cronbach's Alpha N of Items 

.230 5 

 

Item-Total Statistics 

 Scale Mean if Item 

Deleted 

Scale Variance if 

Item Deleted 

Corrected Item-Total 

Correlation 

Cronbach's Alpha if 

Item Deleted 

X1 5.80 1.131 .146 .152 

X2 5.73 .892 .396 -.144a 

X3 5.80 1.269 .012 .280 

X4 5.60 1.283 -.012 .306 

X5 5.73 1.237 .029 .268 

a. The value is negative due to a negative average covariance among items. This violates 

reliability model assumptions. You may want to check item codings. 

 

Reliability Statistics 

Cronbach's Alpha N of Items 

.413 5 

 

Item-Total Statistics 

 Scale Mean if Item 

Deleted 

Scale Variance if 

Item Deleted 

Corrected Item-

Total Correlation 

Cronbach's Alpha if 

Item Deleted 

BK1 5.73 1.582 .014 .502 

BK2 5.90 1.472 .122 .425 

BK3 5.93 1.513 .097 .440 
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BK4 5.73 1.237 .322 .270 

BK5 5.77 1.013 .573 .036 

 

Reliability Statistics 

Cronbach's Alpha N of Items 

.704 8 

 

Item-Total Statistics 

 Scale Mean if Item 

Deleted 

Scale Variance if 

Item Deleted 

Corrected Item-

Total Correlation 

Cronbach's Alpha if 

Item Deleted 

Y1 10.37 4.033 .456 .664 

Y2 9.97 3.964 .411 .672 

Y3 10.20 4.166 .292 .698 

Y4 9.97 3.964 .411 .672 

Y5 10.13 3.844 .455 .661 

P6 10.20 3.959 .403 .673 

P7 10.17 4.075 .333 .689 

P8 10.20 3.959 .403 .673 

 

LAMPIRAN 3 OUTPUT UNIVARIAT 

Statistics 

 Kepemili

kan 

Angkot 

Pendidik

an 

Terakhir 

Penghasi

lan 

Perhari 

Dura

si 

Kerj

a 

Ma

sa 

Kerj

a 

Kepemili

kan SIM 

Um

ur 

Kondisi 

Kendara

an 

Beb

an 

Kerj

a 

Perila

ku 

Safet

y 

Drivin

g 

N 

Valid 117 117 117 117 117 117 117 117 117 117 

Missi

ng 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Mean 1.97 2.44 1.31 1.71 
1.5

9 
1.23 

2.1

2 
1.82 1.81 1.75 

Median 2.00 3.00 1.00 2.00 
2.0

0 
1.00 

2.0

0 
2.00 2.00 2.00 

Mode 2 3 1 2 2 1 2 2 2 2 

Std. 

Deviatio

n 

.642 .736 .464 .456 
.49

4 
.423 

.77

9 
.385 .392 .434 

Minimu

m 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
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Maximu

m 
3 3 2 2 2 2 3 2 2 2 

Sum 230 286 153 200 186 144 248 213 212 205 

 

Kepemilikan Angkot 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 

Milik pribadi 26 22.2 22.2 22.2 

Sewaan 69 59.0 59.0 81.2 

Supir tembak 22 18.8 18.8 100.0 

Total 117 100.0 100.0  

 

Umur 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 

18-28 Tahun 29 24.8 24.8 24.8 

29-39 Tahun 45 38.5 38.5 63.2 

>40 Tahun 43 36.8 36.8 100.0 

Total 117 100.0 100.0  

Pendidikan Terakhir 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

SD 17 14.5 14.5 14.5 

SMP 31 26.5 26.5 41.0 

SMA 69 59.0 59.0 100.0 

Total 117 100.0 100.0  

 

Penghasilan Perhari 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 

Rp<100.000 81 69.2 69.2 69.2 

Rp>100.000 36 30.8 30.8 100.0 

Total 117 100.0 100.0  

 

Durasi Kerja 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

<8 Jam 34 29.1 29.1 29.1 

>8 Jam 83 70.9 70.9 100.0 

Total 117 100.0 100.0  
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Masa Kerja 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 

<2 Tahun 48 41.0 41.0 41.0 

>2 Tahun 69 59.0 59.0 100.0 

Total 117 100.0 100.0  

 

Kepemilikan SIM 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Ya 90 76.9 76.9 76.9 

Tidak 27 23.1 23.1 100.0 

Total 117 100.0 100.0  

 

Kondisi Kendaraan 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 

Baik 21 17.9 17.9 17.9 

Kurang Baik 96 82.1 82.1 100.0 

Total 117 100.0 100.0  

 

Beban Kerja 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Ya 22 18.8 18.8 18.8 

Tidak 95 81.2 81.2 100.0 

Total 117 100.0 100.0  

 

Perilaku Safety Driving 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 

Baik 29 24.8 24.8 24.8 

Tidak Baik 88 75.2 75.2 100.0 

Total 117 100.0 100.0  

 

 

LAMPIRAN 4 OUTPUT BIVARIAT 

Case Processing Summary 

 Cases 

Valid Missing Total 
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N Percent N Percent N Percent 

Pendidikan Terakhir * 

Perilaku Safety Driving 
117 100.0% 0 0.0% 117 100.0% 

Penghasilan Perhari * 

Perilaku Safety Driving 
117 100.0% 0 0.0% 117 100.0% 

Durasi Kerja * Perilaku 

Safety Driving 
117 100.0% 0 0.0% 117 100.0% 

Masa Kerja * Perilaku 

Safety Driving 
117 100.0% 0 0.0% 117 100.0% 

Kepemilikan SIM * 

Perilaku Safety Driving 
117 100.0% 0 0.0% 117 100.0% 

Kondisi Kendaraan * 

Perilaku Safety Driving 
117 100.0% 0 0.0% 117 100.0% 

Beban Kerja * Perilaku 

Safety Driving 
117 100.0% 0 0.0% 117 100.0% 

 
Pendidikan Terakhir * Perilaku Safety Driving 

Crosstab 

 Perilaku Safety Driving Total 

Baik Tidak Baik 

Pendidikan Terakhir 

SD 

Count 8 9 17 

Expected Count 4.2 12.8 17.0 

% within Perilaku Safety 

Driving 
27.6% 10.2% 14.5% 

SMP 

Count 10 21 31 

Expected Count 7.7 23.3 31.0 

% within Perilaku Safety 

Driving 
34.5% 23.9% 26.5% 

SMA 

Count 11 58 69 

Expected Count 17.1 51.9 69.0 

% within Perilaku Safety 

Driving 
37.9% 65.9% 59.0% 

Total 

Count 29 88 117 

Expected Count 29.0 88.0 117.0 

% within Perilaku Safety 

Driving 
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

 

Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) 



xxvi 
 

 

 

Pearson Chi-Square 8.347a 2 .015 

Likelihood Ratio 7.999 2 .018 

Linear-by-Linear Association 8.270 1 .004 

N of Valid Cases 117   

a. 1 cells (16.7%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 4.21. 

 

 
Penghasilan Perhari * Perilaku Safety Driving 

Crosstab 

 Perilaku Safety 

Driving 

Total 

Baik Tidak Baik 

Penghasilan Perhari 

Rp<100.000 

Count 12 69 81 

Expected Count 20.1 60.9 81.0 

% within Perilaku Safety 

Driving 
41.4% 78.4% 69.2% 

Rp>100.000 

Count 17 19 36 

Expected Count 8.9 27.1 36.0 

% within Perilaku Safety 

Driving 
58.6% 21.6% 30.8% 

Total 

Count 29 88 117 

Expected Count 29.0 88.0 117.0 

% within Perilaku Safety 

Driving 
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

 

Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df Asymp. Sig. 

(2-sided) 

Exact Sig. (2-

sided) 

Exact Sig. (1-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 14.040a 1 .000   

Continuity Correctionb 12.356 1 .000   

Likelihood Ratio 13.283 1 .000   

Fisher's Exact Test    .000 .000 

Linear-by-Linear 

Association 
13.920 1 .000 

  

N of Valid Cases 117     

a. 0 cells (0.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 8.92. 

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table 

 

 
Durasi Kerja * Perilaku Safety Driving 
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Crosstab 

 Perilaku Safety Driving Total 

Baik Tidak Baik 

Durasi Kerja 

<8 Jam 

Count 13 21 34 

Expected Count 8.4 25.6 34.0 

% within Perilaku Safety 

Driving 
44.8% 23.9% 29.1% 

>8 Jam 

Count 16 67 83 

Expected Count 20.6 62.4 83.0 

% within Perilaku Safety 

Driving 
55.2% 76.1% 70.9% 

Total 

Count 29 88 117 

Expected Count 29.0 88.0 117.0 

% within Perilaku Safety 

Driving 
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

 

Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df Asymp. Sig. 

(2-sided) 

Exact Sig. (2-

sided) 

Exact Sig. (1-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 4.650a 1 .031   

Continuity Correctionb 3.689 1 .055   

Likelihood Ratio 4.424 1 .035   

Fisher's Exact Test    .037 .029 

Linear-by-Linear 

Association 
4.610 1 .032 

  

N of Valid Cases 117     

a. 0 cells (0.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 8.43. 

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table 

 

 
Masa Kerja * Perilaku Safety Driving 

Crosstab 

 Perilaku Safety Driving Total 

Baik Tidak Baik 

Masa Kerja 
<2 Tahun 

Count 16 32 48 

Expected Count 11.9 36.1 48.0 

% within Perilaku Safety 

Driving 
55.2% 36.4% 41.0% 

>2 Tahun Count 13 56 69 
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Expected Count 17.1 51.9 69.0 

% within Perilaku Safety 

Driving 
44.8% 63.6% 59.0% 

Total 

Count 29 88 117 

Expected Count 29.0 88.0 117.0 

% within Perilaku Safety 

Driving 
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

 

Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df Asymp. Sig. 

(2-sided) 

Exact Sig. (2-

sided) 

Exact Sig. (1-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 3.189a 1 .074   

Continuity Correctionb 2.459 1 .117   

Likelihood Ratio 3.150 1 .076   

Fisher's Exact Test    .085 .059 

Linear-by-Linear 

Association 
3.162 1 .075 

  

N of Valid Cases 117     

a. 0 cells (0.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 11.90. 

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table 

 

 
Kepemilikan SIM * Perilaku Safety Driving 

Crosstab 

 Perilaku Safety Driving Total 

Baik Tidak Baik 

Kepemilikan SIM 

Ya 

Count 24 66 90 

Expected Count 22.3 67.7 90.0 

% within Perilaku Safety 

Driving 
82.8% 75.0% 76.9% 

Tidak 

Count 5 22 27 

Expected Count 6.7 20.3 27.0 

% within Perilaku Safety 

Driving 
17.2% 25.0% 23.1% 

Total 

Count 29 88 117 

Expected Count 29.0 88.0 117.0 

% within Perilaku Safety 

Driving 
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 
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Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df Asymp. Sig. 

(2-sided) 

Exact Sig. (2-

sided) 

Exact Sig. (1-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square .740a 1 .390   

Continuity Correctionb .367 1 .545   

Likelihood Ratio .775 1 .379   

Fisher's Exact Test    .456 .278 

Linear-by-Linear 

Association 
.733 1 .392 

  

N of Valid Cases 117     

a. 0 cells (0.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 6.69. 

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table 

 

 
Kondisi Kendaraan * Perilaku Safety Driving 

Crosstab 

 Perilaku Safety Driving Total 

Baik Tidak Baik 

Kondisi Kendaraan 

Baik 

Count 15 6 21 

Expected Count 5.2 15.8 21.0 

% within Perilaku Safety 

Driving 
51.7% 6.8% 17.9% 

Kurang Baik 

Count 14 82 96 

Expected Count 23.8 72.2 96.0 

% within Perilaku Safety 

Driving 
48.3% 93.2% 82.1% 

Total 

Count 29 88 117 

Expected Count 29.0 88.0 117.0 

% within Perilaku Safety 

Driving 
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

 

Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df Asymp. Sig. 

(2-sided) 

Exact Sig. (2-

sided) 

Exact Sig. (1-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 29.866a 1 .000   

Continuity Correctionb 26.895 1 .000   

Likelihood Ratio 26.148 1 .000   

Fisher's Exact Test    .000 .000 

Linear-by-Linear 

Association 
29.611 1 .000 
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N of Valid Cases 117     

a. 0 cells (0.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 5.21. 

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table 

 

 
Beban Kerja * Perilaku Safety Driving 

Crosstab 

 Perilaku Safety Driving Total 

Baik Tidak Baik 

Beban Kerja 

Ya 

Count 11 11 22 

Expected Count 5.5 16.5 22.0 

% within Perilaku Safety 

Driving 
37.9% 12.5% 18.8% 

Tidak 

Count 18 77 95 

Expected Count 23.5 71.5 95.0 

% within Perilaku Safety 

Driving 
62.1% 87.5% 81.2% 

Total 

Count 29 88 117 

Expected Count 29.0 88.0 117.0 

% within Perilaku Safety 

Driving 
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

 

Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df Asymp. Sig. 

(2-sided) 

Exact Sig. (2-

sided) 

Exact Sig. (1-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 9.239a 1 .002   

Continuity Correctionb 7.649 1 .006   

Likelihood Ratio 8.299 1 .004   

Fisher's Exact Test    .005 .004 

Linear-by-Linear 

Association 
9.161 1 .002 

  

N of Valid Cases 117     

a. 0 cells (0.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 5.45. 

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table 
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LAMPIRAN 5 SURAT IZIN PENELITIAN 
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LAMPIRAN 6 DOKUMENTASI 

 

 

 
Gambar 6.1 Terminal Penumpang Pinang Baris

 
Gambar 6.2 Mobil pemeriskaan layak jalan 
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Gambar 6.3 Kondisi terminal pinang baris 

 

 
Gambar 6.4 Kondisi baris depan angkot 
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Gambar 6.5 Wawancara dengan supir angkot 

 

 
Gambar 6.6 Kondisi angkot bagian belakang 


