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Evaluation Activities

Episodic Survey (Summer)
Ongoing Survey (Year-round)
Market Research

Impact Evaluation (VMT reduction)




Evaluation Cycle
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Purpose of Episodic Study

ldentify trip and VMT reduction on episodic
Ozone Action Days

Measure other air-related behavior
changes on alert days

Gather perceptions on air quality
Track findings of 2006 study




Methodology of Study

15-minute telephone survey

901 residents selected at random
Conducted across 9 episode days
Overall margin of error: = 3.26%




Driving Reducers

Reduced at
least one
driving trip
because of
Program
7.9

Did not
decrease
driving
because of

Program
92.1




Driving Reducers: 2006~2007
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Method of Trip Reduction

Public transit
4.3 Ride bike

Vanpool 0.6

paszenger Link multiple

Carpool trips
passenger 30.9
7.4

Telecommute
8.6

Eliminate trip _
20.4 Walk, jog, or

run

21.6




Purpose of Trip Reduced

Other purpose Not sure
4.9 0.6

Going to or

from school

4.9
Recreation,

_ Going to or
entertainmen

from work

8.0 38.3

Scheduled
appointments
16.7

Shopping
26.5




County Air Quality: 2006~2007
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County Air Quality: 2006~2007
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NY Metro Air Quality: 2006~2007

100 .
% 5.87 35

O Refused

80 23.2 ®m Not sure

70

O Very poor
60

50 O Poor

40

(V5]
—
c
(V]
©
c
o
o
(V)]
(D}
(a'd
X

B Fair

30

B Good
20

24,
0 ot 20.5

0 Excellent

0
2007 2006

Study Year
T Statistically significant change between the 2006 and 2007 studies




Air Quality Info In Past Two Days:
2006~2007
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Air Quality Info Source: 2006~2007

62.4

Television 69.8

Newspaper
Radio
Billboard
Website
Magazine

Mail / Newsletter

Email

Movie theater

30 40

% Respondents




Aware of Episode: 2006~2007
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Successes

 Doubled the impact of the Program with
respect to reduced driving — from 3.8% to

7.9%

« Among the higher episodic impacts we’ve
encountered (range 2% to 10%)

 Accomplished via creating more
effective/compelling messages




Initial Comparison: '06-'07

2006

2007

VMT Reduction
on OADs

2.52

5.17

Percentage
Reduction

1.9%

2.8%

 Note: 2006 VMT percentage reduction based on different total VMT data
with 130k daily VMT; 2007 based on Aug '07 conformity with 183K VMT.




Next Steps

Continue ongoing survey

Refine VMT impacts

Contribute to annual reporting

Provide recommendations to 2008/2009




