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Validation of Effectiveness on Parking Deposit System (PDS) based on Structure of Attitude on Road Pricing
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Road pricing (RP) is regarded as the most effective measure to solve the traffic congestion in urban
areas, but the difficulty of forming a consensus among the stakeholders has become an obstacle to the

implementation of RP in Japan.

Nagoya University has proposed a “Parking Deposit System” (PDS) as a new form of road pricing to
which the public would be greatly receptive. A questionnaire survey of visitors to downtown Nagoya was
conducted in November 2006 to ascertain the acceptability of RP and PDS.

In the first place, this paper shows the structure of attitude on RP, which is conducted from the above
questionnaire survey data, in the second place it describes the difference in attitude between pro-RP and
anti-RP. In the last place, it discusses the acceptability of PDS with above structure model.
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