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The 1979 Windham _ 77 TROOPER
Regional Travel Survey P
Table 1. Observed sample characteristics
No. of Planned Activities Work Status Travel Complexity*
Full
Sample 2 3 4 5 Worker ~ Non-worker  Complex Simple
Sample Size 77 10 42 17 8 56 21 71 6
Mean Activity Characteristics
Planned Activities 3.3(0.8)* 2.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 3.4 (0.9 3.1 (0.7) 34(0.8) 2.3(0.5
Sojourns per tour 2.4 1.4 24 2.6 3.3 2.4 2 2.6 1.0
Total non-home activity budget (hours) 7.5 (3.6) 9.6 (4.3) 6.7(39 7.7(.2) 8.4(2.5) 9322 277 7436 93037
—work activities (hours) 5.7(3.8) 6.8 (4.3) 5214.0 5.7(3.3) 6.7(.0) 7.8(L.7) 0.0 56(3.8) 6.3@3.7
—non-work activities (hours) 1.8 (1.7) 2.8 (1.8) 1.5(1.6)  2.0(2.0) 1.7 (1.3) 1.5(1.6)  2.7(1.7) 1.7(1.)  3.0(1.9
Mean Travel Characteristics
Trips 3.9(1.H 3.4 (0.5) 3508 45(0.7) 5809 401 36(.2) 38(1.2) 47(.0)
Tours 1.4 (0.6) 1.4 (0.5) 1.31(0.5) 1.5 (0.6) 1.5 (0.5) 1.4 (0.6) 1.2(0.4) 1.3(0.5) 2.3(0.5
Trips per tour 2.9 2.4 29 2.9 3.8 2.9 2.9 3.0 2.0
Mean Trip travel time (hours) 0.31 0.32 0.35 0.24 0.28 0.30 0.32 0.31 0.29
Travel Budget (hours) 1.21 (0.64) 1.09(0.43) 1.21(0.67) 1.07 (0.63) 1.60(0.68) 1.23(.58) 1.14 (.81) 1.19 (.66) 1.36 (.38)

*Travel complexity indicates whether an individual performed any complex tour (i.e. more than 1 sojourn)
**Figures in parenthesis indicate standard deviation.
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Table 2. Summary of activity pattern generation
Number of Generated Patterns
Number of Number of
Planned Activities Individuals (%) Mean Std. Dev. (MIN, MAX)
2 10 (13.0) 10 1.2 (3, 40)
3 42 (54.5) 53 59.5 (3, 168)
4 17 (22.1) 112 87.5 (4, 262)
5 8 (10.4) 129 97.1 (9, 282)
Total 77 (100) 68 76.1 (3, 282)
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Table 3. Summary of representative pattern classification
Number of Representative Pat-
terns
Number of Number of
Planned Activities Individuals (%) Mean Std. Dev.
2 10 (13.0) 4.4 2.3
3 42 (54.5) 6.5 2.4
4 17 (22.1) 5.6 2.5
5 8 (10.4) 4.4 1.9
Total 77 (100.0) 5.8 2.5
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Table 4. Distribution of representative patterns

No. of RAPS 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
No. of Individuals 2 21 9 5 6 7 10 17
Percent 2.6 27.3 11.7 6.5 7.8 9.1 13.0 22.1
Cumulative Percentage 2.6 29.9 41.6 48.1 55.8 64.9 77.9 100.0
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Table 6. Estimation results choice of activity/travel pattern
Variable Coefficient STD. Error T
1. TRAVEL TIME:VI -0.23806E +01 0.85895E + 00 -2.772
2. TRAVEL TIME:HM ~0.21382E+01 0.83780E + 00 —-2.552
6. HOME TIME:ALL 0.75132E + 00 0.38921E+00 1.930
7. POTENTIAL:ACT 0.21786E + 01 0.63477E+00 3.432
9. RISK:VI&l =0.17727E+01 0.36977E + 00 -4.794
Percentage of choices predicted correctly =|82% 95%

Pseudo R* = 0.34
Number of observations = 77
Number of alternatives = 429
L*0) = —140.31
L*6) = —-92.1]
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