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BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPUNIA)LUN 21uv(
TABLE 1

Q.1 AGREEMENT WITH STATENENT - THE SPACING OF THE EXITS AND CROSSROAD SIGNS ALLOWED ME EMOUGH TIME FOR TRAVEL DECISIONS

BASE: TOTAL RESPONDENTS

OVERALL DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL PURPOSE

SATISFACTION V5. 0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
VITH HIGHWAYS ——————- WITH AIRPORT ==—————=-

GENDER ———————= DROVE USED AH ——— INC-
——= AGE VERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT VERY PLEA- LUDED
FE- —=——————— SATIS SATIS OWN VEH- ——~————-- SATIS SATIS SURE B8US1-

TOTAL MALE MALE 18-34 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES MO FIED FLEP OMLY NESS

— ——— -——

{A) B (0O o) (B (F) () (W} (m (K (L) (N (N o (»

TOTAL 402 179 223 9 189 118 119 265 237 143 165 237 5% 102 330 69
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0700.0 100.0 100.0¢ 100.0 100.0 400.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
AGREE (NET) 356 160 196 7% 170 07 112 233 218 137 138 218 42 B8 2% 60
a8.6 89.4 B87.% 835 89.9 9.7 94.1 87.9 92.0J 86,0 H3.6 S2.0k 79.2 B6.3 891 B7.0

h
STROMBLY AGREE 97 &7 50 21 49 26 52 43 58 39 42 55 20 20 a2 15
281 263 22.4 231 35.9 22.0 43.7 16.2 24,5 23.9 255 25.2 3T.M19.6 248 21.7

H
AGREE 259 113 146 55 121 81 & 190 160 98 % 143 22 68 212 45
6.4 631 65.5 604 640 6B.6 50.4 T1.76  &7.5 60.1 58.2 48.BK 41.5 66.7M 64.2 65.2
DISAGREE (NET) 40 17 23 15 14 a8 5 28 16 23 24 16 1" ik n B
10.0 2.5 10.3 146.5EF 8.5 6.8 4.2 10,66 6.8 1411 14.5L 6.8 20.8n 10.8 9.4 1.6
DISAGREE 39 17 22 14 16 8 5 28 16 22 23 16 " 10 3 8
9.7 9.5 9.9 15.4eF B.5 4.8 4.2 10.66 6.8 1351 13.9L 4.8 20.8n 9.8 2.1 1.6
STROMGLY 1 0 1 1 0 0 4] o o 1 1 4] 4] 1 1 0
DISAGREE 0.2 0 0.4 1.1 0 0 0 4] 0 0.6 0.6 o o 1.0 0.3 4]
DOH'T KHOW 6 2 4 0 3 3 2 4 3 3 3 3 o 3 5 1
1.5 11 1.8 o 1.6 2.5 1.7 1.5 .3 1.8 1.8 1.3 o 2.9 1.5 1.4

Lower case letters at 50X Level
Upper case letters at 95X level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10X risk level) - B/C - DJEJF - G/R - I/J — K/L - /N - O/P



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORLDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORIAILUM 3wyt

Q.1 AGREEMENT WITH STATEMENT - THE RQAD 51GN5S WERE VISIBLE
BASE: TOTAL RESPOMDENTS
COVERALL DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL PURPOSE
SATISFACTION V5. OTHERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS ——==——~ WITH AIRPORT ———————=~
GENDER —em—— DROVE USED AM —_ INC-
—————r———— AGE VERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT VERY PLEA- LUDED
FE- —————— —— SATIS SATIS QWN VEH- -~————-——— SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-
TOTAL MALE MALE 18-3% 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES MO FIED FIED ONLY HNESS
) @y () by (EY (F) () (H) ) Ky W m (N M (M)
TOTAL 402 179 223 N 18 18 119 265 237 163 165 237 53 102 330 69
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
AGREE (NET) N 173 218 B7 185 116 119 254 230 160 160 23 52 99 323 -]
7.3 956 7.8 95.6 $7.9 B3 100.0 95.B 97.0 %8.2 97.0 97.5 98,1 971 979 5.7
H
STRONGLY AGREE 118 54 &4 21 &1 36 6 52 69 49 Lt ™ 25 21 104 14
29.4 30.2 28.7 231 3.3 3.5 53.8 19.6 29.1 30.1 28.5 30.0 47.20 20.6 ¥.5p 2.3
H
AGREE 273 19 154 && 124 80 55 202 161 1M 113 160 27 78 219 52
67.9 66.5 69.1 T2.5 65.6 67.8 4.2 76,26 67.9 68.1 68.5 &7.5 50.9 T6.5M 66.4 75.4
DISAGREE (HET) 1 & 5 4 & 2 o 1 7 3 5 6 1 3 7 3
2.7 3.4 2.2 4.4 21 1.7 0 4.26 3.0 1.8 3.0 2.5 1.9 2.9 2.1 4.3
DISAGREE 9 5 & & 3 1 1] 9 5 3 & 5 1 . 6 2
2.2 2.8 1.8 44t 1.6 0.8 0 3.46 2.1 1.8 2.4 21 1.9 2.0 1.8 2.9
STRONGLY . 1 1 0 1 1 0 2 2 1] 1 1 0 1 1 1
DISAGREE G.5 0.6 0.4 o 05 038 0 0.8 0.8 0 0.6 0.4 0 1.0 0.3 1.4
DON'T KNOW 1] 0 v} o Q o o 0 0 o o 0 o 0 0 0
0 1] a o 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 1] 0 o 1] 0

Lower case Letters at 90% level
Upper case letters at 952 level

Froportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10% risk level) - B/C - D/EfF - G/H - I/J - K/L - M/N - ofP



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION 5luut
TABLE 3

Q.1 AGREEMENT WITH STATEMENT - ROAD SIGNS WERE CLEARLY READABLE

BASE: TOTAL RESPONDEMTS

OVERALL DROVE OWH CAR OVERALL PURPOSE

SATISFACTION V5. OTHERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS =--——=—-- WITH AIRPORT -————————-

GEHDER = DROVE USED AN ———————- IHC-
—mm————e AGE VERY DROVE OTHER AJRPORT YERY PLEA- LUDED
FE- -———=———=-~——--— SATIS SATIS OMN VEH~ --—————— SATIS SATIS SURE 8USI-

TOTAL MALE MALE 18-34 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR 1ICLE YES NO FIED FIED ONLY NESS

—_————— —— —

(A) B (O ) (B (F) (6} (H) ay ® (L (H)y (N 0 ()

TOTAL 402 179 223 N 189 118 119 265 237 163 165 237 53 102 330 69
100.¢ 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0100.0 100.C 100.0 10C.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
MGREE (HET) 3a5 72 213 8 1w N7 117 251 227 158 158 227 51 98 318 )
95.8 96.1 95.5 92.3 9.3 W20 98.3 9%4.7 95.8 96.9 9.8 95.8 96.2 96.1 964 55.7
STRONGLY AGREE 130 &4 &6 27 61 42 & 60 70 &0 &0 70 31 28 110 20
2.3 358 29.6 29.7 32.3 356 55.5 22.6 £9.5 36.8 3.4 295 5SA5N275 333 2.0

H
AGREE 255 108 T 57 121 75 59 1™ 157 98 S8 157 20 T0 208 &6
63.4 60.3 65.9 6&2.6 &4.0 63.6 42.9 7216 66,2 601 59.4 &5.2 37.7 68.6M 63.0 66.7
DISAGREE (NET) 17 T 10 7 7 1 2 14 10 5 7 10 2 4 12 3
4.2 3.9 45 T.7F 3.7 0.8 1.7 53 4.2 341 4.2 4.2 e 39 3.6 43
DISAGREE 16 6 10 6 7 1 2 13 9 5 7 9 2 4 1" 3
4.0 34 45 6.6F 3.7 0.8 1.7 4.9 18 3 4.2 3.8 38 3.9 3.3 43
STRONGL.Y 1 1 0 1 4] o 0 1 1 o o 1 0 0 1 o
DISAGREE 0.2 0.6 o 1.1 4] 0 0 0.4 0.4 o o 0.4 0 ¢ 0.3 0
DOH'T KNOW o 0 o o o o o 0 0 0 0 0 0 ¢ 0 0
o o o o g o a o o 0 0 o 0 o 0 o

Lower case letters at 902 level
Upper case Letters at 951 level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10% risk level) - B/C -~ DJE/F - G/H ~ 1/ - K/L - W/N - Off



BAUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY

I

TABLE &
Q.1 AGREEMENT WITH STATEWENT - DURING THE DAY THE VISIBILITY OF ROADWAY STRIPING AND HARKINGS WAS GOOD
HASE: TOTAL RESPONDENTS
OVERALL DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL PURPOSE
SATISFACTION ¥5.0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRI1P

WITH HIGHWAYS —-——>—-———= WITH AIRPORT ———~- -
GENDER —— DROVE USED AH  ————-=—— INC-
m————————— AGE VERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT VERY PLEA- LUDED
FE- —————=—————— SATIS SATIS O VEH- ————=-— SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-
TOTAL MALE NALE  18-3& 35-54 55+ FIE0D FIED CAR ICLE YES NQ FIED FIED ONLY NESS
(A) |y (@O vy (& (F) (G} (H) N W) Ky (L) % W w P

TOTAL 402 179 223 N 189 118 119 265 37 163 165 237 53 102 330 49 .
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0°100.0 100.0  100.0100.0 100.0 100.Q 100.0 900.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
AGREE (MEY) 387 171 216 8 W N4 115 257 230 154 159 228 52 99 ny 68
%3 95.5 9%.9 9.7 9%3 9%.6 %.6 97.0 97.0 95.7 96.4 96.2 981 97.1 9.1 9B.6
STRONGLY AGREE 134 43 73 3 68 35 61 70 69 67 &6 70 32 32 110 26
33.8 35.2 32.7 35.2 3.0 .7 51.3 26.4 29.1 4191 40.0L 2.5 60.4&H 31.4 333 377

H

AGREE 251 108 143 56 114 Ix) 54 187 161 B9 93 158 20 67 207 42
t2.4 60.3 641 61.5 60.3 &9 45 4 7066 67.9) 54.6 56.4 &6.7x 37.7 65.7M 627 60.9
DISAGREE (MET) 15 B 7 3 7 & 4 B 7 ? 6 9 1 3 13 1
3.7 4.5 31 3.3 3.7 3.4 3.4 3.0 30 &3 3.6 38 1.9 2.9 3.9 1.4
DISAGREE 14 7 7 3 é 4 3 8 7 6 5 9 0 3 12 1
3.5 3.9 31 3.3 3.2 3.4 2.5 3.0 3.0 3.7 3.0 38 o 2.9 3.6 1.4
STRONGLY 1 1 1] o 1 o 1 o o 1 1 0 1 0 1 0
DISAGREE 0.2 0.6 0 0 0.5 1] 0.8 o 0 Q.6 0.6 1] 1.9 0 0.3 0
DOH'T KNOW 0 0 1] 0 0 1] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 o 0 o 1] 0 0 o o 0 1] 0 1] 0 o 1]

Lower case letters at 90X Level
Upper case letters at 95X level

Proportions/Heans: Columns Tested (5%, 10X risk level) - B/C - DJE/F - G/H - If) - K/L - W/N - /P



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION 5IuuT .

TABLE 5
Q.1 AGREEMENT WITH STATEMEMT - AT MIGHT THE VISIBILITY OF ROADWAY STRIPING AND MARKINGS WAS GOOD
BASE: TOTAL RESPONDENTS
OVERALL DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL PURPOSE
SATISFACTION ¥5.O0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS ———————- WITH AIRPORT ====~r===—-
GENDER _— DROVE USED AN —————- INC-
m——————— AGE YERY DROYE OTHER AIRPQRT YERY PLEA- LUDED
fFE- —————— SATIS SATIS OWH VEH- -——-——-— SATIS SAT1S SURE BUSI-
TOTAL MALE MALE 1834 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES NO FIED FIED ONLY MESS
(A} B @« (Y (F} (6) (M) I W (O W My N M
TOTAL 402 179 223 1 189 N8 119 265 237 143 165 237 53 102 330 &9
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0¢  100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.¢ 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
AGREE (NET) 326 133 173 ™ 159 B3 5¢ 213 194 13 136 150 45 a5 26s 59
81.1 B5.5¢C 77.6 B4.6f B4TF Th.6 a3.2 B0.4 81.9 80.4 E2.4 802 849 B33 BO.S B55
STROMGLY AGREE 88 43 45 19 52 17 45 40 45 43 44 44 22 a2 " 17
21.9 240 20.2 20.9 27.5F 14.4 3r.8 151 19.0 26,41 26.7L18.6 41.5W21.6 215 24.6
H

AGREE 238 110 128 58 107 H 56 173 149 B8 92 146 23 63 195 L2
59.2 61,5 57.4 63,7 56.6 60.2 45.4 65,36 62.9) 54.0 55.8 61.6 43.4 61.84 391 &D.9
DISAGREE (MET) L2 15 27 10 25 é T N 21 20 19 ] 4 1 34 6
10.4 8.4 121 1.0 13.2F 51 5.9 11.7g 8.9 123 M.5 9.7 7.5 10.8 10.3 8.7
DISAGREE 3 " 25 8 23 4 6 27 17 18 17 19 3 10 2B 6
9.0 61 1.2 8.Bf 12.2F 3.4 5.0 10.2g 7.2 1.0 10.3 8.0 5.7 9.8 8.5 8.7
STRONGLY é 4 2 2 2 2 1 4 4 2 2 4 1 1 é 0
D1SAGREE 1.5 2.2 0.9 2.2 1.1 .7y 0.8 1.5 1.7 1.2 1.2 1.7 1.9 1.0 1.8 0
DON‘T IQHOW 34 1" 23 4 5 24 13 21 22 12 10 24 4 6 30 4
8.5 6.1 10.3 L4 2.6 20.30E 10.% 7.9 9.3 7.4 6.1 101 7.5 5.9 9.1 5.8

Lower case letters at 90% level
Upper case Letters at 95X level

Froportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10% risk Level) - B/C - 0/EJF - G/H - IJ1 - K/L - /N - O/F



BRUSKIN RESEARCH

BASE: TOTAL RESPOMDENTS

FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY

Q.1 STRONGLY AGREE/AGREE SUMMARY

OVERALL  DROVE OWH CAR OVERALL PURPOSE
SATISFACTION  VS.OTHERS SATISFACTION  OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS =————--- WITH AIRPORT —--—-=- -
GENDER e DROVE  USED AN = =-———-—- INC-
IIIIII AGE VERY DROVE OTHER  AIRPORT  VERY PLEA- LUDED
FE- -———==—-——-—— SATIS SATIS OWN VEH- -——=—=— SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-
TOTAL MALE MALE 18-34 35-54 55+ FIED FIED  CAR ICLE  YES MO FIED FIED ONLY NESS
(a) @ (© (m (B (F) @ M W W (N (N} 0 «®
TOTAL 402 179 23 91 189 18 1% 265 237 163 165 257 53 102 330 &
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0700.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 700.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
THE ROAD SIGNS 391 173 218 8 185 116 119 254 230 160 160 2% 52 9% 33 &
WERE VISIBLE 97.3 96,6 9T.B 95.6 %79 %43 100.0 95.B 97.0 98.2 97.0 975 98.1 %71 S7T.9 9.7
H
DURIMG THE DAY 387 171 216 a 18 14 115 257 230 156 139 228 52 ka4 37 68
THE VISIBILITY  96.3 93.5 96.9 9.7 9.3 9.6 96.6 97.0 97.0 95.7 96.4 9%6.2 98.1 $7.1 961 98.6
OF ROADWAY
STRIPING AND
MARKINGS WAS
00D
ROAD SIGNS WERE 385 72 213 B 1 17 117 251 27 158 158 227 51 %8 31a &b
CLEARLY READABLE 95.8 96.1 95.5 $2.3 9%6.3 99.20 98.3 94.7 95.8 96.9 95.8 95.8 9462 96.1 964 957
THE SPACING OF 356 160 196 T 170 107 12 233 218 137 138 218 42 88 2% &0
THE EXITS AND 88.6 B89.4 87.9 83.5 B9.9 90.7 94,1 87.9 92.04 B4.0 83.6 92.0¢ 79.2 863 B9.1 87.0
CROSSROAD SIGNS h
ALLOWED NE
EMOUGH TIME FOR
TRAVEL DECISIONS
AT NIGHT THE 326 153 173 77 5% a8 9 213 1946 13 136 190 &5 85 266 59
VISIBILITY OF 81,7 85.5¢ 77.6 B4a.6f B41F TA.6  83.2 80.4 81.9 84 E2.4 B0.2 849 833 806 855

ROADWAY STRIPIHG
AND MARKINGS WAS
GOOD

Lower case letters at 90X Level
Upper case letters at 95% level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10X risk Level) - B/C - DJE/F ~ G/H - I/J - K/L ~ n/N - O/P

Alyss

TABLE &



BAUSKIN RESEARCH

BASE: TOTAL RESPONDENTS

FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY

Q.1 S5STRONGLY AGREE SUMMARY

CWERALL DROVE OWHM CAR QOVERALL PURPOSE
SATISFACTION ¥5.0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS ————=== WITH AIRPORT ~r=—-——-—
GENDER ————mm————— DROVE USED AN ———m—= INC-
m——————- AGE YERY DROYE OTHER AIRPORT VERY PLEA- LUDED
fFE- ———————— SATIS SATIS O VEH- -——m———- SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-
TOTAL MALE MALE 1834 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES MO FIED FIED ONWLY NESS
A | () B (EY (F}) {6} (H) n Ky (L (M (N w M
TOTAL 402 7% 223 1 189 118 119 265 37 163 165 237 53 102 330 59
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0 100.0 1000 100.D 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
DURING THE DAY 135 63 73 32 68 335 61 70 569 &7 .3 70 3 32 110 26
THE VISIBILITY 33.8 35.2 3.7 352 3.0 .7 51.3 26.4 20,1 41.11 40.0L 29.5 608N 3.4 333 37.7
OF ROADWAY H
STRIPING AND
MARKINGS WAS
GOOD
ROAD 5IGHS WERE 130 &4 &5 27 &1 42 & &0 70 60 &0 70 Ly 28 110 2
CLEARLY READABLE 32.3 35.B 29.6 29.7 32.3 35.6 55.5 22.6 29.5 3.8 3.4 295 585N 27.5 333 9.0
H .
THE ROAD SIGNS 118 54 64 21 61 35 & 52 69 49 47 71 25 21 104 14
WERE VISIBLE 29.4 30.2 28.7 231 3.3 3.5 53.8 19.6 29.1 301 28.5 30.0 47.2N 20.6 31.5p 0.3
H
THE SPACIMG OF 97 47 50 21 49 26 52 43 58 39 42 55 20 20 &2 15
THE EXITS AND 24,1 263 22,4 231 25.9 22.0 43.7 16.2 24.5 239 255 232 ITMI19.6 248 21.7
CROSSROAD SIGNS H
ALLOVED HE
ENQUGH TIME FoR
TRAVEL DECISIONS
AT NIGHT THE as 43 45 1% 52 17 43 40 45 43 &4 &4 22 22 71 17
VISIBILITY OF 21.9 24,0 20.2 20.9 27.5F 14.4 37.B 15.1 19.0 26.47 26.7L 18.6 41.5M 21.6 215 24.6
ROADWAY STRIPING H

AND MARKINGS WAS
GOOD

Lower case letters at 90% level
Upper case letters at 95% level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10% risk level) - B/C ~ DSE/F - G/H - 1fJ - K/L - N/N - ofP

A1583

TABLE 7



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY

Q.1 DISAGREE SUMMARY

BASE: TOTAL RESPOMDENTS

OVERALL DROVE OWN CAR QVERALL PURPOSE

SATISFACTION ¥S.0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS —————um—— WITH AIRPORT ——————

GENMDER @~ 0 ———— - DROVE USED AH ——————————— INC-
e m————— AGE YERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT YERY PLEA- LUDED
fFE- —————=———-— SATIS SATIS OW VYEH- —-—-——~-——— B5ATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-

TOTAL MALE MALE 183 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES HO FIED FIED OMLY MESS

£} By (@© vy (Y (F) Gy (H) (W Ky W W (N w

TOTAL 402 179 223 i 189 118 119 265 237 163 165 237 53 102 330 69
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

AT NIGHT THE 42 15 &7 10 25 -] 7T M 21 20 1% 23 4 1" 34 &
VISIBILITY OF 10.4 B.4 121 MNM.0 13.2F 5.1 5.9 11.7g B9 123 M5 9.7 7.5 10.8 10.3 A&.7
ROADWAY STRIPING

AND MARKINGS WAS

GOOD

THE SPACING OF 40 17 23 15 16 8 5 28 | 16 23 24 16 1" 1 3 B
THE EXITS AND 10.0 9.5 10.3 14.5EF B.5 6.8 4.2 1046 6.8 1411 14.5. 6.8 2081 10.8 9.4 1.6
CROSSROAD SIGHS

ALLOWED ME

EHOUGH TIME FOR

TRAVEL DECISIONS

ROAD SIGNS WERE 17 7 10 7 7 1 2 14 10 3 7 10 F 4 12 3
CLEARLY READABLE 4.2 3.9 4.5 7T.7F 3.7 0.8 1.7 5.3 4.2 3 4.2 4.2 3.8 1% 3.6 4.3
DURING THE DAY 1% B 7 3 7 4 4 8 7 7 & 9 1 3 13 1
THE VISIBILITY 17 45 3 33 37 3.4 3.4 3.0 3.0 43 3.6 3.8 1.9 2.9 3.9 1.4
OF ROADWAY

STRIPING AMD

MARKINGS WAS

GOOD

THE ROAD SIGNS 1 & 5 4 4 2 o n 7 3 3 & 1 3 7 3
WERE YISIBLE 2.7 3.4 2.2 44 21 1.7 0 4.26 3.0 1.8 3.0 2.5 1.9 2.9 21 4.3

Lower case letters at 90X Level
Upper case letters at 95X level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10X risk level) - B/ - D/ESF - G/H - 1) - XL - /N - O/F

A1983

TABLE B






BRUSKIN RESEARCH

Q.2 AGREEMENT WITH STATEMENT — THE AMOUHT OF TIME IT TOOK TO TRAVEL WITHIN THE CITY OR TOWN I YISITED WAS SATISFACTORY

FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSFORTATION STUDY

BASE: TOTAL RESPOHDENTS
OVERALL DROVE OWM CAR OVERALL PURPOSE
SATISFACTION ¥S.0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS —-————== WITH AIRPORT -———————
GENDER ————me————— DROYE USED AN  ———-m——- INC-
—_—— AGE YERY DROVE OTHER AL1RPORT VERY PLEA- LUDED
FE- —— SATIS SATIS OMN VEH- =-———-—— — SATIS SATIS 5SURE BUSI-
TOTAL MALE HMALE 18-34 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES NO FIED FIED ONLY NESS
(A) B W )y (B} (F) G M (W Ky (W i N w
TOTAL 402 179 223 91 189 118 119 265 237 163 165 237 53 102 330 &9
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
AGREE (NET) 327 142 185 ™ 152 100 106 214 1% 1M 133 194 48 79 2M 55
81.3 793 83.0 80.2 8.4 B4.7 89.1 80.8 82.7 BO.4 80.6 B81.9 90.6NT7T.5 B82.1 T9.7
H

STRONGLY AGREE &0 er 33 10 29 20 B 2 30 30 29 n 17 10 52 8
14.9 151 14.8 11.0 15.3 16.9 .M T9 12.7 18.4 17.6 13.1 3214 9.8 15.8 N.é
AGREE 267 115 152 &3 123 80 68 193 15 101 106 163 " &9 219 &7
&.4 6h.2 6B.2 692 65.1 67.8 57.1 72.86 70.0j 62.0 63.0 6B B S8B5 67.6 664 68.1
DISAGREE (NET) ™ 35 36 17 3 17 11 49 L1 30 k)| 40 5 22 56 13
17.7  19.6 16.1 18,7 18.5 14.4 9.218.56 16.5 18.4 18.8 16.9 9.4 21.4a 17.0 18.8
DISAGREE 58 26 32 12 28 16 L | 34 22 26 34 3 19 47 9
4.4 14.5 143 13.2 14.8 13.6 9.2 15.5 14.3. 13,5 14,5 14.3 5.7 18.64 14.2 13.0
STRONGLY 13 9 4 5 7 1 0 8 5 8 7 6 2 3 9 &
OISAGREE 3.2 5.0c 1.8 5.5F 3.7 0.8 0 3.0g 2.1 4.9 4.2 2.5 3s 2.9 2.7 5.8
DON'T KNOW 4 2 2 1 2 1 2 2 2 2 1 3 0 1 3 1
1.9 1.1 0.9 1.1 1.1 0.8 1.7 0.8 0.8 1.2 0.6 1.3 0o 1.0 0.9 1.4

Lower case letters at 90% Level
Upper case letters at 93X level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5X, 10X risk level) - BfC - BJESF ~ G/H ~ 1) - X/L - W/ - ofF



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEFT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY A1983
TABLE 10

Q.2 AGREEMENT WITH STATEMEMT - THE AMOUNT OF TIME IT TOOK TO TRAVEL BETWEEN THE CITIES OR TOWNS 1 VISITED WAS SATISFACTORY

BASE: TOTAL RESPONDENTS

OVERALL DROVE OWM CAR OVERALL PURPOSE

SATISFACTION VS, OTHERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS ==-—————- WITH AIRPORT —-—————-—-

GENDER —— - DROVE USED AH ———m——- INC-
————=a== AGE VERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT VERY PLEA- LUDED
FE- ——=—————— SATIS SATIS OWN VEH- ——m=——— SATIS SATIS SURE BuUSI-

TOTAL MALE MALE 18-34 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES MO FIED FIED OMLY MESS

(A) | () o (& ) G ¢ (W Ky (w3 M (M) w (P

TOTAL 402 179 223 71 18% 118 119 265 237 163 165 237 53 102 330 69
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

AGREE (NET) 346 149 197 o155 113 1M 226 200 13 133 213 &6 Iy 288 . 57
851 83.2 BB.3 B4.6 B2.0 95.8DE 93.3 85.3 88.2 B4.0 BD.6 B9.9X BB 775 B7.3 B2.8
H

STROKGLY AGREE 58 28 30 1 3 14 &2 14 28 0 2B 30 15 il &7 "
4.4 15.6 13,5 121 17.5 1.9 35.3H 5.3 11.8 18.41 17.0 2.7 283N 10.8 14.2 159
AGREE 288 121 167 66 122 9 89 212 81 07 100 183 Ly} &8 241 46
.6 676 T4.9 725 646 83.90E 5B.0 80.06 7T6.4J 65.6 63.6 Tr.2x 5B.5 66T 73.0 65.7
DISAGREE (NET) 54 29 25 14 33 3 8 ¥ 27 25 Ky 23 7 22 40 12
3.4 16.2 11.2  15.4F 17.5F 4.2 6.7 14.06 11,4 15.3 18.8L 9.7 13.2 21.6 121 17.4
DISAGREE 47 rag 20 12 28 5 8 34 22 23 28 19 7 20 35 10
1.7 15.1¢ 9.0  13.2F 14.8F 4.2 6.7 12.8g 9.3 141 17.0L B.0 13.2 19.6 10.6 1.5
STRONGLY 7 2 3 2 5 a 0 3 5 2 3 4 o 2 5 2
D1SAGREE 1.7 1.1 2.2 2.2 2.6¢F Q 0 1.1 21 1.2 1.8 1.7 o 2.0 1.5 2.9
DON'T KNOW 2 1 1 0 1 0 0 2 1 1 1 1 0 1 2 4]
0.5 0.6 0.4 0 0.5 0 0 0.8 0.4 0.8 0.6 0.4 o 1.0 0.6 0

Lower case letters at 90X level
Upper case letters at 95X Level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10X risk level) - 8/C - O/E/F - G/H - IJJ - K/L - W/N - O/P



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY A1983
TABLE 11

Q.2 AGREEMENT WITH STATEMENT — THE OVERALL LEVEL OF TRAFFIC COMGESTION ON THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM WAS ACCEPTABLE

BASE: TOTAL RESPONDENTS

OVERALL OROVE OWN CAR OVERALL PURPOSE

SATISFACTION VS.OTHERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
VITH HIGHWAYS ———— WITH AIRPORT -——=== -—

GENDER —_——— DROVE USED AN et ——— INC-
—————————— AGE VERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT VERY PLEA- LUDED
FE- ——————— SATIS SATIS OWM VEH- -——r—-— SAT1S SATIS SURE BUSI-

TOTAL MALE MALE 1834 35-54 55+ FIED FIED Car ICLE YES MO FIED FIED OHLY NESS

€} |y () M (B (F (6 (H) (n K) () (W) (H) w P

TOTAL 402 179 223 M 189 118 119 265 237 143 165 237 55 102 330 69
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
AGREE (NET) 304 129 175 14 S0 109 189 8y N7 M 193 41 B4 253 50
75.6 72,1 TB.5 TB.0 74.6 T6.3 9.6 71.3 78.9 71.8 67.3 B1.4K TT.4n &2.7T 76.7 72.5

H

STROHGLY AGREE 50 20 30
124 1.2 135

8 25 7 3 10 21 29 27 23 17 9 44 6
.8 13.2 144 32.8H 3.8 8.9 17.81 16.4L 9.7 32.1N 8.8 13.3 8.7
3

8
63.2 60.9 65.0 &9

AGREE 254 109 145 6 116 73 70 179 166 aq B4 170 24 55 209 &4
.2 6.4 61.9 58.8 67.5g T0.0J 54.0 50.9 T.?K 453 53.9 433 63.8

DISAGREE (NET) K4 50 47 20 i7 28 10 75 49 46 53 &4 12 37 76 19
261 279 1.1 2.0 28.9 23.7 8.4 28.36 20.7 28.27 32.1L 18.6 22.6 35.3m Z23.0 27.5

DISAGREE 84 42 42 1”7 19 26 10 67 &y 38 43 ¥ 1 30 67 15
20.9 23.5 18.8 18.7 20.6 22.0 8.4 2536 18.6 23.3 26.1L17.3 20.8 29.4 203 2.7

STROMGLY 13 8 5 3 8 2 0 8 5 8 10 3 1 7 9 4
DISAGREE 3.2 £5 2.2 3.3 42 1.7 0 3.0g9 2.1 4.9 6.1 1.3 1.9 6.9 2.7 5.8
DOH'T KNOW 1 o 1 0 L 1] 0 1 1 1] 1 0 1] 1 1 0
0.2 o 0.4 o 05 1] 0 0.4 0.4 0 0.6 0 ¢ 1.0 0.3 o

Lower case letters at 907 level
Upper case letters at 95% Level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 107 risk Level) - BfC - DfE/F - 6/H - I/J - K/L - W/N - 0O/P



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY A1583
TABLE 12

Q.2 AGREEMENT WITH STATEMEHT - THE POSTED SPEED LIMITS ON THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM WERE REASOMABLE

BASE: TOTAL RESPONDENTS

OVERALL DROVE OMH CAR OYERALL PURPOSE

SATISFACTION ¥5.0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS —=-=-m——- WITH AIRPORT ————==

GENDER ————— OROYE USED AN ——— INC-
——meme——— AGE YERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT YERY PLEA- LUDED
FE- —————=————— 3AT]S SATIS OWN VEH- -——=——— SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-

TOTAL MALE MALE 1834 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES WO FIED FIED ONLY HESS

(A) By (0O (i (E R Gy (H) W K W My (W) o

TOTAL 402 179 223 M 189 118 119 265 237 163 165 237 53 102 330 69
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

AGREE (NET) 366 159 207 80 170 112 111 241 221 143 143 223 49 85 305 58
1.0 888 928 B7.9 B9.9 94.9d 93.390.9 93.2j B7.7 BL.T 91K 92.5 B3.3 92.4P B4.9

STRONGLY AGREE & 23 &1 1 3 17 37 25 35 29 28 3 15 1" 55 9
15.9 12.B 18.4 12.1 19.0 4.4 31.1H 9.4 14.8 17.8 17.0 15.2 2B.3N 10.8 16.7 13.0

AGREE 302 136 166 69 134 95 T4 296 186 114 115 187 34 T4 250 49
751 T6.0 T4 4 T5.B 70.9 B0.5e 62.2 B1.56 7B.5] 69.9 &9.7 TB.9K 64,2 T3 758 M.0

DISAGREE (NET) 3 19 14 1 als 5 7T 2 16 17 19 L0 4 14 24 9
8.2 1.6 63 12.1F %0 42 5.9 8.3 6.8 10.4 M.5L 5.9 7.5 13.7 7.3 13.0

DISAGREE n 17 14 1 15 5 7T 20 15 14 17 1% 3 13 24 7
7.7 9.5 63 121F 7.9 4.2 5.9 7.5 6.3 %98 W3 5.9 5.7 12.7 7.3 101

STROMGLY 2 2 o 0 2 0 o 2 1 1 2 0 1 1 0 2
DISAGREE 0.5 1.1 0 0 11 o 0 0.B 0.4 0.6 1.21 0 1.9 1.0 0 2.%
DON'T KNOW 3 1 2 0 2 1 1 2 0 3 3 0 o 3 1 2
0.7 0.6 0.9 o 1.1 08 0.8 0.8 0 1.81 1.8 0 o 2.9 0.3 2.9

Lower case letters at 90¢ Level
Upper case letters at 95% Level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10% risk level) - B/C - D/E/F ~ G/H - 1/J - KfL - M/N - O/P



Ato83
TABLE 13

BRUSKIH RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY

(.2 AGREEMENT WITH STATEMENT - MOST OF THE VEHICLES TRAVELING ON THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM FOLLOWED THE POSTED SPEED LIMITS

BASE: TOTAL RESPOHDENTS
OVERALL DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL PURPOSE
SATISFACTION VS5, OTHERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP

WITH HIGHWAYS ==—=—=——— WITH AIRPORT -——--——————-
GENPER DROVE USED AN —_——— INC~
-— AGE YERY DROYE OTHER AIRPORT VERY PLEA- LUDED
FE~ ————————e— SATIS SATIS OWM VEH- -——-———- SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-
TOTAL MALE MALE 1B-34 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR 1CLE YES NO FIED FIED ONLY MESS
(A) | O M (EY (Fy (6} {(H} Iy Ky (L M (N 0y (P}
TOTAL 402 179 223 ¥ 189 118 119 265 237 163 165 237 53 102 330 69
100.0 100.0 100.0 400.0 100.C 100.0 100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
AGREE (NET) 116 56 60 3 5 3 I 73 70 46 43 73 16 25 9 16
28.9 31.3 269 36.3 27.0 271 32.B 27.5 29.5 28.2 26.1 308 30.2 245 30.0 23.2
STRONGLY AGREE B 5 3 2 6 0 4 4 4 4 3 5 1 2 7 1
2.0 2.8 1.3 2.2 3.2f 0 3.4 1.5 1.7 2.5 1.8 2.1 1.9 2.0 2.1 1.4
AGREE 108 51 57 n 45 32 35 69 66 42 &0 &8 13 23 g2 15
26.9 2B.5 25.6 34.1e 238 271 29.4 26.0 27,8 25.8 242 28.7 283 225 279 2.7
DI1SAGREE (HET) 279 122 157 58 136 a2 79 186 165 112 117 162 37 72 226 51
6.4 6B.2 704 63.7 T2.0 69.5 65.4 70.2 69.6 68.7 0.9 6B.4 698 70.6 685 TI.9
DISAGREE 217 97 120 42 15 67 61 150 132 a3 B 1M 25 57 174 |
54,0 54.2 538 45.2 55.6 56.B 51.3 56.6 55.7 50.9 52.1 553 47.2 559 52.7 59.4
STRONGLY &2 25 37 16 3 15 18 36 33 29 n 3 12 15 52 10
DISAGREE 15.4 14.0 16.6 17.6 16.4 12.7 15.1 13.6 13.9 17.8 18.8 13.1 22.6 147 15.8 14.5
DON'T KNCW 7 1 6 0 2 4 1 & 2 5 5 2 0 5 5 2
1.7 0.6 2.7 0 1.1 3.id 0.8 2.3 0.8 311 3.0 0.8 0 4.9 1.5 2.9

Lower case letters at 90% Level
Upper case letters at 95% Llevel

Proportions/Heans: Columns Tested (5%, 10 risk Level) - 8/C - DJE/F - G/H - 1/J - K/L - KM - o/P



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLOR1DA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY
TABLE 14

Q.2 AGREENENT WITH STATEMENT - ROADSIDES ON THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM WERE ATTRACTIVE

BASE: TOTAL RESPONDENTS

OVERALL DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL PURPOSE

SATISFACTION ¥5.0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS -—--r-———— WITH AIRPORT =——————-——

GEMDER ————— DROVE USED AN ——————— INC-
—_— AGE VERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT VERY PLEA- LUDED
FE- ————==———— SATIS SATIS CWN VEH- -———— ~= SATIS SATLIS SURE BUSI-

TOTAL MALE MALE 18-34 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES NO FIED FlED ONLY MESS

(A} | () m (E (A G} (H) (W K (L) M ) o ()

TOTAL 402 e 223 N 189 118 119 265 237 163 165 237 53 102 330 &9 :
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

AGREE (NET) 323 134 189 om_ 153 103 106 209 200 123 122 20 42 76 264 58
80.3 74.9 B4.88 T1.4 81.0d B7.30 B7.478.9 84.4) 75,5 73.9 B&BK T79.2 T4.5 B0.0 84.1

H

STROMGLY AGREE 47 19 28 9 25 13 26 18 28 1% 17 3 8 7 38 9
1.7 10,6 12.6 9.9 13.2 1.0 21.84 6.8 1.8 1.7 10.3 12,7 151 69 1.5 13.0

AGREE 276 115 161 56 128 %0 78 ™M 172 104 10 17 34 69 226 &9
.7 642 T2.2b 615 &T.T T6.30 65.5 T2.1 72.6j 63.8 63.6 72.2k 64.2 67.6 &8.5 T.0

DISAGREE (NET) 51 Ky 20 22 22 5 T3 24 25 29 22 5 18 43 6
12.7 17.3C 9.0 24.2E 11.6F 4.2 5.9 14.06 10,1 5.3 17.6L 9.3 9.4 17.6 13.0 8.7

ﬂ
DISAGREE &9 L3 18 21 21 5 T R 23. 24 2r 22 5 17 41 6

12.2 17.3¢ 81 2B1E M.1F 4.2 5.9 14.06 9.7 14T 1641 93 9.4 16.7 12.4 8.7
m

STRONGLY 2 1] 2 1 1 0 0 1] 1 1 2 0 o 4 2 1]
D1SAGREE 0.5 o 0.9 1.1 0.5 o 1] 1] 0.4 0.6 1.2L 1] o 1.0 0.6 a
DON'T KHOW 28 14 14 4 14 10 8 19 13 15 14 14 6 8 23 5

7.0 7.8 6.3 &4 T4 8.5 6.7 7.2 55 9.2 85 59 NMN.3 1.8 7.0 7.2

Lower case letters at 90% level
Upper case letters at 95X Level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10X risk level) - B/C - o/E/F - G/H ~ I/) - KfL ~ /N - O/F



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION 5TUDY
TABLE 15

.2 AGREEMEMT WITH STATEMENT — ROADSIDES ON THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM WERE KEPT LITTER FREE

BASE: TOTAL RESPOMDENTS

OWERALL DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL PURPOSE

SATISFACTION V5. 0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS —-—===>—- WITH AIRPORT -———————— —_

GENDER 00000 ————— DROVE USED AN ——————— THC-
————mm=— AGE VERY DROWE OTHER AIRPORT VERY PLEA- LUDED
FE- ~——=—=—————— B5ATIS SATIS OWH VEH -—————- SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-

TOTAL HMALE HMALE 18-34 35-54 55+ F1ED FIED CAR 1CLE YES MNO FIED FIE® OHLY HESS

(A) | (© m (@® F 6> (W W Ky W My W @

TOTAL 402 179 223 M 189 118 119 265 2537 163 165 237 53 102 330 69
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

AGREE (MET) 349 153 196 78 169 100 2 225 212 1% 140 209 49 a3 288 60
B6.8 B85.5 B7.9 85.7 89.4 B4.7 94,1 B4.9 89.5 B4.0 B4.B 88.2 92.5n B1.4 B3 8.0

H

STRONGLY AGREE 63 28 35 13 268 21 39 24 32 L3 30 3 19 9 55 8
15.7 15.6 15.7 14.3 148 17.8 32.84 9.1 3.5 19.0 18.2 13.9 35.BN 8.8 16.7 1.6

AGREE 286 125 169 63 141 79 73 2N 180 106 110 176 30 T4 233 52
71.1 69.8 72.2 T4 Th.6 66.9 61.3 75.86 75.9) 65.0 &6.7 74.3k 56.6 72.5M 70.6 75.4

DISAGREE (HET) 30 19 7 & 10 12 2 23 15 13 12 18 1 10 24 4
7.5 10.6c 4.9 6.6 5.3 10.2 1.7 B.7G 6.3 B.0 7.3 1.6 1.9 9.8 7.3 5.8

DISAGREE 2 18 M 6 9 12 2 22 15 12 1 18 L 9 24 3
7.2 10.1C 4.9 6.6 4.8 10.2e 1.7 B.3% 6.3 1.4 6.7 7.6 1.9 8.8 7.3 4.3

STRONGLY 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1
DISAGREE 0.2 0.6 0 0 0.5 0 0 0.4 0 0.6 0.6 0 o 1.0 0 1.40
DON'T KNOW 23 7 16 7 10 & 5 17 10 13 13 10 3 p 18 5
5.7 3.9 7.2 7.7 53 34 4.2 6.4 4.2 8.0 7.9 4.2 5.7 8.8 55 7.2

Lower case letters at 90% Level
Upper case letters at 95% Llevel

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10¥ risk leveld) - B/C - DJE/F - G/H - 1/ - K/L - W/n - 0/



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIOA DEFT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY

TABLE 14

Q.2 AGREEMENT WITH STATEMENT ~ THE TIMING OF TRAFFIC SIGNALS ALLOWED PEDESTRIAMS ENOUGH TIME TO CROSS STATE ROADS

BASE: TOTAL RESPOMDENTS
OVERALL DROVE OWM CAR OVERALL PURPOSE
SATISFACTION ¥5. OTHERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP

WITH HIGHWAYS ====-————- WITH AIRPORT ==-=——— —_
GEMDER 000 e DROVE USED AN ————- INC-
————— AGE VERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT VERY PLEA- LUDED
FE- ————=—==r-——— GSATIS SATIS 0N VEH ———— — SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-
TOTAL MALE MALE 18-34 35-54 55+ FLED FIED CAR ICLE YES NO FIEDR FLED OMLY HESS
(a) |y (0 ey (EY (F) (G (H) (W Ky (L My (N o (P
TOTAL &02 179 223 M 189 118 119 265 237 163 165 237 53 102 330 &9
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
AGREE (NET) 286 128 158 &7 133 84 93 186 181 104 13y 173 39 &7 235 49
7M1 TS5 709 738 TO.4 1.2 7.2 70.2 76.4) 63.8 &B.5 73.0 T7i.6 65.7 T1.2 M.0
STROMGLY AGREE 34 18 16 9 15 10 28 5 19 15 14 20 9 5 26 8
85 10t 7.2 9.9 7.9 B85 23.54 1.9 8.0 9.2 8.5 B84 17T.0N 4.9 7.9 11.6
AGREE 232 10 142 58 118 74 65 18 162 ay 99 153 30 &2 209 &1
&.7T 61.5 63.7 63.7 &.4 62.7 54.6 68,3 &B.4) 54.6 60.0 G456 56.6 60.8 633 59.4
DISAGREE (MET) 45 21 24 15 18 11 5 34 18 26 22 23 7 12 3% 8
1.2 1.7 10.8 165e 95 9.3 4.2 12.86 7.6 16,0 3.3 9.7 13.2 1.8 10.9 11.6
DISAGREE 42 20 22 14 16 1" 5 32 15 26 21 21 7 12 B a8
10.4 1.2 9.9 15.4e 85 9.3 4.2 12.16 6.3 16.01 12.7 8.9 132 1.8 100 1.6
STRONGLY 3 1 2 1 2 1] 0 2 3 0 1 2 0 1] 3 0
DISAGREE 0.7 0.6 0.9 11 11 1] 0 D.a 1.3 0 0.6 0.8 0 1] 0.9 0
DON'T KMOW I 30 41 9 38 23 21 45 38 33 0 41 7 23 59 12
17.7 16,8 18.4 9.9 20.10 19.5d 17.6 17.0 16,0 20.2 18.2 17.3 13.2 22.5 17.9 17.4

Lover case letters at 90% Level
Upper case letters at 95X level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10X risk level) - B/C - D/ESF - G/H -

173 - KJL - W/N - OjF



BRUSKIM RESEARCH

BASE: TOTAL RESPOMDENTS

TOTAL

THE POSTED SPEED
LIHITS ON THE
STATE HIGHWAY
SYSTEM WERE
REASONABLE

ROADSIDES ON THE
STATE HIGHWAY
SYSTEM WERE KEPT
LITTER FREE

THE AMOUNT OF
TIME IT TCOK TO
TRAVEL BETWEEN
THE CITIES OR
TOWNS 1 VISITED
WAS SATISFACTORY

THE AMQUNT OF
TIME 1T TOOK T
TRAVEL WITHIN
THE CITY OR TOWH
I VISITED WAS
SATISFACTORY

ROADSIDES ON THE
STATE HIGHWAY
SYSTEM WERE
ATTRACTIVE

FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY

Q.2 STRONGLY AGREE/AGREE SUMMARY

OVERALL DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL PURPOSE
SATISFACTION V5.0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP

WITH HIGHWAYS —-—————- WITH AIRPORT -——-—---——-

GENDER _— DROVE USED AN —_——— INC-

———————— AGE VERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORY VERY PLEA- LUDED

FE- =mm———————— SATIS SATIS O VEW- -——-———-- SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-

TOTAL MALE MALE 18-34 35-54 55+ FIED FILED CAR ICLE YES WO FIED FIED OMLY HNESS

(a) ® ) M ® () () (H} (W (L) (M) (M) w

402 179 223 ¥ 189 118 19 265 237 163 165 2% 53 102 3X 69

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

366 139 207 80 170 M2 1M1 241 221 143 143 223 49 a5 305 58

9.0 88.8 92.8 B87.9 89.9 %A% 93.3 9.9 93.2j B7.7 86,7 941K 92.5 B3.3 92.4p 841

349 153 196 78 169 100 M2 225 212 137 140 209 49 83 288 a0

86,8 85.5 87.9 85.7 89.4 B4T 9.1 B4.9 89.5 84.0 84.8 88.2 92.5n81.4 8&7.3 87.0
H

346 149 197 7155 113 111 226 209 137 133 213 46 79 288 57

B5.1 83.2 BB.3 Bi.6 B2.0 95.8DE 93.3 85.3 88.2 84.0 80.6 BY.9K BS6.8 T7.5 BT.3 B.&
H

327 142 185 7312 o 106 214 196 13 133 194 4 79 271 55

81.3 793 83.0 80.2 B80.4 B4.7 89.1 80.8 82.7 80.4 BO.6 81.9 90.NTLS B M7
H

323 134 189 65 153 103 104 209 200 123 122 20 42 76 264 58

80.3 749 B4 OB 71.4 B1.0d 87.3p 87.478.9 B4 4) 75.5 73.9 BABK 79.2 745 B0.0 8.1
H

Lower case letters at 90X Level
Upper case letters at 95% level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10X risk level) - B/C - D/E/F - G/H - 1/J - K/L - N/N - ofP

TABLE 17



BRUSKIH RESEARCH

BASE: TOTAL RESPOMDENMTS

GENDER
—_— AGE

FE-  ——— e ——

MALE MALE 1834 35-54 55+

FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY

Q.2 STRONGLY AGREE/AGREE SUMMARY

OVERALL
SATISFACTION

WITH HIGHWAYS

VERY
SATIS SATIS
FIED FIED

TOTAL
(A
TOTAL 402
100.0
THE OVERALL 304
LEVEL OF TRAFFIC 75.6
CONGESTION ON
THE STATE
HIGHWAY SYSTEM
WAS ACCEPTABLE
THE TIMING OF 286
TRAFFIC SIGMALS 71.1
ALLOWED
PEDESTRIANS
ENQUGH TIKE TO
CROSS STATE
ROADS
MOST OF THE 116
VEHICLES 28.9

TRAVELING ON THE
STATE HIGHWAY
SYSTEM FOLLOWED
THE POSTED SPEED
LINITS

() 0y (B (F}

179 223 ¢ 189 118
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

175 FA . B 0

721 785 T718.0 T46 T3

138 &7 133 B4

7.5 70.9 73.6 M.4 7.2

60 LL 31 32

3.3 2.9 3.3 27.0 2T

Lower case [etters at 50X Level
Upper case letters at 95% level

Gy (W

119 265
100.0100.0

109 189
9.6 71.3
H

DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL
¥5.0THERS SATISFACTION
|||||| WITH AIRPORT
DROVE USED AN e me——
DROVE OTHER AIRPORT VERY
O VYEH- ————-—— SATIS SATIS
CAR ICLE YES MO FIED FIED
(n kK W m (M
=7 163 165 237 53 102
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
187 17 11 193 1 &4
78.9 71.8 67.3 81.4K T7.4n 62.7
181 104 113 173 19 67
T76.4) 63.8 685 3.0 TI.6 65.7
T0 46 43 73 16 25
29.5 28.2 26.1 30.8 30.2 24.5

Froportions/Means: Columna Tested (5%, 10X risk Level) -

B/C - DJEJF - G/H - 1/) — K/L - H/M - O/F

PURPOSE
OF TRIF
INC-
PLEA- LUDED
SURE BUSI-
OMLY NESS

o (P}

3130 69
100.0 100.0

253 50
76.7 7.5

235 49
1.2 H.0

99 16
3.0 23.2

TABLE 17



BRUSKIN RESEARCH

FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATICM STUDY

G.2 STRONGLY AGREE SUMMARY

BASE: TOTAL RESPONDENTS
OVERALL DROVE OWW CAR OVERALL PURPOSE
SATISFACTION ¥5.0THERS SATISFACTION Of TRLIP
WITH HIGHWAYS ——-—————= WITH AIRPORT ~-———-——-—-
GENDER ——m DROVE USED AN = INC-
e ————— AGE YERY DROYE OTHER AIRPORT VERY PLEA- LUDED
FE~ —————==——-— SATIS SATIS OWHN  VEH- ——-==--—— SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-
TOTAL MALE MALE 18-34 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR IfLE YES WO FIED FIED CMLY HESS
A By (&) m (E}Y (F) G (H) (W Ky (L (M) (N} @
TOTAL 402 179 223 N 18 18 119 265 237 163 165 237 53 102 330 &
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.9 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
THE POSTED SPEED &4 23 41 " 3 17 3r 25 35 29 28 3 15 1 55 ¢
LIMITS OM THE 15.9 12.8 18.4 12.1 19.0 t4. & 3.4 9.4 14.8 17.8 17.0 15.2 28.38 10.8 16.7 13.0
STATE HIGHWAY
SYSTEM WERE
REASONABLE
ROADSIDES OW THE 63 28 k] 13 28 21 I 24 32 n 30 3 19 9 55 8
STATE HIGHWAY 15.7 15.6 15.7 143 14.8 17.8 32.8H 9.1 13.5 19.0 8.2 13.9 35.84 8.8 167 11.6
SYSTEM WERE KEPT
LITTER FREE
THE AMOUNT OF &0 27 33 10 29 20 3 2 30 30 29 n 17 10 52 8
TIME IT TOOK TO 149 15.1 148 11.0 15.3 16.9 .94 7.9 12.7 18.4 17.6 131 3218 9.8 158 11.6
TRAVEL VITHIN
THE CITY OR TOWN
I VISITED WAS
SATISFACTORY
THE AMOUNT OF 58 28 30 M 3 14 42 14 28 30 28 30 15 7 47 "
TIME IT TOOK TO 14,4 15.6 13.5 12.1 17.5 1.9 35.34 5.3 11.8 18.4i 17.0 12.7 28.3H10.8 4.2 15.9
TRAVEL BETWEEM
THE CITIES OR
TOWNS I VISITED
WAS SATISFACTORY
THE OVERALL 50 20 30 8 25 17 3% 10 21 29 27 23 17 g &4 -]
LEVEL OF TRAFFIC 12.4 11.2 13.5 8.8 13.2 14.4 32.84 3.8 8.9 17,81 16.4L 9.7 32.1H 8.8 13.3 8.7
CONGESTION OH
THE STATE

HIGHWAY SYSTEM
WAS ACCEPTABLE

Lower casm letters at 90X level
Upper case letters at 95% level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10X risk level) - BfC ~ DJEfF - G/H - 1/J - X/L - m/N - o/P

* TABLE 18



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA GEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY
TABLE 18

Q.2 STRONGLY AGREE SUMMARY

BASE: TOTAL RESPOWDENTS

OVERALL DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL PURPOSE

SATISFACTION ¥9.0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS —-——————~ WITH ALRPORT ——————

GEMDER 00— DROVE USED AN — e ——— INC-
= -AGE YERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT YERY PLEA- LUDED
FE- —=————- ~=—  SATIS SATIS OWN VEH- ——————===— 5SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-

TOTAL MALE MALE 18-34 35-54 553+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES WO FIED FlED  OWLY NESS

(A) |\ (O M (B P G) (W (I x> (L (M (N @ ™

TOTAL 402 179 223 ¢ 189 118 119 265 237 163 165 237 53 102 130 &9
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 700.0 100.0 100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

ROADSIDES ON THE 47 19 28 9 25 13 26 18 28 19 7 30 8 7 38 9
STATE HIGHWAY 1.7 10.6 12.& 9.9 13.2 1.0 21.8H 6.8 11.8 1.7 10.3 12.7 151 6.9 1.5 13.0
SYSTEM WERE
ATTRACTIVE

THE TIMING OF 34 18 16 9 15 10 2B 5 19 15 14 20 9 5 26 a
TRAFFIC SIGNALS 8.5 101 7.2 9.9 7.9 85 23.5H 1.9 8.0 9.2 B.5 8.4 1T.0H 4.9 7.9 11.6
ALLOVED

PEDESTRIANS

ENOUGH TIME TO

CROSS STATE

ROADS

MOST OF THE 8 5 3 2 6 0
YEHICLES 2.0 2.8 1.3 2.2 3.2f 0 3.
TRAYELING ON THE

STATE HIGHWAY

SYSTEM FOLLOWED

THE POSTED SPEED

LIMITS

N
i
I~
I~
o L
Wi
—
~N
-~
—

Lower case letters at P level
Upper case letters at 95% Level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10% risk level) - B/C - OJE/F - G/H - 1/J - X/L - N/N - O/P



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY A1983 |
TABLE 19

Q.2 DISAGREE SUMMARY

BASE: TOTAL RESPONDENTS

OVERALL DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL PURPOSE

SATISFACTION V5. OTHERS SATISFACTION Of TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS -———-— WITH AIRPORT —————-===s

GEHDER —————————- DROVE USED AW —_—u INC-
—————e— AGE VERY OROVE OTHER AIRPORY VERY PLEA- LUDED
FE- ————=————- SATIS SATIS OWN VEH- ———— SATIS SATIS SURE BuSl-

TOTAL MALE MALE 1834 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES MNO FIED FIED OHLY NESS

(A) @ (m (B} (P G) (H) W Ky (L (M) (N} 0w (P

TOTAL 2 179 223 N 18 18 119 265 237 163 165 237 53 102 330 69

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
MOST OF THE a9 122 157 58 136 82 7% 186 163 12 117 162 7 72 226 51
VEHICLES 9.4 é6B.2 704 63.7 RO &9.5 66.4 70.2 9.6 8.7 TD.9 684 698 70.6 &85 T73.9

TRAVELING ON THE
STATE NIGHWAY
SYSTEM FOLLOWED
THE POSTED SPEED
LIMITS

THE OVERALL 97 50 47 20 47 28 0 75 49 4ib 53 4y 12 37 76 19
LEVEL OF TRAFFIC 24.1 27.9 21,1 22.0 24.9 &83.7 8.4 28.3¢ 20.7 28.2i 32.1L18.6 22.6 36.3m 23.0 27.5
COMGESTION OH

THE STATE

NIGHWAY SYSTEM

WAS ACCEPTASLE

THE AMQUNT OF 7 35 36 17 35 17 11 49 39 30 L] 40 5 22 56 13
TIME IT TOOK TO  17.7 19.6 16.1 18,7 18.5 14.4 9.2 18.56 16.5 18.4 18.8 16.9 9.4 21.6m 17.0 188
TRAVEL WITHIN

THE CITY OR TOWN

I VISITED WAS

SATISFACTORY

THE AMOUNT OF 54 29 25 14 33 5 8 27 25 L] | 23 7 22 40 12
TIME IT TooK TO  13.4 16,2 11.2 15.4F 17.5F 4.2 6.7 1406 11.4 153 18.8L 9.7 13.2 21.6 12.1 1T.4
TRAVEL BETWEEN .

THE CITIES OR

TOWNS I VISITED

WAS SATISFACTORY

Lower case letters at 90X level
Upper case letters at 95% Level

Proportions /Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10% risk level) - B/C - DJESF - G/H - IfJ - K/L - M/N - O/P



BRUSKIN RESEARCH

BASE: TOTAL RESPOMDENTS

GERDER

FE-
TOTAL HALE MALE

AGE

18-34 35-%4 55+

FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY

Q.2 DISAGREE SUMMARY

OVERALL DROVE OWM CAR OVERALL
SATISFACTION V5. QTHERS SATISFACTION
WITH HIGHWAYS ————=r—- WITH AIRPORT

||||||| DROVE USED AN ————
YERY DROVE OTHER ATRPORT VERY
SATIS SATIS OWN VEH- ————— SATIS SATIS

FIED FI1ED CAR ICLE YES WO FIED F1ED

(A (B} (0

TOTAL 402 179 223
100.0 100.0 100.0

ROADSIDES ON THE 51 M 20
STATE HIGHWAY 2.7 17.3¢ 9.0
SYSTEM WERE
ATTRACTIVE

THE TIMING OF 45 21 24
TRAFFIC SIGNALS 11.2 11.7 108
ALLOVED

PEDESTRIANS

ENOUGH TIME TO

CROSS STATE

ROADS

THE POSTED SPEED L] 19 14
LINITS ON THE 8.2 106 5.3
STATE HIGHWAY

SYSTEM WERE

REASONABLE

ROADSIDES OM THE X0 19 11
STATE HIGHWAY 7.5 10.6c 4.9
SYSTEM WERE KEPT

LITTER FREE

Lower case lLetters at 90X Level
Upper case letters at 95X lLevel

m <€y B

S 189 18
100.0 100.0 100.0

22 22 5
24.2E 1M.6F 4.2
F

15 18 1"
16.5¢ 9.5 9.3

1 17 5
12.9F 9.0 4.2

[ 10 12
6.6 5.3 10.2

G (W (W Ky L Hy (N

119 265 237 163 165 237 53 102

100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
T ¥ 24 25 29 22 5 18
5.914.06 10,1 15.3 17.6L 9.3 9.4 17.6
5 34 18 26 22 23 7 12
4.2 12.8 7.6 16.01 13.3 9.7 13.2 11.8
7T 22 16 17 19 14 4 14
5.9 8.3 6.8 10.4 MNM.5L 5.9 r.5 137
2 23 15 13 12 18 1 10

1.7 8.76 6.3 8.0 Ty T8 1.9 9.8m

Proportions/Heans: Columns Tested (5Z, 10X risk level) - 8/C - D/E/F - G/H - 1/l - KfL - W/H - o/F

PURPOSE
OF TRIP
INC-
PLEA- LUDED
SURE BUSI-
ONLT NES%

(o

330 &9
100.0 100.0

43 &
3.0 8.7

36 8

0.9 11.6

24 9
7.3 13.0

24 4
7.3 5.8

A1583

TABLE 19



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY A1983
TABLE 20

Q.3A USED A REST AREA IN FLORIDA DURING LAST TRIP TQ THE STATE

BASE: TOTAL RESPONDENTS

QVERALL DROVE O CAR QVERALL PURPQSE
SATISFACTION ¥5.0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS ---—— ——— WITH AIRPORT -—— -
GENDER ————— DROVE USED AN ————————e 1HC-
o ———————— AGE YERY OROVE OTHER AIRPORT VERY PLEA- LUDED
FE~ —————=————-- SATIS SATIS OWN VEH- ~—————-- SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-

TOTAL MALE MALE 1834 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES NO FIED FIED ONLY NESS

(&) B (D (D (B (F) ) (W (W Ky (L (M (W) oy ™

TOTAL 402 179 223 N 18 18 119 265 237 163 165 237 53 102 330 &3
100.0 10¢.0 100.0 100.0 106.0 100.0 100.0700.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
YES 188 89 99 35 84 &7 65 118 142 45 &8 140 12 33 152 35
468 49.7 &4 4 3B.5 444 S56,BDE 54.6 44.5 59.94 27.6 29.1 S59.1K 22.6 32.4 46,1 50.7

h
NO 210 0 120 54 105 49 53 144 91 118 117 93 41 69 174 3

52.2 50.3 53.8 59.3F 55.6F 41.5 64,5 54.3g 38,4 T2.41 TO.9L 3%.2 V7.4 6T.6 52.7 49.%
DON'T KNOW 4 0 4 2 0 2 1 3 4 0 0 4 o o 4 0
1.0 0 1.8 2.2 0 1.7 0.8 1.1 1.7j 0 0 1.7k 0 ¢ 1.2 0

Lower case letters at 90% Level
Upper case letters at 95X Level

Proportions/Heans: Columns Tested (5%, 10X risk level) - BfC - DJE/F - G/H - 1/J - /L - /N - O/F



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY A1583
TASLE 21

Q.38 WHERE REST AREAS STOPPED AT WERE

BASE: USED A REST AREA IM FLORIDA DURIMG LAST TRIF TO THE STATE

OVERALL DROVE OWM CAR OVERALL PURPOSE
SATISFACTION V5. 0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS ———--==r—— WITH AIRPORT -———====——
GENDER —_— ~ DROVE USED AN —_——— INC-
—_——— AGE VERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT VERY PLEA~ LUDED
FE- —=——m——— SATIS SATIS OWN  VEH ————— — SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-

TOTAL MALE MALE 18-34 35-54 55+ FIED FTED CAR ICLE YES MO FIED FIED ONLY NESS

(A) a) () mm (& Gy (H) (D W) w W Ny (W) oy (™

TOTAL 188 B9 99 35 B4 &7 65 118 142 45 &8 140 12 33 152 35 '
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.C 100.0 t00.0 100.0 100.0
INTERSTATE 162 73 &% 27 4 &2 55 103 128 33 35 127 1" 21 132 2?
86.2 82,0 89.9 771 B4.5 92.5p B4.4 B7.3 90.1373.3 72,9 .7k 91.7n 63.6 86.8 82.9
FLORIDA TURNPIKE 52 26 26 15 19 18 17 33 35 17 18 3 5 13 &1 1"
27.7  29.2 26.3 42 9E 22.6 26.9 26.2 28.0 24.6 37.81 37.5L 243 4.7 39.4 270 .4
OTHER 6 3 3 1 2 3 2 4 -] 0 3 3 o 2 4 2
3.2 3.4 30 2.9 2.4 4.5 31 3.4 4.2 a 6.3 2.1 0 6.1 2.6 5.7
DON'T KHOW 9 5 4 2 4 3 3 6 7 2 2 7 0 2 7 2
4.8 5.6 4.0 5.7 4.8 &5 4.6 5.1 4.9 4.4 4.2 5.0 o 61 4.6 5.7

Lower case letters at 90¥ level
Upper case letters at 95% Llevel

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5X, 10 risk level) - BfC - DJE/F - G/H — L/J = KfL = W/H - o/P



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY A1983
TABLE 22

Q.3C AGREEMENT WITH STATEMENT ~ THE REST AREAS WERE CLEAN

BASE: USED A REST AREA IM FLORIDA DURING LAST TRIP TO THE STATE

OVERALL DROVE OWHM CAR OVERALL PURPOSE

SATISFACTION ¥5.0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS —————- WITH AIRPORT ———-——-—-

GENDER —m——— DROVE USED AN @ —————~ 1INC-
—————e== AGE VERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT YERY PLEA- LUOED
FE- —=————— SATIS SATIS OWN VEH- -—-———— SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-

TOTAL MALE HMALE 18-34 35-54 55+ FIED FI1ED CAR ICLE YE5 NO FIED FIED OMLY MESS

(A @ m (&) (P G} (H) Iy Ky (L (W ) (M

TOTAL 188 89 9 35 B4 &7 63 118 142 45 48 140 12 33 152 35
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

AGREE (NET) 17 8e 93 32 80 &4 63 110 135 42 % 1313 1 L1 143 34
941 92,1 9%6.0 N4 95.2 9.5 9.9 93.2 95.1 93.3 N7 95.0 9.7 93.9 941 9T

STROMGLY AGREE 41 21 20 7 19 15 N n 31 10 8 13 4 3 35 é
21.8 236 20.2 20.0 22.6 22.4 46.2H 9.3 21.8 222 16.7 23.6 333n 9.1 25.0 171

AGREE 136 61 75 25 61 49 3 99 104 32 ¥ 100 7 28 108 28
72.3 68.5 T75.8 T.4 2.6 T3 50,8859 732 M.t T5.0 7.4 583 B4.Bm T1.1 BO.O

DISAGREE (MET) " 7 4 3 4 3 2 8 7 3 4 7 1 2 9 1
5.9 7.9 4.0 8.6 4.8 4.5 31 6.8 4.9 6.7 8.3 5.0 8.3 6.1 5.9 2.9

DISAGREE 9 & 3 2 3 3 1 7 & 2 4 5 1 2 7 1
4.8 6.7 3.0 5.7 3.6 4.5 1.5 5.9 4.2 4.4 8.3 3¢ 8.3 6.1 4.6 2.9

STRONGLY 2 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 2 0 0 2 o
DISAGREE 1.1 1.1 1.0 2.9 1.2 a 1.5 0.8 0.7 2.2 0 1.4 a o 1.3 0
DON'T KHOW 0 o 0 o 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 o
0 o 0 o 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0

Lower case letters st 90% Level
Upper case letters at 95X Level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10% risk level) - B/C - DJESF - G/H - 1/J - KjL ~ B/N - O/P



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRAMSPORTATION STUDY A1983
TABLE 23

Q.3C AGREEMEMT WITH STATEMENT - THE VENDING SERVICES AT YHE REST AREAS WERE SATISFACTORY

BASE: USED A REST AREA IN FLORIDA DURING LAST TRIP TO THE STATE

OVERALL DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL PURPOSE

SATISFACTION VS.OTHERS SATISFACTICN OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS -——————- WITH AIRPORT -———e---—

GENDER ———————— DROVE USED AN —_—- INC-
||||||| AGE VERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT VERY PLEA- LUDED
fFE- ————— SAT1S SATIS oM VEH -————— SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-

TOTAL MALE MALE  18-34 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YE5 KO FIED FIED  ONLY MNESS

(A) | () (» (B} (F) (G) {H) W )y ) M (N wy (P

TOTAL 188 89 99 35 B4 &7 & 118 142 45 &8 140 12 33 152 35
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

AGREE (MET} 139 70 &% 28 59 51 &7 B9 107 32 2 wr 7 24 113 26
3.9 T7B.7 &9.7 80.0 70.2 T6.1 2.3 75.4 75.4 M1 &6.7 Té6.4 S58.3 T2.T T&3 T74.3

STRONGLY AGREE 21 13 8 5 8 8 12 8 17 4 3 18 2 1 18 3
1.2 146 81 143 95 1M.9 18.5H 6.8 12.0 8.9 6.3 12.9 167 30 MB 8.4

AGREE 118 57 &1 23 51 L3 3 & 0 28 29 8y 5 23 5 23
62.8 &40 61.6 65.7 &.7T 64.2 5.8 68.66 63.4 62.2 6GD.4 63.6 417 £9.Tm 62.5 65.7
DISAGREE (NET) 23 10 13 6 12 4 3 18 14 8 10 13 3 & 17 5
2.2 1.2 13.1 174143 60 4.6 15.3%6 9.9 17.8 20.8L 9.3 25.0 18.2 11.2 14.3
D1SAGREE 21 10 11 & 10 4 2 18 12 8 9 12 b & 15 5
1.2 1.2 1M1y 17AAf11.9 6.0 311536 8.5 17.8i 18.8L 8.6 25.0 18.2 9.9 14.3
STROMGLY 2 0 2 0 2 0 1 1] 2 0 1 1 0 o 2 0
D1SAGREE 1.1 o 2.0 0 2.4 1] 1.5 1] 1.4 1] 21 0.7 0 0 1.3 0
DOH'T KMOW 26 9 17 1 13 12 1B 1N 21 5 6 20 2 3 22 4
3.8 10,1 17.2 2.9 15.5d 17.90 23.1H 9.3 14.8 11,1 125 143 167 9.1 145 1.4

Lower case letters at 90X level
Upper case letters at 95% level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10X risk level) - B/C - D/E/F - G/H - I/) - K/L -~ M/N - O/P



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY A1983
TABLE 24

0.3C AGREEMENT WITH STATEMENT - THERE WERE EMOUGH REST AREAS ALONG THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM

BASE: USED A REST AREA IN FLORIDA DURING LAST TRIP TO THE STATE

OVERALL DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL PURPOSE

SATISFACTION ¥5.0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS -——————— WITH AIRPORT ---—-—————

GEMDER = 00— DROVE USED AN e INC-
————m———= AGE VERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT VERY PLEA- LUDED
FE- ===————————— SATIS SATIS O VEH -—=—--—-- SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-

TOTAL MALE MALE  18-34 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES NO FIED FIED ONLY NESS

(A} B) (¢} ) (B (F} (G (H) (0 K (L) n (N wy (P

TOTAL 188 89 99 35 B4 &7 &5 118 142 45 48 140 12 13 152 35
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

AGREE (NET) 145 69 76 22 64 58 57 85 109 36 3B 10r 1" 25 117 28
7.1 7.5 6.8 &9 762 BS5.6D 87.T T2.0 76.8 80.0 .2 T6.4 91.7 75.8 77.0 #&0.0

H

STROMGLY AGREE 23 17 8 & 10 9 14 9 16 9 7 18 4 3 20 5
13.3 19.1C 8.1 17.1 1.9 13.4 21.5H 7.6 11.3 20.0 146.6 12.%9 3530 9.1 13.2 14.3

AGREE 120 52 &8 16 54 49 W3 76 93 27 X a9 7 22 97 23
63.8 58.4 6B.7 45.7 64.3d V3.1D 66.2 64.4 65.5 60.0 64.6 63.6 583 &5.7 658 5.7

DISAGREE (MET) 39 19 20 13 19 & 6 M 29 9 10 29 1 a N 7
20.7 21.3 20.2 37.1F 22.6F 9.0 9.226.3 20.4 20.0 208 20.7 8.3 24,2 20.4 20.0

b1SAGREE 32 16 16 1 16 4 & 27 2 9 9 23 1 B 26 5
7.0 18,0 16.2 H3.4F 19.0F 6.0 6.2 22.9% 15,5 20.0 18.8 16.4 B.3 24,2 17.1 143

STRONGLY ? 3 4 e 3 2 2 4 7 0 1 & H D 5 2
D1SAGREE 3.7 3.4 4.0 5.7 3.6 3.0 31 3.4 4.9 0 21 4.3 o 0 3.3 5.7
DOH'T KNOW & 1 3 0 1 3 2 2 4 0 0 4 0 0 4 0
2.1 1.1 3.0 0 1.2 4.5 3117 2.8 0 0 2.9 0 o 2.6 0

Lower case letters at 90X level
Upper case letters at 95% Level

Proportions/Mesns: Columns Tested (5Z, 10X risk Level) - B/C -~ DJE/F ~ 6/H - I/J - K/L - H/N - o/P



BRUSKIN RESEARCH

FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY

Q.3C AGREEMENT WITH STATEMENT - THE REST AREAS WERE SAFE
BASE: USED A REST AREA IN FLORIDA DURING LAST TRIP TO THE STATE
OVERALL DROVE OWM CAR OVERALL PURPQSE
SATISFACTION ¥S.0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP

WITH HIGHWAYS —-——————- WITH AIRPORT -—-—-———-———

GENDER 0 ———— DROVE USED AN  ————==~ INC-

lllllll AGE VERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT VERY PLEA~ LUDED

FE- ——————=-~———SATIS SATIS OWN VEH-  -------——— SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-

TOTAL MALE MALE 18-34 3554 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES NO FIED FIEP ONLY MESS

(A By (O Wy (E) (F) (@) W (W Ky W My (M0 W (P

TOTAL 188 a9 95 35 84 a7 65 118 142 45 &8 140 12 33 132 35
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

AGREE (NET) 174 az ge 33 76 &4 63 106 129 b &8 126 12 33 141 32
92.6 92.14 92.9 9.3 90.5 9.5 9.9 89.8 0.8 97.8 100.0L 0.0 100.0 100.0 92.8 91.4

h

STRONGLY AGREE n 14 17 6 16 9 21 10 23 B 7 24 3 4 29 2
16.5 15.7 7.2 171 19.0 134 32.3H 8.5 16.2 1.8 146 171 25.0 12.1 19.1p 5.7

AGREE 143 ] 75 27 &0 55 L2 96 106 36 M e 9 29 112 30
6.1 76,4 75.8 771 M.4 B 6. 681.46 74.6 BO.O 85.4L 729 75.0 87.9 737 B5.7

DISAGREE (NET) 7 3 4 4 3 0 1 & 7 0 0 7 0 0 o 3
3.7 3.4 4.0 5.7f 6.0F 0 1.5 5.1 4.9 0 0 5.0 0 0 2.6 8.&

DISAGREE 3 2 3 1 4 0 1] 5 5 o 0 5 0 0 3 P4
2.7 2.2 3.0 2.9 4.8 ) 0 0 4.2 3.5 0 0 3.6 0 0 2.0 5.7

STRONGLY 2 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 2 0 0 2 1] o 1 1
DISAGREE 1.1 1.1 1.0 2.9 1.2 0 1.5 0.8 1.4 1] 0 1.4 1] 0 0.7 2.9
DON'T KMOW T & 3 0 3 3 1 6 6 1 1] 7 1] 0 7 0
iy 4.5 3.0 0 346 45 1.5 5.1 b2 2.2 0 5.0 0 o 4.6 0

Lower case letters at X Llevel
Upper case Letters at 95X level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5X, 10¥ risk Level) — B/C - DJE/F - G/H - 1/J - K/L - N/N - O/P

A1583

TABLE 25



BRUSKIN RESEARCH

FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRAWSPORTATION STUDY

Q.3C STRONGLY AGREE/AGREE SUMMARY

BASE: USED A REST AREA IN FLORIDA DURING LAST TRIP TO THE STATE

GENDER
||||| — AGE
FE- —————
TOTAL MALE WMALE 1B-34 35-54 55+
(A) 3 W o By (R
TOTAL 188 8% 99 35 84 &7
100.0¢ 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
THE REST AREAS 177 82 95 32 80 64
WERE CLEAN 9.1 92.1 9%.0 N4 9.2 9.5
THE REST AREAS 174 a8 g2 33 76 &4
WERE SAFE 2.6 92.1 92.9 943 9.5 9.5
THERE WERE 145 69 76 22 64 58
ENOUGH REST 71 TS5 T6B 62.9 T6.2 B4.6D
AREAS ALOMG THE
STATE HIGHWAY
SYSTEM
THE VENDING 139 70 69 28 59 51
SERVICES AT THE 73.9 78.7 69.7 80.0 7.2 76.1

REST AREAS WERE
SATISFACTORY

Lower case Letters at 9 level
Upper case letters at 95% level

OVERALL
SATISFACTION

WITH HIGHWAYS

VERY
SATIS SATIS
FIED FIED

65 18
100.0100.0

63 110
9.9 93.2

63 106
9.9 89.8
h

57 85
g7.7 72.0
H

47 89
72.3 75.4

DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL PURPOSE
v$. OTHERS SATISFACTION  OF TRIP
IIIIIII WITH AIRPORT ——--— e

DROVE  USED AN  ——m=rm—m——- INC-

DROVE OTHER  AIRPORT  VERY PLEA- LUDED
OWN VEH- --—————n— SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-
CAR ICLE  YES MO  FIED FIED ONLY NESS

M W W W MW W 0 P
%2 45 48 W0 12 33 152 3%
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
135 42 4 13N M B N
95.1 93.3 N7 %.0 9.7 93.9 9%.1 57.1
129 4 48 126 12 33 14 32
90.8 97.8 100.0L 90.0 100.0 100.0 $2.8 91.4
109 36 B W7 1M 25 M7 28
76.8 80.0 T79.2 76.4 91.7 75.8 77.0 80.0
w7 R R 107 7 2% M3 2
75.4 7.1 66.7 6.4 58.3 72.7 743 743

Proportions/Heans: Columns Tested (5%, 10% risk level) - B/C - O/E/F - 6/H - I/ - K/L - H/N - o/P

A1983

TABLE 25



BRUSKIN RESEARCH

FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY

Q.3C STROMGLY AGREE SUMMARY

BASE: USED A REST AREA IN FLORIDA DURING LAST TRIP TO THE STATE

TOTAL MALE MALE

AGE

18-34 35-54 55+

(A

TOTAL 188

100.0
THE REST AREAS 41
WERE CLEAN 21.8
THE REST AREAS k]
WERE SAFE 16.5
THERE WERE 25
EMOUGH REST 13.3
AREAS ALCNG THE
STATE HLIGHWAY
SYSTEM
THE YEMD ING 21

SERYICES AT THE 11.2
REST AREAS WERE
SATISFACTORY

GENDER
FE-  ==———
® @ D
8 9% 3
100.0 100.0 100.0
21 20 7
23.6 20.2 20.0
1% 17 6
15.7 17.2 7.1
17 8 6
19.1¢ 8.1 17
13 8 5
%6 81 143

Lower case letters at 90X level
Upper case letters at 957 Level

{6} (P

B4 &7
100.0 100.0

19 15
2.6 2.4

16 9
19.0 13.4

10 9
11.9 13.4

OVERALL OROVE OWN CAR OYERALL PURPOSE
SATISFACTION ¥5.0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS -—————- WITH AIRPORT ——————ae
—_————————- DROVE USED AN —————— INC-

YERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT VERY PLEA- LUDED
SATIS SATIS OWN ¥EH -—————— SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-
FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES NG FIED FIED OWLY NESS
G) (H) (D W wy M w

6 118 142 43 48 140 12 13 152 35
100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
30 N n 10 8 313 4 3 35 &
46.2H 9.3 21.8 22.2 16.7 236 33.3n 9.1 230 171
21 10 23 8 7 24 3 4 29 2
32.3H B.5 16.2 17.8 14.6 171 25.0 12.1 19.1p 5.7
14 9 16 9 7 18 4 3 20 5
21.5H 7.6 11.3 20,0 146 129 33.3n 9.7 13.2 14.3
12 8 17 4 3 18 2 1 18 3
18.5H 6.8 12.0 8.9 6.3 12.9 167 30 1.8 8.6

Proportions/Heans: Columns Tested (5Z, 10% risk Llevel) - B8/C - BJESF - G/H - I/J - KfL - M/N - OfP

A1983

TABLE 27



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPFT. OF TRAMSPORTATION STUDY A1983
TABLE 28

Q.3C DISAGREE SUMMARY

BASE: USED A REST AREA IN FLORIDA DURING:LAST TRIP TO THE STATE

OVERALL DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL PURPOSE

SATISFACTION ¥5.0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS ~———===—=— WITH AIRPORT --r————

GEMDER e — DROVE USED AN  ——- —_—— INC-
mm——————— AGE YERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT YERY PLEA- LUDED
FE= ——————«~-—— S§ATIS SATIS O VEH- ———~-———— SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-

TOTAL MALE MALE 18-34 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES NO FIED FIED ONLY MESS

(A) | W e (B (P (G (H) (n W Ky (L My (N w

TOTAL 188 a9 o9 35 84 67 & 118 142 45 4B 140 12 33 152 35

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0 400.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
THERE WERE 39 19 20 13 19 6 6 ¥ 29 9 10 29 1 8 3 7
ENOUGH REST 2.7 21.3 20.2 37.1F 22.6F 9.0 9.2 26.% 20.4 200 20.8 20.7 8.3 2.2 2.4 20.0

AREAS ALONG THE
STATE HIGHWAY
SYSTEM

THE VENDING 23 10 13 6 12 4 3 18 1% 8 10 13 3 -] 17 5
SERVICES AT THE 12.2 11.2 13.1 17.1f 143 6.0 4.6 15.36 9.9 17.8 20.8L 9.3 250 18.2 11.2 14.3
REST AREAS WERE

SATISFACTORY

THE REST AREAS 11 7 4 3 4 3 2 8 7 3 4 7 1 2 9 1
WERE CLEAN 5.9 7.9 4.0 8.6 48 45 31 6.8 4.9 &7 8.3 5.0 8.3 6.1 59 2.9
THE REST AREAS 7 3 4 2 5 1] 1 6 ? 0 0 7 0 0 4 3
WERE SAFE 3.7 3.4 4.0 5.7f &6.0F 1] 1.5 5.1 4.9 1] 0 5.0 0 0 2.6 B.&a

Lower case letters at 90X Level
Upper case letters at 95X level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10% riak level) — B/C - D/EJF = G/H - If) - K/L - M/N - ofP



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY A1583
TABLE 29

G.4A USED AN AIRPORT DURING LAST ¥1S1T TO FLORIDA

BASE: TOTAL RESPONDERTS

OVERALL DROVE OWH CAR OVERALL PURPOSE
SATISFACTION ¥5.0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS ————==- - WITH AIRPORT -————-—-
GEMDER e DROVE USED AN —_——— INC-
— e re—— AGE YERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT YERY PLEA- LUDED
FE~ —em————————— SATIS SATIS OWN VEH- ———————— SATIS SATI5S SURE BUSI-

TOTAL MALE MALE 18-34 35-54 55+ FIED FIE® CAR ICLE YES MO FIED FIED OMLY NESS

(&} B () M (B A G (W Ky (L M W w

TOTAL 402 179 223 a1 189 118 19 265 237 163 165 237 53 102 330 65
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

YES 165 3 92 43 81 » 53 %4 24 140 165 0 53 102 134 30
41.0 40.8 41,3 47.3F 2.9 31 4.5 37.0 10.1 85.%91 100.0L 0 100.0 100.0 40.6 43.5

HO 237 106 13 48 108 Fa 66 167 213 23 o 237 0 0 196 9
59.0 5%9.2 58.7 52.7 57.1 66.9pe 55.5 43.0 89.94 14.1 0 100.0¢ 0 0 59.4 56.5

DON'T KNOW ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Lower case letters at 0% level
Upper case letters at 95% Level

Proportions/Heans: Coluans Tested (5%, 10% risk level) - B/C - D/E/F - 6/H - 1/) - K/L - H/N - Q/P



BRUSKIN RESEARCH

BASE:

TOTAL

ORLANDG
INTERNAT IONAL
AIRPORT

TAMPA
IMTERNAT IONAL
ALRPORT

M1AMI
INTERNATIONAL
AIRPORT

SOUTHWEST
FLORIDA
IHTERNATIONAL
AIRPORT (FT.
HYERS5)

FT. LAUDERDALE/

HOLLYWOOD
INTERMATIONAL
AIRPORT

JACKSOMVILLE
INTERNATIONAL
AIRPORT

PALM BEACH
INTERNATIONAL
ALRPORT

TOTAL

(A)

165
100.0

&2
3.6

15
2.1

Ly
6.7

1
6.7

USED AM AIRPORT DURIHG LAST TRIP TO FLORIDA

FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRAMSPORTATION STUDY

Q.48 FLORIDA AIRPORTS USED

OVERALL DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL PURPOQSE

SATISFACTION ¥5.0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS ———==—- WITH AIRPORYT -——-~——

GEMDER 000 ———- —- DROVE USED AN ———— INC-
||||| ———— AGE YERY DROVE OTHER ALRPORT YERY PLEA- LUDED
FE- ——————=————— 3SATLS SATIS OW VEH- ————-~-—— BATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-

MALE MALE 18-34 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YE53 NO FIED FIED OMLY NESS
By () m (€ ) G (W) (1 Ky (L) > N 0
73 92 43 81 39 53 98 24 140 165 Ok 53 102 134 30
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0700.0 100.0 100.0 10Q.0 0%k100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
25 37 16 L] 12 2 36 7 54 a2 0 21 I3 4B 13
34,2 4D.2 37.2 40.7 30.8 4.5 36.7 29.2 38.6 3I7.6 0 39.6 38,2 35.B 433
17 21 7 23 7 1M1 24 5 33 38 o 10 23 30 8
23.3 22.8 16.3 28.4 17.9 20.8 24.5 20.8 23.6 23.0 0 189 22,5 22.4 26.7
16 7 6 13 4 6 14 5 18 23 o 5 18 17 6
21.9¢ 7.6 14.0 16.0 10.3 11.3 14.3 20.8 12.9 13.9 0 9.4 17.6 12.7 20.0
& 9 3 6 6 6 8 3 12 15 o 6 9 13 2
82 98 7.0 7.4 15.4 1.3 8.2 12.5 8.4 9.1 0 M.3 8.8 2.7 6.7
4 7 5 3 3 2 7 2 ¢ 1" 0 0 1" a 3
5.5 7.6 MNM.be 3.7 1.7 3.8 7.1 8.3 6.4 6.7 0 0 10.84 6.0 10.0
] 5 4 3 2 4 7 5 & 11 0 3 6 a 3
8.2 5.4 140E 3.7 5.1 7.5 7.1 20.8) 4.3 6.7 0 5.7 5.9 6.0 10.0
5 2 2 3 2 2 5 1 6 7 o 4 3 & 1
6.8 2.2 47 3.7 5.1 3.8 51 £2 4.3 4.2 0 7.5 2.9 4.5 3.3

Lower case letters at 907 (evel
Upper case letters at 95X level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5, 10X risk Llevel) - 8/C - BJE/F - 6/H - I/ - K/L - M/N - O/P

Wk yery small base {under 1) ineligible for sig testing

A1983

TABLE 30



BRUSKIN RESEARCH

BASE: USED AM AIRPORT DURING LAST TRIP TO FLORIDA

TOTAL

ORLANDO SAHFORD
AIRPORT

SARASOTA
BRADENTON
INTERNATIONAL
AIRPORT

TALLAHASSEE
REGIONAL AIRPORT

DAYTONA BEACH
IHTERHAT IOMAL
AIRPORT

KEY WEST
INTERMATIONAL
AIRPORT

ST. PETERSBURG-
CLEARNWATER
INTERNAT IONAL
AIRPORT

PENSACOLA
REGIONAL AIRPORT

HAPLES WMUMICIPAL
AIRPORT

FLOR1DA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY

Lower case letters mt 9 level
Upper case letters at 95X Llevel

G.4B FLORIDA AIRPORTS USED

OVERALL
SATISFACTION
WITH HIGHWAYS
GENDER =
————————— AGE VERY
FE- ——————— —===—  SATIS SATIS
TOTAL NALE MALE 18-3%& 35-54 55+ FIED FIlED
(A} | (@O ®m (B (F) {6} {(H)
165 73 92 43 B1 319 53 98
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0100.0
4 2 2 1] 4 1] 1 2
2.4 2.7 2.2 0 4.9 0 1.9 2.0
4 1 3 0 2 2 1 3
2.4 1.4 3.3 o 25 5.1 1.9 31
3 1 2 2 0 1 0 3
1.8 1.4 2.2 4.7e 0 2.6 0 31
3 2 1 1 0 1 2 1]
1.8 2.7 11 2.3 0 2.6 3Bh O
2 1 1 0 1 1 0 2
1.2 1.4 1.1 0 1.2 2.6 0 2.0
2 1 1 0 1 1 1] 1
1.2 1.4 1.1 0 1.2 2.6 0 1.0
1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1
0.6 o 1.1 0 0 2.6 0 1.0
1 0 1 1 1] 0 0 1
0.6 0 1.1 2.3 0 0 0 1.0

DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL - PURPOSE
VS.OTHERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP

_ WITH AlRPORT -———--——~

DROVE USED AN ————————— INC-

DROVE OTHER AIRPORT YERY PLEA- LUDED
OWM VEH- -—————-—= BSATIS SAY1S SURE BUSI-

CAR ICLE YES MO FIED FIED OMLY HNESS
O k) LGP M 0 (P
24 140 165 o 53 102 134 30
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
0 4 4 0 1 3 3 1

0 2.9 2.4 0 1.9 2.9 2.2 3.3

0 4 4 1] 2 2 3 1

0 2.9 2.4 1] 3.8 2.0 2.2 3.3

2 1 3 1] 0 3 2 1
B.34 0.7 1.8 1] 0 2.9 1.5 3.3

1 1 3 0 0 2 2 1]
4.2 0.7 1.8 0 0 2.0 1.5 1]
0 2 2 0 2 1] 2 0

0 1.4 1.2 0 3.8n 1] 1.5 0

1 1 2 1] 1 1 2 0
4.2 0.7 1.2 1] 1.9 1.0 1.5 0
1] 1 1 0 1] 1 0 1
0 07 0.4 0 0 1.0 0 3.3

0 1 1 0 1] 0 1 0

0 or 0.6 0 1] 0 0.7 0

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10X risk level) - B/C - O/EfF - G/H - 1JU - K/L - H/N - O/P

*kk yery smatl base (under 1) ineligible for sig testing

A1583

TABLE 30



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRAWSPORTATION STUDY A1583
TABLE 30

Q.4B FLORIDA AIRPORTS USED

BASE: USED AN AIRPORT DURIRG LAST TRIP TO FLORIDA

OVERALL DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL PURPOSE

SATISFACTION ¥S.0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS -—-———— WITH AIRPORT ~—————-

GENDER = - DROVE USED AN —_———— INC-
e AGE VERY OROVE OTHER AIRPORT VERY PLEA~ LUDED
FE=  ————-———====-——— SATIS SATIS O VEH- -——-————— — SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-

TOTAL MALE MALE 1834 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES NO FIED FIED OMLY HESS

(A e () mn © " (6 (W) (I ) Ky (L My o (P}

TOTAL 165 73 92 43 a1 39 53 98 24 140 165 Ot 53 102 134 30
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0 Or£100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
PAMAMA CITY-BAY 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1] 1 1 0 1 0 1 0
COUNTY 0.6 o 11 0 0 2.6 1.9 o o 0.7 0.6 0 1.9 o 0.7 0
INTERNATIONAL
AIRPORT
DON'T KHOW 5 3 2 1 3 1 2 2 0 5 5 o 2 3 4 1
3.0 4.1 2.2 2.3 37 26 38 2.0 0 3.6 3.0 0 s 2.9 30 33

Lower case letters at 90X Level
Upper case Letters at 95X level

Proportions/Means: Columng Tested (5%, 10X risk level) - B/C - D/E/F - G/H - 1/J - /L - n/W - Q/P
*% very sanll base (under 1) ineligible for sig testing



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRAMSPORTATION STUDY A1983
TABLE 31

Q.4C AGREEMENT WITH STATEMENT - 1 WAS SATISFIED WITH ACCESS TO AND FROM THE AIRPORT

BASE: USED AN AIRPORT OURING LAST TRIP TO FLORIDA

OVERALL DROVE QWM CAR OVERALL PURPOSE

SATISFACTION ¥S_OTHERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS -—————————- WITH AIRPORT -——-——-——

GENDER  —memmem——— DROVE USED AN —————= INC-
—_——— AGE YERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT YERY PLEA- LUDED
fFE- —-——————===—— SATIS SATIS OWN VYEH- -—————— SaATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-

TOTAL MALE MALE 1834 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES NO FIED FIED OMLY MESS

(A) @ () 0y (B (F) (6 (H) 1y W) (M) (N (0 (P}

TOTAL 165 3 g2 43 a1 39 53 98 24 140 165 Ok 53 102 134 30
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.8 100.0700.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 Ox10G.4 100.0  100.0 100.0
AGREE (HET) 146 64 a2 38 T4 33 47 B8 18 128 146 4] 53 92 118 28
83.5 B7.7 B89.1 88.4 9N.4 B4.6 83.7 89.8 75.0 91.41 88.5 D 100.0n 50.2 881 933
STRONGLY AGREE 50 24 26 12 23 15 25 2 3 47 50 0 38 12 41 g
30.3 32,9 28.3 27.9 28.4 385 4.2 22.4 12.5 33.61 30.3 0 7M.7WN1.8 3.6 30.0

H
AGREE 9 40 36 26 51 18 2 66 15 81 9 4] 15 80 77 19
58.2 54.8 60.9 60.5 &3.0f 46.2 1.5 67.36 &2.5 57.9 58.2 0 28.3 78.44 57.5 63.3
DISAGREE (NET) 19 9 10 5 7 ] 6 10 ] 12 19 0 0 10 16 2
11.3 123 10.9 1.6 B.6 15.4 1.3 10.2 25.00 8.6 11.5 0 0 .84 M9 A7
DISAGREE 14 8 -} 4 3 6 5 8 5 8 14 0 0 B 1" 2
85 1.0 6.5 F.3 LT 15.4€ 9.4 8.2 20.8) 5.7 B.5 0 0 7.8 B2 467
STRONGLY 5 1 4 1 4 0 1 2 1 4 5 0 4] 2 5 0
D1SAGREE 3.0 1.4 4.3 2.3 4.9 0 1.9 2.0 42 2.9 3.0 0 0 2.0 3.7 0
DOK'T KHOW o o o a O o o o 0 4 0 0 0 0 a o
1] 0 0 0 4] 0 1] 1] 0 0 0 0 0 0 4] 0

Lower case letters at 90% Level
Upper case letters at 95% level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10X risk level) - 8/C - D/E/F = 6/H - 1/J ~ KL - AN - o/F
*k very small base (under 1) ineligible for sig testing



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY A1983
TABLE 32

Q.4C AGREENENT WITH STATEMENT — MY OVERALL EXPERIERCE WITH THE AIRPORT WAS SATISFACTORY

BASE: USED AN AIRPORT DURING LAST TRIP TO FLORIDA

OVERALL DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL PURPOSE

SATISFACTION ¥S$.0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS ————=- WITH AIRPORT -————==—-

GENDER ——— DROVE USED AN  —————- INC-
m——————— -AGE YERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT VERY PLEA- LUDED
FE- ===e———————— SATIS SATIS OWH VEH- ——=—==-——B5ATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-

TOTAL MALE MALE 18-34 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES HO FIED FIED OMLY MESS

(R |y W i (e (B Gy (H) (W (K) (L W (N (o) (P}

TOTAL 165 73 92 43 81 39 53 98 24 140 165 Ok 53 102 134 30
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 900.0700.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 O#%100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

AGREE (NET) 155 67 BB 39 76 38 sp 93 21 133 155 0 S3 102 125 29
93.9 91.8 95.7 9.7 3.8 7.4 9%.3%%.9 87.5 95.0 3.9 0 100.0 100.0 93.3 %.7

STRONGLY AGREE 53 25 28 % 2 13 27 % 2 5 53 0 53 0 4 9
2.9 3.2 3.4 37.2 29.6 333 50.9 24.5 8.3 36.41 32.1 0 1000 © 32.8 30.0

H

" AGREE 102 42 &0 23 52 2 3 &9 1% B2 102 0 0 102 81 20
61.8 S7.5 65.2 53.5 64,2 6.1 43,4 70.46 79.2] 5B.6 61.8 0 0 100.0M 60.4 &65.7

DISAGREE {NET) 10 6 4 4 5 1 3 5 3 7 10 0 0 0 9 1
61 8.2 &3 93 62 2.6 57 5.1 12.5 5.0 6.1 0 0 0 67 3.3

D1SAGREE 9 6 3 3 5 1 I 4 3 6 9 0 0 0 8 1
55 8.2 3.3 7.0 6.2 2.6 5.7 4.1 125 4.3 5.5 0 0 ¢ 6.0 3.3

STRONGLY 1 0 1 1 0 0 o 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0
DISAGREE 0.6 0 11 2.3 0 0 0 1.0 0 0.7 0.6 0 0 o 0.7 0
DON'T KNOW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Lower cage letters at 90% Level
Upper case letters at 95% Level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10X risk level) - B/C - D/E/F - 6/H - 1/) - KfL - 0/N - O/F
*k very small base (under 1) ineligible for sig testing



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLOAIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY A1583
TABLE 33

Q.4C AGREEMENT WITH STATEMENT - FLORIDA'S AIRPOATS COMPARE FAVORABLY TO THE AIRPORTS IN MY HOME STATE

BASE: USED AN AIRPORT DURING LAST TRIP TO FLORIDA

OVERALL DROYE OWH CAR OVERALL PURPOSE

SATISFACTION ¥S, OTHERS SATLSFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS -—-————————— WITH AIRPORT -—-——————-

GENDER ———— DROVE USED AN ———————— INC-
|||||||||| AGE YERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT YERY PLEA- LUDED
FE- —=—mmem————————— SATIS SATIS O VEH- -— ——— SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-

TOTAL MALE MALE 1834 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES NO . FIED FIED ONLY HNESS

(A) By (O ™ (E (A G} (H) m W K (U M (N w (P

TOTAL 165 73 92 43 81 39 53 98 24 140 165 Ok 53 102 134 30
100.0 1700.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0 04%100.0 100.0 400.0 100.0

AGREE (NET) 144 62 az 35 n 36 47 B6 20 123 144 o 50 94 17 26
B87.3 849 A%.1 81.4 87.7 92.3 88.7 87.8 83.3 B87.9 G67.3 0 943 92.2 873 85.7
STRONGLY AGREE &7 23 24 1 22 14 25 20 3 4h 47 0 36 1" 38 9
28,5 M.5 26,1 25.6 27.2 3.9 47.2 20.4 12.5 ¥.4i 24.5 0 47.9%10.8 28.4 30.0
H
AGREE 97 39 58 24 49 22 22 b6 17 79 97 0 14 83 v 17
58.8 53.4 63.0 55.8 60.5 56.4 41.5 67.36 T0.8 56.4 58.8 0 26.4 Bl 4w 59.0 56.7
DISAGREE (NET) 18 1 7 7 9 2 5 N 3 15 18 0 2 8 14 4
0.9 15.1 7.6 163 1.1 5.1 9.4 11.2 12.% 10.7 10.9 0 3.8 7.8 10.4 13.3
DISAGREE 16 10 [} 5 9 2 4 10 3 13 16 0 2 8 12 4
9.7 13.7 45 M6 111 541 7.5 10.2 12.5 9.3 9.7 0 3.8 7.8 9.0 13.3
STROMGLY 2 1 1 2 1] 0 1 1 0 2 2 0 0 0 2 1]
D1SAGREE 1.2 1.4 11 4.7e 1] 0 1.9 1.0 0 1.4 1.2 0 1] 0 1.5 0
DON'T KNOW 3 0 3 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 3 0 1 0 3 1]
1.8 o 33 2.3 1.2 2.6 1.9 1.0 4.2 1.4 1.8 0 1.9 0 2.2 0

Lover casa lattars at 90% Llevel
Upper case letters at 95X level

Proportions/Means; Columns Tested (5%, 10% risk level) - 8/C - D/E/F - G/M - 1/) - KL - n/N - O/P
#k very small base (under 1) ineligible tor sig testing



BRUSKIN RESEARCH

BASE: LISED AN AIRPORT DURING LAST TRIP TO FLORIDA

FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY

Q.4C STRONGLY AGREE/AGREE SUMMARY

QVERALL DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL * PURPQSE
SATISFACTION ¥5.0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS --——-——=—= WITH AIRPORT =-——==~-———-
GEWDER 0 mmmm———— DROVE USED AN  —=rmeemo—- INC-
||||||||| AGE VERY DROVE OTHER ALRPORT VERY PLEA- LUDED
FE- ——————— SATIS SATIS OWN VEH- -—=—-——-= SATIS 5SATIS SURE BUSI-
TOTAL MALE MALE  18-34 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES NO FIED FIED  ONLY NESS
A B © o EY (R (G} (H) (1 W W M) 0 P
TOTAL 165 73 92 43 81 39 53 98 24 140 165 ot 53 102 134 30
100.0 100.0 100.0 900.0 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 Ort100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
MY OVERALL 155 67 28 39 76 L] 50 93 21 133 155 0 53 102 125 29
EXPERIENCE WITH 93.9 91.8 95,7 9.7 93.8 97.4 P43 9.9 87.5 95.0 9.9 0 100.0 100.0 93.3 96.7
THE AIRPORT WAS
SATISFACTORY
I WAS SATISFIED 146 64 a2 38 4 33 47 88 18 128 146 0 53 92 118 28
WITH ACCESS TO 88.5 87.7 89.1 BB.4 91.4 B4 88.7 89.8 75.0 91.41 88.5 0 100.0w 90.2 88.1 93.3
AND FROM THE
AIRPORT
FLORIDA'S 144 62 a2 3 7 35 47 8BS 20 123 144 0 50 94 117 26
AIRPORTS COMPARE 87.3 B84.9 89.1 81.4 8.7 92.3 83.7 87.8 83.3 87.%9 873 0 %543 92,2 B87.3 887

FAVORABLY TO THE
AIRPORTS IN MY
HOME STATE

Lower case letters at 90X level
Upper case letters at 95% level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10% risk level) - B/C - DJEJF - G/H - I/J - K/L - N/N - O/P

*k yery small base (under 1) ineligible for sig testing

A1983

TABLE 34



BRUSKIN RESEARCH

BASE: USED AN AIRPORT DURING LAST TRIP TG FLORIDA

FLORLDA DEPT, OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY

Q.4C STROMGLY AGREE SUMMARY

OVERALL DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL PURPOSE
SATISFACTION ¥5.0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS ———————-- WITH AIRPORT -——-———
GEMDER ————— DROVE USED AN ———————— INC-
|||||||||| AGE VERY DROYE OTHER AIRPORT VERY PLEA- LUDED
FE=  ====maeee=———-— SATIS SATIS Ol VEH- ~——————-— SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-
TOTAL MALE MALE 18-34 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES WO FIED FIED ONLY HNESS
(A e ((© w (EY (P (6} () W KKy (L M) (N} 0y M
TOTAL 165 73 92 a3 81 39 53 98 24 140 165 Ok 53 q02 134 30
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 k100,00 100.0 100.0 100.0
MY OVERALL 53 25 28 16 24 13 27 24 2 51 53 0 53 0 & 9
EXPERIEMCE WITH 32,1 34.2 30.4 37.2 29.6 33.3 50.9 24.5 B.3 36.41 321 0 100.0W 0 32.8 30.0
THE AIRPORT WAS H
SATLSFACTORY
T WAS SATISFIED 50 24 26 12 Pl 15 25 22 3 47 50 0 18 12 41 9
WITH ACCESS TO 30.3 32.9 28.3 27.9 28.4 385 47.2 22.4 12.5 33.61 30.3 0 7.7 M.8 3.6 N0
AND FROM THE H
AIRPORT
FLORIDA'S 47 23 24 1 22 14 25 20 3 44 47 0 36 " 38 ¢
AIRPORTS COMPARE 2B8.5 31.5 261 256 27.2 359 47,2 20.4 12.5 31.457 28.5 0 67.9M10.8 28.4 3.0

FAYORABLY TO THE
AIRPORTS IN MY
HOME STATE

Lower case Letters at 90X Level
Upper case Letters at 95% Level

H

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10% risk level) - B/C - DJE/F - G/H - If) - ¥/L - /N - ofF

Tk very small base (under 1) ineligible for sig testing

A1583

TABLE 35



Q.4C DISAGREE SUMMARY

BASE: USED AN AIRPORT DURIMG LAST TRIP TO FLORIDA
OYERALL DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL PURPOSE
SATISFACTION ¥S_OTHERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS ===—T—- WITH ATRPORT -——-———
GENPER 00 - DROVE USED AN —————— INC-
—_——— AGE YERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT YERY PLEA~ LUDED
fFE- ———— SATIS SATIS OWN VEW~ -——-——-— SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-
TOTAL MALE MALE 18-34 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES WO FIED FIED ONLY MNESS
(R} | O 0y (B (F) G (H) iy (L) (N (N o ™
TOTAL 165 73 92 43 a1 39 53 %8 24 140 165 Ok 53 102 134 30
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0rk100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
I WAS SATISFIED 19 9 10 5 7 & & 10 & 12 19 0 0 10 16 2
WITH ACCESS TO 11.5 12,3 10.% 1.6 8.6 15.4 11.3 10.2 25.00 8.6 1.5 D 0 .84 1.9 &7
AHD FROM THE
ALRPORT
FLORIDA'S 18 11 7 T 9 2 5 1 3 15 18 0 2 8 14 4
ALRPORTS COMPARE 10.9 15.1 7.4 163 111 5.1 9.4 11.2 12.5 10.7 10.9 0 3.8 T8 104 13.3
FAVORABLY TO THE
AIRPORTS IN MY
HOME STATE
MY OYERALL 10 & [ 4 3 1 3 5 3 T 10 V] 0 0 9 1
EXPERIENCE WITH 6.1 8.2 4.3 3 62 2.6 5.7 5.1 t2.5 5.0 6.1 0 1] 0 67 313
THE AIRPORT WAS
SATISFACTORY
Lower case letters at 90% level
Upper case letters at 95% level
Proportions/Means: Columns Teated (SX, 10% risk level} - 8/C - 0JEJF - 6/H - I/U - K/L - 0/N - o/

Ik very small base (under 1) ineligible for sig testing



BRUSKXIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRAMSPORTATION STUDY A1583
. TABLE 37

Q.5 SATISFACTION UITH OVERALL SAFETY ON THE STATE ROADS OF THE FLORIDA STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM

BASE: TOTAL RESPONDENTS

OVERALL DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL PURPOSE

SATISFACTION ¥S.O0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS w=====r-——- ¥ITH AIRPORT -———————— -

GENDER —————————— DROVE  USED AN  —————————- INC-
IIIIIII AGE VERY DROVE OTHER  AIRPORT  VERY PLEA- LUDED
FE- -—————————o SATIS SATIS  OWN VEH- ~—--—--— SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-

TOTAL MALE MALE 1834 35-54 55+ FIED FIED  CAR ICLE YES MO FIED FIED ONLY NESS

(a) | v (© () G (W) (I ) Ky (L My N w )

TOTAL 402 17¢ 223 M 18 118 M9 265 237 163 165 237 53 102 330 &
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

SATISFIED (NET) 159 163 196 76 1M 110 n? 239 219 138 14 218 47 B8 295 61
89.3 91.1 87.9 835 90.5d 93.20 8.3 90.2 92.4) BL.7 85.5 92.0K B8.7 86.37 89.4 88.4
H

VERY SATISFIED 77 32 45 11 3% 30 a2 25 45 32 Ly 46 14 15 63 14
9.2 17.9 20,2 12,1 19.0 25.4D 4&3.TH 9.4 19.0 19.4 18.8 1%9.4 26.4n 14.7 19.1 20.3

SATISFIED 282 131 151 65 135 80 65 214 174 108 My 172 13 73 232 4

701 3.2 &7.7 M. .4 67.8 54.6 B0.86 73.4] 5.0 667 T2.6 623 T1.6 70.3 &8.1
DISSATISFIED 18 13 25 13 17 8 0 23 16 22 22 16 5 13 30 8
(NET} 9.5 7.3 1M.2 143 9.0 6.8 0 8.7G 6.8 13.51 13.3L 4.8 9.4 12.7 9.1 11.6
DISSATISFIED 34 12 22 1 15 8 0 22 14 20 19 15 5 1" 26 8

8.5 67 9.9 124 7.9 6.8 0 8.36 5.9 12.31 1.5 6.3 9.4 10.8 7.9 1.6
YERY 4 1 3 2 2 0 0 1 2 2 3 1 0 2 4 0
DISSATISFIED 1.0 0.6 1.3 2.2 1.1 0 0 0.4 0.8 1.2 1.8 0.4 0 2.0 1.2 0
DON'T KHOW 5 3 2 2 1 0 2 3 2 3 2 3 1 1 5 0

1.2 1.7 0.9 2.2 0.5 0 1.7 1.1 0.8 18 1.2 1.3 1.9 1.0 1.5 0

Lower case letters at 90 Level
Upper case letters at 95% Level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5X, 10X risk Level) - B/C - D/E/F - 6/H - 1/J - KJL - M/H - o/P



FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRAHSPORTATION STUDY A1983

TABLE 38

BRUSKIN RESEARCH

Q.5 SATISFACTION WITH SIDEWALXS ON THE STATE ROADS OF THE FLORIDA STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM

BASE: TOTAL RESPONDENTS
OVERALL DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL PURPOSE
SATISFACTION ¥S.0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP

WITH HIGHWAYS =-r=——————- WITH AIRPORT -——————
GEMDER e DROVE USED AH  ——————- INC-
||||||||| ABGE VERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT VERY PLEA- LUDED
FE- —— SATIS SATIS OWN VEH  ==—————-- SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-
TOTAL MALE MALE  1B8-34 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR 1CLE YES NO FIED FIEP OMLY NESS
(Al |\ (W (£ (P G (0 Ky M (W) 0y (P
TOTAL 402 179 223 M1 189 118 119 265 237 163 165 237 53 102 330 &9
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0700.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
SATISFIED {NET) 184 82 1 51 95 £ 56 124 114 69 70 14 23 46 146 35
45.8 458 45.7 56.0F 50.3F 30.5 47.1 44.8 WB.1 423 2.4 HB1 43,4 451 4L.2 52.2
VERY SATISFIED 21 B 13 5 12 4 15 & 14 I 7 14 3 4 18 3
5.2 4,5 5.8 55 6.3 3.4 12.64 2.3 59 4.3 42 59 5.7 3.9 5.5 4.3
SATISFIED 163 T4 a9 46 83 32 41 18 100 62 63 100 20 42 128 LL
£0.5 41.3 399 50.5F 43.9F 271 34.5 44,59 42.2 3B.0 38.2 42.2 37.7T 41.2 3B.8 47.B
DISSATISFEED 3 18 12 14 14 2 2 23 16 14 17 13 4 9 25 5
{NET} 7.5 10.1c 5.4 15.4EF T_4F 1.7 1.7 8.76 6.8 8.6 103L 55 7.5 8.8 T.6 7.2
DISSATISFIED 24 16 8 10 12 2 2 19 13 1 13 11 3 B 20 4
6.0 8.9 3.6 MNMOF &§3f 1.7 1.7 7.26 5.5 6.7 7.9 4.6 5.7 7.8 61 5.8
YERY & 2 4 4 2 0 0 4 3 3 4 2 1 1 5 1
DISSATISFIED 1.5 1.1 1.8 4.4eF 1.1 0 0 1.5 1.3 1.8 2.4 0.8 1.9 1.0 1.5 1.4
DON'T KNOW 188 ™ 09 26 0 0 61 118 107 8o 78 110 26 &7 159 28
4.8 441 4B.9 28,6 42.3D 67T.8DE 51.3 44.5 45,1 491 473 46,4 491 M1 482 406

Lower case letters at 90X Level
Upper case letters at 95% Level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10% risk Llevel) - B/C - BJE/F - G/H — 1/} - KfL = H/H - O/



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY A1983
TABLE 3%

Q.5 SATISFACTION WITH BIKE LANES ON THE STATE ROADS OF THE FLORIDA STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM

BASE: TOTAL RESPONDENTS

OYERALL DROVE OWH CAR OVERALL - PURPOSE

SATISFACTION ¥5.0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS ———e———— WITH AIRPORT ——-==———-

GENDER e DROVE USED AN @ ————=—- INC-
m————————e AGE VERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT YERY PLEA- LVUDED
FE- ———==rm———-———— SATIS SATIS OWN VEH- ———— — SATLS SATIS SURE BUSI-

TOTAL MALE MALE  18-34 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES MO FIED FIED OMLY MESS

(A B) (€} o & (P G () (W oy W (H} (M) o (P

TOTAL 402 179 223 ¢ 189 118 19 265 237 163 165 237 53 102 330 &9 .
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0700.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
SATISFIED (NET) 159 76 a3 42 a3 33 54 102 97 61 54 105 22 29 122 35
9.6 42.5 37.2 &6.2F 43.9F 28.0 45.4 38,5 409 314 32T 44.3x 415 28.4 37.0 530.70
VYERY SATISFIED 19 10 9 4 7 8 15 4 13 é 6 13 4 2 17 2
4.7 5.6 4.0 4.4 3.7 6.8 12.64 1.5 5.5 A7 3.6 5.5 7.5n 2.0 5.2 2.9
SATISFIED 140 66 T4 38 76 25 3% 98 84 55 4B 92 18 27 103 3
M.B 3569 33.2 41.8F 40.2F 21.2 32.8 37.0 35.4 33.7 291 3BBK 34.0 26.5 M.8 47.80
DISSATISFIED 41 18 23 15 1 5 5 X 24 17 21 20 3 16 35 é
(HET) 10.2 10.1 10.3  16.5F 11.1F 4.2 4.2 1.3 101 10.4 12.7 8.4 5.7 15.7m 10.6 8.7
DISSATLSFIED 34 15 19 12 17 5 5 25 20 14 16 18 2 14 30 4
B.S B.4 B5 13.2F 9.0 4.2 4.2 9.4g 8.4 8.6 9.7 T.6 3B 1337 9.1 5.8
YERY 7 3 4 3 4 0 1] 5 4 3 5 2 1 2 5 2
DISSATISFIED 1.7 1.7 1.8 3.3F 21 0 o 1.9 1.7 1.8 3.0 0.8 1.9 2.0 1.5 2.9
DON'T KHOW 202 8 17 M BS 80 60 133 116 as % 112 28 57 173 28
50.2 47.5 52.5 37.4 45.0 67.BOE 50.4 50.2 48.9 52,1 345 473 52,8 559 52.4p 40.6

Lower case letters at 907 level
Upper case letters at 95Z level

Proportions/Means: Columns Teated (5X, 10 risk level) - BfC — DJE/F - G/M - 1/J - /L - W/N - O/P



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY A1983
TABLE &0

Q.5 SATISFACTION WITH OVERALL SMOOTHNESS OF THE ROADS IH THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM OF THE FLORIDA STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEN

BASE: TOTAL RESPOMDENTS

OVERALL DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL PURPOSE

SATISFACTION ¥S_OTHERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS ——————- WITH AIRPORT —————

GEHDER e DROVE USED AR @ —-————- INC-
lllllll AGE VERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT VERY PLEA- LUDED
FE- —-———————=——~ S5ATIS SATIS OWN VEH- -———--—— SATIS SATIS SURE BULSI-

TOTAL MALE MALE 1834 35-34 55+ FIED FIED CAaR ICLE YES WNO FIED FIED OWLY NESS

(A} |y (O 0y (B (F} (8} (M} Iy W ® (N 0y (P}

TOTAL 402 179 223 9t 18% 118 119 265 237 163 165 237 53 102 330 69
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.9 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

SATISFIED (HET) 369 158 21 T 173 116 M7 243 220 147 159 218 4t 96 306 0
9t.8 88.3 94.68 835 9t.50 ¥B.30E 98.3 91.7 92.8 90.2 9.5 92.0 88.7 9.1 9%2.7 8.0

H
VERY SATISFIED 96 44 52 19 48 29 62 32 49 47 51 45 22 24 75 20
23.9 24,6 23.3 2209 5.4 24.6 52.1 12.1 20.7 2B.8i 30.9L19.0 41.5M 23.5 22.7 29.0

H
SATISFIED 273 He 159 57 125 87 55 211 71 100 100 173 25 T2 23 40
67.9 637 7.3 62.6 6.1 73.7d 462 79.66 T72.2 61.3 &0.6 730K 47.2 70.64 T0.0p 58.0
DISSATISFIED 32 21 1 14 16 2 2 22 17 15 13 19 6 5 23 9
(NET) B.0 M.7C 4.9 15.4eF B.5F 1.7 1.7 8.3 7.2 9.2 7.9 8.0 1.3 4.9 7.0 13.00
DISSATISFTED 30 20 10 13 15 2 2 21 16 14 12 18 6 4 21 9
7.5 11.2C 4.5 14.3ef 7.9F 1.7 1.7 7.9 6.8 B.6 7.3 7.6 11.3n 3.9 6.4 13.00
YERY 2 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 2 0
DISSATISFIED 0.5 0.6 0.4 1.1 0.5 0 0 0.4 0.4 0.6 0.6 0.4 0o 1.0 0.6 0
DON'T KMOM 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0
0.2 0 0.4 1.1 0 0 0 0 0 0.6 0.6 0 0o 1.0 0.3 0

Lower case letters at 90X leval
Upper case letters at 95% level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10X risk lavel) - B/C - DJESF - G/H - IfJ - K/L - /N - O/P



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY A1983

TABLE 41

Q.5 SATISFACTION WITH OVERALL TRANSPORTATION AND HIGHWAY SYSTEM PROYIDED BY THE FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRAMSPORTATION

BASE: TOTAL RESPONDENTS
OVERALL DROVE OWMN CAR OVERALL PURPOSE
SATISFACTION ¥5.OTHERS SATISFACTIOH OF TRIP

WITH HIGHWAYS -————- WITH AIRPORT -————-——-

GENDER ———————— DROVE USED AN —————— INC-

|||||||| AGE VERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT VERY PLEA- LUDED

FE- —————==r-———— BSAT1S SATIS OWN VEH- —————— SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-

TOTAL MALE MALE 18-34 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES HO FIED FIER ONLY HESS

(A) B (©) m (e (A (G) (H) 3 (K} (L) LU ) o (P

TOTAL 402 1My 223 M 189 118 119 265 237 163 165 237 53 102 330 &3
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

SATISFIED (MET) 300 136 164 68 147 81 99 195 172 126 122 178 &3 T2 2&t 50
th.6 T6.0 T3.5 T4.7 TT.Bf 6B.6 83.2 73.6 2.6 7.3 739 751 B1.1 7.6 T..B T2.5

H

VERY SATISFIED 47 22 25 5 9 13 38 9 27 20 22 25 12 8 L1 10
1.7 123 1.2 5.5 15.30 1.0 .94 3.4 1.4 12.3 13,3 0.5 2264 7.8 11.2 14.5

SATISFIED 253 114 139 & 118 &8 61 186 145 106 100 153 3 64 210 &0
62.9 63,7 &2.3 6921 &.4 S5T.6 51.370.26 61.2 65.0 &D.6 64.6 5B.5 62.7 635.6 58.0

DISSATISFIED 12 M 9 12 2 1 13 13 10 14 9 2 9 16 7
(NET) 5.7 &7 4.9 9.9F 6.3f 1.7 0.8 4.9 5.5 6.1 B.5L 3.8 3.8 8.8 4.8 10.10
DISSATISFIED 20 10 10 B 10 2 1 12 1" 9 13 7 2 9 14 é
5.0 5.6 4.5 8.8 5.3 1.7 0.B 4.5g 4.6 5.5 T.9L 3.0 s 8.8 42 8.7

VERY 3 2 1 1 2 0 0 1 2 1 1 2 0 0 2 1
DISSATISFIED 0.7 .1 0.4 1.1 11 0 0 0.4 0.8 0.6 0.6 08 o 0 0.6 1.4
DON'T KHOM ™ n 48 14 30 35 1% 57 52 27 29 50 8 21 67 12
19.7 173 21.5 15.4 15,9 29.7DE 16.0 21.5 21.9 16,6 17.6 21,1 15.1 20.6 20.3 17.4

Lower case letters at 90X Level
Upper case letters at 95X Level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5X, 10% risk level) - B/C - DJE/F - 6/H - 1/3 - KJL - NN - O/P



BRUSKIM RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATIOM STUDY A1983
TABLE 42

Q.5 SATISFACTION WITH HIGHWAYS IN FLORIDA COMPARED TO YOUR HOME STATE OF THE FLORIDA STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM

BASE: TOTAL RESPONDENTS

OVERALL DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL PURPOSE

SATISFACTION V5.0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
UITH HIGHVAYS -——-==—— YITH AIRPORT ————-- ———

GENDER —_————————= DROVE USED AN  —————— IHC-
—_———— AGE YERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT VERY PLEA- LUDED
FE- ———-——==-——-- GATIS SATIS OWH VEH-  ------————— SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-

TOTAL MALE MALE 18-3& 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES MO FIED FIED OWLY NESS

(A @ (@« o | (R G) (H) (SO O} Ky (L} M N w w

TOTAL 402 179 223 9 189 118 19 265 237 163 16 237 53 102 330 &9
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

SATISFIED (NET) 363 163 200 ™ 169 112 115 437 214 148 148 215 50 92 300 61
90.3 9.1 B9.7 86.B B9.4 94.9De 96.6 89.4 90.3 90.8 8%.7 0.7 943 90.2 %09 88.4
H

YERY SATISFIED 121 53 68 L) 56 35 6 51 67 54 54 67 25 27 97 23
301 29.6 30.5 33.0 29.6 2.7 58.0 19.2 28.3 331 327 283 A7.AN26.5 29.4 333
B
SATISFIED 242 10 132 49 113 77 46 186 147 4 %% 148 25 65 203 38
60.2 61.5 59.2 53.8 59.8 65.3d 38.770.26 62.0 57,7 S57.0 42.4 47.2 &.7m 615 551
DISSATISFIED 33 14 19 10 18 4 k.. 18 14 16 17 3 9 26 6
(NET} 8.2 7.8 85 M.OF 9.5F 3.4 2.5 B.7a 7.6 8.6 9.7 7.2 5.7 8.8 7.9 B.7
DISSATISFIED 2B 12 16 8 15 4 3 22 16 1 13 15 3 8 23 &
7.0 6.7 7.2 B.Bf 7.9 3.4 2.5 8.3 6.8 6.7 7.9 6.3 5.7 1.8 7.0 5.8
YERY 5 2 3 2 3 0 0 1 2 3 3 2 o 1 3 2
DISSATISFIED 1.2 1.1 1.3 2.2 1.6 0 o 0.4 0.8 1.8 1.8 0.8 0 1.0 0.9 2.9
DOM'T IKHOW 6 2 4 2 2 2 1 5 5 1 1 5 ¢ 1 4 2
1.5 1.1 1.8 2.2 11 1.7 0.8 1.9 2.1 0.6 0.6 2.1 ¢ 1.0 1.2 2.9

Lower case letters at 90Y level
Upper case letters at 95X level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5X, 10X risk level) - 8/C - DJE/F - 6/H - I/J - K/L - MfN - O/P



BRUSKIN RESEARCH

BASE: TOTAL RESPONDENTS

FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY

Q.5 VERY SATISF1ED/SATISFIED SUMMARY

OVERALL DROVE OWH CAR OVERALL PURPOSE
SATISFACTION V5. 0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRTP
WITH HIGHWAYS -————==—o WITH AIRPORT -————r———
GENCER ————— — DROVE USED AN ——— INC-
——— AGE VERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT VERY PLEA- LUDED
FE-  ==—=—————=r——— GATIS SATIS WM VEN —————— SATIS SATIS SURE BUS]-
TOTAL MALE MALE  1B-34 35-54 553+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES NO FIED FIED ONLY NESS
(A) | (O m (B (F) (G) (H) (I W Ky (L) M (N 0 (P
TOTAL 402 179 223 ¥ 189 18 119 265 37 163 163 237 53 102 330 69
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.9
OVERALL 359 158 211 76 173 116 117 243 220 147 151 218 47 96 304 &
SMOOTHNESS Of .8 843 9468 B35 91.5D 98.30E $8.3 91.7 92.8 9.2 ¥1.5 92.0 BB.7T 941 92.7 8.0
THE ROADS IN THE H
STATE HIGHWAY
SYSTEM
HIGHWAYS IN 363 163 200 169 12 15 237 24 148 148 215 50 92 300 61
FLORIDA COMPARED 90.3 91.1 89.7 B85.8 B9.4 94.90e 96.6 89.4 90.3 M.8 897 9.7 943 90.2 0.9 B8.4
TO YOUR HOME H
STATE
OVERALL SAFETY 59 163 196 ™ 171 110 M7 39 219 138 141 218 47 g8 295 &1
ON THE STATE 89.3 91.1 B7.9 83.5 90.5d 93.2p 98.3 90.2 92.4) B4.7 85.5 92.0K 88.7 863 B9.4 BA.4
ROADS H
OVERALL 300 136 164 68 147 1) %9 195 172 126 122 178 43 72 247 50
TRANSPORTATION 7.6 T6.0 73.5 747 TT.Bf 68.6 a3.2 73.6 2.6 7.3 73.9 T5.1 81.1 T0.6 T4.8 T2.5
AND HIGHWAY H
SYSTEM PROVIDED
8Y THE FLORIDA
DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION
SIDEWALKS OM THE 184 g2 102 51 5 34 56 124 114 69 w0 114 23 46 144 34
STATE ROADS 5.8 45.8 45.7  56.0F 50.3F 30.5 47.1 46.8 48.1 42.3 42,4 4B.1 43.4 451 442 52.2
BIKE LANES ON 159 76 83 &2 a3 33 54 102 97 61 54 105 2e 29 122 35
THE STATE ROADS 39.6 42.5 37.2 46.2F 43.9F 28.0 45.4 38.5 40.9 37.4 3.7 443X 41.5 2B.4 3T.0 50.70

Lower case Letters at 90% level
Uppar case letters at 95% Level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10X risk level) - BfC - DJE/F -~ G/H - 1/J - K/L - N/N - O/P

A1983

TABLE 43



BRUSKIK RESEARCH

AGE

18-34 35-54 55+

BASE: TOTAL RESPONDENTS
GEMDER
FE-
TOTAL HALE HMALE
(a) (B> (C)

TOTAL 402 179 223

100.0 100.0 100.0
HIGHWAYS IN 121 s3 68
FLORIDA COMPARED 30.1 29.6 30.5
T0 YOUR HOME
STATE
OVERALL % 44 52
SMOOTHNESS OF 23.9 246 23.3
THE ROADS IN THE
STATE HIGHWAY
SYSTEM
OVERALL SAFETY k4 32 45
OM THE STATE 19.2 179 20.2
ROADS
OVERALL 47 22 25
TRANSPORTATION 1.7 123 1.2
AHD HIGHWAY
SYSTEM PROVIDED
BY THE FLORIDA
DEPARTMENT OF
TRAHSPORTATION
SIDEWALKS OM THE 21 8 13
STATE ROADS 5.2 4.5 5.8
BIKE LAHES OH 1% 10 9
THE STATE ROADS 4.7 5.6 &.0

Lower case letters at 90% Level
Upper case letters at 95% level

i (8 (F)

M 18 118
100.0 100.0 100.0

30 56 a5
3.0 9.6 .7

19 48 29
2.9 25.4 2.6

" 3% 30
12.1 19.0 25.4D
5 2% 13

5.5 15.30 11.0

5 12 4
55 63 3.4
4 7 a
4.4 3.7 6.8

FLORTDA DEPT. OF TRAWSPORTATION STUDY

Q.5 VERY SATISFIED SUMMARY
OVERALL  DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL" PURPOSE
SATISFACTION ¥5.0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS -——————m WITH AIRPORT ————-——mm
——— DROVE  USED AN  =~m-——-——m INC-
VERY DROVE OTHER  AIRPORT  VERY PLEA- LUDED
SATIS SATIS  OMN VEH -—————— SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-
FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES NO FIED FIED OMLY HESS
(G () (M Wy W W Mmoo P
19 265 237 163 165 237 53 102 330 &9
100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
& 51 & 54 5, &7 25 27 91 =
58.019.2 283 33.1 327 283 4T.2N 26.5 29.4 33.3
H
2 32 49 47 S1 45 2 2 752
52.112.1  20.7 28.8i 30.9L 19.0 41.5H 23.5 22.7 29.0
H
52 25 &5 32 3 48 % 15 & 14
B.7H9.4 190 19.6 18.8 19.4  26.4n 14.7 191 20.3
3 9 27 20 2 2 12 a 710
MO IL 11.4 123 153 105 2260 7.8 11.2 14.5
B 6 14 7 7 1% 3 4 18 3
12.64 2.3 5.9 4.3 4.2 S.9 57 39 55 4.3
B4 13 é 6 13 4 2 7 2
12.6H 1.5 55 3.7 36 55 7.50 2.0 5.2 2.9

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%,

1% risk level) - B/C - DJEJF - 6/H - 1/J - K/L - W4 - O/P

A1983

TABLE &4



BRUSKIH RESEARCH

FLORIDA CEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY

0.5 DISSATISFIED SUMMARY

BASE: TOTAL RESPONDENTS
OVERALL DROVE 0N CAR OVERALL PURPOSE
SATISFACTION VS.OTHERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS —————— WITH AIRPORT ~==rrr———
GENDER ————————— DROVE USED AN —_——————— INC-
—_———————— AGE VERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT VERY PLEA- LUDED
FE- ———— e e ~—==  BATIS SATIS O VEH- ———— —==  SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-
TOTAL MALE MALE 18-34 35-54 &5+ FIED F1ED CAR ICLE YES MNO FIED FIED OQMLY MESS
(M) g (o) ) (B (F) (G} (H} Iy ) (W) M) N (P
TOTAL 402 179 223 ¥ 189 118 119 245 237 163 165 257 53 102 330 &9
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
BIKE LANES ON Ly 18 23 15 21 5 5 30 24 17 21 20 3 16 55 ]
THE STATE ROADS 10.2 10,1 10.3  14.5F 11.1F 4.2 4£.211.36 10.1 10.4 12.7 8.4 5.7 15.7m 10.6 B.7
OVERALL SAFETY 18 13 25 13 17 8 o 23 16 22 22 16 5 13 X 8
ON THE STATE @.5 7.3 11.2 14.3f 9.0 6.8 0 8.7% 6B 13.51 13.3L 6.8 9.4 12.7 9.1 1.6
ROADS
HIGHWAYS IN 33 14 1?9 10 18 4 5 23 18 14 16 17 5 9 26 ]
FLORIDA COMPARED B.2 7.8 B.5 11.0F 9.5F 3.4 2.5 B8.76 7.6 8.6 o7 T.2 5.7 8.8 7.9 8.7
TO YQUR HOME
STATE
OVERALL 32 21 1 14 16 2 2 22 1? 15 13 19 ] 5 23 9
SHODTHNESS OF 8.0 11.7¢c 4.9 15.4eF B.SF 1.7 1.7 8.3 7.2 9.2 7.9 8.0 1.3 4.9 7.0 15.00
THE ROADS IN THE
STATE HIGHWAY
SYSTEM
SIDEWALKS ON THE 30 18 12 14 14 2 2 23 16 14 17 13 4 9 25 b
STATE ROADS 7.5 10.1c 5.4 1S5.4EF T.4F 1.7 1.7 B.76 6.8 8.6 10.3L 5.5 7.5 B.8 T.6 T.2
OVERALL 23 12 1 @ 12 2 17 13 13 10 14 9 2 9 16 7
TRANSPORTATION 5.7 6.7 4.9 9.9F 6.3F 1.7 0.8 4.9 £5 6.1 as. 5.8 3.8 8.8 4.8 10.10
AND HIGHUAY
SYSTEM PROYIDED
BY THE FLORIDA
DEPARTHMENT OF
TRAMSPORTATION
Lower case letters at 9% Level

Upper case letters at 95% Level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10X risk level) - BfC - DJEJF - G/H - I/1 - KfL - H/N - O/P

A1583

TABLE 45



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY A1583
TABLE 46

Q.6A OVERALL SATISFACTION WITH DRIYING EXPERIENCES OH FLORIDA'S STATE HIGHWAYS

BASE: TOTAL RESPOHDENTS

OVERALL DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL PURPOSE

SATISFACTION ¥5.0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
VITH HIGHWAYS =———————- WITH AIRPORT -——~—————

GEMDER e DROYE USED AN ————mr———= INC~
—————————— AGE YERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT YERY PLEA- LUDED
fE- —————=—=—————— SATIS SATIS oW YEH~ -————- ~——— SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-

TOTAL MALE MALE 18-34 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES WO FIED FIED OMLY NESS

(A} 8y (0) m (E (P (G (H) (W Ky (L M o P

TOTAL 402 179 223 91 189 118 119 265 237 163 165 237 53 102 330 69
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 $00.0 100.0100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

SATISFIED (NET) 384 171 213 B 17 116 119 265 233 U9 151 233 51 92 e 63
95.5 95.5 95.5 934 94.7 93.3d 100.0100.0 98.3J 91.4 9.5 58.3K 96.2 90.2 96.4p N3

VERY SATISFIED 119 54 65 21 58 3% 119 4] 63 55 53 &6 27 23 1 17
29.6 30.2 29.1 231 30.7 331 100.0H O 26,6 33,7 32.1 27.8 S0.9N 22.5 30.6 24.6

SATISFIED 265 117 148 64 121 w 0 255 170 %4 %8 167 24 69 217 46
65.9 65.4 &5.4 703 64.0 653 0100.96  71.74 57.7 59.4 TVO.5K 45.3 67.6M 4658 66.7

DISSATISFIED 18 8 10 ] 10 2 0 0 4 14 14 4 2 10 12 6
(HET) 4.5 4.5 4.5 6.6f 5.3 1.7 0 0 1.7 B8.61 8.5L 1.7 3.2 9.8 3.6 8.7
DISSATISFIED 17 8 9 ] 9 2 0 0 3 14 13 4 2 10 1 6
4.2 45 4.0 6.6f 48 1.7 0 0 1.3 B.SI 7.9 1.7 3.8 9.8 33 a7

VERY 1 0 1 0 1 0 o o 1 0 1 o 0 0 1 o
DISSATISFIED 0.2 0 0.4 0 05 0 0 ¢ 0.4 o 0.6 0 0 0 o3 0
DON'T KMOW 0 0 0 0 0 0 o ¢ o 0 0 0 0 0 o 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ¢ o 0 o 0 0 o 0

Lower case letters at 90X Level
Upper case letters at 95% lLevel

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10% risk level) - B/C - DJESF - G/H - IJJ - K/L - N/H - O/P



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY A1983
TABLE 47

Q.68 REASONS FOR FEELING WITH DRIVING EXPERIENCES ON FLORIDA'S STATE HIGHWAYS

BASE: TOTAL RESPOMDENTS

OYERALL DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL PURPOSE

SATISFACTION ¥5.0THERS SATISFACTION QF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS ———=—-— WITH AIRPORT ——wumm===—

GENDER ~  ——— - DROYE USED AN  ———— ————— INC-
—————————- AGE YERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT YERY PLEA- LUDED
FE-  —====—————— SATIS SATIS QW YEH- —————== SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-

TOTAL MALE MALE  18-34 35-54& 53¢ FIED FIED CAR 1CLE YES NO FIED FIED OHLY NESS

(A) By (C) w (E P (G (H) W K W ) (N} 0 )

TOTAL 402 179 223 71 189 18 119 265 237 163 165 237 53 102 330 63
100.¢ 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

SATISFIED {(MET) L) 148 186 & 156 107 17 217 197 136 137 197 46 84 277 33
83,1 &2.7 Bl.4& T3.B A&2.5 90.7DE 98.3 3.9 83.1 85.4 8&3.0 8351 86.8 B2.54 8&3.9 T9.7

H
REFERENCES TO 169 73 96 L1 79 53 297 95 Té 7T Y2 28 43 143 26
ROADS (SUB-HET) 42.0 40.8 43.0 40.7 41.8 44.9 605 36.6 40.1 &5.4 467 3838 52.8 42.2 43.3 317
H

WELL MARKED/ 45 20 25 0 8 17 19 26 26 19 2 23 8 12 &0 5
CLEARLY MARKED 11.2 11.2 1.2 M.0 9.5 .4 16.0h 9.8 11.0 11,7 13.3 %7 151 1B 121 7.2
600D SHAPE/ 7 20 7 6 16 15 15 22 23 14 18 19 5 12 32 5
WELL KEPT 9.2 1.2 7.6 6.6 8.5 127 12.6 8.3 9.7 86 109 80 9.4 11.8 9.7 7.2
GOOD ROADS 34 15 19 8 1% 10 13 2 % 20 A I ¢ 5 N 2z 7

8.5 8.4 85 8.8 8.5 85 10.9 7.9 5.9 12.31 10.3 7.2 9.4 10.8 8.2 101
SHOOTH 33 1M 2 5 1B 10 15 18 20 13 12 2 5 6 24 9

a2 6.1 9.9 5.3 9.5 8.5 12.6h 6.8 B4 BO 73 B9 9% 59 7.3 130
CLEAN 32 13 19 9 15 8 19 13 22 10 1 21 & 5 25 7

8.0 7.3 8.5 $.9 1.9 6.8 16.04 4.9 9.3 6.1 6.7 4.9 7.5 49 7.6 101
NO HOLES/LESS 16 & 10 5 7 & 79 10 4 7 9 2 5 1% 0
POTHOLES 40 3.4 &5 5.3 AT 3.4 5.9 3.4 &2 A7 4.2 38 3.8 49 &8 O
WIDE ROADS 14 9 5 4 5 5 T 6 8 é 8 3 3 12 2

3.5 5.0 2.2 4.4 2.6 &2 5.9 2.6 2.5 &% 36 3.4 5.7 2.9 36 2.9
SCENIC 10 3 7 * T 2 3 7 5 5 5 5 2 3 8 2

2.5 1.7 31 1.1 37 1.7 2.3 2.6 21 34 3.0 21 3.8 2.9 2.4 2.9

Lower case letters st 90 Level
Upper case letters at 95% level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10X risk level) - BfC - D/E/F - G/ - I/ - X/L - W/N - o/F



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY A1983
TABLE 47

Q.68 REASONS FOR FEELING WITH DRIVING EXPERIENCES OM FLORIDA'S STATE WIGHWAYS

BASE: TOTAL RESPONDEHTS

OVERALL DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL PURPOSE

SATISFACTION ¥s5.0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS -——————— WITH AIRPORT -———————-

GEHDER ~  ————- DROVE USED AN —_———————- INC-
—————— AGE VERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT VERY PLEA- LUDED
FE- ——————— SATIS SATIS OWN VEH- ————- SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-

TOTAL MALE HMALE 18-34 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES HNO FIED FIED OMNLY NESS

(A) (BY (¢} 0 (@ Gy (W ) Ky (L) (N (W o (P

ToTAL 42 179 223 9t 189 118 119 265 287 163 185 237 53 102 330 &9
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
EXCELLENT 9 4 5 2 4 3 3 6 3 6 7 2 2 5 8 1
CONDITION 2.2 2.2 2.2 22 21 25 2.5 2.3 1.3 3.7 4.2L 0.8 3.8 4.9 2.4 1.4
NOT A LOT OF 5 2 3 0 1 4 1 4 5 0 1 4 0 0 5 0
CURVES 1.2 1.1 1.3 0 05 3.4de 0.8 1.5 2.1j o 0.6 17 4] o 15 0
WELL LIT 3 3 0 1 2 0 1 2 0 3 3 0 1 2 2 1
HIGHWAYS 0.7 1.7¢ 0 1.1 11 0 0.8 0.8 0 1.8 1.8 0 1.9 2.0 06 1.4
FLAT ANHD 2 0 2 0 1 1 1 1 2 4] 1 1 0 1 2 4]
LEVELED ROADS 0.5 o 0.9 0 0.5 0.8 0.8 0.4 0.8 0 0.6 0.4 0 1.0 0.6 0
NO PROBLEMS/NO 94 34 €0 16 4 M 2 72 63 N 2o g8 23 8 9
TROUBLE Z5.4 19.0 26.%% 7.6 24.3 263 1B.5 27.2g 26.6§ 19.0 19.4 262 151 22.5 25.8P 13.0
NO CONGESTION 47 18 29 % o2 W 2 25 2 5 25 22 12 13 ¥ Ow
(5UB-NET) 11.7 101 13.0 17.6F 111 8.5 18.5H 9.4 2.3 15.31 15.2L 9.3 22,6 12.7 11.2 145
NOT MUCH 20 & 14 7 8 5 8 12 1 10 12 8 5 7 17 3
CONGESTION/HO 5.0 3.4 6.3 7.7 4.2 4.2 6.7 4.5 4.2 &1 T30 3.4 9.4 6.9 3.2 4.3
CONGESTTCN /MO
DELAY
NOT A LOT OF 14 5 9 & & 2 g 5 7 7 6 8 3 3 " 3
TRAFFLC/HO 3.5 2.8 40 &4t 3.2 1.7 7.6H 1.9 3.0 4.3 3.6 3.4 57 2.9 33 4.3
TRAFFIC
TRAFFRLC 12 4 8 3 é 3 4 8 5 7 & é 4 2 9 3
FLOWED WELL 3.0 2.2 34 33 32 25 14 3.0 2.1 43 36 25 T.5n 2.0 2.7 43

Lower case letters at 90% level
Upper case Letters at 95% level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10X risk level) - BfC - D/E/F - G/H — 1/J - K/L — M/ - O/P



BRUSKIN RESEARCH

BASE:

TOTAL

ENOUGH LANES
TO ACCOMMODATE
TRAFFIC

GO0
EXPERIENCE/
EVERYTHING WAS
G000
EASY TO USE
BETTER THAN
OTHER STATES
(SUB~NET)
COMPARED 10
OTHER STATES
1Ts BETTER

GOT WHERE I
NEEDED TO 6O
SAFE FEELING

65 MPH

NICE REST AREAS

TOTAL RESPOMDENTS

FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY

0.48 REASOHS FOR FEELING WITH DRIVING EXPERIENMCES ON FLORIDA'S STATE HIGHWAYS

Lower case letters at 907 level
Upper case letters at 95X (evel

OVERALL DROVE OWN CAR
SATISFACTION V5.QTHERS
VITH HIGHWAYS ——===—=——
GENDER e DROVE USED AN
———— AGE VERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT
FE~ —————— ——-—e=  SATIS SATIS QW VEH- —————
TOTAL MALE MALE  1B-34 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES WO
(A} | (O m  (E (F) 6y () (ry W Ky (U
&02 179 223 " 189 118 119 265 237 163 165 237
100.Q0 100.0 100.0 100.9 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 10Q0.0
3 3 0 1 2 0 1 2 1 2 1 2
0.7 1.7¢ 1] 1.1 11 0 0.8 0.8 0.4 1.2 0.6 0.8
12 14 18 6 13 1 14 18 20 1" 9 23
8.0 7.8 8.1 6.6 6.9 93 1.8 6.8 8.4 6.7 5.3 9.7
28 14 14 9 9 10 13 15 12 16 14 14
7.0 7.8 6.3 9.9 48 85 10.9h 5.7 5.1 9.8 45 5.9
26 15 1 5 14 7 7T 19 14 12 1 15
6.5 8.4 4.9 55 7.4 5.9 59 1.2 5.9 T.4 6.7 6.3
26 15 " 5 14 7 7T 19 14 12 11 15
6.5 8.4 49 55 7.4 5.9 59 7.2 5.9 7.4 6.7 6.3
22 14 8 3 13 6 3 19 12 10 1" n
5.5 T.8c 3.6 313 69 5.1 2.5 1.9 51 6.1 6.7 4.6
12 9 3 3 4 5 5 7 1 1 3 9
3.0 5.0 1.3 33 21 4.2 42 2.6 4.6J 0.6 14 38
9 6 3 1 6 2 3 6 6 3 3 6
2.2 3.4 13 1.1 3.2 1.7 2.5 2.3 2.5 1.8 1.8 2.5
] 0 ] 0 3 3 5 1 6 0 0 6
1.5 0 2.78 0 16 25 4.2H 0.4 2.54 o g 2.5«

OVERALL PURPOSE
SATISFACTION  OF TRIP
WITH AIRPORT ————————
—_— INC-
VERY PLEA- LUDED
SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-
FIED FIED ONLY NESS

M W 0 (P

53 102 330 &9
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
o 1 2 1
0 1.0 0.6 1.4

2 7 » 2
3.8 6.9 88 2.9
7 6 21 7
13.2 5.9 6.4 10.1
4 7 2 S
7.5 69 6.1 1.2
& 7 2 s
75 69 61 T.2
1 8 16 6
1.9 7.8 4.8 8.7
o 3 12 0
0 29 36 0

1 2 g8 1
1.9 2.0 2.4 1.4
o 0 5 1
0 0 1.5 1.4

Proportions/Means: Coluans Tested (5%, 10X risk tevel) - BfC - DJE/F - G/M - I/J - K/L - n/W - 0o/P

A1583

TABLE 47



BRUSKIN RESEARCH

BASE: TOTAL RESPONDENTS

GENDER

FE-
TOTAL MALE MALE

(A) | W0

TOTAL 402 179 223
100.0 400.0 100.0
GO WITH THE 4 3 1
FLOW 1.0 1.7 0.4
DIRECT 3 2 1
0.7 1.7 0.4
NOT ALOT OF 2 1 1
CONSTRUCTION 0.5 D.6 0.4
RELAXING AND 1 0 1
RESTFUL TRIP 0.2 0 0.4
CALL BOXES 1 0 1
0.2 0 D.4
OTHER SATISFIED 5 2 3
1.2 1.1 1.3
NEUTRAL (NET) 41 23 18
10.2 12.8 B
LIKE ALL THE 10 & 4
ROADS 2.3 3.4 1.8
HOT THE BEST 7 4 3
AND NOT THE 1.7 2.2 1.3
WORST
SAME AS MY HOME & 3 1
STATE 1.0 1.7 0.4

Lower case letters at 0% level
Upper case letters at 95% level

FLORIDA OEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY

Q.GB REASONS FOR FEELING WITH DRIVING EXPERIENCES OH FLORIDA'S STATE HIGHWAYS

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10% risk level) - B/C - D/E/F - G/H - 1/J - K/L - /N - O/P

OYERALL OROYE OWM CAR OYERALL PURPOSE

SATISFACTION ¥S.0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS -——-———- WITH AIRPORT -———-—————

———————— DROVE USED AN ——— INC-
AGE YERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT YERY PLEA- LUDED
e SATIS SATI1S OWN  VEM-  ==—====-=-- 3ATIS SATIS SURE BUSI1-
168-34 35-54 55+ F1ED FIED CAR ICLE YES NO FIED FIED ONLY NESS
o (E (R Gy (H) W Ky (L iy (N oy "
¥ 183 118 119 265 237 163 165 237 53 02 330 &9
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
0 1 3 3 1 3 1 1 3 0 1 3 1
0 05 25 2.5h 0.4 1.3 0.6 0.6 1.3 0 1.0 0.9 1.4
0 0 3 1 2 2 1 1 2 0 1 3 0
0 0 2.5E 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.6 0.6 0.8 o 1.0 0.9 0
1 1 0 1 1 2 0 0 2 0 0 2 0
1.1 0.5 0 0.8 0.4 0.8 0 0 0.8 0 0 0.6 0
0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0
0 0 0.8 0 0.4 0.4 0 0 0.4 0 0 0.3 0
0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0
0 0 0.8 0.8 0 0.4 0 0 0.4 0 0 0.3 0
0 4 1 4 1 3 2 2 3 0 2 5 0
0 21 0.8 3.4H 0.4 1.3 1.2 1.2 1.3 0 2.0 1.5 0
11 21 8 3 38 30 1 12 29 5 6 38 5
2.1 111 6.8 2.5 1636 12.7j 6.7 7.3 12.2 2.4 59 109 7.2
4 5 1 1 9 9 1 2 8 0 2 8 2
L.4f 2.6 0.8 0.8 3.4 38 0.6 1.2 3.4 o 2.0 2.4 2.9
0 7 0 0 7 5 2 2 5 0 1 7 0
0 37 O 0 2.69 2.1 1.2 1.2 241 0 1.0 2.1 0
2 1 1 0 4 2 2 2 2 2 0 3 1
2.2 05 0.8 0D 1.5 0.8 1.2 1.2 0.8 3.8n 0 0.9 1.4

A1983

TABLE 47



BRUSKIN RESEARCH

BASE: TOTAL RESPONDENTS

TOTAL

SOME SPOTS ARE
BETTER THAN
OTHERS

USED TO IT, GO
EVERY YEAR

OTHER NEUTRAL
DISSATISFIED
(NET)
CONSTRUCTION IN
THE WAY/
CONSTRUCT 10N
EVERYWHERE

195 WAS VERY
CONGESTED

CRAZY DRIVERS
OTHER
DISSATISFIED

DONH' T KNOW

FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATIOM STUDY

Q.6B REASONS FOR FEELIMG WITH DRIVING EXPERIENCES ON FLORIDA'S STATE HIGHWAYS

OVERALL DROVE OWH CAR

SATISFACTICN ¥S.0THERS
WITH HIGHWAYS ——————-

GENDER —_ DROVE USED AN

— AGE VERY DROYE OTHER ATRPORT
FE- —-—-———————— 5SATIS SATIS O ¥YEH- ———- —

TOTAL MALE MALE 18-34 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES WO
(a) |\ (O 0y (€ (F) (6} (H} (tmy W K L)
02 179 223 1 189 118 119 265 By 163 165 2%
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
3 0 3 2 1 1] 0 3 3 0 0 3
0.7 0 1.3 2.2 0.5 0 0 1.1 1.3 0 0 1.3
2 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0.5 0.6 0.4 o 05 08 0.8 0.4 0.4 0.6 0.6 0.4
16 9 I4 4 § 5 1 15 11 5 ] M
4.0 5.0 31 4.4 3.2 4.2 0.8 5.7 4.6 3. 3.0 4.8
L1 15 22 12 19 -] 1 18 16 21 21 16
9.2 B.4 9.9 13.2F 101 5.1 0.8 6.8G 6.8 12.91 12.7L 4.8
12 4 8 4 7 1 0 8 7 5 5 7
3.0 2.2 3.6 4.4f 3.7 0.8 0 3.09 3.0 31 3.0 3.0
7 2 5 1 3 3 0 4 F 5 5 2
1.7 1.4 2.2 1.1 1.6 2.5 0 1.5 0.8 31 30 0.8
& 5 1 4 1 1 1] 0 1 5 4 2
1.5 2.8¢c 0.4 4,461 0.5 0.8 0 0 0.4 311 2.4 0.8
15 & 9 5 9 1 1 7 7 8 9 6
3.7 3.4 4.0 5.5F 4.8f 0.8 0.8 2.6 3.0 4.9 55 2§
4 1 3 1 1 1 0 4 2 1 1 3
1.0 0.6 1.3 1.4 0.5 0.8 0 1.5 0.8 0.6 0.6 1.3

Lower case letters at 90X level
Upper case Letters ot 95% Level

OVERALL PURPOSE
SATISFACTION  OF TRIP
WITH AIRPORT ===memeea—
e — IMC-
VERY PLEA- LUDED

SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-

FIED FIED ONLY MESS
m (N> (o (P)
53 102 330 &9
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
o o 3 0
o 0 0.9 0
o 1 2 0
0 1.0 0.6 0
3 2 14 2
5.7 2.0 4.2 2.9
3 16 26 "

5.7 15.7a 7.9 15.90

1 & 8 4
1.9 3.9 2.4 5.8
0 5 ] 1
0 49 1.8 1.4
1 2 3 3
1.9 2.0 0.9 4.3
2 5 10 5
3.8 4.9 30 T.2o0
0 1 3 o
0 1.0 0.9 0

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5X, 10X risk level) - B/t - BJEJF - G/H - 1/J ~ X/ - NN - O/F

Al1983
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G.68 REASONS FOR FEELING VERY SATISFIED WITN DRIVING EXPERIENCES ON FLORIDA'S STATE NIGHWAYS

BASE: VERY SATISFIED WITH DRIVING EXPERIENCE IN FLORIDA

QYERALL DROYE OWH CAR OYERALL PURPOSE

SATISFACTION ¥S5.OTHERS SATISFACTICH OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS ———-———— WITH AIRPORT -—————— —_

GENDER ——— DROVE USED AN ————————— INC-
||||| —_—— AGE VERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT VERY PLEA— LUDED
FE= =~——=—==————-— SATIS SATIS OWM ¥EH- -——————— SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-

TOTAL MALE MALE  1B-34 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES NO FIEGR FIED OMLY NESS

A @ (o (D) (EY (F) Gy (H) (. Ky (L My (N (o) (P

TOTAL 119 54 65 21 58 39 119 Ok 63 55 53 &6 a7 23 M 17
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 Ok 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

SATISFIED (NET) 117 54 63 21 57 18 117 0 62 54 52 65 27 22 99 17
8.3 100.0 96.9 100.0 8.3 97.4 8.3 0 98.4 98.2 981 8.5 100.0 95.7 %8.0 100.0

REFERENCES TO 72 32 40 15 32 25 72 0 36 36 18 34 19 16 é5 7
ROADS (SUB-NET) &0.5 S9.3 &1.5 T1.4 55.2 64.1 60.5 0 57.1 65.5 T1.7L51.5 T70.4 69.6 64.4p 1.2
CLEAN 19 a 1" 4 9 6 19 0 1" a 9 10 4 3 16 3
16.0 14.8 16.9 19.0 15.5 15.4 16.90 0 17.% 14.5 17.0 15.2 14.8 13,0 15.8 7.6

WELL MARKED/ 19 a 1 3 ] 10 19 0 10 9 10 9 -] 4 19 0
CLEARLY MARKED 16.0 14.8 16.9 143 10.3 25.6e 16.0 0 15.9 16.4 189 13,6 22.2 17.4 18.8p 0
GOOD SHAPE/ 15 8 7 2 é 7 15 0 9 é 8 7 3 4 13 2
WELL KEPT 12.6 %4.8 10.8 9.5 10.3 17.9 12.6 0 143 10.¢ 151 10.6 111 17,4 12,9 11.8
SHOOTH 15 é 9 3 ] [ 15 0 6 9 7 a 5 1 13 2
12.6 111 13.8 143 10.3 15.4 12.6 0 9.5 16.4 132 12.1 185 &3 12.9 1.8

GOOD ROADS 13 & 7 3 6 4 13 0 7 ) é 7 2 4 12 1
10.9 111 10.8 143 10.3 10.3 10.9 0 1.1 10.9 11.3 10.6 T4 17.4 M.%9 5.9

VIDE ROADS 7 3 [ 3 3 1 7 0 2 S [ 3 3 1 7 0
5.9 5.6 6.2 14.3f 5.2 2.6 5.9 0 32 9.1 7.5 45 11.1 4.3 6.9 0

HO HOLES/LESS 7 4 3 2 4 1 7 0 4 3 3 4 1 2 7 0
POTHOLES 5.9 7.4 4.6 95 &9 2.6 5.9 0 6.3 5.5 5.7 61 3.7 8.7 6.9 0
EXCELLENT 3 2 1 1 2 0 3 0 1 2 2 1 1 1 2 1
CONDITION 2.5 3.7 1.5 4.8 3.4 0 2.5 0 1.6 3.6 3.8 1.5 3.7 4.3 2.0 59

Lower case letters at 907 Level
Upper case letters at 95% level

Proportions/Means: Colubns Tested (5%, 107 risk level) - BJC - DJEJF - G/H - 1/ - KJL - njn - o/P
** yery small base {under 1) ineligible for sig testing



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY A1783
TABLE 48

Q.40 REASONS FOR FEELING VERY SATISFIED WITH DRIVING EXPERIENCES OM FLORIDA'S STATE HIGHWAYS

BASE: VERY SATISFIED WITH DRIVING EXPERIENCE IN FLORIDA

OVERALL DROVE OWW CAR OVERALL PURPOSE

SATISFACTION ¥S.O0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS ————— - WITH AIRPORT —————————

GENDER ~ ——— DROVE USED AN —_— INC-
——- AGE VERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT VERY PLEA- LUDED
fFE- ———— SATIS SATIS OWN VEH- -————=——~= BATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-

TOTAL MALE MALE 1834 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES MO FIED FIED ONLY NESS

(a) B W] m (B (P G}y (H) I K (L My (N oy (P

TOTAL 119 54 65 21 58 ¥ 119 Ok &3 55 53 65 27 23 1 17
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 Ok 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
SCENIC 3 0 3 1 1 1 3 0 0 3 3 0 1 2 3 0
2.5 0 4.6 4.8 1.7 2.6 2.5 0 0 55 5.7 0 3.7 8.7 3.0 0
FLAT AND 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0
LEVELED ROADS 0.8 0 1.5 0 0 2.6 0.8 0 1.6 0 1.9 0 0 43 1.0 0
WELL LIT 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 0
HIGHWAYS 0.8 1.9 0 4.8 0 0 0.8 0 0o 1.8 1.9 0 3.7 0 1.0 0
HOT A LOT OF 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0
CURVES 0.8 1.9 0 0 0 2.6 0.8 0 1.6 0 1.9 0 0 0 1.0 0
HO CONGESTION 22 9 13 a8 8 6 22 0 7 15 12 10 9 3 17 5
(SUB-KET) 18.5 16.7 20.0 38.1E 13.8 15.4 18.5 0 111 27.31 2.6 15.2 333 13.0 16.8 29.4
f
NOT A LOT OF g 5 4 3 4 2 g 0 4 5 3 -] 3 0 T 2
TRAFFIC/NO 7.4 ?.3 6.2 143 469 5.1 7.6 0 6.3 91 57 91 1A 0 6.9 1.8
TRAFFIC
NOT MUCH a 1 T 4 2 2 a o 2 ] ] 2 4 2 T 1
CONGESTLION/NO 6.7 1.9 10.8 19.0ef 3.4 5.1 6.7 0 32 1091 1131 3.0 148 8.7 6.9 5.9
CONGESTION/HO
DELAY
TRAFFRIC 4 2 2 0 2 2 4 0 1 3 3 1 2 1 2 2
FLOWED WELL 3.4 v 3 0 3.4 51 3.4 0 1.6 5.5 5.7 1.5 7.4 4.3 2.0 1.80
ENOUGH LAMES 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0
TO ACCOMMODATE 0.8 1.9 0 4.8 0 0 0.8 0 0 1.8 0 15 0 0 1.0 0
TRAFFIC

Lower case letters at 90X Llevel
Upper case letters at 95X level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10X risk level) - B/C - DJE/F ~ G/H - I/3 - K/L - M/N - O/P
ik yery small base (under 1) ineligible for sig testing



Q.58 REASONS FOR FEELING YERY SATISFIED WITH DRIYING EXPERIENCES ON FLORIDA'S STATE HIGHWAYS

BASE: YERY SATISFIED WITH DRIVING EXPERIENCE IN FLORIDA

OVERALL DROYE OWN CAR OVERALL ' PURPOSE

SATISFACTION ¥S.OTHERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS ==—======~- WITH AIRPORT -———-——--

GEWDER = - DROVE USED AN —_———————= 1KRC-
——— AGE YERY DROYE OTHER AIRPORT YERY PLEA- LUDED
FE~  ~====—-—————— SATIS 5ATIS OWN ¥YEH- -————— SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-

TOTAL MALE MALE 1834 35-34 55+ FIED FIED CAR 1CLE YES NO FIED FIED ONLY NESS

Ay | () iy (B (F) Gy (H) n W W M (N o

TOTAL 119 54 65 21 58 3 1% Ok &3 55 53 &5 27 23 m 17
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 Ckk 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
NO PROBLEMS /HO 22 9 13 2 16 4 22 0 14 8 7 15 4 3 21 1
TROUBLE 18.5 16.7 20.0 9.5 27.6d 10.3 18.5 4] 2.2 14.5 132 227 148 13.0 208 5.9
“
GOOD 14 7 7 2 6 5 14 4] 8 5 5 g 2 3 12 1
EXPERIENCE/ 11.8 13.0 10.8 2.5 10.3 12.8 11.8 4] 2.7 9.1 9.4 13.6 7.4 13.0 1.9 5.9
EVERYTHING UAS
GOOD
EASY TO USE 13 6 7 3 7 3 13 o 5 8 & 7 4 1 9 4
10.9 11.1 10.8 14.3 121 7.7 10.9 o 7.9 145 11.3 106 148 4.3 8.9 23.50
BETTER THAN 7 4 3 1 4 2 7 4] 3 & 3 4 0 3 5 2
OTHER STATES 5.9 7.4 4.6 4.8 69 5.1 5.9 o 4.8 7.3 5.7 6.1 0 13.0m 5.0 1.8
(SUB~NET)
COMPARED TO 7 4 3 1 & 2 7 4] 3 4 3 4 0 3 5 2
OTHER STATES 5.9 7.4 4.6 48 6% 51 5.9 4] 48 7.3 5.7 61 0 1330m 50 1.8
ITS BETTER
SAFE FEELING 5 4 1 1 2 2 5 4] & 1 2 3 0 2 5 o
4.2 7.4 1.5 4.8 34 51 4.2 0 6.3 1.8 38 4.5 o 8.7 5.0 o
NICE REST AREAS 5 0 5 0 2 3 5 0 5 0 U] 5 0 0 5 0
4.2 0o 7.78 0 34 7.7 4,2 0 7.9 4] 0 7.6K 4] 0 5.0 0
GOT WHERE I 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 0 2 1 1 2 1 0 3 0
NEEDED TG GO 2.3 3.7 1.5 0 1.7 5.4 2.5 0 3.2 1.8 1.9 3.0 1.7 0 3.0 0
GO WITH THE 3 2 1 0 1 F 3 0 2 1 1 2 4] 1 2 1
FLOW 2.5 37 1.5 0 1.7 541 2.5 o 3.2 1.8 1.9 3.0 0 43 2.0 5.9

Lower case letters at 90X level
Upper case letters at 95X level

Froportions/Means: Columns Tested (5X, 10% risk level) - B/C - DJESF - 6/H - 1/) - KfL - n/N - O/P
ik very gmall base (under 1) ineligible for sig testing



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY A198%
TABLE 48

Q.68 REASONS FOR FEELIMG VERY SATISFIED VITH DRIVING EXPERIEMCES ON FLORIDA'S STATE MHIGHWAYS

BASE: VERY SATISFIED WITH DRIVING EXPERIENCE IN FLORIDA

OVERALL  DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL PURPOSE

SATISFACTION  VS.OTHERS SATISFACTION  OF TRIP
VITH HIGHUAYS ———=—==-v-= VITH AIRPORT -—-———~—

GENDER = —————— DROVE  USED AN  ———-———- INC-
—_—- AGE VERY DROVE OTHER  AIRPORT  VERY PLEA- LUDED
FE- -—--————-—-— SATIS SATIS  OWN VEH- =-———--—— SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-

TOTAL MALE MALE  18-34 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES NO FIED FIED OWLY NESS

(n) | (O (@ (B (F) (G) (H) (1 aww (L % ) 0y

TOTAL 1 54 65 21 58 b3 1% Ok 63 55 53 ] 27 23 101 17
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.¢ 100.0 Ok 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.C 100.0 100.0

65 MPH 3 3 0 1 2 1] 3 o 1 2 2 1 1 1 3 0
2.5 5.6¢ 1] 48 3.4 0 2.5 o 1.6 3.6 3.8 1.5 3.7 4.3 3.0 0

NOT ALOT OF 1 1 0 1] 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0
CONSTRUCTION 0.8 1.9 0 o 1.7 0 0.8 0 1.6 0 0 1.5 o 0 1.0 0
CALL BOXES 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1] 1 0 0 1 0
0.8 0 15 0 0 2.6 0.8 ] 1.6 1] 0 15 o 0 1.0 0

DIRECT 1 0 1 1] ] 1 1 0 1 ] 0 1 0 1] 1 0
0.8 0 1.5 ] 0 2.6 0.8 ] 1.6 0 0 1.5 o ] 1.0 0

OTHER SATISFIED 4 2 2 1] 3 1 4 0 3 1 1 3 0 1 4 0
3.4 3.7 31 0 5.2 2.6 3.4 1] 48 1.8 1.9 45 0 43 4.0 0

NEUTRAL (HET} 3 0 3 1] 2 1 3 0 2 1 1 2 0 1 3 0
2.5 0 4.6 0 34 26 2.5 0 3z 18 1.9 3.0 0 43 3.0 0

LIKE ALL THE 1 0 1 1] 1 0 1 0 1 0 1] 1 0 0 1 0
ROADS 0.8 o 1.5 o 1.7 0 0.8 0 1.6 0 0 1.5 o 0 1.0 0
USED TO 1T, GO 1 0 1 1] 0 1 1 0 1] 1 1 0 1] 1 1 0
EYERY YEAR 0.8 0 1.5 o 0 2.6 0.8 0 0 1.8 1.9 0 0 4.3 1.0 0
OTHER NEUTRAL 1 0 1 1] 1 ] 1 0 1 0 1] 1 o 0 1 0
0.8 0 1.5 o 1.7 0 0.8 o 1.6 0 0 1.5 0 0 1.0 0

DISSATISFIED L 1 0 0 0 1 1 o 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0
(NETD 0.8 1.9 0 0 o 2.6 0.8 0 1.6 0 0 1.5 o 0 1.0 ]
OTHER 1 1 0 1] o 1 1 0 1 0 1] 1 o 0 1 ]
DISSATISFLED 0.8 1.9 0 0 0 2.6 0.8 0 1.6 0 0 1.5 4] 0 1.0 ]

Lower case letters at 907 (evel
Upper case latters at 95% level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5X, 10% risk level) - B/C - D/EJF - G/H - 1/J - K/L ~ N/H - O/P
%k yery small base {under 1) ineligible for sig testing



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY A1983
TABLE 49

Q.68 REASONS FOR FEELING SATISFIED WITH DRIVING EXPERIENCES ON FLORIDA'S STATE HIGHWAYS

BASE: SATISFIED WITH DRIVING EXPERIENCE IN FLORIDA

OVERALL  DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL PURPOSE

SATISFACTION  ¥5.DTHERS SATISFACTION  OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS ——=e—=-- WITH AIRPORT -——————

GENDER ————— DROVE  USED AN  ——————— INC-
e AGE VERY DROVE OTHER  AIRFORT  VERY PLEA- LUDED
FE- -———=—=————— BSATIS SATIS OWN VEH -————— SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-

TOTAL MALE MALE 18-34 35-34 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES MO FIED FIED OWLY NESS

(A) B (© M By (P G ) (W Ky (L ) N (o) (P}

TOTAL 265 117 148 & 11 ki (k245 170 94 58 167 24 69 217 46
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 o100 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
SATISFIED (MET) 217 94 123 48 99 9 0 217 135 a2 85 132 19 62 178 38
81.9 803 831 T75.0 81.8 B9.60 0 81.9 79.4 87.2 BS&7 TO.0 792 899 B0 8.6
REFERENCES TO 97 41 56 22 47 28 0 97 59 38 kY 58 9 27 78 19
ROADS (SUB-NET) 36.6 350 37.8 34.4 38.8 3.4 0 36.6 34,7 40.4 398 34.7 375 39.1 359 41.3
WELL NARKED/ 26 12 14 7 12 7 0 26 16 10 12 14 8 21
CLEARLY MARKED 9.8 10.3 9.5 10.9 9% 9.1 0

2 5
9.8 9.4 106 12.2 8.4 8.3 11.6 2.7 10.9
2 3
3 5

GOOD SHAPE/ 2 12 10 4 W 8 0 22 % 8 10 12 8 19
WELL KEPT 8.3 10.3 6.8 6.3 8.3 10.4 0 8.3 8.2 B85 10.2 7.2 8.3 11.6 B.B 6.
GOOD ROADS 21 9 12 5 10 6 0 21 7 14 M 10 3 7 15 6
79 7.7 81 7.8 83 7.8 0 7.9 41 1491 11.2 6.0 12.5 10.1 6.9 13.0
SHOOTH 18 5 13 2 12 4 0 48 % 4 5 13 o 5 1 7
6.8 43 8.8 3.1 9.9 5.2 0 68 8.2 &3 51 7.8 0 7.2 5.4 15.20
CLEAN 13 5 8 5 & 2 0 13 n 2 2 n 0o 2 9 &4
49 43 5S4 7.8 5.0 2.6 0 4.9 65 21 2.0 66k 0 2.9 41 8.7
HO HOLES/LESS 9 2 7 3 3 3 o 9 6 3 4 5 1 3 9 0
POTHOLES 3.4 1.7 47 47 25 3.9 0 3.4 35 3.2 41 3.0 42 43 41 0
WIDE ROADS 7 6 1 12 4 0 7 PR 2 5 0 2 5 2
26 51 07 1.6 1.7 5.2 0 26 2.4 32 2.0 3.0 0 2.9 2.3 4.3
SCENIC 7 3 1 0 & 1 0 T 5 2 Z 5 1 1 5 2
26 2.6 2.7 0 5.0d 1.3 0 26 2.9 21 20 3.0 42 1.4 23 4.3

Lower case letters at 90X Llevel
Upper case letters mt 95% level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10 risk level) - B/c - OJE/F - 6/H - 1/J - k/L - n/N - /P
** very ssall base (under 1) ineligible for sig testing



A1983
TABLE 4%

BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY

Q.6B REASONS FOR FEELING SATISFIED WITH DRIVING EXPERIENCES ON FLORIDA'S STAYE HIGHWAYS

BASE: SATISFIED WITH DRIVING EXPERIENCE IN FLORIDA
OVERALL  DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL PURPOSE
SATISFACTION  VS.OTHERS SATISFACTION  OF TRIP
VITH HIGHUAYS =—=-===--==- WITH AIRPORT --—----——
GENDER —_- DROVE  USED AN  —————— - INC-
|||||| AGE VERY DROVE OTHER  AIRPORT  VERY PLEA- LUDED
FE~ ~—emm—--—---——— SATIS SATIS  OWN VEH- =--—————— SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-
TOTAL MALE MALE 18-3 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES N0  FIED FIED ONLY NESS
{(A) @ (© w (& (P (6 (W (1 (K (L) (M) (W) o ”M
TOTAL 65 117 148 (.7 21 7 Ok 265 170 94 98 167 24 &9 217 &b
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0100 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
EXCELLENT & 2 4 1 2 3 0 & 2 4 5 1 1 4 & 0
CONDITION 23 1.7 27 1.6 1.7 39 0 2.3 1.2 43 51L 0.6 42 58 2.8 0
NOT A LOT OF 4 1 3 0 1 3 0 4 4 0 0 4 0 0 4 0
CURVES 1.5 0.9 2.0 0 0.8 3.9 0 1.5 2.4 0 0 2.4 0 0 1.8 0
WELL LIT 2 2 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 2 2 0 0 2 1 1
HIGHWAYS 0.8 1.7 0 0 1.7 0 0 0.8 0 211 2.0 0 o 2.9 0.5 2.2
FLAT AND 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1] 1 1] 0 1 1]
LEVELED ROADS 0.4 0 0.7 0 0.8 0 0 0.4 0.6 0 0 0% 1] 0 0.3 1]
NO PROEILEMS /NO 72 5 47 14 30 27 0 T2 49 23 25 47 4 20 64 a
TROUBLE 27.2 214 3B .9 24,8 35.1d 02r.2 20.B 24.5 25,5 281 16.7 29.0 29.5p 17.4
NO COMGESTION 25 9 16 8 13 4 0 25 15 10 13 12 3 10 20 5
(SUB-NET) 9.4 7.7 10.8 12.5 10.7 5.2 0 9.4 8.8 10.6 13.3 7.2 12.5 14.5 9.2 10.9
NOT MUCH 12 5 7 3 & 3 0 12 8 4 & 6 " 5 10 2
CONGESTION,/NO 4.5 43 47 47 50 39 0 4.5 4.7 4.3 61 3.6 4.2 7.2 46 4.3
COMGESTION/NO
DELAY
TRAFFRIC 8 2 & 3 4 1 0 8 4 4 3 2 2 1 7 1
FLOWED WELL 3.0 1.7 4.1 4.7 3.3 1.3 0 3.0 2.4 4.3 31 30 B.3 1.4 32 2.2
NOT A LOT OF 5 o 5 3 2 ] o 5 3 2 3 2 o 3 4 1
TRAFF1C/NO 1.9 0 348 &4.7f 1.7 O 0 1.9 1.8 21 31 1.2 0 &3 18 2.2
TRAFFIC

Lower case letters at 90X Level
Upper case latters st 95X level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10X risk level) - BfC - DJESF = G/H - 1) - K/L - W/N - ofF
*k very small base (under 1) ineligible for sig testing



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEFT. OF TRAMSPORTATION STUDY A1983
TABLE 49

Q.68 REASONS FOR FEELING SATISFIED WITH DRIVING EXPERIEMCES ON FLORIDA'S STATE HIGHWAYS

BASE: SATISFIED WITH DRIVING EXPERIENCE IN FLORIDA

OVERALL DROYE OWN CAR OVERALL PURPOSE

SATISFACTION ¥5.OTHERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS -~ ———— WITH AIRPORT —————-

GENDER —_—————— DROVE USED AN  —————- - INC-
—————————= AGE YERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT YERY PLEA- LUDED
FE- ———————+-——— SATIS SATIS OW VEH- -——=-———— SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-

TOTAL MALE MALE 18-34 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES MO FIED FIED OMLY MESS

(A) B}y () ) (B (F} (6 (H) W oy W M N wy

TOTAL 265 117 148 & 11 7 Ok 265 170 94 9| 1467 24 &9 217 &4
100.0 160.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 Ovk100 1000 100.0 400.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
ENOUGH LANES 2 2 0 1] 4 0 o 2 1 1 1 1 0 4 1 1
TO ACCOMMODATE 0.B 1.7 4] o 1.7 0 0 0.8 0.6 1.1 1.0 0.6 0 1.4 0.3 2.2
TRAFFIC
GOT WHERE 1 19 12 7 3 12 4 0 19 10 9 10 9 0 B 13 &
NEEDED TO GO 7.2 10.3c 4.7 4.7 9.9 5.2 0 7.2 5.9 9.6 10.2 5.4 0 1M.ém &0 13.00
BETTER THAN 19 11 B 4 10 5 o 9 1" B 8 1 4 4 15 3
OTHER STATES 7.2 9.4 5.4 6.3 8.3 6.5 o 7.2 6.5 8.5 B.2 6.6 167 5.8 6.9 6.5
(SUB-NET)
COMPARED TO 19 11 8 4 10 5 o 19 1 B B8 11 4 4 15 3
OTHER STATES 7.2 9.4 5.4 6.3 B3 65 0 7.2 6.5 8.5 8.2 6.6 167 5.8 69 645
ITS BETTER
GOop 18 7 ik 4 7 6 0 18 12 6 4 14 0 4 17 1
EXPERIENCE/ 6.8 6.0 7.4 63 58 7.8 0 6.8 7.1 6.4 4.1 8.4 0 5.8 7.8 2.2
EYERYTHING WAS
GOOD
EASY TO USE 13 B 7 & 2 7 0 15 7 B8 8 7 3 5 12 3
5.7 6.8 4.7 9.4E 1.7 S.1E 0 5.7 4.1 8.5 8.2 4.2 125 7.2 5.5 6.5
SAFE FEELING 7 5 2 2 2 3 o 7 7 0 1 ] 0 1 7 0
2.6 4.3 1.4 31 1.7 39 0 2.6 4.14 0 1.0 3.6 0 1.4 3.2 0
65 MPH & 3 3 0 4 2 o 6 5 1 1 3 0 1 5 1
2.3 2.6 2.0 0 33 26 0 2.3 2.9 1.1 1.0 3.0 0 1.4 2.3 2.2
DIRECT 2 2 0 0 0 2 0 2 1 1 1 1 0 1 2 0
0.8 1.7 0 0 0 2.4e 0 0.8 0.6 11 1.0 0.6 0 1.4 0.9 0

Lower case letters at 90X Llevel
Upper case lettera at 95% level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10X risk level) - B/C - OJE/F - 6/H - I/J - KJL - n/N - o/F
ik yery small base {under 1) ineligible for sig testing



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION STUDY A1983
TABLE 49

Q.68 REASONS FOR FEELING SATISFIED WITH DRIVING EXPERIENCES ON FLORIDA'S STATE HIGHWATS

BASE: SATISFIED WITH DRIVING EXPERIENCE IN FLORIDA

OVERALL DROVE OWN CAR OVERALL ~ PURPOSE

SATISFACTION ¥5,0THERS SATISFACTION  OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS ————a==——— WITH AIRPORT ==-————-

GENDER —_—_— DROYE USED AN ——————— INC-
———————— AGE VERY DROVE OTHER  AIRPORT YERY PLEA- LUDED
FE= -—————————— GSATIS SATIS  OWN VEH- ———— — SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI-

TOTAL MALE MALE 18-34 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES MO FIED FIED OMLY MESS

(A) @ O (B (F) Gy (W) Iy W o W (VI 0 (P

TOTAL 265 117 148 & 12 It ek 245 170 94 98 167 24 69 217 46 .
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 Ok100  100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
RELAXING AND 1 0 1 1} 0 1 0 1 1 1} 0 1 0 1} 1 0
RESTFUL TRIP 0.4 a o.7 a a 1.3 0 0.4 0.6 a 0 0.6 o a 0.5 0
NICE REST AREAS 1 0 1 0 1 1] 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
0.4 0 o7 0 0.B 0 0 0.4 0.6 0 0 0.6 0 0 0 2.2
NOT ALOT OF 1 0 1 1 [t] a a 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 [4]
CONSTRUCTION 0.4 o o7 1.6 1] 0 0 0.4 0.6 1] 0 0.6 1] 0 05 0
50 WITH THE 1 1 0 1} 0 1 1} 1 1 1} 1} 1 0 1} 1 0
FLOW 0.4 0.9 0 0 g 1.3 0 0.4 0.6 0 0 0.6 0 0 0.5 0
OTHER SATISFIED 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1} 1 1 1} 4] 1 1 0
0.4 o 0.7 0 08 1} 0 0.4 g 1.1 1.0 [H] 0 1.4 0.5 0
MEUTRAL (NET) 3B 23 15 " 19 7 0 38 28 10 1 27 5 5 33 5
14.3 19.7c 1.1 17.2 15.7 9.1 014.3 165 10.6 1.2 162 208 7.2 15.2 109
LIKE ALL THE 9 [ 3 4 4 1 0 9 8 1 2 7 1] 2 7 2
ROADS 3.4 2.1 2.0 63 33 13 0 3.4 47 11 2.0 4.2 o0 29 3.2 43
NOT THE BEST 7 4 3 0 7 0 4] 7 5 2 2 5 4] 1 7 o
AND MOT THE 2.6 3.4 2.0 0 S58d4F O 0 2.6 2.9 21 2.0 3.0 0 1.4 3.2 0
WORST
SAHE AS NY HOME [ 3 1 2 1 1 1} [ 2 2 2 2 2 1} 3 1
STATE 1.5 2.6 0.7 3.7 0.8 1.3 0 1.5 1.2 21 2.0 1.2 B3N 0 1.4 2.2
SOME SPOTS ARE 3 1} 3 2 1 1} 0 3 3 0 [ 3 0 0 3 1}
BETTER THAM 1.1 0 2.0 31 0.8 1} 0 1.1 1.8 0 0 1.8 0 0 1.4 0
OTHERS

Lower case letters at 90% level
Upper case letters at 95X level

Proportions/Means: Columns Tested (5%, 10% risk level) - B/C - DJE/F - 6/H - 1/) - K/L - n/n - 0o/F
ik very small base {(under 1) ineligible for sig testing



BRUSKIN RESEARCH FLORIDA DEPT. OF TRAMSPORTATION STUDY A1983
TABLE 4%

Q.68 REASONS FOR FEELIMG SATISFIED WITH DRIVING EXPERIEMCES ON FLORIDA'S STATE HIGHWAYS

BASE: SATISFIED WITH DRIVING EXPERIENCE IN FLORIDA

OVERALL DROVE OWH CAR OVERALL PURPOSE

SATISFACTION ¥5.0THERS SATISFACTION OF TRIP
WITH HIGHWAYS ————===r- WITH AIRPORT ===——-———

GENDER — e ————— DROVE USED AN ———————r INC-
—————————— AGE VERY DROVE OTHER AIRPORT VERY PLEA- LUDED
FE- ~————=————— SATIS 5ATIS WM VEH-  ——==-=-—— SATIS SATIS SURE BUSI~

TOTAL MALE MALE 18-34 35-54 55+ FIED FIED CAR ICLE YES MO FIED FIED OHLY HESS

) | () m (€& (F) (6 (H) (m ) (L) M m M

TOTAL 265 117 148 & 1A 77 0265 170 9% 98 167 24 69 217 ob
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 Or%100 400.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
USED TO IT, GO 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1] 1 0 0 1 0
EVERY YEAR 0.4 0.9 0 0 0.8 0 0 0.4 0.6 0 0 0.6 o 0 0.5 o
OTHER NEUTRAL 15 9 6 4 5 5 o 15 10 5 5 10 3 2 13 2
5.7 7.7 4.1 6.3 41 65 0 5.7 5.9 5.3 51 6.0 12.5n 2.9 6.0 4.3
DISSATISFIED 18 6 12 6 9 3 0 18 1" 7 7 " 1 6 13 5
(NET} 6.8 5.1 81 9.4 7.4 3.9 0 6.8 6.5 7.4 7.1 6.6 4.2 8.7 6.0 10.9
CONSTRUCTION IN 8 2 6 2 5 1 o 8 6 2 2 6 o 2 6 2
THE WAY/ 3.0 1.7 4.1 31 41 13 0 3o 35 241 2.0 3.6 o 2.9 2.8 4.3
CONSTRUCTION
EVERYWHERE
195 WAS VERY 4 2 2 o 2 2 0 4 2 2 2 2 0 2 3 1
CONGESTED 1.5 1.7 1.4 0 1.7 2.6 0 1.5 1.2 2.1 2.0 1.2 0 2.9 1.4 2.2
OTHER 7 2 5 & 3 o 0 7 & 3 3 4 1 2 & 3
D1SSATISFIED 2.6 1.7 3.4 6.3F 2.5 0 0 2.6 2.4 3.2 3t 2.4 4.2 2.9 1.8 6.50
DON'T KMOW 4 1 3 1 1