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Overview and Research Objectives

The City of Los Altos commissioned Godbe Research to conduct a survey of registered
voters with the following research objectives:

Gauge satisfaction with the quality of life and City’s provision of services;
Determine opinions on most pressing issues facing Los Altos;

Gauge importance of and satisfaction with City services, programs and facilities;
Assess frequency of participation in Recreation Department activities;
Determine preferred transportation choices;

Assess opinions on Downtown vibrancy and parking availability;

Assess support for multi-story mixed-use buildings with parking Downtown;
Gauge opinions on storm water issues

Determine shopping locations and incentives for shopping in Los Altos;

Gauge opinion on the development of more housing in Los Altos and preferred
density levels;

Determine preferred sources for City information;
Assess opinions on the local housing crisis and potential remedies; and

|dentify any differences in opinions due to demographic and/or voter behavioral
characteristics.
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Methodology Overview

Data Collection

Universe

Fielding Dates
Interview Length
Sample Size

Margin of Error

Landline (n=78), cell phone (n=68), text to
online (h=161), and email to online (N=139)
interviewing

19,637 registered voters in the City of Los
Altos

December 2 through December 9, 2017
22.5 minutes
446

+4.59%

The data have been weighted to reflect the actual population characteristics of likely voters in the Page 3

City of Los Altos in terms of their gender, age, and political party type.
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GODBE RESEARCH
Gain Insight

Key Findings




Q1. Satisfaction with Quality of Life
(n=446)

Very
dissatisfied

Somewhat 0.9%

dissatisfied
3.4%

Somewhat
satisfied
32.6%

Total Satisfied = 95.4%
Total Dissatisfied = 4.3%
Ratio Satto Dissat=22.4t01

Very satisfied
62.8%

Page 5
January 2018



Q1. Satisfaction with Quality of Life
Gender and Age Comparisons

Respondent's Gender

Total | Male |[Female| Other

446 213 231 2

Total

280 150 130 0
62.8% | 70.3% | 56.4% | 0.0%
146 57 86 2
32.6% | 26.7% | 37.5% |100.0%
15 3 12 0
3.4% | 1.4% | 5.2% | 0.0%
4 2 2 0
0.9% | 0.9% | 0.9% | 0.0%
1 1 0 0
0.3% | 0.6% | 0.0% | 0.0%

Very satisfied
Somewhat satisfied
Somewhat dissatisfied
Very dissatisfied

DK/NA
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Q2. Primary Reason for Living in Los Altos
(n=446)

School system

Small town atmosphere
Close to work

Grew up here
Friends/family here

I could afford a house/Big lots
Quality of life
Safety/low crime
Enjoy/like the City
Location

Downtown

Job

Retirement

Other mention - Negative

Other mention

1
30%
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Q3. Most Important Issues Facing

Los Altos
(n=446)

Affordable housing

Traffic

Controlling growth

Education

Downtown needs revitalization
Condition of streets (roads and streets)/Sidewalks
Condition of civic buildings
Parking

Need store/Restaurants

City's economic health

Quality of life

Taxes

Crime

School site issue

Other mention - Negative
None/Nothing

Other mention 16.7%

DK/NA

Ll T T 1
0% 10% 20% 30%
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Note: Issues that were mentioned by less than 3 percent of the residents have been added to the “Other mention” category for charting purposes. January 2018




Q4. Satisfaction With City’s Provision of

Services
(n=446)

Very dissatisfied
1.7%

Somewhat
dissatisfied
10.3%

Total Satisfied = 82.0%
Total Dissatisfied = 12.0%
Ratio Satto Dissat=6.9t0 1

Very satisfied
35.2%

Somewhat
satisfied
46.8%
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Q4. Satisfaction With City’s Provision of

Services
Gender and Age Comparisons

Respondent's Gender

Total | Male |[Female| Other

446 213 231 2

Total

157 90 67 0
35.2%
209 97 1
46.8%
46 17 1
10.3%
8 1 0
1.7%
27 9 0
6.0%

Very satisfied
Somewhat satisfied
Somewhat dissatisfied
Very dissatisfied

DK/NA
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Q5. Importance of City Services, Programs and
Facilities
(n=446)

J. Fire protection services
A. Police services
F. Traffic safety

B. Garbage collection and recycling program

I. Managing land use

D. Street pavement maintenance

K. Environmental and sustainability programs
C. Street tree maintenance

O. Youth programs

G. Economic development efforts
N. Youth facilities

E. Street sweeping services

H. Sports fields

L. Senior facilities

M. Senior programs

47.6%

e

0 1 2
Not At All Somewhat Very
Important Important Important

Note: The above rating questions have been abbreviated for charting purposes, and responses were recoded to calculate mean scores:
“Extremely Important” = +3, “Very Important” = +2, “Somewhat Important” = +1, and “Not At All Important” = 0.

3
Extremely
Important
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Q5. Importance of City Services, Programs and
Facilities
Gender and Age Comparisons

Respondent's Gender

Total | Male |Female| Other

5A. Police services 240 | 2.32 | 247 | 3.00
5B. Garbage collection and recycling program | 2.29 | 2.20 | 2.37 | 2.00
5C. Street tree maintenance 1.79 | 1.70 | 1.86 | 2.59
5D. Street pavement maintenance 197 | 203 | 1.93 | 1.00
5E. Street sweeping services 155 | 153 | 1.56 | 141
5F. Traffic safety 2.33 | 224 | 2.40 | 3.00
5G. Economic development efforts 1.64 | 155 | 1.75 | 041
5H. Sports fields 153 | 1.51 | 1.55 | 0.83
51. Managing land use 213 | 2.03 | 2.21 | 2.59
5J. Fire protection services 245 | 240 | 2,50 | 3.00
5K. Environmental and sustainability programs | 1.86 | 1.70 | 2.02 | 0.41
5L. Senior facilities 149 | 1.28 | 1.69 | 1.00
5M. Senior programs 147 | 1.32 | 1.62 | 1.00
5N. Youth facilities 162 | 151 | 1.72 | 041
50. Youth programs 169 | 159 | 1.78 | 0.83

Page 12
January 2018




Q6. Satisfaction with City Services, Programs

and Facilities
(n=446)

J. Fire protection services
B. Garbage collection and recycling program

A. Police services

E. Street sweeping services

K. Environmental and sustainability programs
H. Sports fields

M. Senior programs

C. Street tree maintenance

O. Youth programs

L. Senior facilities
D. Street pavement maintenance
N. Youth facilities

F. Traffic safety

G. Economic development efforts

I. Managing land use

46.6%

-2 -1 1
Very Somewhat Somewhat
Dissatisfied Dissatisfied Satisfied

Note: The above rating questions have been abbreviated for charting purposes, and responses were recoded to calculate mean scores:
“Very Satisfied” = +2, “Somewhat Satisfied” = +1, “Somewhat Dissatisfied” = -1, and “Very Dissatisfied” = -2.

2
Very

Satisfied
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Q6. Satisfaction with City Services, Programs

and Facllities
Gender and Age Comparisons

Respondent's Gender

Total | Male |Female| Other

6A. Police services 157 | 1.63 | 1.51 | 1.00
6B. Garbage collection and recycling program 164 | 1.68 | 1.61 | 0.76
6C. Street tree maintenance 093 | 0.94 | 0.93 | -0.17
6D. Street pavement maintenance 0.77 | 0.73 | 0.81 | 1.00
6E. Street sweeping services 1.29 | 1.37 | 1.20 | 1.59
6F. Traffic safety 0.70 | 0.80 | 0.61 | -2.00
6G. Economic development efforts 0.31 | 051 | 0.12 | -1.00
6H. Sports fields 1.03 | 1.14 | 0.91 | 2.00
61. Managing land use 0.21 | 0.35 | 0.10 | -2.00
6J. Fire protection services 1.68 | 1.64 | 1.72 | 2.00
6K. Environmental and sustainability programs| 1.05 | 1.09 | 1.01 | 1.00
6L. Senior facilities 0.77 | 0.91 | 0.65
6M. Senior programs 1.02 | 1.11 | 0.95
6N. Youth facilities 0.75 | 0.88 | 0.63
60. Youth programs 0.91 | 1.03 | 0.80
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Important — Satisfaction Matrix

Importance

Satisfaction

5J. Fire protection services

2.45

1.68

5A. Police services

2.40

1.57

5F. Traffic safety

2.33

0.70

5B. Garbage collection and recycling program

2.29

1.64

51. Managing land use

2.13

0.21

5D. Street pavement maintenance

1.97

0.77

5K. Environmental and sustainability programs

1.86

1.05

5C. Street tree maintenance

1.79

0.93

50. Youth programs

1.69

0.91

5G. Economic development efforts

1.64

0.31

5N. Youth facilities

1.62

0.75

5E. Street sweeping services

1.55

1.29

5H. Sports fields

1.53

1.03

5L. Senior facilities

1.49

0.77

5M. Senior programs

1.47

1.02
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Q7. Frequency of Participating in Recreation

Department Activities
(n=446)

DK/NA More than
299 Onceaweek Once aweek
1.4% 5.4%

A few times
a month

0,
7:5% Once a month

3.3%

A few times
ayear
Less than 24.9%
once ayear
14.1%
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Q7. Frequency of Participating in Recreation

Department Activities
Gender and Age Comparisons

Respondent's Gender

Total | Male |Female| Other

446 213 231 2

Total

More than once a week 6 4 3 0

Once a week 24 6 17 0

A few times a month 33 11 22 B

Once a month 15 & 0

A few times a year o4

Once a year 17

Less than once a year 40

Never 62

DK/NA
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Q8. Type of Transportation Used to Go to

Work/School
(n=446)

Drive alone (car, truck, motorcycle, scooter)

Walk

Bicycle

Carpool / vanpool / ride with others

Train

Lightrail

Other

40% 60% 80% 100%
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Q9. Frequency of Visiting Downtown
(n=446)

Less than
once a year Nevoer
Once ayear 1.2% 0.7%

0.4%
A few times

a year
12.0%

A few times a
month
16.9%
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Q9. Frequency of Visiting Downtown
Gender and Age Comparisons

Respondent's Gender

Total | Male |[Female| Other
446 213 231 2

Total

102 52 49
22.8%
105 44 61
23.6%
72 36 36
16.1%
75 36 39
16.9%
28 13 15
6.4%
53 29 24
12.0%
2 0
0.4%
5 4
1.2%
3 3
0.7%

Daily

Once a week

Weekly

A few times a month
Once a month

A few times a year
Once a year

Less than once a year

Never

Page 20
January 2018




Q10. Transportation Used to Go Downtown
(n=443)

V%ng(;m Mo%o;((:)/);cle Other
Bus ~ U.5% ' 3.2% DK/NA

_ 1.3% 0.4%
Bicycle

Drive alone
74.8%
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Q10. Transportation Used to Go Downtown
Gender and Age Comparisons

Respondent's Gender

Total | Male [Female| Other
443 213 228 2

Total

331 156 173 2
74.8% | 73.2% | 76.1% |100.0%
14 7 7 0
3.2% | 3.4% | 3.1% | 0.0%
6 3 3 0
1.3% | 1.4% | 1.3% | 0.0%
1 1 0 0
0.2% | 0.4% | 0.0% | 0.0%
1 1 0 0
0.3% | 0.6% | 0.0% | 0.0%
73 33 41 0
16.5% | 15.3% | 17.8% | 0.0%
14 10 4 0
3.2% | 49% | 1.7% | 0.0%
2 2 0 0
0.4% | 0.8% | 0.0% | 0.0%

Drive alone
Bicycle
Bus
Motorcycle
Vanpool
Walk

Other

DK/NA
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Q11. Rating of Current Vibrancy of Downtown
(n=446)

DK/NA
2.3%

Not at all Extremely
vibrant vibrant

5.5% 6.2%
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Q11. Rating of Current Vibrancy of Downtown
Gender and Age Comparisons

Respondent's Gender

Total | Male |Female| Other

446 213 231 2

Total

Not at all vibrant 24 7 17 0

02 58 30 27

03 74 41 32

04 52 59

05 38 51

06 27 25

Extremely vibrant 13 15

DK/NA 6 4
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Q12. Preference for Future Vibrancy of Los

Altos
(n=446)

Not at all
2 vibrant
0.9% 1.0%

DK/NA
1.6%

Extremely
vibrant
25.6%
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Q12. Preference for Future Vibrancy of

Downtown
Gender and Age Comparisons

Respondent's Gender

Total | Male |Female| Other

446 213 231 2

Total

Not at all vibrant 4 4 0 0

02 4 0 4 0

03 18 12 6 0

04 44 26 17

05 53 54

06 66 81

Extremely vibrant 50 64

DK/NA 2 6
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Q13. Willingness to Park in Proposed Venues
(n=446)

A.In an above
ground parking
structure

13.7% 7.5%

B.In an
underground
parking garage

13.1% 6.8%

V) 0,
C. On the street 6.8% 5.9%

0% 20% 80%

B Yes would be willing B No would not be willling B DK/NA
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Q13. Willingness to Park in Proposed Venues
Gender and Age Comparisons

Respondent's Gender

Total | Male |Female| Other

446 213 231 2

Total

YES WOULD BE | 352 172 177 2 92
13A. In an above ground WILLING 78.8% | 80.8% | 76.8% [100.0% 73.9%
parking structure NO WOULD NOT| 61 29 32 0 23
BE WILLING 13.7% | 13.5% | 13.9% | 0.0% 18.1%
33 12 21 0 10
DK/NA 7.5% | 5.7% | 9.2% | 0.0% 8.0%
446 213 231 2 124

Total

YES WOULD BE | 357 177 178 2 86
13B. In an underground  WILLING 80.1% | 83.2% | 77.2% |100.0% 68.8%
parking garage NO WOULD NOT| 58 23 36 0 28
BE WILLING 13.1% | 10.7% | 15.5% | 0.0% 22.4%
30 13 17 0 11
DK/NA 6.8% | 6.2% | 7.4% | 0.0% 8.8%
446 213 231 2 124

Total

YES WOULD BE | 389 185 202 2 106
WILLING 87.2% | 86.6% | 87.7% |100.0% 85.4% | 75.9%
NO WOULD NOT | 30 16 14 0 7 1
BE WILLING 6.8% | 7.6% | 6.2% | 0.0% 5.6% | 11.6%
26 12 14 0 11 1
DK/NA 5.9% | 5.8% | 6.1% | 0.0% 9.0% [12.5%
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Q14. Ability to Find Parking Downtown In

Reasonable Time
(n=446)

None of
the time
1.1%

Some of the time
22.9%

Most of the time
46.4%

Page 29
January 2018



Q14. Ability to Find Parking Downtown In

Reasonable Time
Gender and Age Comparisons

Respondent's Gender

Total | Male |[Female| Other

446 213 231 2

Total

123 73 51 0
27.6% 0.0%
207 97 0
46.4% 0.0%
102 37 2
22.9% 100.0%
5 3 0
1.1% 0.0%
9 4 0
1.9% 0.0%

Always

Most of the time
Some of the time
None of the time

DK/NA
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Q15. Support for 3-Story, Above Ground

Parking Structure with Residential/Retail Space
(n=446)

Strongly oppose Strongly support
20.8% 33.2%

Somewhat oppose
13.7%

Somewhat support
28.2%
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Q15. Support for 3-Story, Above Ground

Parking Structure with Residential/Retail Space
Gender and Age Comparisons

Respondent's Gender

Total | Male |[Female| Other

446 213 231 2

Total

148 76 71 0
33.2% 0.0%
126 59 65 2
28.2% 100.0%
61 28 33 0
13.7% 0.0%
93 44 48 0
20.8% 0.0%
18 5 13 0
4.1% 0.0%

Strongly support
Somewhat support
Somewhat oppose
Strongly oppose

DK/NA
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Q16. Support for 2-Story, Above Ground

Parking Structure with Residential/Retail Space
(n=446)

Strongly oppose
10.7% Strongly support
46.2%

Somewhat oppose
8.5%

Somewhat support
28.9%
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Q16. Support for 2-Story, Above Ground

Parking Structure with Residential/Retail Space
Gender and Age Comparisons

Respondent's Gender

Total | Male |[Female| Other

446 213 231 2

Total

206 96 110 0
46.2% 47.8% | 0.0%
129 66 62 2
28.9% 26.7% (100.0%
38 17 21 0
8.5% 9.2% | 0.0%
48 29 19 0
10.7% 8.3% | 0.0%
25 7 18 0
5.6% 8.0% | 0.0%

Strongly support
Somewhat support
Somewhat oppose
Strongly oppose

DK/NA
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Q17. Agreement with Statements on Storm

Water Issues
(n=446)

C. The City should comply with regional clean water
requirements and reduce the amount of pollution
entering our local creeks. This will ensure safe, clean
and healthy water in Los Altos and the San Francisco
Bay

A. The City's storm drainage infrastructure is aging and
without proper maintenance and improvements the
system will continue to deteriorate and fail. The City

should invest the resources to keep this infrastructure

safe and reliable

B. Significant rain events are becoming more frequent

as our climate changes. The City should improve our

storm drain system to help minimize the risk of local
flooding in Los Altos

74.3%;

-2 -1 1
Strongly ~ Somewhat Somewhat
Disagree Disagree Agree

Note: The above rating questions have been abbreviated for charting purposes, and responses were recoded to calculate mean scores:
“Strongly Agree” = +2, “Somewhat Agree” = +1, “Somewhat Disagree” = -1, and “Strongly Disagree” = -2.

2

Strongly
Agree
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Q17. Agreement with Statements on Storm

Water Issues
Gender and Age Comparisons

Respondent's Gender

Total | Male |Female| Other

17A. The City's storm drainage
infrastructure is aging and without proper
maintenance and improvements the system
will continue to deteriorate and fail. The
City should invest the resources to keep
this infrastructure safe and reliable

17B. Significant rain events are becoming
more frequent as our climate changes. The
City should improve our storm drain
system to help minimize the risk of local
flooding in Los Altos

17C. The City should comply with regional
clean water requirements and reduce the
amount of pollution entering our local
creeks. This will ensure safe, clean and
healthy water in Los Altos and the San
Francisco Bay
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Q18. Location for Shopping
(n=446)

H M oKD
Groceries w

Clothing

Electronics

Furniture . 6.5% | 9.2%

6% 7.0% | 7.5%

Housewares 3.4204%

Children's Toys 21.5%
/ ./ ./ |
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

mLos Altos O Other Communities mOnline m Other m DK/NA
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Q18. Location for Shopping

Gender and Age Comparisons |

Respondent's Gender

Total

Male

Female

Other

18A. Groceries

Total

Los Altos

Other Communities

Online

OTHER

DK/NA

446

341
76.5%
94
21.1%
8
1.9%
1
0.2%
2
0.4%

213

165
77.2%
43
20.4%
3
1.5%
1
0.4%
1
0.6%

231

175
76.0%
49
21.4%
5
2.3%
0
0.0%
1
0.3%

2

0

0

0

18B. Clothing

Total

Los Altos

Other Communities

Online

OTHER

DK/NA

446

66

213

22

231

43

2

0
0.0%
2
100.0%
0
0.0%
0
0.0%
0
0.0%

46.1%
4
53.9%
0
0.0%
0
0.0%
0
0.0%
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Q18. Location for Shopping I

Gender and Age Comparisons Il

Respondent's Gender

Total | Male |Female| Other

446 213 231 2

Total

Los Altos 26 12 15 0

Other Communities 70 94
18C. Electronics
Online

OTHER

DK/NA

Total

Los Altos 21.0%

4
58.5%
0
0.0%
1
20.5%
0
0.0%
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18D. Furniture

Online

OTHER

DK/NA




Q18. Location for Shopping

Gender and Age Comparisons lll

Respondent's Gender

Total | Male |Female| Other

446 213 231 2

Total

37 22 15 0
0.0%
2
100.0%
0
0.0%
0
0.0%
0
0.0%
2

Los Altos

Other Communities
18E. Autos

Online

OTHER

DK/NA

Total

0
Los Altos 41.2%
4
58.8%
0
0.0%
0
0.0%
0

0.0%

Page 40
January 2018

Other Communities
18F. Housewares

Online

OTHER

DK/NA




Q18. Location for Shopping

Gender and Age Comparisons IV

Respondent's Gender

Total

Male

Female

Other

18G. Children’'s toys

Total

Los Altos

Other Communities

Online

OTHER

DK/NA

446

118
26.4%
96
21.5%
137
30.7%
20
4.4%
76
16.9%

213

46

47

69

9

43

231

71

49

68

11

32

2
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Q19. What Would Encourage Shopping in Los

Altos More Often
(n=442)

Better variety of stores/shops/retail
Reasonable prices

Better parking

National names/Big box stores
Casual dining/Bars/Restaurants
Better dining choices

Longer/Later hours

Fewer boutiques/Nail and hair salons
High end retail/Quality

Book stores

Can't find what | want

Arts/Crafts

Fresh produce

Other mention - Positive

Other mention - Negative

Other mention

Nothing/None

DK/NA

1
40%
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Q20. Support for Development of More

Housing in Los Altos
(n=446)

Strongly support

Strongly oppose 25.5%
21.9%

Somewhat oppose

16.3% Somewhat support

30.1%
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Q20. Support for Development of More

Housing in Los Altos
Gender and Age Comparisons

Respondent's Gender

Total | Male |[Female| Other

446 213 231 2

Total

114 56 58 0
25.5% 0.0%
134 59 76 0
30.1% 0.0%
73 36 37 0
16.3% 0.0%
98 54 42 2
21.9% 100.0%
28 10 18 0
6.2% 0.0%

Strongly support
Somewhat support
Somewhat oppose
Strongly oppose

DK/NA
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Q21. Highest Density Housing Supported
(n=248)

DK/NA

Single family 5.6%

homes

- 7.7%
1 story buildings

2.0% 4 story buildings

32.4%

2 story buildings
20.5%

3 story buildings
31.9%
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Q21. Highest Density Housing Supported
Gender and Age Comparisons

Respondent's Gender

Total | Male |[Female

248 114 134

Total

4 story buildings 80 48 32

3 story buildings 79 24 55

2 story buildings 51 24 27

1 story buildings S 4

Single family homes 19 >

DK/NA 14 9
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Q22. Preferred Online News and Information

sSources
(n=446)

Los Altos Town Crier
Next Door

San Jose Mercury
Internet

Bay Area News Group
City Website

City emails

Community member emails
Facebook

KRON - Channel 4

San Francisco Chronicle
Social media generic
Blogs

Twitter

Instagram

Snapchat

Other

Not sure / DK/ NA

1
60%
Page 47
January 2018



Q23. Preferred Printed News and Information

sSources
(n=446)

Los Altos Town Crier Printed Newspaper

San Jose Mercury Printed Newspaper

San Francisco Chronicle Printed Newspaper

Not sure / DK/NA

40% 60% 80%
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Q24. Visited www.losaltosca.gov
(n=446)
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Q24. Visited www.losaltosca.gov
Gender and Age Comparisons

Respondent's Gender

Total | Male |Female| Other

446 213 231 2

307 145 161
68.9% | 67.9% | 70.0%
121 62 59
27.1% | 28.9% | 25.7%
18 7 10
3.9% | 3.2% | 4.3%
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Q25. Preferred Sources for City Info
(n=446)

Email

Brochures or flyers in the mail
City Website

Next Door

Flyers or posters around town
Text message

Facebook

Los Altos Patch

Twitter

None

Other

Not sure / DK/NA

60%
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Summary

An overwhelming 95.4 percent of residents are satisfied with the quality of
life in Los Altos, with 62.8 saying they are very satisfied.

In an open-end format, residents’ top concerns are:
= Affordable housing (28.5%)
» Traffic congestion (24.4%)
= Controlling growth (19.8%)

82 percent of residents are satisfied with the job the City is doing to provide
municipal services.

= 35.2 percent of respondents indicated that they are “very satisfied” and
46.8 percent are “somewnhat satisfied” with the job the City is doing to
provide services.

The most important municipal services are:
Fire protection services
Police services
Traffic safety
Garbage collection and recycling program
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Summary

Residents are most satisfied with:
» Fire protection services
= Garbage collection and recycling program
= Police services

42.5 percent indicated they participate in Los Altos recreation activities a few
times a year.

85.7 percent of residents visit downtown at least once a month, and 74.8
percent drive alone to get there.

On a scale of 1 to 7, respondents gave downtown an average vibrancy rating of
4.0.

On a scale of 1 to 7, respondents indicated they would like Los Altos to be a
little more vibrant, suggesting rating of 5.61.

Respondents are willing to park in a variety of downtown facilities:
= 78.8 percent would be willing to park in an “above ground parking structure”
= 80.1 percent would be willing to park in an “unground garage”
= 87.2 percent would be willing to park “on the street”
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Summary

74 percent are able to find parking in a “reasonable amount of time” “always”
or “most of the time”.

61.4 percent support a 3-story above ground parking structure on an existing
parking plaza in Downtown Los Altos, and 75.1 percent support a 2-story
above ground parking structure.

There is strong support for complying with clean water requirements, investing
in storm drain infrastructure, and improving the storm drains to prevent
flooding.

Respondents various propensities for shopping locally depending on the item:
Groceries 76.5%
Children’s toys 26.4%
Housewares 21.8%
Clothing 14.7%
Autos 8.3%
Furniture 6.4%
Electronics 5.9%
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Summary

35.3 percent of the respondents indicated that a “better variety of
stores/shops/retail” would encourage them to shop in Los Altos more often.

55.6 percent support encouraging more housing development in Los Altos.

Among those that support more housing in Los Altos, 64.3 percent of the
respondents would support a housing density of 3 stories, with 32.4 percent
willing to support 4 stories.

In terms of local news sources:

58.5 percent indicated the Los Altos Town Crier was their preferred online
source, followed by Next Door (28%) and the San Jose Mercury (23.4%).

77 percent indicated the Los Altos Town Crier was their preferred print
news source, followed by the San Jose Mercury (28.3%).

68.9 percent have visited the City of Los Altos website.

51.1 percent indicated email was their preferred mode of receiving information
from the city, followed by brochures or flyers in the mail (26.1%), the City
website (17.6%), and Next Door (16.5%).
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QA. Gender

Page 57
January 2018




. Years Lived in Los Altos

26 years or more

Less than 1 year

0.8% 1to 3 years

6.3%

4to 9 years
16.6%

10 to 15 years
13.0%

16 to 25 years
24.9%
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QC. Home Ownership
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. Employment Status

Not currently DK/NA

Don't work out of employed
the home 3.7% 0.9%

3.1%

Retired
28.3%

Student
4.3% Self-employed Employed
9.2% part-time
5.0%

Employed
full time
45.5%
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. County Where You Work

Other DK/NA  Alameda
1.8% 0.9% 1.7%
Sonoma
0.1%

Santa Cruz
0.8%

Santa Clara
77.6%

San Francisco
4.6%

San Mateo
11.3%
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QF. Ethnicity

America Indian or Alaska Native
Asian - Chinese
Asian - Filipino
Asian - Indian
Asian - Japanese
Asian - Korean
Asian - Viethamese
Asian - Other
Caucasian or White
Latino or Hispanic
Two or more races
Other

DK/NA
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Not coded
1.6%
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QH. Individual Party

Republican
24.7%

Democrat
44.1%
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QIl. Household Party Type

Democrat (1)

Democrat (2+)
Republican (1)
Republican (2+)

Other (1)

Other (2+)

Democrat & Republican
Democrat & Other

Republican & Other

Mixed

30%
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QJ. Registration Date

1980 or before
1981 to 1992 8.6% 2013 to 2017
10.4% 28.3%

1993 to 1996
8.0%

1997 to 2000
8.1%

2009 to 2012

11.5%
2001 t002004 2005 to 2008
11.3% 13.9%
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QK. Voting History

June 2006
November 2006
November 2007
February 2008

June 2008
November 2008

May 2009
November 2009

June 2010
November 2010

June 2012
November 2012

June 2014
November 2014

June 2016

22.7% 15.5% 61.8%
| I

35.2% 42.4%

I

12.9% 61.59 25.6%
e ———
I

12.3% 44.7% 43.1%
I
33.3%

15.0%

10.0% 38.3% 51.8%

18.9% 22.6%

8.0% 36.0% 56.0%

14.6% 33.4%

13.6% 50.6% 35.8%

e e Z

0% 20% 40% 60% 80%

mPoll @Mail mNo

100%
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QL. Times Voted in Last Elections

15 0f 15
14 of 15
13 of 15
12 of 15
11 of 15
10 of 15
9 of 15
8 of 15
7 of 15
6 of 15
50f 15
4 of 15
3 of 15
2 0f 15
1of15
0of 15

20%
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. Times Voted Absentee

15 0f 15
14 of 15
13 of 15
12 of 15
11 of 15
10 of 15
9 of 15
8 of 15
7 of 15
6 of 15
50f 15
4 of 15
3 of 15
2 0f 15
1of15
0of 15

0% 30%
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ON. Permanent Absentee Voter
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QO. Likely Absentee Voter
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QQ. Zip Code
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QS. Language of Interview

Chinese
4.6%

English
94.7%
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QT. Interview Type

Landline

[0)
Text invite / Online 14.4%

37.7%

Cell phone
20.3%

Email invite / Online
27.6%
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Survey Methodology

Survey Parameters

Godbe Research conducted a total of 446 interviews representing 19,637 registered voters in the City of Los Altos. The
error rate is plus or minus 4.59% for the sample of 446 registered voters. Interviews were conducted from December 2
through December 9, 2017. The average interview time was approximately 22.5 minutes.

Sample and Weighting

Once collected, the sample of voters was compared with the respective voter population in the City to examine possible
differences between the demographics of the sample and the actual universe of voters. The data were weighted to correct
these differences, and the results presented are representative of the voter characteristics of the City of Los Altos in terms
of gender, age, political party type, and election timing.

Questionnaire Methodology

To avoid the problem of systematic position bias, where the order in which a series of questions is asked systematically
influences the answers, several questions in the survey were randomized such that the respondents were not consistently
asked the questions in the same order. The series of items in Questions 5, 6, 13, 17, and 18 were randomized to avoid
such position bias. Questions 3, 8, 19, 22, 23, and 25 allowed the voters surveyed to mention multiple responses and may
sum to more than 100.
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Margin of Error |

Because a survey typically involves a limited number of people who are part of a larger population group, by mere
chance alone there will almost always be some differences between a sample and the population from which it was
drawn. These differences are known as “sampling error” and they are expected to occur regardless of how scientifically
the sample has been selected. The advantage of a scientific sample is that we are able to calculate the sampling error.
Sampling error is determined by four factors: the population size, the sample size, a confidence level, and the dispersion
of responses.

For example, the following table shows the possible sampling variation that applies to a percent result reported from a
probability type sample. Because the sample of 446 adult residents was drawn from the estimated population of the City
of Los Altos of approximately 19,637 adult residents, one can be 95% confident that the margin of error due to sampling
will not vary, plus or minus, by more than the indicated number of percent points from the result that would have been
obtained if the interviews had been conducted with all persons in the universe. As the table on the following page
indicates, the margin of error for all aggregate responses is between 2.75 and 4.59% for the survey.

This means that, for a given question with dichotomous response options (e.g., Yes/No) answered by 446 respondents,
one can be 95% confident that the difference between the percent breakdowns of the sample and those of the total
population is no greater than 4.50%. The percent margin of error applies to both sides of the answer, so that for a
guestion in which 50% of respondents said yes, one can be 95% confident that the actual percent of the population that
would say yes is between 45% (50 minus 4.59) and 55% (50 plus 4.59).

The margin of error for a given question also depends on the distribution of responses to the question. The 4.59% refers
to dichotomous questions where opinions are evenly split in the sample with 50% of respondents saying yes and 50%
saying no. If that same question were to receive a response in which 10% of the respondents say yes and 90% say no,
then the margin of error would be no greater than plus or minus 2.75%. As the number of respondents in a particular
subgroup (e.g., age) is smaller than the number of total respondents, the margin of error associated with estimating a
given subgroup’s response will be higher. Due to the high margin of error, Godbe Research cautions against generalizing
the results for subgroups that are comprised of 25 or fewer respondents.
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Margin of Error Il

Distribution of Responses

90% / 10%

80% / 20%

70% / 30%

60% / 40%

50% / 50%

1.81%

2.42%

2.77%

2.96%

3.02%

1.91%

2.55%

2.92%

3.13%

3.19%

2.04%

2.71%

3.11%

3.33%

3.39%

2.36%

3.15%

3.61%

3.86%

3.94%

2.60%

3.46%

3.97%

4.24%

4.33%
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Reading Crosstabulation Tables

The questions discussed and analyzed in this report comprise
a subset of various crosstabulation tables available for each EXAMPLE OF DATA
guestion. Only those subgroups that are of particular interest CROSSTABULATION
or that illustrate particular insights are included in the TABLE

discussion. Should readers wish to conduct a closer analysis
of subgroups for a given question, the complete breakdowns
appear in Appendix E. These crosstabulation tables provide
detailed information on the responses to each question by Have you
demographic and behavioral groups that were assessed in the contacted
survey. A typical crosstabulation table is shown here. a City
department
in the last
12 months?

A short description of the item appears on the left-hand side of
the table. The item sample size (n = 600) is presented in the
first column of data under “Total.”

The results to each possible answer choice of all respondents
are presented in the first column of data under “Total.” The
aggregate number of respondents in each answer category is
presented as a whole number, and the percent of the entire
sample that this number represents is just below the whole
number. In this example, among the total respondents, 268
residents reported their “Yes” response, and this number of
respondents equals 44.7% of the total sample size of 600.
Next to the “Total” column are the other columns representing
responses men and women. The data from these columns are
read in exactly the same fashion as the data in the “Total”
column, although each group makes up a smaller percent of
the entire sample.
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Subgroup Comparisons

To test whether or not the differences found in percent results
among subgroups are likely due to actual differences in opinions
or behaviors — rather than the results of chance due to the
random nature of the sampling design — a “z-test” was
performed. In the headings of each column are labels, “A,” “B,”
“C,” etc. along with a description of the variable. The “z-test” is
performed by comparing the percent in each cell with all other
cells in the same row within a given variable (within Gender in
the pictured table, for example).

The results from the “z-test” are displayed in a separate table
below the crosstabulation table. If the percent in one cell is
statistically different from the percent in another, the column
label will be displayed in the cell from which it varies
significantly. For instance, in the adjacent table, a significantly
higher percent of women (47.1%) reported “Yes” than men
(41.8%). Hence, the letter “A,” which stands for men, appears
under Column “B,” which stands for women. The letters in the
table indicate the differences where one can be 95% confident
that the results are due to actual differences in opinions or
behaviors reported by subgroups of respondents.

It is important to note that the percent difference among
subgroups is just one piece in the equation to determine
whether or not two percentage figures are significantly different
from each other. The variance and sample size associated with
each data point is integral to determining significance.
Therefore, two calculations may be different from each other,
yet the difference may not be statistically significant according to

the “z” statistic.

EXAMPLE OF DATA

CROSSTABULATION TABLE

Have you
contacted a City
department in the
last 12 months?

Total

Yes

EXAMPLE OF DATA FOR

Z-TEST

Female

(B)

Have you
contacted a City
department in the
last 12 months?

Total

327

Yes

A

No
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Understanding a Mean

In addition to the analysis of the percent of the
responses, some results are discussed with respect to
an average score. To derive the overall importance of
a city service, Q5 for example, a number value was
assigned to each response category — in this case +3.0
= “Extremely Important” = +3.0, “Very Important” =
+2.0, “Somewhat Important” = +1.0, “Not At All
Important” = 0.0.

The number values that correspond to respondents’
answers were then averaged to produce a final score
that reflects the overall importance of an issue. The
resulting mean score makes the interpretation of the
data considerably easier.

In the crosstabulation tables for Questions 5, 6 and 17
of the survey, the reader will find mean scores. These
mean scores represent the average response of each
group. The table to the right shows the scales for each
corresponding question. Responses of “DK/NA” were
not included in the calculations of the means for any
question.

Question

Measure

Values

Importance

+3.0 = “Extremely Important”
+2.0 = “Very Important”

+1.0 = “Somewhat Important”
0.0 = “Not At All Important”

Satisfaction
Ratings

+2 = “Very Satisfied”
+1 = “Somewhat Satisfied”
-1 = “Somewhat Dissatisfied”

-2 = “Very Dissatisfied”

Agreement

+2 = “Strongly Agree”

+1 = “Somewhat Agree”

-1 = “Somewhat Disagree”
-2 = “Strongly Disagree”
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Means Comparisons

A typical crosstabulation table of mean scores is
shown in the adjacent table. All subgroups of
interest concerning questions 5, 6 and 17 are
included in Appendix E.

The aggregate mean score for each item in the
guestion series is presented in the first column of
the data under “Total.” For example, among all the
survey respondents, the feature A, “Overall
appearance of City,” earned a mean score of 1.8.
Next to the “Total” column are other columns
representing the mean scores assigned by the
respondents grouped by Gender.

The data from these columns are read in the same
fashion as the data in the “Total” column. To test
whether two mean scores are statistically different,
a “t-test” is performed. As in the case of the “z-test”
for percentage figures, a statistically significant
result is indicated by the letter representing the data
column.

EXAMPLE OF DATA FOR MEANS
COMPARISON

Overall appearance of the City

Recreational opportunities

Access to quality affordable housing

Overall image and reputation of City

EXAMPLE OF DATA FOR T-TEST

Gender

Male

Female

(A)

(B)

Overall appearance of the City

A

Recreational opportunities

Access to quality affordable housing

Overall image and reputation of City
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Godbe Research
2017 Los Altos Resident Satisfaction Survey

METHODOLOGY

Sample Universe:

- 19,637 Registered Voters
Sample Size:

n=446 Registered Voters
Data Collection Methodology:

n=78 Landline

n=68 Cell Phone

n=139 Online from email invitation

n=161 Online from text invitation
Marin of Error:

- Registered Voters + 4.59%
Interview Dates: December 2 to December 9, 2017

OVERALL PERCEPTIONS OF LIVING IN LOS ALTOS

Total
Column N % | Count 2 or
Mean
Very satisfied 62.8% 280
Somewhat satisfied 32.6% 146
Somewhat dissatisfied 3.4% 15
1.. To begin, | would like to get you.r overall opinio.n <?f living in the Very dissatisfied 0.9% 2
City of Los Altos. Generally speaking, are you satisfied or
dissatisfied with the overall quality of life in Los Altos? DEINA 0.3% !
- Total Satisfied 95.4%
- Total Dissatisfied 4.3%
- Ratio Sat to Dissat 22.4
School system 25.2% 112
Small town atmosphere 13.1% 59
Close to work 11.1% 49
Grew up here 10.1% 45
Friends/family here 9.4% 42
I could afford a house/Big lots 7.8% 35
Quality of life 6.5% 29
Safety/low crime 4.5% 20
2. What is the primary reason you choose to live in Los Altos? Enjoyl/like the City 4.2% 19
Location 3.5% 15
Downtown 1.3% 6
Job 1.1% 5
Retirement 0.8% 3
Other mention - Positive 0.0% 0
Other mention - Negative 0.7% 3
Other mention 0.7% 3
DKINA 0.0% 0
Topline Report 12/21/12017 Page 1




Total

Column N % | Count l\%e:]
Affordable housing 28.5% 127
Traffic 24.4% 109
Controlling growth 19.8% 88
Education 13.7% 61
D needs 10.8% 48
Condition of streets (roads and
streets)/Sidewalks : 71% 32
Condition of civic buildings 6.1% 27
Parking 5.6% 25
Need store/Restaurants 4.9% 22
City's economic health 4.6% 20
Quality of life 4.4% 20
Taxes 3.7% 16
Crime 3.2% 14
School site issue 3.1% 14
3. What are the two most important issues facing Los Altos? Government/Listen to voters 2.6% 12
Public transportation 2.0% 9
Protection of open space 2.0% 9
gz;fll;:w;n growth/Tall 1.9% 9
Teen programs 1.8% 8
Neighborhood preservation 1.3% 6
Race relations 1.1% 5
Environmental health 0.4% 2
Poor cell coverage 0.3% 1
Inconvenient library hours 0.0% 0
Other mention - Positive 0.0% 0
Other mention - Negative 0.9% 4
None/Nothing 0.8% 4
Other mention 3.3% 15
DK/NA 4.4% 20
Very satisfied 35.2% 157
Somewhat satisfied 46.8% 209
Somewhat dissatisfied 10.3% 46
4. Overall, are you satisfied or dissatisfied with the job the City of  Very dissatisfied 1.7% 8
Los Altos is doing to provide City services? DK/NA 6.0% 27
- Total Satisfied 82.0%
- Total Dissatisfied 12.0%
- Ratio Sat to Dissat 6.9

Total
Column N % | Count 2 or
Mean
Extremely important 52.3% 233 88.6%
Very important 36.3% 162
5A. Police services Somewhat important 9.6% 43
Not at all important 1.3% 6
DK/NA 0.5% 2
Extremely important 41.8% 186 87.3%
Very important 45.5% 203
5B. Garbage collection and recycling program Somewhat important 12.2% 54
Not at all important 0.5% 2
DKI/NA 0.0% 0
Extremely important 18.4% 82 61.9%
Very important 43.5% 194
5C. Street tree maintenance Somewhat important 35.8% 160
Not at all important 1.9% 8
DKINA 0.4% 2
Extremely important 25.9% 116 71.4%
Very important 45.5% 203
5D. Street pavement maintenance Somewhat important 27.9% 124
Not at all important 0.3% 1
DKINA 0.4% 2
Extremely important 12.0% 54 47.7%
Very important 35.7% 159
S5E. Street sweeping services Somewhat important 47.0% 210
Not at all important 5.2% 23
DKINA 0.1% 0
Extremely important 48.8% 218 85.6%
Very important 36.7% 164
5F. Traffic safety Somewhat important 12.5% 56
Not at all important 1.8% 8
DKINA 0.2% 1
Extremely important 18.1% 81 53.6%
Very important 35.5% 158
5G. Economic development efforts Somewhat important 32.1% 143
Not at all important 10.1% 45
DKINA 4.1% 18
Extremely important 14.3% 64 50.5%
Very important 36.2% 161
5H. Sports fields Somewhat important 35.2% 157
Not at all important 12.7% 57
DK/NA 1.6% 7
Extremely important 35.2% 157 78.3%
Very important 43.1% 192
51. Managing land use Somewhat important 15.3% 68
Not at all important 3.7% 17
DK/NA 2.7% 12
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IMPORTANCE OF CITY SERVICES, PROGRAMS AND FACILITIES -- MEAN

Total

Column N % | Count 2 or

Mean

5J. Fire protection services 245
5A. Police services 2.40
5F. Traffic safety 2.33
5B. Garbage collection and recycling program 2.29
51. Managing land use 213
5D. Street pavement maintenance 1.97
5K. Environmental and sustainability programs 1.86
5C. Street tree maintenance 1.79
50. Youth programs 1.69
5G. Economic development efforts 1.64
5N. Youth facilities 1.62
5E. Street sweeping services 1.55
5H. Sports fields 1.53
5L. Senior facilities 1.49
5M. Senior programs 1.47

Total
Column N % | Count 2 or
Mean
Extremely important 53.2% 237 91.6%
Very important 38.4% 171
5J. Fire protection services Somewhat important 8.0% 35
Not at all important 0.0% 0
DKI/NA 0.4% 2
Extremely important 28.6% 128 62.8%
Very important 34.1% 152
5K. Environmental and sustainability programs Somewhat important 27.7% 123
Not at all important 7.2% 32
DKI/NA 2.3% 10
Extremely important 14.8% 66 47.8%
Very important 33.0% 147
5L. Senior facilities Somewhat important 34.4% 154
Not at all important 14.8% 66
DKI/NA 2.9% 13
Extremely important 14.2% 63 47.6%
Very important 33.5% 149
5M. Senior programs Somewhat important 33.4% 149
Not at all important 15.9% 71
DKINA 3.0% 13
Extremely important 15.2% 68 54.2%
Very important 39.1% 174
5N. Youth facilities Somewhat important 34.0% 152
Not at all important 9.3% 41
DKINA 2.5% 11
Extremely important 17.3% 7 59.1%
Very important 41.9% 187
50. Youth programs Somewhat important 29.4% 131
Not at all important 9.3% 42
DKINA 2.1% 10

Topline Report
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Total
Column N % | Count 2 or
Mean
Very satisfied 60.4% 269 91.8%
Somewhat satisfied 31.4% 140
6A. Police services Somewhat dissatisfied 2.7% 12
Very dissatisfied 0.4% 2
DKI/NA 5.1% 23
Very satisfied 66.4% 296 96.2%
Somewhat satisfied 29.8% 133
6B. Garbage collection and recycling program Somewhat dissatisfied 1.9% 8
Very dissatisfied 0.0% 0
DKI/NA 1.9% 9
Very satisfied 29.1% 130 77.5%
Somewhat satisfied 48.4% 216
6C. Street tree maintenance Somewhat dissatisfied 8.7% 39
Very dissatisfied 6.0% 27
DKI/NA 7.8% 35
Very satisfied 27.3% 122 73.3%
Somewhat satisfied 46.0% 205
6D. Street pavement maintenance Somewhat dissatisfied 18.0% 80
Very dissatisfied 4.4% 20
DKINA 4.3% 19
Very satisfied 45.6% 203 | 85.9%
Somewhat satisfied 40.3% 180
6E. Street sweeping services Somewhat dissatisfied 5.6% 25
Very dissatisfied 2.4% 1
DKINA 6.1% 27
Very satisfied 25.6% 114 73.4%
Somewhat satisfied 47.8% 213
6F. Traffic safety Somewhat dissatisfied 15.9% 71
Very dissatisfied 7.8% 35
DKINA 3.0% 13
Very satisfied 13.3% 59 45.6%
Somewhat satisfied 32.3% 144
6G. Economic development efforts Somewhat dissatisfied 19.2% 86
Very dissatisfied 8.6% 38
DKINA 26.7% 119
Very satisfied 26.1% 116 63.7%
Somewhat satisfied 37.6% 168
6H. Sports fields Somewhat dissatisfied 7.9% 35
Very dissatisfied 2.7% 12
DKINA 25.7% 115
Very satisfied 13.2% 59 46.6%
Somewhat satisfied 33.4% 149
6l. Managing land use Somewhat dissatisfied 24.7% 110
Very dissatisfied 9.2% 41
DKI/NA 19.5% 87

12/21/2017

Resident Satisfaction Survey

Total
Column N % | Count 2 or
Mean
Very satisfied 62.5% 279 85.2%
Somewhat satisfied 22.6% 101
6J. Fire protection services Somewhat dissatisfied 1.5% 7
Very dissatisfied 0.2% 1
DK/NA 13.2% 59
Very satisfied 22.2% 99 65.1%
Somewhat satisfied 42.9% 191
6K. Environmental and sustainability programs Somewhat dissatisfied 6.7% 30
Very dissatisfied 1.8% 8
DKI/NA 26.4% 118
Very satisfied 13.9% 62 45.0%
Somewhat satisfied 31.1% 139
6L. Senior facilities Somewhat dissatisfied 7.7% 34
Very dissatisfied 3.8% 17
DKINA 43.5% 194
Very satisfied 18.7% 83 50.0%
Somewhat satisfied 31.3% 140
6M. Senior programs Somewhat dissatisfied 5.3% 23
Very dissatisfied 2.3% 10
DKINA 42.5% 189
Very satisfied 15.2% 68 51.2%
Somewhat satisfied 36.1% 161
6N. Youth facilities Somewhat dissatisfied 12.6% 56
Very dissatisfied 2.1% 9
DKINA 34.1% 152
Very satisfied 15.4% 69 54.6%
Somewhat satisfied 39.3% 175
60. Youth programs Somewhat dissatisfied 8.0% 36
Very dissatisfied 1.6% 7
DKINA 35.8% 159
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SATISFACTION WITH CITY SVS. PROGRAMS AND FACILITIES -- MEAN

Total

Column N % | Count 2 or

Mean

6J. Fire protection services 1.68
6B. Garbage collection and recycling program 1.64
6A. Police services 1.57
6E. Street sweeping services 1.29
6K. Environmental and sustainability programs 1.05
6H. Sports fields 1.03
6M. Senior programs 1.02
6C. Street tree maintenance 0.93
60. Youth programs 0.91
6L. Senior facilities 0.77
6D. Street pavement maintenance 0.77
6N. Youth facilities 0.75
6F. Traffic safety 0.70
6G. Economic development efforts 0.31
6l. Managing land use 0.21

12/21/2017 Page 8
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RECREATION AND COMMUNITY SERVICES

Total
Column N % | Count Nzle:';l

More than once a week 1.4% 6

Once a week 5.4% 24

A few times a month 7.5% 33

Once a month 3.3% 15
7. How often do you participate in Los Altos Recreation Department A few times a year 24.9% 111
activities? Once a year 9.9% 44

Less than once a year 14.1% 63

Never 30.7% 137

DK/NA 2.9% 13

- Once a month or more 17.6%
TRANSPORTATION CHOICES
Total
Column N % | Count %e:;

motoreyele,seooten Sl

Walk 29.6% 132

Bicycle 17.6% 79

. Carpool / vanpool / ride with 12.3% 55

8. In general, what type of transportation do you use to go to work, others
school, or other places you visit frequently? Train 4.9% 22

Bus 2.3% 10

Lightrail 2.0% 9

Other 0.6% 3

Not sure / DK/ NA 0.0% 0
Topline Report 12/21/2017 Page 9




h
Los Altos Resident Satisfaction Survey Los Altos Resident Satisfaction Survey
Total Total
Column N % | Count Nzle;:l Column N % | Count Nzle:';l
Daily 22.8% 102 Always 27.6% 123
Once a week 39.6% 177 T T, e /NEB0 o oa Most of the time 46.4% 207
Afew times a month 16.9% 75 - hen you WISt cownfown Los Atos ow ofen are you abiete  “Some of the time 22.9% 102
find parking within a reasonable amount of time?
Once a month 6.4% 28 None of the time 1.1% 5
. A few times a year 12.0% 53 DK/NA 1.9% 9
9. How frequently do you visit downtown Los Altos?
Once a year 0.4% 2 Strongly support 33.2% 148
Less than once a year 1.2% 5 Somewhat support 28.2% 126
Never 0.7% 3 15. Would you support or oppose building a three story, above Somewhat oppose 13.7% 61
DKI/NA 0.0% 0 ground parking structure, with residential and/or retail space, on an Strongly oppose 20.8% 93
- Once a month or more 85.7% existing parking plaza in Downtown Los Altos? DK/NA 4.1% 18
Drive alone 74.8% 331 - Total Support 61.4%
Walk 16.5% 73 - Total Oppose 34.5%
Bicycle 3.2% 14 Strongly support 46.2% 206
Bus 1.3% 6 Somewhat support 28.9% 129
10. How do you normally get to downtown Los Altos? Vanpool 0.3% 1 Somewhat oppose 8.5% 38
16. Instead of a three-story structure, would you support or opp
Motorcycle 0.2% 1 . Strongly oppose 10.7% 48
a two-story mixed-use structure?
Employer shuttle 0.0% 0 DKINA 5.6% 25
Other 3.2% 14 - Total Support 75.1%
DKINA 0.4% 2 - Total Oppose 19.3%
Not at all vibrant 5.5% 24 4.0
02 13.0% 58
03 16.6% 74
11. Using a scale of 1 to 7, where 1 is not at all vibrant and 7 "
q N 04 24.9% 111
extremely vibrant, how would you rate the vibrancy of D ~
Los Altos? B 20.0% 89
06 11.5% 51
Extremely vibrant 6.2% 28
DK/NA 2.3% 10
Not at all vibrant 1.0% 4 5.61
02 0.9% 4
03 4.0% 18
12. Using the same scale of 1 to 7, where 1 is not at all vibrant and 7 04 9.9% 44
extremely vibrant, how vibrant would you like Los Altos to be? 05 24.1% 107
06 33.0% 147
Extremely vibrant 25.6% 114
DKINA 1.6% 7
Yes would be willing 78.8% 352
13A. In an above ground parking structure No would not be willling 13.7% 61
DKINA 7.5% 33
Yes would be willing 80.1% 357
13B. In an underground parking garage No would not be willing 13.1% 58
DKI/NA 6.8% 30
Yes would be willing 87.2% 389
13C. On the street No would not be willing 6.8% 30
DKINA 5.9% 26
Topline Report 12/21/2017 Page 10 Topline Report 12/21/2017 Page 11
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Total
Column N % | Count 2 or
Mean
Strongly Agree 52.7% 235 82.0%
17A. The City's storm drainage infrastructure is aging and without “g o\ hat Agree 20.3% 131
proper mai and impr the system will continue to "
deteriorate and fail. The City should invest the resources to keep Somewhslblssges 27% 12
this infrastructure safe and reliable Strongly Disagree 1.6% 7
DKI/NA 13.7% 61
Strongly Agree 42.3% 189 74.3%
17B. Significant rain events are becoming more frequent as our Somewhat Agree 32.0% 143
climate changes. The City should improve our storm drain system Somewhat Disagree 10.0% 45
to help minimize the risk of local flooding in Los Altos Strongly Disagree 6.2% 28
DKI/NA 9.4% 42
Strongly Agree 68.4% 305 91.4%
17C. The City should comply with regional clean water Somewhat Agree 23.0% 102
requirements and reduce the amount of pollution entering our local Somewhat Disagree 3.0% 3
creeks. This will ensure safe, clean and healthy water in Los Altos 9 el
and the San Francisco Bay Strongly Disagree 0.9% 4
DKI/NA 4.7% 21
17C. The City should comply with regional clean water
requirements and reduce the amount of pollution entering our local 162
creeks. This will ensure safe, clean and healthy water in Los Altos .
and the San Francisco Bay
17A. The City's storm drainage infrastructure is aging and without
proper mai and impr the system will continue to 1.49
deteriorate and fail. The City should invest the resources to keep )
this infrastructure safe and reliable
17B. Significant rain events are becoming more frequent as our
climate changes. The City should improve our storm drain system 1.04
to help minimize the risk of local flooding in Los Altos

Topline Report 12/21/2017
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Total
Column N % | Count 2 or
Mean
18. Now, here is a list of different things we all shop for. For each category, where you do most of
your shopping?
Los Altos 76.5% 341
Other Communities 21.1% 94
18A. Groceries Online 1.9% 8
OTHER 0.2% 1
DKI/NA 0.4% 2
Los Altos 14.7% 66
Other Communities 56.1% 250
18B. Clothing Online 25.4% 113
OTHER 2.8% 12
DKI/NA 1.0% 4
Los Altos 5.9% 26
Other Communities 37.2% 166
18C. Electronics Online 50.5% 225
OTHER 3.9% 17
DKINA 2.5% 1
Los Altos 6.4% 29
Other Communities 68.6% 306
18D. Furniture Online 9.2% 41
OTHER 6.5% 29
DKINA 9.2% 41
Los Altos 8.3% 37
Other Communities 71.5% 319
18E. Autos Online 5.6% 25
OTHER 7.0% 31
DKINA 7.5% 34
Los Altos 21.8% 97
Other Communities 45.3% 202
18F. Housewares Online 27.0% 121
OTHER 3.4% 15
DKINA 2.4% 1
Los Altos 26.4% 118
Other Communities 21.5% 96
18G. Children's toys Online 30.7% 137
OTHER 4.4% 20
DK/INA 16.9% 76
Topline Report 12/21/2017 Page 13
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Total
Column N % | Count Nzle;';l
storesishoparta B3| 1%
Reasonable prices 15.0% 66
Better parking 9.8% 43
National names/Big box stores 8.1% 36
Casual dining/Bars/Restaurants 6.7% 30
Better dining choices 3.5% 15
Longer/Later hours 3.0% 13
::;l;irsboutiquesmail and hair 239 10
19. What would make you shop in Los Altos more often? High end retail/Quality 1.6% 7
Book stores 1.3% 6
Can't find what | want 1.1% 5
Arts/Crafts 0.8% 3
Fresh produce 0.2% 1
Other mention - Positive 0.1% 1
Other mention - Negative 0.5% 2
Other mention 0.4% 2
Nothing/None 16.5% 73
DKINA 17.0% 75
Strongly support 25.5% 114
Somewhat support 30.1% 134
20. The Bay Area is currently facing a housing crisis. Do you Somewhat oppose 16.3% 73
support or oppose encouraging the devels of more h Strongly oppose 21.9% 98
in Los Altos? DK/NA 6.2% 28
- Total Support 55.6%
- Total Oppose 38.2%
4 story buildings 32.4% 80
3 story buildings 31.9% 79
21. What is the highest density housing that you would support? 2 story buildings 20.5% ot
1 story buildings 2.0% 5
Single family homes 7.7% 19
DKINA 5.6% 14

12/21/2017

Resident Satisfaction Survey

Total
> or
Column N % | Count Mean
Los Altos Town Crier 58.5% 261
Next Door 28.0% 125
San Jose Mercury 23.4% 104
Internet 20.7% 92
Bay Area News Group 16.9% 75
City Website 16.2% 72
City emails 16.2% 72
i X . Community member emails 12.3% 55
22. When. you get news and mforma.tlon Online about t!\e local s 12.1% 54
community, local events, and the City government, which of the -
following do you primarily get it from? KRON — Channel 4 9.5% 42
San Francisco Chronicle 6.6% 29
Social media generic 4.1% 18
Blogs 3.1% 14
Twitter 1.0% 4
Instagram 0.7% 3
Snapchat 0.2% 1
Other 4.6% 20
Not sure / DK/ NA 8.3% 37
Los Altos Town Crier Printed 77.0% 343
Newspaper
San Jose Mercury Printed o
23. When you get news and information from printed newspapers  Nowspaper 28.3% 126
about the local community, local events, and the City government, s Francisco Chronicle 5
which of the following do you primarily get it from? Printed Newspaper 9.3% 41
Other 6.8% 30
Not sure / DK/ NA 6.3% 28
Yes 68.9% 307
24. Have you or any members in your household ever visited the N 27.1% 121
City of Los Altos website - losaltosca.gov? ° -2
DKI/NA 3.9% 18
Email 51.1% 228
Brochures or flyers in the mail 26.1% 116
City Website 17.6% 79
Next Door 16.5% 74
Flyers or posters around town 8.1% 36
25. What is your preferred way of being informed about City Text message 7.2% 32
projects, meetings, events, and updates? Facebook 4.5% 20
Los Altos Patch 4.1% 18
Twitter 1.4% 6
None 2.3% 10
Other 6.1% 27
Not sure / DK/ NA 2.9% 13
Topline Report 12/21/2017 Pag




Total

Column N % | Count l\%e:]
Male 47.9% 213
A. Respondent's Gender Female 51.7% 231
Other 0.4% 2
Less than 1 year 0.8% 3
1to 3 years 6.3% 28
4 to 9 years 16.6% 74
B. How many years have you lived in the City of Los Altos? 10 to 15 years 13.0% 58
16 to 25 years 24.9% 111
26 years or more 37.5% 167
DKI/NA 0.8% 4
Own 80.0% 357
C. Do you own or rent your home? Rent 18.0% 80
DK/NA 2.0% 9
Employed full time 45.5% 203
Employed part-time 5.0% 22
Self-employed 9.2% 41
D. What is your current employment status? Are you... Student 4.3% 19
Retired 28.3% 126
Don't work out of the home 3.1% 14
Not currently employed 3.7% 16
DK/INA 0.9% 4
Alameda 1.7% 5
Contra Costa 0.0% 0
Marin 0.8% 2
Napa 0.5% 1
San Francisco 4.6% 12
. San Mateo 11.3% 30
E. In which county do you work?
Santa Clara 77.6% 207
Santa Cruz 0.8% 2
Solano 0.0% 0
Sonoma 0.1% 0
Other 1.8% 5
DKINA 0.9% 2

Total
Column N % | Count '%e:;
African American or Black 0.0% 0
America Indian or Alaska Native 0.3% 1
Asian - Chinese 5.9% 26
Asian - Filipino 1.1% 5
Asian - Indian 4.3% 19
Asian - Japanese 1.0% 4
Asian - Korean 0.3% 1
— . S
F. What ethnic group do you consider yourself a part of or feel asianiFaotian 0.0% 0
closest to? : Asian - Vietnamese 0.5% 2
Asian - Other 1.0% 5
Caucasian or White 73.9% 330
Latino or Hispanic 2.4% 1
Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific 0.0% 0
Islander
Two or more races 3.7% 16
Other (Please specify: ) 1.1% 5
DKINA 4.5% 20
18-29 13.3% 59
30-39 7.8% 35
40-49 18.1% 81
G. Age
50-64 31.4% 140
65+ 27.9% 124
Not coded 1.6% 7
Democrat 44.1% 197
Republican 24.7% 110
H. Party
Other 2.7% 12
DTS 28.5% 127
Dem 1 16.9% 75
Dem 2+ 15.3% 68
Rep 1 7.2% 32
Rep 2+ 8.9% 40
Other 1 14.0% 62
I. Household Party Type o >
Other 2+ 6.2% 28
Dem & Rep 7.5% 33
Dem & Other 15.3% 68
Rep & Other 6.9% 31
Dem, Rep & Other 1.7% 8
2013 to 2017 28.3% 126
2009 to 2012 11.5% 51
2005 to 2008 13.9% 62
2001 to 2004 11.3% 50
J. Registration Date 1997 to 2000 8.1% 36
1993 to 1996 8.0% 36
1981 to 1992 10.4% 46
1980 or before 8.6% 38
Not Coded 0.0% 0
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Total Total
Column N % | Count 2 or Column N % | Count 2 or
Mean Mean
94022 45.5% 203
K. Voting History See Detailed Crosstabs Q. Zip Code 2
94024 54.5% 243
0 11.6% 52
7 5 3°/° % R. Date of Interview See Detailed Crosstabs
.3%
2 3.6% 16 Chinese 4.6% 20
3 5.9% 26 S. Language of Interview English 94.7% 422
4 4.7% 21 Other 0.7% 3
5 4.1% 18 Land 14.4% 64
6 2.6% 12 . Cell 20.3% 90
7 4.9% 22 T Interview Type Online 27.6% 123
L. Times Voted in Last Elections = =2
8 6.0% 27 Text 37.7% 168
9 4.6% 21
10 71% 32
11 5.7% 26
12 6.0% 27
13 7.4% 33
14 8.8% 39
15 10.7% 48
0 22.3% 99
1 10.3% 46
2 6.4% 28
3 5.0% 22
4 3.8% 17
5 4.8% 21
6 3.4% 15
7 4.5% 20
M. Absentee Voter >
8 4.8% 21
9 2.4% 1"
10 5.2% 23
11 5.2% 23
12 7.4% 33
13 6.4% 29
14 4.2% 19
15 4.1% 18
Y 78.2% 349
N. Permanent Absentee Voter s -
No 21.8% 97
Y 63.3% 282
0. Likely Absentee Voter b 2
No 36.7% 164
P. Precinct See Raw Data File
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Godbe Research
2017 Los Altos Resident Satisfaction Survey

GENERAL EMAIL INVITATION

From: City.Manager@]osaltosca.gov

Reply to:  City.Manager@losaltosca.gov

Subject:  Participate in this important study about our community
Dear [insert name],

The City of Los Altos has commissioned GRA and McGuire Research, independent
research firms, to conduct research on important issues in your area.

Your individual responses are entirely confidential and will be used for research purposes
only. Your data will not be sold or provided to anyone. Youwill not be approached for any
other reason - we are only interested in your opinions.

For the individual named above, you can access the survey by simply clicking on the link
below. If your email does not support links, cut and paste the entire link into your browser.

<survey link with unique voter file id>

We ask that you please complete the survey on or before , 2017, after which it will
be closed.

Thank you in advance for your participation.
Regards,

Chris Jordan
City Manager
City of Los Altos

Technical Issues: If you have technical issues or questions with the survey link, password
or completing the survey form please contact Technical Assistance (pwood@mcguire-
research.com).

Questions about the City or this Survey: If you have questions about the City of Los
Altos, or the purpose of this survey please visit
https://www.losaltosca.gov/citymanager/page/community-survey or contact
City.Manager@losaltosca.gov.

Note: Email addresses for this survey were obtained from public records at the Registrar of
Voters in Santa Clara County, the City of Los Altos and opt-in third party sources. If you no
longer wish to receive invitations or reminders for this research, please click HERE to
unsubscribe.

Questionnaire — FINAL January 15, 2018 Page 2 of 24
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GMAIL & AOL OPT-IN EMAIL INVITATION unsubscribe.
From: City.Manager@]osaltosca.gov TEXT MESSAGE INVITATION

Reply to:  City.Manager@losaltosca.gov
Subject:  Participate in this important study about our community
Dear [insert name],

The City of Los Altos has commissioned GRA and McGuire Research, independent
research firms, to conduct research on important issues in your area.

Your individual responses will be entirely confidential and will be used for research purposes
only. We are not selling anything or asking you to donate anything and the data from these
surveys will not be sold or provided to anyone. You will not be approached for any other
reason - we are only interested in your opinions on these important community issues.

For the individual named above, if you would like to be included in this email list to receive
and be able to participate in important community surveys such as this and future ones, then
please click on this link below.

<survey link with unique voter file id>

If you click on the link above, then an email invite for this specific survey will be sent to you
shortly. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Jordan
City Manager
City of Los Altos

Questions about the City or this Survey: If you have questions about the City of Los
Altos, or the purpose of this survey please visit
https://www.losaltosca.gov/citymanager/page/community-survey or contact
City.Manager@losaltosca.gov.

Note: Email addresses for this survey were obtained from public records at the Registrar of
Voters in Santa Clara County, the City of Los Altos and opt-in third party sources. If you no
longer wish to receive invitations or reminders for this research, please click HERE to

Questionnaire — FINAL January 15, 2018 Page 3 of 24

The City of Los Altos is conducting research on important issues in your area.

Your individual responses are entirely confidential and will be used for research purposes
only. Your data will not be sold or provided to anyone. You will not be approached for any
other reason. We are only interested in your opinions.

To participate, please click the link below.

<survey link with unique voter file id>

We ask that you please complete the survey on or before , 2017, after which it will
be closed.

Thank you in advance for your participation.

Regards,

Chris Jordan

City Manager

City of Los Altos

Please reply REMOVE if you do not wish to be recontacted.
Please reply HELP if you need assistance with the survey

Cell phone numbers for this survey were obtained from public records at the Registrar of
Voters in Santa Clara County.
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TEXT SOURCING LETTER

January 15, 2018

EZ Texting/Callfire

1410 2nd Street

Suite 200

Santa Monica, CA 90401
Dear Compliance Department:

Los Altos is a General Law city with a City Council/City Manager form of
government, and a community-oriented, performance-based management system
at the core of decision-making. As its governing body, the Los Altos City Council
is comprised of the mayor and four council members.

The source of the sample that Godbe Research and McGuire Research Services
are using are publicly available, county voter registration records from Santa Clara
County that voters have opted to provide both landline and cell numbers, and
email address. The landline or cell number is optional field and is not required to
register to vote. Additionally, the survey invitation used by Godbe Research and
McGuire Research Services clearly identifies the source of the list and allows
participants to opt out of the process and ensures they will not be texted again for
this research study.

We would appreciate the opportunity to complete this project which allows us to
communicate with our constituents and allows registered voter to participate in the
governmental process.

Sincerely,

Chris Jordan

City Manager
City of Los Altos

Questionnaire — FINAL January 15, 2018 Page 5 of 24
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CLIENT EMAIL SETUP INFORMATION

Step 1
The City of Los Altos will need to create a new email address for use by Godbe Research to
send out email invitations. Unless already in use, this new email address should be:

City.Manager@losaltosca.gov

Step 2

After the email has been set up, have your IT Department forward all of the emails sent to
the new account to: surveys.gra@gmail.com. We will handle any tech support questions
sent to this account and forward any substantive emails that may require a response from a
City representative.

Step 3

Provide Godbe Research with City email lists for matching with the voter file. The data
needs to include separate fields for first name, last name, street address, and email
address. However, if cell and landlines phones are available that is also very useful. The
format in an excel files should be:

First Name Last Name Email Address Street Address City Zip  Work Phone Cell Phone Home Phone
Bryan Godbe wbgodbe @godberesearch.com 1660 So Amphlett Blvd San Mateo 94402 650-288-3027 650-520-9150

Leslie Godbe leslie@godberesearch.com 1660 So Amphlett Blvd San Mateo 94402 650-288-3041 650-533-2321

Client Check List
O Set up email address.
O Auto forward all email from new account to surveys.gra@gmail.com.
O Notify Godbe Research on completion of above so the email can be tested.
O Send email list as discussed to Godbe Research.

O Print “Text” compliance letter on City Stationary, sign and scan or fax to Godbe Research.
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SCREENERS

[ONLINE INTRODUCTION]

Thank you for your interest in taking our survey to help understand issues in the City of Los
Altos. All of your answers to the survey will be kept strictly anonymous and confidential.

Survey Instructions:

Once you have answered all the questions on a page, click the “Next” button to continue. If
you have any technical difficulties with the survey, please email: Technical Assistance
(pwood@mcguire-research.com).

[PHONE INTERVIEW]

Hello, May | speak with ? Hello, my name is and I'm calling on
behalf of GRA, a public opinion research firm. We're conducting a survey concerning some
important issues in the City of Los Altos, and we would like to hear your opinions, we really
appreciate your time. [IF NEEDED]: This is a study about issues of importance in your area.
Itis a survey only and | am not selling anything.

[IF THE PERSON ASKS WHY YOU ONLY WANT TO TALK TO THE INDIVIDUAL LISTED
ON THE SAMPLE, OR ASKS IF THEY ARE ABLE TO PARTICIPATE INSTEAD OF THE
INDIVIDUAL, THEN SAY: “I'm sorry, but for statistical purposes this survey must only be
completed by this particular individual.”] [IF THE INDIVIDUAL SAYS THEY ARE ON THE
NATIONAL DO NOT CALL LIST, RESPOND WITH GUIDELINES FROM THE MARKETING
RESEARCH ASSOCIATION. IF THE INDIVIDUAL SAYS: “There's a law that says you can't
call me,” RESPOND WITH: “Most types of opinion research studies are exempt under the
law that congress passed. That law was passed to regulate the activities of the
telemarketing industry. This is a legitimate research call. Your opinions count!”].

Before we get started, I'd like to verify that you are eligible to complete the survey.

But first, | need to know if | have reached you on a cell phone, and if so, are you in a place
where you can talk safely without endangering yourself or others?

Yes, cell and can talk safely
Yes, cell but cannot talk safely ---- 2 [CALL BACK LATER]
No, not on cell 3

[DON'T READ] DK/NA/REFUSED ---------=-nn-mnn- 99 [CALL BACK LATER]

[ALL RESPONDENTS]

Do you work for the City of Los Altos or are you appointed to any City of Los Altos or county
board, committee or commission?

es 1 [CONTINUE TO Qiii TEXT]
No 2 [GOTO Q1]
[ONLINE] Not sure /

[PHONE DON'T READ] DK/NA -nermmemmmemmmmnen 99

Thank you for your time, but the focus of this survey is on the general public’s opinion of
local issues. Due to your response to this question, you are not eligible to complete the
survey. Thank you again for your time. [TERMINATE]
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OVERALL PERCEPTIONS OF LIVING IN LOS ALTOS

To begin, | would like to get your overall opinion of living in the City of Los Altos.
1.

Generally speaking, are you satisfied or dissatisfied with the overall quality of life in Los

Altos?

[PHONE: GET ANSWER, THEN ASK:] Would that be very (satisfied/dissatisfied) or
somewhat (satisfied/dissatisfied)?

Very satisfied

Somewhat satisfied

Somewhat dissatisfied
Very dissatisfied

B WON -

[ONLINE] Not sure /

[PHONE DON'T READ] DK/NA ------------

2. What is the primary reason you choose to live in Los Altos? [ONLINE: DON'T SHOW

LIST / PHONE: DO NOT READ LIST. RECORD ONE RESPONSE ONLY]

| could afford a house

Close to work 2
Enjoy / like the City 3
Friends / family here 4
Grew up here 5
Job 6
Quality of life 7
Retirement 8
Safety / low crime 9
School system 10
Small town atmosphere 11
Other (Please specify: ) E——— 98
[ONLINE] Not sure /

[PHONE DON'T READ] DK/NA -------------- 99

3. What are the two most important issues facing Los Altos? [ONLINE: DON'T SHOW

LIST / PHONE: DO NOT READ LIST. MULTIPLE RESPONSE OK]

Affordable housing

City's economic health

Condition of civic buildings ------------===--------
Condition of streets (roads and streets)-------

Controlling growth

Crime

Education
Environmental health

Inconvenient library hours

O©OONOOOPAWN =

Neighborhood preservation ----------------------

Poor cell coverage
Protection of open space

Public transportation

Questionnaire — FINAL January 15, 2018
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Quality of lif

Race relations

Taxes

Teen programs
Traffic

Other (Please specify:
[ONLINE] Not sure /

[PHONE DON'T READ] DK/NA ----mmeeeeeemmeeeev

4. Overall, are you satisfied or dissatisfied with the job the City of Los Altos is doing to

provide City services?

[PHONE: GET ANSWER, THEN ASK]: Is that very (satisfied/dissatisfied) or somewhat

(satisfied/dissatisfied)?

Very satisfied

Somewnhat satisfied

Somewhat dissatisfied

Very dissatisfied
[ONLINE] Not sure /

[PHONE DON'T READ] DK/NA -----nnnmmmmmmmemeen

Questionnaire — FINAL
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IMPORTANCE OF CITY SERVICES, PROGRAMS AND FACILITIES

Questionnaire — FINAL

. Police servict
. Garbage collection and recycling program

. Sports fields

. Senior programs
. Youth facilities
. Youth programs

OZZErXC~"IEMMUOD»>

5. Now, here is a list of services, programs and facilities provided by the City of Los Altos.
For each one, is it extremely important, very important, somewhat important or not at all

important to you personally?
[RANDOMIZE]

Extremely
Imp.

Very
Imp.

Somewhat.
Imp.

Not
at
All

Imp.

[ONLINE:

Not Sure]

[PHONE:
DON'T
READ]
DK/INA

99

99

Street tree maintenanc

99

Street pavement maintenance
Street sweeping services

99
99

Traffic safety

99

99

Economic development efforts

99

Managing land use

99

99

Fire protection services

Environmental and sustainability programs
Senior facilities

99
99

99

99

D WWWWWWWWWWWWwwWwWw

N G G G G G G Y

January 15, 2018
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SATISFACTION WITH CITY SERVICES, PROGRAMS AND FACILITIES

Godbe Research
2017 Los Altos Resident Satisfaction Survey

RECREATION AND COMMUNITY SERVICES

Questionnaire — FINAL

. Economic development effort
. Sports fields

. Senior programs
. Youth facilities
. Youth programs

OZErXc~IOMMUO®»

6. For each one, are you satisfied or dissatisfied with the job the City is doing to provide the

service?

[PHONE: GET RESPONSE AND THEN ASK] Would that be very <satisfied/dissatisfied> or

somewhat <satisfied/dissatisfied>?
[RANDOMIZE]

Police servic

<
£3

(7]
L <
Eaglied

Swt.
Dissat.
3

Very
Dissat.

[ONLINE:

Not Sure]

[PHONE:
DON'T
READ]
DK/NA

99

Garbage collection and recycling program

Street tree maintenance

99

99

Street pavement maintenance
Street sweeping services

99
99

Traffic safety

99

99

Managing land use

99
99

Fire protection services

99

99

Environmental and sustainability program

Senior facilities

99

99

99

D WWWWWWWWWWWWwwWw

B N N AR AN Y
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7. How often do you participate in Los Altos Recreation Department activities?

More than once a week
Once a week:

A few times a month

Once a month
A few times a year

Once a year:

Less than once a year

Never
[ONLINE] Not sure /

[PHONE DON'T READ] DK/NA

Questionnaire — FINAL
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TRANSPORTATION CHOICES

Moving on, focus on your day-to-day transportation choices.

8. In general, what type of transportation do you use to go to work, school, or other places
you visit frequently? [ONLINE: SHOW LIST DON'T RANDOMIZE / PHONE: DON'T

READ CHOICES. RECORD MULTIPLE RESPONSES]

Bicycle 1
Bus 2
Carpool / vanpool / ride with others -----------------—- 3
Drive alone (car, truck, motorcycle, scooter)-------- 4
Lightrail 5
Train 6
Walk 7
Other (Please specify: P ——— 98
[ONLINE] Not sure /

[PHONE DON'T READ] DK/NA -----n-memmmeeeenee 99

Questionnaire — FINAL January 15, 2018
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DOWNTOWN

9. How frequently do you visit downtown Los Altos?

Daily
Once a week
Weekly
A few times a month
Once a month
A few times a year
Once a year:
Less than once a year
Never
[ONLINE] Not sure /

[PHONE DON'T READ] DK/NA -----nnnmmmmmemeeeem 99

O©OONOOPRWN =

10. [IF Q9 # 9, ASK:] How do you normally get to downtown Los Altos?

Drive alone 1
Bicycle
Bus 3
Employer shuttle 4
Motorcycle 5
6
7
8

Vanpool
Walk
Other 9
[ONLINE] Not sure /

[PHONE DON'T READ] DK/NA -----n--mmmmemeaanen 99

11. Using a scale of 1 to 7, where 1 is not at all vibrant and 7 extremely vibrant, how would

you rate the vibrancy of Downtown Los Altos?

[ONLINE:]
Not Sure
[PHONE:
Not DON'T
At All Extremely READ:]
Vibrant Vibrant  DK/NA
1o 2 e 3o 4omeeee 5 e 6------- 7 e 99

12. Using the same scale of 1 to 7, where 1 is not at all vibrant and 7 extremely vibrant, how

vibrant would you like Los Altos to be?

[ONLINE:]
Not Sure
[PHONE:
Not DON'T
At All Extremely READ:]
Vibrant Vibrant DK/NA
[e]e]

Questionnaire — FINAL January 15, 2018
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13. If more parking were to be added to Downtown Los Altos in the future, would you be

willing to park [READ FROM LIST]?
RANDOMIZE
[INTERNET
Not sure]
[PHONE
Yes No [DON’t
WouldBe ~ Would Not READ
Willing  Be Willing DKINA
A. In an above ground parking structure 1 2 99
B. In an underground parking garage 1 2 99
C. On the street 1 2 99

14. When you visit downtown Los Altos how often are you able to find parking within a
reasonable amount of time?

Always
Most of the time
Some of the time
None of the time
[ONLINE] Not sure /

[PHONE DON'T READ] DK/NA -----n-mmmmmmmmeenee 99

BOON -

15. [ONLINE] Would you strongly support, somewhat support, somewhat oppose or strongly
oppose building a three story, above ground parking structure, with residential and/or
retail space, on an existing parking plaza in Downtown Los Altos?

[PHONE] Would you support or oppose building a three story, above ground parking
structure, with residential and/or retail space, on an existing parking plaza in Downtown Los
Altos? [GET ANSWER, THEN ASK:] Would that be strongly (support/oppose) or somewhat
(support/oppose)?

Strongly support
Somewhat support
Somewhat oppose
Strongly oppose
[ONLINE] Not sure /

[PHONE DON'T READ] DK/NA --------mmmmmmeeeeem 99

BOON -

16. [IF Q15 = 2, 3, OR 4, ASK:] Instead of a three-story structure, would you support or
oppose a two-story mixed-use structure?

[PHONE: GET RESPONSE AND THEN ASK] Would that be strongly <support/oppose> or
somewhat < support/oppose >?

Strongly support
Somewhat support
Somewhat oppose
Strongly oppose
[ONLINE] Not sure /

[PHONE DON'T READ] DK/NA -----n-memmmeeeeeee 99

BWON =

Questionnaire — FINAL January 15, 2018 Page 15 of 24

Godbe Research
2017 Los Altos Resident Satisfaction Survey

PUBLIC WORKS

17. Next are some statements about storm water issues in the City of Los Altos.

[ONLINE:] For each, do you strongly agree, somewhat agree, somewhat disagree, or
strongly disagree with the statement?

[PHONE:] Here’s the (first/next) one , would you agree or disagree with this
statement? [GET ANSWER, THEN ASK:] Is that strongly (agree/disagree) or somewhat
(agree/disagree)?
[RANDOMIZE]
[INTERNET
Not sure]
[PHONE
DON'T
Strongly  Sw. Sw. Strongly READ]
Agree  Agree Disagree Disagree DK/INA
A. The City’s storm drainage infrastructure is aging
and without proper maintenance and
improvements the system will continue to
deteriorate and fail. The City should invest the
resources to keep this infrastructure safe and
reliable 1 2-me 3 - 4 e 99
B. Significant rain events are becoming more frequent
as our climate changes. The City should
improve our storm drain system to help minimize
the risk of local flooding in Los Altos -----------=--=---- IR 2 -meee 3 - 4 e 99
C. The City should comply with regional clean water
requirements and reduce the amount of pollution
entering our local creeks. This will ensure safe,
clean and healthy water in Los Altos and the San
Francisco Bay IR 2 -meen 3 e 4 e 99
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ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

18. Now, here is a list of different things we all shop for. For each category, where you do
most of your shopping.

[PHONE] Here’s the (first / next) one, do you do most of your shopping for in
Los Altos, other communities, or online?
RANDOMIZE Other [DON'T  [DON'T
Los Commun- READ] READ]
Altos ities Online Other DK/NA
A. Groceries 1 2 3 4 99
B. Clothing 1 2 3 4 99
C. Electronics 1 2 3 4 99
D. Furniture 1 2 3 4 99
E. Autos 1 2 3 4 99
F. Hou es 1 2 3 4 99
G. Children’s toys 1 2 3 4 99

19.[IF ANY Q18A TO G = 2, 3, 40R 99 ASK:] What would make you shop in Los Altos more

often?
[SPECIFY]___ e 97
[DON'T READ] Nothing 99
[ONLINE] Not sure /
[PHONE DON'T READ] DK/NA -------=--mmmemmo 99

20. The Bay Area is currently facing a housing crisis. Do you support or oppose
encouraging the development of more housing in Los Altos?

[PHONE GET ANSWER, THEN ASK:] Would that be strongly (support/oppose) or
somewhat (support/oppose)?

Strongly support
Somewhat support
Somewhat oppose
Strongly oppose
[ONLINE] Not sure /

[PHONE DON'T READ] DK/NA -------mmmmmmmeenem 99

BOON -

21.[IF Q20 = 1 OR 2, ASK:] What is the highest density housing that you would support?

4 story buildings
3 story buildings
2 story buildings
1 story buildings
Single family homes
[ONLINE] Not sure /

[PHONE DON'T READ] DK/NA ------mmmmmmmmmmmee 99

OB wWN =
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INFORMATION SOURCES

22. When you get news and information Online about the local community, local events, and
the City government, which of the following do you primarily get it from? [READ IF
NECESSARY/ONLINE: SHOW LIST DON'T RANDOMIZE -- ALLOW MULTIPLE

RESPONSES]

Bay Area News Group 1
Blogs 2
City Website 3
City emails 4
Community member emails --------==-==-==-zmneumeuneen 5
Facebook 6
Instagram 7
Internet 8
KRON — Channel 4 9
Next Door 10
Los Altos Town Crier 11
San Francisco Chronicle 12
San Jose Mercury 13
Snapchat 14
Social media generic 15
Twitter 16
Other [SPECIFY:__ Jem-mmmmmmmmmmee e 98
[ONLINE] Not sure /

[PHONE DON'T READ] DK/NA -----n-mmmemmmemamee 99

23. When you get news and information from printed newspapers about the local
community, local events, and the City government, which of the following do you
primarily get it from? [ONLINE: SHOW LIST DON'T RANDOMIZE -- ALLOW MULTIPLE
RESPONSES]

Los Altos Town Crier Printed Newspaper -----------
San Francisco Chronicle Printed Newspaper-
San Jose Mercury Printed Newspaper -------=-------
Other [SPECIFY: [ —
[ONLINE] Not sure /

[PHONE DON'T READ] DK/NA ------nnnnmmmnnnnnen 99

24. Have you or any members in your household ever visited the City of Los Altos website —
losaltosca.gov?

Yes 1
No 2
[ONLINE] Not sure /

[PHONE DON'T READ] DK/NA -------=---mmmemm- 99

25. What is your preferred way of being informed about City projects, meetings, events, and
updates? [ONLINE: SHOW LIST DON'T RANDOMIZE / PHONE READ LIST IS

Questionnaire — FINAL January 15, 2018 Page 18 of 24
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HESITATES / ACCEPT FIRST TWO RESPONSES]

Brochures or flyers in the mail
City Website
Email
Facebook
Flyers or posters around town
Los Altos Patch
NextDoor
Text message
Twitter
None
Other [SPECIFY?]
[ONLINE] Not sure /

[PHONE DON'T READ] DK/NA ----nnemmmmmmmeanen 99

Questionnaire — FINAL January 15, 2018
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DEMOGRAPICS

And now, just some background questions for comparison purposes

A. Gender? [ONLINE: ASK/PHONE: BY OBSERVATION-FROM SAMPLE]

Male 1
Female 2
Other 3

B. How many years have you lived in the City of Los Altos?

Less than 1 year
1to 3 years
4 t0 9 years
10 to 15 years
16 to 25 years
26 years or more
[ONLINE] Not sure /

[PHONE DON'T READ] DK/NA --------memmmeeeenen 99

DU WN =

C. Do you own or rent your home?

Own 1
Rent 2
[ONLINE] Not sure /

[PHONE DON'T READ] DK/NA -----n-mmmemmmeeenee 99

D. What is your current employment status?
[PHONE:] Are you :

Employed full tim
Employed part-time
Self-employed
Student
Retired
Don’t work out of the home ----
Not currently employed
[DON'T READ] DK/NA

1
2
3
4
5

E. In which county do you work?

Alameda
Contra Costa
Marin
Napa
San Francisco
Santa Clara

OO WN =

Questionnaire — FINAL January 15, 2018
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Santa Clara

Solano

Sonoma

[PHONE INTERVIEW DON'T READ] DK/NA

F. What ethnic group do you consider yourself a part of or feel closest to? [SINGLE

RESPONSE ONLY. PHONE: IF THE RESPONDENT HESITATES, READ THE LIST;

ONLINE SHOW LIST]:

African American or Black

America Indian or Alaska Native

Asian - Chinese

Asian - Filipino
Asian - Indian

Asian - Japanese

Asian - Korean

Asian - Laotian
Asian - Vietnamese

Asian - Other

Caucasian or White
Latino or Hispanic

Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander

Two or more races

Other (Please specify: J——

[ONLINE] Not sure /

[PHONE DON'T READ] DK/NA

Those are all the questions | have for you. Thank you very much for your participation.

Questionnaire — FINAL

January 15, 2018
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Voter Information (FROM VOTER FILE)

G. Age:

18 to 29 years

30 to 39 years
40 to 49 years

50 to 64 years

65 years and older
Not coded

U WN =

H. Party:
Democrat

Republican
Other

DTS

BWON -

. Household Party Type:

Democrat (1)

Democrat (2+)

Republican (1)

Republican (2+)
Other (1)

Other (2+)

Democrat & Republican

Democrat & Other
Republican & Other

Mixed

J. Registration Date:
2017

QCQOWONOUDWN=

-

2013 to 2016

2009 to 2012

2005 to 2008
2001 to 2004

1997 to 2000

1993 to 1996
1992 and before

ONOAPRWN =

Questionnaire — FINAL January 15, 2018
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K. Voting History:

L. [PLEASE COUNT TIMES VOTED IN QK] Times Voted in Past Elections:

Voted November 2005 (if applicable)
Voted June 2006

o
S
=
o

Voted November 2006

Voted November 2007 (if applicable)
Voted February 2008

Voted June 2008

Voted November 2008
Voted May 2009

Voted November 2009 (if applicable)
Voted June 2010

Voted November 2010
Voted November 2011 (if applicable)
Voted June 2012

Voted November 2012

Voted November 2013 (if applicable)
Voted June 2014

Voted November 2014

Voted November 2015 (if applicable)
Voted June 2016

Voted November 2016

_‘_‘_‘_.A_\_‘_‘_‘_\_\_‘_‘_._\_\_‘_._‘A|
NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN'

M. [PLEASE COUNT TIMES VOTED BY MAIL IN QK] Absentee Voter:

N. Permanent Absentee Voter

Yes

-

No

O. Likely Absentee Voter

Yc-

-

No

P. Precinct Number (REQUIRED):

Q. Zip Code (REQUIRED):

R. Date of Interview

Questionnaire — FINAL
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S. Language of Interview:

Chinese
English

T. Interview Type:

Landline
Cell phone

Email Invite / Onlin

Text Invite / Online

Questionnaire — FINAL
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Total Comparisons of Column Proportions®®
Total | Total = T
espondent's Gender
446 | 446
Total Male | Female | Other
(A) (B) ©)
B ) Very satisfied 280 280 T o e a
1. To begin, | would like to 62.8% |62.8% 1. :’0 begin, | vﬁmlq like tof Very satisfied B .
et your overall opinion of get your overall opinion o g
ﬁvin‘g in the City o‘; Los Somewhat satisfied 1460 142 living in the City of Los Somewhat satisfied A 5
Altos. Generally speaking, 321'65/0 321-2/" Altos. Generally speaking, Somewhat dissatisfied A a
are you satisfied or i isfi are you satisfied or . e a
dissyatisfied with the overall 0o ot dissatisfied |, jo | 349 dissatisfied with the overall  Very dissatisfied .
quality of life in Los Altos? 4 4 quality of life in Los Altos?  DK/NA 2 2
Very dissatisfied - — "
0.9% 0.9% Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the
1 1 category with the smaller column proportion appears in the category with the larger
DK/INA column proportion.
0.3% | 0.3% iumn prop b
Sl Sl Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 ™
i ) ab a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
Comparisons of Column Proportions™ b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.
Total c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions
Total tests.
(A)
1. To begin, | would like to Very satisfied
get your overall opinion of h isfi
living in the City of Los Somewhat satisfied . 7
e gl y hat di isfied : Total | 18-29 | 30-39 40-43e 50-64 | 65 Not coded
isfi - +
are you s_atlsfl_ed or Very dissatisfied ) otal ot code
dissatisfied with the overall 446 59 35 81 140 124 7
quality of life in Los Altos?  DK/NA . Total
'Fjesulftfhare t;ased on_:hw?r;sided Hest& |For each sigtnificant pair, the Very satisfied 280 38 20 48 82 86 6
Ihed c"ategof}'jlﬁﬁﬁ%;v'larg o oy ;%‘;Omr':ig)rz"p"' lon appears in 1. To begin, | would like to 62.8% |64.4% |58.7% [59.1% |58.4% [69.0% | 90.6%
i Ay ab get your overall opinion of L 146 19 14 29 52 31 0
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 fiving In the City of Los_ Somewhat satisfied so6 |32.3% | 41.3% | 36.1% |37 4% | 24.6% 0.0%
a. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction. Altos. Gengra;]l;gspeakmg, 15 2 0 1 4 7 1
b. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions g:ses)::iusfsi:gswlﬁh t?:e Sverall Somewhat dissatisfied | . o | .0 | o0 | 159% | 27% | 5.0% 9.4%
tests. quality of life in Los Altos? Very dissatisfied 4 0 0 1 2 1 0
e 09% | 00% | 0.0% | 1.6% | 1.5% | 0.5% 0.0%
1 0 0 1 0 0 0
DK/INA
0.3% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 16% | 00% | 0.0% 0.0%
RespondentisiGendet) Comparisons of Column Proportions®®
Total | Male | Female | Other
o 446 | 213 231 2 Age
18-29 | 30-39 | 40-49 | 50-64 | 65+ | Notcoded
T 280 150 130 0 (A) (B) (C) (D) (E) (F)
Very satisfied
1. To begin, | would like to "y 62.8% |70.3% | 56.4% | 0.0% 1. To begin, | would like to Very satisfied
get your overall opinion of s T ——— 146 57 86 2 get your overall opinion of ¢ - a
pvinginithelCitylofiCos omewnat Satistee 1 s26% |26.7% | 37.5% |100.0% living in the City of Los omewhat satisfied :
Altos. Gene:ra_lly speaking, 15 3 12 0 Altos. Generally speaking, Somewhat dissatisfied a
are you satisfied or Somewhat dissatisfied ) ) " . are you satisfied or Very dissatisfied a a a
dlssgtlsflet_i w_lth the overall 3.4% | 1.4% 5.2% 0.0% dissatisfied with the overall ery dissatisfie A . A
quality of life in Los Altos? Very dissatisfied 4 2 2 0 quality of life in Los Altos?  DK/INA 2 2 2 2 2
0.9% | 0.9% 0.9% 0.0% Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column
DK/NA 1 1 0 0 proportion appears in the category with the larger colutgm proportion.
0.3% | 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 >
a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.
c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions
tests.
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Homeownerership Status Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’°
Total | Own | Rent | Not sure/DK/NA Party
Total 446 357 80 9 Democrat | Republican| Other DTS
(A) (B) () (D)
. 280 233 44 3 1. To begin, | would like to Vel tisfied
Very satisfied b L [y SEUEIE
1. To begin, | would like to s 62.8% |65.4% |55.1% 30.0% get your overall opinion of Somewhat satisfied
get your overall opinion of L 146 107 34 4 living in the City of Los
living in the City of Los Somewhat satisfied 326% |301% | 423% 48.2% Altos. Gengrally speaking, Somewhat dissatisfied 2
Altos. Generally speaking, 270 7 7o el are you satisfied or Very dissatisfied a a
isfi issatisfi 1B 13 0 2 dissatisfied with the overall VY dissatisfie - :
are you satisfied or Somewhat dissatisfied 1ssa i
dissatisfied with the overall 34% | 3.6% | 0.0% 21.8% quality of life in Los Altos?  DK/INA a a a
quality of life in Los Altos? Very dissatisfied 4 2 2 0 Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
0.9% | 0.6% | 2.6% 0.0% column proportion appears in the category with the Iar%er column proportion.
SO 1 1 0 0 Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 >'°
0.3% | 0.4% | 0.0% 0.0% a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.
Comparisons of Column Proportiq;)nsb'c c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions
tests.
Homeownerership Status
Own Rent | Not sure/DK/NA
(A) (B) ©)
1. To begin, | would like to Very satisfied Household Party
get your overall opinion of o Total | Dem 1| Dem 2+ | Rep 1 | Rep 2+| Mixed | Other
ving i i Somewhat satisfied
living in the City of Los 246 75 58 32 20 120 20
Altos. Generally speaking, Somewhat dissatisfied a A Total
are you satisfied or Very dissatisfied a
dissatisfied with the overall ¥ 'Y dissatistie : Very satisfied 280 45 44 17 26 97 51
quality of life in Los Altos?  DK/INA 2 2 1. To begin, | would like to 62.8% [60.0% | 64.8% |52.3% | 65.8% |69.0% |56.3%
Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the get your overall opinion of . 146 26 23 13 13 41 30
smaller column proportion appears in the category with the larger column proportion. living in the City of Los Semerirl eaiind 32.6% |35.0% | 33.5% [39.7% | 32.2% |29.3% |32.9%
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 ™ Altos. Generally speaking, 15 4 1 Py 1 5 5
are you satisfied or Somewhat dissatisfied
a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one. dissatisfied with the overall 3.4% | 5.0% 1.7% 6.0% | 2.0% 1.7% | 5.5%
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction. quality of life in Los Altos? Very dissatisfied 40 00 00 10 00 On 30
c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions 0'? % 0'8/" 0.(())@ 2'(1) % 04(())6 0'8 % 3'? %
tests. DK/INA
0.3% | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.4%
Comparisons of Column Proportions"’c
Party _ Household Party
Total | Democrat | Republican| Other | DTS Dem 1| Dem 2+ | Rep 1 | Rep 2+| Mixed | Other
Total 446 | 197 1o 12| 2 wlelololel®
1. To begin, | would like to Very satisfied
Very satisfied 280 121 72 10 77 get your overall opinion of 5 e T
1. To begin, | would like to 62.8% | 61.4% 65.6% 85.7% | 60.3% living in the City of Los omowlatsatisic
get your overall opinion of g P 146 70 34 2 40 Altos. Generally speaking, ~ Somewhat dissatisfied
living in the City of Los omewhat satisfie are you satisfied or . . a a a a
Altos. Generally speaking, 32.6% 35.7% 30.7% 14.3% | 31.4% dissatisfied with the overall eryidissatishied . : . :
are you satisfied or Somewhat dissatisfied | 12 6 3 0 6 quality of life in Los Altos?  DK/NA 2 2 2 2 2
A e 5 9 o o o o
dlssllatlsf|fe|n.:IfV\l.|th thezlveravll 3.4% 2.9% 3.0% 00% | 4.6% Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column
quality of life in Los Altos? Very dissatisfied 4 0 1 0 3 proportion appears in the category with the larger column proportion.
0.9% 0.0% 0.6% 0.0% | 2.7% Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 *°
DKINA ! 0 0 0 1 a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
0.3% 0.0%. 0.0% 0.0% 1.0%, . - . . . . . .
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions
tests.
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get your overall opinion of
living in the City of Los
Altos. Generally speaking,
are you satisfied or
dissatisfied with the overall
quality of life in Los Altos?

Somewhat satisfied
Somewhat dissatisfied
Very dissatisfied

DK/INA

Registration Date
Total | 2013 to 2017 | 2009 to 2012 | 2005 to 2008 | 2001 to 2004
Total 446 126 51 62 50
. i Very satisfied 280 66 32 41 32
1. To begin, | would like to 62.8% 52.4% 63.0% 65.6% 62.5%
get your overall opinion of o 146 49 18 20 17
IvingInthe[Crtyicfitos) Somewhat satisfied . 6o, |  38.9% 35.0% 32.1% 34.5%
Altos. Gene_ra_lly speaking, 15 6 1 1 1
are you satisfied or Somewhat dissatisfied
dissatisfied with the overall 3.4% 4.4% 1.9% 2.3% 2.9%
li f life in Los Altos?
quality of life in Los Altos Very dissatisfied 4 4 0 0 0
0.9% 3.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
1 1 0 0 0
DK/NA
0.3% 1.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Registration Date
1997 to 2000 | 1993 to 1996 | 1981 to 1992 | 1980 or before
Total 36 36 46 38
. 25 25 32 27
Very satisfied
1. To begin, | would like to e 70.2% 70.1% 69.5% 70.7%
get your overall opinion of s hat satlsfied 9 10 14 9
living in the City of Los omewhat satisfie
Altos. Generally speaking, 25'20% 26'16% 30'05% 22';%
are you satisfied or Somewhat dissatisfied
dissatisfied with the overall 4.8% 3.3% 0.0% 6.9%
quality of life in Los Altos? . . 0 0 0 0
Very dissatisfied
Sy CIERIE 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
0 0 0 0
DK/INA
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Comparisons of Column Proportionsb'C
Registration Date
2013 to 2017 | 2009 to 2012 | 2005 to 2008 | 2001 to 2004 | 1997 to 2000
(A) (B) (©) (D) (E)
1. To begin, | would like to Very satisfied
get your overall opinion of =)
living in the City of Los Somewhat satisfied
Altos. Generally speaking, Somewhat dissatisfied
are you satisfied or " . a a a a
dissatisfied with the overall  VerY dissatisfied : : :
quality of life in Los Altos?  DK/NA 2 2 2 a
Comparisons of Column Proportionsb'C
Registration Date
1993 to 1996 | 1981 to 1992 | 1980 or before
(F) (G) (H)
1. To begin, | would like to Very satisfied
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Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears in the
category with the larger column proportion. b
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 *°

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.
c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.

Date
Total | Dec.2| Dec. 3| Dec.4| Dec.5( Dec.6| Dec.7 | Dec. 8| Dec.9
T 446 80 22 190 37 12 15 66 24
otal
Very satisfied 280 56 16 103 23 7 10 45 21
1. To begin, | would like to 62.8% |69.5% [73.7% |54.0% |61.4% |56.4% |64.9% |68.4% |88.8%
get your overall opinion of s hat satlsfied 146 23 6 75 12 5 4 18 3
living in the City of Los omewhat satisfie
Alfos:Generally speaking) 321.(;% 28.18% 26.(;3% 39.;% 31.;‘% 43.;3% 29.10% 27.31% 11.02%
are you satisfied or S hat dissatisfied
dissatisfied with the overall oo O oottoted f 5 4o | 09% | 0.0% | 4.1% | 69% | 0.0% | 6.0% | 45% | 0.0%
quality of life in Los Altos? Very dissatisfied 4 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0
7 09% | 08% | 0.0% | 1.8% | 00% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0%
1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
DK/INA
0.3% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.7% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0%
Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’C
Date
Dec. 2 | Dec.3| Dec.4 | Dec.5| Dec. 6| Dec. 7| Dec. 8| Dec.9
(A) (B) ©) (D) (E) (F) (G) (H)
1. To begin, | would like to Very satisfied Cc
get your overall opinion of s h tisfied
living in the City of Los omewhat satisfie
Altos. Generally speaking, ~ Somewhat dissatisfied 2 2 2
are you satisfied or " . a a a a a a
dissatisfied with the overall V&Y Al it : : . : . :
quality of life in Los Altos?  DK/NA a a a a a a 2

in the category with the larger column proportion.

Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .0!

5 bc

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.
c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears
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Permanent Absentee Voter

Total Yes No
Total 446 349 97
. ) Very satisfied 280 215 85
1. To begin, | would like to 62.8% 61.7% 66.9%
get your overall opinion of 146 119 26
iving i i Somewhat satisfied
living in the City of Los i B 326% | 34.2% | 27.2%
Altos. Gene_ra_lly speaking, 15 9 6
are you satisfied or Somewhat dissatisfied
dissatisfied with the overall 3.4% 2.6% 6.0%
lity of life in Los Altos?
quality of life in Los Altos Very dissatisfied 4 4 0
0.9% 1.2% 0.0%
1 1 0
DK/NA
0.3% 0.4% 0.0%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’°

Permanent Absentee Voter

Yes No

(A) (B)

1. To begin, | would like to Very satisfied
get your overall opinion of N
living in the City of Los Somewhat satisfied
Altos. Generally speaki S hat di isfied
are you satisfied or
dissatisfied with the overall
quality of life in Los Altos?  DK/INA

Very dissatisfied

a

a

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category

with the smaller column proportion appears in the category with the larger column

proportion.

Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 be

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.

Likely Absentee Voter

Total Yes No

Total

1. To begin, Iwould like to "o Satisfied

get your overall opinion of
living in the City of Los
Altos. Generally speaking,
are you satisfied or
dissatisfied with the overall
quality of life in Los Altos?

Somewhat satisfied
Somewhat dissatisfied
Very dissatisfied

DKINA

446 282 164

280 180 100
62.8% |63.9% |61.0%

146 91 55
32.6% |32.2% |33.4%
15 10 5
34% | 3.5% | 3.1%
4 0 4
09% | 0.0% | 2.5%
1 1 0

0.3% | 0.5% | 0.0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsl"c

Likely Absentee Voter

Yes No

(A) (B)

1. To begin, | would like to
get your overall opinion of
living in the City of Los
Altos. Generally speaking,
are you satisfied or
dissatisfied with the overall

quality of life in Los Altos?

Very satisfied
Somewhat satisfied
Somewhat dissatisfied
Very dissatisfied
DK/INA

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the
category with the smaller column proportion appears in the category with the larger

column proportion.

Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 be

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.

b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.

Years Lived in Los Altos
Total Lesié::" 0 1-3 years | 4 to 9 years | 10-15 years | 16-25 years
Total 446 3 28 74 58 111
. 280 2 14 44 39 71
Very satisfied
1. To begin, | would like to [y ] 62.8% 59.6% 49.9% 58.9% 67.2% 63.8%
get your overall opinion of e 146 1 14 27 15 36
[l i @iy efilles Somewhat satisfied | ) 6o, 40.4% 50.1% 36.3% 26.4% 32.2%
Altos. Generally speaking, 1'5 0 0 '1 4 5
are you satisfied or Somewhat dissatisfied
dissatisfied with the overall 3.4% 0.0% 0.0% 1.3% 6.3% 4.1%
quality of life in Los Altos? . . 4 0 0 1 0 0
Very dissatisfied
IR 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% 1.8% 0.0% 0.0%
DK/NA 1 0 0 1 0 0
0.3% 0.0% 0.0% 1.8% 0.0% 0.0%
Years Lived in Los Altos
26 years or Not sure/ DK
more INA
Total 167 4
e 108 3
Very satisfied
1. To begin, | would like to [/ 64.3% 76.9%
get your overall opinion of e 51 1
living in the City of Los Somewhat satisfied 30.6% 23.1%
Altos. Generally speaking, 6 ° 0 °
are you satisfied or Somewhat dissatisfied
dissatisfied with the overall 3.5% 0.0%
uality of life in Los Altos?
il Y Very dissatisfied 1 :730/ 0 gu/
7% .0%
0 0
DK/NA
0.0% 0.0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb'c

Years Lived in Los Altos

get your overall opinion of
living in the City of Los
Altos. Generally speaking,
are you satisfied or
dissatisfied with the overall
quality of life in Los Altos?

Somewhat satisfied
Somewhat dissatisfied
Very dissatisfied
DK/INA

a

a
a

a

category with the larger column proportion.

Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .0

5 b,c

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.
c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.

Les;;r;z;m t 1-3 years | 4 to 9 years | 10-15 years | 16-25 years
(A) (B) ©) (D) (E)
1. To begin, | would like to Very satisfied
get your overall opinion of s isfi
living in the City of Los i s
Altos. Generally speaking, Somewhat dissatisfied 2 a
are you satisfied or N 0 a a a a
dissatisfied with the overall Ve Al i) . . . ’
quality of life in Los Altos?  DK/NA 2 2 2 2
Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’C
Years Lived in Los Altos
26 years or Not sure/ DK
more INA
(F) (G)
1. To begin, | would like to Very satisfied

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears in the

Employment Status
Total Empl::iox‘eed falis Empl«:iy':‘ag parts Self-employed | Student | Retired
Total 446 203 22 41 19 126
Very satisfied 280 121 10 22 15 92
1. To begin, | would like to 62.8% 59.8% 46.9% 53.0% 774% | 72.8%
get your overall opinion of s hat satisfied 146 73 12 17 2 27
living in the City of Los omewhat satistie
Altos. Generally speaking, 321'65% 36'32% 53'01 % 40'29% 12f% 21 '70%
are you satisfied or S hat dissatisfied
dissatisfied with the overall o oo el | g 40, 1.7% 0.0% 6.1% 101% | 5.7%
quality of life in Los Altos? 5 ) 4 3 0 0 0 1
Very d tisfied
Sy IR0 0.9% 17% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.5%
1 1 0 0 0 0
DK/INA
0.3% 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportions

Employment Status
Dont work out | Not currently
of the home employed DK/NA
Total 14 16 4
=) 1 8 1
Very satisfied
1. To begin, | would like to vy 78.9% 50.7% 17.1%
get your overall opinion of e 3 8 4
living in the City of Los Somewhat satisfied 211% 49.3% 82.9%
Altos. Generally speaking, 0 ° 0 ° 0 °
are you satisfied or Somewhat dissatisfied
dissatisfied with the overall 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
quality of life in Los Altos? Very dissatisfied 0 0 0
v 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
0 0 0
DK/INA
0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
b,c

Employment Status

get your overall opinion of
living in the City of Los
Altos. Generally speaking,
are you satisfied or
dissatisfied with the overall

quality of life in Los Altos?

Somewhat satisfied
Somewhat dissatisfied
Very dissatisfied
DK/INA

a
a

a

a
a

a

a
a

a

category with the larger column proportion. b
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 *°

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.
c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.

Emplg):: il Empk:iyr:: Barts Self-employed | Student | Retired
(A) (B) () (D) (E)
1. To begin, | would like to Very satisfied
get your overall opinion of e R cer
living in the City of Los E
Altos. Generally speaking, Somewhat dissatisfied 2
are you satisfied or A e a a a
dissatisfied with the overall ~ Very dissatisfied - - :
quality of life in Los Altos?  DK/NA 2 2 2 2
Comparisons of Column Proportionsb'°
Employment Status
Dont work out | Not currently
of the home employed DKU/INA
(F) (©) (H)
1. To begin, | would like to Very satisfied

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears in the
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County Where Work
Total | Alameda | Marin | Napa | San Francisco| San Mateo
Total 266 5 2 1 12 30
. ) Very satisfied 154 5 ! ! 6 b
1. To begin, | would like to 57.7% | 100.0% |56.7% | 100.0% 47.6% 63.5%
get your overall opinion of 102 0 1 0 6 10
iving i i Somewhat satisfied
IvingInthe[Crtyicfitos) W st 38.4% | 0.0% |433% | 0.0% 52.4% 33.3%
Altos. Gene_ra_lly speaking, 6 0 0 0 0 1
are you satisfied or Somewhat dissatisfied
dissatisfied with the overall 2.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 3.3%
lity of life in Los Altos?
quality of life in Los Altos Veridissetisried 3 0 0 0 0 0
1.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
1 0 0 0 0 0
DK/NA
0.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
County Where Work
Santa Clara | Santa Cruz | Sonoma | Other | DK/NA
Total 207 2 0 5 2
. 117 0 0 4 1
Very satisfied
1. To begin, | would like to 7 56.5% 0.0% 0.0% |74.9% |54.9%
get your overall opinion of s hat satisfied 80 2 0 1 1
living in the City of Los omewhat satistie o o o o o
Altos. Generally speaking, 38': K 1000'0 % 100(')0 % 25'01 % 45; &
are you satisfied or Somewhat dissatisfied
dissatisfied with the overall 2.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0%
quality of life in Los Altos? . ) 3 0 0 0 0
Very dissatisfied
G CLEEUEID 17% 0.0% 00% | 00% | 0.0%
1 0 0 0 0
DK/INA
0.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0%
Comparisons of Column Proportionsc'd
County Where Work
Alameda | Marin | Napa | San Francisco| San Mateo | Santa Clara
(A) (B) (©) (D) (E) (F)
1.To begin, | would liketo  Very satisfied 2 ab
get your overall opinion of e b
fiving In the City of Los Somewhat satisfied 2 2
Altos. Generally speaking, Somewhat dissatisfied a a ab a
are you satisfied or : : a a ab a a
dissatisfied with the overall  VerY dissatisfied . . : : :
quality of life in Los Altos?  DK/NA 2 2 2ab 2 2
Comparisons of Column Proportionsc'd
County Where Work
Santa Cruz | Sonoma | Other | DK/NA|
(G) (H) (1) (J)
1. To begin, I would like to  Very satisfied a ab
get your overall opinion of e b
living in the City of Los Somewhat satisfied 2 2
Altos. Generally speaking, ~ Somewhat dissatisfied 2 ab a 2
are you satisfied or ! . a ab a a
dissatisfied with the overall ety Gl it : : :
quality of life in Los Altos?  DK/NA 2 ab a a
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Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears in the
category with the larger column proportion. J
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. This category is not used in comparisons because the sum of case weights is less than two.

c. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

d. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.

Ethnic Group
America Indian
Total or Alaska Asian - Chinese| Asian - Filiping Asian - Indian
Native
Total 446 1 26 5 19
YT 280 1 20 3 11
Very satisfied
1.To begin, Iwould like to 'Y Sorot 62.8% 100.0% 76.6% 59.2% 59.2%
get your overall opinion of L 146 0 6 2 7
jivinglinghelC!tyjoflios Somewhat safisfied | ) 6o 0.0% 23.4% 40.8% 34.1%
Altos. Generally speaking, e ° P ° 0 ° o ’ 0 ’
are you satisfied or Somewhat dissatisfied
dissatisfied with the overall 3.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
quality of life in Los Altos? . e 4 0 0 0 1
Very dissatisfied 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 6.7%
DK/NA 1 0 0 0 0
0.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Ethnic Group
Asian - A Asian - A
Japanese Asian - Korean VI TEITEED Asian - Other
Total 4 ! 2 5
. 3 1 2 2
Very satisfied
1. To begin, | would like to g 66.3% 100.0% 100.0% 40.6%
get your overall opinion of o 2 0 0 3
living in the City of Los Somewhat satisfied 33.7% 0.0% 0.0% 59.4%
Altos. Generally speaking, 0 ° '0 ° '0 ° 0 °
are you satisfied or Somewhat dissatisfied
dissatisfied with the overall 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
quality of life in Los Altos? . . 0 0 0 0
Very dissatisfied 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
0 0 0 0
DK/INA
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Ethnic Group
Caucasian or Latino or Two or more
White Hispanic races @ity | el anEleii,
Total 330 1 16 5 20
Very satisfied 216 4 4 4 ®
1. To begin, | would like to 65.4% 35.4% 24.3% 79.6% 44.3%
Ig.e.t Yol r&ve&a{;o'}ition of Somewhat satisfied 101 6 8 ! 10
iving in the City of Los o o o o 9
Altos. Generally speaking, 30'5 v 55'18 v 50'41 & 20: % 52'14 %
are you satisfied or Somewhat dissatisfied
dissatisfied with the overall 2.8% 8.8% 25.5% 0.0% 3.3%
quality of life in Los Altos? . . 3 0 0 0 0
Very dissatisfied 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
1 0 0 0 0
ST 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsc’d
Ethnic Group
America Indian
or Alaska Asian - Chinese| Asian - Filiping Asian - Indian
Native
(A) (B) () (D)
1.To begin, Iwould like to  Very satisfied ab K
get your overall opinion of . b
living in the City of Los Somewhat satisfied 2
Altos. Generally speaki s hat dissatisfied ab b b b
are you satisfied or A el ab b b
dissatisfied with the overall  Very dissatisfied : : : !
quality of life in Los Altos?  DKINA ab ° N N
Comparisons of Column Proportions"’d
Ethnic Group
Asian - n Asian - N
Japanese Asian - Korean VIR RTECE Asian - Other
(E) (F) (G) (H)
1. To begin, I would like to  Very satisfied ab b
get your overall opinion of e b b
fiving in the City of Los Somewhat satisfied 2 .
Altos. Generally speaking, ~ Somewhat dissatisfied b ab b b
are you satisfied or A B b ab b b
dissatisfied with the overall  VerY dissatisfied : : : :
quality of life in Los Altos?  DK/NA b ab b b
Comparisons of Column Proportionsc"JI
Ethnic Group
Caucasian or Latino or Two or more
White Hispanic D Other | Not sure/DK/NA
(1) () (K) (L) (M)
1. To begin, | would like to Very satisfied K
get your overall opinion of s h isfied
living in the City of Los ClnehatisatSiE
Altos. Generally speaking, S hat di isfied | b
are you satisfied or N n b b b b
dissatisfied with the overall Ve Al ite) . . .
quality of life in Los Altos?  DK/NA b b b b

category with the larger column proportion.

Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .0

5 cd

a. This category is not used in comparisons because the sum of case weights is less than two.

b. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
c. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

d. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears in the
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Zip Code
Total | 94022 | 94024
Total 446 203 243
) ) Very satisfied 280 140 140
1. To begin, | would like to 62.8% |68.8% |57.8%
get your overall opinion of e 146 52 93
living in the City of Los Somewhat satisfied N o o
A 32.6% |25.7% |38.4%
Altos. Gengrally speaking, 15 9 6
are you satisfied or Somewhat dissatisfied
dissatisfied with the overall 34% | 44% | 2.5%
li f life in Los Altos?
quality of life in Los Altos Veridissetisried 4 2 2
0.9% 1.0% | 0.8%
1 0 1
DK/NA
0.3% | 0.0% | 0.5%
Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’°
Zip Code
94022 | 94024
(A) (B)
1. To begin, | would like to Very satisfied B
get your overall opinion of h isfi
living in the City of Los Somewhat satisfied A
Altos. Generally speaking, Somewhat dissatisfied
are you satisfied or . -
dissatisfied with the overall VeV dissatisfied
quality of life in Los Altos?  DK/NA 2
Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of

the category with the smaller column proportion appears in the category
with the larger column proportion. b
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 *°

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.
c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.

Language of Interview
Total | Chinese | English| Other
Total 446 20 422 3
- 280 9 271 0
Very satisfied
1. To begin, | would like to Ry 62.8% | 46.0% | 64.1% | 0.0%
get your overall opinion of e 146 10 133 3
pnalinjihelCrtylofiCos Somewhat satisfied | . oo, | 47.9% | 31.4% |100.0%
Altos. Generally speaking, e ° p © 1 ° o °
are you satisfied or Somewhat dissatisfied
dissatisfied with the overall 3.4% 6.1% 3.2% 0.0%
quality of life in Los Altos? . o 4 0 4 0
Very dissatisfied 09% | 00% | 1.0% | 0.0%
DK/NA 1 0 1 0
0.3% 0.0% 0.3% 0.0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’c Voting Propensity
I e Total 0 1-3 4-6 7-9 10 or more
anguage of Interview
446 52 70 51 69 204
Chinese | English| Other Total
(A) (B) () Very satisfied 280 30 45 29 45 132
1. Io begin, | vﬁaulq like tOf Very satisfied 2 1. To begin, | would like to 62.8% |57.3% |63.6% [56.7% |652% | 64.6%
get your overall opinion o . et your overall opinion of
living in the City of Los Somewhat satisfied 2 ﬁvinyg in the City o’; Los Somewhat satisfied 146 18 21 21 22 63
Altos. Generall Wi . o T T a > 32.6% [34.2% |30.0% |42.0% [32.3% | 30.9%
= ):j P . Altos. Generally speaking, 15 1 3 0 2 9
reivouisanstiedion issati a a are you satisfied or Somewhat dissatisfied
dissatisfied with the overall VoY dissatisfied Y Y dissatisfied with the overall WAt GISSAUSIEC | 5 400 | 1.8% | 45% | 00% | 25% | 4.5%
quality of life in Los Altos?  DK/NA A . quality of life in Los Altos? L, 4 3 0 1 0 0
Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category ery dissatistie 0.9% 6.6% 0.0% 1.3% 0.0% 0.0%
with the smaller column proportion appears in the category with the larger column 1 0 1 0 0 0
proportion. DK/INA
0.3% | 0.0% 1.9% | 0.0% | 0.0% 0.0%

Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 be
a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.

. . b,c
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction. Comparisons of Column Proportions

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions Voting Propensity
tests. 0 13 | 46 | 79 | 10 or more
(A) (B) ©) (D) (E)

1. To begin, | would like to Very satisfied
get your overall opinion of

living in the City of Los SenmEmind esiiist

Total | Cell ph Imenfewdrype Onli Text Altos. Generally speaking, ~ Somewhat dissatisfied a
otal ell phone| Landline | Online ex are you satisfied or M s a a a
446 90 64 123 168 dissatisfied with the overall ~ VerY dissatisfied : : :
Total quality of life in Los Altos?  DK/NA 2 2 2 2
e R I B e onsion s e ciseoy i £ e o oo 225 e sl
;-e.{;::rgti;\ll’elr;rg:ﬂr::giz fos% 751';% 791'2% 50{');% 585'33% Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05%'C '
I‘i\\lling i(l; the Cll::y of Loks_ Somewhat satisfied 32.6% 211% 18.0% | 46.2% |34.5% a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
art'eo;éu z:ﬁ:;iezs;ea ing, Somewhat dissatisfied 15 3 1 2 9 b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.
dissatisfied with the overall 3.4% 3.2% 21% 16% | 5.2% c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions
quality of life in Los Altos? Very dissatisfied 4 0 0 1 3 tests.
e 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.5% | 2.0%
1 0 0 1 0
DK/INA
0.3% 0.0% 0.0% 1.1% | 0.0%
Party by Gender
Comparisons of Column Proportionsb‘c Total | Fem Dems | Male Dems | Fem Reps | Male Reps | Fem NPP
Total 444 121 76 55 54 53
Interview Type
Cell phone| Landline | Online| Text Vi tisfied 280 72 49 35 37 23
) ® T © o 1.To begin, Iwould liketo o7 Soroe 63.1% | 59.5% 64.4% | 634% | 69.4% | 44.0%
et your overall opinion of
1. To begin, | would like o Very satisfied cb cb iing in the City of Los Somewhat satisfied 144 44 26 18 15 23
get your overall opinion of 2 32.3% 36.5% 34.3% 32.9% 27.0% 42.4%
UL 2 Somewhat satisfied AB Altos. Generally speaking,
living in the City of Los are you satisfied or Somewhat dissatisfied 15 5 1 2 1 5
::;O;‘-)E:'a‘;;i"elg?reak"‘gy Somewhat dissatisfied dissatisfied with the overall 3.4% 4.0% 1.3% 3.7% 2.4% 9.6%
i i a a lity of life in Los Altos?
dissatisfied with the overall Very dissatisfied : . quatity offie in Sos Altos Very dissatisfied 4 0 0 0 ! 2
quality of life in Los Altos?  DK/NA a a a 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.2% 4.0%
Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the DK/NA 0.;% 0.8% 0.8% 0_8% 0_8% 0.3%

smaller column proportion appears in the category witq)the larger column proportion.
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 >

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions
tests.
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Party by Gender
Male NPP | Fem Oth| Male Oth
Total 73 2 10
B ) Very satisfied 53 0 10
1. To begin, | would like to 72.8% 0.0% 100.0%
get your overall opinion of o 17 2 0
living in the City of Los Somewhat satisfied o o o
A 22.5% 100.0% 0.0%
Altos. Generally speaking, 1 0 0
are you satisfied or Somewhat dissatisfied
dissatisfied with the overall 1.0% 0.0% 0.0%
lity of life in Los Altos?
GREI IR I A Very dissatisfied 1 0 0
1.8% 0.0% 0.0%
1 0 0
DK/NA
1.8% 0.0% 0.0%
Comparisons of Column Proportions°’d
Party by Gender
Fem Dems | Male Dems | Fem Reps | Male Reps | Fem NPP| Male NPP
(A) (B) ©) (D) (E) (F)
1. To begin, | would like to Very satisfied E
get your overall opinion of h isfi
living in the City of Los Somewhat satisfied
Altos. Generally speaki S hat di isfied
are you satisfied or M e b b b
dissatisfied with the overall Veryldissatisfied
quality of life in Los Altos?  DK/NA b b b b b
Comparisons of Column Proportions"’d
Party by Gender
Fem Oth| Male Oth
(G) (H)
1. To begin, | would like to Very satisfied ab b
get your overall opinion of . b b
fiving in the City of Los Somewhat satisfied h .
Altos. Generally speaki S hat dissatisfied ab b
are you satisfied or o " ab b
dissatisfied with the overall Veryldissatisfied . .
quality of life in Los Altos?  DKINA ab o

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears in the
category with the larger column proportion. J
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05

a. This category is not used in comparisons because the sum of case weights is less than two.
b. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
c. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

d. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions
tests.
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Godbe Research /// Los Altos Survey ///

Crosstabs 12-18-17

Total
Total | Total
Total 446 446
| could afford a house/Big lot: 35 35
78% | 7.8%
Close to work 49 49
11.1% [11.1%
S . 19 19
Enjoy/like the Cit;
il 1 42% | 4.2%
0 ) 42 42
Friends/family here
' 1 9.4% | 9.4%
45 45
Gre here
R 10.1% [10.1%
5 5
Job
1.1% 1.1%
" . 29 29
2. What is the primary reason Quality of life o o
- 6.5% | 6.5%
you choose to live in Los 3 3
Altos? Retirement
! 08% | 0.8%
. 20 20
Safety/low crime
sl 45% | 4.5%
112 112
School system
t 25.2% |25.2%
59 59
Small town atmosphere
W B 13.1% [13.1%
. 15 15
Location
! 35% | 3.5%
6 6
Downtown
wntow 13% | 1.3%
Other mention - Negative 8 8
0.7% | 0.7%
. 3 3
Other mention
0.7% | 0.7%
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Comparisons of Column Proportions®

Godbe Research /// Los Altos Survey /// Crosstabs 12-18-17

b

Total

Total

(A)

2. What is the primary reason
you choose to live in Los
Altos?

| could afford a house/Big lot:

Close to work
Enjoyl/like the City
Friends/family here
Grew up here

Job

Quality of life
Retirement

Safety/low crime
School system

Small town atmosphere
Location

Downtown

Other mention - Negative
Other mention

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of

the category with the smaller column proportion appears in the category

with the larger column proportion.
Significance level for upper case

a. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

letters (A, B, C): .05 &P

b. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
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Respondent's Gender

2. What is the primary reason
you choose to live in Los
Altos?

Total

| could afford a house/Big lot:
Close to work

Enjoy/like the City
Friends/family here
Grew up here

Job

Quality of life

Retirement

Safety/low crime

School system

Small town atmosphere
Location

Downtown

Other mention - Negative

Other mention

Total | Male | Female | Other
446 213 231 2
35 15 20 0
7.8% | 6.9% 8.8% 0.0%
49 21 27 1
11.1% | 9.7% | 11.9% |58.7%
19 8 10 0
4.2% | 3.9% 4.5% 0.0%
42 17 25 0
94% | 8.0% | 10.8% | 0.0%
45 17 28 0
10.1% | 8.2% | 12.0% | 0.0%
5 3 2 0
1.1% 1.4% 0.8% 0.0%
29 17 12 0
6.5% | 8.2% 5.1% 0.0%
3 2 2 0
0.8% | 0.8% 0.8% 0.0%
20 1 9 0
4.5% | 5.3% 3.8% 0.0%
112 54 57 1
25.2% (25.4% | 24.9% |(41.3%
59 27 32 0
13.1% [12.5% | 13.8% | 0.0%
15 12 4 0
35% | 5.4% 1.7% 0.0%
6 3 3 0
1.3% 1.4% 1.2% 0.0%
3 3 0 0
0.7% 1.4% 0.0% 0.0%
3 3 0 0
0.7% 1.5% 0.0% 0.0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’c

Respondent's Gender

Male | Female | Other

(A) (B) ()

2. What is the primary reason
you choose to live in Los
Altos?

| could afford a house/Big lot:

Close to work
Enjoyl/like the City
Friends/family here
Grew up here

Job

Quality of life
Retirement

Safety/low crime
School system

Small town atmosphere
Location

Downtown

Other mention - Negative
Other mention

a

a a

a a

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with

the smaller column proportion appears in the categoryt\)/vith the larger column proportion.
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 >°

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
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Age
Total | 18-29 | 30-39 | 40-49 | 50-64 65+ | Not coded
Total 446 59 35 81 140 124 7
| could afford a house/Big lot: 35 0 8 4 10 18 !
78% | 0.0% | 91% | 47% | 7.0% |14.2% 9.4%
Close to work 49 6 ’ g 18 i !
11.1% [10.8% |19.5% [13.4% | 9.6% | 8.9% 12.9%
. " . 19 4 0 1 6 7 0
Enjoy/like the Cit;
il 1 42% | 74% | 00% | 1.7% | 42% | 5.8% | 00%
N . 42 9 4 6 1 13 1
Friends/family here
! W 94% [14.5% |10.3% | 6.9% | 7.9% [10.1% | 8.0%
45 14 4 0 17 10 0
Gre here
R 10.1% |23.0% [12.5% | 0.0% |12.2% | 81% | 0.0%
Job 5 0 2 0 2 1 0
1.1% | 0.0% 55% | 0.0% 1.3% | 0.9% 0.0%
o " 29 2 1 5 10 9 2
i i ality of life
2. What is the primary reason Quality of I 65% | 3.8% | 3.0% | 57% | 7.1% | 72% | 33.0%
you choose to live in Los
Altos? Retirement 8 0 0 0 0 8 0
0.8% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 2.7% 0.0%
. 20 5 0 5 4 6 0
Safety/low crime
sl 45% | 85% | 0.0% | 6.0% | 3.1% | 4.8% | 00%
112 10 7 41 38 15 1
School system
i 25.2% [16.3% [20.8% |[50.8% |27.3% |12.4% 12.9%
Small town atmosphere 59 6 5 5 20 21 2
131% | 9.7% |13.7% | 6.7% |14.3% |16.8% 23.8%
Location 15 2 ! ! 5 6 0
35% | 28% | 3.1% 15% | 3.7% | 5.1% 0.0%
Downtown 6 2 0 2 0 2 0
13% | 34% | 0.0% | 2.8% | 0.0% 1.2% 0.0%
. . 3 0 0 0 1 2 0
Other mention - Negative
! e 07% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.7% | 1.7% | 0.0%
. 3 0 1 0 2 0 0
Other mention
0.7% | 0.0% | 2.5% | 0.0% 1.7% | 0.0% 0.0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb'c

Age

18-29

30-39

40-49

50-64

65+

Not coded

(A)

(B)

()

(D)

(E)

(F)

2. What is the primary reason
you choose to live in Los
Altos?

| could afford a house/Big lot:

Close to work
Enjoyl/like the City
Friends/family here
Grew up here

Job

Quality of life
Retirement

Safety/low crime
School system

Small town atmosphere
Location

Downtown

Other mention - Negative
Other mention

a

a

a

ABDE

a

a

a

a
a

a

appears in the category with the larger column prcportg)n.
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 *'°

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.

b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
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Homeownerership Status

Total | Own | Rent | Not sure/DK/NA
Total 446 357 80 9
. 35 31 3 0
| could afford a house/Big lot: 78% | 88% | 4.2% 35%
49 31 16 3
Cl t k
s towor 11% | 88% [19.4% 28.8%
. " . 19 19 0 0
E llike the Cit
MR EL 42% | 52% | 0.0% 0.0%
. . 42 24 16 2
Fi ds/family h
AERCELEITIELO 94% | 6.7% |19.8% 24.0%
Grew up here 45 81 12 2
10.1% | 8.6% |15.6% 20.6%
5 3 2 0
Job
° 11% | 0.8% | 24% 0.0%
" " 29 27 2 0
2. What is the primary reason Quality of life o o o o
you choose to live in Los 6.5% | 77% | 2.2% 0.0%
Altos? Retirement 3 0 3 0
0.8% | 0.0% | 4.1% 1.4%
. 20 13 7 0
Safetyl/l:
REJIETEID 45% | 35% | 9.1% 2.9%
School system 12 104 7 2
25.2% (29.2% | 8.2% 18.7%
59 51 8 0
Small t t h
R e 13.1% |143% | 9.5% 0.0%
Location 15 15 0 0
3.5% | 4.3% | 0.0% 0.0%
Downtown 6 4 2 0
13% | 1.0% | 2.8% 0.0%
. . 3 3 0 0
Other mention - Negative 07% | 09% | 0.0% 0.0%
. 3 1 2 0
Oth ti
ermention 07% | 02% | 2.9% 0.0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’c

Homeownerership Status

Own Rent | Not sure/DK/NA
(A) (B) ©)
| could afford a house/Big lot:
Close to work A
Enjoyl/like the City a a
Friends/family here A
Grew up here
Job 2
2. What is the primary reason Quality of life 2
you choose to live in Los e a
Altos? Retirement A
Safety/low crime
School system B
Small town atmosphere a
Location a 2
Downtown a
Other mention - Negative 2 2
Other mention A a

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the
smaller column proportion appears in the category wit

q)the larger column proportion.
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 *°

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
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Party
Total | Democrat | Republican| Other | DTS
Total 446 197 110 12 127
| could afford a house/Big lot: 35 16 " 0 8
7.8% 8.2% 9.6% 0.0% | 6.4%
Close to work 49 23 " ! 14
11.1% 11.7% 10.1% 82% |11.1%
. . A 19 6 3 2 7
Enjoy/like the Cit;
il 1 42% | 31% 29%  |206% | 5.4%
N . 42 26 4 1 1
Friends/family here
' 1 94% | 13.2% 36% | 6.0% | 8.8%
45 15 12 2 17
Gre here
R 101% | 7.5% 10.8% | 13.9% |13.2%
5 3 2 0 0
Job
1.1% 1.5% 1.6% 0.0% | 0.0%
" " 29 11 10 1 6
i i ality of life
2. What is the primary reason Quality of li 6.5% 5.8% 8.9% 12.0% | 5.1%
you choose to live in Los
Altos? Retirement 8 8 0 0 0
0.8% 1.7% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0%
. 20 6 5 0 8
Safety/low crime
sl 45% | 3.3% 50% | 0.0% | 65%
112 50 22 3 37
School system
i 25.2% 25.5% 20.3% 21.9% |29.4%
Small town atmosphere 59 25 24 0 9
13.1% 12.9% 21.4% 3.6% | 7.2%
Location 15 7 4 2 8
3.5% 3.5% 3.7% 13.9% | 2.3%
Downtown 6 4 0 0 2
1.3% 1.9% 0.0% 0.0% 1.6%
. . 3 0 1 0 2
Other mention - Negative
: LR 07% | 00% 12% | 0.0% | 1.3%
. 3 0 1 0 2
Other mention
0.7% 0.0% 0.8% 0.0% 1.8%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb'c

Party

Democrat

Republican

Other

DTS

(A)

(B)

(©)

(D)

2. What is the primary reason
you choose to live in Los
Altos?

| could afford a house/Big lot:

Close to work
Enjoyl/like the City
Friends/family here
Grew up here

Job

Quality of life
Retirement

Safety/low crime
School system

Small town atmosphere
Location

Downtown

Other mention - Negative
Other mention

a

a

AB

a
a

a

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

qger column proportion.

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears in the category with the lar
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.

Page 27

Godbe Research /// Los Altos Survey /// Crosstabs 12-18-17

Household Party

Total | Dem 1| Dem 2+ | Rep 1 [ Rep 2+ | Mixed | Other
Total 446 75 68 32 40 140 90
| could afford a house/Big lot: 35 ’ 5 4 5 9 5
7.8% | 8.9% 7.3% 13.1% | 13.5% | 6.3% | 5.4%
Close to work 49 13 5 ! 4 15 10
11.1% [17.6% | 8.0% 4.2% | 10.7% |10.5% |[11.5%
. " . 19 2 2 1 2 6 6
Enjoy/like the Cit;
il 1 42% | 33% | 29% | 3.0% | 3.9% | 4.1% | 6.6%
N . 42 13 9 1 3 5 1"
Friends/family here
! W 94% [16.8% | 12.9% | 2.9% | 7.8% | 3.7% |125%
45 3 2 3 7 22 8
Gre here
HIe 101% | 43% | 32% | 84% |17.6% |159% | 8.7%
Job 5 1 2 1 0 1 0
1.1% 1.5% 2.8% 2.1% 0.0% 0.8% | 0.0%
" . 29 5 5 5 3 8 4
i i ality of life
2. What is the primary reason Quality of 65% | 6.5% | 7.0% |14.3% | 7.2% | 56% | 4.6%
you choose to live in Los
Altos? Retirement 8 2 2 0 0 0 0
0.8% | 2.3% 2.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0%
. 20 4 2 3 1 6 5
Safety/low crime
sl 45% | 48% | 22% |106% | 1.9% | 4.0% | 5.8%
112 16 17 7 6 41 25
School system
i 25.2% [20.8% | 25.1% |[21.1% | 15.3% |29.5% |28.1%
Small town atmosphere 59 9 " 4 7 20 7
13.1% [11.6% | 15.9% |13.6% | 17.9% |14.3% | 8.3%
Location 15 ! 4 ! 2 7 2
35% | 0.9% 5.4% 2.6% 4.2% 4.9% 1.9%
Downtown 6 0 8 0 0 0 2
1.3% | 0.6% 4.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 2.2%
. . 3 0 0 1 0 0 2
Other mention - Negative
! e 07% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 42% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 1.9%
. 3 0 0 0 0 1 2
Other mention
0.7% | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.6% | 2.6%
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Comparisons of Column Proportic:msl"c

Household Party

2. What is the primary reason
you choose to live in Los
Altos?

Dem 1| Dem 2+ | Rep 1 | Rep 2+ | Mixed | Other
(A) (B) ©) (D) (E) (F)
| could afford a house/Big lot:
Close to work
Enjoyl/like the City
Friends/family here E

Grew up here

Job

Quality of life
Retirement

Safety/low crime
School system

Small town atmosphere
Location

Downtown

Other mention - Negative
Other mention

a

a

a

a

a

a
a

a

proportion appears in the category with the larger colug\n proportion.
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 *°

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.

b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
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Registration Date
Total | 2013 to 2017 | 2009 to 2012 | 2005 to 2008 | 2001 to 2004
Total 446 126 51 62 50
| could afford a house/Big lot: 35 5 ’ 4 2
7.8% 3.8% 14.0% 7.0% 4.5%
Close to work 49 " 6 6 4
11.1% 15.1% 12.7% 8.9% 71%
S . 19 8 0 3 0
Enjoy/like the Cit;
il 1 4.2% 6.5% 0.0% 4.7% 0.0%
N . 42 13 3 9 4
Friends/family here
! W 9.4% 10.4% 6.9% 15.1% 7.3%
45 17 6 6 6
Gre here
R 101% | 13.8% 12.2% 9.3% 1.7%
5 2 0 0 1
Job
1.1% 1.5% 0.0% 0.0% 1.3%
o " 29 9 2 1 3
i i ality of life
2. What is the primary reason Quality of li 6.5% 6.8% 3.9% 2.9% 6.5%
you choose to live in Los
Altos? Retirement 8 2 0 0 2
0.8% 1.3% 0.0% 0.0% 3.2%
. 20 7 2 4 3
Safety/low crime
sl 4.5% 5.6% 36% 6.8% 5.1%
112 27 18 16 18
School system
i 25.2% 21.1% 35.8% 25.7% 35.4%
Small town atmosphere 59 14 2 5 7
13.1% 10.9% 4.8% 7.3% 14.1%
Location 15 3 ! 2 !
3.5% 2.0% 2.3% 3.2% 2.8%
Downtown 6 0 2 2 1
1.3% 0.0% 3.9% 3.6% 1.0%
. . 3 2 0 1 0
Other mention - Negative
: LR 0.7% 13% 0.0% 2.3% 0.0%
. 3 0 0 2 0
Other mention
0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 3.8% 0.0%
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Registration Date

1997 to 2000 | 1993 to 1996 | 1981 to 1992 | 1980 or before
Total 36 36 46 38
| could afford a house/Big lot; 3 8 6 4
7.7% 9.3% 13.4% 10.8%
Close to work 8 2 5 5
8.3% 6.5% 10.1% 12.6%
. " . 0 2 1 4
Enjoy/like the Cit:
Al 1 0.0% 6.5% 31% 10.0%
o . 4 3 1 4
Friends/family here
! W 11.6% 9.7% 22% 9.7%
0 1 5 4
Gre here
I 0.0% 21% 11.4% 10.0%
1 1 0 0
Job
3.0% 1.8% 0.0% 1.2%
i i Quality of life 4 2 4 4
2. What is the primary reason 12.4% 4.2% 7.9% 11.3%
you choose to live in Los 0 0 0 0
Altos? Retirement
! 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.3%
. 1 1 2 0
Safety/low crime
BIEIEL 1.9% 3.5% 45% 1.3%
8 13 7 5
School system
4 23.1% 37.7% 14.1% 14.4%
9 3 13 5
Small t ti h
s 25.8% 9.1% 28.0% 13.5%
Location ! 8 3 !
3.7% 8.1% 5.4% 3.8%
Downtown 0 1 0 0
0.0% 1.4% 0.0% 1.3%
. . 0 0 0 0
Other mention - Negative
: - 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
. 1 0 0 0
Other mention
2.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsl"c

Registration Date

2013 to 2017

2009 to 2012 | 2005 to 2008

2001 to 2004

(A)

(B) ()

(D)

2. What is the primary reason
you choose to live in Los
Altos?

| could afford a house/Big lot:

Close to work
Enjoyl/like the City
Friends/family here
Grew up here

Job

Quality of life
Retirement

Safety/low crime
School system

Small town atmosphere
Location

Downtown

Other mention - Negative
Other mention

a

a

Comparisons of Column Pr

oportionsb’

[

Registration Date

1997 to 2000

1993 to 1996 | 1981 to 1992

1980 or before

(E)

(F) (G)

(H)

2. What is the primary reason
you choose to live in Los
Altos?

| could afford a house/Big lotj

Close to work
Enjoy/like the City
Friends/family here
Grew up here

Job

Quality of life
Retirement

Safety/low crime
School system

Small town atmosphere
Location

Downtown

Other mention - Negative
Other mention

a

a a

a a

a

a

category with the larger column proportion. b
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 *°

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.
c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears in the
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Date
Total | Dec.2| Dec. 3| Dec.4| Dec.5| Dec. 6| Dec.7 | Dec. 8
Total 446 80 22 190 37 12 15 66
| could afford a house/Big lot: 35 8 ! 18 4 2 0 !
7.8% 9.9% 6.1% 9.7% 9.9% |[18.1% | 0.0% 2.0%
Close to work 49 10 ! 21 2 ! 1 °
11.1% [ 12.5% | 3.2% |11.0% | 5.5% 4.2% 9.0% |[14.0%
. " . 19 4 1 7 3 1 2 1
Enjoy/like the Cit:
Al 1 42% | 54% | 54% | 36% | 8.7% | 53% |103% | 1.5%
o . 42 5 4 13 3 0 0 14
Friends/family here
! W 94% | 6.0% |165% | 6.7% | 7.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% |215%
45 11 1 14 3 1 0 10
Gre here
I 10.1% |13.8% | 52% | 7.6% | 7.3% | 5.9% | 0.0% |14.8%
en 5 0 1 1 0 0 0 3
1.1% 0.0% 5.0% 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 3.9%
o f 29 8 2 9 2 2 1 1
i i ality of life
2. What is the primary reason Quality of i 65% |10.1% | 7.8% | 4.6% | 5.6% |13.9% | 8.2% | 1.6%
you choose to live in Los
Altos? Retirement 3 0 0 s 0 0 0 0
0.8% 0.0% 0.0% 1.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
. 20 3 0 9 3 0 2 3
Safety/low crime
BIEIEL 45% | 35% | 00% | 46% | 9.1% | 0.0% |13.9% | 4.8%
S S 112 17 6 48 11 3 4 20
¥ 25.2% |20.6% |28.3% |25.2% |30.4% |21.4% |28.1% |30.3%
Small town atmosphere 59 9 4 28 6 3 4 4
13.1% [10.9% |19.1% |14.8% |16.5% |20.5% |26.2% | 5.6%
Location 15 3 1 10 0 1 1 0
3.5% 3.9% 3.4% 5.0% 0.0% |[10.7% | 4.3% 0.0%
Downtown 6 ! 0 5 0 0 0 0
1.3% 1.3% 0.0% 2.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
. " 3 2 0 1 0 0 0 0
Other mention - Negative
! B 07% | 2.0% | 0.0% | 0.8% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0%
Other mention 8 0 0 8 0 0 0 0
0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 1.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
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Date
Dec. 9
Total 24
| could afford a house/Big lot; 0
0.0%
Close to work 5
19.7%
S . 0
Enjoy/like the Cit;
joy/ii ity 0.0%
. . 4
Friends/family here
! W 17.3%
5
Gre here
R 22.7%
0
Job
0.0%
" . 5
2. What is the primary reason Quality of life o
- 19.2%
you choose to live in Los 0
Altos? Retirement
0.0%
. 0
Safety/low crime
S 0.0%
School system 4
t 16.2%
1
Small town atmosphere
. = 4.9%
Location 0
0.0%
Downtown 0
0.0%
. . 0
Other mention - Negative
1 gativ 0.0%
Other mention 0
0.0%
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Comparisons of Column Prc:)portionsb’C

2. What is the primary reason
you choose to live in Los
Altos?

Date
Dec. 2| Dec. 3| Dec.4| Dec.5| Dec. 6| Dec.7| Dec. 8| Dec.9
(A) (8) ©) (D) (E) (F) (G) (H)
| could afford a house/Big lot: a a
Close to work
Enjoyl/like the City a
Friends/family here 2 2 Cc

Grew up here

Job

Quality of life
Retirement

Safety/low crime
School system

Small town atmosphere
Location

Downtown

Other mention - Negative
Other mention

a

a
a

a

a
a
a

a

a
a

a

a
a

a

a
a
a

a

a
a

a

category with the larger column proportion. b
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 *°

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.
c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears in the
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Permanent Absentee Voter

Total Yes No
Total 446 349 97
| could afford a house/Big lot: 35 26 M
7.8% 7.4% 9.2%
Close to work 49 38 "
11.1% 10.9% 11.6%
. " . 19 11 8
Enjoy/like the Cit;
il 1 42% | 31% | 8.1%
N . 42 31 1
Friends/family here
' 1 94% | 89% | 11.1%
45 36 9
Gre here
R 101% | 102% | 9.7%
5 4 1
Job
1.1% 1.1% 1.1%
o " 29 23 7
i i ality of life
2. What is the primary reason Quality of li 6.5% 6.5% 6.8%
you choose to live in Los 3 3 0
Altos? Retirement
! 08% | 1.0% | 0.0%
. 20 17 3
Safety/low crime
sl 45% | 50% | 2.9%
112 90 22
School system
t 252% | 259% | 22.7%
59 47 1
Small town atmosphere
W B 13.1% | 13.6% | 11.6%
Location 15 18 8
3.5% 3.7% 2.7%
Downtown 6 6 0
1.3% 1.6% 0.0%
. . 3 3 0
Other mention - Negative
: LR 07% | 09% | 00%
. 3 1 2
Other mention
0.7% 0.3% 2.4%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb'c

12-18-17

Permanent Absentee Voter

Yes No

(A) (B)

2. What is the primary reason
you choose to live in Los
Altos?

| could afford a house/Big lot:

Close to work
Enjoyl/like the City
Friends/family here
Grew up here

Job

Quality of life
Retirement

Safety/low crime
School system

Small town atmosphere
Location

Downtown

Other mention - Negative
Other mention

a
a

A

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the
smaller column proportion appears in the category witq)the larger column proportion.
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 *'°

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.

b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
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Likely Absentee Voter

Total Yes No

2. What is the primary reason
you choose to live in Los
Altos?

Total

| could afford a house/Big lot:
Close to work

Enjoy/like the City
Friends/family here
Grew up here

Job

Quality of life

Retirement

Safety/low crime

School system

Small town atmosphere
Location

Downtown

Other mention - Negative

Other mention

446 282 164

35 28 7
7.8% |10.0% | 4.0%
49 35 15
11.1% [12.2% | 9.1%

19 10 8
42% | 3.7% | 51%
42 24 18

9.4% | 84% |[11.2%
45 20 25
101% | 7.2% |15.2%
5 1 4
11% | 0.4% | 2.2%
29 19 10
6.5% | 6.7% | 6.3%

3 3 0
08% | 1.2% | 0.1%
20 1" 9

45% | 4.0% | 5.4%
112 69 43
25.2% |24.5% |26.4%
59 44 14
13.1% [15.6% | 8.9%

15 13 3
35% | 45% | 1.7%
6 2 4
1.3% | 0.5% | 2.6%
3 2 1
0.7% | 0.8% | 0.4%
3 1 2

07% | 0.3% | 1.4%
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b

Likely Absentee Voter

Yes No

(A) (B)

2. What is the primary reason
you choose to live in Los
Altos?

| could afford a house/Big lot:

Close to work
Enjoyl/like the City
Friends/family here
Grew up here

Job

Quality of life
Retirement

Safety/low crime
School system

Small town atmosphere
Location

Downtown

Other mention - Negative
Other mention

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category
with the smaller column proportion appears in the category with the larger column

proportion.

Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .0

a. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

5 ab

b. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
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Years Lived in Los Altos
Total Les?,;g:n U 1-3 years | 4 to 9 years | 10-15 years
Total 446 3 28 74 58
n 35 0 3 6 4
| could afford a house/Big lot: 78% 0.0% 0.9% 77% 6.7%
Close to work 49 1 5 13 Y
11.1% 40.4% 18.5% 18.0% 11.8%
N . n 19 0 0 2 3
E llike the Cit;
MR EL 42% 0.0% 0.0% 23% 5.7%
q q 42 0 5 9 9
Friends/family here 9.4% 0.0% 19.2% 12.3% 14.9%
Grew up here 45 0 0 0 1
10.1% 0.0% 0.7% 0.0% 1.5%
Job 5 0 2 0 0
1.1% 0.0% 6.7% 0.0% 0.0%
2. What is the pril Quality of life 29 0 2 0 5
. What is the primary reason o o o o o
you choose to live in Los 6.5% 0.0% 6.2% 0.0% 8.9%
Altos? Retirement 3 0 0 0 0
0.8% 3.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
q 20 0 2 5 4
Safetyllow crime 45% 0.0% 5.7% 7.1% 7.4%
School system 12 ! 8 25 19
25.2% 30.0% 26.7% 33.6% 33.1%
Small town atmosphere 59 1 2 8 8
13.1% 25.9% 6.3% 11.4% 5.5%
Location 15 0 0 ! 2
3.5% 0.0% 0.0% 1.4% 3.2%
Downtown 6 0 0 2 0
1.3% 0.0% 0.0% 3.0% 0.0%
q a 3 0 0 0 1
Other mention - Negative 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.3%
q 3 0 0 2 0
Oth t
ermention 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 3.2% 0.0%
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Years Lived in Los Altos

26 years or Not sure/ DK
16-25 years more INA
Total 111 167 4
" 6 16 0
| Id afford a h /Big loty
could afford a house/Big lo 53% 9.7% 8.7%
7 16 0
Cl t k
ose towor 6.3% 9.3% 0.0%
. " . 6 8 0
E llike the Cit
MO D ELY 5.5% 46% 0.0%
. . 8 9 2
Friends/family here 7.0% 5.5% 44.7%
Grew up here 10 34 0
9.1% 20.3% 0.0%
2 1 0
Job
° 1.6% 0.7% 0.0%
" " 8 15 0
2. What is the primary reason Quality of life
you choose to live in Los 6'2% 8';% O'g%
Altos? Reti t
etiremen 15% 1.0% 0.0%
. 4 5 0
Safetyl/l:
afetyflow crime 3.8% 28% 0.0%
35 23 2
Scheol system 31.8% 13.5% 46.6%
17 27 0
Small town atmosphere 15.5% 16.1% 0.0%
Location 5 8 0
4.3% 4.6% 0.0%
Downtown ! 3 0
0.5% 1.8% 0.0%
" " 1 1 0
Oth tion - Negati
er mention - Negative 0.8% 0.8% 0.0%
" 0 1 0
Oth t
ermention 0.0% 0.5% 0.0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsl"c

Years Lived in Los Altos

Less than 1
year

1-3 years | 4 to 9 years

10-15 years

16-25 years

(A)

(8) (©)

(D)

(E)

2. What is the primary reason
you choose to live in Los
Altos?

| could afford a house/Big lot:

Close to work
Enjoyl/like the City
Friends/family here
Grew up here

Job

Quality of life
Retirement

Safety/low crime
School system

Small town atmosphere
Location

Downtown

Other mention - Negative
Other mention

a

a

a

Comparisons o

f Column Proportions®*®

Years Lived in Los Altos

2. What is the primary reason
you choose to live in Los
Altos?

26 years or Not sure/ DK
more INA
(F) (©)
| could afford a house/Big lot;
Close to work a
Enjoy/like the City 2
Friends/family here F
Grew up here D 2

Job

Quality of life

Retirement

Safety/low crime

School system

Small town atmosphere
Location

Downtown

Other mention - Negative
Other mention

category with the larger column proportion. b
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 >

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.

b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears in the

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
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Employment Status
Employed full- | Employed part-
Total ptiyne P ti‘:ne P Self-employed | Student
Total 446 203 22 41 19
" 35 14 2 1 0
| Id afford a h /Big lot
could attord a houserBIg 10 7 g, 6.7% 10.4% 23% 0.0%
49 30 2 4 0
Cl t k
ose towor 11.1% 14.7% 9.2% 8.7% 0.0%
. " . 19 10 1 1 0
E llike the Cit
MO D ELY 42% 48% 5.7% 22% 0.0%
. . 42 15 1 4 7
Fi ds/family h
AEREELERITIETO 9.4% 7.5% 41% 9.6% 38.1%
Grew up here 45 20 1 6 5
10.1% 9.7% 4.2% 14.2% 24.4%
Job 5 2 0 0 0
1.1% 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
2. What is the primary reason Quality of life 625?’/ 4 Z"/ 7 SO/ 4 fo/ 162;"/
you choose to live in Los % D b e R
Altos? " 3 0 0 0 0
Retirement
0.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
. 20 9 0 0 2
Safetyl/l:
afetyflow crime 4.5% 4.6% 0.0% 0.0% 9.7%
School system 12 55 ’ 7 2
25.2% 27.0% 29.9% 42.2% 11.7%
Small town atmosphere 59 30 2 6 0
13.1% 14.6% 8.6% 14.3% 0.0%
Location 15 7 2 1 0
3.5% 3.5% 10.8% 2.0% 0.0%
Downtown 6 2 2 0 0
1.3% 1.0% 10.0% 0.0% 0.0%
" " 3 1 0 0 0
Oth tion - Negati
ermention - Regative | 70, 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
" 3 0 0 0 0
Oth t
ermention 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
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Employment Status

Dont work out | Not currently

eli=g of the home employed DR
Total 126 14 16 4
. 15 0 3 0
| could afford a house/Big lot 12.1% 0.0% 18.0% 0.0%
1 2 1 0
Close to work 8.9% 14.3% 42% 0.0%
. " . 5 0 1 0
E llike the Cit
MO L 4.3% 0.0% 8.2% 0.0%
. . 12 2 1 0
Friends/family here 9.1% 15.1% 5.7% 0.0%
Grew up here 12 0 2 0
9.5% 0.0% 12.9% 0.0%
2 0 1 0
Job
° 1.4% 0.0% 6.7% 0.0%
2. What is the primary reason Quality of life 91720/ 7 215‘7 0 ga/ 0 (?0/
you choose to live in Los e b b e
Altos? Retirement 3 0 0 0
2.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
. 6 1 0 1
Safetyl/l:
AL D 5.0% 9.9% 0.0% 31.7%
19 5 5 3
School t
L 14.8% 35.2% 30.1% 68.3%
19 2 0 0
Small town atmosphere 15.4% 13.19% 0.0% 0.0%
Location 4 ! 0 0
3.5% 4.8% 0.0% 0.0%
Downtown 2 0 0 0
1.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
. . 2 0 0 0
Oth tion - Negati
CICEE 2RO 1.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
. 1 0 2 0
Oth ti
ermention 0.7% 0.0% 14.2% 0.0%
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Comparisons o

f Column Proportions™®

Employment Status

category with the larger column proportion. b
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 °°

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.

Emplg;r;eecl = Emplx:iyn(:g [FEIiE Self-employed | Student | Retired
(A) (B) ©) (D) (E)
| could afford a house/Big lot: a
Close to work 2
Enjoy/like the City 2
Friends/family here AE
Grew up here
Job 2 2 2
2. What is the primary reason Quality of life
you choose to live in Los : a a a a
Altos? Retirement . . A
Safety/low crime 2 2
School system E
Small town atmosphere a
Location 2
Downtown AE 2 2
Other mention - Negative a 2 2
Other mention 2 2 2 2
Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’C
Employment Status
Dont work out | Not currently
of the home employed DK/NA
(F) (G) (H)
I could afford a house/Big lot; a a
Close to work a
Enjoy/like the City a 2
Friends/family here 2
Grew up here a 2
Job 2 2
2. What is the primary reason Quality of life 2 2
you choose to live in Los Retirement a a a
Altos? . .
Safety/low crime 2
School system
Small town atmosphere 2 a
Location 2 2
Downtown 2 2 2
Other mention - Negative 2 2 2
Other mention a E a

b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears in the

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
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County Where Work
Total | Alameda | Marin | Napa | San Francisco| San Mateo
Total 266 5 2 1 12 30
| could afford a house/Big lot: 7 0 0 0 1 2
6.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 8.0% 7.2%
Close to work 35 0 0 ! 0 ’
13.3% 0.0% 0.0% | 100.0% 0.0% 24.5%
S . 12 1 0 0 0 3
Enjoy/like the Cit;
il 1 45% | 27.5% | 0.0% | 0.0% 0.0% 10.7%
N q 20 0 1 0 5 2
Friends/family here
' 1 76% | 00% |43.3% | 0.0% 39.2% 6.7%
26 0 0 0 1 3
Gre here
HIe 99% | 0.0% | 00% | 0.0% 6.6% 8.7%
Job 2 0 0 0 0 0
0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
i i " . 13 0 0 0 3 1
2. What s the primary reason Quality of life 48% | 00% | 00% | 0.0% 27.6% 3.0%
you choose to live in Los
Altos? Retirement
. 9 0 0 0 0 2
Safety/low crime
Pl 35% | 00% | 0.0% | 0.0% 0.0% 6.7%
79 2 1 0 1 9
School system
i 29.6% | 45.9% 56.7% | 0.0% 5.4% 29.7%
37 1 0 0 1 1
Small town atmosphere
W s 14.0% 26.6% 0.0% 0.0% 5.4% 2.7%
Location 10 0 0 0 1 0
3.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 7.6% 0.0%
Downtown 4 0 0 0 0 0
1.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
. . 1 0 0 0 0 0
Other mention - Negative
! e 04% | 00% | 00% | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Other mention
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County Where Work
Santa Clara | Santa Cruz | Sonoma | Other | DK/NA
Total 207 2 0 5 2
| could afford a house/Big lot; 14 0 0 0 0
6.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0%
Close to work 22 2 0 2 0
10.8% 100.0% 0.0% 50.8% | 0.0%
I . 7 0 0 0 0
Enjoy/like the Cit:
Al 1 3.6% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0%
. . 12 0 0 0 0
Friends/family here
' 1 6.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0%
23 0 0 0 0
Gre here
HIE 11.1% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0%
2 0 0 0 0
Job
0.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0%
2. What is the primary reason Quality of life ! 0 0 0 !
- primary 3.5% 0.0% 00% | 0.0% |[54.9%
you choose to live in Los
Altos? Retirement
. 7 0 0 0 0
Safety/low crime
BIEIEL 3.4% 00% | 100.0% | 0.0% | 0.0%
64 0 0 1 1
School system
¥ 31.0% 0.0% 0.0% 14.6% |45.1%
34 0 0 1 0
Small town atmosphere
‘" = 16.3% 0.0% 0.0% [182% | 0.0%
Location 9 0 0 1 0
4.2% 0.0% 0.0% 16.4% | 0.0%
Downtown 4 0 0 0 0
2.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0%
. . 1 0 0 0 0
Other mention - Negative
: - 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0%
Other mention
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category with the larger column proportion.

Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .0
a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.

5 cd

b. This category is not used in comparisons because the sum of case weights is less than two.
c. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.
d. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.

Comparisons of Column Proportions“'d
County Where Work
Alameda | Marin | Napa | San Francisco| San Mateo | Santa Clara
(A) (B) ©) (D) (E) (F)
| could afford a house/Big lot: a a ab
Close to work 2 2 ab 2
Enjoy/like the City F 2 ap 2
Friends/family here a ab F
Grew up here a a ab
2. What is the primary reason Job 2 2 ab 2 2
you choose to live in Los : . a a ab
Altos? Quality of life . A . F
Safety/low crime 2 2 2 2
School system ab
Small town atmosphere a ab
Location 2 2 ab 2
Downtown a a ab 2 2
Other mention - Negative 2 2 ab 2 2
Comparisons of Column Proportions"’d
County Where Work
Santa Cruz [ Sonoma | Other | DK/NA
(G) (H) (1) ()
I could afford a house/Big lot a ab a a
Close to work 2 ab F 2
Enjoy/like the City a ab 2 2
Friends/family here 2 ab 2 2
Grew up here a ab 2 2
2. What is the primary reason Job 2 ab 2 2
you choose to live in Los : : a ab a
Altos? Quality of life . b A EF
Safety/low crime a 2 2 2
School system a ab
Small town atmosphere a ab 2
Location 2 ab 2
Downtown 2 ab 2 2
Other mention - Negative 2 ab a a

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears in the
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Ethnic Group

America Indian
Total or Alaska Asian - Chinese| Asian - Filipino
Native
Total 446 1 26 5
. 35 0 0 0
| could afford a house/Big lot: 7.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
49 0 1 0
Cl t k
ose fo wor 11.1% 0.0% 5.1% 0.0%
- n 19 0 2 0
E /like the Cit;
MRHILELEEy 42% 0.0% 8.2% 0.0%
. q 42 0 2 0
Fi ds/family h
MRS D LS 9.4% 0.0% 6.7% 0.0%
Grew up here 45 0 2 !
10.1% 0.0% 9.0% 14.2%
5 0 0 0
Job
° 1.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
" . 29 0 4 0
2. What is the primary reason Quality of life 6.5% 0.0% 14.5% 0.0%
you choose to live in Los
Altos? Retirement 3 0 2 S
0.8% 0.0% 6.3% 0.0%
. 20 0 1 3
Safetyl/l:
etyllow crime 45% 0.0% 2.9% 68.0%
112 1 8 1
School syst:
ISR 25.2% 100.0% 31.1% 17.7%
59 0 4 0
Small town atmosphere
wn (A 13.1% 0.0% 14.0% 0.0%
. 15 0 1 0
Locatiol
fon 3.5% 0.0% 21% 0.0%
Downtown 6 0 0 0
1.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
. . 3 0 0 0
Other mention - Negative
! ERi 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
. 3 0 0 0
Other mention
! 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
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Ethnic Group

n n Asian - A Asian -
Asian - Indian Japanese Asian - Korean Vietnamese
Total 19 4 1 2
: 4 0 0 0
I could afford a house/Big lot
could arford a house/Big 0 19.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
0 0 0 0
Close to work
ose fowor 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
o ; 0 2 0 0
Enjoy/like the Cit
MG LIS L 0.0% 51.6% 0.0% 0.0%
) ; 5 0 0 0
Friends/family h
MR A7 e 26.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Grew up here 0 0 0 !
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 47.9%
0 0 0 0
Job
° 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
o 1 0 0 0
2. What is the primary reason Quality of life 47% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
you choose to live in Los 0 0 0 0
Altos? Retirement
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
) 0 0 0 0
Safety/l
G EnE 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
7 1 1 1
School syst:
ISR 38.4% 15.7% 100.0% 52.1%
1 1 0 0
Small town atmosphere
wh [ 6.7% 32.7% 0.0% 0.0%
) 1 0 0 0
Locatio
fon 4.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Downtown 0 0 0 0
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
) : 0 0 0 0
Other mention - Negative
! S 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
) 0 0 0 0
Other mention
! 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
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Ethnic Group

Asi oth Caucasian or Latino or Two or more
sian - e White Hispanic races
Total 5 330 T 16
: 0 29 1 1
| could afford a house/Big lot 0.0% 8.8% 8.8% 75%
0 39 0 5
Close to work
ose fowor 0.0% 11.7% 0.0% 32.4%
o ; 1 13 0 0
Enjoy/like the Cit
MR EIS L 14.9% 4.0% 0.0% 0.0%
) ; 0 33 0 2
Friends/family h
MRS 0.0% 9.9% 0.0% 14.8%
Grew up here 0 40 0 1
0.0% 12.2% 0.0% 4.5%
0 5 0 0
Job
° 0.0% 1.4% 0.0% 0.0%
) ) o 0 22 0 2
2. What s the primary reason Quality of ifs 0.0% 6.8% 0.0% 11.8%
you choose to live in Los
Altos? Retirement 0 2 0 0
0.0% 0.5% 0.0% 0.0%
) 0 11 3 0
Safetyl/l:
etyllow crime 0.0% 3.3% 29.2% 0.0%
2 73 3 3
School syst:
ISR 40.6% 22.1% 31.1% 15.6%
2 40 3 2
Small town atmosphere
wh s 44.5% 12.3% 30.9% 13.4%
: 0 12 0 0
Locatio
fon 0.0% 3.7% 0.0% 0.0%
Downtown 0 6 0 0
0.0% 1.7% 0.0% 0.0%
) : 0 3 0 0
h N
Other mention - Negative 0.0% 0.9% 0.0% 0.0%
) 0 2 0 0
h
e ton 0.0% 0.7% 0.0% 0.0%
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Ethnic Group

Other | Not sure/DK/NA
Total 5 20
| could afford a house/Big lots 0 0
0.0% 0.0%
1 3
Close t k
ose fo wor 17.5% 15.6%
FreerfTT] n 0 1
Enjoy/like the City 0.0% 2.6%
Friends/family here O.g% 0_8%
0 0
Grew up here 0.0% 1.0%
0 0
Job
° 0.0% 0.0%
" . 0 0
2. What is the primary reason Quality of life o o
i 0.0% 0.0%
you choose to live in Los 0 0
Altos? Reti t
etiremen! 0.0% 0.0%
Safety/low crime 0 2
U 0.0% 10.0%
School system 3 8
67.4% 39.6%
1 3
Small town atmosphere
wn (Hs 15.2% 17.0%
. 0 2
L
ocation 0.0% 9.9%
0 0
Downtown
owntow 0.0% 0.0%
. . 0 0
her mention - N
Other mentio egative 0.0% 0.0%
q 0 1
her mention
Other mentio 0.0% 4.4%
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Comparisons of Column Proportions°’d
Ethnic Group
America Indian
or Alaska Asian - Chinese| Asian - Filiping Asian - Indian
Native
(A) (B) () (D)

| could afford a house/Big lot: ab b b

Close to work ab b b

Enjoy/like the City ab b b

Friends/family here ab b

Grew up here ab b

Job ab b b b
2. What is the primary reason Quality of life ab b
you choose to live in Los Retirement ab b b
Altos? ) ‘ab ) b

Safety/low crime 2 BIM .

School system ab

Small town atmosphere ab b

Location ab b

Downtown ab b b b

Other mention - Negative ab b b b

Other mention ab b b °

Comparisons of Column Proportions""JI
Ethnic Group
Asian - A Asian - A
Japanese Asian - Korean VI TEITEeD Asian - Other
(E) (F) (G) (H)

| could afford a house/Big lots b ab b b

Close to work b ab b b

Enjoyllike the City M ab b

Friends/family here b ab b b

Grew up here b ab b

Job b ap b b
2. What is the primary reason Quality of life b ab b b
you choose to live in Los Retirement b ab b b
Altos? b ‘ab b b

Safety/low crime . a . .

School system ab

Small town atmosphere ab b

Location b ab b b

Downtown b ab b b

Other mention - Negative b ab b b

Other mention b ab b °
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Comparisons of Column Proportions“'d

Ethnic Group

Two or more
races

Caucasian or Latino or
White Hispanic

[0} ) (K) (L)

Other

1 could afford a house/Big lotj b

Close to work
Enjoy/like the City
Friends/family here
Grew up here

Job

2. What is the primary reason Quality of life
you choose to live in Los
Altos?

‘oc'oc'oc'oc o oo

Retirement

Safety/low crime
School system

Small town atmosphere
Location

Downtown

o
‘oc'oc'oc'oc o oo

Other mention - Negative
Other mention

oc'oc'oc o
o'oc'oc o

‘oo oo

Comparisons of Column Proportions‘:"JI

Ethnic Group

Not sure/DK/NA

(M)

| could afford a house/Big lots b

Close to work
Enjoy/like the City
Friends/family here
Grew up here

Job N

2. What is the primary reason Quality of life b
you choose to live in Los

Altos? Retirement

Safety/low crime

School system

Small town atmosphere
Location

Downtown

Other mention - Negative
Other mention

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears in the
category with the larger column proportion. J
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05

a. This category is not used in comparisons because the sum of case weights is less than two.

b. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.

c. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

d. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions
tests.
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Zip Code
Total | 94022 | 94024
Total 446 203 243
| could afford a house/Big lot: 35 o 26
78% | 46% |10.6%
Close to work 49 23 26
11.1% [11.4% | 10.8%
. " . 19 1" 8
Enjoy/like the Cit:
Al 1 42% | 52% | 3.4%
. . 42 21 21
Friends/family here
! W 9.4% [105% | 8.5%
45 17 29
Gre here
I 10.1% | 8.2% |11.8%
5 4 1
Job
1.1% 1.8% | 0.5%
. f 29 15 15
i i ality of life
2. What is the primary reason Quality of li 65% | 7.2% | 6.0%
you choose to live in Los 3 3 0
Altos? Retirement
! 08% | 1.7% | 0.0%
. 20 7 13
Safety/low crime
BIEIEL 45% | 37% | 52%
112 55 58
School system
4 25.2% |27.0% |23.7%
59 27 31
Small town atmosphere
W B 13.1% |13.4% |12.9%
Location 15 5 "
35% | 24% | 4.3%
Downtown 6 5 0
13% | 26% | 0.2%
Other mention - Negative 8 1 2
0.7% | 0.4% | 0.9%
. 3 0 3
Other mention
0.7% | 0.0% 1.3%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb'c

Zip Code

94022

94024

(A)

(B)

2. What is the primary reason
you choose to live in Los
Altos?

| could afford a house/Big lot:

Close to work
Enjoyl/like the City
Friends/family here
Grew up here

Job

Quality of life
Retirement

Safety/low crime
School system

Small town atmosphere
Location

Downtown

Other mention - Negative
Other mention

B

a

A

larger column proportion.

Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .0!
a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

5 b,c

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the
category with the smaller column proportion appears in the category with the

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
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Language of Interview

Total

2. What is the primary reason
you choose to live in Los
Altos?

Total

| could afford a house/Big lot:
Close to work

Enjoy/like the City
Friends/family here
Grew up here

Job

Quality of life

Retirement

Safety/low crime

School system

Small town atmosphere
Location

Downtown

Other mention - Negative

Other mention

446

35
7.8%
49
11.1%
19
4.2%
42
9.4%
45
10.1%

1.1%
6.5%
0.8%
20
4.5%
112
25.2%
59
13.1%
3.5%
1.3%
0.7%

0.7%

Chinese | English| Other
20 422 3
1 34 0
6.1% 8.0% 0.0%
4 46 0
18.7% 10.8% 0.0%
1 17 0
6.6% 4.1% 0.0%
0 42 0
0.0% 9.9% 0.0%
0 45 0
0.0% 10.7% 0.0%
0 5 0
0.0% 1.1% 0.0%
3 27 0
12.4% 6.3% 0.0%
2 2 0
8.1% 0.4% 0.0%
2 15 3
10.3% 3.5% | 100.0%
5 107 0
24.3% 25.4% 0.0%
3 56 0
13.6% 13.2% 0.0%
0 15 0
0.0% 3.6% 0.0%
0 6 0
0.0% 1.4% 0.0%
0 3 0
0.0% 0.7% 0.0%
0 3 0
0.0% 0.8% 0.0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb'°

Language of Interview

Chinese

Other

(A)

(B)

(©)

2. What is the primary reason
you choose to live in Los
Altos?

| could afford a house/Big lot:

Close to work
Enjoyl/like the City
Friends/family here
Grew up here

Job

Quality of life
Retirement

Safety/low crime
School system

Small town atmosphere
Location

Downtown

Other mention - Negative
Other mention

a
a
a

a

Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 ™

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with
the smaller column proportion appears in the categoryé/vcith the larger column proportion.

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
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Interview Type

Total | Cell phone| Landline| Online| Text
Total 446 90 64 123 168
| could afford a house/Big lot: 35 ! 6 " 7
7.8% 0.7% 9.5% 8.8% |10.3%
Close to work 49 12 0 14 14
11.1% 13.0% 15.2% 11.6% | 8.1%
. " A 19 3 2 7 6
Enjoy/like the Cit:
Al 1 42% | 36% 32% | 6.0% | 3.6%
o . 42 16 7 8 11
Friends/family here
' 1 94% | 18.1% | 104% | 69% | 6.2%
45 10 11 10 14
Gre here
I 101% | 115% | 16.6% | 7.9% | 8.5%
5 3 1 0 1
Job
1.1% 2.8% 1.7% 0.0% | 0.7%
o f 29 4 13 4 9
i i ality of life
2. What is the primary reason Quality of li 6.5% 4.2% 19.6% 3.3% | 5.2%
you choose to live in Los
Altos? Retirement 8 0 2 0 2
0.8% 0.0% 2.5% 0.1% 1.0%
. 20 6 1 5 8
Safety/low crime
BIEIEL 45% | 63% 22% | 4.0% | 4.8%
112 31 7 36 38
School system
¥ 25.2% 34.5% 10.4% |29.5% [22.7%
Small town atmosphere 59 5 6 19 29
13.1% 5.3% 8.6% 15.5% | 17.3%
Location 15 0 0 5 10
3.5% 0.0% 0.0% 42% | 6.1%
Downtown 6 0 0 ! 5
1.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.8% | 2.8%
. . 3 0 0 2 1
Other mention - Negative
: - 07% | 0.0% 0.0% | 1.3% | 0.9%
. 3 0 0 0 3
Other mention
0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.9%
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Interview Type

Cell phone

Landline

Online

Text

(A)

(B)

()

(D)

2. What is the primary reason
you choose to live in Los
Altos?

| could afford a house/Big lot:

Close to work
Enjoyl/like the City
Friends/family here
Grew up here

Job

Quality of life
Retirement

Safety/low crime
School system

Small town atmosphere
Location

Downtown

Other mention - Negative
Other mention

a
a

a

ACD

a
a
a

a

a

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

qger column proportion.

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears in the category with the lar
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.

Page 60




Godbe Research /// Los Altos Survey /// Crosstabs 12-18-17

Voting Propensity
Total 0 1-3 4-6 7-9 10 or more
Total 446 52 70 51 69 204
| could afford a house/Big lot: 35 2 4 5 4 19
78% | 3.7% 59% |10.7% | 6.3% 9.4%
Close to work 49 12 6 8 ’ 21
11.1% [23.2% | 7.9% | 6.7% |10.4% 10.4%
I . 19 4 3 0 3 8
Enjoy/like the Cit:
Al 1 42% | 82% | 43% | 00% | 5.0% | 3.9%
o . 42 8 8 5 5 18
Friends/family here
' 1 94% |14.9% [10.7% | 89% | 6.6% | 8.7%
45 4 1 5 8 17
Gre here
HIE 101% | 7.3% |163% | 9.9% [11.9% | 8.1%
5 2 0 0 1 2
Job
11% | 3.7% | 0.0% | 0.0% 1.0% 1.1%
P R 29 5 2 3 5 14
i i ality of life
2. What is the primary reason Quality of i 65% | 9.1% | 2.5% | 6.3% | 7.6% | 7.0%
you choose to live in Los
Altos? Retirement 3 0 2 0 0 2
08% | 02% | 2.3% | 0.0% | 0.0% 0.8%
- 20 5 1 3 2 10
Safety/low crime
BIEIEL 45% | 97% | 09% | 53% | 26% | 4.9%
S R 112 6 25 17 20 44
¥ 25.2% | 12.5% |35.7% |33.0% |28.6% 21.7%
59 2 7 7 7 35
Small town atmosphere
W E 13.1% | 4.2% | 9.4% |13.6% |10.8% 17.4%
Location 15 2 ! 0 3 10
35% | 3.2% 1.3% | 0.0% | 4.6% 4.7%
Downtown 6 0 2 2 0 2
13% | 0.0% | 2.8% | 4.3% | 0.0% 0.7%
. . 3 0 0 1 0 2
Other mention - Negative
! B 07% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 1.3% | 0.0% | 1.2%
. 3 0 0 0 3 0
Other mention
0.7% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 4.7% 0.0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’°

Voting Propensity

13

4-6

7-9

10 or more

(A)

(B)

()

(D)

(E)

2. What is the primary reason
you choose to live in Los
Altos?

| could afford a house/Big lot:

Close to work
Enjoyl/like the City
Friends/family here
Grew up here

Job

Quality of life
Retirement

Safety/low crime
School system

Small town atmosphere
Location

Downtown

Other mention - Negative
Other mention

a
a

a

a

a

a

a

Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 ™

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column
proportion appears in the category with the larger colug\cn proportion.

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
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Party by Gender
Total | Fem Dems | Male Dems | Fem Reps | Male Reps | Fem NPP
Total 444 121 76 55 54 53
| could afford a house/Big lot: 35 10 7 8 8 3
7.9% 7.9% 8.7% 14.1% 5.3% 5.6%
Close to work 48 14 9 5 5 9
10.9% 1.7% 11.7% 8.5% 9.8% 16.2%
. " . 19 4 2 2 1 4
Enjoy/like the Cit:
Al 1 42% | 35% 2.5% 3.2% 2.6% 8.4%
. . 42 18 8 0 4 6
Friends/family here
' 1 95% | 15.0% 10.4% 0.0% 7.4% 11.5%
45 10 5 6 6 12
Gre here
I 102% | 8.4% 6.2% 10.2% 1M7% | 225%
5 1 2 1 1 0
Job
1.1% 0.5% 3.1% 2.0% 1.2% 0.0%
P R 29 3 8 7 3 1
i i ality of life
2. What s the primary reason Quality of Ii 6.6% | 2.6% 11.0% 12.0% 5.9% 1.8%
you choose to live in Los
Altos? Retirement 8 2 2 0 0 0
0.8% 1.4% 2.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
. 20 4 2 3 2 1
Safety/low crime
BIEIEL 45% | 34% 3.1% 6.2% 3.9% 2.5%
112 32 18 13 9 12
School system
¥ 25.1% 26.6% 23.6% 24.1% 16.9% 22.6%
Small town atmosphere 59 16 9 " 13 5
13.2% 13.5% 12.1% 19.8% 23.6% 8.8%
Location 15 4 3 0 4 0
3.5% 3.2% 3.9% 0.0% 7.5% 0.0%
Downtown 6 8 ! 0 0 0
1.3% 2.2% 1.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
. . 3 0 0 0 1 0
Other mention - Negative
: - 07% | 00% 0.0% 0.0% 25% 0.0%
. 3 0 0 0 1 0
Other mention
0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.6% 0.0%
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Party by Gender
Male NPP | Fem Oth| Male Oth
Total 73 2 10
| could afford a house/Big lot; 5 0 0
7.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Close to work 6 0 !
7.5% 0.0% 9.6%
. " . 2 0 2
Enjoy/like the Cit;
e n 33% | 00% | 24.1%
. . 5 1 0
Friends/family here
! W 70% | 416% | 0.0%
Grew up here 5 0 2
6.6% 0.0% 16.2%
Job 0 0 0
0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
2. What is the primary reason Quality of life s ! 0
- primary 75% | 584% | 4.2%
you choose to live in Los 0 0 0
Altos? Retirement
0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
. 7 0 0
Safety/low crime
sl 94% | 00% | 0.0%
24 0 3
School system
t 334% | 00% | 256%
Small town atmosphere 4 0 0
6.1% 0.0% 4.2%
Location 8 0 2
3.9% 0.0% 16.2%
Downtown 2 0 0
2.7% 0.0% 0.0%
Other mention - Negative 2 0 0
2.3% 0.0% 0.0%
. 2 0 0
Oth t]
er mention 3.2% 0.0% 0.0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportions°’d
Party by Gender
Fem Dems | Male Dems | Fem Reps | Male Reps | Fem NPP
(A) (B) ©) (D) (E)

| could afford a house/Big lot:

Close to work

Enjoyl/like the City

Friends/family here b

Grew up here

Job A
2. What is the primary reason Quality of life
you choose to live in Los Retirement b b b
Altos? .

Safety/low crime

School system

Small town atmosphere

Location b b

Downtown o b b

Other mention - Negative b b b b

Other mention ° b o b

Comparisons of Column Proportions"’d
Party by Gender
Male NPP | Fem Oth| Male Oth
(F) (G) (H)

| could afford a house/Big lotj ab b

Close to work ab

Enjoy/like the City ab

Friends/family here 2 b

Grew up here ab

Job b ab A
2. What is the primary reason Quality of life a
you choose to live in Los Retirement b ab b
Altos? . .

Safety/low crime ab b

School system ab

Small town atmosphere ab

Location ab

Downtown ab b

Other mention - Negative ab b

Other mention a.b b

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears in the
category with the larger column proportion. J
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05

a. This category is not used in comparisons because the sum of case weights is less than two.

b. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.

c. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

d. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions
tests.

Page 65

Godbe Research /// Los Altos Survey ///

Crosstabs 12-18-17

Total
Total | Total
Total 446 446
Affordable housing 127 127
28.5% |[28.5%
City's economic health 20 20
4.6% | 4.6%
Condition of civic buildings | 27 | 27
6.1% | 6.1%
Condition of streets (roads 32 32
and streets)/Sidewalks 71% | 7.1%
. 88 88
Controlling growth
e 19.8% |19.8%
Crime 14 14
32% | 3.2%
Education 61 61
13.7% [13.7%
. 2 2
Environmental health
v 04% | 0.4%
. . 6 6
Neighborhood preservation
g 3 0 3% | 13%
Poor cell coverage ! !
0.3% | 0.3%
. 9 9
Protection of open space
! [0 20% | 2.0%
. . 9 9
Public transportation
et L 20% | 2.0%
. . 20 20
3. What are the two most Quality of life o o
: : : 44% | 4.4%
important issues facing Los 5 5
Altos? Race relations
1.1% 1.1%
Taxes 16 16
37% | 3.7%
Teen programs 8 8
1.8% 1.8%
2 109 109
Traffic
24.4% |24.4%
Downtown needs 48 48
revitalization 10.8% |10.8%
. 25 25
Parkin
g 56% | 56%
Downtown growth/Tall 9 9
Buildings 1.9% | 1.9%
L 14 14
School site issue
31% | 31%
Need store/Restaurants 22 22
4.9% | 4.9%
. 12 12
Government/Listen to voters
2.6% | 2.6%
Other mention - Negative 4 4
0.9% | 0.9%
. 4 4
None/Nothin
g 08% | 0.8%
q 15 15
Other mention
3.3% | 3.3%
20 20
DK/INA
4.4% | 4.4%
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b

Total

Total

(A)

3. What are the two most
important issues facing Los
Altos?

Affordable housing
City's economic health
Condition of civic buildings

Condition of streets (roads
and streets)/Sidewalks

Controlling growth
Crime

Education
Environmental health
Neighborhood preservation
Poor cell coverage
Protection of open space
Public transportation
Quality of life

Race relations

Taxes

Teen programs

Traffic

Downtown needs
revitalization

Parking

Downtown growth/Tall
Buildings

School site issue

Need store/Restaurants
Government/Listen to voters
Other mention - Negative
None/Nothing

Other mention

DK/NA

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of

the category with the smaller column proportion appears in the category

with the larger column proportion.

Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 ab

a. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

b. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
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Respondent's Gender

Total | Male | Female | Other

3. What are the two most
important issues facing Los
Altos?

Total
Affordable housing
City's economic health

Condition of civic buildings

Condition of streets (roads
and streets)/Sidewalks

Controlling growth
Crime

Education
Environmental health
Neighborhood preservation
Poor cell coverage
Protection of open space
Public transportation
Quality of life

Race relations

Taxes

Teen programs

Traffic

Downtown needs
revitalization

Parking

Downtown growth/Tall
Buildings

School site issue

Need store/Restaurants
Government/Listen to voters
Other mention - Negative
None/Nothing

Other mention

DK/NA

446 213 231 2
127 55 73 0
28.5% [25.7% | 31.5% | 0.0%
20 13 7 0
4.6% | 6.3% 3.0% 0.0%
27 13 14 0
6.1% | 6.0% | 6.2% 0.0%
32 15 17 0
71% | 71% | 7.2% 0.0%
88 37 52 0
19.8% [17.3% | 22.4% | 0.0%
14 5 9 0
3.2% | 2.5% 3.8% 0.0%
61 36 25 0
13.7% [16.8% | 11.0% | 0.0%
2 0 2 0
04% | 0.0% | 0.8% 0.0%
6 2 4 0
1.3% | 0.8% 1.7% 0.0%
1 1 0 0
03% | 0.4% | 0.2% 0.0%
9 5 4 0
20% | 2.3% 1.8% 0.0%
9 6 2 1
2.0% | 2.6% 1.1% [41.3%
20 12 8 0
44% | 56% | 3.4% 0.0%
5 1 4 0
1.1% | 0.3% 1.9% 0.0%
16 1" 5 0
37% | 51% | 2.4% 0.0%
8 4 4 0
1.8% | 1.8% 1.9% 0.0%

109 55 53 1
24.4% |25.9% | 22.8% |58.7%
48 20 28 0
10.8% | 9.4% | 12.3% | 0.0%
25 5 19 1
56% | 22% | 82% |[58.7%
9 3 5 0
1.9% | 1.6% | 2.3% 0.0%
14 6 8 0
31% | 27% | 3.5% 0.0%
22 7 15 0
49% | 31% | 6.6% 0.0%
12 6 5 0
26% | 3.0% | 2.3% 0.0%
4 1 3 0
0.9% | 0.6% 1.1% 0.0%
4 4 0 0
08% | 1.7% | 0.0% 0.0%
15 3 12 0
33% | 14% | 52% 0.0%
20 13 7 0

44% | 6.1% | 29% |0

.0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’c

Respondent's Gender

Male

Female

Other

(A)

(B)

()

3. What are the two most
important issues facing Los
Altos?

Affordable housing
City's economic health
Condition of civic buildings

Condition of streets (roads
and streets)/Sidewalks

Controlling growth
Crime

Education
Environmental health
Neighborhood preservation
Poor cell coverage
Protection of open space
Public transportation
Quality of life

Race relations

Taxes

Teen programs

Traffic

Downtown needs
revitalization

Parking

Downtown growth/Tall
Buildings

School site issue

Need store/Restaurants
Government/Listen to voters
Other mention - Negative
None/Nothing

Other mention

DK/NA

a

A

a
a

a

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with

the smaller column proportion appears in the categoryg/vith the larger column proportion.
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 >

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
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Age
Total | 18-29 | 30-39 | 40-49 | 50-64 65+ | Not coded
Total 446 59 35 81 140 124 7
Affordable housing 127 27 16 16 40 27 !
28.5% [45.0% |47.4% |19.8% |28.6% |22.0% 12.5%
City's economic health 20 0 2 1 7 10 0
4.6% | 0.0% 5.6% 1.7% 5.0% | 8.1% 0.0%
™ - _— 27 0 1 6 12 8 0
Condition of civic buildings
. WICBUTEINgS | 5 19, | 0.0% | 3.1% | 7.4% | 85% | 65% | 00%
Condition of streets (roads 32 4 2 6 10 9 0
and streets)/Sidewalks 71% | 6.1% | 62% | 8.0% | 7.3% | 7.5% 0.0%
A 88 9 2 17 31 27 2
Controlling growth
e 19.8% [15.7% | 6.7% |20.9% |22.0% |21.5% 34.5%
. 14 2 1 6 3 2 0
Crime
! 32% | 3.7% | 23% | 7.5% 1.9% | 2.0% 0.0%
. 61 9 8 16 19 8 1
Education
ueatt 13.7% |14.9% |22.7% [19.9% |13.9% | 65% | 12.9%
. 2 0 1 0 0 1 0
Environmental health
v 04% | 0.0% | 3.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 06% | 00%
. . 6 0 1 1 0 3 0
Neighborhood preservation
el 3 ! 13% | 0.0% | 29% | 1.7% | 0.0% | 2.6% | 0.0%
Poor cell coverage ! 0 0 0 0 ! 0
0.3% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% 1.1% 0.0%
Protection of open space 9 2 ! 0 4 ! !
2.0% | 32% | 21% | 0.0% | 3.1% | 0.9% 12.5%
. . 9 2 0 1 2 4 0
Public transportation
bl [ 20% | 2.8% | 0.0% | 12% | 1.7% | 32% | 0.0%
Quality of life 20 2 4 2 6 6 0
Sanatarsithofwolmost 44% | 33% |10.6% | 2.8% | 4.2% | 48% | 0.0%
important issues facing Los
Altos? . 5 3 0 0 2 0 0
Race relations
11% | 56% | 0.0% | 0.0% 1.1% | 0.0% 0.0%
TS 16 5 0 0 5 6 0
37% | 84% | 00% | 0.0% | 3.5% | 5.2% 0.0%
Teen programs 8 8 0 ! 4 0 0
1.8% | 5.7% | 0.0% 16% | 25% | 0.0% 0.0%
Traffic 109 8 11 15 39 37 0
24.4% (12.6% [31.8% [18.1% |27.6% |30.0% 0.0%
Downtown needs 48 0 1 14 20 13 0
revitalization 10.8% | 0.0% | 2.9% |17.4% |14.4% |10.5% | 0.0%
Parking 25 2 1 1 9 1 1
56% | 3.9% | 2.1% 13% | 6.2% | 8.6% 19.6%
Downtown growth/Tall 9 0 0 2 2 5 1
Buildings 1.9% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 1.9% | 1.1% | 3.7% | 11.6%
School site issue 14 2 2 5 4 ! 0
3.1% | 2.8% 58% | 56% | 3.1% 1.0% 0.0%
22 6 1 8 6 1 0
Need store/Restaurants
4.9% (106% | 21% | 9.9% | 4.1% 1.1% 0.0%
. 12 0 2 1 4 5 0
Government/Listen to voters
2.6% | 0.0% | 51% 12% | 28% | 4.1% 0.0%
q 3 4 0 0 2 0 2 0
Other mention - Negative
& 09% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 29% | 0.0% | 1.2% 0.0%
" 4 0 0 0 0 4 0
None/Nothin
g 0.8% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 2.9% 0.0%
Other mention 5 3 2 ! 5 3 1
33% | 49% | 7.0% | 1.6% | 35% | 2.1% 8.9%
20 2 1 5 5 5 2
DK/INA
44% | 38% | 2.5% | 6.1% | 3.6% | 3.7% 24.5%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb'c

Age

18-29

30-39

40-49

50-64

65+

Not coded

(A)

(B)

()

(D)

(E)

(F)

3. What are the two most
important issues facing Los
Altos?

Affordable housing
City's economic health
Condition of civic buildings

Condition of streets (roads
and streets)/Sidewalks

Controlling growth
Crime

Education
Environmental health
Neighborhood preservation
Poor cell coverage
Protection of open space
Public transportation
Quality of life

Race relations

Taxes

Teen programs

Traffic

Downtown needs
revitalization

Parking

Downtown growth/Tall
Buildings

School site issue

Need store/Restaurants
Government/Listen to voters
Other mention - Negative
None/Nothing

Other mention

DK/NA

CE
a

a

CE

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion

appears in the category with the larger column proportgm
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 >

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
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Homeownerership Status

Total | Own | Rent | Not sure/DK/NA
Total 446 357 80 9
0 127 75 48 4
Affordable h
IR e 28.5% [21.1% [60.2% 42.7%
n N 20 15 5 0
City's economic health
2 46% | 42% | 6.7% 0.0%
r e T, 27 24 2 1
Condition of civic buildings
9 | 61% | 67% | 2.6% 13.5%
Condition of streets (roads 32 30 2 0
and streets)/Sidewalks 71% | 85% | 2.0% 0.0%
N 88 79 10 0
Controll wth
L] € 19.8% [22.0% |12.1% 2.1%
& 14 10 4 0
32% | 28% | 4.9% 2.9%
q 61 54 7 0
Education
13.7% [15.1% | 8.6% 3.5%
N 2 2 0 0
Environmental health
04% | 05% | 0.0% 0.0%
0 N 6 6 0 0
Neighborhood preservation
g B 13% | 1.6% | 0.0% 0.0%
Poor cell coverage ! ! 0 0
03% | 04% | 0.0% 0.0%
Protection of open space 9 7 2 0
20% | 20% | 2.2% 0.0%
0 n 9 8 0 1
Public transportation
B 20% | 23% | 0.0% 9.3%
P R 20 16 4 0
3. What are the two most Quality of life o o o o
important issues facing Los 44% | 45% | 44% 0.0%
Altos? Race relations 5 2 0 3
11% | 0.4% | 0.0% 37.1%
ToTS 16 1" 5 0
3.7% | 32% | 6.3% 0.0%
Teen programs 8 7 0 2
18% | 1.8% | 0.0% 18.5%
Traffic 109 93 16 0
24.4% (26.1% |19.4% 2.9%
Downtown needs 48 42 7 0
revitalization 10.8% [11.7% | 8.3% 0.0%
Parking 25 21 4 0
56% | 59% | 4.8% 0.0%
Downtown growth/Tall 9 9 0 0
Buildings 1.9% | 2.4% | 0.0% 0.0%
- 14 14 0 0
School sit
chootsite fssue 31% | 38% | 0.0% 0.0%
22 20 2 0
Need store/Restaurants 49% | 55% | 2.0% 0.0%
n 12 10 2 0
Government/Listen to voters 26% | 27% | 2.6% 0.0%
q a 4 4 0 0
Other mention - Negative 09% | 11% | 0.0% 0.0%
n 4 2 2 0
None/Nothi
I 0.8% | 0.6% | 2.1% 0.0%
q 15 5 9 0
Oth t
ermention 33% | 15% [11.5% 21%
20 15 4 1
DKINA
44% | 41% | 4.9% 10.9%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’c

Homeownerership Status

Own Rent | Not sure/DK/NA

(A) (B) ©)

3. What are the two most
important issues facing Los
Altos?

Affordable housing
City's economic health
Condition of civic buildings

Condition of streets (roads
and streets)/Sidewalks

Controlling growth
Crime

Education
Environmental health
Neighborhood preservation
Poor cell coverage
Protection of open space
Public transportation
Quality of life

Race relations

Taxes

Teen programs

Traffic

Downtown needs
revitalization

Parking

Downtown growth/Tall
Buildings

School site issue

Need store/Restaurants
Government/Listen to voters
Other mention - Negative
None/Nothing

Other mention

DK/INA

A

A

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the

smaller column proportion appears in the category witl
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

q)tche larger column proportion.

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
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Party
Total | Democrat | Republican| Other | DTS
Total 446 197 110 12 127
Affordable housing 127 72 " 8 34
28.5% 36.7% 16.8% 23.5% |[26.5%
City's economic health 20 9 7 0 4
4.6% 4.5% 6.8% 0.0% | 3.1%
i .. _— 27 11 7 1 7
Condition of civic buildings
" IeBUTAINgs | 6 10, | 57% 67% | 91% | 58%
Condition of streets (roads 32 11 10 1 9
and streets)/Sidewalks 71% 5.8% 9.5% 46% | 7.3%
A 88 36 26 1 25
Controlling growth
e 19.8% 18.3% 23.8% 11.8% |[19.6%
. 14 8 0 0 6
Crime
' 32% | 42% 00% | 0.0% | 4.7%
q 61 18 19 3 22
Education
ueatt 137% | 9.0% 17.0% | 23.8% |17.2%
. 2 0 1 0 1
Environmental health
v 04% | 0.0% 06% | 0.0% | 0.8%
. o 6 1 2 0 2
Neighborhood preservation
g 3 0 3% | 05% 21% | 00% | 18%
Poor cell coverage ! 0 ! 0 0
0.3% 0.2% 0.8% 0.0% | 0.0%
Protection of open space 9 5 4 0 0
2.0% 2.7% 3.3% 0.0% | 0.0%
. . 9 3 1 2 3
Public transportation
et L 20% | 16% 08%  [13.9% | 25%
. . 20 13 3 0 4
ality of life
3. What are the twomost _ Quality of I 44% | 64% 27% | 0.0% | 3.3%
important issues facing Los
Altos? Race relations 5 2 0 0 8
1.1% 1.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 2.3%
TS 16 5 3 0 8
3.7% 2.6% 2.7% 36% | 6.2%
Teen programs 8 6 ! 0 !
1.8% 3.1% 0.8% 0.0% 1.0%
Traffic 109 47 32 4 26
24.4% 23.7% 29.5% 34.9% |20.2%
Downtown needs 48 24 12 0 13
revitalization 10.8% | 12.0% 10.5% 0.0% [10.4%
Parking 25 10 12 0 3
5.6% 4.8% 11.1% 0.0% | 2.4%
Downtown growth/Tall 9 2 4 0 2
Buildings 1.9% 1.2% 3.6% 0.0% | 1.8%
School site issue 14 7 2 2 3
3.1% 3.7% 1.6% 13.9% | 2.4%
22 5 5 1 1
Need store/Restaurants
4.9% 2.6% 4.8% 6.0% | 8.5%
. 12 3 4 0 5
Government/Listen to voters
2.6% 1.7% 3.3% 0.0% | 3.8%
q 3 4 0 2 1 1
Other mention - Negative
g 09% | 00% 14% | 84% | 1.0%
" 4 2 1 0 1
None/Nothin
g 0.8% 1.1% 0.7% 0.0% | 0.6%
q 15 11 2 0 1
Other mention
3.3% 5.6% 2.2% 0.0% | 1.0%
20 6 5 0 8
DK/INA
4.4% 3.1% 4.2% 3.6% | 6.6%
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Comparisons of Column Proportions"'c

Party

Democrat

Republican

Other

DTS

(A)

(B)

(©)

(D)

3. What are the two most
important issues facing Los
Altos?

Affordable housing
City's economic health
Condition of civic buildings

Condition of streets (roads
and streets)/Sidewalks

Controlling growth
Crime

Education
Environmental health
Neighborhood preservation
Poor cell coverage
Protection of open space
Public transportation
Quality of life

Race relations

Taxes

Teen programs

Traffic

Downtown needs
revitalization

Parking

Downtown growth/Tall
Buildings

School site issue

Need store/Restaurants
Government/Listen to voters
Other mention - Negative
None/Nothing

Other mention

DK/NA

B

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears in the category with the lar
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

qger column proportion.

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
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Household Party

Total | Dem 1| Dem 2+ | Rep 1 [ Rep 2+ | Mixed | Other
Total 446 75 68 32 40 140 90
Affordable housing 127 32 8 5 8 41 24
28.5% [42.8% | 26.5% |14.6% | 19.5% |29.2% |26.1%
City's economic health 20 6 1 0 2 9 2
46% | 7.8% 1.6% 0.0% 6.2% 6.1% | 2.7%
- o VT 27 3 6 3 4 8 4
Condition of civic buildings
. WICBUTEINgS | 5 19, | 35% | 83% | 7.8% | 9.0% | 6.0% | 4.7%
Condition of s_treets (roads 32 5 3 3 5 10 6
and streets)/Sidewalks 71% | 6.3% | 50% | 8.9% |11.8% | 7.1% | 6.9%
A 88 14 8 8 1 27 21
Controlling growth
e 19.8% [18.9% | 11.4% |23.9% | 28.0% |19.2% |23.0%
. 14 2 5 0 0 4 3
Crime
! 32% | 2.9% 6.9% 0.0% 0.0% 3.1% | 3.3%
o 61 4 1 2 8 25 12
Education
ueatt 13.7% | 5.6% | 154% | 6.8% |19.6% |17.5% |13.1%
. 2 0 0 1 0 0 1
Environmental health
v 04% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 22% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 12%
q q 6 0 0 0 2 2 1
Neighborhood preservation
g 3 % | 3% [ 00% | 00% | 00% | 59% | 14% | 15%
Poor cell coverage ! 0 0 ! 0 0 0
0.3% | 0.6% 0.0% 2.9% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0%
Protection of open space 9 8 1 ! 0 4 0
2.0% | 4.5% 1.6% 2.7% 0.0% 2.6% | 0.0%
. . 9 3 1 1 0 3 2
Public transportation
e L 20% | 35% | 0.7% | 2.9% | 0.0% | 1.8% | 2.6%
Quality of life 20 4 5 0 1 8 2
Sanatarsithofwolmost 44% | 56% | 69% | 00% | 26% | 56% | 2.1%
important issues facing Los
Altos? . 5 2 0 0 0 0 3
Race relations
1.1% | 2.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 3.2%
TS 16 1 1 1 2 6 5
3.7% 1.9% 1.4% 4.3% 4.0% 4.4% | 5.4%
Teen programs 8 2 2 0 0 2 1
1.8% | 2.6% 3.6% 0.0% 0.0% 1.8% 1.4%
Traffic 109 19 17 11 15 33 14
24.4% [25.0% | 25.1% |[34.2% | 37.8% |23.2% [16.1%
Downtown needs 48 5 15 4 3 12 9
revitalization 10.8% | 6.6% | 21.6% |13.9% | 82% | 8.3% [10.1%
Parkin 25 4 3 3 4 7 3
g 56% | 5.8% 4.1% 89% | 11.2% | 52% | 3.4%
Downtown growth/Tall 9 1 0 3 1 1 2
Buildings 1.9% | 1.9% | 0.0% | 92% | 26% | 07% | 2.6%
School site issue 14 4 ! ! 0 7 !
3.1% | 5.3% 1.9% 2.2% 0.0% 4.8% 1.1%
22 2 3 1 2 6 9
Need store/Restaurants
4.9% | 2.2% 3.8% 3.9% 4.4% 4.1% | 9.8%
. 12 1 2 1 1 5 3
Government/Listen to voters
2.6% 1.3% 2.2% 2.2% 2.0% 3.3% | 3.4%
q 3 4 0 0 0 1 2 1
Other mention - Negative
& 09% | 0.0% | 0.0% 0.0% | 20% | 1.2% | 1.4%
" 4 0 2 0 1 0 1
None/Nothin
g 08% | 0.6% | 2.4% 0.0% | 1.9% | 0.0% | 0.9%
Other mention 5 2 4 0 2 5 1
33% | 3.0% | 6.2% 0.0% | 44% | 3.7% | 1.4%
20 4 1 1 1 5 6
DK/INA
44% | 5.4% 18% | 47% | 23% | 39% | 7.1%
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Comparisons of Column Proportic:msl"c

Household Party

Dem 1

Dem 2+

Rep 1

Rep 2+

Mixed

Other

(A)

(B)

()

(D)

(E)

(F)

3. What are the two most
important issues facing Los
Altos?

Affordable housing
City's economic health
Condition of civic buildings

Condition of streets (roads
and streets)/Sidewalks

Controlling growth
Crime

Education
Environmental health
Neighborhood preservation
Poor cell coverage
Protection of open space
Public transportation
Quality of life

Race relations

Taxes

Teen programs

Traffic

Downtown needs
revitalization

Parking

Downtown growth/Tall
Buildings

School site issue

Need store/Restaurants
Government/Listen to voters
Other mention - Negative
None/Nothing

Other mention

DK/NA

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column
proportion appears in the category with the larger colutg\n proportion.
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 >

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.

b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
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Registration Date
Total | 2013 to 2017 | 2009 to 2012 | 2005 to 2008 | 2001 to 2004
Total 446 126 51 62 50
Affordable housing 127 43 . 22 15
28.5% 33.8% 26.1% 35.3% 30.7%
City's economic health 20 1 1 1 3
4.6% 1.1% 2.1% 1.5% 6.4%
- o - 27 5 4 4 4
Condition of civic buildings
" ie Bulidings | 4 1o, 3.8% 7.1% 5.9% 8.2%
Condition of streets (roads 32 11 5 2 3
and streets)/Sidewalks 71% 8.6% 9.9% 2.8% 5.0%
A 88 18 9 13 1
Controlling growth
e 19.8% 14.2% 17.5% 21.2% 22.2%
q 14 6 3 1 1
Crime
' 3.2% 4.5% 5.9% 21% 1.6%
. 61 12 10 10 5
Education
ueatt 137% | 9.6% 19.7% 16.9% 10.7%
. 2 1 0 0 1
Environmental health
v 0.4% 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% 1.4%
. o 6 2 1 0 1
Neighborhood preservation
el 3 ! 1.3% 1.6% 1.5% 0.0% 2.7%
1 0 0 0 0
Poor cell coverage
R 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Protection of open space 9 4 ! 1 0
2.0% 3.5% 1.7% 0.9% 0.0%
. . 9 2 0 1 3
Public transportation
Ul [ 2.0% 1.3% 0.0% 1.2% 5.4%
. . 20 5 4 4 3
ality of life
3. What are the twomost _ Quality of I 4.4% 3.6% 7.4% 6.1% 6.3%
important issues facing Los
Altos? Race relations 5 3 ! 0 0
1.1% 2.6% 1.9% 0.0% 0.0%
TS 16 5 3 2 1
3.7% 4.0% 5.9% 3.4% 2.7%
Teen programs 8 6 0 0 2
1.8% 4.4% 0.0% 0.0% 3.9%
Traffic 109 27 15 14 9
24.4% 21.7% 30.1% 22.1% 18.7%
Downtown needs 48 8 5 14 7
revitalization 10.8% 6.3% 9.2% 22.7% 13.8%
Parking 25 4 0 3 4
5.6% 3.0% 1.0% 5.2% 8.9%
Downtown growth/Tall 9 2 0 1 2
Buildings 1.9% 1.3% 0.0% 1.2% 4.5%
. 14 5 2 1 4
School site issue
3.1% 3.6% 4.3% 1.6% 7.4%
22 10 0 3 3
Need store/Restaurants
4.9% 8.3% 0.0% 4.9% 6.3%
. 12 4 0 1 0
Government/Listen to voters
2.6% 3.4% 0.0% 1.0% 0.0%
q 3 4 2 0 0 0
Other mention - Negative
g 0.9% 1.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
" 4 2 0 1 0
None/Nothin
g 0.8% 1.7% 0.0% 1.2% 0.0%
q 15 7 0 0 0
Other mention
3.3% 5.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
20 5 3 4 1
DK/INA
4.4% 3.8% 6.1% 6.0% 1.6%.
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Registration Date

1997 to 2000 | 1993 to 1996 | 1981 to 1992 | 1980 or before
Total 36 36 46 38
Affordable housing 9 6 12 ’
24.3% 17.9% 25.9% 18.0%
City's economic health 5 2 6 1
14.0% 6.2% 12.2% 2.3%
n - VT 3 2 3 4
Condition of civic buildings
" BRI 8.3% 4.4% 5.5% 9.8%
Condition of streets (roads 2 2 3 5
and streets)/Sidewalks 5.0% 5.0% 5.8% 14.0%
. 7 9 13 8
Controlling growth
e 18.0% 26.3% 27.9% 22.2%
. 1 2 1 0
Crime
; 1.8% 5.4% 1.7% 0.0%
. 7 7 5 4
Education
ueatt 19.3% 19.7% 10.7% 10.9%
. 0 0 0 0
Environmental health
v 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
. q 0 0 0 2
Neighborhood preservation
g 3 ! 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 42%
Poor cell coverage 0 0 0 !
0.0% 0.0% 1.1% 2.4%
Protection of open space ! ! ! !
1.4% 2.2% 1.9% 2.3%
. . 1 0 0 2
Public transportation
Ul [ 3.8% 0.0% 11% 5.0%
. . 1 1 1 1
ality of life
3. What are the two most  Quallity of 3.3% 3.8% 2.7% 1.9%
important issues facing Los
Altos? Race relations ! 0 0 0
1.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Taxes 0 0 3 2
0.0% 0.0% 6.0% 5.6%
Teen programs 0 1 0 0
0.0% 2.0% 0.0% 0.0%
2 9 10 13 1
Traffic
25.7% 28.8% 27.7% 28.0%
Downtown needs 3 6 4 1
revitalization 9.3% 18.0% 9.3% 1.4%
. 3 1 6 3
Parkin
g 8.9% 1.8% 12.4% 9.0%
Downtown growth/Tall 1 0 1 3
Buildings 2.1% 0.0% 1.4% 6.7%
. 1 1 1 0
School site issue
2.0% 1.5% 21% 0.0%
0 2 3 0
Need store/Restaurants
0.0% 5.6% 7.0% 0.0%
. 3 1 2 1
Government/Listen to voters
7.4% 4.2% 3.9% 2.3%
. 3 0 0 1 1
Other mention - Negative
J 0.0% 0.0% 15% 24%
" 1 0 0 0
None/Nothin
g 24% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
. 1 3 2 1
Other mention
2.7% 8.7% 4.3% 3.3%
1 1 1 4
DK/INA
2.3% 3.8% 1.7%. 10.7%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsl"c

Registration Date

2013 to 2017

2009 to 2012 | 2005 to 2008

2001 to 2004

(A)

(B) ()

(D)

3. What are the two most
important issues facing Los
Altos?

Affordable housing
City's economic health
Condition of civic buildings

Condition of streets (roads
and streets)/Sidewalks

Controlling growth
Crime

Education
Environmental health
Neighborhood preservation
Poor cell coverage
Protection of open space
Public transportation
Quality of life

Race relations

Taxes

Teen programs

Traffic

Downtown needs
revitalization

Parking

Downtown growth/Tall
Buildings

School site issue

Need store/Restaurants
Government/Listen to voters
Other mention - Negative
None/Nothing

Other mention

DK/NA
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb'°

Registration Date

1997 to 2000

1993 to 1996 | 1981 to 1992

1980 or before

(E)

(F) (G)

(H)

3. What are the two most
important issues facing Los
Altos?

Affordable housing
City's economic health
Condition of civic buildings

Condition of streets (roads
and streets)/Sidewalks

Controlling growth
Crime

Education
Environmental health
Neighborhood preservation
Poor cell coverage
Protection of open space
Public transportation
Quality of life

Race relations

Taxes

Teen programs

Traffic

Downtown needs
revitalization

Parking

Downtown growth/Tall
Buildings

School site issue

Need store/Restaurants
Government/Listen to voters
Other mention - Negative
None/Nothing

Other mention

DK/NA

A

A

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears in the
category with the larger column proportion. b
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 >

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.
c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.

Page 81

Godbe Research /// Los Altos Survey /// Crosstabs 12-18-17

Date
Total | Dec.2| Dec. 3| Dec.4| Dec.5| Dec. 6| Dec.7 | Dec. 8
Total 446 80 22 190 37 12 15 66
Affordable housing 127 18 ’ 44 10 0 ’ 33
28.5% [22.4% |32.2% |23.3% [25.9% | 0.0% |45.8% |50.6%
City's economic health 20 3 0 6 ! 0 0 ’
46% | 3.4% | 0.0% | 3.1% 1.8% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 9.9%
- o - 27 7 2 9 2 1 1 4
Condition of civic buildings
. WICBUTEINgS | 5 19, | 0.0% | 8.6% | 45% | 6.8% | 59% | 9.0% | 6.2%
Condition of streets (roads 32 6 1 15 7 0 1 1
and streets)/Sidewalks 71% | 7.8% | 3.4% | 8.1% [18.3% | 0.0% | 6.9% | 1.4%
A 88 18 4 38 7 3 4 12
Controlling growth
e 19.8% [22.1% |19.8% [20.2% |19.4% |27.1% |25.4% |18.8%
Crime 14 2 0 1 1 1 1 5
32% | 28% | 00% | 0.6% | 26% | 6.2% | 82% | 8.1%
q 61 7 3 25 7 2 1 12
Education
ueatt 13.7% | 84% [12.3% [13.0% |19.3% |14.8% | 6.2% |18.0%
. 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
Environmental health
v 04% | 0.9% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 1.6%
. o 6 2 0 2 0 0 1 0
Neighborhood preservation
g 3 % | 13% | 1.9% | 0.0% | 1.0% | 00% | 00% | 8:8% | 0.0%
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Poor cell coverage
M 0.3% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0%
Protection of open space 9 ! ! 5 ! ! 0 0
2.0% | 0.7% 39% | 24% | 22% | 59% | 0.0% | 0.0%
. . 9 0 2 1 0 0 0 4
Public transportation
e L 20% | 0.0% | 93% | 0.8% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 5.4%
Quality of life 20 ! 8 7 2 2 1 4
Sanatarsithofwolmost 44% | 09% |11.7% | 3.5% | 4.4% [17.3% | 6.9% | 5.5%
important issues facing Los
Altos? . 5 0 0 0 0 0 1 3
Race relations
11% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 9.0% | 4.5%
TS 16 5 1 2 0 0 0 7
37% | 62% | 57% | 0.9% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% |[10.5%
Teen programs 8 2 0 2 0 0 ! 2
1.8% | 3.1% | 0.0% 1.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 43% | 3.7%
2 109 27 6 48 9 6 1 7
Traffic
24.4% [33.5% |28.0% |25.2% |23.7% |47.6% | 8.7% |10.6%
Downtown needs 48 8 1 30 5 2 1 1
revitalization 10.8% [10.4% | 4.6% |15.6% |13.6% |18.6% | 7.0% | 1.3%
Parking 25 8 0 12 2 1 1 0
56% | 97% | 22% | 6.3% | 6.2% |11.9% | 6.1% | 0.0%
Downtown growth/Tall 9 5 1 2 0 1 0 0
Buildings 1.9% | 59% | 42% | 1.2% | 0.0% | 53% | 0.0% | 0.0%
School site issue 14 2 0 10 ! ! ! 0
31% | 21% | 0.0% | 52% | 27% | 45% | 4.3% | 0.0%
22 4 1 17 0 0 0 0
Need store/Restaurants
4.9% | 52% | 25% | 9.1% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0%
. 12 1 0 7 1 2 1 0
Government/Listen to voters
2.6% 15% | 0.0% | 3.8% 14% [16.5% | 52% | 0.0%
q 3 4 0 0 3 1 0 0 0
Other mention - Negative
& 09% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 1.6% | 22% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0%
" 4 0 0 3 1 0 0 0
None/Nothin
g 08% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 1.5% | 21% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0%
Other mention 5 4 0 2 0 0 0 °
33% | 46% | 0.0% | 0.9% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% |[13.3%
20 2 1 7 3 0 2 2
DK/INA
44% | 31% | 6.6% | 3.5% | 81% | 0.0% |13.9% | 3.5%
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Date
Dec. 9
Total 24
Affordable housing 8
34.4%
City's economic health 5
19.6%
Condition of civic buildings !
2.8%
Condition of streets (roads 1
and streets)/Sidewalks 2.8%
. 1
Controlling growth
gy 57%
. 3
Crime
! 11.0%
Education 5
22.7%
Environmental health 0
0.0%
. . 1
Neighborhood preservation
g 3 °n 1 339
1
Poor cell coverage
e 5.9%
. 1
Protection of open space
! [0 5.9%
. . 2
Public transportation
ubli P 1 8.1%
. . 1
3. What are the two most Quality of life o
5 5 A 5.8%
important issues facing Los 1
Altos? Race relations
2.6%
1
Taxes
6.1%
Teen programs 1
3.0%
2 5
Traffic
21.7%
Downtown needs 0
revitalization 0.0%
. 0
Parkin
g 0.0%
Downtown growth/Tall 0
Buildings 0.0%
School site issue 0
0.0%
Need store/Restaurants 0
0.0%
Government/Listen to voters 0
0.0%
. 3 0
Other mention - Negative
J 0.0%
" 0
None/Nothin
g 0.0%
. 1
Other mention
2.2%
DK/INA 2
6.7%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’c

Date

Dec. 2

Dec. 3

Dec. 4

Dec.

5| Dec. 6

Dec. 7

Dec. 8

Dec.9

(A)

(B)

()

(D)

(E)

(F)

(G)

(H)

3. What are the two most
important issues facing Los
Altos?

Affordable housing
City's economic health
Condition of civic buildings

Condition of streets (roads
and streets)/Sidewalks

Controlling growth
Crime

Education
Environmental health
Neighborhood preservation
Poor cell coverage
Protection of open space
Public transportation
Quality of life

Race relations

Taxes

Teen programs

Traffic

Downtown needs
revitalization

Parking

Downtown growth/Tall
Buildings

School site issue

Need store/Restaurants
Government/Listen to voters
Other mention - Negative
None/Nothing

Other mention

DK/NA

a

a

a
a

a

AC

C

category with the larger column proportion. b
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 >

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears in the

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
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Permanent Absentee Voter

Total Yes No
Total 446 349 97
Affordable housing 127 101 26
28.5% 29.0% 26.8%
City's economic health 20 15 6
4.6% 4.2% 5.8%
Condition of civic buildings | 27 20 7
6.1% 5.9% 6.8%
Condition of streets (roads 32 22 10
and streets)/Sidewalks 7.1% 6.3% 10.1%
. 88 69 20
Controlling growth
e 19.8% | 19.8% | 20.1%
. 14 11 3
Crime
; 32% | 31% | 35%
o 61 48 13
Education
ueatt 137% | 13.8% | 13.3%
Environmental health 2 2 0
0.4% 0.5% 0.0%
. q 6 5 1
Neighborhood preservation
g 3 ! 13% | 14% | 1.0%
Poor cell coverage ! 0 !
0.3% 0.1% 1.0%
Protection of open space 9 8 !
2.0% 2.3% 0.9%
. . 9 8 1
Public transportation
et T 20% | 23% | 10%
. . 20 19 1
3. What are the two most Quality of life o o o
5 5 A 4.4% 5.4% 0.8%
important issues facing Los 5 3 2
Altos? Race relations
! 11% | 09% | 2.0%
Taxes 16 14 3
3.7% 3.9% 3.0%
Teen programs 8 8 0
1.8% 2.4% 0.0%
2 109 84 25
Traffic
24.4% 24.1% 25.6%
Downtown needs 48 38 10
revitalization 10.8% 11.0% 10.1%
. 25 18 6
Parkin
g 56% | 53% | 66%
Downtown growth/Tall 9 5 3
Buildings 1.9% 1.5% 3.4%
. 14 11 2
School site issue
3.1% 3.2% 2.5%
22 12 10
Need store/Restaurants
4.9% 3.5% 10.0%
. 12 12 0
Government/Listen to voters
2.6% 3.4% 0.0%
Other mention - Negative 4 4 0
0.9% 1.1% 0.0%
" 4 4 0
None/Nothin
g 08% | 10% | 00%
. 15 12 2
Other mention
3.3% 3.5% 2.5%
20 15 5
DK/INA
4.4% 4.3% 4.8%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsl"c

Permanent Absentee Voter
Yes No
(A) (B)

Affordable housing
City's economic health
Condition of civic buildings

Condition of streets (roads
and streets)/Sidewalks

Controlling growth
Crime

Education
Environmental health 2
Neighborhood preservation
Poor cell coverage
Protection of open space
Public transportation

o (et o . Quality of life B
. What are the two mos .

important issues facing Los Race relations
Altos? Taxes

Teen programs 2
Traffic

Downtown needs
revitalization

Parking

Downtown growth/Tall
Buildings

School site issue
Need store/Restaurants A
Government/Listen to voters
Other mention - Negative 2
None/Nothing a
Other mention
DK/NA

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the
smaller column proportion appears in the category witq}the larger column proportion.
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 >

‘o

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions
tests.
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Likely Absentee Voter

Total Yes No
Total 446 282 164
Affordable housing 127 70 57
28.5% |24.8% |35.0%
City's economic health 20 18 3
4.6% | 6.3% 1.5%
Condition of civic buildings | 2/ | 18 M
6.1% | 6.4% 5.5%
Condition of streets (roads 32 22 10
and streets)/Sidewalks 71% | 7.8% | 5.9%
: 88 62 27
Controlling growth
e 19.8% |21.9% |16.3%
. 14 9 5
Crime
; 32% | 3.3% | 2.9%
q 61 34 27
Education
ueatt 13.7% |12.0% |16.7%
. 2 1 1
Environmental health
v 04% | 02% | 0.6%
Neighborhood preservation 6 4 2
1.3% 1.3% 1.2%
Poor cell coverage ! ! 0
0.3% | 0.5% | 0.0%
Protection of open space 9 4 5
2.0% 1.4% 3.1%
. . 9 7 2
Public transportation
et T 20% | 24% | 13%
. . 20 13 6
ality of life
3. What are the two most Quality of li 24% | 47% | 4.0%
important issues facing Los 5 P 3
Altos? Race relations
! 11% | 06% | 2.0%
Taxes 16 7 10
37% | 23% | 6.0%
Teen programs 8 8 6
1.8% 1.0% 3.4%
2 109 76 33
Traffic
24.4% |26.9% |20.3%
Downtown needs 48 33 15
revitalization 10.8% |11.7% | 9.4%
. 25 19 5
Parkin
g 56% | 6.8% | 3.4%
Downtown growth/Tall 9 6 2
Buildings 1.9% | 2.3% | 1.4%
. 14 9 5
School site issue
31% | 3.1% 3.1%
22 7 15
Need store/Restaurants
4.9% | 26% | 9.0%
. 12 12 0
Government/Listen to voters
2.6% | 42% | 0.0%
) ) 4 4 0
Other mention - Negative
J 0.9% | 14% | 0.0%
" 4 3 0
None/Nothin
g 08% | 11% | 0.3%
. 15 6 9
Other mention
33% | 21% | 54%
20 1 9
DK/INA
44% | 3.9% | 5.3%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’°

Likely Absentee Voter
Yes No
(A) (B)

Affordable housing A
City's economic health B
Condition of civic buildings

Condition of streets (roads
and streets)/Sidewalks

Controlling growth

Crime

Education

Environmental health
Neighborhood preservation
Poor cell coverage
Protection of open space
Public transportation

o (et o . Quality of life
. What are the two mos q

important issues facing Los Race relations
Altos? Taxes A

Teen programs
Traffic

Downtown needs
revitalization

Parking

Downtown growth/Tall
Buildings

School site issue
Need store/Restaurants A
Government/Listen to voters
Other mention - Negative
None/Nothing

Other mention

DK/NA

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category
with the smaller column proportion appears in the category with the larger column
proportion. b
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 >°
a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions
tests.
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Years Lived in Los Altos

Total e Sthany 1-3 years | 4 to 9 years | 10-15 years
year
Total 446 3 28 74 58
’ 127 1 12 17 24
Affordable h
CIEEAD I, 28.5% 40.4% 43.7% 23.1% 41.6%
’ . 20 0 0 7 1
City" health
170 G 4.6% 0.0% 0.0% 9.3% 1.6%
- A 27 0 0 4 4
Condition of civic buildings 6.1% 0.0% 0.0% 5.0% 7.0%
Condition of streets (roads 32 0 5 4 3
and streets)/Sidewalks 71% 0.0% 16.0% 5.8% 5.9%
. 88 0 6 8 17
Controll wth
I g 19.8% 0.0% 20.4% 11.0% 29.2%
Crime 14 0 2 3 3
3.2% 0.0% 5.6% 4.1% 5.0%
Education 61 0 3 10 13
13.7% 0.0% 8.9% 13.7% 22.3%
. 2 0 1 0 0
E tal health
nvironmentalheal 0.4% 0.0% 3.7% 0.0% 0.0%
Neighborhood preservation 6 0 0 ! 1
1.3% 0.0% 0.0% 1.8% 1.6%
Poor cell coverage ! 0 0 0 0
0.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Protection of open space 9 0 2 2 2
2.0% 0.0% 8.8% 2.6% 4.0%
’ ] 9 0 1 0 0
Public t rtat
CLE U, 2.0% 0.0% 3.5% 0.0% 0.0%
. ' 20 0 2 2 5
3. What are the two most Quality of life
important issues facing Los 4'2% 0'?% G'Z% 2"11% 7'2%
Altos? i
Race relations 1.1% 40.4% 0.0% 1.3% 4.4%
Taxes 16 0 0 0 0
3.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Teen programs 8 0 2 ! 0
1.8% 0.0% 6.2% 1.8% 0.0%
Traffic 109 1 6 18 11
24.4% 30.0% 19.9% 23.7% 19.6%
Downtown needs 48 1 0 11 6
revitalization 10.8% 30.0% 0.0% 14.5% 10.7%
Parking 25 0 ! 1 2
5.6% 0.0% 2.6% 1.0% 3.9%
Downtown growth/Tall 9 0 0 0 2
Buildings 1.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.7%
L 14 0 0 3 1
School sit
chool site issue 3.1% 0.0% 0.0% 4.1% 1.8%
22 0 0 9 2
Need store/Rest t:
eed store/Restaurants 4.9% 0.0% 0.0% 11.9% 3.7%
] 12 0 0 1 1
G t/Listen to vot
overnmentitisten to VOIers |, g, 0.0% 0.0% 1.3% 1.4%
. ’ 4 0 0 1 0
Oth tion - Negat
G e =L 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% 1.8% 0.0%
. 4 0 0 0 0
None/Noth
LA 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
. 15 0 3 1 2
Oth ti
er mention 3.3% 0.0% 11.0% 1.8% 4.2%
20 1 0 9 0
DKINA
4.4% 29.7% 0.0% 12.2% 0.0%
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Years Lived in Los Altos

26 years or Not sure/ DK
16-25 years s INA
Total 111 167 4
0 31 41 0
Affordable h
EIRRADIEEENE, 27.7% 24.6% 8.7%
City's economic health 4 9 0
3.6% 5.1% 0.0%
r e T, 7 12 0
Condition of civic buildings
& 6.2% 7.4% 0.0%
Condition of streets (roads 7 13 0
and streets)/Sidewalks 6.0% 7.7% 0.0%
N 16 42 0
Controlling growth
ve 14.4% 24.9% 0.0%
Crime 6 ! 0
5.3% 0.5% 0.0%
q 18 17 0
Education
16.4% 10.2% 8.7%
N 0 1 0
Environmental health
0.0% 0.4% 0.0%
Neighborhood preservation 0 3 0
0.0% 2.0% 0.0%
Poor cell coverage 0 ! 0
0.0% 0.8% 0.0%
n 1 1 0
Protection of open space
[HEE 0.7% 0.8% 0.0%
Public transportation 3 4 1
2.9% 2.4% 23.1%
3. What are the two most _ Quality of life 5 6 0
. What are the two mos o o o
important issues facing Los 4'3/" 3'3 % 0'8 %
Altos? Race relations
0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Taxes 5 12 0
4.2% 7.0% 0.0%
Teen programs 4 1 0
3.9% 0.5% 0.0%
5 28 45 0
Traffic
25.2% 27.2% 0.0%
Downtown needs 16 14 0
revitalization 14.2% 8.7% 0.0%
n 1" 10 0
Parkin:

& 10.0% 6.0% 0.0%
Downtown growth/Tall 4 3 0
Buildings 3.5% 1.9% 0.0%

- 6 4 0
School site issue 5.3% 23% 0.0%
Need store/Restaurants 3 8 0
2.8% 4.7% 0.0%
Government/Listen to voters 2 8 0
1.6% 4.9% 0.0%
q a 1 2 0
Other mention - Negative 0.6% 11% 0.0%
n 1 3 0
None/Nothi
Gl 0.7% 1.7% 0.0%
q 5 3 0
Oth t
ermention 4.4% 1.8% 0.0%
1 6 2
DKINA
1.3% 3.3% 68.2%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb'c

Years Lived in Los Altos

Less than 1
year

1-3 years

4 to 9 years

10-15 years

16-25 years

(A)

(B)

(©)

(D)

(E)

3. What are the two most
important issues facing Los
Altos?

Affordable housing
City's economic health
Condition of civic buildings

Condition of streets (roads
and streets)/Sidewalks

Controlling growth
Crime

Education
Environmental health
Neighborhood preservation
Poor cell coverage
Protection of open space
Public transportation
Quality of life

Race relations

Taxes

Teen programs

Traffic

Downtown needs
revitalization

Parking

Downtown growth/Tall
Buildings

School site issue

Need store/Restaurants
Government/Listen to voters
Other mention - Negative
None/Nothing

Other mention

DK/INA
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsl"c

Years Lived in Los Altos

26 years or Not sure/ DK
more INA

(F) @)

Affordable housing
City's economic health
Condition of civic buildings

Condition of streets (roads
and streets)/Sidewalks

Controlling growth
Crime

Education
Environmental health 2
Neighborhood preservation
Poor cell coverage
Protection of open space
Public transportation

Quality of life 2
3. What are the two most R Jati a a
important issues facing Los Acelreianons . .
Altos? Taxes 2

Teen programs
Traffic a

Downtown needs
revitalization

Parking

Downtown growth/Tall
Buildings

School site issue

Need store/Restaurants
Government/Listen to voters
Other mention - Negative
None/Nothing

Other mention a

a

DK/INA CEF

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears in the
category with the larger column proportion. b
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 >°

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions
tests.
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Employment Status
Employed full- | Employed part-
Total ptiyne P ti‘:ne P Self-employed | Student
Total 446 203 22 41 19
N 127 75 6 11 5
Affordable housin
g 28.5% 37.1% 28.7% 27.4% 26.9%
n N 20 11 1 1 0
City's economic health
Y 46% 5.5% 41% 1.6% 0.0%
- - T 27 12 3 2 0
Condition of civic buildings
9 | 6.1% 6.1% 11.6% 46% 0.0%
Condition of streets (roads 32 14 1 5 0
and streets)/Sidewalks 71% 6.8% 6.2% 11.6% 0.0%
N 88 37 4 6 2
Controlling growth
Y 19.8% 18.2% 18.5% 15.6% 1.7%
Crime 14 9 0 0 2
3.2% 4.6% 0.0% 0.0% 11.3%
Education 61 28 4 " 2
13.7% 13.6% 16.9% 27.8% 9.7%
N 2 0 0 0 0
Environmental health
0.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
N 0 6 0 0 1 0
Neighborhood preservation
g B 1.3% 0.0% 0.0% 2.3% 0.0%
Poor cell coverage ! 0 0 0 0
0.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Protection of open space 9 4 0 ! 0
2.0% 2.2% 0.0% 2.2% 0.0%
n N 9 3 0 0 2
Public transportation
B 2.0% 1.6% 0.0% 0.0% 8.7%
n R 20 11 0 1 0
3. What are the two most Quality of life o o o o o
important issues facing Los 4'2/° 5"214’ 0'84’ 2'24’ 0'2/°
Altos? Race relations
1.1% 1.2% 0.0% 0.0% 10.1%
TS 16 6 1 3 0
3.7% 3.2% 3.0% 7.4% 0.0%
Teen programs 8 4 0 ! 2
1.8% 2.2% 0.0% 1.6% 9.1%
Traffic 109 50 5 12 3
24.4% 24.7% 22.9% 28.1% 13.5%
Downtown needs 48 17 9 4 2
revitalization 10.8% 8.2% 41.5% 10.3% 8.8%
Parking 25 7 ! 2 0
5.6% 3.5% 3.2% 4.1% 0.0%
Downtown growth/Tall 9 3 0 0 0
Buildings 1.9% 1.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
School site issue 14 5 4 3 0
3.1% 2.3% 15.9% 7.4% 0.0%
22 14 1 2 0
Need store/Rest t:
eed storefRestaurants 4.9% 6.9% 6.6% 47% 0.0%
. 12 2 0 2 0
Government/Listen to voters 26% 0.9% 0.0% 3.0% 0.0%
q n 4 1 0 0 0
Oth tion - Negat
G e =L 0.9% 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
q 4 0 0 0 0
None/Nothi
LA 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
q 15 4 0 4 3
Oth t
ermention 3.3% 21% 0.0% 10.7% 15.1%
20 6 0 0 2
DK/INA
4.4% 3.1% 0.0% 0.0% 11.7%
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Employment Status

Dont work out

Not currently

eli=g of the home employed DK/NA
Total 126 14 16 4
0 25 2 1 1
Affordable housin
& 19.7% 13.0% 8.2% 31.7%
n N 7 0 1 0
City's economic health
Y 5.5% 0.0% 4.2% 0.0%
r e T, 8 1 1 0
Condition of civic buildings
% | 63% 7.2% 7.4% 0.0%
Condition of streets (roads 9 0 1 1
and streets)/Sidewalks 7.3% 0.0% 7.5% 31.7%
N 31 2 3 3
Controll wth
Gl 24.5% 17.1% 17.8% 63.4%
Crime 2 0 ! 0
1.3% 0.0% 5.7% 0.0%
q 10 3 3 1
Education
7.8% 22.3% 18.6% 17.1%
N 1 1 0 0
Environmental health
0.6% 7.7% 0.0% 0.0%
Neighborhood preservation 3 0 ! 0
2.7% 0.0% 8.2% 0.0%
Poor cell coverage ! 0 0 0
1.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Protection of open space 3 1 0 0
2.2% 5.4% 0.0% 0.0%
0 n 3 0 0 1
Public transportation
B 25% 0.0% 0.0% 19.6%
3. What are the two most Quality of life 5 ;o/ 7 ;0/ 0 go/ 0 go/
important issues facing Los e b b e
Altos? Race relations ! 0 0 0
0.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Taxes 6 0 0 0
4.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Teen programs 0 ! 0 !
0.0% 4.8% 0.0% 17.1%
5 30 5 5 0
Traffic
23.7% 35.6% 29.0% 0.0%
Downtown needs 10 2 5 0
revitalization 7.6% 16.1% 28.1% 0.0%
Parking 12 2 2 0
9.3% 13.5% 10.7% 0.0%
Downtown growth/Tall 6 0 0 0
Buildings 4.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
- 1 2 0 0
School sit
chootsite fssue 0.6% 12.9% 0.0% 0.0%
Need store/Restaurants ! 0 3 0
1.1% 0.0% 19.8% 0.0%
n 5 0 3 0
Government/Listen to voters 42% 0.0% 17.9% 0.0%
q a 3 0 0 0
Other mention - Negative 2.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
n 4 0 0 0
None/Nothi
I 2.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
q 3 0 0 0
Oth t
ermention 22% 3.3% 0.0% 0.0%
9 2 0 0
DKINA
7.4% 11.8% 0.0% 0.0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb'°

Employment Status

Employed full-
time

Employed part-
time

Self-employed

Student

Retired

(A)

(B)

(©)

(D)

(E)

3. What are the two most
important issues facing Los
Altos?

Affordable housing
City's economic health
Condition of civic buildings

Condition of streets (roads
and streets)/Sidewalks

Controlling growth
Crime

Education
Environmental health
Neighborhood preservation
Poor cell coverage
Protection of open space
Public transportation
Quality of life

Race relations

Taxes

Teen programs

Traffic

Downtown needs
revitalization

Parking

Downtown growth/Tall
Buildings

School site issue

Need store/Restaurants
Government/Listen to voters
Other mention - Negative
None/Nothing

Other mention

DK/INA

E

AE

AE

AE

Page 95

Godbe Research /// Los Altos Survey /// Crosstabs 12-18-17

Comparisons of Column Proportionsl"c

Employment Status
e e R
(F) (G) (H)

Affordable housing

City's economic health a 2

Condition of civic buildings a

Condition of streets (roads

and streets)/Sidewalks a

Controlling growth

Crime a a

Education

Environmental health E a a

Neighborhood preservation 2 a

Poor cell coverage a a a

Protection of open space a a

Public transportation a 2

Quality of life a 2
S WHERELD R {0 (e Race relations a a a
important issues facing Los . : .
Altos? Taxes a a a

Teen programs 2

Traffic 2

Downtown needs

revitalization a

Parking 2

Downtown growth/Tall

Buildings a 2 a

School site issue E 2 a

Need store/Restaurants a E a

Government/Listen to voters 2 A a

Other mention - Negative a a a

None/Nothing a 2 a

Other mention 2 2

DK/INA 2 a

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears in the
category with the larger column proportion. b
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 >°

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions
tests.
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County Where Work
Total | Alameda | Marin | Napa | San Francisco| San Mateo
Total 266 5 2 1 12 30
Affordable housing 93 8 ! ! ’ 15
34.9% 58.2% 56.7% | 100.0% 58.1% 48.9%
City's economic health 13 0 0 0 1 1
4.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 7.6% 3.0%
" L _— 17 2 0 0 0 0
Condition of civic buildings
" WVICDURAINGS | & 30, | 45.9% | 0.0% | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Condition of streets (roads 20 1 0 0 1 2
and streets)/Sidewalks 75% | 12.3% | 0.0% | 0.0% 5.5% 6.6%
A 47 0 1 0 4 7
Controlling growth
e 17.8% 0.0% 433% | 0.0% 30.1% 22.0%
. 9 0 0 0 0 0
Crime
! 3.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
o 43 1 1 0 1 6
Education
ueatt 16.0% | 26.6% |56.7% | 0.0% 8.0% 19.1%
Environmental health
. . 1 0 0 0 0 0
Neighborhood preservation
el B ! 04% | 00% | 00% | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Poor cell coverage
Protection of open space 5 0 0 0 2 0
2.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 14.4% 0.0%
. . 3 0 0 0 0 1
Public transportation
Ul [ 12% | 00% | 0.0% | 0.0% 0.0% 2.2%
. . 12 1 0 0 0 2
ality of life
3. What are the two most  Quallity of 44% | 15.1% | 0.0% | 0.0% 0.0% 5.3%
important issues facing Los
Altos? Race relations 2 0 0 0 0 !
0.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 3.3%
T 10 0 1 0 1 0
3.8% 0.0% 433% | 0.0% 12.1% 0.0%
Teen programs 5 0 0 0 0 0
1.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Traffic 67 0 0 0 1 7
251% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 7.7% 24.3%
Downtown needs 30 0 0 0 1 2
revitalization 11.3% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% 5.4% 6.3%
Parking 9 0 0 0 0 4
3.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 14.4%
Downtown growth/Tall 3 0 0 0 0 0
Buildings 09% | 0.0% |[0.0% | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
School site issue " 0 0 0 1 !
4.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 8.0% 3.4%
17 0 0 0 1 2
Need store/Restaurants
6.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 5.9% 7.7%
. 3 0 0 0 0 0
Government/Listen to voters
1.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
. 3 1 0 0 0 0 0
Other mention - Negative
J 05% | 0.0% | 00% | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
None/Nothing
. 9 0 0 0 2 2
Other mention
3.2% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0% 14.8% 8.0%
6 0 0 0 0 1
DK/INA
2.4% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0% 0.0% 3.9%
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County Where Work
Santa Clara | Santa Cruz| Sonoma | Other | DK/NA!
Total 207 2 0 5 2
Affordable housing 62 2 0 ! !
29.9% 100.0% 0.0% 14.6% |54.9%
City's economic health 9 2 0 0 0
4.3% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0%
™ - _— 14 0 0 1 0
Condition of civic buildings
" WHBLTIEIE 6.6% 0.0% 00% |257% | 0.0%
Condition of streets (roads 16 0 0 1 0
and streets)/Sidewalks 7.7% 0.0% 0.0% 16.4% | 0.0%
. 35 0 0 1 0
Controlling growth
g 17.1% 0.0% 00% |18.2% | 0.0%
. 8 0 0 0 1
Crime
! 3.8% 0.0% 100.0% | 0.0% |54.9%
. 34 0 0 0 0
Education
Heat 16.2% 0.0% 00% | 0.0% | 0.0%
Environmental health
. . 1 0 0 0 0
Neighborhood preservation
el 3 ! 0.5% 0.0% 00% | 00% | 0.0%
Poor cell coverage
Protection of open space 4 0 0 0 0
1.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0%
. . 2 0 0 1 0
Public transportation
Ul [ 0.8% 0.0% 00% [18.2% | 0.0%
. . 9 0 0 0 0
ality of life
3. What are the twomost _ Quality of I 4.6% 0.0% 00% | 0.0% | 0.0%
important issues facing Los
Altos? Race relations ! 0 0 0 0
0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0%
Taxes 7 0 0 1 0
3.4% 0.0% 0.0% 16.4% | 0.0%
Teen programs 5 0 0 0 0
2.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0%
Traffic 56 0 0 2 0
27.3% 0.0% 100.0% [39.7% | 0.0%
Downtown needs 28 0 0 0 0
revitalization 13.3% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0%
Parking 4 0 0 ! 0
1.9% 0.0% 0.0% 25.1% | 0.0%
Downtown growth/Tall 3 0 0 0 0
Buildings 1.2% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0%
School site issue 8 0 0 0 !
4.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% |45.1%
14 0 0 0 0
Need store/Restaurants
6.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0%
. 3 0 0 0 0
Government/Listen to voters
1.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0%
q 3 1 0 0 0 0
Other mention - Negative
g 0.6% 0.0% 00% | 00% | 00%
None/Nothing
q 4 0 0 0 0
Other mention
2.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0%
5 0 0 0 0
DK/INA
2.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0%.
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsc’d
County Where Work
Alameda | Marin | Napa | San Francisco| San Mateo | Santa Clara
(A) (B) (©) (D) (E) (F)
Affordable housing ab
City's economic health b b ab
Condition of civic buildings F b ab b b
Condition of streets (roads
and streets)/Sidewalks b ab
Controlling growth b ab
Crime b b ab b b
Education ab
Neighborhood preservation b b ab b b
Protection of open space b b ab F b
Public transportation b b ab b
Quality of life b ab b
3. What are the two most Race relations b b ab b
important issues facing Los  Taxes b E ab b
Altos? b b ab b b
Teen programs . . A . .
Traffic b b ab
Downtown needs
revitalization b b ab
Parking b b ab b F
Downtown growth/Tall
Buildings b b ab b b
School site issue b b ab
Need store/Restaurants b b ab
Government/Listen to voters b b ab b b
Other mention - Negative b b ab b b
Other mention b b ab F
DK/NA > N ab N
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Comparisons of Column Proportions“’d
County Where Work
Santa Cruz [ Sonoma | Other | DK/NA
(G) (H) () ()
Affordable housing o a0
City's economic health b ab b b
Condition of civic buildings b ab b
Condition of streets (roads
and streets)/Sidewalks b ab b
Controlling growth b ab b
Crime b ab b F
Education b ab b b
Neighborhood preservation b ab b b
Protection of open space b ab b b
Public transportation b ab F b
Quality of life b ab » b
3.What are the two most  Race relations b ab b 2
important issues facing Los  Taxes b ab b
altced Teen programs b ab b b
Traffic b ab b
Downtown needs
revitalization b ab b b
Parking b ab F b
Downtown growth/Tall
Buildings b ab b b
School site issue b ab b F
Need store/Restaurants b ab b b
Government/Listen to voters b ab b b
Other mention - Negative b ab b b
Other mention b ab b b
DKINA b ab b b

category with the larger column proportion.

Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .0

5 cd

a. This category is not used in comparisons because the sum of case weights is less than two.

b. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
c. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears in the

d. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
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Ethnic Group

America Indian
Total or Alaska Asian - Chinese| Asian - Filipino
Native
Total 446 1 26 5
Ethnic Group
N N Asian - . Asian -
Asian - Indian Japanese Asian - Korean Vietnamese
Total 19 4 ! 2
Ethnic Group
A Caucasian or Latino or Two or more
Asian - Other White Hispanic races
Total 5 330 1 16
Ethnic Group
Other | Not sure/DK/NA
Total 5 20
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Ethnic Group
America Indian
Total or Alaska Asian - Chinese| Asian - Filipino
Native
" 127 1 9 2
Affordable h
R 28.5% 100.0% 34.6% 40.8%
. A 20 0 1 0
City's economic health 46% 0.0% 5.1% 0.0%
- o . 27 0 1 0
Condition of civic buildings 6.1% 0.0% 31% 0.0%
Condition of streets (roads 32 0 3 0
and streets)/Sidewalks 7.1% 0.0% 10.2% 0.0%
A 88 0 1 1
Controll wth
I e 19.8% 0.0% 4.8% 27.3%
A 14 0 2 0
Crime
3.2% 0.0% 7.9% 0.0%
. 61 1 5 0
Educatti
ueation 13.7% 100.0% 18.2% 0.0%
. 2 0 1 0
Environmental health 0.4% 0.0% 27% 0.0%
N N 6 0 0 0
Neighborhood preservation 13% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
1 0 0 0
Poor cell c a
SRR 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
N 9 0 0 1
Protection of open space
ML) TN 2.0% 0.0% 0.0% 17.7%
" " 9 0 0 0
Public transportatio
HLHE U 2.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
" . 20 0 2 0
ality of lif
3. What are the two most  Quality oflife 4.4% 0.0% 6.9% 0.0%
important issues facing Los 5 0 0 0
Altos? Race relations
! 1.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
16 0 0 1
Taxes
X 3.7% 0.0% 0.0% 14.2%
8 0 2 0
Teen programs
(L 1.8% 0.0% 6.7% 0.0%
Traffic 109 0 5 !
24.4% 0.0% 20.8% 27.3%
Downtown needs 48 0 2 0
revitalization 10.8% 0.0% 6.3% 0.0%
Parking 25 0 ! 2
5.6% 0.0% 3.8% 40.8%
Doyvn_town growth/Tall 9 0 0 0
Buildings 1.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
- 14 0 3 0
School site issue
e fss 3.1% 0.0% 9.9% 0.0%
22 0 0 0
Need store/Restaurants
" 4.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
. 12 0 0 0
Government/Listen to voters
v ! v 2.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
. . 4 0 0 0
Other mention - Negative
! e 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
. 4 0 3 0
None/Nothin
et 0.8% 0.0% 12.1% 0.0%
. 15 0 0 0
Other mention
! 3.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
20 0 1 0
DK/NA
4.4% 0.0% 3.2% 0.0%
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Ethnic Group
g f Asian - q Asian -
Asian - Indian Japanese Asian - Korean VRATETIEE
; 3 1 0 2
Affordable h
CICEDIENT, 12.9% 14.7% 0.0% 100.0%
City's economic health 1 0 0 0
4.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
- . g 1 1 0 0
Condition of civic buildings 6.3% 15.7% 0.0% 0.0%
Condition of streets (roads 3 0 0 1
and streets)/Sidewalks 14.5% 0.0% 0.0% 52.1%
N 0 1 1 0
Controll wth
Rl 0.0% 32.7% 100.0% 0.0%
A 2 0 0 0
Crime
10.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
. 1 0 1 0
Educatti
ucation 5.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
N 0 0 0 0
Environmental health 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
N N 0 0 0 0
Neighborhood preservation 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Poor cell coverage 0 0 0 0
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
N 0 0 0 0
Protection of open space
R e 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
N n 0 0 0 0
Public transportat
CLIBUEE R 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
3. What are the two most Quality of life 0 0 0 0
e ; A 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
important issues facing Los 0 0 0 0
Altos? Race relations
! 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
0 0 0 0
Taxes
x 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
1 0 0 0
Teen programs
[t 6.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Traffic ! 1 0 0
7.5% 18.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Downtown needs 3 0 0 0
revitalization 15.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Parking 0 2 0 0
0.0% 51.6% 0.0% 0.0%
Doyvn_town growth/Tall 1 1 0 0
Buildings 4.9% 15.7% 0.0% 0.0%
- 1 0 0 0
School site issue
e fssu 5.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
1 2 0 0
Need store/Restaurants
. 6.7% 51.6% 0.0% 0.0%
Government/Listen to voters 0 0 0 0
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
. 0 0 0 0 0
Other mention - Negative
! i 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
N 0 0 0 0
None/Nothin:
e 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
. 3 0 0 0
Other mention
! 15.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
3 0 0 0
DKI/NA
15.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
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Ethnic Group
Asi oth Caucasian or Latino or Two or more
HEwe= el White Hispanic races
A 0 93 5 7
Aff le h
ordable housing 0.0% 28.2% 45.8% 43.6%
9 A 0 16 0 0
H health
City's economic healt| 0.0% 5.0% 0.0% 0.0%
- o . 1 22 0 0
Condition of civic buildings 14.9% 6.7% 0.0% 0.0%
Condition of streets (roads 0 20 1 0
and streets)/Sidewalks 0.0% 6.0% 8.8% 0.0%
A 0 68 2 7
Controll wth
I e 0.0% 20.6% 16.5% 42.9%
A 0 10 0 0
Crime
0.0% 3.1% 0.0% 0.0%
q 0 48 0 2
Educatti
ueation 0.0% 14.6% 0.0% 11.9%
N 0 1 0 0
Environmental health 0.0% 0.3% 0.0% 0.0%
Neighborhood preservation 0 5 ! 0
0.0% 1.4% 8.8% 0.0%
Poor cell coverage 0 1 0 0
0.0% 0.4% 0.0% 0.0%
N 0 5 0 0
Protection of open space
ML) TN 0.0% 1.6% 0.0% 0.0%
" " 0 7 1 0
Public transportati
HLHE U 0.0% 2.2% 9.1% 0.0%
Quality of life ! 16 0 !
£ UITHET 1D 0 (/0 (I 14.9% 4.8% 0.0% 5.7%
important issues facing Los 0 4 0 1
Altos? Race relations
! 0.0% 12% 0.0% 5.9%
0 15 0 1
Taxes
x 0.0% 45% 0.0% 5.9%
0 4 0 0
Teen programs
(L 0.0% 1.2% 0.0% 0.0%
Traffic 0 88 2 6
0.0% 26.6% 17.0% 37.8%
Dogvnt_ctwr) needs 0 39 1 2
revitalization 0.0% 11.9% 11.9% 13.5%
Parking 0 17 0 !
0.0% 5.1% 0.0% 5.8%
Doyvn_town growth/Tall 0 6 1 0
Buildings 0.0% 1.9% 6.9% 0.0%
- 0 8 1 1
School site issue
e fss 0.0% 2.4% 11.9% 6.0%
2 15 0 0
Need store/Restaurants
" 44.5% 45% 0.0% 0.0%
q 0 7 1 1
Government/Listen to voters
v ! v 0.0% 2.2% 7.4% 43%
. q 0 4 0 0
Other mention - Negative
! e 0.0% 1.2% 0.0% 0.0%
N 0 0 0 0
None/Nothin
e 0.0% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0%
. 0 12 0 0
Other mention
! 0.0% 3.5% 0.0% 0.0%
1 11 0 0
DK/NA
25.7% 3.5% 0.0% 0.0%
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Ethnic Group

Other | Not sure/DK/NA
Affordable housing ! 4
17.5% 17.9%
City's economic health D.g% 8.3%
Condition of civic buildings O.g% 8.:%
Condition of streets (roads 0 4
and streets)/Sidewalks 0.0% 22.3%
n 0 6
Controlling growth 0.0% 31.9%
o 0 0
(o]
rme 0.0% 0.0%
. 0 3
Educatti
ueation 0.0% 13.6%
Environmental health O.g% O.g%
Neighborhood preservation O.g% 0.8%
Poor cell coverage 0 0
0.0% 0.0%
. 1 2
Protection of open space
R e 15.2% 9.5%
. q 0 1
Public transportation 0.0% 41%
" n 0 1
3. What are the two most Quality of life o o
5 ; A 0.0% 2.6%
important issues facing Los 0 0
Altos? Race relations
: 0.0% 0.0%
0 0
Taxes
x 0.0% 0.0%
0 1
Teen programs
e 0.0% 6.9%
. 0 4
Traffic
! 0.0% 21.7%
Downtown needs 1 0
revitalization 17.5% 0.0%
" 1 1
Parkin
e 15.2% 5.9%
Downtown growth/Tall 0 0
Buildings 0.0% 0.0%
L 0 0
School site issue
fetssu 0.0% 0.0%
0 1
Need store/Restaurants
. 0.0% 6.5%
. 1 2
Government/Listen to voters
v ! v 20.4% 10.3%
. . 0 0
Other mention - Negative
! i 0.0% 0.0%
. 0 0
None/Nothin:
e 0.0% 0.0%
. 0 0
Other mention
! 0.0% 1.0%
2 1
DK/INA
47.0% 3.8%
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Comparisons of Column Proportions®

d

Ethnic Group

America Indian
or Alaska Asian - Chinese| Asian - Filiping Asian - Indian
Native
(A) (B) () (D)

Affordable housing 2b

City's economic health ab b

Condition of civic buildings ab b

Condition of streets (roads

and streets)/Sidewalks ab b

Controlling growth ab b

Crime ab b

Education ab b

Environmental health ab b b

Neighborhood preservation ab b b b

Poor cell coverage ab b b b

Protection of open space ab b b

Public transportation ab b b b

Quality of life ab b b
3. What are the two most Race relations ab b b b
important issues facing Los ) . . :
Altos? Taxes ab e b

Teen programs ab b

Traffic ab

Downtown needs

revitalization ab b

Parking ab | b

Downtown growth/Tall

Buildings ab b b

School site issue ab b

Need store/Restaurants ab b b

Government/Listen to voters ab b b b

Other mention - Negative ab b b b

None/Nothing ab | b b

Other mention ab b b |

DK/NA ab N
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsc’d
Ethnic Group
J‘a\:;ar?e;e Asian - Korean Vistﬂ:;;se Asian - Other
(E) (F) (G) (H)
Affordable housing ab b °
City's economic health b ab b b
Condition of civic buildings ab b
Condition of streets (roads
and streets)/Sidewalks b ab b
Controlling growth ab b b
D b ab b b
Education b ab b b
Environmental health b ab b b
Neighborhood preservation b ab b b
Poor cell coverage b ab b b
Protection of open space b ab b b
Public transportation b ab b b
Quality of life b ab b
3. What are the two most Race relations b ab b b
important issues facing Los . . . .
Altos? Taxes b ab L N
Teen programs b ab b b
Traffic ab b b
Downtown needs
revitalization b ab b b
Parking | ab b b
Downtown growth/Tall
Buildings ab b b
School site issue b ab b b
Need store/Restaurants | ab b |
Government/Listen to voters b ab b b
Other mention - Negative b ab b b
None/Nothing b ab b b
Other mention b ab b b
DK/NA > ab N
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Comparisons of Column Proportions®

d

Ethnic Group

Caucasian or
White

Latino or
Hispanic

Two or more
races

Other

[0}

)

(K)

(L)

3. What are the two most
important issues facing Los
Altos?

Affordable housing
City's economic health
Condition of civic buildings

Condition of streets (roads
and streets)/Sidewalks

Controlling growth
Crime

Education
Environmental health
Neighborhood preservation
Poor cell coverage
Protection of open space
Public transportation
Quality of life

Race relations

Taxes

Teen programs

Traffic

Downtown needs
revitalization

Parking

Downtown growth/Tall
Buildings

School site issue

Need store/Restaurants
Government/Listen to voters
Other mention - Negative
None/Nothing

Other mention

DK/INA

‘oo oo

‘oo oo

‘oc'oco oo

‘oo oo

‘o

‘c'oc'o o oo o

‘oc'oc'oc o oo

Bl

Page 108




Godbe Research /// Los Altos Survey /// Crosstabs 12-18-17

Comparisons of Column Proportions"":|

Ethnic Group

Not sure/DK/NA

(M)

Affordable housing
City's economic health
Condition of civic buildings

Condition of streets (roads
and streets)/Sidewalks

Controlling growth

Crime

Education

Environmental health
Neighborhood preservation
Poor cell coverage
Protection of open space
Public transportation

Quality of life
3. What are the two most R Jati b
important issues facing Los ace relations
Altos? Taxes

Teen programs
Traffic

Downtown needs
revitalization

Parking

Downtown growth/Tall
Buildings

School site issue

Need store/Restaurants
Government/Listen to voters
Other mention - Negative
None/Nothing

Other mention

DK/INA

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears in the
category with the larger column proportion. J
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05

a. This category is not used in comparisons because the sum of case weights is less than two.
b. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
c. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

d. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions
tests.
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Zip Code
Total | 94022 | 94024
Total 446 203 243
Affordable housing 127 56 4
28.5% |[27.6% |29.4%
City's economic health 20 13 7
4.6% | 6.4% 3.0%
Condition of civic buildings | 27 | 18 M
6.1% | 9.0% 3.6%
Condition of streets (roads 32 8 24
and streets)/Sidewalks 71% | 4.0% | 9.8%
A 88 41 47
Controlling growth
e 19.8% |20.4% |19.4%
Crime 14 2 12
3.2% 1.0% 5.0%
o 61 32 29
Education
ueatt 13.7% |15.9% |11.9%
Environmental health 2 0 2
04% | 0.0% | 0.7%
. o 6 1 5
Neighborhood preservation
g 3 0 | 3% | 04% | 20%
Poor cell coverage ! ! 0
0.3% | 0.7% | 0.0%
Protection of open space 9 5 4
2.0% | 2.4% 1.6%
. . 9 4 5
Public transportation
Ul [ 20% | 20% | 2.0%
. . 20 8 11
3. What are the two most Quality of life o o o
5 3 A 44% | 41% | 4.7%
important issues facing Los 5 4 1
Altos? Race relations
! 11% | 21% | 0.3%
Taxes 16 8 9
37% | 3.7% 3.6%
Teen programs 8 6 3
1.8% | 2.7% 1.1%
2 109 45 64
Traffic
24.4% |22.4% |26.2%
Downtown needs 48 23 25
revitalization 10.8% |11.4% |10.4%
. 25 18 7
Parkin
g 56% | 8.9% | 2.8%
Downtown growth/Tall 9 4 5
Buildings 1.9% | 1.8% | 2.0%
. 14 7 7
School site issue
31% | 3.4% | 2.8%
22 7 15
Need store/Restaurants
4.9% | 3.3% | 6.3%
Government/Listen to voters 12 4 8
2.6% | 20% | 3.2%
q 3 4 2 2
Other mention - Negative
g 09% | 09% | 0.8%
" 4 2 1
None/Nothin
g 08% | 12% | 05%
q 15 6 8
Other mention
33% | 3.1% | 3.5%
20 9 11
DK/INA
44% | 43% | 4.5%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb'°

Zip Code

94022

94024

(A)

(B)

3. What are the two most
important issues facing Los
Altos?

Affordable housing
City's economic health
Condition of civic buildings

Condition of streets (roads
and streets)/Sidewalks

Controlling growth
Crime

Education
Environmental health
Neighborhood preservation
Poor cell coverage
Protection of open space
Public transportation
Quality of life

Race relations

Taxes

Teen programs

Traffic

Downtown needs
revitalization

Parking

Downtown growth/Tall
Buildings

School site issue

Need store/Restaurants
Government/Listen to voters
Other mention - Negative
None/Nothing

Other mention

DK/NA

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the

category with the smaller column proportion appears in the category with the

larger column proportion.

Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 be

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
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Language of Interview

Total | Chinese | English| Other
Total 446 20 422 3
Affordable housing 127 8 116 8
28.5% | 39.6% 27.5% |100.0%
City's economic health 20 ! 19 0
4.6% 6.6% 4.5% 0.0%
i .. _— 27 1 26 0
Condition of civic buildings
" WICBUTEINgS | 5 19, | 40% | 62% | 0.0%
Condition of streets (roads 32 1 30 0
and streets)/Sidewalks 71% 6.4% 7.2% 0.0%
. 88 4 85 0
Controlling growth
e 19.8% | 18.7% | 20.0% | 0.0%
. 14 1 13 0
Crime
' 32% | 40% | 32% | 0.0%
. 61 4 58 0
Education
ueatt 137% | 17.1% | 13.7% | 0.0%
Environmental health 2 ! ! 0
0.4% 5.1% 0.2% 0.0%
. . 6 0 6 0
Neighborhood preservation
g 3 0 3% | 00% | 13% | 0.0%
Poor cell coverage ! 0 ! 0
0.3% 0.0% 0.3% 0.0%
Protection of open space 9 0 9 0
2.0% 0.0% 2.1% 0.0%
. . 9 0 9 0
Public transportation
et L 20% | 0.0% | 21% | 00%
. . 20 2 18 0
ality of life
3. What are the two most  Quality of 44% | 88% | 42% | 0.0%
important issues facing Los
Altos? Race relations 5 0 5 0
1.1% 0.0% 1.2% 0.0%
TS 16 0 16 0
3.7% 0.0% 3.9% 0.0%
Teen programs 8 0 8 0
1.8% 0.0% 2.0% 0.0%
2 109 3 106 0
Traffic
24.4% | 13.2% 25.2% 0.0%
Downtown needs 48 1 47 0
revitalization 10.8% 4.8% 11.2% 0.0%
Parking 25 0 25 0
5.6% 0.0% 5.9% 0.0%
Downtown growth/Tall 9 0 9 0
Buildings 1.9% | 00% | 2.0% | 0.0%
. 14 1 13 0
School site issue
3.1% 5.0% 3.0% 0.0%
22 1 21 0
Need store/Restaurants
4.9% 6.4% 4.9% 0.0%
. 12 0 12 0
Government/Listen to voters
2.6% 0.0% 2.8% 0.0%
q 3 4 0 4 0
Other mention - Negative
g 09% | 00% | 09% | 00%
" 4 3 0 0
None/Nothin
g 08% | 155% | 01% | 00%
q 15 0 15 0
Other mention
3.3% 0.0% 3.5% 0.0%
20 1 19 0
DK/INA
4.4% 4.1% 4.4% 0.0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb'°

Language of Interview

Chinese

Other

(A)

(B)

(©)

3. What are the two most
important issues facing Los
Altos?

Affordable housing
City's economic health
Condition of civic buildings

Condition of streets (roads
and streets)/Sidewalks

Controlling growth
Crime

Education
Environmental health
Neighborhood preservation
Poor cell coverage
Protection of open space
Public transportation
Quality of life

Race relations

Taxes

Teen programs

Traffic

Downtown needs
revitalization

Parking

Downtown growth/Tall
Buildings

School site issue

Need store/Restaurants
Government/Listen to voters
Other mention - Negative
None/Nothing

Other mention

DK/NA

a
B

a

a
a

a

Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 ™

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with
the smaller column proportion appears in the categoryg/vcith the larger column proportion.

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
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Interview Type

Total | Cell phone| Landline| Online| Text
Total 446 90 64 123 168
Affordable housing 127 45 15 28 40
28.5% 49.4% 23.5% |22.4% |23.7%
City's economic health 20 8 7 1 5
4.6% 8.6% 10.8% 0.5% | 3.0%
i .. - 27 7 5 8 7
Condition of civic buildings
" VieBUldings | 5 10, | 7.2% 84% | 6.9% | 4.0%
Condition of streets (roads 32 4 6 7 15
and streets)/Sidewalks 71% 4.5% 9.1% 53% | 9.1%
A 88 14 18 25 32
Controlling growth
e 19.8% 15.2% 27.8% |20.5% |18.9%
. 14 9 0 3 2
Crime
' 32% | 102% | 00% |26% | 1.1%
q 61 17 12 1 21
Education
ueatt 137% | 19.0% | 18.3% | 9.0% |12.6%
. 2 1 1 0 0
Environmental health
v 04% | 12% 11% | 00% | 0.0%
. . 6 1 1 2 2
Neighborhood preservation
g 3 0 3% | 15% 12% | 13% | 1.2%
Poor cell coverage ! 0 ! 0 0
0.3% 0.0% 2.2% 0.0% | 0.0%
- 9 0 3 1 4
Protection of open space
! [0 20% | 0.0% 48% | 12% | 26%
. . 9 4 3 2 1
Public transportation
et L 20% | 3.9% 49% | 13% | 04%
. . 20 7 4 3 6
ality of life
3. What are the twomost _ Quality of I 44% | 77% 63% | 25% | 3.3%
important issues facing Los
Altos? Race relations 5 5 0 0 0
1.1% 5.4% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0%
TS 16 6 9 1 1
3.7% 6.5% 13.9% 0.6% | 0.5%
Teen programs 8 3 0 4 !
1.8% 3.5% 0.0% 3.1% | 0.8%
Traffic 109 10 16 41 43
24.4% 10.7% 253% |32.9% |25.3%
Downtown needs 48 0 0 18 30
revitalization 10.8% 0.0% 0.0% |14.8% |17.9%
Parking 25 0 0 12 13
5.6% 0.0% 0.0% 9.9% | 7.5%
Downtown growth/Tall 9 0 0 6 2
Buildings 1.9% 0.0% 0.0% | 52% | 1.3%
School site issue 14 0 0 8 6
3.1% 0.0% 0.0% 6.5% | 3.4%
22 0 0 10 12
Need store/Restaurants
4.9% 0.0% 0.0% 7.9% | 7.3%
. 12 0 0 6 6
Government/Listen to voters
2.6% 0.0% 0.0% 45% | 3.7%
q 3 4 0 0 1 3
Other mention - Negative
g 09% | 0.0% 00% | 11% | 15%
" 4 0 0 0 3
None/Nothin
g 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4% | 1.9%
q 15 9 4 0 2
Other mention
3.3% 10.3% 5.8% 0.0% | 1.1%
20 6 2 3 9
DK/INA
4.4% 6.5% 3.9% 21% | 5.1%
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Interview Type

Cell phone

Landline

Online

Text

(A)

(B)

()

(D)

3. What are the two most
important issues facing Los
Altos?

Affordable housing
City's economic health
Condition of civic buildings

Condition of streets (roads
and streets)/Sidewalks

Controlling growth
Crime

Education
Environmental health
Neighborhood preservation
Poor cell coverage
Protection of open space
Public transportation
Quality of life

Race relations

Taxes

Teen programs

Traffic

Downtown needs
revitalization

Parking

Downtown growth/Tall
Buildings

School site issue

Need store/Restaurants
Government/Listen to voters
Other mention - Negative
None/Nothing

Other mention

DK/NA

BCD
C

D

C

CD

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears in the category with the lar
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

qger column proportion.

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
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Voting Propensity
Total 0 1-3 4-6 7-9 10 or more
Total 446 52 70 51 69 204
Affordable housing 127 21 7 12 25 52
28.5% [40.9% |24.2% |24.3% |36.3% 25.4%
City's economic health 20 0 2 1 5 12
4.6% | 0.0% 32% | 21% | 7.9% 5.7%
- o - 27 1 3 4 7 12
Condition of civic buildings
" WICBUTAINGS | 6 10, | 23% | 3.8% | 87% | 96% | 59%
Condition of streets (roads 32 3 4 5 4 15
and streets)/Sidewalks 71% | 55% | 6.3% [10.2% | 6.4% 7.3%
A 88 6 10 9 21 43
Controlling growth
e 19.8% [11.1% | 13.6% |16.7% | 30.8% 21.3%
@ 14 1 4 2 2 4
32% | 25% | 6.3% | 4.3% 3.0% 2.1%
q 61 8 13 10 7 23
Education
ueatt 13.7% |15.1% [19.0% [19.0% |10.0% | 11.5%
. 2 0 0 1 1 0
Environmental health
v 04% | 0.0% | 00% | 21% | 1.0% | 0.0%
. o 6 2 0 1 0 2
Neighborhood preservation
g 3 O0 | 3% | 38% | 00% | 26% | 00% | 1.2%
1 0 0 0 0 1
Poor cell coverage
R 03% | 00% | 00% | 00% | 00% | 07%
. 9 2 3 0 1 3
Protection of open space
! (e 20% | 34% | 47% | 0.0% | 11% | 15%
. . 9 2 1 0 1 5
Public transportation
Ul [ 20% | 32% | 21% | 0.0% | 12% | 24%
Quality of life 20 2 2 2 2 12
Sanatarsithofwolmost 44% | 37% | 2.8% | 3.9% | 26% | 59%
important issues facing Los
Altos? Race relations 5 ! 2 0 0 2
11% | 26% | 2.8% | 0.0% | 0.0% 0.8%
TS 16 1 3 5 1 6
3.7% 1.9% 3.9% |10.0% | 2.0% 3.0%
Teen programs 8 3 2 0 0 8
1.8% | 5.9% 35% | 0.0% | 0.0% 1.3%
Traffic 109 13 12 10 16 59
24.4% [25.0% |16.5% |[18.7% |22.5% 29.2%
Downtown needs 48 3 5 8 1 21
revitalization 10.8% | 5.1% | 7.4% |15.4% |16.5% | 10.4%
Parking 25 2 1 2 1 18
56% | 4.5% 1.0% | 47% | 21% 8.8%
Downtown growth/Tall 9 0 0 2 0 6
Buildings 1.9% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 4.4% | 0.0% 3.1%
School site issue 14 2 2 8 1 6
31% | 32% | 29% | 6.2% 1.9% 2.7%
22 6 3 2 5 5
Need store/Restaurants
4.9% |(10.7% | 4.8% | 4.9% | 7.4% 2.7%
. 12 0 1 0 2 9
Government/Listen to voters
2.6% | 0.0% 1.3% | 0.0% | 2.7% 4.4%
q 3 4 0 1 1 1 1
Other mention - Negative
& 09% | 0.0% | 1.9% | 20% | 1.2% 0.3%
" 4 0 2 0 0 2
None/Nothin
g 08% | 09% | 2.3% | 0.0% | 0.0% 0.7%
q 15 3 6 0 2 4
Other mention
33% | 57% | 83% | 0.0% | 2.6% 2.1%
20 3 7 1 1 7
DK/INA
44% | 6.3% [10.0% | 15% | 1.8% 3.5%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’c

Voting Propensity

1-3

4-6

7-9

10 or more

(A)

(B)

()

(D)

(E)

3. What are the two most
important issues facing Los
Altos?

Affordable housing
City's economic health
Condition of civic buildings

Condition of streets (roads
and streets)/Sidewalks

Controlling growth
Crime

Education
Environmental health
Neighborhood preservation
Poor cell coverage
Protection of open space
Public transportation
Quality of life

Race relations

Taxes

Teen programs

Traffic

Downtown needs
revitalization

Parking

Downtown growth/Tall
Buildings

School site issue

Need store/Restaurants
Government/Listen to voters
Other mention - Negative
None/Nothing

Other mention

DK/NA

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column

proportion appears in the category with the larger colutg\cn proportion.

Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 ™

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
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Party by Gender
Total | Fem Dems | Male Dems | Fem Reps | Male Reps | Fem NPP
Total 444 121 76 55 54 53
Affordable housing 127 48 25 8 M 7
28.7% 39.4% 32.4% 13.9% 20.2% 32.6%
City's economic health 20 3 6 1 7 3
4.6% 2.5% 7.8% 1.4% 12.4% 5.8%
- o - 27 9 2 3 5 2
Condition of civic buildings
" IeBUTEINgs | 6 10, | 7.6% 2.5% 51% 8.5% 41%
Condition of streets (roads 32 6 6 6 4 5
and streets)/Sidewalks 7.2% 4.6% 7.7% 11.0% 8.2% 9.4%
A 88 26 10 13 13 13
Controlling growth
e 19.9% 21.4% 13.3% 23.3% 24.9% 24.4%
. 14 7 2 0 0 2
Crime
' 32% | 55% 2.0% 0.0% 0.0% 41%
q 61 9 8 5 14 11
Education
ueatt 138% | 7.8% 10.9% 8.7% 259% | 20.9%
q 2 0 0 1 0 1
Environmental health
v 04% | 0.0% 0.0% 1.3% 0.0% 2.0%
q q 6 0 1 2 1 2
Neighborhood preservation
g 3 0 ) y3% | 00% 1.3% 2.9% 1.4% 43%
Poor cell coverage ! 0 0 0 ! 0
0.3% 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% 1.7% 0.0%
Protection of open space 9 ! 4 8 ! 0
2.0% 1.1% 5.3% 5.1% 1.5% 0.0%
. . 8 2 1 0 1 1
Public transportation
et L 18% | 13% 20% 0.0% 17% 1.6%
. . 20 5 8 2 1 1
ality of life
3. What are the two most  Quality of 44% | 42% 9.9% 3.2% 2.2% 1.8%
important issues facing Los
Altos? Race relations 5 ! ! 0 0 3
1.1% 1.1% 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% 5.5%
TS 16 1 4 2 1 2
3.7% 1.2% 4.9% 4.2% 1.2% 3.4%
Teen programs 8 4 2 0 ! 0
1.9% 3.6% 2.3% 0.0% 1.6% 0.0%
Traffic 108 28 19 16 15 9
24.3% 23.3% 24.4% 28.7% 28.7% 16.3%
Downtown needs 48 14 10 8 3 6
revitalization 10.9% | 11.3% 13.0% 15.1% 6.0% 12.0%
Parking 24 7 2 9 2 2
5.3% 6.0% 3.0% 17.1% 3.1% 4.3%
Downtown growth/Tall 9 2 0 3 1 0
Buildings 1.9% 1.9% 0.0% 5.3% 1.9% 0.0%
School site issue 14 6 ! 2 0 0
3.1% 5.2% 1.3% 3.3% 0.0% 0.0%
22 4 1 4 1 6
Need store/Restaurants
4.9% 3.5% 1.2% 8.1% 1.5% 11.0%
. 12 1 3 1 2 3
Government/Listen to voters
2.7% 0.6% 3.3% 2.7% 4.0% 5.8%
q 3 4 0 0 2 0 0
Other mention - Negative
& 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% 2.7% 0.0% 0.0%
" 4 0 2 0 1 0
None/Nothin
g 0.8% 0.0% 2.8% 0.0% 1.4% 0.0%
q 15 9 2 2 0 0
Other mention
3.3% 7.8% 2.1% 4.4% 0.0% 0.0%
20 3 3 2 3 2
DK/INA
4.4% 2.7% 3.7% 3.2% 5.3% 3.0%
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Party by Gender
Male NPP | Fem Oth| Male Oth
Total 73 2 10
Affordable housing 16 0 8
22.4% 0.0% 27.4%
City's economic health ! 0 0
1.2% 0.0% 0.0%
" - _— 5 0 1
Condition of civic buildings
" FHSERIEE 71% | 00% | 106%
Condition of streets (roads 4 0 1
and streets)/Sidewalks 5.9% 0.0% 5.4%
. 12 0 1
Controlling growth
e 163% | 00% | 13.8%
. 4 0 0
Crime
; 52% | 00% | 0.0%
. 11 0 3
Education
ueatt 147% | 00% | 27.8%
Environmental health 0 0 0
0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Neighborhood preservation 0 0 0
0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
0 0 0
Poor cell coverage
e 00% | 00% | 0.0%
Protection of open space 0 0 0
0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
. . 2 0 2
Public transportation
Ul [ 21% | 00% | 16.2%
Quality of life 3 0 0
?. What are the two rpost 4.4% 0.0% 0.0%
important issues facing Los 0 0 0
Altos? Race relations
! 00% | 00% | 00%
Taxes 6 0 0
8.4% 0.0% 4.2%
Teen programs ! 0 0
1.8% 0.0% 0.0%
2 17 0 4
Traffic
23.3% 0.0% 40.7%
Downtown needs 7 0 0
revitalization 9.3% 0.0% 0.0%
. 1 0 0
Parkin
g 10% | 00% | 00%
Downtown growth/Tall 2 0 0
Buildings 3.2% 0.0% 0.0%
School site issue 8 0 2
4.1% 0.0% 16.2%
5 1 0
Need store/Restaurants
6.8% 41.6% 0.0%
. 2 0 0
Government/Listen to voters
2.3% 0.0% 0.0%
. 3 1 1 0
Other mention - Negative
J 18% | 58.4% | 00%
" 1 0 0
None/Nothin
g 10% | 00% | 00%
. 1 0 0
Other mention
1.8% 0.0% 0.0%
7 0 0
DK/INA
9.3% 0.0% 4.2%
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Comparisons of Column Proportions®

d

Party by Gender

Fem Dems

Male Dems | Fem Reps| Male Reps

Fem NPP

(A)

(B) () (D)

(E)

3. What are the two most
important issues facing Los
Altos?

Affordable housing
City's economic health
Condition of civic buildings

Condition of streets (roads
and streets)/Sidewalks

Controlling growth
Crime

Education
Environmental health
Neighborhood preservation
Poor cell coverage
Protection of open space
Public transportation
Quality of life

Race relations

Taxes

Teen programs

Traffic

Downtown needs
revitalization

Parking

Downtown growth/Tall
Buildings

School site issue

Need store/Restaurants
Government/Listen to voters
Other mention - Negative
None/Nothing

Other mention

DK/NA

C
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Comparisons of Column Proportions"":|
Party by Gender
Male NPP | Fem Oth| Male Oth
(F) (G) (H)
Affordable housing ab
City's economic health ab b
Condition of civic buildings ab
Condition of streets (roads
and streets)/Sidewalks b
Controlling growth ab
Crime ab b
Education ab
Environmental health b ab b
Neighborhood preservation b ab b
Poor cell coverage b ab b
Protection of open space b ab b
Public transportation ab
5w . Quality of life ab b
important issues facing Los Race relations ! 2 :
Altos? Taxes ab
Teen programs ab b
Traffic ab
Downtown needs
revitalization ab b
Parking ab b
Downtown growth/Tall
Buildings ab b
School site issue ab
Need store/Restaurants 2 b
Government/Listen to voters ab b
Other mention - Negative 2 b
None/Nothing ab b
Other mention ab b
DK/NA ab

category with the larger column proportion. J
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05

a. This category is not used in comparisons because the sum of case weights is less than two.

b. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
c. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears in the

d. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.

Page 121

Godbe Research /// Los Altos Survey /// Crosstabs 12-18-17

Total
Very satisfied
4. Overall, are you satisfied g h cefind

or dissatisfied with the job
the City of Los Altos is doing ) L
to provide City services? Somewhat dissatisfied
Very dissatisfied

DK/INA

Total
Total | Total
446 446
157 157

35.2% |35.2%

46.8% |46.8%

46

10.3% |10.3%

1.7% | 1.7%

27

6.0% | 6.0%

46

27

Comparisons of Column Proportions®

b

Total

Total

(A)

Very satisfied

isfied fopty £ d

4. Overall, are you
or dissatisfied with the job
the City of Los Altos is doing
to provide City services?

Somewhat dissatisfied
Very dissatisfied
DK/INA

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the
key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears in

the category with the larger column proportion. b
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 &

a. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

b. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
Respondent's Gender

Total | Male | Female | Other

Total 446 213 231 2

= 157 90 67 0

Very satisfied

el 35.2% |42.0% | 29.3% | 0.0%

4. Overall, are you satisfied g h P 209 97 111 1

or dissatisfied with the job
the City of Los Altos is doing

to provide City services? Somewhat dissatisfied

Very dissatisfied

DK/NA

46.8% |45.3% | 48.1% |58.7%

46

17 28 1

10.3% | 8.0% | 12.1% |41.3%

1.7% | 0.6% | 2.7% 0.0%

27

6.0% | 4.0% | 7.9% 0.0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb'c

Respondent's Gender

4. Overall, are you satisfied
or dissatisfied with the job
the City of Los Altos is doing
to provide City services?

Somewhat satisfied
Somewhat dissatisfied
Very dissatisfied
DK/INA

Male | Female | Other
(A) (B) ©)
Very satisfied B 2

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the
category with the smaller column proportion appears in the category with the larger

column proportion.

Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 be

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.
c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.

Age
Total | 18-29 | 30-39 | 40-49 | 50-64 65+ | Not coded
Total 446 59 35 81 140 124 7
Very satisfied 157 25 1 22 47 48 5
35.2% |42.7% |31.6% |27.4% |33.2% |38.3% 66.0%
4. Overall, are you satisfied g, hat satisfied 209 21 19 38 69 62 0
or dissatisfied with the job oo SaUSTE 46.8% |35.8% |53.7% |47.1% |49.1% [49.9% | 0.0%
the City of Los Altos is doing ) L 46 8 3 12 15 9 0
to provide City services? — Somewhatdissatisfied | oo | 3 4o | 550, [145% [104% | 7.1% | 00%
" " 8 2 0 3 2 1 0
Very dissatisfied 17% | 32% | 00% | 32% | 17% | 07% | 00%
27 3 2 6 8 5 2
DK/NA
6.0% | 52% | 6.2% | 7.9% 5.6% | 4.0% 34.0%
Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’c
Age
18-29 | 30-39 | 40-49 | 50-64 65+ | Not coded
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E) (F)
Very satisfied
4. Overall, are you satisfied Somewhat satisfied a
or dissatisfied with the job s hat dissatisfied a
the City of Los Altos is doing >°MmeWwnat dissatistie .
to provide City services? Very dissatisfied a 2
DK/NA E

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column

proportion appears in the category with the larger colug}cn proportion.

Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 ™

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.
c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
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Homeownerership Status

Comparisons of Column Proportions

Total | Own | Rent | Not sure/DK/NA
Total 446 357 80 9
=) 157 117 38 3
Very satisfied
2 35.2% |32.8% |46.7% 28.7%
4. Overall, are you satisfied g hat eaticfiod 209 173 33 3
or dissatisfied with the job 46.8% |48.5% |41.3% 28.2%
the City of Los Altos is doing 46 37 6 2
i i i Somewhat dissatisfied
to provide City services? 10.3% |105% | 7.3% 27.8%
N ) 8 8 0 0
Very dissatisfied
7 17% | 21% | 0.0% 0.0%
27 22 4 1
DK/INA
6.0% | 6.1% | 4.6% 15.3%
b,c

Homeownerership Status

Own

Rent

Not sure/DK/NA

(A)

(B)

()

Very satisfied
4. Overall, are you isfied S hat satisfied
or dissatisfied with the job
the City of Los Altos is doing
to provide City services?

Somewhat dissatisfied
Very dissatisfied

DK/NA

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the
smaller column proportion appears in the category witr?atche larger column proportion.

Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.

b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
Party
Total | Democrat | Republican| Other | DTS
Total 446 197 10 12| 127
- 157 76 31 6 44
Very satisfied
LI 35.2% | 38.4% 28.1% | 51.9% |34.9%
4. Overall, are you satisfied g Aoy e T ] 209 81 62 4 62
or dissatisfied with the job 46.8% | 41.1% 56.4% | 34.7% |48.5%
the Citx of LPS AIt0§ s t;l;oing Somewhat dissatisfied 46 21 " ! 13
to provide City services? 10.3% | 10.5% 10.1% | 8.4% |10.2%
e 8 2 4 0 1
Very dissatisfied
Gy CIEEREEIE 17% | 1.1% 37% | 0.0% | 1.0%
27 17 2 1 7
DKINA
6.0% | 8.9% 1.7% 5.0% | 5.4%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’°

Party
Democrat | Republican| Other | DTS
(A) (B) (©) (D)

Very satisfied
Somewhat satisfied
Somewhat dissatisfied
Very dissatisfied
DK/INA

4. Overall, are you satisfied
or dissatisfied with the job
the City of Los Altos is doing
to provide City services?

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears in the category with the Iar%ecr column proportion.

Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its

b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

column proportion is equal to zero or one.

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.

Household Party

Very satisfied
Somewhat satisfied
Somewhat dissatisfied
Very dissatisfied
DK/INA

4. Overall, are you satisfied
or dissatisfied with the job
the City of Los Altos is doing
to provide City services?

a

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column

proportion appears in the category with the larger colug1Cn proportion.

Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 ™

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.

b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

Total | Dem 1| Dem 2+ | Rep 1 [ Rep 2+ | Mixed | Other
Total 446 75 68 32 40 140 90
o 157 29 27 9 13 45 34
Very satisfied
[y 35.2% |38.5% | 39.1% |[28.7% | 31.5% |32.2% |38.2%
4. Overall, are you satisfied  gomewhat satisfied 209 29 24 20 21 74 40
or dissatisfied with the job 46.8% |[38.8% | 35.4% [61.2% | 53.5% |52.8% |44.6%
the City of Los Altos is doing 46 8 11 2 3 12 10
i i i Somewhat dissatisfied
(0 [ED sy SEREes? What IsSatiSte | 103% |10.1% | 16.7% | 6.2% | 7.9% | 8.4% |10.8%
o " 8 1 1 1 1 3 1
Very dissatisfied
IR 17% | 09% | 11% | 3.9% | 24% | 1.9% | 1.4%
27 9 5 0 2 7 4
DK/NA
6.0% | 11.7% 7.6% 0.0% 4.6% 4.6% | 4.9%
Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’c
Household Party
Dem 1| Dem 2+ | Rep 1 | Rep 2+ | Mixed | Other
(A) (B) ©) (D) (E) (F)

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
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Registration Date
Total | 2013 to 2017 | 2009 to 2012 | 2005 to 2008 | 2001 to 2004
Total 446 126 51 62 50
Very satisfied 157 48 14 21 11
35.2% 38.2% 27.6% 34.5% 22.2%
4. Overall, are you satisfi S h efing 209 49 30 29 31
or dissatisfied with the job 46.8% 38.9% 58.7% 46.9% 61.1%
the City of Los Altos is doing ) L 46 17 5 7 3
to provide City services? Somewhat dissatisfied 10.3% 131% 8.9% 10.8% 5.0%
. e 8 4 0 1 1
Very dissatisfied
Ay CIEEEE 1.7% 3.5% 0.0% 1.2% 1.6%
27 8 2 4 5
DK/NA
6.0% 6.2% 4.8% 6.5% 10.1%
Registration Date
1997 to 2000 | 1993 to 1996 | 1981 to 1992 | 1980 or before
Total 36 36 46 38
. 13 14 17 18
Very satisfied
v 34.5% 40.3% 37.1% 47.7%
4. Overall, are you satisfied g oy R 13 15 26 16
or dissatisfied with the job 36.9% 41.8% 55.6% 41.2%
the City of Los Altos is doing ' o 6 6 2 2
to provide City services? Somewhat dissatisfied 16.2% 15.9% 43% 4.8%
. . 2 0 0 0
Very dissatisfied
CYCLIEIRE 45% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
3 1 1 2
DK/INA
7.8% 1.9% 3.1% 6.4%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb'C

Registration Date
2013 to 2017 | 2009 to 2012 | 2005 to 2008 | 2001 to 2004 | 1997 to 2000
(A) (B) ©) (D) (E)

Very satisfied
4. Overall, are you satisfied g hat satisfied
or dissatisfied with the job 0 )
the City of Los Altos is doing Somewhat dissatisfied
to provide City services? Very dissatisfied a

DK/INA

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’c
Registration Date
1993 to 1996 | 1981 to 1992 | 1980 or before
(F) (G) (H)

Very satisfied
4. Overall, are you satisfied § h isfied
or dissatisfied with the job . )
the City of Los Altos is doing SOMeWwhat dissatisfied
to provide City services? Very dissatisfied a 2 2

DKINA
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Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears in the

category with the larger column proportion. b
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 *°

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.
c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.

Very satisfied
Somewhat satisfied
Somewhat dissatisfied
Very dissatisfied
DK/INA

4. Overall, are you satisfied
or dissatisfied with the job
the City of Los Altos is doing
to provide City services?

G

a

Date
Total | Dec.2| Dec. 3| Dec.4| Dec.5| Dec. 6| Dec.7 | Dec. 8 Dec. 9
446 | 80 22 | 190 | 37 12 15 66 24
Total
Very satisfied 157 | 23 8 52 13 3 8 37 13
35.2% |28.2% |33.7% |27.5% | 36.2% |255% |52.6% |56.9% |55.4%
4. Overall, are you satisfied g, hat satisfied 209 37 12 103 16 8 5 20 8
or dissatisfied with the job oo r o Satene 46.8% | 46.3% | 51.5% |54.1% |43.4% |68.0% |32.3% |30.8% |33.4%
the City of Los Altos is doing s hat dissatisfied 46 9 2 20 6 0 1 6 1
olprovEelChvisertice=g omewnat GISSatistec [ 10.3% | 11.4% | 11.1% [10.4% [17.1% | 0.0% | 6.0% | 8.8% | 5.6%
o 8 2 0 4 1 0 0 1 0
Very dissatisfied
G CIEEUEID 17% | 24% | 0.0% | 21% | 34% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 1.0% | 0.0%
27 10 1 1 0 1 1 2 1
DKINA
6.0% 112.0% | 37% | 59% | 0.0% | 66% | 9.0% | 25% | 55%
Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’c
Date
Dec. 2| Dec. 3| Dec. 4| Dec.5| Dec. 6| Dec.7 | Dec. 8| Dec.9
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E) (F) (G) (H)
AC

in the category with the larger column proportion.

Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 be

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.
c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears
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Permanent Absentee Voter

Total Yes No
Total 446 349 97
Very satisfied 157 14 43
35.2% 32.8% 43.9%
4. Overall, are you satisfied g . i 209 166 43
or dissatisfied with the job 46.8% 47.6% 43.8%
the City of Los Altos is doing ' o 46 38 8
to provide City services? Somewhat dissatisfied 10.3% 10.8% 8.4%
. . 8 8 0
Very dissatisfied
Ay CIEEEE 17% | 22% | 0.0%
27 23 4
DK/INA
6.0% 6.6% 3.9%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’c

Permanent Absentee Voter

Yes No
(A) (B)
A

isfied fopty £ d

Very satisfied

4. Overall, are you
or dissatisfied with the job
the City of Los Altos is doing
to provide City services?

Somewhat dissatisfied
Very dissatisfied
DK/INA

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category
with the smaller column proportion appears in the category with the larger column

proportion. b
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 *°

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.

Likely Absentee Voter

Total Yes No

Total 446 282 164

=) 157 85 72

Very satisfied

2 35.2% |30.1% |44.2%

4. Overall, are you satisfied g hat eaticfiod 209 147 62
or dissatisfied with the job 46.8% |52.0% |37.8%

the City of Los Altos is doing

to provide City services? Somewhat dissatisfied

Very dissatisfied

DK/NA

46 29 17
10.3% [10.1% | 10.5%

8 4 3
1.7% | 1.6% | 2.0%
27 18 9

6.0% | 6.3% | 55%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa'b
Likely Absentee Voter
Yes No
(A) (B)
Very satisfied A
4. Overall, are you satisfied Somewhat satisfied B

or dissatisfied with the job
the City of Los Altos is doing
to provide City services?

Somewhat dissatisfied
Very dissatisfied
DK/INA

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the
category with the smaller column proportion appears in the category with the larger

column proportion.

Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 ab

a. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

b. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsl"c

Years Lived in Los Altos

Less than 1

Years Lived in Los Altos

g

4. Overall, are you

Q hat caticfiod

or dissatisfied with the job
the City of Los Altos is doing
to provide City services?

Somewhat dissatisfied
Very dissatisfied
DK/NA

a

a

Total Les?l;::n 0 1-3 years | 4 to 9 years | 10-15 years | 16-25 years
Total 446 3 28 74 58 111
Very satisfied 157 1 10 31 21 27
35.2% 29.7% 36.6% 42.2% 35.8% 24.0%
4. Overall, are you satisfied g, hat satisfied 209 1 " 32 27 55
or dissatisfied with the job oo o SatSHe! 46.8% 30.0% 39.7% 42.8% 46.1% 49.8%
the City of Los Altos is doing 5 A 46 0 4 5 3 20
(1 (LD Eiy SaRIEEs? omewnat Gissatistied 1 10 3% 0.0% 12.9% 6.1% 5.9% 17.9%
3 A 8 0 0 3 1 3
Vi di tisfied
Sy CIETURIE 1.7% 0.0% 0.0% 4.3% 1.1% 2.6%
DKINA 27 1 3 3 6 6
6.0% 40.4% 10.7% 4.6% 11.1% 5.7%
Years Lived in Los Altos
26 years or Not sure/ DK
more INA
Total 167 4
- 65 2
Very satisfied 38.6% 68.2%
4. Overall, are you satisfied g, hat satisfied 82 0
or dissatisfied with the job oo SatSHe 49.2% 8.7%
the City of Los Altos is doing ' o 13 1
to provide City services? Somewhat dissatisfied 8.0% 23.1%
i A 1 0
Very dissatisfied 0.5% 0.0%
6 0
DK/NA
3.7% 0.0%
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category with the larger column proportion. b
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 *°

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.
c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.

year 1-3 years | 4 to 9 years | 10-15 years | 16-25 years
(A) (B) ©) (D) (E)
Very satisfied
4. Overall, are you satisfied § h isfied
or dissatisfied with the job A N~ a
the City of Los Altos is doing S°mewhat dissatisfied :
to provide City services? Very dissatisfied a a
DK/NA F
Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’c
Years Lived in Los Altos
26 years or Not sure/ DK
more INA
(F) (G)
Very satisfied

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears in the

Employment Status
Total Emplgymeed faul Empl‘:i‘:ﬁg part- Self-employed | Student | Retired
Total 446 203 22 41 19 126
Very satisfied 157 60 6 14 13 55
35.2% 29.4% 26.7% 34.5% 66.1% | 43.5%
4. Overall, are you satisfied g h PR 209 99 " 18 5 58
or dissatisfied with the job 46.8% 49.0% 51.3% 43.2% 25.2% | 45.8%
Sl osalicsl sl 2o Somewhat dissatisfied 46 25 4 5 ! 7
(o (e E EE SaviEes? 10.3% 12.1% 16.2% 11.3% 44% | 52%
s . 8 5 0 1 0 2
Very dissatisfied
2 1.7% 2.3% 0.0% 24% 0.0% | 1.6%
27 15 1 4 1 5
DK/INA
6.0% 7.3% 5.9% 8.5% 4.4% 3.9%
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Employment Status County Where Work
Dont work out | Not currently DK / NA! Total | Alameda | Marin Napa | San Francisco| San Mateo
of the home employed 266 5 > 1 12 30
14 16 2 it
Total
6 4 0 Very satisfied 800 2 o 00 ! o 10 9 o
Very satisfied ! 25 b oo 29.9% | 459% | 0.0% |100.0% 9.2% 29.7%
40.7% 6.6% e 4. Overall, are you satisfied g h isfied 129 2 2 0 7 15
4. Overall, are you satisfied  gomewhat satisfied 6 11 1 or dissatisfied with the job 48.3% | 39.0% [100.0% | 0.0% 60.0% 48.6%
or dissatisfied with the job 42.7% 67.0% 17.1% the City of Los Altos is doing q N 33 1 0 0 3 4
the City of Los Altos is doin to provide City services? omewhat dissatisfie
e prof% de Gity services? 9 Somewhat dissatisfied 2 1 2 provide City servi 12.3% | 15.1% | 0.0% | 0.0% 25.3% 14.0%
16.6% 6.4% 51.2% 6 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 Very dissatisfied
issatisfied 21% | 0.0% | 00% | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Very dissatis
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% AR 20 0 0 0 1 2
DK/NA 0 0 1 74% | 00% | 00% | 0.0% 5.4% 7.7%
0.0% 0.0% 31.7%
County Where Work
Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’° Santa Clara | Santa Cruz| Sonoma | Other | DK/INA
Total 207 2 0 5 2
Employment Status
Employed full- | Employed part- q v tisfied 60 2 0 3 1
time time acmneed Student[Retled AR 29.2% 1000% | 00% |56.7% |54.9%
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E) 4. Overall, are you satisfied g e 99 0 0 2 1
Very satisfied A or dissatisfied with the job 48.0% 0.0% 100.0% |43.3% |45.1%
o N the City of Los Altos is doing 25 0 0 0 0
4. Overall, are you satisfied Somewhat satisfied l 5 = F =T
or dissatisfied with thejob ¢~ L C L to provide City services? ~ Somewhat dissatisfied |, .. 0.0% 00% | 0.0% | 0.0%
the City of Los Altos is doing W ! 1St N R O 6 0 0 0 0
toprovide City services?  Very dissatisfied : : CYCLIEIRE 2.7% 0.0% 00% | 0.0% | 0.0%
DEINAY o 17 0 0 0 0
. . b,c 8.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0%
Comparisons of Column Proportions™
Employment Status Comparisons of Column Proportions®¢
Dont work out | Not currently DK / NA!
of the home employed County Where Work
(F) (G) (H) Alameda | Marin | Napa | San Francisco| San Mateo | Santa Clara
Very satisfied 2 (A) (B) () (D) (E) (F)
4. Overall, are you satisfied Somewhat satisfied Very satisfied a ab
or dissatisfied with the job . =1 ticfiod =7 b
. : 3 Somewhat dissatisfied E 4. Overall, are you g hat caticfiad a a,
thelcityjofilosiAitoslisldeing e catishi a a a o dissatisfied with the job '
to provide City services? Very dissatisfied . . A the City of Los Altos is doing Somewhat dissatisfied a ab
DK/NA 2 2 to provide City services? Very dissatisfied 2 2 ab 2 2
Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears in the DK/NA 2 2 ab
category with the larger column proportion. b
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 ™ Comparisons of Column Proportionsc‘d
a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction. CountylWherelWork
. . . . . Santa Cruz | Sonoma | Other | DK/NA|
c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions
tests. (G) (H) [0} ()
Very satisfied 2 ab
4. Overall, are you satisfied § h isfied a ab
or dissatisfied with the job . . a ab a a
the City of Los Altos is doing Somewhat dissatisfied . o R .
to provide City services? Very dissatisfied a 2 2 2
DK/NA 2 ab 2 2
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Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears in the . . c.d
category with the larger column proportion. Comparisons of Column Proportions™
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 cd
. . . . . - Ethnic Group
a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one. . _
X . ) X K i America Indian
b. This category is not used in comparisons because the sum of case weights is less than two. or Ala_ska Asian - Chinese| Asian - Filipind Asian - Indian
c. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction. Native
d. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions (A) (B) (©) (b)
tests. Very satisfied ab b
4. Overall, are you isfied s hat satisfied ap b
or dissatisfied with the job M T ab b b
the City of Los Altos is doing Soneulil s : :
Ethnic Group to provide City services? Very dissatisfied ab b b
America Indian DK/INA ab °
Total or Ala_ska Asian - Chinese| Asian - Filiping Asian - Indian
Hative Comparisons of Column Proportions®¢
Total 446 1 26 5 19
Ethnic Group
e 157 0 10 0 5 . .
Very satisfied Asian - N Asian - N
w 35.2% 0.0% 39.0% 0.0% 28.0% Japanese Asian - Korean| o400 oco | Asian - Other
4. Overall, are you satisfied  gomewnhat satisfied 209 1 12 5 10
or dissatisfied with the job o st 46.8% 100.0% 47.2% 100.0% 51.7% (E) (? (f) (H)
the City of Los Altos is doing . L 46 0 0 0 1 Very satisfied a .
to provide City services? Somewhat dissatisfied 10.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 3.4% 4. odyeratl-" fa-rzyo-ltjh th- fi b) < . efind ab b
or dissatisfied wi e jol " e ab b
ey Gleeril it 80 Oo Oo 00 2 0 the City of Los Altos is doing S°mewhat dissatisfied : . DI
1.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 10.1% to provide City services? Very dissatisfied b ab N N
DKINA 2 0 4 0 ! DKINA ab b b
6.0% 0.0% 13.9% 0.0% 6.7%
. . c,d
Ethnic Group Comparisons of Column Proportions
Asian - . Asian - . Ethnic Group
Japanese Asian - Korean VIEETEED Asian - Other - -
Caucasian or Latino or Two or more Oth Not DKINA
2 1 > 5 White Hispanic races er | Not surel
Total
] 0 0 ] () () (K) (L) (M)
Very satisfied Very satisfied
18.10% 0.(1)% O.g% 25.17% 4. Overall, are you satisfied S Ay e ]
4. Overall, are you satisfied  gomewhat satisfied or dissatisfied with the job 0 ) b
or dissatisfied with the job 15.7% 100.0% 100.0% 14.9% the City of Los Altos is doing Somewhat dissatisfied . .
the City of Los Altos is doing s s 2 0 0 3 to provide City services? Very dissatisfied . .
i i i omewhat dissatisfie:
olprovicaiclivisaivicesg 51.6% 0.0% 0.0% 50.4% DK/NA 2 2
Very dissatisfied 0 0 0 0 Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears in the
Y 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% category with the larger column proportion.
1 0 0 ) Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 cd
DK/INA
14.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% a. This category is not used in comparisons because the sum of case weights is less than two.
Ethmic Grou b. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
B c. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.
Caucasian or Latino or Two or more . : : . .
White Hispanic e Other | Not sure/DK/NA d. tCetzltlst.:ounts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions
Total 330 1 16 5 20
. 126 3 5 3 3
Very satisfied
& 38.1% 28.9% 28.0% 62.1% 15.8%
4. Overall, are you satisfied g, hat satisfied 152 8 7 1 8
or dissatisfied with the job oo SatSHE 46.0% 71.1% 42.8% 20.4% 39.9%
the City of Los Altos is doing ' o 31 0 3 1 6
to provide City services? ~ Somewhat dissatisfied 9.3% 0.0% 18.0% 17.5% 28.0%
7 q 3 0 1 0 2
Very dissatisfied
Sy CIERIE 0.8% 0.0% 7.5% 0.0% 9.5%
19 0 1 0 1
DKINA
5.8% 0.0% 3.7% 0.0% 6.7%
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Zip Code
Total | 94022 | 94024
Total 446 203 243
Very satisfied 157 4 83
35.2% |36.6% |34.1%
4. Overall, are you satisfied  gomewhat satisfied 209 88 121
or dissatisfied with the job 46.8% |(43.2% |49.8%
the City of Los Altos is doing ) L 46 23 22
to provide City services? Somewhat dissatisfied 103% | 11.5% | 9.29%
e 8 4 3
Very dissatisfied
Ay CLEEE 17% | 22% | 1.3%
27 13 14
DK/NA
6.0% | 6.5% 5.6%
Comparisons of Column Proportionsa’b
Zip Code
94022 | 94024
(A) (8)
Very satisfied
4. Overall, are you satisfied Somewhat satisfied
or dissatisfied with the job s hat dissatisfied
the City of Los Altos is doing omewnatgissatishe)
to provide City services? Very dissatisfied
DK/INA

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of
the category with the smaller column proportion appears in the category

with the larger column proportion. b
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 &

a. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.
b. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’C

Language of Interview

Chinese

English| Other

(A)

(B) (©)

Very satisfied
4. Overall, are you S t isfied
or dissatisfied with the job
the City of Los Altos is doing
to provide City services?

Somewhat dissatisfied
Very dissatisfied
DK/INA

Language of Interview
Total | Chinese | English| Other
Total 446 20 422 3
- 157 7 150 0
Vi tisfied
Sy EiE 35.2% | 353% | 355% | 0.0%
4. Overall, are you satisfied g, hat satisfied 209 7 198 3
or dissatisfied with the job oo o SatSHe! 46.8% | 36.4% | 46.9% |100.0%
the City of Los Altos is doing 46 3 43 0
i i i Somewhat dissatisfied
to provide City services? omewnat dissatistie 103% | 12.4% | 102% | 0.0%
3 A 8 0 8 0
Vi di tisfied
S CIEIURIE 17% | 00% | 1.8% | 0.0%
DKINA 27 3 24 0
6.0% 15.9% 5.6% 0.0%

a

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category

with the smaller column proportion appears in the category with the larger column

proportion.

Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 be

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.

b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
Interview Type
Total | Cell phone| Landline| Online| Text
Total 446 90 64 123 168
=) 157 54 28 27 49
Very satisfied
7 35.2% 59.5% 43.6% [21.6% |29.0%
4. Overall, are you satisfied g (ot et (T 209 26 32 63 88
or dissatisfied with the job 46.8% 28.7% 49.1% |51.1% |52.5%
the City of Los Altos is doing ) L 46 7 1 18 19
to provide City services? ~ Somewhat dissatisfied [, ., | o o 21%  [14.7% [11.3%
N ) 8 1 1 1 5
Very dissatisfied
7 17% | 07% 15% | 06% | 3.1%
27 3 2 15 7
DK/INA
6.0% 3.0% 3.6% [12.1% | 4.1%
Comparisons of Column Proportionsa’b
Interview Type
Cell phone| Landline| Online| Text
(A) (B) ©) (D)
Very satisfied cD C
4. Overall, are you satisfied § h isfied A A
or dissatisfied with the job s hat dissatisfied
the City of Los Altos is doing >°MeWnat dissatistie B
to provide City services? Very dissatisfied
DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the
smaller column proportion appears in the category wiﬂybhe larger column proportion.

Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 *

a. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

b. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
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or dissatisfied with the job
the City of Los Altos is doing
to provide City services?

Somewhat dissatisfied
Very dissatisfied
DK/INA

Voting Propensity
Total 0 1-3 4-6 7-9 10 or more
Total 446 52 70 51 69 204
Veryisatistied 157 28 29 9 23 68
35.2% |54.9% [40.7% [18.2% |33.1% 33.4%
4. Overall, are you satisfied  gomewhat satisfied 209 13 26 34 31 105
or dissatisfied with the job 46.8% |[25.0% |37.6% |65.9% |44.2% 51.6%
the City of Los Altos is doing 46 6 7 7 9 17
i i i Somewhat dissatisfied
(1 (D Ely SERiEes? What CISSAUSHEC | 10.3% | 11.6% |10.0% [13.3% [13.3% | 8.2%
. q 8 1 3 0 1 2
Very dissatisfied
Ay CLEEE 17% | 25% | 45% | 00% | 10% | 1.2%
27 3 5 1 6 11
DK/NA
6.0% | 6.1% 7.3% | 2.6% | 8.4% 5.6%
Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’c
Voting Propensity
0 1-3 4-6 7-9 10 or more
(A) (8) ©) (D) (E)
Very satisfied CE
4. Overall, are you satisfied Somewhat satisfied AB A

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears in the category with the Iar%ecr column proportion.

Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.
c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.

Party by Gender
Total | Fem Dems | Male Dems | Fem Reps | Male Reps | Fem NPP
Total 444 121 76 55 54 53
Very satisfied 157 42 34 13 18 13
35.4% 34.5% 44.6% 22.8% 34.2% 24.9%
4. Overall, are you satisfied g, hat satisfied 208 49 32 32 28 29
or dissatisfied with the job SN 14679, | 40.5% 420% | 591% | 526% | 54.0%
the City of Los Altos is doing 45 14 7 5 6 8
to provide City services? Somewhat dissatisfied
P : 10.1% 11.5% 9.0% 8.9% 11.4% 15.2%
A n 8 2 0 4 0 0
Very d tisfied
Sy CIERIE 17% | 1.8% 0.0% 7.5% 0.0% 0.0%
27 14 3 1 1 3
DKINA
6.0% 11.7% 4.4% 1.7% 1.7% 6.0%

Page 137

Godbe Research /// Los Altos Survey /// Crosstabs 12-18-17

Party by Gender
Male NPP | Fem Oth| Male Oth
Total 73 2 10
Very satisfied 31 0 6
42.6% 0.0% 60.6%
4. Overall, are you satisfi s h isfiod 33 1 3
or dissatisfied with the job 45.0% 41.6% 33.5%
the City of Los Altos is doing ) L 4 1 0
to provide City services? Somewhat dissatisfied 5.6% 58.4% 0.0%
. . 1 0 0
Very dissatisfied
YIRS 18% | 00% | 00%
DK/NA 4 0 1
5.1% 0.0% 5.9%
Comparisons of Column Proportions“’d
Party by Gender
Fem Dems | Male Dems | Fem Reps | Male Reps | Fem NPP| Male NPP
(A) (B) ©) (D) (E) (F)
Very satisfied
4. Overall, are you isfied S hat satisfied
or dissatisfied with the job 3 .
the City of Los Altos is doing S it
to provide City services? Very dissatisfied b b b
DK/INA
Comparisons of Column Proportions"’d
Party by Gender
Fem Oth| Male Oth
(G) (H)
Very satisfied ab
4. Overall, are you isfied S hat satisfied a
or dissatisfied with the job . . a b
the City of Los Altos is doing Somewhat dissatisfied - "
to provide City services? Very dissatisfied al A
DKINA b

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears in the
category with the larger column proportion. d
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05

a. This category is not used in comparisons because the sum of case weights is less than two.

b. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.

c. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

d. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.

Page 138




Godbe Research /// Los Altos Survey /// Crosstabs 12-18-17

Total
Total | Total
— 446 446
Extremely important 233 233
52.3% | 52.3%
Very important 162 162
. q 36.3% | 36.3%
5A. Police services
Somewhat important 43 43
9.6% | 9.6%
Not at all important 6 6
1.3% 1.3%
2 2
DK/NA
0.5% | 0.5%
—— 446 446
. 186 186
Extremely important
AT 41.8% | 41.8%
5B. Garbage collection and q 203 203
recycling program Very important 45.5% | 45.5%
. 54 54
Somewhat important
CAEUII 12.2% | 12.2%
Not at all important 2 2
0.5% | 0.5%
Total 446 446
. 82 82
Exti ) rtant
xtremely importan 18.4% | 18.4%
. 194 194
Vi rtant
) Cla/ LR 435% | 43.5%
5C. Street tree maintenance
Somewhat important 160 160
35.8% |35.8%
. 8 8
Not at all important
2 19% | 1.9%
2 2
DK/NA
04% | 0.4%
Total 446 446
. 116 116
Extremely important
I 25.9% | 25.9%
. 203 203
Very important
5D. Street pavement ry imp 45.5% |45.5%
maintenance
Somewhat important 124 124
27.9% | 27.9%
. 1 1
Not at all important
2 0.3% | 0.3%
2 2
DK/INA
04% | 0.4%
Total 446 446
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Total
Total | Total
Extremely important 54 54
12.0% | 12.0%
Very important 159 159
N q 35.7% | 35.7%
5E. Street sweeping services
Somewhat important 210 210
47.0% |47.0%
. 23 23
Not at all important
i 52% | 5.2%
0 0
DK/INA
0.1% | 0.1%
Total 446 446
. 218 218
Extremely important
FACHE I 48.8% | 48.8%
Very important 164 164
36.7% | 36.7%
5F. Traffic safety 56 56
Somewhat important
BRI 12.5% | 12.5%
. 8 8
Not at all important
i 18% | 1.8%
1 1
DK/NA
0.2% | 0.2%
Total 446 446
. 81 81
Extremely important
R I 18.1% | 18.1%
. 158 158
Very important
5G. Economic development /L 35.5% | 35.5%
efforts 143 143
Somewhat important
S 32.1% |32.1%
. 45 45
Not at all important
E 10.1% | 10.1%
18 18
DK/NA
4.1% | 4.1%
Total 446 446
. 64 64
Extremely important
I 14.3% | 14.3%
. 161 161
Vi rtant
. Ay ety 36.2% | 36.2%
5H. Sports fields
Somewhat important 157 157
35.2% |35.2%
. 57 57
Not at all important
E 127% |12.7%
7 7
DK/INA
1.6% | 1.6%
Total 446 446
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Total
Total | Total
Extremely important 157 157
35.2% | 35.2%
Very important 192 192
N 43.1% [43.1%
51. Managing land use 68 68
Somewhat important
15.3% | 15.3%
. 17 17
Not at all important
i 37% | 3.7%
12 12
DKINA
2.7% | 2.7%
Total 446 446
N 237 237
Extremely important
PN 53.2% |53.2%
5J. Fire protection services  Very important 1 171
: 38.4% | 38.4%
. 35 35
Somewhat important
HUEII 8.0% | 8.0%
2 2
DK/NA
04% | 0.4%
Total 446 446
. 128 128
Extremely important
AT I 28.6% |28.6%
. 152 152
Vi rtant
5K. Environmental and O 34.1% | 34.1%
sustainability programs ) 123 123
Somewhat important
27.7% | 27.7%
. 32 32
Not at all important
2 72% | 7.2%
10 10
DKINA
2.3% | 2.3%
Total 446 446
. 66 66
Extremely important
I 14.8% | 14.8%
. 147 147
Vi rtant
q e R 33.0% | 33.0%
5L. Senior facilities
Somewhat important 154 154
34.4% | 34.4%
. 66 66
Not at all important
¥ 14.8% | 14.8%
13 13
DK/INA
2.9% | 2.9%
—_— 446 446
. 63 63
Extremely important
Dt 14.2% | 14.2%
n 149 149
Vi rtant
q i 33.5% |33.5%
5M. Senior programs
Somewhat important 149 149
33.4% |33.4%
s 71 71
Not at all important
? 15.9% | 15.9%
13 13
DK/INA
3.0% | 3.0%
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Total
Total | Total
Total 446 446
Extremely important 68 68
15.2% | 15.2%
Very important 3;711/ 3;71‘1/
5N. Youth facilities 152 ° 152 :
Somewhat important
34.0% |34.0%
. 41 41
Not at all important
i 9.3% | 9.3%
1 11
DK/NA
2.5% | 2.5%
Total 446 446
. 77 77
Extremely important
FACHE I 17.3% | 17.3%
Very important 418970/ 4:8970/
50. Youth programs 131 ° 191 °
Somewhat important
29.4% | 29.4%
. 42 42
Not at all important
i 9.3% | 9.3%
10 10
DK/NA
21% | 2.1%
Comparisons of Column Proportionsa'b
Total
Total
(A)

5A. Police services

5B. Garbage collection and
recycling program

5C. Street tree maintenance

5D. Street pavement
maintenance

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
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b

Total

Total

(A)

5E. Street sweeping services

5F. Traffic safety

5G. Economic development
efforts

5H. Sports fields

51. Managing land use

5J. Fire protection services

5K. Environmental and

sustainability programs

5L. Senior facilities

5M. Senior programs

5N. Youth facilities

Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/NA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DKINA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DKINA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DKINA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA
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b

Total

Total

(A)

50. Youth programs

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair,

the key of the category with the smaller column proportion

appears in the category with the larger column proportion.

Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 &

a. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

b. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.

Respondent's Gender
Total | Male | Female | Other
Total 446 | 213 | 231 2
) 233 | 9 | 136 2
Extremel rtant
xiremely Important | oo 30, |44.9% | 58.8% | 100.0%
Neryjimperiant 3:3632°/ 439;/ 3(? ?0/ 0 g°/
5A. Police services o7 ot S e
Somewhat important 43 22 21 0
9.6% [10.5% | 8.9% | 0.0%
) 6 3 3 0
Not at all important
otatalimportant | 4 sop | 1.2% | 1.4% | 0.0%
2 0 2 0
DKINA
05% | 02% | 0.7% | 0.0%
Total 446 | 213 | 231 2
) 186 | 80 | 106 0
Extremel rtant
Xiremely IMpOrtant | 1y eo, |37.4% | 46.2% | 0.0%
5B. Ga_rbage collection and Very important 203 98 103 2
recycling program i 45.5% | 46.0% | 44.6% |100.0%
) 54 | 34 21 0
Somewhat important
omewnhatImportant | 1, o, | 15.8% | 9.0% | 0.0%
) 2 2 0 0
Not at all important
otatallimportant f 5o, | 0.8% | 02% | 0.0%
Total 446 | 213 | 231 2
) 82 | 34 47 1
Extremel rtant
Xiremely Important | s 4o, |15.8% | 20.5% | 58.7%
PR — 194 | 87 | 106 1
5C. Street tree maintenance 43.5% |41.0% | 458% | 41.3%
Somewhat important 160 85 5 0
35.8% |39.9% | 32.4% | 0.0%
) 8 6 2 0
Not at all important
otatafiimportant 4 o0, | 58% | 1.0% | 0.0%
DKINA 2 1 1 0
04% | 05% | 04% | 0.0%
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Respondent's Gender

Total | Male | Female| Other
Total 446 213 231 2
Extremely important 116 61 55 0
25.9% | 28.6% | 23.7% 0.0%
Veryimportant 203 96 107 0
5D. Street pavement 45.5% [45.1% | 46.3% 0.0%
maintenance
Somewhat important 124 55 68 2
27.9% |25.6% | 29.4% |100.0%
. 1 0 1 0
Not at all important
i 03% | 00% | 06% | 00%
2 2 0 0
DK/NA
04% | 0.8% 0.0% 0.0%
Total 446 213 231 2
. 54 21 33 0
Extremely important
RIEIE I 12.0% | 9.7% | 14.3% | 0.0%
. 159 80 78 1
Vi rtant
) : S/ L 35.7% |37.6% | 33.9% | 41.3%
5E. Street sweeping services 210 104 105 1
Somewhat important
47.0% |48.6% | 45.5% | 58.7%
. 23 8 15 0
Not at all important
i 52% | 39% | 64% | 00%
0 0 0 0
DK/NA
0.1% | 0.2% 0.0% 0.0%
Total 446 213 231 2
. 218 92 124 2
Extremely important
R I 48.8% | 43.2% | 53.6% |100.0%
Very important 164 84 79 0
36.7% |39.5% | 34.5% 0.0%
5F. Traffic safety 56 32 24 0
Somewhat important
12.5% | 15.0% | 10.2% 0.0%
. 8 4 4 0
Not at all important
3 18% | 20% | 1.7% | 0.0%
1 1 0 0
DK/NA
0.2% | 0.3% 0.0% 0.0%
Total 446 213 231 2
. 81 34 47 0
Extremely important
/I 18.1% | 16.0% | 20.3% 0.0%
. Very important 158 74 84 0
5G. Economic development 35.5% | 34.6% | 36.6% 0.0%
efforts Somewhat important 143 72 70 1
32.1% |33.8% | 30.5% | 41.3%
. 45 28 16 1
Not at all important
2 10.1% |13.2% | 6.9% | 58.7%
18 5 13 0
DK/INA
4.1% | 2.4% 5.8% 0.0%
Total 446 213 231 2
A 64 27 37 0
Extremely important
Dt 14.3% | 12.6% | 16.0% | 0.0%
Very important 161 84 44 1
. 36.2% |39.3% | 33.2% | 41.3%
5H. Sports fields 157 70 a7 0
Somewhat important
35.2% |33.0% | 37.6% | 0.0%
N s —n 57 29 26 1
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Respondent's Gender

Total Male | Female | Other
T R 12.7% [ 13.7% | 11.3% | 58.7%
7 3 4 0
DKINA
16% | 1.4% | 1.8% | 0.0%
el 446 | 213 | 231 2
: 157 | 66 89 1
Extremel rtant
X(remely ImPOrtant | 36 5o, 31.1% | 38.7% | 58.7%
Very important 4;912°/ 43930/ 429 zv 4 13°/
51. Managing land use éS ° "10 ° 2‘9 ° 0 °
Somewhat important
15.3% |18.5% | 125% | 0.0%
: 17 10 6 0
Not at all rtant
otatalimportant | ;7o | 48% | 28% | 0.0%
12 4 8 0
DKINA
27% | 1.8% | 35% | 0.0%
el 446 | 213 | 231 2
: 237 | 106 | 129 2
Extremel rtant
iremely Important f oz 5o, 49.7% | 56.0% | 100.0%
: : ) : 171 86 85 0
5J.F tect Vi rtant
ire protection services ery importan 38.4% | 40.4% 36.9% 0.0%
: 35 20 15 0
s hat important
omewhatimporiant | ¢ oo, | 949% | 6.7% | 0.0%
2 1 1 0
DKINA
04% | 04% | 05% | 0.0%
el 446 | 213 | 231 2
) 128 | 49 79 0
Extremely important | o co. 1 22.8% | 34.3% | 0.0%
. Very important 152 74 78 0
5K. Environmental and 34.1% | 34.9% | 33.7% 0.0%
sustainability programs s hat | o 123 62 60 1
omewnatimportant | o7 7o, 120.19% | 26.2% | 41.3%
; 32 24 7 1
Not at all rtant
otatalimportant ;oo 1 1149% | 2.9% | 58.7%
10 4 7 0
DKINA
23% | 1.8% | 2.9% | 0.0%
B 446 | 213 | 231 2
) 66 21 45 0
Extremely important 148% | 96% | 197% 0.0%
Nervjinperiant 3;407"/ 29612°/ 378 gﬂ/ 0 g°/
5L. Senior facilities 1;54" 7.8 ° 7‘3 ° '2 °
Somewhat important
34.4% |36.7% | 31.7% |100.0%
; 66 45 22 0
Not at all rtant
otatatlimportant .4 8o, 120.9% | 9.3% | 0.0%
13 8 5 0
DKINA
29% | 36% | 22% | 0.0%
S 446 | 213 | 231 2
: 63 20 44 0
Extremely important 142% | 92% | 18.9% 0.0%
Neimeerant 3;2%/ 32620/ 348(7)0/ 0 gfy
5M. Senior programs 1;‘9" 7'0 ° 7'7 ° '2 °
Somewhat important
33.4% |33.0% | 33.3% | 100.0%
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Respondent's Gender

Total | Male | Female| Other
Not at all important 4 44 27 0
15.9% |[20.8% | 11.6% 0.0%
DK/NA 13 10 4 0
3.0% | 45% 1.6% 0.0%
Total 446 213 231 2
. 68 25 43 0
Extremely important
PRI 15.2% | 11.6% | 18.6% | 0.0%
. 174 82 93 0
Very important
I 39.1% [38.2% | 40.2% | 0.0%
5N. Youth facilities
- 152 76 75 1
Somewhat important
34.0% |35.6% | 32.5% | 41.3%
. 41 25 15 1
Not at all important
i 93% [117% | 66% |58.7%
11 6 5 0
DK/NA
2.5% | 2.9% 2.1% 0.0%
Total 446 213 231 2
. 77 27 50 0
Extremely important
AT 17.3% | 12.5% | 21.8% | 0.0%
- 187 98 88 1
Very important
I 41.9% | 458% | 38.2% | 41.3%
50. Youth programs
Somewhat important 131 58 73 0
29.4% | 27.0% | 31.8% 0.0%
. 42 27 13 1
Not at all important
i 93% [127% | 58% | 58.7%
10 4 6 0
DK/NA
2.1% 1.9% 2.4% 0.0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb'c

Respondent's Gender

Male | Female | Other

(A) (B) ()

5A. Police services

5B. Garbage collection and
recycling program

5C. Street tree maintenance

5D. Street pavement
maintenance

5E. Street ping services

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DKINA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important

S hat important

5F. Traffic safety

5G. Economic development
efforts

5H. Sports fields

51. Managing land use

5J. Fire protection services

Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/NA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DKINA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DKINA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
DK/INA

A 2

B _8
a

a

a

a

a

B 2
a

a

a

a

a

a

a

a a
a a

a

a

a a

A _a

a

a

a

a a
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb"’

Respondent's Gender

5K. Environmental and
sustainability programs

5L. Senior facilities

5M. Senior programs

5N. Youth facilities

50. Youth programs

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DKINA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DKINA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DKINA

Male | Female | Other
(A) (B) ()
A .a
_a
B B
a
A ja
a
.a
B ja
a
A ja
a
.a
B g
a
A ja
.a
B
a
A a
_a
B B
_a

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the
category with the smaller column proportion appears in the category with the larger

column proportion.

Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .0

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

5 b,c

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
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Age
Total | 18-29 | 30-39 | 40-49 | 50-64 65+ | Not coded
Total 446 59 35 81 140 124 7
Extremely important 283 20 18 52 n 72 6
52.3% | 33.5% |36.5% [64.9% |50.5% |57.6% 88.4%
Very important 162 27 17 22 51 44 1
5A. Police services 36.3% |45.5% |49.7% |26.7% |36.7% |35.2% 11.6%
. . 43 9 5 7 16 6 0
Somewhat important
Ll 9.6% |15.6% |13.8% | 8.4% |11.5% | 4.9% | 0.0%
R 6 3 0 0 2 1 0
Not at all important
D 13% | 54% | 0.0% | 0.0% 1.3% | 0.6% 0.0%
2 0 0 0 0 2 0
DK/NA
0.5% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% 1.7% 0.0%
Total 446 59 35 81 140 124 7
q 186 27 19 32 55 49 4
Exti ) rtant
xiremely Important | 1 g0, |45.1% |53.9% |40.1% |39.4% |39.8% | 55.7%
5B. Garbage collection and q 203 27 6 34 68 64 3
5 Vi rtant
recycling program Gl 455% |45.7% | 18.5% |42.5% |48.3% |518% | 44.3%
. 54 5 9 14 16 10 0
Somewhat important
eI 122% | 92% |25.1% |17.4% |11.7% | 8.0% | 0.0%
. 2 0 1 0 1 0 0
Not at all important
D 05% | 0.0% | 25% | 0.0% | 0.6% | 0.4% 0.0%
446 59 35 81 140 124 7
Total
Extremely important 82 9 5 16 26 25 1
Y 18.4% [ 15.2% |[14.4% |20.4% |18.4% |20.3% 9.4%
Very important 194 23 16 26 66 57 5
. 43.5% |39.5% |47.0% |32.6% |47.2% |46.0% 66.1%
5C. Street tree maintenance
Somewhat important 160 25 13 34 47 38 2
35.8% |42.4% |38.6% |42.4% |33.7% |30.6% 24.5%
. 8 2 0 4 1 2 0
Not at all important
& 19% | 28% | 0.0% | 45% | 0.7% 1.6% 0.0%
2 0 0 0 0 2 0
DK/NA
04% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% [ 0.0% 1.5% 0.0%
446 59 35 81 140 124 7
Total
Extremely important 116 7 8 23 39 87 1
25.9% | 11.9% [22.4% |28.4% |28.1% |30.0% 18.4%
Very important 203 32 15 29 66 56 6
5D._ Street pavement 455% |54.3% |42.1% |35.8% |47.0% |44.7% 81.6%
maintenance Somewhat important 124 18 12 29 35 30 0
27.9% |30.9% |[35.5% |35.8% |24.9% |24.2% 0.0%
. 1 0 0 0 0 1 0
Not at all important
> 0.3% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% 1.1% 0.0%
2 2 0 0 0 0 0
DK/INA
04% | 2.8% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% 0.0%
446 59 35 81 140 124 7
Total
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Age
Total | 18-29 | 30-39 | 40-49 | 50-64 65+ | Not coded
Extremely important 54 9 6 10 10 18 0
12.0% | 15.6% |[18.3% |13.0% | 6.9% |14.5% 0.0%
Verylimportant 159 21 5 26 53 50 4
N q 35.7% | 35.8% | 14.9% |31.6% |37.6% |40.3% 62.1%
5E. Street sweeping services
Somewhat important 210 29 22 41 66 49 8
47.0% |48.6% |63.8% |[51.3% |47.3% [39.1% 37.9%
f 23 0 1 3 1 7 0
Not at all important
D 52% | 0.0% | 3.0% | 41% | 82% | 5.8% 0.0%
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
DKINA
0.1% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.4% 0.0%
446 59 35 81 140 124 7
Total
. 218 22 1" 52 72 58 3
Exti ) rtant
xiremely IMPOrtant | 4o 8o, |37.5% |32.1% |64.2% |51.2% |47.0% | 36.6%
. 164 24 19 17 46 53 5
Very important
5F. Traffic safet /LD 36.7% |40.8% [53.6% |21.6% |33.2% |42.4% 63.4%
. g Somewhat important 56 0 3 " 20 12 0
12.5% | 16.3% | 8.8% |[14.2% |14.0% | 9.5% 0.0%
. 8 3 2 0 2 1 0
Not at all important
D 1.8% 54% | 55% | 0.0% 1.2% 1.2% 0.0%
1 0 0 0 1 0 0
DK/NA
0.2% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.5% | 0.0% 0.0%
Total 446 59 35 81 140 124 7
Extremely important 81 7 7 15 21 20 1
Y 18.1% | 28.5% |19.3% |[18.6% |15.2% |16.4% 9.4%
. Very important 158 17 13 25 53 47 2
5G. Economic development 35.5% |29.2% [37.1% |31.6% |38.1% |38.1% 24.7%
efforts Somewhat important 143 17 12 30 48 34 2
32.1% |29.1% |34.8% |37.4% |34.2% |27.2% 28.5%
. 45 6 0 6 15 18 0
Not at all important
E 101% | 99% | 0.0% | 7.7% |10.6% |14.7% 0.0%
18 2 3 4 3 4 3
DK/NA
41% | 32% | 87% | 4.6% 1.9% | 3.6% 37.3%
Total 446 59 35 81 140 124 7
Extremely important 64 7 0 25 20 " 1
14.3% |11.8% | 0.0% |[31.3% |14.4% | 8.6% 9.4%
Very important 161 15 20 22 57 46 1
5H, Sports fields 36.2% |26.0% |56.4% |27.6% |40.7% |37.4% 12.2%
; Somewhat important 157 31 10 28 45 38 4
35.2% |52.8% [30.2% |34.4% |32.4% |30.6% 57.9%
. 57 6 5 5 15 26 0
Not at all important
& 127% | 94% |13.4% | 6.8% |10.6% |20.9% 0.0%
7 0 0 0 3 3 1
DK/INA
1.6% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% 1.9% | 2.5% 20.5%
Total 446 59 35 81 140 124 7
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Age
Total | 18-29 | 30-39 | 40-49 | 50-64 65+ | Not coded
Extremely important 157 20 " 28 47 49 2
35.2% |32.9% |32.5% |34.6% |33.6% |39.4% 30.5%
Ve (P Ens: 192 25 8 40 68 48 4
1. st () o= 431% [41.3% [21.9% |50.1% |48.7% |38.2% 57.9%
. o Somewhat important 68 12 14 8 7 7 0
15.3% [19.6% [39.6% |10.5% |[12.2% |14.0% 0.0%
. 17 2 2 3 5 5 0
Not at all important
D 37% | 28% | 6.0% | 32% | 3.6% | 42% 0.0%
12 2 0 1 3 5 1
DK/NA
27% | 3.3% | 0.0% 1.6% 1.9% | 4.2% 11.6%
Total 446 59 35 81 140 124 7
. 237 22 18 42 79 7 6
Exti ) rtant
xiremely IMPOTtaNt | 53 9o, | 36.6% | 51.8% |52.4% |56.2% |57.1% | 79.5%
. o o - 171 32 7 31 54 46 1
5J. Fi tecti Vi rtant
OIS EIIED U T 38.4% [53.9% |19.9% |38.6% |38.7% |36.7% | 20.5%
. 35 6 9 7 7 7 0
Somewhat important
eI 8.0% | 9.5% |25.4% | 9.0% | 51% | 53% | 0.0%
2 0 1 0 0 1 0
DK/NA
04% | 0.0% | 3.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.8% 0.0%
Total 446 59 35 81 140 124 7
. 128 28 13 18 33 34 2
Exti ) rtant
iremely Important | o 6o, | 46.6% |38.3% |22.9% |23.3% [27.3% | 25.1%
Ve 152 28 4 22 56 41 2
5K. Environmental and /L 34.1% |46.4% |[11.8% |27.4% |39.7% |32.6% 30.9%
sustainability programs S _— g 123 4 11 37 35 34 2
omewhat importan
EAHELIIL 27.7% | 7.0% |31.9% |462% |24.9% |27.2% | 32.5%
. 32 0 2 3 17 11 0
Not at all important
& 72% | 0.0% | 55% | 3.4% |121% | 8.6% 0.0%
10 0 4 0 0 5 1
DK/NA
2.3% | 0.0% [12.4% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 4.2% 11.6%
446 59 35 81 140 124 7
Total
Extremely important 66 8 2 " 16 28 2
14.8% [12.9% | 6.2% |13.2% [11.6% |22.4% 22.3%
Very important 147 29 10 12 50 42 4
5L. Senior facilities 33.0% |48.5% [28.0% |15.5% |36.0% |33.6% 56.8%
. Somewhat important 154 20 " 37 44 40 1
34.4% |33.2% [32.7% |46.1% |31.5% |32.0% 20.9%
. 66 3 10 19 21 13 0
Not at all important
> 14.8% | 54% |[27.6% |23.7% [15.3% |10.5% 0.0%
13 0 2 1 8 2 0
DK/INA
2.9% | 0.0% | 5.6% 1.6% | 5.6% 1.5% 0.0%
446 59 35 81 140 124 7
Total
Extremely important 63 7 5 8 16 26 1
14.2% [12.5% [13.1% |10.2% |[11.4% |20.8% 18.4%
Very important 149 31 7 11 52 44 4
B Sty D 33.5% |52.9% [20.0% |13.7% |37.0% |35.2% 60.8%
’ Somewhat important 149 17 12 34 51 34 1
33.4% |29.2% |33.8% |42.3% |36.2% |27.3% 20.9%
s 71 3 7 25 19 18 0
Not at all important
E 15.9% | 54% |19.1% |30.6% |13.3% |14.4% 0.0%
13 0 5 3 3 3 0
DK/INA
3.0% | 0.0% [14.0% | 3.2% | 22% | 2.3% 0.0%
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Age
Total | 18-29 | 30-39 | 40-49 | 50-64 65+ | Not coded
Total 446 59 35 81 140 124 7
Extremely important 68 ’ 4 20 22 14 1
15.2% |12.0% [11.9% [24.4% |155% |11.3% | 12.9%
Very important 174 28 13 26 55 50 3
- 39.1% | 46.4% |38.1% [32.1% [39.4% |40.1% 36.3%
5N. Youth facilities
. 152 20 15 33 49 33 2
Somewhat important
34.0% |32.9% |44.4% |40.4% |34.7% |26.9% 30.3%
. 41 5 1 2 1 22 0
Not at all important
D 9.3% | 87% | 2.5% 30% | 7.7% |17.8% 0.0%
1" 0 1 0 4 5 1
DK/NA
25% | 0.0% | 3.0% | 0.0% | 2.8% | 3.8% 20.5%
Total 446 59 35 81 140 124 7
A 77 9 8 15 27 16 2
Extremely important
X I 17.3% | 15.3% |22.6% |19.0% |19.4% |12.9% | 22.3%
. 187 34 13 33 50 54 3
Very important
/L 41.9% |57.1% |38.4% |41.0% |36.1% |43.1% 36.3%
50. Youth programs
Somewhat important 131 " 12 26 48 33 1
29.4% | 19.0% |33.8% |31.8% |34.5% |26.3% 20.9%
. 42 5 2 5 13 16 0
Not at all important
D 93% | 87% | 53% | 6.6% | 9.5% |12.9% 0.0%
10 0 0 1 1 6 1
DK/NA
2.1% | 0.0% | 0.0% 1.6% | 0.6% | 4.8% 20.5%
Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’c
Age
18-29 | 30-39 | 40-49 | 50-64 65+ | Not coded
(A) (B) () (D) (E) (F)
Extremely important A A
Very important
5A. Police services Somewhat important a
Not at all important a a 2
DKINA a 2 a 2 2
Extremely important
5B. Garbage collection and ~ Very important B B
recycling program Somewhat important a
Not at all important a a a
Extremely important
Very important
5C. Street tree maintenance  Somewhat important
Not at all important a 2
DKINA a -ﬁ a -ﬁ _a
Extremely important
Very important
5D. Street pavement s hat i GG a
maintenance omewnatimporan .
Not at all important a a a a a
DKINA a .a 'a .a .a
Extremely important 2
Very important
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Age

18-29

30-39

40-49

50-64

65+

Not coded

(A)

(B)

©)

(D)

(E)

(F)

5E. Street ping services

S h

important

5F. Traffic safety

5G. Economic development
efforts

5H. Sports fields

51. Managing land use

5J. Fire protection services

5K. Environmental and

sustainability programs

5L. Senior facilities

5M. Senior programs

5N. Youth facilities

Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/NA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DKINA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DKINA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
DKINA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DKINA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

BC

AC

CDE

DE

DE

AB

DE

AD

AD

DE
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’c

Age
18-29 | 30-39 | 40-49 | 50-64 65+ | Not coded
(A) (B) () (D) (E) (F)
Extremely important
Very important
50. Youth programs Somewhat important
Not at all important a
DK/INA 2 a CD

proportion appears in the category with the larger colugm proportion.
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 *°

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.

b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.

Homeownerership Status

Total | Own | Rent | Not sure/DK/NA
Total 446 357 80 9
. 233 203 24 6
Extremely important
PG 52.3% |56.9% |30.1% 71.1%
. 162 118 41 3
Very important
. q AL 36.3% |33.2% |50.7% 28.9%
5A. Police services 43 3 1 o
Somewhat important
9.6% | 9.1% |13.2% 0.0%
. 6 3 3 0
Not at all important
i 13% | 0.7% | 4.0% 0.0%
2 0 2 0
DK/NA
05% | 0.1% | 2.0% 0.0%
Total 446 357 80 9
. 186 148 33 6
Extremely important
PRI 41.8% | 41.4% |40.6% 66.2%
5B. Garbage collection and . 203 163 37 3
recycling program Very important 45.5% |45.6% | 46.5% 33.8%
. 54 44 10 0
Somewhat important
PRI 12.2% | 12.3% [13.0% 0.0%
. 2 2 0 0
Not at all important
D 0.5% | 0.6% | 0.0% 0.0%
Total 446 357 80 9
. 82 64 14 4
Extremely important
AT 18.4% | 18.0% |17.5% 44.4%
. 194 155 36 3
Very important
) I 435% | 43.6% |44.5% 31.6%
5C. Street tree maintenance
Somewhat important 160 127 30 2
35.8% |35.6% |37.9% 24.0%
. 8 8 0 0
Not at all important
gD 1.9% | 23% | 0.0% 0.0%
2 2 0 0
DK/NA
04% | 0.5% | 0.0% 0.0%

Page 155

Godbe Research /// Los Altos Survey /// Crosstabs 12-18-17

Homeownerership Status

Total | Own Rent | Not sure/DK/NA
Total 446 357 80 9
N 116 102 1 3
Exti ) rtant
xiremely IMPOTtant | os 9o, | 28.6% | 13.4% 30.9%
ey (et 203 153 47 2
5D. Street pavement 45.5% |43.0% |58.9% 24.5%
maintenance s hat o 124 98 22 4
omewnat Important { o7 9o, | 27.5% |27.8% 44.6%
N 1 1 0 0
Not at all rtant
otatalimportant | 630, | 0.4% | 0.0% 0.0%
2 2 0 0
DK/INA
04% | 0.5% | 0.0% 0.0%
Total 446 357 80 9
N 54 43 6 5
Exti ) rtant
Xremely ImPortant | 15 oo, [12.1% | 7.3% 52.7%
Very important 159 132 25 2
o o o o
5E. Street sweeping services 85.7% | 37.0% |31.0% 26.7%
Somewhat important 210 160 48 2
47.0% |44.9% |59.3% 20.6%
N 23 21 2 0
Not at all important 52% | 59% | 2.5% 0.0%
0 0 0 0
DK/INA
0.1% | 0.1% | 0.0% 0.0%
Total 446 357 80 9
7 218 185 26 7
Extremely important
Yl 48.8% |51.9% |31.9% 77.7%
Very important 164 124 38 2
o o o o
5F. Traffic safety 36;3& 34‘.;31 % 471.2 % 22_03 %
Somewhat important
12.5% [12.2% |14.8% 0.0%
N 8 3 5 0
Not at all rtant
otatalimportant | 4 a0, | 0.9% | 6.3% 0.0%
1 1 0 0
DKINA
0.2% | 0.2% | 0.0% 0.0%
Total 446 357 80 9
7 81 60 18 4
Extremely important | 1o 1o, | 16.7% |21.8% 436%
Very important 158 122 34 2
5G. Economic development 35.5% |34.2% [42.7% 22.3%
efforts Somewhat important 143 nr 23 3
32.1% |32.9% |28.4% 34.0%
N 45 42 4 0
Notatallimportant |\ 1o/ | 11706 | 4.4% 0.0%
18 16 2 0
DKINA
4.1% | 4.6% | 2.7% 0.0%
Total 446 357 80 9
7 64 55 7 1
Ext ) rtant
X(remEly ImPOrtant | 1/ 3o, 15.5% | 8.9% 13.5%
Very important 161 129 27 5
o o o o
5H. Sports fields 36.2% |36.1% |34.0% 59.6%
Somewhat important 157 121 34 2
35.2% | 34.0% |41.9% 24.8%
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Homeownerership Status

Total | Own Rent | Not sure/DK/NA
) 57 | 46 10 0
Not at all important
otatalimportant | 1, 7% |12.9% |12.9% 2.1%
7 5 2 0
DKINA
1.6% | 15% | 2.2% 0.0%
— 446 | 357 | 80 9
) 157 | 136 | 19 1
Extremely important
I 35.2% |38.2% |24.0% 14.5%
Very important 192 | 149 | 38 6
s s 5 .
e 43.1% |41.8% |46.8% 63.7%
Somewhat important 68 54 14 0
15.3% | 15.2% |17.6% 0.0%
) 17 9 8 0
Not at all important
B 37% | 2.5% | 9.6% 0.0%
12 8 2 2
DKINA
27% | 2.3% | 2.0% 21.8%
— 446 | 357 | 80 9
) 237 | 201 | 20 7
Extremely important
U 53.2% |56.3% |36.4% 81.1%
) ' ) ) 171 | 126 | a4 2
5J. Fire protection services  Very important
b 7 38.4% |35.2% |54.6% 18.9%
) 35 28 7 0
Somewhat important
D 8.0% | 7.9% | 9.0% 0.0%
2 2 0 0
DKINA
04% | 0.6% | 0.0% 0.0%
P 446 | 357 | 80 9
) 128 | 95 30 3
Extremely important
Ui 28.6% |26.6% |37.2% 34.8%
Very important 152 | 126 | 22 4
5K. Environmental and 34.1% | 35.3% |27.8% 42.4%
sustainability programs s hat | - 123 99 22 2
omewnatimportant | o 7o, | 27.8% |27.6% 22.8%
) 32 32 0 0
Not at all important
? 72% | 91% | 0.0% 0.0%
10 4 6 0
DKINA
23% | 12% | 7.4% 0.0%
— 446 | 357 | 80 9
) 66 57 7 2
Extremel rtant
xiremely important | 4 g0, |15.9% | 9.2% 21.8%
Very important 147 | 111 | 32 4
o 5 5 5
5L. Senior facilities 33.0% | 81.2% | 39.6% 48.7%
Somewhat important 154 125 26 3
34.4% |35.2% |31.8% 29.4%
) 66 55 11 0
Not at all important
otatallimportant |, 8% |15.3% |14.3% 0.0%
13 9 4 0
DKINA
2.9% | 24% | 52% 0.0%
— 446 | 357 | 80 9
) 63 50 11 2
Extremel rtant
Xiremely Important {4/ oo, | 14.0% | 14.1% 21.8%
P — 149 | 115 | 31 4
33.5% |32.2% |38.3% 40.2%
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Homeownerership Status

Total | Own | Rent | Not sure/DK/NA
prograd
q 149 125 21 3
Somewhat important
P 33.4% |35.1% |[25.6% 35.8%
N 71 57 14 0
Not at all important
B 15.9% | 16.0% [17.0% 21%
13 9 4 0
DK/INA
3.0% | 26% | 5.0% 0.0%
Total 446 357 80 9
N 68 54 9 5
Extremely important
Gl 152% |15.2% |10.7% 53.8%
Very important 174 135 36 3
5N. Youth facilities 391% | 37.9% | 446% | 34.7%
Somewhat important 152 129 22 1
34.0% |36.0% |[27.5% 11.4%
N 41 30 12 0
Not at all important
B 9.3% | 83% |[14.6% 0.0%
1 9 2 0
DK/INA
25% | 25% | 2.6% 0.0%
Total 446 357 80 9
7 77 57 15 5
Extremely important
Gl 17.3% | 16.0% [18.3% 57.4%
Very important 187 145 38 4
50. Youth programs 41.9% |40.7% |47.5% 40.5%
Somewhat important 131 110 2 0
29.4% |30.8% |[26.0% 21%
N 42 35 7 0
Not at all important
B 9.3% | 9.8% | 8.2% 0.0%
10 10 0 0
DKINA
21% | 2.7% | 0.0% 0.0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb'°

Homeownerership Status

Own

Rent

Not sure/DK/NA

(A)

(B)

(©)

5A. Police services

5B. Garbage collection and
recycling program

5C. Street tree maintenance

5D. Street pavement
maintenance

5E. Street sweeping services

5F. Traffic safety

5G. Economic development
efforts

5H. Sports fields

51. Managing land use

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DKINA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DKINA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DKINA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important

B

A

B

AB
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb'c

Homeownerership Status

Own

Rent

Not sure/DK/NA

(A)

(8)

(©)

5L. Senior facilities

5M. Senior programs

5N. Youth facilities

50. Youth programs

T repr Services

5K. Environmental and
sustainability programs

Somewhat important
DK/NA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DKINA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DKINA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

a

a

a

AB

a

a

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with

the smaller column proportion appears in the categorylyvith the larger column proportion.
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 ™€

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.
b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
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Party
Total | Democrat | Republican| Other | DTS
Total 446 197 110 12 127
Extremely important 233 107 57 5 64
52.3% 54.6% 52.2% 37.6% |50.4%
Very important 162 61 42 8 51
. q 36.3% 31.2% 38.1% 62.4% | 40.1%
5A. Police services
Somewhat important 43 23 9 0 "
9.6% 11.5% 8.3% 0.0% | 8.8%
f 6 3 2 0 1
Not at all important
i 13% | 1.6% 15% | 0.0% | 0.7%
2 2 0 0 0
DK/NA
0.5% 1.1% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0%
Total 446 197 110 12 127
A 186 86 42 6 52
Extremely important
AT 418% | 43.7% 38.6%  |46.5% |41.1%
5B. Garbage collection and . 203 94 54 2 54
A Very important
recycling program I 455% | 47.6% 487% | 16.9% |42.4%
- 54 17 13 4 20
Somewhat important
e 122% | 85% 12.0%  [36.7% | 15.8%
f 2 0 1 0 1
Not at all important
oD 05% | 02% 08% | 00% | 0.6%
446 197 110 12 127
Total
. 82 37 23 0 22
Extremely important
R I 184% | 18.8% 210% | 0.0% |17.3%
i BT 194 85 50 4 54
q 43.5% 43.4% 45.4% 36.2% |42.7%
5C. Street tree maintenance
Somewhat important 160 70 34 6 50
35.8% 35.4% 31.3% 49.9% |39.0%
. 8 3 2 2 1
Not at all important
¥ 19% | 1.7% 18%  |13.9% | 1.0%
2 1 1 0 0
DK/NA
0.4% 0.6% 0.6% 0.0% | 0.0%
446 197 110 12 127
Total
. 116 53 35 0 27
Extremely important
I 25.9% 26.8% 32.0% 3.6% |21.5%
Very important 203 87 50 2 64
5D. Street pavement 45.5% 44.3% 45.9% 13.0% |50.1%
maintenance s - p— 124 57 23 8 36
omewhat importan
B 27.9% 29.0% 20.9% 69.6% | 28.4%
. 1 0 1 0 0
Not at all important
2 03% | 0.0% 13% | 0.0% | 0.0%
2 0 0 2 0
DK/INA
0.4% 0.0% 0.0% 13.9% | 0.0%
446 197 110 12 127
Total
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Party
Total | Democrat | Republican| Other | DTS
. 54 24 1 1 18
Extremely important
FACHT I 12.0% | 12.3% 96% | 82% |14.1%
Very important 159 64 42 5 48
N q 35.7% 32.8% 38.1% 38.2% | 37.8%
5E. Street sweeping services 210 98 49 6 57
Somewhat important
47.0% 49.6% 44.6% 53.5% |44.5%
. 23 10 8 0 5
Not at all important
i 52% | 5.1% 77% | 0.0% | 3.6%
0 0 0 0 0
DK/INA
0.1% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0%
Total 446 197 110 12 127
. 218 97 50 6 66
Extremely important
FACHE I 48.8% | 49.2% 451% | 46.5% |51.6%
. 164 65 46 3 50
Very important
5F. Traffic safety /L 36.7% 33.2% 41.5% 25.6% |39.2%
’ . 56 28 12 3 12
Somewhat important
eI 125% | 14.3% 113%  [28.0% | 9.2%
. 8 6 2 0 0
Not at all important
D 18% | 3.0% 21% | 00% | 0.0%
1 1 0 0 0
DK/NA
0.2% 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0%
Total 446 197 110 12 127
. 81 32 26 0 23
Extremely important
X I 181% | 16.4% 238% | 0.0% |17.7%
) i e 158 75 35 6 42
5G. Economic development 35.5% 38.1% 31.7% 51.8% |33.1%
efforts Somewhat important 143 61 28 5 49
32.1% 30.8% 25.4% 44.6% |38.7%
. 45 19 16 0 10
Not at all important
B 101% | 9.7% 141% | 36% | 7.9%
18 10 6 0 3
DK/NA
4.1% 4.9% 5.1% 0.0% | 2.6%
Total 446 197 110 12 127
. 64 26 14 3 20
Extremely important
I 14.3% 13.3% 13.0% 24.4% | 15.9%
Very important 161o 76o 43c 3 . 40n
5H. Sports fields 36.2% 38.7% 38.7% 22.1% | 31.5%
Somewhat important 157 68 37 3 50
35.2% 34.5% 33.5% 21.9% |39.1%
. 57 22 15 3 17
Not at all important
E 12.7% 10.9% 13.3% 27.0% | 13.5%
7 5 2 1 0
DK/INA
1.6% 2.6% 1.5% 4.6% | 0.0%
Total 446 197 110 12 127
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Party
Total | Democrat | Republican| Other | DTS
Extremely important 157 70 40 2 45
35.2% 35.8% 36.2% 16.0% |35.1%
Ve (PR E: 192 89 45 4 54
N 43.1% 45.0% 41.1% 37.1% | 42.6%
5. Managing land use 68 26 20 3 19
Somewhat important
15.3% 13.3% 18.0% 24.8% | 15.2%
. 17 7 3 3 4
Not at all important
g2 37% | 3.4% 26%  |221% | 3.5%
12 5 2 0 5
DKINA
2.7% 2.5% 2.2% 0.0% 3.6%
Total 446 197 110 12 127
. 237 107 64 6 60
Exti ) rtant
xiremely important | . 5o, | 54.6% 58.1% | 46.7% |47.4%
. . . - 171 74 39 4 54
5J. Fi tecti Vi rtant
CFIEEENSENIES ey el 384% | 37.6% 35.7% | 31.6% |42.7%
. 35 14 6 3 13
Somewhat important
e 80% | 7.3% 53%  [21.7% | 9.9%
2 1 1 0 0
DK/NA
0.4% 0.5% 0.9% 0.0% | 0.0%
Total 446 197 110 12 127
. 128 75 15 1 37
Extremely important
X I 28.6% | 38.0% 136% | 84% |29.2%
i BT 152 69 32 8 42
5K. Environmental and 34.1% 35.2% 29.5% 66.1% | 33.4%
sustainability programs S _— p— 123 41 39 2 41
omewhat importan
CE i 27.7% | 20.8% 35.7%  |205% |32.0%
. 32 5 20 1 7
Not at all important
2 72% | 2.3% 185% | 50% | 54%
10 7 3 0 0
DKINA
2.3% 3.8% 2.7% 0.0% | 0.0%
446 197 110 12 127
Total
. 66 29 20 3 15
Exti ) rtant
FEEL e 14.8% 14.5% 17.7% 251% | 11.7%
W BT 147 82 30 4 31
q e 33.0% 41.9% 27.4% 34.0% | 24.1%
5L. Senior facilities
Somewhat important 154 57 37 4 55
34.4% 28.9% 34.0% 33.1% |43.5%
. 66 26 21 1 18
Not at all rtant
e Ell T 14.8% 13.1% 19.4% 7.8% |14.3%
13 3 2 0 8
DK/INA
2.9% 1.6% 1.5% 0.0% | 6.4%
Total 446 197 110 12 127
. 63 32 17 2 12
Exti ) rtant
iremely important /oo, | 16.3% 157% | 16.0% | 9.3%
i By 149 74 36 5 34
. 335% | 37.4% 32.8% 45.5% | 26.9%
5M. Senior programs
Somewhat important 149 63 30 4 52
334% | 321% 27.0% 30.7% |41.3%
s 71 24 25 1 21
Not at all important
P 15.9% 12.0% 23.0% 7.8% |16.7%
13 4 2 0 7
DK/INA
3.0% 2.2% 1.5% 0.0% | 5.8%
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Party
Total | Democrat | Republican| Other | DTS
Total 446 197 110 12 127
Extremely important 68 34 14 0 20
15.2% 17.1% 13.0% 0.0% |15.4%
Very important 174 84 40 4 46
- 39.1% 42.9% 36.2% 29.4% | 36.5%
5N. Youth facilities
Somewhat important 152 57 36 8 51
34.0% 29.1% 33.1% 62.4% |39.7%
. 41 18 17 0 6
Not at all important
i 93% | 9.2% 153% | 3.6% | 4.8%
11 3 3 1 5
DK/NA
2.5% 1.7% 2.4% 4.6% | 3.6%
Total 446 197 110 12 127
. 77 42 14 2 19
Extremely important
FACHE I 173% | 21.2% 127% | 16.0% |15.2%
. 187 82 46 4 55
Very important
/L 41.9% 41.7% 41.4% 36.1% |43.1%
50. Youth programs 131 55 35 3 38
Somewhat important
e 29.4% | 27.7% 31.5% | 28.3% |30.2%
- 42 13 13 2 13
Not at all important
D 9.3% 6.7% 12.1% 15.0% | 10.4%
10 5 2 1 1
DK/NA
2.1% 2.6% 2.2% 4.6% 1.1%
Comparisons of Column Propc:)rtionsb’c
Party
Democrat | Republican| Other | DTS
(A) (B) ©) (D)
Extremely important
Very important
5A. Police services Somewhat important 2
Not at all important 2
DK/INA a a 2
Extremely important
5B. Garbage collection and Very important
recycling program Somewhat important A
Not at all important a
Extremely important 2
Very important
5C. Street tree maintenance  Somewhat important
Not at all important AD
DK/INA 2 2
Extremely important
Very important
5D. Street pavement s hat i et
maintenance omewnhat importan ABD
Not at all important a a 2
DKI/NA 2 2 2
Extremely important
Very important
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’C

Party

Democrat

Republican

Other

DTS

(A)

(B)

()

(D)

5E. Street sweeping services

5F. Traffic safety

5G. Economic development
efforts

5H. Sports fields

51. Managing land use

5J. Fire protection services

5K. Environmental and

sustainability programs

5L. Senior facilities

5M. Senior programs

5N. Youth facilities

Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/NA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DKINA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DKINA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DKINA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

AD
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’c

Party
Democrat | Republican| Other | DTS
(A) (B) ©) (D)

50. Youth programs

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the
smaller column proportion appears in the category witl
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05

r]]tche larger column proportion.

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.

b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.

Household Party

Total | Dem 1| Dem 2+ | Rep 1 | Rep 2+ | Mixed | Other
Total 446 75 68 32 40 140 90
Extremely important 233 44 38 17 23 65 46
52.3% |58.0% | 56.2% |52.6% | 58.3% |46.6% |50.9%
Very important 162 24 18 12 13 61 34
. q 36.3% |31.4% | 26.2% |[39.0% | 32.0% |43.4% |37.9%
5A. Police services 43 6 12 3 3 10 9
Somewhat important
9.6% | 7.9% 17.6% 8.4% 7.8% 7.2% |10.2%
f 6 0 0 0 1 4 1
Not at all important
D 1.3% | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.9% 2.9% 1.0%
2 2 0 0 0 0 0
DK/INA
0.5% | 2.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0%
Total 446 75 68 32 40 140 90
. 186 29 30 13 17 65 32
Extremely important
FACHER I 41.8% |38.7% | 43.6% |42.2% | 43.3% |46.0% |355%
5B. Garbage collection and . 203 38 31 14 22 56 42
e Very important
recycling program R 455% |51.0% | 45.2% |43.8% | 54.7% |39.9% |46.7%
q 54 7 8 4 1 18 16
Somewhat important
CAELIIL 122% | 97% | 11.2% |14.0% | 2.0% |12.9% |17.9%
. 2 0 0 0 0 2 0
Not at all important
D 0.5% | 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.2% | 0.0%
Total 446 75 68 32 40 140 90
. 82 18 7 4 8 25 20
Extremely important
X I 18.4% |23.8% | 9.8% |12.9% | 19.5% |18.1% |22.4%
. 194 31 31 15 22 61 33
Very important
. /L 435% |[41.1% | 45.9% |47.5% | 56.2% |43.2% |37.1%
5C. Street tree maintenance
Somewhat important 160 24 28 12 8 53 35
35.8% |32.2% | 40.8% |[37.6% | 19.2% |37.5% |39.1%
. 8 2 2 0 2 2 1
Not at all important
Hgp 1.9% | 2.3% 2.3% 0.0% 5.0% 1.2% 1.4%
2 0 1 1 0 0 0
DK/NA
04% | 0.6% 1.2% 2.1% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0%
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Household Party

Total | Dem 1| Dem 2+ | Rep 1 [ Rep 2+ | Mixed | Other
Total 446 75 68 32 40 140 90
Extremely important 116 18 18 9 13 39 19
25.9% |24.1% | 26.3% |28.7% | 32.2% |27.6% |20.8%
Very important 203 34 27 12 18 63 48
5D. Street pavement 45.5% |44.5% | 40.2% [39.0% | 45.3% |44.7% |53.8%
maintenance
Somewhat important 124 24 23 10 9 36 23
27.9% |31.3% | 33.5% [32.3% | 22.4% |25.5% |25.5%
. 1 0 0 0 0 1 0
Not at all important
D 0.3% | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.0% | 0.0%
2 0 0 0 0 2 0
DK/NA
04% | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.2% | 0.0%
446 75 68 32 40 140 90
Total
A 54 8 7 1 5 16 16
Exti ) rtant
XemEy IMPOTtaNt | 15 096 [11.1% | 10.1% | 4.4% | 11.6% |11.7% | 17.8%
q 159 27 23 16 13 51 29
Very important
5E. Street sweeping services /L 35.7% | 36.0% | 33.2% [51.0% | 32.1% |36.6% |32.1%
. Somewhat important | 21° 37 34 12 19 65 43
47.0% [49.0% | 50.3% |36.2% | 47.0% |46.1% |48.3%
A 23 3 4 3 4 8 2
Not at all rtant
otatalimportant | ;oo | 3.4% | 64% | 84% | 94% | 57% | 1.9%
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
DK/NA
0.1% | 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0%
446 75 68 32 40 140 90
Total
Extremely important 218 39 31 13 20 70 a4
Y 48.8% |52.0% | 45.6% |40.8% | 50.1% |50.1% |48.9%
Very important 164 26 23 16 17 47 36
5F. Traffic safety 36.7% | 35.1% | 33.2% |[48.6% | 42.2% |33.3% |39.6%
. Somewhat important 56 10 12 8 3 17 10
125% |12.9% | 17.4% [10.7% | 7.8% |12.2% |[11.5%
. 8 0 2 0 0 6 0
Not at all important
¥ 1.8% | 0.0% 2.8% 0.0% 0.0% 45% | 0.0%
1 0 1 0 0 0 0
DK/NA
0.2% | 0.0% 1.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 0.0%
446 75 68 32 40 140 90
Total
Extremely important 81 10 8 8 8 33 4
18.1% | 13.5% | 11.6% |25.1% | 19.7% |23.7% |15.2%
Very important 158 34 27 10 11 43 32
5G. Economic development 35.5% |44.9% | 39.6% |31.2% | 28.9% |30.9% |36.0%
efforts Somewhat important 143 20 26 8 13 41 35
b 32.1% | 26.6% | 38.4% |[24.4% | 32.5% |29.1% |39.2%
. 45 8 3 3 6 18 7
Not at all important
¥ 10.1% | 10.0% 5.1% 10.3% | 14.3% |12.7% | 8.2%
18 4 4 3 2 5 1
DK/INA
4.1% | 5.0% 5.4% 8.9% 4.6% 3.6% 1.5%
446 75 68 32 40 140 90
Total
Extremely important 64 10 10 2 6 21 5
14.3% |13.1% | 15.0% | 6.1% | 15.5% |14.7% | 16.5%
Very important 161 34 22 11 17 54 24
5H. Sports fields 36.2% |45.0% | 32.2% |34.0% | 42.5% |38.4% |26.4%
; Somewhat important 157 7 28 13 12 49 37
35.2% |23.2% | 41.5% [39.2% | 30.6% |[35.0% |41.5%
57 11 7 6 4 16 14
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Household Party

Total | Dem 1| Dem 2+ | Rep 1 | Rep 2+ | Mixed | Other
T 12.7% [ 14.8% | 9.7% [ 18.1% | 9.4% | 11.2% | 15.0%
7 3 1 1 1 1 1
DK/INA
1.6% | 4.0% | 1.7% 2.6% | 2.0% | 0.6% | 0.6%
446 75 68 32 40 140 90
Total
Extremely important 157 35 16 ° 8 49 29
35.2% |46.7% | 23.7% [29.2% | 45.1% |34.9% |32.4%
Very important 192 26 35 13 18 59 40
S| Mananing landlise 431% |35.1% | 51.4% |39.9% | 46.2% |42.3% |44.6%
. Somewhat important 68 8 14 7 2 23 14
15.3% [11.0% | 20.1% |[21.2% | 53% |16.3% |16.0%
N 17 3 2 1 1 6 3
Not at all important
b 37% | 3.8% | 3.2% 21% | 3.3% | 45% | 3.7%
12 3 1 2 0 3 3
DK/INA
27% | 33% | 1.6% 7.6% | 0.0% | 2.1% | 3.2%
446 75 68 32 40 140 90
Total
Extremely important 237 42 34 17 24 73 46
53.2% |55.8% | 49.8% [53.7% | 61.2% [52.3% [51.2%
N q n A 171 29 24 14 12 53 38
5J. Fire protection services  Very important
b /e 38.4% |38.9% | 35.0% |44.1% | 30.8% |37.9% |42.7%
q 35 4 10 1 2 14 5
S hat rtant
omewhatimportant | g oo, | 4.7% | 14.5% | 22% | 53% | 9.8% | 6.1%
2 0 1 0 1 0 0
DK/INA
0.4% | 0.6% 0.7% 0.0% 2.6% 0.0% | 0.0%
446 75 68 32 40 140 90
Total
Extremely important 128 33 7 4 6 46 21
28.6% |44.4% | 25.6% |11.6% | 16.3% |32.5% |23.3%
Very important 152 24 28 10 13 43 34
5K. Environmental and 34.1% |32.2% | 40.5% |31.8% | 31.6% |[30.9% |37.8%
sustainability programs s hat | o 123 15 20 7 14 36 32
omewnatimportant | 7 70, | 19.4% | 20.6% |23.1% | 35.0% |25.4% |35.0%
n 32 0 1 9 6 13 4
Not at all rtant
otatalimportant f 7 5o, | 0.6% | 0.8% |26.8% | 15.1% | 9.4% | 3.9%
10 3 2 2 1 2 0
DK/INA
2.3% | 3.4% 3.5% 6.7% 2.0% 1.7% | 0.0%
446 75 68 32 40 140 90
Total
Extremely important 66 14 9 4 9 18 12
14.8% [18.1% | 13.0% |13.5% | 22.0% |12.9% |13.7%
Very important 147 29 27 9 12 49 20
o o o o o o o
5L. Senior facilities 33.0% |39.1% | 40.1% |27.0% | 31.3% |[35.2% |22.1%
Somewhat important 154 21 22 10 3 51 37
34.4% |27.6% | 31.5% |31.0% | 32.6% |36.4% |41.4%
n 66 11 8 9 5 20 13
Not at all rtant
otatallimportant 1 go, | 14.6% | 11.5% |28.6% | 12.3% |14.5% | 14.4%
13 0 3 0 1 2 8
DKINA
2.9% | 0.6% 3.8% 0.0% 1.9% 1.1% | 8.4%
446 75 68 32 40 140 90
Total
Extremely important 63 14 " 4 7 18 8
14.2% [19.2% | 16.2% |13.5% | 18.2% |12.7% | 9.1%
el mporiant 149 25 23 12 13 50 27
o o o o o o o
5M. Senior programs 33.5% |32.6% | 33.9% |37.9% | 31.6% |35.3% |30.2%
Somewhat important 149 25 25 4 5 49 32
33.4% 132.7% | 36.6% |13.1% | 36.5% |34.8% |35.4%
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Household Party

Total | Dem 1| Dem 2+ | Rep 1 [ Rep 2+ | Mixed | Other
Not at all important 4 " 5 " 5 23 16
15.9% | 14.8% 75% |355% | 11.8% |16.2% [17.7%
DK/NA 13 0 4 0 1 2 7
3.0% | 0.6% 5.7% 0.0% 1.9% 1.1% 7.5%
Total 446 75 68 32 40 140 90
A 68 14 12 3 6 15 17
Extremely important
PRI 15.2% | 18.9% | 18.1% | 9.5% | 14.7% |10.7% |18.9%
. 174 34 29 1 14 58 29
Very important
e /L 39.1% |44.6% | 43.0% |[34.5% | 34.0% |41.1% |32.1%
5N. Youth facilities
Somewhat important 152 18 21 9 4 55 35
34.0% |23.5% | 30.4% [29.2% | 35.1% |39.0% |38.9%
. 41 9 4 8 5 1" 5
Not at all important
D 9.3% | 11.4% 52% |243% | 11.8% | 8.1% | 6.0%
1 1 2 1 2 1 4
DK/NA
2.5% 1.6% 3.2% 2.6% 4.4% 1.0% | 4.1%
Total 446 75 68 32 40 140 90
N 77 17 15 2 6 20 17
Extremely important
AT 17.3% |22.7% | 22.1% | 4.9% | 15.9% |14.3% |18.5%
g 187 31 32 13 14 62 34
Very important
/LD 41.9% |(41.6% | 471% |41.7% | 34.3% |44.1% |38.2%
50. Youth programs
Somewhat important 131 19 18 13 12 42 27
29.4% |24.8% | 26.6% |[40.6% | 29.8% |29.8% |30.5%
. 42 6 1 3 6 14 11
Not at all important
gD 9.3% | 8.1% 1.8% 10.1% | 16.0% | 9.8% |12.2%
10 2 2 1 2 3 1
DK/NA
21% | 2.8% 2.5% 2.6% 4.0% 2.0% | 0.6%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’C

Household Party

Dem 1

Dem 2+

Rep 1

Rep 2+

Mixed

Other

(A)

(B)

()

(D)

(E)

(F)

5A. Police services

5B. Garbage collection and
recycling program

5C. Street tree maintenance

5D. Street pavement
maintenance

5E. Street ping services

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DKINA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important

S hat important

5F. Traffic safety

5G. Economic development
efforts

5H. Sports fields

51. Managing land use

5J. Fire protection services

Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/NA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DKINA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DKINA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
DK/INA
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb'c

Household Party

Dem 1

Dem 2+

Rep 1

Rep 2+

Mixed

Other

(A)

(B)

()

(D)

(E)

(F)

5K. Environmental and
sustainability programs

5L. Senior facilities

5M. Senior programs

5N. Youth facilities

50. Youth programs

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DKINA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DK/INA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DKINA

Extremely important
Very important
Somewhat important
Not at all important
DKINA

CD

ABF

AB

Results are based on two-sided tests. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column
proportion appears in the category with the larger colugm proportion.
Significance level for upper case letters (A, B, C): .05 >°

a. This category is not used in comparisons because its column proportion is equal to zero or one.

b. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

c. Cell counts of some categories are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers before performing column proportions

tests.
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Registration Date
Total | 2013 to 2017 | 2009 to 2012 | 2005 to 2008 | 2001 to 2004
Total 446 126 51 62 50
Extremely important 283 61 25 28 23
52.3% 48.6% 48.5% 44.7% 44.8%
Very important 162 49 20 22 21
. q 36.3% 38.5% 39.2% 36.3% 42.2%
5A. Police services
Somewhat important 43 14 6 9 5
9.6% 11.1% 10.9% 13.8% 9.8%
. 6 2 1 3 0
Not at all important
i 1.3% 1.4% 15% 5.2% 0.0%
2 0 0 0 2
DK/NA
0.5% 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% 3.2%
Total 446 126 51 62 50
q 186 55 22 23 17
Exti ) rtant
xiremely IMPortant | 41 o, | 43.8% 42.5% 36.7% 32.8%
5B. Garbage collection and . 203 59 21 25 25
5 Vi rtant
recycling program Gl 455% | 47.1% 41.1% 40.3% 48.9%
. 54 12 8 14 8
Somewhat important
PRI 122% | 9.2% 16.4% 23.0% 16.8%
. 2 0 0 0 1
Not at all important
S 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.6%
Total 446 126 51 62 50
. 82 22 8 10 11
Exti ) rtant
xiremely important | 1o 4op | 17.3% 15.8% 16.8% 21.3%
Ve 194 53 23 21 26
. /L 43.5% 42.3% 45.8% 33.9% 51.3%
5C. Street tree maintenance
Somewhat important 160 47 20 29 14
35.8% 36.9% 38.4% 47.2% 27.4%
. 8 4 0 1 0
Not at all important
& 1.9% 3.2% 0.0% 2.1% 0.0%
2 0 0 0 0
DK/NA
0.4% 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total 446 126 51 62 50
. 116 28 9 19 7
Extremely important
I 25.9% 22.1% 17.3% 30.1% 13.5%
Very important 203 56 33 25 24
5D. Street pavement 45.5% 44.5% 64.0% 40.4% 47.8%
maintenance s hat i ot 124 40 10 18 19
omewhat importan
S 27.9% 32.0% 18.7% 29.5% 38.7%
. 1 0 0 0 0
Not at all important
> 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
2 2 0 0 0
DK/INA
0.4% 1.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
446 126 51 62 50
Total
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Registration Date

1997 to 2000 | 1993 to 1996 | 1981 to 1992 | 1980 or before
Total 36 36 46 38
Extremely important 22 20 28 28
60.3% 54.6% 60.2% 73.0%
Very important 14 13 13 °
. q 39.7% 37.0% 28.2% 22.9%
5A. Police services 0 3 5 5
Somewhat important
CAEBII 0.0% 8.4% 11.6% 4.0%
. 0 0 0 0
Not at all important
g2 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
0 0 0 0
DK/NA
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total 36 36 46 38
N 16 12 22 20
Extremely important
AT 44.7% 33.2% 47.7% 52.4%
5B. Garbage collection and q 17 20 21 15
A Vi rtant
recycling program S/ L 46.5% 56.0% 45.5% 39.8%
. 2 4 3 3
Somewhat important
B 5.0% 10.8% 6.9% 7.8%
. 1 0 0 0
Not at all important
S 3.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total 36 36 46 38
. 10 4 9 8
Extremely important
R I 26.4% 12.4% 19.1% 21.8%
. 15 17 20 19
Vi rtant
) Cla/ LR 41.0% 46.8% 42,6% 49.9%
5C. Street tree maintenance 10 15 17 9
Somewhat important
D 26.3% 40.8% 36.8% 24.5%
. 1 0 0 1
Not at all important
B 41% 0.0% 0.0% 3.8%
1 0 1 0
DK/NA
2.2% 0.0% 1.4% 0.0%
Total 36 36 46 38
. 15 8 16 14
Extremely important
I 41.0% 23.5% 35.5% 35.9%
Very important 12 14 21 18
5D. Street pavement 34.4% 38.2% 45.5% 46.5%
maintenance s hati rtant 9 14 8 6
omewhat importan
B 24.6% 38.3% 17.6% 15.7%
. 0 0 1 1
Not at all important
& 0.0% 0.0% 1.4% 1.9%
0 0 0 0
DK/INA
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
36 36 46 38
Total
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Registration Date

Total | 2013 to 2017 | 2009 to 2012 | 2005 to 2008 | 2001 to 2004
. 54 18 3 6 4
Extremely important
FACHT I 120% | 14.2% 5.9% 8.9% 8.3%
gervimportant 3;5790/ 3343°/ 4222"/ 2512“/ 422(1)7
5E. Street sweeping services e 7 o7 7 7
Somewhat important 210 62 23 36 23
47.0% 48.8% 44.2% 58.9% 45.3%
. 23 3 4 4 2
Not at all important
i 5.2% 2.7% 7.3% 6.2% 43%
0 0 0 0 0
DK/NA
0.1% 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total 446 126 51 62 50
. 218 61 24 26 28
Extremely important | /o e, | 47.9% 47.6% 41.3% 56.3%
. 164 46 23 18 19
Very important
5F. Traffic safety Ty imp 36.7% 36.6% 45.6% 29.7% 37.1%
: . 56 17 4 15 3
S hat rtant
omewnatimportant | 1) 5o, | 13.3% 6.9% 23.8% 5.2%
. 8 3 0 3 0
Not at all important
D 1.8% 2.2% 0.0% 5.2% 0.0%
1 0 0 0 1
DK/NA
0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.4%
Total 446 126 51 62 50
N 81 26 12 9 6
Extremely important | 1o 10 | 20,29 22.7% 14.9% 12.7%
Very important 158 43 13 25 22
5G. Economic development 35.5% 33.7% 25.3% 39.7% 43.9%
efforts Somewhat important 143 44 20 18 14
32.1% 35.1% 38.4% 29.5% 27.2%
N 45 10 6 6 4
Not at all rtant
otatallimportant |, 1o, 8.1% 12.5% 9.4% 8.7%
18 4 1 4 4
DK/NA
4.1% 2.9% 1.1% 6.4% 7.5%
Total 446 126 51 62 50
N 64 18 4 16 9
EXURESimportent 14.3% 14.5% 8.3% 25.6% 17.0%
Very important 161 32 25 18 23
5H. Sports fields 36.2% 25.3% 49.0% 29.1% 46.5%
Somewhat important 157 60 15 18 3
35.2% 47.2% 29.7% 29.1% 25.9%
N 57 15 7 9 5
Not at all rtant
ot at all importan 12.7% 11.9% 13.0% 15.0% 10.6%
7 1 0 1 0
DK/NA
1.6% 1.1% 0.0% 1.2% 0.0%
Total 446 126 51 62 50
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Registration Date

1997 to 2000 | 1993 to 1996 | 1981 to 1992 | 1980 or before
. 7 3 7 5
Extremely importan
xtremely important |, 6o, 9.1% 15.2% 13.8%
Very important 8 8 18 18
N q 36.1% 23.3% 38.1% 47.8%
S5E. Street sweeping services 15 21 17 13
Somewhat important
40.6% 58.6% 37.8% 34.4%
. 1 3 4 2
Not at all important
g2 2.7% 9.1% 8.9% 3.9%
0 0 0 0
DKINA
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total 36 36 46 38
N 18 21 21 19
Extremely important
PRI 50.0% 58.4% 44.5% 50.9%
. 14 11 18 15
Very important
I 38.9% 30.5% 38.3% 38.1%
5F. Traffic safety 4 3 7 3
Somewhat important
11.1% 8.9% 15.8% 8.9%
f 0 1 1 1
Not at all important
i 0.0% 2.2% 1.4% 20%
0 0 0 0
DK/NA
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total 36 36 46 38
. 11 3 8 6
Extremely important
R I 30.3% 8.5% 18.1% 15.3%
. Very important 9 15 17 15
5G. Economic development 24.6% 42.8% 37.0% 38.3%
efforts 9 14 13 1M
S hat i rtant
CLI AL It 25.9% 38.4% 28.0% 29.6%
. 5 4 7 3
Not at all rtant
e Ell 13.1% 10.3% 15.3% 7.3%
2 0 1 4
DK/NA
6.1% 0.0% 1.6% 9.4%
Total 36 36 46 38
. 5 3 5 4
Exti ) rtant
FEL e 12.6% 9.3% 10.0% 11.2%
. 12 15 20 16
Very important
. /L 33.1% 42.5% 42.3% 42.3%
5H. Sports fields 14 11 16 10
Somewhat important
39.5% 30.7% 35.0% 25.7%
. 5 4 6 6
Not at all rtant
e Ell T 13.4% 10.3% 12.7% 15.5%
1 3 0 2
DK/INA
1.4% 7.2% 0.0% 5.3%
36 36 46 38
Total
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Registration Date

Total | 2013 to 2017 | 2009 to 2012 | 2005 to 2008 | 2001 to 2004
Extremely important 157 40 22 22 14
35.2% 31.4% 42.3% 36.2% 28.6%
ey et 192 54 21 24 26
N 43.1% 42.9% 41.0% 39.1% 51.6%
5l. Managing land use
Somewhat important 68 25 8 12 5
15.3% 20.0% 15.5% 18.8% 9.2%
. 17 3 0 4 3
Not at all important
i 37% 2.7% 0.0% 5.9% 5.4%
12 4 1 0 3
DK/INA
2.7% 2.9% 1.1% 0.0% 5.2%
Total 446 126 51 62 50
q 237 67 24 27 17
Extremely important
FACHIR I 532% | 53.3% 46.9% 43.9% 33.5%
. . . - 171 49 22 25 29
5J. Fire protection services  Very important
HOIEE ! I 384% | 39.1% 43.5% 40.4% 57.1%
. 35 10 4 10 5
Somewhat important
HLEL 8.0% 7.5% 7.6% 15.7% 9.4%
2 0 1 0 0
DK/NA
0.4% 0.0% 2.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total 446 126 51 62 50
. 128 35 14 20 17
Extremely important
FCHI I 286% | 28.0% 27.9% 32.5% 34.3%
R 152 49 21 21 12
5K. Environmental and 34.1% 39.1% 41.6% 34.4% 23.6%
sustainability programs S _— g 123 33 13 17 14
omewhat importan
EAHELIIL 277% | 25.9% 24.9% 28.3% 28.4%
. 32 4 3 3 5
Not at all important
B 7.2% 3.2% 5.5% 48% 10.6%
10 5 0 0 2
DK/NA
2.3% 3.8% 0.0% 0.0% 3.2%
Total 446 126 51 62 50
. 66 18 5 9 9
Extremely important
I 14.8% 14.3% 9.3% 15.2% 18.1%
O B 147 51 9 15 18
q o 33.0% 40.8% 17.0% 24.0% 35.7%
5L. Senior facilities
Somewhat important 154 40 26 19 7
34.4% 31.8% 50.4% 30.5% 33.8%
. 66 13 11 15 5
Not at all rtant
R 14.8% 10.0% 21.2% 24.8% 10.5%
13 4 1 3 1
DK/INA
2.9% 3.1% 2.1% 5.5% 1.9%
Total 446 126 51 62 50
. 63 20 3 9 7
Extremely important
et 142% | 16.2% 6.0% 15.3% 13.6%
e B 149 44 16 20 16
B Sty D 33.5% 35.1% 31.2% 31.8% 31.6%
’ Somewhat important 149 41 21 16 8
33.4% 32.2% 41.6% 25.2% 36.7%
s 71 13 9 16 9
Not at all important
E 15.9% 10.0% 18.1% 25.5% 18.1%
13 8 2 1 0
DK/INA
3.0% 6.5% 3.1% 2.1% 0.0%
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Registration Date

1997 to 2000 | 1993 to 1996 | 1981 to 1992 | 1980 or before
Extremely important 12 10 21 16
32.1% 28.1% 45.8% 41.5%
Very important 19 19 7 12
N 52.9% 53.3% 36.0% 31.7%
5. Managing land use 5 3 7 7
Somewhat important
HLEII 45% 8.9% 14.6% 19.0%
f 3 3 1 1
Not at all important
g2 8.0% 7.5% 1.1% 2.0%
1 1 1 2
DKINA
2.4% 2.3% 2.5% 5.8%
Total 36 36 46 38
N 24 18 33 27
Extremely important
PN 66.3% 50.0% 71.2% 71.1%
5J. Fire protection services  Very important 12 14 " 9
) 33.7% 38.4% 24.8% 22.3%
q 0 4 2 2
Somewhat important
HUEII 0.0% 11.6% 4.0% 41%
0 0 0 1
DK/NA
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.5%
Total 36 36 46 38
. 10 7 10 13
Extremely important
AT I 28.7% 20.6% 22.3% 33.3%
Very important 9 14 16 9
5K. Environmental and 25.2% 39.4% 34.0% 24.5%
sustainability programs ) 12 11 13 10
Somewhat important
34.0% 31.7% 27.2% 26.2%
. 4 3 6 4
Not at all important
¥ 10.6% 8.3% 14.0% 10.0%
1 0 1 2
DKINA
1.4% 0.0% 2.5% 6.0%
Total 36 36 46 38
. 2 6 9 9
Extremely important
I 4.7% 15.4% 18.6% 23.3%
. 14 12 19 10
Vi rtant
. _ R 39.2% 32.4% 40.1% 26.0%
5L. Senior facilities
Somewhat important " 14 14 12
31.0% 40.0% 31.3% 30.9%
. 7 3 5 8
Not at all important
¥ 20.0% 7.5% 10.0% 19.8%
2 2 0 0
DK/INA
5.0% 4.7% 0.0% 0.0%
Total 36 36 46 38
. 3 5 9 6
Extremely important
Dt 9.0% 13.7% 19.2% 16.5%
A 11 13 18 12
Vi rtant
) i 31.6% 35.5% 38.2% 30.2%
5M. Senior programs
Somewhat important 13 15 14 10
37.0% 42.2% 30.8% 27.1%
s 6 3 5 10
Not at all important
P 16.0% 8.5% 11.8% 26.2%
2 0 0 0
DK/INA
6.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
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Registration Date

Total | 2013 to 2017 | 2009 to 2012 | 2005 to 2008 | 2001 to 2004
Total 446 126 51 62 50
Extremely important 68 21 6 12 8
15.2% 16.5% 10.8% 18.8% 16.7%
ey (Tt 174 51 23 18 18
e 39.1% 40.6% 45.9% 29.1% 36.1%
5N. Youth facilities
Some