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Objective of the study:  
Global research shows that trust is important for public compliance with 
protective measures during a pandemic (Algan et al., 2021; Bargain & 
Aminjonov, 2020; Devine et al., 2021), including the recent COVID-19 
pandemic (Helliwell et al., 2021; Jiang et al., 2022). For example, greater trust 
in government was associated with better adherence to COVID-19 guidelines 
(Devine et al., 2021; Jiang et al., 2022), reduced COVID-19 death rates 
(Helliwell et al., 2021), and higher rates of vaccination (Jiang et al., 2022). 
Evidence suggests that trust in scientists is particularly important for 
compliance with public health measures and positive attitudes toward 
vaccination (Algan et al., 2021). 
 
However, trust in unwarranted sources could be damaging to a pandemic 
response (Devine et al., 2021), making it important to understand public trust 
in different information sources. Institutional trust is related to greater 
compliance with pandemic protective measures globally and a decrease in 
COVID-19 deaths (Algan et al., 2021; Bargain & Aminjonov, 2020; Devine et 
al., 2021; Helliwell et al., 2021; Jiang et al., 2022). Trust in the general public, 
however, is potentially detrimental to a pandemic response, associated with 
lower compliance (Algan et al., 2021) and an increase in COVID-19 deaths 
(Reiersen et al., 2022). 
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The relationship between trust and compliance with COVID-19 protective 
measures may depend on individual factors (Devine et al., 2021), such as sex, 
education, and socioeconomic status (Berentson-Shaw & Green, 2021). 
 
Although existing research shows that individuals trust pandemic-related 
information from some sources more than others (Funk et al., 2019), more 
information is needed on which sources are most trusted in the Australasian 
context. The purpose of this study is to investigate which sources of COVID-19 
information are most trusted by individuals living in Australasia, and to 
examine differences by sex, socioeconomic status (SES), and education. 
 
Data analysis methods: 
We will be using descriptive statistics to compare what percentage of 
respondents trust COVID-19 advice from different sources of information, two 
sample proportion tests to test for statistically significant differences in trust 
between sources, and chi-square analyses to assess whether the proportion 
of respondents that trusted each source differed significantly across sex, 
education, or SES. 
 
Variables needed at which ages: 

• Responses to question 3 of the Vaccine Intention Survey (trusted 
sources for information on COVID-19) – age 48-49 

• Educational attainment by age 45 
• SES (age 45) 
• Sex (birth) 

 
Significance of the Study (for theory, research methods or clinical practice): 
 
Trust during a pandemic is related to greater compliance with pandemic-
related restriction policies, reduced deaths, and higher rates of vaccination 
(Algan et al., 2021; Bargain & Aminjonov, 2020; Devine et al., 2021; Helliwell et 
al., 2021; Jiang et al., 2022). It is therefore important to understand which 
sources are trusted and by whom (Algan et al., 2021; Reiersen et al., 2022; 
Berentson-Shaw & Green, 2021; Devine et al., 2021). However, more 
information is needed on which sources are most trusted in the Australasian 
context. This study will investigate which sources of COVID-19 information are 
most trusted by individuals living in Australia and New Zealand, and examine 
differences by sex, SES, and education. Our conclusions will discuss the 
implications for the New Zealand COVID-19 response and future pandemic 
responses.  
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DATA SECURITY AGREEMENT  
 

Provisional Paper Title        Who New Zealanders trusted during the COVID-19 
pandemic: Implications for future pandemics 

Proposing Author                 Raven August 
Today’s Date 12 May 2023 

 
Please keep one copy for your records and return one to the PI Sponsor 

 
Please initial your agreement: (customize as necessary) 
 

 I am current on Human Subjects Training [CITI www.citigrogram.org] or 
equivalent. 

RA My project is covered by the Dunedin Study’s ethics approval OR I have /will 
obtain ethical approval from my home institution (please specify). 

RA 

I will treat all data as “restricted” and store in a secure fashion. 
My computer or laptop is: 

• encrypted (recommended programs are FileVault2 for Macs, and 
Bitlocker for Windows machines) 

• password-protected 
• configured to lock-out after 15 minutes of inactivity AND 
• has an antivirus client installed as well as being patched regularly. 

RA I will not "sync" the data to a mobile device. 

RA 
In the event that my laptop with data on it is lost, stolen or hacked, I will 
immediately contact my PI Sponsor or Study Director, Richie Poulton 
(richie.poulton@otago.ac.nz).  

RA I will not share the data with anyone, including my students or other 
collaborators not specifically listed on this concept paper. 

RA 

I will not post data online or submit the data file to a journal for them to post. 
 
Some journals are now requesting the data file as part of the manuscript 
submission process. The Dunedin Study Members have not given informed 
consent for unrestricted open access, so we have a managed-access 
process. Speak to your PI Sponsor or Richie Poulton for strategies for achieving 
compliance with data-sharing policies of journals. 

RA 

I will delete all data files from my computer after the project is complete. 
Collaborators and trainees may not take a data file away from the office. 
 
 The data remains the property of the Study and cannot be used for further 
analyses without an approved concept paper for new analyses. 

                                         
 
Signature:    Raven August   
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