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Panduan 

Analisis Faktor Penyebab Kecelakaan Lalu Lintas Pada Pengendara Sepeda 

Motor Di Wilayah Polres Metro Depok Tahun 2008 
 

1. Identitas Pengemudi 

1.1. No. Kasus   

1.2. Nama    

1.3. Jenis Kelamin 1. Laki-Laki 

2. Perempuan 

 

1.4. Umur  1. ≤ 15 tahun 

2. 16-21 tahun 

3. 22-30 tahun 

4. 31-40 tahun 

5. 41-50 tahun 

6. 51-60 tahun 

7. ≥ 61 tahun 

1.5. Alamat  

 

 

1.6. Pendidikan 1. SD 

2. SMP 

3. SMA 

4. PT 

 

1.7. Pekerjaan 1. Pelajar 

2. Mahasiswa 

3. Swasta 

4. TNI/POLRI/ABRI 

5. PNS 

6. Ibu Rumah Tangga 

 

1.8. Kepemilikan SIM 1. Punya 

2. Tidak Punya 

 

 

2. Keterangan Kecelakaan 

2.1. Hari terjadinya kecelakaan 1. Senin 

2. Selasa 

3. Rabu 

4. Kamis 

5. Jum’at 

6. Sabtu 

7. Minggu  

 

2.2. Tanggal terjadinya kecelakaan   

2.3. Jam Terjadinya Kecelakaan  1. 06.00-09.00 

2. 09.00-12.00 

3. 12.00-15.00 

4. 15.00-18.00 

5. 18.00-21.00 

6. 21.00-24.00 

7. 24.00-03.00 

8. 03.00-06.00 

2.4. Tempat Terjadinya Kecelakaan 1. Satu arah 

2. Dua arah 

 

2.5. Jenis Kecelakaan 1. Tunggal 

2. Ganda  

 

2.6. Dampak Kecelakaan 1. Luka 

2. Meninggal 
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3. Faktor Manusia 

 

Faktor manusia yang menyebabkan 

terjadinya kecelakaan lalu lintas 

3.1. Pengemudi lengah/lalai 1. Ya 

2. Tidak  

 3.2. Pengemudi mengantuk 1. Ya 

2. Tidak 

 3.3. Pengemudi mabuk 1. Ya 

2. Tidak 

 3.4. Pengemudi lelah 1. Ya 

2. Tidak 

 3.5. Pengemudi tidak terampil 1. Ya 

2. Tidak 

 3.6. Pengemudi tidak tertib 1. Ya 

2. Tidak 

 

4.Faktor Kendaraan 

 

Faktor kendaraan yang menyebabkan 

terjadinya kecelakaan lalu lintas 

4.1. Kondisi rem kendaraan 

blong/tidak berfungsi 

1. Ya 

2. Tidak 

 4.2. Kondisi ban 

rusak/pecah/gundul 

1. Ya 

2. Tidak 

 4.5. Kendaraan mengalami slip 1. Ya 

2. Tidak 

 4.6. Tidak ada lampu kendaraan 1. Ya 

2. Tidak 

 

5.Faktor Lingkungan Fisik 

 

Faktor lingkungan fisik yang 

menyebabkan terjadinya kecelakaan 

lalu lintas 

5.1. Jalan berlubang 1. Ya 

2. Tidak 

 5.2. Jalan rusak 1. Ya 

2. Tidak 

 5.3. Jalan licin 1. Ya 

2. Tidak 

 5.4. Jalan menikung  1. Ya 

2. Tidak 

 5.5. Tidak ada lampu 

penerangan jalan/gelap 

1. Ya 

2. Tidak 

 5.6.  Hujan  1. Ya 

2. Tidak 
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Hasil Analisis Uji Statistik Menggunakan SPSS for windows 13.00 

 

1. Analisis Univariat 

a. Karakteristik Pengendara Sepeda Motor yang Mengalami Kecelakaan 

di Wilayah Depok 

 

 

 

 

jenis kelam in

281 92.1 92.1 92.1
24 7.9 7.9 100.0

305 100.0 100.0

laki-laki
perempuan
Total

Valid
Frequency Percent Valid Percent

Cumulative
Percent

umur responden

15 4.9 4.9 4.9
74 24.3 24.3 29.2

130 42.6 42.6 71.8
56 18.4 18.4 90.2
22 7.2 7.2 97.4

6 2.0 2.0 99.3
2 .7 .7 100.0

305 100.0 100.0

<=15
16-21
22-30
31-40
41-50
51-60
>=61
Total

Valid
Frequency Percent Valid Percent

Cumulative
Percent

pendidikan terakhir

12 3.9 3.9 3.9
55 18.0 18.0 22.0

192 63.0 63.0 84.9
46 15.1 15.1 100.0

305 100.0 100.0

SD
SMP
SMA
PT
Total

Valid
Frequency Percent Valid Percent

Cumulative
Percent

jenis pekerjaan

42 13.8 13.8 13.8
25 8.2 8.2 22.0

215 70.5 70.5 92.5
6 2.0 2.0 94.4

11 3.6 3.6 98.0
6 2.0 2.0 100.0

305 100.0 100.0

pelajar
mahasisw a
sw asta
Polri
PNS
ibu rumah tangga
Total

Valid
Frequency Percent Valid Percent

Cumulative
Percent
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b. Gambaran Kecelakaan Lalu Lintas Pada Pengendara Sepeda Motor 

 

 
 

 

 

 

kepem ilikan SIM

141 46.2 46.2 46.2
164 53.8 53.8 100.0
305 100.0 100.0

punya
tidak punya
Total

Valid
Frequency Percent Valid Percent

Cumulative
Percent

jenis kece lakaan

87 28.5 28.5 28.5
218 71.5 71.5 100.0
305 100.0 100.0

tunggal
ganda
Total

Valid
Frequency Percent Valid Percent

Cumulative
Percent

Hari Kece lakaan

50 16.4 16.4 16.4
38 12.5 12.5 28.9
37 12.1 12.1 41.0
41 13.4 13.4 54.4
33 10.8 10.8 65.2
51 16.7 16.7 82.0
55 18.0 18.0 100.0

305 100.0 100.0

senin
selasa
rabu
kamis
jum'at
sabtu
minggu
Total

Valid
Frequency Percent Valid Percent

Cumulative
Percent

jam  kecelakaan

52 17.0 17.0 17.0
45 14.8 14.8 31.8
67 22.0 22.0 53.8
57 18.7 18.7 72.5
62 20.3 20.3 92.8
22 7.2 7.2 100.0

305 100.0 100.0

05.00-08.59
09.00-12.59
13.00-16.59
17.00-20.59
21.00-00-59
01.00-04.59
Total

Valid
Frequency Percent Valid Percent

Cumulative
Percent
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c. Gambaran Faktor Penyebab Kecelakaan Lalu Lintas Pada Pengendara 

Sepeda Motor 

 

 

 

 

lokas i kecelakaan

83 27.2 27.2 27.2
222 72.8 72.8 100.0
305 100.0 100.0

satu arah
dua arah
Total

Valid
Frequency Percent Valid Percent

Cumulative
Percent

jenis cidera (ada korban/m eninggal)

269 88.2 88.2 88.2
36 11.8 11.8 100.0

305 100.0 100.0

luka
meninggal
Total

Valid
Frequency Percent Valid Percent

Cumulative
Percent

lengah

76 24.9 24.9 24.9
229 75.1 75.1 100.0
305 100.0 100.0

ya
tidak
Total

Valid
Frequency Percent Valid Percent

Cumulative
Percent

m engantuk

31 10.2 10.2 10.2
274 89.8 89.8 100.0
305 100.0 100.0

ya
tidak
Total

Valid
Frequency Percent Valid Percent

Cumulative
Percent

pengaruh alkohol

9 3.0 3.0 3.0
296 97.0 97.0 100.0
305 100.0 100.0

ya
tidak
Total

Valid
Frequency Percent Valid Percent

Cumulative
Percent

kele lahan

40 13.1 13.1 13.1
265 86.9 86.9 100.0
305 100.0 100.0

ya
tidak
Total

Valid
Frequency Percent Valid Percent

Cumulative
Percent
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tidak ter ampil

62 20.3 20.3 20.3
243 79.7 79.7 100.0
305 100.0 100.0

ya
tidak
Total

Valid
Frequency Percent Valid Percent

Cumulative
Percent

tidak ter tib

59 19.3 19.3 19.3
246 80.7 80.7 100.0
305 100.0 100.0

ya
tidak
Total

Valid
Frequency Percent Valid Percent

Cumulative
Percent

rem blong

8 2.6 2.6 2.6
297 97.4 97.4 100.0
305 100.0 100.0

ya
tidak
Total

Valid
Frequency Percent Valid Percent

Cumulative
Percent

ban pecah

6 2.0 2.0 2.0
299 98.0 98.0 100.0
305 100.0 100.0

ya
tidak
Total

Valid
Frequency Percent Valid Percent

Cumulative
Percent

selip

9 3.0 3.0 3.0
296 97.0 97.0 100.0
305 100.0 100.0

ya
tidak
Total

Valid
Frequency Percent Valid Percent

Cumulative
Percent

lam pu tidak  m enyala

7 2.3 2.3 2.3
298 97.7 97.7 100.0
305 100.0 100.0

ya
tidak
Total

Valid
Frequency Percent Valid Percent

Cumulative
Percent
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jalan berlubang

13 4.3 4.3 4.3
292 95.7 95.7 100.0
305 100.0 100.0

ya
tidak
Total

Valid
Frequency Percent Valid Percent

Cumulative
Percent

jalan r usak

8 2.6 2.6 2.6
297 97.4 97.4 100.0
305 100.0 100.0

ya
tidak
Total

Valid
Frequency Percent Valid Percent

Cumulative
Percent

jalan licin/basah

9 3.0 3.0 3.0
296 97.0 97.0 100.0
305 100.0 100.0

ya
tidak
Total

Valid
Frequency Percent Valid Percent

Cumulative
Percent

jalan m enikung

40 13.1 13.1 13.1
265 86.9 86.9 100.0
305 100.0 100.0

ya
tidak
Total

Valid
Frequency Percent Valid Percent

Cumulative
Percent

pener angan jalan tidak  m enyala

12 3.9 3.9 3.9
293 96.1 96.1 100.0
305 100.0 100.0

ya
tidak
Total

Valid
Frequency Percent Valid Percent

Cumulative
Percent

hujan

10 3.3 3.3 3.3
295 96.7 96.7 100.0
305 100.0 100.0

ya
tidak
Total

Valid
Frequency Percent Valid Percent

Cumulative
Percent
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2. Analisis Bivariat (Crosstabs-Chi Square) Hubungan Faktor Penyebab 

Kecelakaan dengan Kejadian Meninggal Akibat Kecelakaan Lalu 

Lintas 

Crosstabs 

 
 

lengah * kejadian meninggal akibat kecelakaan lalu lintas 

 

Case Process ing Summ ary

305 100.0% 0 .0% 305 100.0%
305 100.0% 0 .0% 305 100.0%

305 100.0% 0 .0% 305 100.0%

305 100.0% 0 .0% 305 100.0%
305 100.0% 0 .0% 305 100.0%
305 100.0% 0 .0% 305 100.0%
305 100.0% 0 .0% 305 100.0%
305 100.0% 0 .0% 305 100.0%
305 100.0% 0 .0% 305 100.0%

305 100.0% 0 .0% 305 100.0%

305 100.0% 0 .0% 305 100.0%
305 100.0% 0 .0% 305 100.0%
305 100.0% 0 .0% 305 100.0%
305 100.0% 0 .0% 305 100.0%

305 100.0% 0 .0% 305 100.0%

305 100.0% 0 .0% 305 100.0%

lengah * cidera2
mengantuk * c idera2
pengaruh alkohol *
cidera2
kelelahan * cidera2
tidak terampil * cidera2
tidak tertib * cidera2
rem blong * c idera2
ban pecah * c idera2
selip * c idera2
lampu tidak menyala *
cidera2
jalan berlubang * c idera2
jalan rusak * c idera2
jalan licin/basah * cidera2
jalan menikung * cidera2
penerangan jalan tidak
menyala * cidera2
hujan * c idera2

N Percent N Percent N Percent
Valid Missing Total

Cases

Crosstab

7 69 76
9.2% 90.8% 100.0%

29 200 229
12.7% 87.3% 100.0%

36 269 305
11.8% 88.2% 100.0%

Count
% w ithin lengah
Count
% w ithin lengah
Count
% w ithin lengah

ya

tidak

lengah

Total

meninggal luka/cidera
cidera2

Total
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mengantuk * kejadian meninggal akibat kecelakaan lalu lintas 

 

 

Chi-Square  Tes ts

.654b 1 .419

.364 1 .546

.685 1 .408
.539 .279

305

Pearson Chi-Square
Continuity  Correctiona

Likelihood Ratio
Fisher's  Exact Test
N of  Valid Cases

Value df
Asymp. Sig.

(2-s ided)
Exact Sig.
(2-s ided)

Exact Sig.
(1-s ided)

Computed only for a 2x2 tablea. 

0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 8.
97.

b. 

Risk  Estimate

.700 .293 1.669

.727 .332 1.592

1.040 .953 1.134

305

Odds Ratio for
lengah (ya / tidak )
For cohort c idera2
= meninggal
For cohort c idera2
= luka/cidera
N of  Valid Cases

Value Low er Upper

95% Conf idence
Interval

Cross tab

7 24 31
22.6% 77.4% 100.0%

29 245 274
10.6% 89.4% 100.0%

36 269 305
11.8% 88.2% 100.0%

Count
% w ithin mengantuk
Count
% w ithin mengantuk
Count
% w ithin mengantuk

ya

tidak

mengantuk

Total

meninggal luka/cidera
cidera2

Total

Chi-Square  Tes ts

3.850b 1 .050
2.784 1 .095
3.230 1 .072

.072 .055
305

Pearson Chi-Square
Continuity  Correctiona

Likelihood Ratio
Fisher's  Exact Test
N of  Valid Cases

Value df
Asymp. Sig.

(2-s ided)
Exact Sig.
(2-s ided)

Exact Sig.
(1-s ided)

Computed only for a 2x2 tablea. 

1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is  3.
66.

b. 

Analisis faktor..., Metta Kartika, FKM UI, 2009



 
 

kelelahan * kejadian meninggal akibat kecelakaan lalu lintas 

 

 

 

Risk  Estimate

2.464 .976 6.219

2.133 1.021 4.459

.866 .713 1.052

305

Odds Ratio for
mengantuk (ya / tidak )
For cohort c idera2 =
meninggal
For cohort c idera2 =
luka/c idera
N of  Valid Cases

Value Low er Upper

95% Conf idence
Interval

Crosstab

8 32 40
20.0% 80.0% 100.0%

28 237 265
10.6% 89.4% 100.0%

36 269 305
11.8% 88.2% 100.0%

Count
% w ithin kelelahan
Count
% w ithin kelelahan
Count
% w ithin kelelahan

ya

tidak

kelelahan

Total

meninggal luka/cidera
cidera2

Total

Chi-Square  Tes ts

2.971b 1 .085
2.134 1 .144
2.597 1 .107

.110 .078
305

Pearson Chi-Square
Continuity  Correctiona

Likelihood Ratio
Fisher's  Exact Test
N of  Valid Cases

Value df
Asymp. Sig.

(2-s ided)
Exact Sig.
(2-s ided)

Exact Sig.
(1-s ided)

Computed only for a 2x2 tablea. 

1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is  4.
72.

b. 

Risk  Estimate

2.116 .888 5.041

1.893 .929 3.857

.895 .762 1.050

305

Odds Ratio for
kelelahan (ya / tidak)
For cohort c idera2 =
meninggal
For cohort c idera2 =
luka/cidera
N of  Valid Cases

Value Low er Upper

95% Conf idence
Interval
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tidak terampil * kejadian meninggal akibat kecelakaan lalu lintas 

 

 

 
 

tidak tertib * kejadian meninggal akibat kecelakaan lalu lintas 

 

Crosstab

9 53 62
14.5% 85.5% 100.0%

27 216 243
11.1% 88.9% 100.0%

36 269 305
11.8% 88.2% 100.0%

Count
% w ithin tidak terampil
Count
% w ithin tidak terampil
Count
% w ithin tidak terampil

ya

tidak

tidak terampil

Total

meninggal luka/cidera
cidera2

Total

Chi-Square  Tes ts

.550b 1 .458

.272 1 .602

.526 1 .468
.508 .293

305

Pearson Chi-Square
Continuity  Correctiona

Likelihood Ratio
Fisher's  Exact Test
N of  Valid Cases

Value df
Asymp. Sig.

(2-s ided)
Exact Sig.
(2-s ided)

Exact Sig.
(1-s ided)

Computed only for a 2x2 tablea. 

0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 7.
32.

b. 

Risk  Estimate

1.358 .603 3.060

1.306 .648 2.633

.962 .860 1.075

305

Odds Ratio for tidak
terampil (ya / tidak)
For cohort c idera2 =
meninggal
For cohort c idera2 =
luka/cidera
N of  Valid Cases

Value Low er Upper

95% Conf idence
Interval

Cross tab

9 50 59
15.3% 84.7% 100.0%

27 219 246
11.0% 89.0% 100.0%

36 269 305
11.8% 88.2% 100.0%

Count
% w ithin tidak tertib
Count
% w ithin tidak tertib
Count
% w ithin tidak tertib

ya

tidak

tidak
tertib

Total

meninggal luka/cidera
cidera2

Total
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rem blong * kejadian meninggal akibat kecelakaan lalu lintas 

 

 

Chi-Square  Tes ts

.837b 1 .360

.476 1 .490

.791 1 .374
.371 .239

305

Pearson Chi-Square
Continuity  Correctiona

Likelihood Ratio
Fisher's  Exact Test
N of  Valid Cases

Value df
Asymp. Sig.

(2-s ided)
Exact Sig.
(2-s ided)

Exact Sig.
(1-s ided)

Computed only for a 2x2 tablea. 

0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 6.
96.

b. 

Risk  Estimate

1.460 .647 3.297

1.390 .691 2.796

.952 .847 1.070

305

Odds Ratio for tidak
tertib (ya / tidak)
For cohort c idera2 =
meninggal
For cohort c idera2 =
luka/cidera
N of  Valid Cases

Value Low er Upper

95% Conf idence
Interval

Crosstab

3 5 8
37.5% 62.5% 100.0%

33 264 297
11.1% 88.9% 100.0%

36 269 305
11.8% 88.2% 100.0%

Count
% w ithin rem blong
Count
% w ithin rem blong
Count
% w ithin rem blong

ya

tidak

rem blong

Total

meninggal luka/cidera
cidera2

Total

Chi-Square  Tes ts

5.211b 1 .022
2.984 1 .084
3.631 1 .057

.056 .056
305

Pearson Chi-Square
Continuity  Correctiona

Likelihood Ratio
Fisher's  Exact Test
N of  Valid Cases

Value df
Asymp. Sig.

(2-s ided)
Exact Sig.
(2-s ided)

Exact Sig.
(1-s ided)

Computed only for a 2x2 tablea. 

1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is  .
94.

b. 
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ban pecah * kejadian meninggal akibat kecelakaan lalu lintas 

 

 

 

Risk  Estimate

4.800 1.097 21.010

3.375 1.304 8.733

.703 .410 1.204

305

Odds Ratio for rem
blong (ya / tidak)
For cohort c idera2
= meninggal
For cohort c idera2
= luka/cidera
N of  Valid Cases

Value Low er Upper

95% Conf idence
Interval

Crosstab

3 3 6
50.0% 50.0% 100.0%

33 266 299
11.0% 89.0% 100.0%

36 269 305
11.8% 88.2% 100.0%

Count
% w ithin ban pecah
Count
% w ithin ban pecah
Count
% w ithin ban pecah

ya

tidak

ban pecah

Total

meninggal luka/cidera
cidera2

Total

Chi-Square  Tes ts

8.578b 1 .003
5.243 1 .022
5.429 1 .020

.024 .024
305

Pearson Chi-Square
Continuity  Correctiona

Likelihood Ratio
Fisher's  Exact Test
N of  Valid Cases

Value df
Asymp. Sig.

(2-s ided)
Exact Sig.
(2-s ided)

Exact Sig.
(1-s ided)

Computed only for a 2x2 tablea. 

1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is  .
71.

b. 

Risk  Estimate

8.061 1.563 41.582

4.530 1.912 10.732

.562 .252 1.252

305

Odds Ratio for ban
pecah (ya / tidak)
For cohort c idera2
= meninggal
For cohort c idera2
= luka/cidera
N of  Valid Cases

Value Low er Upper

95% Conf idence
Interval
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selip * kejadian meninggal akibat kecelakaan lalu lintas 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Crosstab

2 7 9
22.2% 77.8% 100.0%

34 262 296
11.5% 88.5% 100.0%

36 269 305
11.8% 88.2% 100.0%

Count
% w ithin selip
Count
% w ithin selip
Count
% w ithin selip

ya

tidak

selip

Total

meninggal luka/cidera
cidera2

Total

Chi-Square  Tes ts

.967b 1 .325

.211 1 .646

.800 1 .371
.288 .288

305

Pearson Chi-Square
Continuity  Correctiona

Likelihood Ratio
Fisher's  Exact Test
N of  Valid Cases

Value df
Asymp. Sig.

(2-s ided)
Exact Sig.
(2-s ided)

Exact Sig.
(1-s ided)

Computed only for a 2x2 tablea. 

1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is  1.
06.

b. 

Risk  Estimate

2.202 .439 11.032

1.935 .547 6.837

.879 .618 1.249

305

Odds Ratio for
selip (ya / tidak)
For cohort c idera2
= meninggal
For cohort c idera2
= luka/cidera
N of  Valid Cases

Value Low er Upper

95% Conf idence
Interval
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lampu tidak menyala * kejadian meninggal akibat kecelakaan lalu lintas 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Cross tab

1 6 7

14.3% 85.7% 100.0%

35 263 298

11.7% 88.3% 100.0%

36 269 305

11.8% 88.2% 100.0%

Count
% w ithin lampu
tidak menyala
Count
% w ithin lampu
tidak menyala
Count
% w ithin lampu
tidak menyala

ya

tidak

lampu tidak
menyala

Total

meninggal luka/cidera
cidera2

Total

Chi-Square  Tes ts

.042b 1 .837

.000 1 1.000

.040 1 .841
.589 .589

305

Pearson Chi-Square
Continuity  Correctiona

Likelihood Ratio
Fisher's  Exact Test
N of  Valid Cases

Value df
Asymp. Sig.

(2-s ided)
Exact Sig.
(2-s ided)

Exact Sig.
(1-s ided)

Computed only for a 2x2 tablea. 

1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is  .
83.

b. 

Risk  Estimate

1.252 .146 10.710

1.216 .193 7.667

.971 .716 1.318

305

Odds Ratio for lampu
tidak menyala (ya / tidak)
For cohort c idera2 =
meninggal
For cohort c idera2 =
luka/cidera
N of  Valid Cases

Value Low er Upper

95% Conf idence
Interval
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jalan berlubang * kejadian meninggal akibat kecelakaan lalu lintas 

 

 

 
jalan rusak * kejadian meninggal akibat kecelakaan lalu lintas 

 

Crosstab

6 7 13
46.2% 53.8% 100.0%

30 262 292
10.3% 89.7% 100.0%

36 269 305
11.8% 88.2% 100.0%

Count
% w ithin jalan berlubang
Count
% w ithin jalan berlubang
Count
% w ithin jalan berlubang

ya

tidak

jalan berlubang

Total

meninggal luka/cidera
cidera2

Total

Chi-Square  Tes ts

15.391b 1 .000
12.138 1 .000
10.137 1 .001

.002 .002
305

Pearson Chi-Square
Continuity  Correctiona

Likelihood Ratio
Fisher's  Exact Test
N of  Valid Cases

Value df
Asymp. Sig.

(2-s ided)
Exact Sig.
(2-s ided)

Exact Sig.
(1-s ided)

Computed only for a 2x2 tablea. 

1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is  1.
53.

b. 

Risk  Estimate

7.486 2.361 23.736

4.492 2.281 8.849

.600 .362 .994

305

Odds Ratio for jalan
berlubang (ya / tidak)
For cohort c idera2 =
meninggal
For cohort c idera2 =
luka/cidera
N of  Valid Cases

Value Low er Upper

95% Conf idence
Interval

Crosstab

3 5 8
37.5% 62.5% 100.0%

33 264 297
11.1% 88.9% 100.0%

36 269 305
11.8% 88.2% 100.0%

Count
% w ithin jalan rusak
Count
% w ithin jalan rusak
Count
% w ithin jalan rusak

ya

tidak

jalan rusak

Total

meninggal luka/cidera
cidera2

Total
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jalan licin/basah * kejadian meninggal akibat kecelakaan lalu lintas 

 

 

Chi-Square  Tes ts

5.211b 1 .022
2.984 1 .084
3.631 1 .057

.056 .056
305

Pearson Chi-Square
Continuity  Correctiona

Likelihood Ratio
Fisher's  Exact Test
N of  Valid Cases

Value df
Asymp. Sig.

(2-s ided)
Exact Sig.
(2-s ided)

Exact Sig.
(1-s ided)

Computed only for a 2x2 tablea. 

1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is  .
94.

b. 

Risk  Estimate

4.800 1.097 21.010

3.375 1.304 8.733

.703 .410 1.204

305

Odds Ratio for jalan
rusak (ya / tidak)
For cohort c idera2 =
meninggal
For cohort c idera2 =
luka/cidera
N of  Valid Cases

Value Low er Upper

95% Conf idence
Interval

Crosstab

3 6 9
33.3% 66.7% 100.0%

33 263 296
11.1% 88.9% 100.0%

36 269 305
11.8% 88.2% 100.0%

Count
% w ithin jalan licin/basah
Count
% w ithin jalan licin/basah
Count
% w ithin jalan licin/basah

ya

tidak

jalan licin/basah

Total

meninggal luka/cidera
cidera2

Total

Chi-Square  Tes ts

4.129b 1 .042
2.273 1 .132
2.995 1 .084

.077 .077
305

Pearson Chi-Square
Continuity  Correctiona

Likelihood Ratio
Fisher's  Exact Test
N of  Valid Cases

Value df
Asymp. Sig.

(2-s ided)
Exact Sig.
(2-s ided)

Exact Sig.
(1-s ided)

Computed only for a 2x2 tablea. 

1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is  1.
06.

b. 
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jalan menikung * kejadian meninggal akibat kecelakaan lalu lintas 

 

 

 

Risk  Estim ate

3.985 .951 16.691

2.990 1.124 7.953

.750 .472 1.193

305

Odds Ratio for jalan
licin/basah (ya / tidak)
For cohort c idera2 =
meninggal
For cohort c idera2 =
luka/c idera
N of  Valid Cases

Value Low er Upper

95% Conf idence
Interval

Crosstab

4 36 40
10.0% 90.0% 100.0%

32 233 265
12.1% 87.9% 100.0%

36 269 305
11.8% 88.2% 100.0%

Count
% w ithin jalan menikung
Count
% w ithin jalan menikung
Count
% w ithin jalan menikung

ya

tidak

jalan menikung

Total

meninggal luka/cidera
cidera2

Total

Chi-Square  Tes ts

.144b 1 .705

.014 1 .907

.150 1 .699
1.000 .474

305

Pearson Chi-Square
Continuity  Correctiona

Likelihood Ratio
Fisher's  Exact Test
N of  Valid Cases

Value df
Asymp. Sig.

(2-s ided)
Exact Sig.
(2-s ided)

Exact Sig.
(1-s ided)

Computed only for a 2x2 tablea. 

1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is  4.
72.

b. 

Risk  Estimate

.809 .270 2.423

.828 .309 2.217

1.024 .915 1.146

305

Odds Ratio for jalan
menikung (ya / tidak)
For cohort c idera2 =
meninggal
For cohort c idera2 =
luka/cidera
N of  Valid Cases

Value Low er Upper

95% Conf idence
Interval
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penerangan jalan tidak menyala * kejadian meninggal akibat kecelakaan 

lalu lintas 

 

 

 
 

hujan * kejadian meninggal akibat kecelakaan lalu lintas 

Crosstab

5 7 12

41.7% 58.3% 100.0%

31 262 293

10.6% 89.4% 100.0%

36 269 305

11.8% 88.2% 100.0%

Count
% w ithin penerangan
jalan tidak menyala
Count
% w ithin penerangan
jalan tidak menyala
Count
% w ithin penerangan
jalan tidak menyala

ya

tidak

penerangan jalan
tidak menyala

Total

meninggal luka/cidera
cidera2

Total

Chi-Square  Tes ts

10.701b 1 .001
7.923 1 .005
7.260 1 .007

.007 .007
305

Pearson Chi-Square
Continuity  Correctiona

Likelihood Ratio
Fisher's  Exact Test
N of  Valid Cases

Value df
Asymp. Sig.

(2-s ided)
Exact Sig.
(2-s ided)

Exact Sig.
(1-s ided)

Computed only for a 2x2 tablea. 

1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is  1.
42.

b. 

Risk  Estimate

6.037 1.806 20.174

3.938 1.865 8.318

.652 .404 1.054

305

Odds Ratio for
penerangan jalan tidak
menyala (ya / tidak)
For cohort c idera2 =
meninggal
For cohort c idera2 =
luka/cidera
N of  Valid Cases

Value Low er Upper

95% Conf idence
Interval
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Crosstab

3 7 10
30.0% 70.0% 100.0%

33 262 295
11.2% 88.8% 100.0%

36 269 305
11.8% 88.2% 100.0%

Count
% w ithin hujan
Count
% w ithin hujan
Count
% w ithin hujan

ya

tidak

hujan

Total

meninggal luka/cidera
cidera2

Total

Chi-Square  Tes ts

3.289b 1 .070
1.730 1 .188
2.471 1 .116

.101 .101
305

Pearson Chi-Square
Continuity  Correctiona

Likelihood Ratio
Fisher's  Exact Test
N of  Valid Cases

Value df
Asymp. Sig.

(2-s ided)
Exact Sig.
(2-s ided)

Exact Sig.
(1-s ided)

Computed only for a 2x2 tablea. 

1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is  1.
18.

b. 

Risk  Estimate

3.403 .839 13.800

2.682 .987 7.289

.788 .524 1.185

305

Odds Ratio for
hujan (ya / tidak)
For cohort c idera2
= meninggal
For cohort c idera2
= luka/cidera
N of  Valid Cases

Value Low er Upper

95% Conf idence
Interval
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