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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Miami-Dade County
Unincorporated and Municipal Boundaries
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Miami-Dade County
Locations of 2005 Survey Respondents
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Satisfaction with the Overall Quality of Services Provided
by Miami-Dade County Government (Q2a)

by District
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps
Satisfaction with the Overall Quality of Services Provided
by Miami-Dade County Government (Q2a)
by Zip Code
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Miami-Dade County
Police District Boundaries
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2005 Miami- Dade County DlrectlonFlnder Survey GIS Maps
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Location of Respondents Who Were Dissatisfied with
the Overall Quality of Police Service (Q6a)
by Police District
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Miami-Dade County
Fire Station Response Service Areas
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2005 Miami- Dade County DlrectlonFlnder Survey: GIS Maps
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Satisfaction with the Overall Quality of Fire Services (Q6b)
by Zip Code
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps
Location of Respondents in the Miami-Dade County Fire
Station Response Area Who Were “Dissatisfied” with
the Overall Quality of Fire Services (Q6b)

BROWARD = _ eI 12N .}J
. N PN .
) '
o ® oo © L
i AT .
j 0 + e §
(@)
O e} | @
O -
R —t
e i SN
@ : g
0] - \\,
e @ /
o @
o -
® @
) /0 e
L @
Q \
o |
= \\
)
- 4
o)
o @
®®

Miami-Dade County

2005 DirectionFinder® Survey
Red dots - dissatisfied respondents |

ETC Institute (Jan 2006) 12



2005 Miami-Dade County DlrectlonFlnder Survey GIS Maps
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Level of Agreement with the Statement “My Household Is
Prepared with Food, Water, and Other Supplies for
an Emergency (Q8a) by Zip Code
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Location of Respondents Who Disagreed with the Statement:
“My Household Is Prepared with Food, Water, and Other
Supplies for an Emergency” (Q8a)
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2005 Miami- Dade County DlrectlonFlnder Survey GIS Maps

| Level. G;E Agreemen‘t.vmth the Statem:ent =1 Feel Safg
Walkrng Alone Durlﬁg the Day in My Nelghborhood” (Q8c)

hy Police Dlstgct

m’* %’E

BROWARD

COLLIER

LEGEND I 1.00 to 1.80

ol Mean Agreement -"I 80 to 2.60
> Rating on a 5-Point I:I 2.60 to 3.40

i T L
~ Miami-Dade County | | et Where: [ 3.40t0 4.20
| 2005 DirectionFinder® Survey |

_ : 4.20 to 5.00
- Shading reflects the mean rating for all [ 4 | 1= strongly disagree
respond.ggts by Police District “‘Aﬁ“ 5 = strongly agree || Qther

i : * e Note: “Other” areas did not contain enough respondents to show statistically significant results.

ETC Instltute (Jan 2006) 16



2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Location of Respondents Who Did Not Feel Safe
Walking Alone During the Day in Their Neighborhood (Q8c¢)

by Police District
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Level of Agreement with the Statement “I Feel Safe
Walking Alone During the Evening in My Neighborhood”
(Q8d) by Police District
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps
Location of Respondents Who Did Not Feel Safe

Walking Alone During the Evening in Their
Neighborhood (Q8c) by Police District
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps
Satisfaction with the Overall Level of Public Involvement
in Miami-Dade County Government (Q14b)

by District
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2005 Miami-Dade County DlrectlonFlnder Survey GIS Maps
Satlifactlon w1th fhe Overall Levél of Public Involvement

in Mlam1¥Dade County Gwernment (QI4b)
by Zip Code
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps
Location of Respondents Who Were Dissatisfied with the
Overall Level of Public Involvement in
Miami-Dade County Government (Q14b)
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Satisfaction with the Overall Effectiveness of County
Communication with the Public (Q14e)

by District
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Note: “Other” areas did not contain enough respondents to show statistically significant results.
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2005 Miami-Dade County DlrectlonFlnder Survey: GIS ‘Maps
AR o ot e e et

Sra'tlsfactlon“mth the Overall Effectiveness of County
P Communication with the Public (Ql4e)
i .ﬁ £ & by le COdQﬁ T -ﬁ

BROWARD

COLLIER

MONROE

LEGEND I 1.00 to 1.80
Mean Satisfaction - 1.80 to 2.60

Rating on a 5-Point 2.60 to 3.40
Mlaml-Dade County | Sealo Where. g 3.40 to 4.20
| 2005 BtrectwnF inder® Survey I 4.20 to 5.00
- Shading reflects the mean rating for all o | 1= very dissatisfied e ]
respogdi_pnts by Zip Code* ."% \ :’\Yc 5 = very satisfied | Other

*ZIP Code Area boundaries were clipped to ooas!llne

ETC Institute (Jan 2006) 24

Note: “Other” areas did not contain enough fesp'ondenls to show statistically significant results. -



COLLIER

MONROE

2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Location of Respondents Who Were Dissatisfied with
the Overall Effectiveness of County Communication (Q14e)

BROWARD

- Ny o rOM |
o o¥tw o e e
‘u:: l"o S ¢ 4 .c‘: ;
o_.' %% o ...o::'\‘._.‘.'__‘;’;_'i:
..I.. .’“' ... LT ....r..:' .1'
N° o e » .. [ 4 =0
°, S o o ¥
0y i ﬁ‘ L2 ] i . .1
s %0 S oo o."\“ Sy
. 1 =
5 b
wg 80 d oD
o i Bl 0
@ e g
$°e,°° o
EIOJ Bl
°
o.p‘ ‘e ] A of®
© ® ¢
‘. :..‘g..J.. . .:. .‘..
®q ¢ o . &7
ofos o° o .g'*-“"
MEIRR i
o ’s e/ go® !I
[ A
& _
[ =
L] ® “..-.'
0 °® |
© 3 I/
o © |
O

ETC Institute (Jan 2006)

Miami-Dade County

2005 DirectionFinder® Survey

Red dots - dissatisfied respondents

25




2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Miami-Dade County
Location of County-Maintained Roads (Shown in Red)
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Satisfaction with the Overall Smoothness of Major Streets

Near Your Home (Q16a)
by District
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2005 Miami-Dade County DlrectlonFlnder Survey GIS Maps
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps
Location of Respondents Who Were Dissatisfied with
the Overall Smoothness of Major Streets Near Their Home
(among respondents living within a mile of a County-maintained road only) (Q16a)
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Satisfaction with the Overall Cleanliness of Major Streets

Near Your Home (Q16b)
by District
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2005 Miami-Dade County DlrectlonFlnder Survey: GIS Maps
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Location of Respondents Who Were Dissatisfied with the
Overall Cleanliness of Major Streets Near Their Home
(among respondents living within 1 mile of County-maintained roads only) (Q16b)
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Satisfaction with Landscaping along Major Streets

Near Your Home (Q16d)
by District
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2005 Miami- Dade County DlrectlonFlnder Survey: GIS Maps
R o ot e e et

Satlsfaatlon with Landscaping along Maj or Streets:
SR L Near Your H0m€{Q16d) 2

.|:j

BROWARD

COLLIER

MONROE

GEND I 1.00 to 1.80

Mean Satisfaction - 1.80 to 2.60
Ratingona 5-Point | | 2.60 to 3.40

| Scale Where: - 3.40 to 4.20

' L ok e, —.-:.'!“f .-
~ Miami-Dade County
| 2005 DirectionFinder® Survey

| | oo decnsicriod P 4.20 to 5.00
: S’hadmg reflects the mean rating for all A 1 = very dissatisfied e
= ; L]
respo@pnts by Zip Code* © | S=verysatisfied [0 | Other
: 1. SR 7
*ZIP Codo Area boundaries were clipped to coastiine - ; B Lt s Note: CI__her" areas did not contain enough respondents to shovif_«sl_atistically significant results.

ETC Institute (Jan 2006) 34



2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps
Location of Respondents Who Were Dissatisfied with
Landscaping along Major Streets near their home
(among respondents living with one mile of a County-maintained road only) (Q16d)
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps
Satisfaction with the Prevention of Flooding of Major Streets

Near Their Home (Q161)
by District
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Satisfaction with the Prevention of Flooding of Major Streets
Near Their Home (Q16f)
by Zip Code
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps
Location of Respondents Who Were Dissatisfied with the

Prevention of Flooding of Major Streets Near Their Home

(among respondents living within one mile of County-maintained roads only) (Q16f)
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Satisfaction with Tree Canopy Along Side Streets
Near Their Home (Q16i)

by District
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2005 Miami-Dade County DlrectlonFlnder Survey: GIS Maps
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps
Location of Respondents Who Were Dissatisfied with

Tree Canopy along Side Streets Near Their Home
(among respondents living along County-maintained roads) (Q16l)
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Satisfaction with the Prevention of Street Flooding
of Side Streets Near Their Home (Q16Kk)

by District
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2005 Miami-Dade County DlrectlonFlnder Survey GIS Maps
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps
Location of Respondents Who Were Dissatisfied with the

Prevention of Street Flooding on Side Streets

(among respondents living within one mile of a County-maintained road only) (Q16Kk)
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey GIS Maps

Mlaml-Dade County
Waste Management Service Areas
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2005 Miami-Dade County DlrectlonFlnder Survey GIS Maps
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Satisfaction with the Quality of Curbside Garbage
Collection Services Near Your Home (Q161)
by Zip Code
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps
Location of Respondents in County’s Waste Management
Service Area Who Were Dissatisfied with the Quality of
Curbside Garbage Collection Services Near Their Home (Q16l)
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2005 Miami-Dade County DlrectlonFlnder Survey GIS Maps
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Satisfaction with the Quality of Bulky Waste Collection

Near Your Home (Q16n)
by Zip Code
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Location of Respondents in County’s Waste Management
Service Area Who Were Dissatisfied with the Quality of
Bulky Waste Collection Near Their Home (Q16n)
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2005 Miami-Dade County DlrectlonFlnder Survey: GIS Maps
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps
Satisfaction with the Overall Appearance
of Your Neighborhood (Q18b)
by Zip Code
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps
Location of Respondents in the Unincorporated Areas of
Miami-Dade County Who Were Dissatisfied with the
Overall Appearance of Their Neighborhood (Q18b)
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2005 Miami-Dade County DlrectlonFlnder Survey GIS Maps_
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Satisfaction with the Cleanliness of Waterways
Near Your Home (Q18e)
by Zip Code
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Location of Respondents Who Were Dissatisfied with the
Cleanliness of Waterways Near Their Home (Q18e)
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2005 Miami- Dade County DlrectlonFlnder Survey GIS Maps
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Satisfaction with the Quality of Park Grounds
Maintenance (Q23f)
by Zip Code
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Location of Respondents in Unincorporated Areas of

Miami-Dade County Who Were Dissatisfied with the
Quality of Park Grounds Maintenance (Q23f)
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Satisfaction with the Availability of Green Space

Near Your Home (Q23j))
by District
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Satisfaction with the Availability of Green Space
Near Your Home (Q23j))
by Zip Code
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Location of Respondents in Unincorporated Areas of
Miami-Dade County Who Were Dissatisfied with the
Availability of Green Space Near Their Home (Q23))
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2005 Miami- Dade County DlrectlonFlnder Survey GIS Maps
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps
Satisfaction with the Quality of Library
Facilities Maintenance (Q231)
by Zip Code
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Location of Respondents Who Were Dissatisfied with the
Quality of Library Facilities Maintenance (Q231)
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Red dots - dissatisfied respondents
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Perceptions that Racial Tension is a Problem
in the County as a Whole (Q25a)
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by District

BROWARD

Miami-Dade County
2005 DirectionFinder® Survey

Shading reflects the mean rating for all
respondents by District*

* District boundaries were clipped to coastline

ETC Institute (Jan 20006)

LEGEND 1.00 to 1.80

Mean Agreement |:|1 .80 to 2.60
Ratingona 5-Point | |2.60 to 3.40

Scale Where: |:|3_40 to 4.20
1 = Strongly Disagree |:|4'20 t05.00

5 = Strongly Agree I:I Other

Note: “Other” areas did not contain enough respondents to show statistically significant results.
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Perceptions that Racial Tension is a Problem
in the County as a Whole (Q25a)
by Zip Code
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Shading reflects the mean rating for all 1 = Strongly Disagree SR
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* ZIP Code Area boundaries were clipped to coastline Note: “Other” areas did not contain enough respondents to show statistically significant results.
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Location of Respondents Who Thought Racial Tension is a
Problem in the County as a Whole (Q25a)
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey GIS Maps

-
%y

Perceptlon,s that Racial Tensmn is P,robl;em' R ks
e ~ in My Nelghborhood (Q25b)

4 - - by District | S
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~aan wl Mean Agreement [ ]1.80t02.60
2 Rating on a 5-Point | |2 60 to 3.40
Mlaml-Dade County ‘. F Scale Where: [ 13.40 t04.20
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Y 1 1= Strongly Disagree -4'20 to 5.00

- Shading reflects the mean rating for all (4 SRR
' Cly i Sl e 5=Strongly Agree | Other
respondents by District* . ,\& gly Ag

* District boundaries were clipped to coastline e = Note: “O_gher“ areas did not contain enough respondents to show_-_statistically significant results.
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Perceptions that Racial Tension is a Problem
in My Neighborhood (Q25b)
by Zip Code
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* ZIP Code Area boundaries were clipped to coastline Note: “Other” areas did not contain enough respondents to show statistically significant results.
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2005 Miami-Dade County DirectionFinder Survey: GIS Maps

Location of Respondents Who Thought Racial Tension is a
Problem in Their Neighborhood (Q25b)
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) 7 Red dots - dissatisfied respondents
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