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Overview and Research Objectives

The Town of Moraga commissioned Godbe Research to conduct a mail
survey of all Town residential households to help support the Livable Moraga
Road Project — Segment 3. The mail survey was designed as a follow-up to a
series of focus groups on the same topic and the mail survey addressed the
following research objectives:

» Evaluating traffic congestion on major Moraga thoroughfares and
specifically on Moraga Road between Campolindo Drive and Saint Mary’s
Road,;

» Assessing opinions on the need to balance the needs of drivers with the
needs of bicyclists, pedestrians, and other non-drivers;

» Determining unaided awareness of the Livable Moraga Road Project in
general;

» Evaluating the existing conditions and three potential options for Segment
3 of the Livable Moraga Road Project;
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Overview and Research Objectives (cont.)

» Assessing the likes and dislikes of individual features of the existing
conditions and the three potential options for Segment 3;

» Evaluating the perceived safety of the three potential options and existing
conditions of Segment 3 for drivers;

» Assessing the perceived convenience of the three potential options and
existing conditions of Segment 3 for pedestrians, bicyclists and other non-
driver uses;

» Determining which of the three potential options best meets the needs of
Town residents or if existing conditions are adequate, and;

» Evaluating if a potential long-term moderate reduction in level of service
(LOS) or traffic flow would have an impact on support for Option 1 or
Option 2.
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Methodology Overview

» Data Collection Mail Survey

Y

Universe Approximately 5,700 residential households
in the Town of Moraga, including residences
at Saint Mary’s College.

» Fielding Dates December 17, 2015 through January 8, 2016
» Interview Length 26 questions

» Sample Size 1,108 returned surveys

» Margin of Error + 2.6% to £ 3.0% at the 95% confidence level

based on responses to specific questions

Note: The data have been weighted to reflect the actual population characteristics of the resident Page 4
population in the Town of Moraga in terms of their gender, age, and ethnicity. March 2016
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Qla. Length of Residence in Moraga (n=1,108)

As the first question in the survey, respondents were asked how long they have lived in the Town of Moraga.
Seventy percent (70%) of residents indicated that they have lived in the Town for at least 10 years and
seventy-five (75%) of residents stated they have lived in Moraga for at least 7 years.

One year or less 2 to 3 years
5.7% 7.1%

4 to 6 years
8.0%

More than 10 years
69.6%

7to 10 years
5.7%
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Q1b. Student at St. Mary’s College (n=1,108)

Within the same question, respondents were also asked if they were a student at Saint Mary’s College,
although we did not ask if they live ‘on’ or ‘off campus’. Only four percent (4%) of residents indicated being a
student at Saint Mary’s College, although we did not specifically ask if this was ‘on’ or ‘off’ campus.

St. Mary’s College
Student
4.0%

96.0%
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Q2. Importance of Easing Traffic Congestion

Within Moraga (n=1,099)

Next, survey respondents were asked about the importance of easing traffic congestion on major thoroughfares
within the Town of Moraga. More than three-quarters (78%) of respondents indicated that it was ‘important’
(somewhat important or very important) to ease traffic congestion, and more than a third (36%) of respondents
indicated it was ‘very important’.

Not sure
0.3%

Not important at all

Somewhat
7.8%

unimportant
13.5%

Very important
36.1%

Somewhat
important
42.2%
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Q3. Importance of Balancing Needs of Drivers

With Pedestrian and Bicyclists (n=1,100)

Question 3 in the survey asked respondents about the importance of balancing the needs of drivers with the
needs of pedestrians and bicyclists on major thoroughfares in Town. More than eight in ten (81%)
respondents indicated it was ‘important’ (somewhat important or very important) to balance these needs, with
more than four in ten (45%) indicating it was ‘very important’.

Somewhat Notimportant at all
unimportant 8.0%
11.4%

Very important
45.3%

Somewhat
important
35.3%
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Q4. Frequency of Using Moraga Road

(n=1,108)

The next survey question asked respondents about their frequency of usage of Moraga Road in general. Not
surprisingly, three-quarters (75%) of respondents indicated using Moraga Road ‘everyday’, with more than
ninety-five percent (97%) of respondents indicating that they used Moraga Road at least three times per week.

) A few times a
1to 2times per month

3to 5times per week 0.4%
week 3.0% Everyday
21.7% 74.9%
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Q5. Rating of Traffic on Moraga Rd. Between

Campolindo Dr. and St. Mary’s Rd for Drivers
(n=1,093)

Question 5 of the survey asked respondents to rate traffic on Moraga Road specifically between Campolindo
Drive and Saint Mary’s Road specifically for drivers. Six in ten (60%) respondents indicated that traffic for
drivers was either ‘good’ or ‘excellent’, with nine in ten (90%) respondents indicating that traffic was at least
‘fair’. Conversely, fewer than ten percent (9%) of respondents indicated that traffic conditions for drivers are
‘poor’.

Poor Notsure Excellent

Fair 9.4%  0.5% 12.6%
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Q6. Rating of Conditions on Moraga Rd.

Between Campolindo Dr. and Saint Mary’s Rd.
for Non-Drivers (n=1,100)

Next, survey respondents were asked to rate the conditions on the same portion of Moraga Road for
pedestrians, bicylists, and other non-drivers. Diverging from the same question for drivers, only slightly
more than one-quarter (27%) of respondents indicated that conditions were ‘good’ or ‘excellent’ for non-drivers,
and more than one third (36%) of respondents indicated that conditions were ‘poor’ for non-drivers. It is clear
that respondents feel that conditions on this specific section of Moraga Road are better for drivers than non-

driving uses.

Not sure Excellent
8.1% 4.6% Good
22.8%

Poor
35.9%

28.5%
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Q7. Awareness of Livable Moraga Road

Project (n=1,103)

As the next survey question, Question 7 asked respondents about their awareness of the Livable Moraga Road
Project in general. This question was asked in an unaided format or before any specific information was
presented about the Project or Segment 3 of the Livable Moraga Road Project. Slightly less than forty percent

(38%) of respondents indicated that they were ‘aware’ of the project, where more than 6 in 10 (62%)
respondents were ‘unaware’ of the Project.

No
62.0%
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Questions on the Existing Conditions of

Segment 3

Before the next set of questions, respondents were provided with a description of the Livable Moraga Road
Project in general and specifically regarding Segment 3 of the Project. This included a map of the overall
Project and a diagram of the Typical Existing Conditions, both of which were used previously by the Town for

community outreach for the Project. Below is the diagram of the Typical Existing Conditions diagram included
in the survey packet.

Typical Existing Configuration

"Ex. Edge of
Pavement
(Typ.)

: o LT 11.5"
Shoul- Travel Travel Travel Travel Shoul—
I der lane lane lane lane der I
L] 65’ )

' Approx. 80'- 105'ROW (varies) '
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Q8. Liked Features of the Existing Conditions

of Segment 3

After being asked to review the Typical Existing Conditions diagram, respondents were asked what they liked
about the existing conditions for Segment 3. By far, the most popular feature of the Typical Existing Conditions
were the ‘two travel lanes in each direction’ with more than eighty-five percent (87%) of respondents indicating
this feature as their preferred feature. The ‘wide travel lanes for cars’ was also a very popular feature with more
than fifty percent (53%) of respondents selecting this feature. Please note that respondents could select more

than one feature in this question, thus the cumulative percentages are greater than one-hundred percent
(100%).

Two travel lanes in each direction for cars H 86.7%
No dedicated center turn lane -16-8%
Wide travel lanes for cars _ 53.4%
Shoulder w/ shared use for parking/bicyclists/pedestrians — 33.8%
Other 2.1%
Not Sure 2.0%
al
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Page 15

March 2016




Q9. Disliked Features of the Existing

Conditions of Segment 3

Next, using the same Typical Existing Conditions diagram, respondents were asked what they disliked about
the existing conditions for Segment 3. ‘Shoulder for use for parking, bicyclists, and pedestrians’ was the least
popular feature of the existing conditions of Segment 3 with slightly less than 50% (48%) of respondents
selecting this feature. In addition, ‘no dedicated center turn lane’ was the second least popular feature of the
current configuration of Segment 3, with slightly more than forty percent (42%) of respondents selecting this
feature. Again, respondents could select more than one feature, thus the cumulative results are greater than
one-hundred (100%) percent.

Two travel lanes in each direction for cars i 3.0%

No dedicated center turn lane —42'20/0

Wide travel lanes for cars -5-3%

Shoulder for use for parking, and bicyclists and _7_7%
pedestrians

Other -14-3 0

Not Sure -11-3%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
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Q10a. Perception of Safety of the Existing

Conditions of Segment 3 for Drivers (n=1,087)

Question 10 next asked respondents about their perceived safety of the Typical Existing Conditions of Segment
3 for drivers specifically. Almost ninety percent (89%) feel that the existing conditions are ‘safe’ (somewhat
safe or very safe), with just under half (49%) of respondents indicating that they feel the existing conditions are
‘very safe’ for drivers.

Very unsafe  Not sure
1.3% 0.5%

Somewhat unsafe
9.7%

Very safe
49.2%

Somewhat safe
39.4%
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Q10b. Perception of Convenience of the
Existing Conditions of Segment 3 for Drivers

(n=1,087)

The second part of Question 10 asked respondents about their perceived convenience of the Typical Existing
Conditions of Segment 3 specifically for drivers. Similar to the safety portion of this question, slightly less than
ninety percent (88%) of respondents indicated that they feel the Typical Existing Conditions are ‘convenient’
(somewhat convenient or very convenient) for drivers, and just under fifty percent (48%) of respondents feel
the Typical Existing Conditions are ‘very convenient’. In comparison, just over ten percent (12%) of

respondents feel that the existing conditions are ‘inconvenient’ (somewhat inconvenient or very inconvenient)
for drivers.

Very inconvenient Not sure
1.3% .8%

Somewhat
inconvenient
10.5%

Somewhat
convenien
39.4%

Very convenient
48.0%
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Q1l1la. Perception of Safety of the Existing

Conditions of Segment 3 for Non-Drivers
(n=1,086)

As the second part of Question 11, respondents were asked about their perceived safety on Segment 3 of
Moraga Road specifically for pedestrians, bicyclists, and other non-driver users. Diverging from the
opinion of safety for drivers, slightly less than one-third (32%) of respondents feel that the existing conditions
on Segment 3 are ‘safe’ (somewhat safe or very safe) for pedestrians, bicyclists, and other, non-drivers,
where about two-thirds (64%) of respondents feel that that the existing conditions are ‘unsafe’ (somewhat

unsafe or very unsafe). Moreover, more than a quarter (28%) of respondents feel that the existing conditions on
Segment 3 are ‘very unsafe’ for non-drivers.

Not sure Very safe
Very unsafe 4.6% 9.3%
27.9%

Somewhat safe
22.5%

Somewhat unsafe
35.7%

Page 19
March 2016




Q11b. Perception of Convenience of the
Current Configuration of Segment 3 for Non-

Drivers (n=1,086)

The second part of Question 11 asked respondents about their perceived convenience for pedestrians,
bicyclists, and other non-drivers for Segment 3 of Moraga Road. Similar to the safety portion of this question
for non-drivers, fewer than four in ten (37%) respondents indicated that they feel that the Typical Existing
Conditions are ‘convenient’ (somewhat convenient or very convenient) for non-drivers, where more than half
(57%) of respondents feel that the existing conditions are ‘inconvenient’ (somewhat inconvenient or very
inconvenient) for pedestrians, bicyclists, and other non-drivers. Moreover, more than a quarter (28%) of
respondents feel that the existing conditions are ‘very inconvenient’ for non-drivers. It is clear that residents feel

that the current configuration of Segment 3 is much more safe and convenient for drivers than for pedestrians,
bicyclists, and other non-drivers.

Not sure Very convenient
6.2% 9.3%

Very inconvenient
27.7%

Somewhat
convenient
27.3%

Somewhat
inconvenient
29.6%
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Questions on the Option 1 Configuration of

Segment 3

Similar to the questions on the Typical Existing Conditions, respondents were next provided with a description
for potential Option 1 for Segment 3 as well as a diagram of Option 1 based on a diagram previously used by
the Town for community outreach for the Livable Moraga Road Project. Below is a diagram of Option 1, which
was labeled short-term Option B for previous community outreach to the Moraga community for the Livable
Moraga Road Project.

Option 1

(Typ.)

" Ex. Edge of
Pavement

& | & |21 | 1ws | Wy | 05 | w5 | & |'E
Multi-us  Parking  Travel Turn lane Travel Travel  Bike
€ path aisle lane lane lane lane
] 65’ 1

' Approx. 80~ 105’ ROW (varies) !
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Q12. Liked Features About the Option 1

Configuration

hundred percent (100%).

The top two features of Option 1 that were liked by respondents include the ‘dedicated center turn lane for
traffic’ and ‘dedicated multi-use path southbound’ with more than fifty percent (54% each) of respondents
selecting these two features. ‘Two travel lanes northbound’, ‘physical barrier/buffer between multi-use path and
parking aisle’, and ‘dedicated bike path northbound’ were next three most popular features, with slightly less
than half of respondents selecting each of these features. Similar to the same question regarding the Typical
Existing Conditions, respondents could chose more than one feature, thus results add up to greater than one-

Dedicated center t:lrn lane for traffic
Dedicated multi-use rath southbound
Dedicated bik¢F roath northbound

Two travel lanes for traffic northbound
One travel lane for {raffic southbound
Narfqwed travel lanes

Parking in limited areag g@long Moraga Rd

Barrier/buffer btwn multi-yge path & parking

Other

Not Sure

A .5
A s

O 1 7 0%
Y 153.4%

W2.4%

48.3%

48.8%

.7
-

-20%

0%

20%

40%

60%
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Q13. Disliked Features About the Option 1

Configuration

Using the same diagram, respondents were next then asked which features they disliked for Option 1 of
Segment 3 of Moraga Road. ‘One travel lane for traffic southbound’ was the least popular feature, with slightly
less than two-thirds (65%) of respondents selecting this feature. ‘Narrowed travel lanes’ was the next least
popular feature with slightly less than half (47%) of respondents selecting this feature as something they
disliked. ‘Parking in limited areas along Moraga Road’ was the fourth least popular feature with slightly less
than one-quarter (24%) of respondents selection this feature as something they disliked. Again, respondents
could select more than one feature, thus cumulative results are greater than one-hundred percent (100%).

Dedicated center turn lane for traffic
Dedicated multi-use path southbound
Dedicated bike path northbound

Two travel lanes for traffic northbound

One travel lane for traffic southbound
Narrowed travel lanes

Parking in limited areas along Moraga Rd
Barrier/buffer btwn multi-use path & parking

Other

Not Sure

0% 20% 40% 60% 80%
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Q1l14a. Perception of Safety of the Option 1

Configuration for Drivers (n=1,024)

Similar to the questions asked of the Typical Existing Conditions for Segment 3, respondents were next asked
about their perception of safety for Option 1 specifically for drivers. Slightly less than three-quarters (74%) of
respondents indicated that they feel that Option 1 is ‘safe’ (somewhat safe or very safe) for drivers. In
comparison, nearly ninety percent (89%) of respondents feel that the Typical Existing Conditions are ‘safe’ for
drivers.

Very unsafe NOt Sure
6.3% 5.1% Very safe
26.5%

Somewhat unsafe
14.7%

Somewhat safe
47.4%
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Q14b. Perception of Convenience of the Option 1

Configuration for Drivers (n=927)

As the second part of Question 14, only slightly more than fifty percent (51%) percent of respondents feel that
Option 1 is ‘convenient’ (somewhat convenient or very convenient) for drivers. This is in comparison to the
slightly less than ninety percent (88%) of respondents who indicated that they feel that the Typical Existing
Conditions are ‘convenient’ for drivers. In addition, forty-five percent (45%) of respondents indicated that
Option 1 is ‘inconvenient’ (somewhat inconvenient or very inconvenient) for drivers , in comparison to the

slightly less than nine in ten (88%) respondents who feel that the Typical Existing Conditions are ‘convenient’
for drivers.

. _ Not sure Very convenient
Very inconvenient 3.8% 12.1%

20.3%

Somewhat
convenient
39.1%

Somewhat
inconvenient
24.6%
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Q15a. Perception of Safety of the Option 1

Configuration for Non-Drivers (n=1,045)

The next question asked respondents about their perception of safety of Option 1 for pedestrians, bicyclists,
and other non-drivers. Eight in ten (80%) respondents feel that Option 1 is ‘safe’ (somewhat safe or very
safe) for non-drivers. This is much greater than the fewer than one-third (32%) of respondents who feel the
Typical Existing Conditions are ‘safe’ for pedestrians, bicyclists, and other non-drivers.

Very unsafe Not sou re
Somewhat unsafe 4.6% 5.8%
10.0%

Very safe
37.3%

Somewhat safe
42.4%
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Q15b. Perception of Convenience for the

Option 1 Configuration for Non-Drivers (n=921)

Regarding perceived convenience for pedestrians, bicyclists, and other non-drivers for Option 1, more than
eight in ten (82%) of respondents feel that this option is ‘convenient’ (somewhat convenient or very
convenient), in comparison to the slightly more than one-third (37%) of respondents who feel that the Typical
Existing Conditions are ‘safe’ for non-drivers. Moreover, only slightly more than ten percent (11%) of
respondents felt that Option 1 is ‘inconvenient’ (somewhat inconvenient or very inconvenient) for pedestrians,
bicyclists, and other non-drivers.

Very inconvenient Notsure
Somewhat  4.8% 7.1%
inconvenient

5.8%

Very convenient
37.5%

Somewhat
convenient
44.8%
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Questions on the Option 2 Configuration of

Segment 3

Next, respondents were provided with a diagram for potential Option 2 for Segment 3 of Moraga Road, similar
to the diagrams provided for Option 1 and the Typical Existing Condition. Below is the diagram for Option 2,
which was labeled short-term Option C for previous community outreach to the Moraga community for the
Livable Moraga Road project.

Option 2

g= i
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(AT I
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10' | 4| & 5 11’ | i | T
Multi -use Parklng Btke Travel Turn lane Travel Bike
I path aisle  lane lane lane lane
] 65‘ ]

! Approx. 80'- 105'ROW (varies) !
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Q16. Liked Features About the Option 2

Configuration

The top two features that were liked by respondents for Option 2 included ‘dedicated center turn lane for traffic’
(52%) and ‘dedicated multi-use path southbound’ (51%) with more than fifty percent of respondents selecting
these two features. This closely follows the features respondents liked about Option 1. ‘Physical barrier
between multi-use path and parking aisle’ (46%) and ‘dedicated bike lanes in both directions’ (45%) were the
next two most features, with close to four in ten respondents selecting these features as ones they liked.
Similar to previous like and dislike questions, respondents could select more than one feature, thus cumulative
results are greater than one-hundred percent (100%).

Dedicated center trj n lane for traffic #519%

Dedicated multi-use ﬁath southbound 51.2%
Dedicated pedestriar rath northbound 41.2%
Dedicated bike lanes both directions 44.6%

One travel lane for traffi¢ both directions
Narfowed travel lanes
Parking in limited areag along Moraga Rd

46.3%

Barrier btwn multi-usge path & parking
other E25%

Not Sure /-6.5%

-20% 0% 20% 40% 60%
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Q17. Disliked Features About the Option 2

Configuration

Using the same Diagram for Figure 2, respondents were next asked which features they disliked for potential
Option 2 of Segment 3. ‘One travel lane for traffic in both directions’ was the least popular feature, with more
than three-quarters (78%) of respondents selecting this feature as one they disliked. ‘Narrowed travel lanes’
was the next least popular feature with slightly more than half (53%) of respondents selecting this feature as
something they disliked. ‘Parking in limited areas along Moraga Road’ was the fifth least popular feature of
Option 2 with slightly more than one-fifth (21%) of respondents selection this feature as something they
disliked. Again, respondents could select more than one feature, thus results add up to greater than one-
hundred (100%) percent.

Dedicated center tufn lane for traffic 25.7%
Dedicated multi-usg path southbound

Dedicated pedestrian path northbound
28.7%

Dedicated bike lane$ both directions

] |
One travel lane for trafti¢ both directions ‘78.1%
Narrﬁwed travel lanes 52.9%
Parking in limited areag §long Moraga Rd 21.4%

Barrier btwn multi-usg path & parking A 1 7.9%
other 5.9%

Not Sure ,-2-9%

-20% 0% 20% 40% 60%
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Q18a. Perception of Safety of the Option 2

Configuration for Drivers (n=1,141)

Similar to the questions for the Typical Existing Conditions and Option 1, respondents were next asked about
their perceived safety of Option 2 specifically for drivers. Almost sixty percent (58%) of respondents feel that
Option 2 is ‘safe’ (somewhat safe or very safe) for drivers in comparison to the slightly less than three-quarters
(74%) of respondents who indicated that they feel that Option 1 is ‘safe’ for drivers and the nearly ninety
percent (89%) of respondents that feel the Typical Existing Conditions are ‘safe’ for drivers.

Very unsafe Not sure Very safe

20.0%

14.6% 3.1%

Somewhat unsaf
24.5%

Somewhat safe
37.9%
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Q18b. Perception of Convenience of the Option 2

Configuration for Drivers (n=941)

As the second part of Question 18, respondents were asked about their perceived convenience of Option 2 for
drivers. Only slightly more than one-quarter (27%) of respondents feel that Option 2 is ‘convenient’ (somewhat
convenient or very convenient) for drivers, in comparison to the slightly more than fifty percent (51%) of
respondents feel that Option 1 is ‘convenient’ for drivers and the slightly less than ninety percent (88%) of
respondents who indicated that they feel that the Typical Existing Conditions were ‘convenient’ for drivers.

Not sure Very convenient
3.5% 8.7%

Somewhat
convenient
18.7%

Very inconvenient
38.2%

Somewhat
inconvenient
30.9%
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Q19a. Perception of Safety of the Option 2

Configuration for Non-Drivers (n=1,043)

The first part of Question 19 then asked respondents about their perception of safety for Option 2 specifically
for pedestrians, bicyclists, and other non-drivers. Seventy percent (70%) of respondents feel that Option 2
Is ‘safe’ (somewhat safe or very safe) for non-drivers in comparison to the eighty percent (80%) of respondents
who feel that Option 1 is ‘safe’ and the less than one-third (32%) of respondents who feel that the Typical
Existing Conditions are ‘safe’ for pedestrians, bicyclists, and other non-drivers.

Very unsafe Not sure
8.2% 6.0%

Very safe
38.6%

Somewhat unsafe
16.2%

Somewhat safe
30.9%
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Q19b. Perception of Convenience of the Option 2

Configuration for Non-Drivers (n=933)

Regarding perceived convenience for pedestrians, bicyclists, and other non-drivers for Option 2, slightly
more than three-quarters (76%) of respondents feel that this option is ‘convenient’ (somewhat convenient or
very convenient) for non-drivers, where more than eighty percent (82%) feel that Option 1 is convenient and
slightly more than one-third (37%) of respondents feel that the Typical Existing Conditions are convenient for

pedestrians, bicyclists, and other non-drivers.

Very inconvenient Not sure
y 7.7%

5.4%

Somewhat
inconvenient

10.8% Very convenient

47.5%

Somewhat
convenient
28.7%
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Questions on the Option 3 Configuration of
Segment 3

Similar to the other Options and Typical Existing Conditions sections of the survey, respondents were provided
with a final diagram for Option 3. Below is the diagram for Option 3, which was labeled short-term Option A for
previous community outreach for the Livable Moraga Road project

Option 3

" Ex. Edge of
Pavement
(Typ.)

it {
f

10.5° 10.5 10.5 10.5
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65’
! Approx. 80'- 105'ROW (varies)
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Q20. Liked Features About the Option 3

Configuration

The top feature that was liked by respondents for Option 3 was the ‘two travel lanes in both directions’ with
more than three-quarters (80%) of respondents selecting this feature. ‘Dedicated bike lanes in both directions’
was the second most popular feature with more than fifty percent (52%) of respondents selecting this feature
as one they liked. ‘Dedicated pedestrian path northbound’ was the third most popular feature with just under
fifty percent (48%) of respondents selecting this feature for Option 3. Similar to previous like/dislike questions,
respondents could select more than one option, thus cumulative results are greater than one-hundred percent
(100%).

No dedicated center turn lane for traffic
Dedicated pedestrian path northbound

No dedicated pedestrian path southbound

Dedicated bike lanes both directions

Two travel lanes for traffic both directions 79.6%

Narrowed travel lanes
Parking in limited areas along Moraga Rd
Other

Not Sure

0% 20% 40% 60% 80%
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Q21. Disliked Features About the Option 3

Configuration

Respondents were next asked which features they disliked for Option 3 of Segment 3 as the last Option tested
in the survey. ‘Narrowed travel lanes’ (45%) and ‘no dedicated center turn lane for traffic’ (43%) were the least
popular features, with more than four in ten respondents selecting these features as something they disliked
regarding Option 3. The only other feature disliked by more than a quarter of respondents was “no dedicated
pedestrian path southbound’ with 27% of respondents selecting this feature. Consistent with Options 1 and 2,
‘parking in limited areas along Moraga Road’ was the fourth least popular feature of Option 3 with one-fifth
(20%) of respondents selection this feature as something they disliked. Again, respondents could select more
than one response, thus cumulative results are greater than one-hundred percent (100%).

No dedicated center tutn lane for traffic d%.l%

Dedicated pedestriarn |Tath northbound -6.8%

No dedicated pedestrian Hath southbound A > 7 .0%
Dedicated bike laneg both directions Y -1

Two travel lanes for traffi¢ both directions -8-1%

Nan‘ohwed travel lanes 44.8%

Parking in limited areas glong Moraga Rd

Other -6-9%
Not Sure —8.4%

-20% 0% 20% 40% 60%
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Q22a. Perception of Safety of the Option 3

Configuration for Drivers (n=1,044)

As the last Option tested and similar to previous options, respondents were asked about their perceived safety
of Option 3 specifically for drivers. Slightly more than seventy-five percent (76%) of respondents indicated that
they feel Option 3 is ‘safe’ (somewhat safe or very safe) for drivers, in comparison to the slightly more than
fifty-five percent (58%) of respondents that feel that Option 2 is ‘safe’, the slightly less than three-quarters
(74%) of respondents who indicated that they feel that Option 1 is ‘safe’ , and the nearly ninety percent (89%)
of respondents that feel the Typical Existing Conditions are ‘safe’ for drivers.

Very unsafe Notsure

0
Somewhat unsafe 5.5% 1.8% Very safe

17.1% 34.0%

Somewhat safe
41.6%
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Q22b. Perception of Convenience of the Option 3

Configuration for Drivers (n=924)

As the second part of Question 22, respondents were asked about their perceived convenience of Option 3
specifically for drivers. Mirroring the safety portion of this question, seventy-five percent (75%) of respondents
feel that this Option is ‘convenient’ (somewhat convenient or very convenient) for drivers. In comparison, only
slightly more than one-quarter (27%) of respondents feel that Option 2 is ‘convenient’, slightly more than half
(51%) of respondents feel that Option 1 is ‘convenient’, and slightly less than ninety percent (88%) of
respondents feel that the Typical Existing Conditions are ‘convenient’ for drivers.

Very inconvenient NOtsure
Somewhat 4.9% 2.3%

inconvenient
17.5%

Very convenient
42.8%

Somewhat
convenient
32.4%
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Q23a. Perception of Safety of the Option 3

Configuration for Non-drivers (n=1,059)

Similar to the other Options tested, respondents were next asked about their perception of the safety of Option
3 specifically for pedestrians, bicyclists, and other non-drivers. Slightly more than two-thirds (68%) of
respondents feel that Option 3 is ‘safe’ (somewhat safe or very safe) for non-drivers. In comparison, seventy
percent (70%) of respondents feel that Option 2 is ‘safe’, eighty percent (80%) of respondents feel that Option
1 is ‘safe’, and less than one-third (32%) of respondents feel that the Typical Existing Conditions are ‘safe’ for
pedestrians, bicyclists, and other non-drivers.

Very unsafe Not sure
3{5 8% 4.7% Very safe
' 24.6%

Somewhat unsaf
20.4%

Somewhat safe
43.5%
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Q23b. Perception of Convenience of the Option 3

Configuration for Non-drivers (n=942)

The second part of Question 23 asked respondents about their perception of convenience for pedestrians,
bicyclists, and other non-drivers for Option 3. Seventy-five percent (75%) of respondents indicated that
Option 3 was ‘convenient’ (somewhat convenient or very convenient) for non-drivers. In comparison, more than
three-quarters (76%) of respondents feel that Option 2 is ‘convenient’, more than eighty percent (82%) feel that
Option 1 is ‘convenient’, and slightly more than one-third (37%) of respondents feel that the Typical Existing
Conditions are ‘convenient’ for pedestrians, bicyclists, and other non-drivers.

Very inconvenient Notsure

Somewhat 5.1% >.1%
inconvenient
14.9%

Very convenient
30.6%

Somewhat
convenient
44.3%
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Q24. Preferred Roadway Configuration

(n=1,050)

After presenting respondents with information , diagrams, and questions regarding the Typical Existing
Conditions and the three potential options for Segment 3 of the Livable Moraga Road Project, they were asked
to select the option that they feel works best as a solution for drivers, bicyclists, pedestrians, and public transit.
By far, Option 3 was the most popular Option among respondents (43%), with the Typical Existing Conditions
(22%) and Option 1 (22%) being second choices with no statistical difference between these two Options.
Option 2 (13%) was clearly the least popular option among respondents. It should also be noted that more than
seventy-five percent of respondents favored some sort of change in the roadway configuration for Segment 3
of the Livable Moraga Road Project (selected an option), where less than twenty-five percent of respondents
favored leaving things the way they are now (selected existing conditions).

Existing
Conditions
0,
Option 3 22.1%
42.7%

Option 1
22.0%

Option 2
13.2%
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Q25. Reasons for Preferred Roadway

Configuration Choice (n=737)

As a follow-up to Question 24, respondents were asked in an open-ended format why they chose the option
that they selected. The two most popular responses were ‘two lanes in both directions’ and ‘traffic flow vs.
bicyclists and pedestrians’ with about one-quarter of respondents indicating each of these two reasons for their
specific choice.

2 lanes both ways
Traffic flow/bikes & peds
Dedicated ped/bike path

Center/dedicated turn lane
Keep the same

Safest

Physical barrier

It has everything

Wider driving lanes
Bike paths

Not a biker

Need space for cars
Drivers right of way
Similar to what we have
Expand sidewalks

Cost effective

Reduces traffic
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Q26. Change of Preferred Option (n=165)

As the final substantive question in the survey, respondents were provided with information that traffic speeds
could be reduced moderately (3 to 5 MPH) on Segment 3 in approximately 10 years, specifically for Option 1
and Option 2, and if this would change their opinion regarding these two Options. Of the respondents who
indicated that they would change their opinion (45% of the respondents who selected Option 1 or Option 2),
slightly more than half (53%) indicated they would change to Option 3 where slightly less than half (47%)
indicated that they would now prefer the Typical Existing Conditions. While this makes the Typical Existing

Conditions the clear second choice among all the options tested, Option 3 is still the preferred choice for
Segment 3 among survey respondents.

Typical Existing
Conditions
47.3%

Option 3
52.7%
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QA. Gender

Male
45.2%

Female
54.8%
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18-29 years
65+ years 18.5%

25.9%

30-39 years
9.1%

40-49 years
16.0%

50-64 years
30.5%
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QC. Ethnicity

Anglo / White / Caucasian

Asian

Latino / Latina / Hispanic '-6%
African-American / Black -4-0%

Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander w-3%

American Indian, Alaskan Native or Native American l-l%

Two or more races '-6%
Other '1-3%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80%
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Survey Methodology

Survey Parameters

As part of the survey process for the Livable Moraga Road Project Segment 3 — Mail Survey of
Households, Godbe Research collected a total of 1,108 surveys from Town of Moraga households,
although not every respondent answered every question in the survey. Surveys were mailed to each
household in the Town of Moraga including Saint Mary’s College. The error rate is plus or minus 2.6% to
3.0% for the survey process based on the number of responses to each specific question in the survey.
Surveys were collected from December 17, 2015 through January 8, 2016.

Sample and Weighting

Once collected, the limited demographic information in the survey was compared with the respective
resident population in the Town to examine possible differences between the demographics of the survey
respondents and the actual universe of Town of Moraga residents. The data were weighted to correct
these differences, and the results presented are representative of the voter characteristics of the Town in
terms of gender, age, and ethnicity. While crosstabulations were produced based on demographics and
other questions in the survey, results were not reported on by demographic variables given the nature
and research objectives for this specific survey process.
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Reading Crosstabulation Tables

The questions discussed and analyzed in this report comprise
a sub§et of various crosstabulation tables availgble fqr each EXAMPLE OF DATA
guestion. Only those subgroups that are of particular interest CROSSTABULATION Total Male Female
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 breakdO\_/vns Total 600 273 327
appear in Appendix E. These crosstabulation tables provide
detailed information on the responses to each question by Have you Ves 268 114 154
demographic and behavioral groups that were assessed in the V'f'j;'_'ted City 44.7% 41.8% 47.1%
survey. A typical crosstabulation table is shown here. otfices or

y yp interacted with N 331 159 172
A short description of the item appears on the left-hand side of i i Y

P " appe: . . ALy S 55.20 | 58.2% | 52.6%

the table. The item sample size (n = 600) is presented in the the last 12
first column of data under “Total.” months? DK/NA 1 0 1
The results to each possible answer choice of all respondents 0.2% 0.0% 0.3%

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.

Page 51
March 2016




Subgroup Comparisons

To test whether or not the differences found in percent results

among subgroups are likely due to actual differences in opinions | EXAMPLE OF DATA Total Male Female
or behaviors — rather than the results of chance due to the CROSSTABULATION TABLE

random nature of the sampling design — a “z-test” was

performed. In the headings of each column are labels, “A,” “B,” Total 600 273 327
“C,” etc. along with a description of the variable. The “z-test” is 268 114 154
performed by comparing the percent in each cell with all other Have you visited Yes

cells in the same row within a given variable (within Gender in City offices or 44.7% | 41.8% | 47.1%
the pictured table, for example). interacted with 331 159 172
The results from the “z-test” are displayed in a separate table l(;'?t’ fzt?;fc;zt}qhsi No 55206 | 582% | 526%
below the crosstabulation table. If the percent in one cell is :

statistically different from the percent in another, the column DK/NA ! 0 !
label will be displayed in the cell from which it varies 0.2% 0.0% 0.3%
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 EXAMPLE OF DATA FOR Total Male | Female
under Column “B,” which stands for women. The letters in the Z-TEST (A) (B)
table indicate the differences where one can be 95% confident S—— 600 273 307
that the results are due to actual differences in opinions or Have you visited

behaviors reported by subgroups of respondents. City offices or Yes A

It is important to note that the percent difference among interacted with No
subgroups is just one piece in the equation to determine City Staff in the
whether or not two percentage figures are significantly different | /ast 12 months? DK/NA
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
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Godbe Research
Livable Moraga Road Project Segment 3 — Mail Survey of Households

Survey Methodology: Mail Survey

Interview Dates: December 17, 2015 to January 8, 2016
Sample Size: N=1,108

Sample Type: Census of Moraga Households

Column N % | Count
One year or less 5.7% 63
2 to 3 years 71% 79
1. How long have you lived in the Town of Moraga and are 4 to 6 years 8.0% 88
you a student at St. Mary’s College? 7 to 10 years 5.7% 63
More than 10 years 69.6% 771
St. Mary’s College Student 4.0% 44
Very important 36.1% 397
2 T D —_ . . Somewhat important 42.2% 464
Not important at all 7.8% 86
Not sure 0.3% 4
Very important 45.3% 499
3. How important is it to balance the needs of drivers with Somewhat important 35.3% 388
the needs of pedestrians and bicyclists on major Somewhat unimportant 11.4% 126
thoroughfares in the Town of Moraga? Not important at all 8.0% 88
Not sure 0.0% 0
Everyday 74.9% 830
3 to 5 times per week 21.7% 240
1 to 2 times per week 3.0% 33
4. How often (if at all) do you use Moraga Road? A few times a month 0.4% 5
Once a month or less 0.0% 0
Never 0.0% 0
Not sure 0.0% 0
Excellent 12.6% 138
5.H Id te the traffic on M Road bet Good A7.5% il
Poor 9.4% 102
Not sure 0.5% 6
Excellent 4.6% 51
6. How would you rate the conditions on Moraga Road Good 22.8% 251
between Campolindo Drive and Saint Mary’s Road for Fair 28.5% 314
pedestrians, bicyclists, and other non-drivers? Poor 35.9% 395
Not sure 8.1% 89
7. Before taking this survey, were you aware of the Livable Yes 38.0% 419
Moraga Road Project? No 62.0% 684

Topline Report 2/1/2016 Page 1
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Livable Moraga Road Project Segment 3 — Mail Survey of Households

Column N % | Count
Two travel lanes in each direction for cars 86.7% 928
No dedicated center turn lane 16.8% 180
8. In looking at the Typical Existing Conditions diagram, Wide travel lanes for cars 53.4% 572
what do you like about the current configuration of Shoulder with shared use for parking,
s t 32 . . . 33.3% 356
egment ¢ bicyclists and pedestrians
Other 2.1% 23
Not Sure 2.0% 21
Two travel lanes in each direction for cars 3.0% 27
No dedicated center turn lane 42.2% 380
9. In looking at the Typical Existing Conditions diagram, Wide travel lanes for cars 5.3% 47
what do you dislike about the current configuration of Shoulder for use for parking’ and bicyc"sts
S t37? . 47.7% 429
egment 37 and pedestrians
Other 14.3% 129
Not Sure 11.3% 101
Very safe 49.2% 535
Somewhat safe 39.4% 428
10. How safe do ¥ou find the current configuration of Somewhat unsafe 9.7% 105
Segment 3 for drivers?
Very unsafe 1.3% 14
Not sure 0.5% 5
Very safe 9.3% 101
11. How safe do you find the current configuration of Somewhat safe 22.5% 244
Segment 3 for pedestrians, bicyclists, and other non- Somewhat unsafe 35.7% 388
drivers? Very unsafe 27.9% 303
Not sure 4.6% 50
Dedicated center turn lane for traffic 53.9% 515
Dedicated multi-use path southbound 53.5% 511
Dedicated bike path northbound 48.3% 461
Two travel lanes for traffic northbound 48.8% 466
One travel lane for traffic southbound 6.8% 65
12. In looking at Option 1 as a potential option for Segment Narrowed iravellanes 7.8% 74
3, what do you like about this configuration? — —
Allows parking in more limited areas along 17.0% 163
both sides of Moraga Road e
Physical barrlferlbu_ffer between multi-use 48.4% 463
path and parking aisle
Other 2.4% 23
Not Sure 2.7% 26
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Column N % | Count

Dedicated center turn lane for traffic 26.5% 271

Dedicated multi-use path for southbound 14.0% 143

Dedicated bike path for northbound 9.2% 94

Two travel lanes for traffic northbound 6.2% 64

One travel lane for traffic southbound 65.1% 665

13. In looking at Option 1 as a potential option for Segment Narrowed travel lanes 46.8% 479
3, what do you dislike about this configuration? Allows parking in some more limited areas :

along both sides of Moraga Road 244% 250

Egt):‘s;c:(; I:):«;:l:r:';b:if;‘: between multi-use 16.6% 170

Other 5.1% 52

Not Sure 4.9% 50

Very safe 26.5% 271

. . . . . Somewhat safe 47.4% 486

::,- ::;Nmsear::;; you find this potential option for drivers Somewhat unsafe 127% 150

Very unsafe 6.3% 65

Not sure 5.1% 52

Very convenient 12.1% 112

. . . . . Somewhat convenient 39.1% 363

;I’:i.vI::s\lvf::g\;Zf;:E?‘tt (::c:'; you find this potential option for Somewhat inconvenient 24.6% 228

Very inconvenient 20.3% 189

Not sure 3.8% 35

Very safe 37.3% 389

15. How safe do you find this potential option for Somewhat safe 42.4% 443

pedestrians, bicyclists, and other non-drivers for Segment Somewhat unsafe 10.0% 104

3?7 Very unsafe 4.6% 48

Not sure 5.8% 61

Very convenient 37.5% 345

15. How convenient do you find this potential option for ~_Somewhat convenient 44.8% 412

pedestrians, bicyclists, and other non-drivers for Segment Somewhat inconvenient 5.8% 53

3? Very inconvenient 4.8% 45

Not sure 71% 65

Dedicated center turn lane for traffic 51.9% 452

Dedicated multi-use path southbound 51.2% 447

Dedicated pedestrian path northbound 41.2% 359

Dedicated bike lanes in both directions 44.6% 389

One travel lane for traffic in both directions 9.5% 83

16. In looking at Option 2 as a potential option for Segment Narronadliavelanes 5.3% 46
3, what do you like about this configuration? Parking in some more limited areas along )

both sides of Moraga Road 18.2% 159

E:yksi::gala?salzner between multi-use path and 46.3% 404

Other 2.5% 22

Not Sure 6.5% 57




Column N % | Count
Dedicated center turn lane for traffic 25.7% 254
Dedicated multi-use path southbound 16.0% 159
Dedicated pedestrian path northbound 13.4% 132
Dedicated bike lanes in both directions 28.7% 283
One travel lane for traffic in both directions 78.1% 772
17. In looking at Option 2 as a potential option for Segment Narrowed travel lanes 52.9% 523
3, what do you dislike about this configuration? —— —
Parking in some more limited areas along 21.4% 211
both sides of Moraga Road e
Physllcal I.oarrler between multi-use path and 17.9% 177
parking aisle
Other 5.9% 58
Not Sure 2.9% 28
Very safe 20.0% 208
L o . - oo el Somewhat safe 37.9% 394
. How safe do you find this potential option for drivers Somewhat unsafe 54 5% 555
for Segment 3?
Very unsafe 14.6% 152
Not sure 3.1% 32
Very convenient 8.7% 82
T _— . o o Somewhat convenient 18.7% 176
- ow convenient do you fin is potential option for Somewhat inconvenient 30.9% 291
drivers for Segment 3?
Very inconvenient 38.2% 359
Not sure 3.5% 33
Very safe 38.6% 403
19. How safe do you find this potential option for Somewhat safe 30.9% 323
pedestrians, bicyclists, and other non-drivers for Segment Somewhat unsafe 16.2% 169
3? Very unsafe 8.2% 86
Not sure 6.0% 63
Very convenient 47.5% 443
19. How convenient do you find this potential option for ~~Somewhat convenient 28.7% 267
pedestrians, bicyclists, and other non-drivers for Segment Somewhat inconvenient 10.8% 101
3? Very inconvenient 5.4% 51
Not sure 7.7% 72
No dedicated center turn lane for traffic 27.3% 282
Dedicated pedestrian path northbound 48.4% 499
No dedicated pedestrian path southbound 12.5% 129
Dedicated bike lanes in both directions 52.4% 540
20. In looking at Option 3 as a potential option for Segment Two travel lanes for traffic in both directions 79.6% 821
3, what do you like about this configuration?
Narrowed travel lanes 6.7% 69
P.arklng in some limited areas along both 19.8% 205
sides of Moraga Road
Other 3.6% 38
Not Sure 3.9% 41




Godbe Research
Livable Moraga Road Project Segment 3 — Mail Survey of Households

Column N % | Count
No dedicated center turn lane for traffic 43.1% 416
Dedicated pedestrian path northbound 6.8% 66
No dedicated pedestrian path southbound 27.0% 261
Dedicated bike lanes in both directions 14.1% 136
21. In looking at Option 3 as a potential option for Segment Two travel lanes for traffic in both directions 8.1% 78
3, what do you dislike about this configuration?
Narrowed travel lanes 44.8% 433
:;:(;ng‘ il\r;:;rgae g::;;ed areas along both 20.2% 196
Other 6.9% 67
Not Sure 8.4% 81
Very safe 34.0% 355
. . . . . Somewhat safe 41.6% 435
?:r :::lmsea:::; you find this potential option for drivers Somewhat unsafe 171% 178
Very unsafe 5.5% 58
Not sure 1.8% 19
Very convenient 42.8% 395
. . . . . Somewhat convenient 32.4% 300
zfi.vI::swf:?g\;Zt:‘z:tt :2 you find this potential option for Somewhat inconvenient 17 5% 162
Very inconvenient 4.9% 46
Not sure 2.3% 21
Very safe 24.6% 261
23. How safe do you find this potential option for Somewhat safe 43.5% 461
pedestrians, bicyclists, and other non-drivers for Segment Somewhat unsafe 20.4% 216
3? Very unsafe 6.8% 72
Not sure 4.7% 49
Very convenient 30.6% 288
23. How convenient do you find this potential option for ~_Somewhat convenient 44.3% 418
pedestrians, bicyclists, and other non-drivers for Segment Somewhat inconvenient 14.9% 140
3? Very inconvenient 5.1% 48
Not sure 51% 48
24. Which roadway configuration do you feel works best  EXisting Conditions 22.1% 237
as a solution for drivers, bicyclists, pedestrians, and Option 1 22.0% 236
public transit for Segment 3 of the Livable Moraga Rpad Option 2 13.2% 142
Project? Option 3 42.7% 458
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Column N % | Count
Safest 8.4% 62
Bbike paths 1.3% 10
Not a biker 0.8% 6
Traffic flow/bikes & peds 24.2% 178
Center/dedicated turn lane 10.1% 75
2 lanes both ways 24.9% 183
It has everything 2.2% 16
. . . Drivers right of way 0.5% 4
izs\tl\lsiz ::II: :tf):rcshezor:: ::1;2 road way configuration as the R 9.2% 67
Need space for cars 0.6% 4
Expand sidewalks 0.1% 1
Dedicated ped/bike path 13.2% 97
Similar to what we have 0.3% 2
Wider driving lanes 1.8% 13
Physical barrier 2.4% 17
Reduces traffic 0.1% 1
Cost effective 0.1% 1
26. If you selected Option 1 or Option 2 in Question 24 Existing Conditions 47.3% 78
above, please indicate if you would change your preferred
option by selecting a new preferred option below Option 3 52.7% 87
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DEMOGRAPHICS
Column N % | Count
. Male 45.2% 471
A. What is your gender?
Female 54.8% 570
18-29 years 18.5% 195
30-39 years 9.1% 96
B. What is your age? 40-49 years 16.0% 169
50-64 years 30.5% 322
65+ years 25.9% 273
African-American / Black 4.0% 38
American Indian, Alaskan Native or Native
American 0.1% !
Anglo / White / Caucasian 67.8% 649
C. What is your racial or ethnic background? Asian 14.4% 138
Latino / Latina / Hispanic 6.6% 63
Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander 0.3% 3
Two or more races 5.6% 54
Other 1.3% 13
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Dear Moraga Resident,
RE: Livable Moraga Road Project Segment 3 — Mail Survey of Households

The Town of Moraga has commissioned GRA, an independent marketing research firm, to conduct research on
potential modifications to a section of Moraga Road between Donald Drive and Corliss Drive, described as “Segment
3", as part of the Livable Moraga Road Project. More information on the Livable Moraga Road Project can be found at
www.moraga.ca.us/livablemoragaroad.

We hope that you will respond to this brief survey. Your individual responses are entirely confidential and will be used
for research purposes only. Your personal data will not be sold or shared with anyone. You will also not be
approached for any other reason - we are only interested in your opinions.

Please return one completed survey in the enclosed, postage-paid envelope. Your completed survey must be
postmarked on or before January 8, 2015. Thank you in advance for your participation. If you have questions about
the Town of Moraga, the Livable Moraga Road Project, or purpose of this survey please contact me at
eclark@moraga.ca.us or (925) 888-7041.

Best regards,
Ellen Clark, Planning Director
Town of Moraga

How long have you lived in the Town of Moraga and are you a student at St. Mary’s College?

___ Oneyearorless ___T7to10years
__2to3years ___ More than 10 years
____4to6years ____St. Mary’s College Student

How important is it to ease traffic congestion on major thoroughfares within the Town of Moraga?

____Very important
_____Somewhat important
_____Somewhat unimportant
____Not important at all
__ Notsure

How important is it to balance the needs of drivers with the needs of pedestrians and bicyclists on major
thoroughfares in the Town of Moraga?

___ Very important
____Somewhat important
____Somewhat unimportant
____Not important at all
___ Not sure

How often (if at all) do you use Moraga Road?

__ Everyday ___Once amonth or less
__ 3to5times per week __ Never
_ 1to 2 times per week __ Not sure

A few times a month

How would you rate the traffic on Moraga Road between Campolindo Drive and Saint Mary’s Road for drivers?

___ Excellent
____Good
___ Fair
____Poor
__ Not sure

How would you rate the conditions on Moraga Road between Campolindo Drive and Saint Mary’s Road for
pedestrians, bicyclists, and other non-drivers?

____ Excellent
____Good
___Fair
____Poor
___ Not sure

Before taking this survey, were you aware of the Livable Moraga Road Project?

____Yes
~__No



10.

11.

12.

Livable Moraga Road — Segment 3: Mail Survey of Households 2015

The Livable Moraga Road Project is a community-based planning effort for Moraga Road, looking at ways to improve
the function, character and livability of the corridor between Campolindo High School and St. Mary’s Road. Key
issues to be addressed in the Livable Moraga Road Project include traffic flow, safety and connectivity along the
corridor for all uses — drivers, bicycles, pedestrians and transit.

Segment 3 of the Livable Moraga Road Project is the approximately half mile long section of the project (one of four
study segments), located between Donald Drive and Corliss Drive, where the Town is currently evaluating three
potential options intended to improve safety and balanced use of the corridor for cars, public transit, pedestrians, and
bicycles. Options being considered all use the existing roadway (curb-to-curb) area, and involve simple changes like
re-striping without widening the existing pavement. Some of the options include reducing the number of vehicle
through lanes to provide a dedicated left turn lane and accommodate improved pedestrian and bike facilities. All
options meet required traffic design and safety standards, and would provide acceptable traffic operating conditions
for approximately the next ten years based on existing and projected traffic volumes. After this date, options that
reduce the number of through lanes would moderately worsen traffic conditions such that vehicle speeds might be
reduced by 3-5 miles per hour (MPH) at peak periods, compared to retaining the current configuration.

The maps on Page 1 of the attached sheet shows an overview of Segment 3 in the context of the larger Livable
Moraga Road Project, and the Typical Existing Conditions for Segment 3 between Donald Drive and Corliss Drive are
shown as the first diagram at the top of Page 2 of the attached sheet.

In looking at the Typical Existing Conditions diagram, what do you like about the current configuration of Segment 37
(check all that apply)

___Two travel lanes in each direction for cars

____No dedicated center turn lane

__ Wide travel lanes for cars

____Shoulder with shared use for parking, bicyclists and pedestrians
____ Other (Please specify:) ___ Not Sure

In looking at the Typical Existing Conditions diagram, what do you dislike about the current configuration of Segment
3? (check all that apply)

____Two travel lanes in each direction for cars

____No dedicated center turn lane

____Wide travel lanes for cars

____Shoulder for use for parking, and bicyclists and pedestrians

____ Other (Please specify:) ___ Not Sure

How safe and convenient do you find the current configuration of Segment 3 for drivers?

___ Very safe ____Very convenient
_____Somewhat safe _____Somewhat convenient
_____Somewhat unsafe _____Somewhat inconvenient
____Very unsafe ____Very inconvenient
____Notsure ____Not sure

How safe and convenient do you find the current configuration of Segment 3 for pedestrians, bicyclists, and other
non-drivers?

__ Very safe __Very convenient
___Somewhat safe ___Somewhat convenient
____Somewhat unsafe ____Somewhat inconvenient
____Very unsafe ____Very inconvenient

___ Not sure ____Not sure

Now we are going to review three potential restriping options for this Segment 3 of the Livable Moraga Road Project
that are under consideration by the Town. These options are presented as Options 1 through 3 on the same attached
sheet included with this mail survey that contains the Typical Existing Conditions.

Option 1 on the attached sheet shows the first option under consideration by the Town. This includes the addition of a
dedicated center turn lane; the addition of a bike lane (northbound) and a buffered multi-use path to be shared by
bicycles and pedestrians (southbound) on one side of the road; and reconfiguration of the existing continuous on-
street parking to be allowed in more limited areas along both sides of the road. These changes would be
accommodated by converting one of the two existing through-lanes of travel for drivers on the southbound side of
Segment 3 into a turn lane, and by slightly narrowing all travel lanes.

In looking at Option 1 as a potential option for Segment 3, what do you like about this configuration? (check all that
apply)

____Dedicated center turn lane for traffic

____ Dedicated multi-use path southbound

____ Dedicated bike path northbound

____Two travel lanes for traffic northbound

____One travel lane for traffic southbound

___Narrowed travel lanes

__ Allows parking in more limited areas along both sides of Moraga Road
____ Physical barrier/buffer between multi-use path and parking aisle

____ Other (Please specify:) ___ Not Sure
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13. In looking at Option 1 as a potential option for Segment 3, what do you dislike about this configuration? (check all that
apply)

____Dedicated center turn lane for traffic

____ Dedicated multi-use path for southbound

____Dedicated bike path for northbound

____Two travel lanes for traffic northbound

____One travel lane for traffic southbound

____Narrowed travel lanes

__ Allows parking in some more limited areas along both sides of Moraga Road
____Physical barrier/buffer between multi-use path and parking aisle

____ Other (Please specify:) ___ Not Sure

14. How safe and convenient do you find this potential option for drivers for Segment 3?

___ Very safe ____Very convenient
____Somewhat safe _____Somewhat convenient
_____Somewhat unsafe ____Somewhat inconvenient
____Very unsafe ____Very inconvenient

___ Notsure ____ Notsure

15. How safe and convenient do you find this potential option for pedestrians, bicyclists, and other non-drivers for

Segment 37?
__ Very safe __ Very convenient
____Somewhat safe ____Somewhat convenient
_____Somewhat unsafe _____Somewhat inconvenient
____Very unsafe ____Very inconvenient
___ Not sure ___ Not sure

Option 2 on the attached sheet shows a second option under consideration by the Town. This includes the addition of
a dedicated center turn lane; addition of a buffered multi-use path (southbound) on one side of the road, and a
pedestrian path on the northbound side; addition of bike lanes on both sides of the road; and reconfiguration of the
existing continuous on-street parking to be allowed in more limited areas along both sides of the road. These changes
would be accommodated by reducing the two lanes of travel for drivers to one lane in each direction on each side of
Segment 3 of Moraga Road, and by slightly narrowing travel lanes.

16. In looking at Option 2 as a potential option for Segment 3, what do you like about this configuration? (check all that
apply)

____ Dedicated center turn lane for traffic

____ Dedicated multi-use path southbound

____ Dedicated pedestrian path northbound

____Dedicated bike lanes in both directions

____One travel lane for traffic in both directions

____Narrowed travel lanes

____Parking in some more limited areas along both sides of Moraga Road
____Physical barrier between multi-use path and parking aisle

____ Other (Please specify:) ___ Not Sure

17. In looking at Option 2 as a potential option for Segment 3, what do you dislike about this configuration? (check all that
apply)

____Dedicated center turn lane for traffic

____ Dedicated multi-use path southbound

____ Dedicated pedestrian path northbound

___ Dedicated bike lanes in both directions

____One travel lane for traffic in both directions

____Narrowed travel lanes

____Parking in some more limited areas along both sides of Moraga Road
____ Physical barrier between multi-use path and parking aisle

____ Other (Please specify:) ___ Not Sure

18. How safe and convenient do you find this potential option for drivers for Segment 3?

___ Very safe ____Very convenient
_____Somewhat safe _____Somewhat convenient
_____Somewhat unsafe ____Somewhat inconvenient
____Very unsafe ____Very inconvenient

___ Not sure ____Notsure

19. How safe and convenient do you find this potential option for pedestrians, bicyclists, and other non-drivers for

Segment 37?
__ Very safe __ Very convenient
__ Somewhat safe ___Somewhat convenient
_____Somewhat unsafe _____Somewhat inconvenient
____Very unsafe ____Very inconvenient
___ Notsure ____Notsure

Page 3 of 4



Livable Moraga Road — Segment 3: Mail Survey of Households 2015

Option 3 on the attached sheet shows the final option under consideration by the Town. This includes the addition of a
bike lane on both sides of Segment 3; the addition of a pedestrian path on only one side of the road; and the addition
of on-street parking on alternating sides of the road. This option would retain the existing two through lanes of traffic in
each direction, although it would narrow lanes slightly, and would not add a dedicated center turn lane on Segment 3
of Moraga Road.

20. In looking at Option 3 as a potential option for Segment 3, what do you like about this configuration? (check all that
apply)

____No dedicated center turn lane for traffic

___ Dedicated pedestrian path northbound

____No dedicated pedestrian path southbound

___ Dedicated bike lanes in both directions

____Two travel lanes for traffic in both directions

_____Narrowed travel lanes

___Parking in some limited areas along both sides of Moraga Road
____ Other (Please specify:) ____ Not Sure

21. In looking at Option 3 as a potential option for Segment 3, what do you dislike about this configuration? (check all that
apply)

____No dedicated center turn lane for traffic

____ Dedicated pedestrian path northbound

____No dedicated pedestrian path southbound

___ Dedicated bike lanes in both directions

___ Two travel lanes for traffic in both directions

____Narrowed travel lanes

___Parking in some limited areas along both sides of Moraga Road
____ Other (Please specify:) __ Not Sure

22. How safe and convenient do you find this potential option for drivers for Segment 3?

____ Very safe ____Very convenient
_____Somewhat safe _____Somewhat convenient
____Somewhat unsafe _____Somewhat inconvenient
__ Very unsafe __Veryinconvenient

__ Not sure __ Not sure

23. How safe and convenient do you find this potential option for pedestrians, bicyclists, and other non-drivers for

Segment 37?
___ Very safe ____Very convenient
____Somewhat safe _____Somewhat convenient
_____Somewhat unsafe ____Somewhat inconvenient
____Very unsafe ____Very inconvenient
___ Notsure ____Notsure

24. Now that you've had a chance to review the existing conditions and potential options for Segment 3, which roadway
configuration do you feel works best as a solution for drivers, bicyclists, pedestrians, and public transit for Segment 3
of the Livable Moraga Road Project?

__ Existing Conditions ___ Option 2
___ Option 1 ____ Option 3

25. Why did you choose that road way configuration as the best solution for Segment 3?

26. If you selected Option 1 or Option 2 in Question 24 above, and if you knew that in approximately 10 years these two
options would moderately reduce traffic speeds by 3 to 5 MPH for Segment 3 in comparison to the Existing Conditions
or Option 3, please indicate if you would change your preferred option by selecting a new preferred option below.

__ Existing Conditions __ Option 3
Now just a few questions for comparison purposes.

A. What is your gender?

Male Female

B. What is your age?

__18-29 years ____50-64 years
__ 30-39 years ____bb+years
___40-49 years

C. What is your racial or ethnic background? (check all that apply)

__African-American / Black ___Native American

___American Indian or Alaskan Native __Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander
____Anglo / White / Caucasian _____Two or more races

____Asian ____ Other (Please specify:)

Latino / Latina / Hispanic
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Total
Total | Total
Total 1108 1108
One year or less 63 63
Y 57% | 5.7%
79 79
2 to 3 years
Y 7.1% | 7.1%
1. How long have you lived 88 88
in the Town of Moragaand 4 to 6 years 8.0% | 8.0%
are you a student at St. .63 ° .63 °
Mary’s College?
7to10
R 57% | 5.7%
771 771
More than 10 years
J 69.6% | 69.6%
44 44
St. Mary’s College Student
w E 4.0% | 4.0%
. . a,b
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Total
Total
(A)

1. How long have you lived
in the Town of Moraga and
are you a student at St.
Mary’s College?

One year or less

2 to 3 years

4 to 6 years

7 to 10 years

More than 10 years

St. Mary’s College Student

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05.
For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the larger

column proportion.

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
Total 1040 470 570
One year or less 60 48 12
y 58% |102% | 2.2%
77 25 52
2 to 3 years
y 7.4% | 54% | 9.1%
1. How long have you lived 4106 85 31 54
in the Town of Moraga and O b years
are you a student at St. 8.2% | 6.5% 9.5%
Mary’s College? 60 20 39
7 to 10 years
. 57% | 43% | 6.9%
714 342 372
More than 10 years
v 68.6% | 72.9% | 65.2%
44 3 41
St. Mary’s College Student
i ge siu 42% | 7% | 7.2%
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Comparisons of Column Proportions

Respondent's Gender

Male Female
(A) (B)
One year or less B
1. How long have you lived 2to 3 years A
in the Town of Moragaand 4 to 6 years
are you a student at St. 7 to 10 years
Mary’ llege?
ary’s College More than 10 years B
St. Mary’s College Student A

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears
under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years
Total 1053 195 96 169 321
One year or less €0 28 22 6 2
5.7% 14.3% 22.8% 3.8% 5%
210 3 years 78 13 31 23 6
7.4% 6.8% 31.9% 13.6% 1.8%
1. How long have you lived 85 13 22 35 10
;’};*;%I%"‘;’;ﬁ Moraga and 4 to 6 years 8.1% 6.5% 22.7% 20.8% 3.0%
Mary’s College? 7 to 10 years 60 0 2 24 29
5.7% .0% 1.7% 13.9% 9.1%
726 113 18 70 272
More than 10 years 69.0% |  57.7% 18.9% 41.6% 84.7%
, 44 29 2 11 3
St. Mary’s College Student 4% 14.7% 1.9% 6.3% 9%
Age
65+ years
Total 272
2
One year or less 9%
2 to 3 years 5
2.0%
1. How long have you lived 6
in the Town of Moragaand 4 to 6 years 299
?nr: rz?su Caoflt;lgdee?nt at St. -
7 to 10 years 1.9%
253
More than 10 years 93.1%
0
St. Mary’s College Student 0%
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. . ,C
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Age
18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
(A) (B) (©) (D) (E)

One year or less CDE CDE
1. How long have you lived 2to 3 years D ACDE DE
in the Town of Moragaand 4 to 6 years ADE ADE
are you a student at St. 7 to 10 years a BE E

’ ?

Mary’s College? More than 10 years BC B ABC ABCD

St. Mary’s College Student BD D

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
Ethnicity
. American
African- . .
: Indian or Anglo / White / ;
Total AmBeIra'gl"’('" / Alaskan Caucasian Asian
Native
Total 958 38 1 649 138
One year or less o4 0 0 28 21
. 5.7% 0% 0% 4.2% 15.1%
2 to 3 vears 67 0 0 39 14
o 7.0% 0% 0% 6.1% 10.0%
1. How long have you lived 410 6 81 0 0 49 6
i 0 6 years
g};*;,%l‘;"‘g;ﬁe“r’"‘t’gigsﬂ e y 8.4% 0% 0% 7.6% 4.5%
Mary’s College? 54 0 0 37 10
7to 10
o T years 5.6% 0% 0% 5.8% 7.1%
658 30 1 475 73
M than 10
ore than 17 years 68.7% 79.3% 100.0% 73.2% 52.9%
44 8 0 20 14
St. Mary’s College Student
i 9 4.6% 20.7% 0% 3.2% 10.5%
Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more
| Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 63 0 3 54
One year or less 6 0 0 0
. 9.6% 3% 0% 0%
0 0 1 13
2 to 3 years
. 0% 0% 25.5% 24.6%
1. How long have you lived 4 to 6 vears 11 0 1 1
e 16.0% % 234% 1%
Mary’s College? 6 0 1 0
7to 10
o TR years 9.1% 0% 25.5% 0%
40 0 0 39
M than 10
ore than 17 years 63.2% 99.7% 0% 73.0%
0 0 1 1
St. Mary’s Coll Student
ary's Loflege studen 0% 0% 25.5% 1.0%
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1. How long have you lived
in the Town of Moraga and
are you a student at St.
Mary’s College?

Ethnicity
Other
Total 13
One year or less 0
.0%
2 to 3 years 0
.0%
13
4 to 6 years 99.9%
7 to 10 years 0
.0%
More than 10 years 0
A%
0
St. Mary’s College Student 0%

Comparisons of

. c,d
Column Proportions

Ethnicity
. American
African- 3 .
: Indian or Anglo / White / q
American / Alaskan Caucasian Aslan
Elel: Native
(A) (B) (©) (D)
One year or less N P C
2 to 3 years @ anb
1. How long have you lived ‘a ‘a,b
in the Town of Moragaand 4 to 6 years : -
are you a student at St. 7 to 10 years a a.b
Mary’ llege?
ary’s College More than 10 years I A b DI I
St. Mary’s College Student CH 2 b C
. . c,d
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more
| Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
(E) (F) (G) (H)
,0 a a
One year or less . .
a a,,b
1. How long have you lived 2to 3 years ) ‘a.b C
in the Town of Moragaand 4 to 6 years DH
are you a student at St. 7 to 10 years a.b H
’ ?
Mary’s College? More than 10 years I P A
St. Mary’s College Student 2 .a”b

Comparisons of

. c,d
Column Proportions

Ethnicity

Other

0

1. How long have you lived
in the Town of Moraga and
are you a student at St.
Mary’s College?

One year or less

2 to 3 years

4 to 6 years

7 to 10 years

More than 10 years

St. Mary’s College Student

a

CDEGH
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Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Total Onelgtse:r or 12t03 years |4 to 6 years |7 to 10 years
Total 1108 63 79 88 63
One year or less 63 63 0 0 0
y 5.7% 100.0% .0% .0% .0%
2 to 3 years 79 0 79 0 0
y 71% .0% 100.0% .0% .0%
1. How long have you lived 4106 88 0 0 88 0
in the Town of Moraga and O b years
are you a student at St. 8.0% 0% 0% 100.0% 0%
Mary’s College? 63 0 0 0 63
7to 10
i ts 5.7% 0% 0% 0% 100.0%
771 0 0 0 0
More than 10
S 69.6% 0% 0% 0% 0%
44 0 0 0 0
St. Mary’s Coll Student
A 4.0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

How Long Lived in

Moraga/Student at St Marys

College
More than 10 Séol\llllgry;s
years g
Student
Total 771 44
0 0
One year or less
. 0% 0%
0 0
2 to 3 years
y 0% 0%
1. How long have you lived 0 0
in the Town of Moragaand 4 to 6 years 0% 0%
are you a student at St. : 5 ° : 5 °
Mary’s College?
7 to 10 years 0% 0%
More than 10 years s 0
y 100.0% 0%
0 44
St. Mary’s College Student
w 5 0% 100.0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

,C

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

Onelg::r or 12t03 years |4to 6 years |7to 10 years

(A) (B) (C) (D)

One year or less @ : N 2

. 2 to 3 years 2 2 2 2

1. How long have you lived a a a a
in the Town of Moragaand 4 to 6 years : :

are you a student at St. 7 to 10 years a a a a

’ ?
Mary’s College? More than 10 years 2 2 2 2
St. Mary’s College Student @ 2 2 2

Comparisons of Column Proportions

,C

How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys

College
More than 10 S&. l\llllary’s

ears orege

y Student
(E) (F)
One year or less @ @
. 2 to 3 years 2 2
1. How long have you lived a a

in the Town of Moragaand 4 to 6 years
are you a student at St. 7 to 10 years a a
’ ?

Mary’s College? More than 10 years 2 2
St. Mary’s College Student @ @

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares
Total Very Somewhat Somewhat
important important unimportant
Total 1099 499 387 126
One year or less 63 %0 12 !
o 5.8% 10.1% 3.2% 5%
2 to 3 years 79 %3 20 >
y 7.2% 10.7% 5.1% 3.9%
1. How long have you lived 4t 6 88 32 48 3
in the Town of Moraga and O b years
are you a student at St. Sé);/" 6;% 12.3% 2.5%
Mary’s College? 2 22 4
7 to 10 years
. 5.7% 6.5% 5.6% 2.8%
762 310 278 99
More than 10 years
y 69.3% 62.1% 71.8% 78.6%
44 21 8 15
St. Mary’s College Student
w e 4.0% 4.3% 2.0% 11.9%
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Importance of
Balancing
Needs on

Major

Thoroughfare

s

Not important
at all

1. How long have you lived
in the Town of Moraga and
are you a student at St.
Mary’s College?

Total

88

One year or less

0
.0%

2 to 3 years

1
1.2%

4 to 6 years

6
6.6%

7 to 10 years

5
6.0%

More than 10 years

76
86.3%

St. Mary’s College Student

0

.0%

. . b,c
Comparisons of Column Proportions

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (€) (D)

One year or less BC °
1. How long have you lived 21to 3 years BD
in the Town of Moragaand 4 to 6 years AC
are you a student at St. 7 to 10 years

’ ?

Mary’s College? More than 10 years A A AB

St. Mary’s College Student AB 2

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No
Total 1101 418 683
One year or less 62 8 o3
y 5.6% 2.0% 7.8%
2 to 3 years 79 40 39
y 7.2% 9.5% 5.7%
1. How long have you lived 4106 88 33 55
in the Town of Moraga and O b years
are you a student at St. 8.0% 8.0% 8.0%
Mary’s College? 62 19 43
7 to 10 years
. 5.6% 4.5% 6.3%
767 316 451
More than 10 years
v 69.6% | 757% | 65.9%
44 1 43
St. Mary’s College Student
e S 4.0% 3% 6.3%

Page 7



Comparisons of Column Proportions
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a,

Previous Awareness of Project
Yes No
(A) (B)
One year or less A
2 B
1. How long have you lived to 3 years
in the Town of Moragaand 4 to 6 years
are you a student at St. 7 to 10 years
Mary’ llege?
ary’s College More than 10 years B
St. Mary’s College Student A

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair,
the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with
the larger column proportion.

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.

Preferred Solution

Existi : . .
Total c ozldsieclig%s Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
Total 1071 237 235 142 457
One year or less 62 4 ! ’ 39
y 5.8% 1.7% 48% | 51% | 86%
2 {013 vears 77 5 26 25 21
4 7.1% 2.0% 1.0% | 174% | 4.7%
1. How long have you lived 4t 6 87 12 24 12 39
in the Town of Moraga and O b years
are you a student at St. 8.1% 5.3% 10.1% 8.6% 8.5%
Mary’s College? 7 to 10 vears 60 11 11 7 31
. 5.6% 4.7% 4.8% 5.0% 6.7%
742 204 159 91 288
More than 10 years
Y 69.2% 86.1% 67.5% 64.0% 63.0%
44 1 4 0 39
St. Mary’s College Student
v s 4.1% 3% 1.9% 0% 8.5%
. . ,C
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Preferred Solution
CE)r(lldsittliggls Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
(A) (B) (C) (D)
One year or less A
1. How long have you lived 2to 3 years AD AD
in the Town of Moragaand 4 to 6 years
are you a student at St. 7 to 10 years
’ ?
Mary’s College? More than 10 years BCD
St. Mary’s College Student 2 AB

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the
category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
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Total
Total | Total
Total 1099 | 1099
Very important 397 397
UL 36.1% | 36.1%
Somewhat important 464 464
2. How important is it to P 42.2% | 42.2%
ease traffic congestion on 149 149
major thoroughfares within  Somewhat unimportant
the Town of Moraga? . 13.5% | 13.5%
Not important at all 86 86
. 7.8% | 7.8%
4 4
Not
orsure 3% | 3%
. . a,b
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Total
Total
(A)
Very important
2. How important is it to Somewhat important
ease traffic congestion on .
major thoroughfares within Somewhat unimportant
the Town of Moraga? Not important at all
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level

0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with
the smaller column proportion appears under the category
with the larger column proportion.

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

2. How important is it to

ease traffic congestion on
major thoroughfares within

the Town of Moraga?

Total

1033 468 564

Very important

385 163 223
37.3% | 34.7% | 39.4%

Somewhat important

431 188 243
41.7% |1 40.1% | 43.1%

Somewhat unimportant 135 80 %5
13.1% | 17.1% | 9.7%

Not important at all 8 38 40
7.5% | 8.1% 7.1%

4 0 4

Not sure

.3% .0% 6%
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Comparisons of Column Proportions

a,

Respondent's Gender

Male Female
(A) (B)
Very important
2. How important is it to Somewhat important
ease traffic congestion on Somewhat unimportant B

major thoroughfares within
the Town of Moraga?

Not important at all
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion
appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years
Total 1046 195 96 168 318
e e 380 26 43 67 130
36.3% 13.2% 45.0% 40.0% 40.8%
Somewhat important 450 142 3 58 118
géglg\tng;nﬁg%r;?:;teissﬁi;;oon 43.0% 72.5% 35.8% 34.7% 37.3%
g o ) 135 14 15 31 39
il ?fun%g::;s?w'thm Somewhat unimportant | ) ;. | ;1 15.6% 18.8% 12.2%
. 78 14 2 10 30
Not Important at all 7.5% 7.1% 1.9% 6.0% 9.4%
Not sure 4 0 2 ! !
.3% .0% 1.7% 5% .3%
Age
65+ years
Total 270
Very important 15
42.6%
. 97
2. How important is it to Somewhat important 36.0%
ease traffic congestion on 36
major thoroughfares within  somewhat unimportant
the Town of Moraga? 13.2%
22
Not important at all 8.2%
0
Not sure 0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’c
Age
18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
(A) (B) (©) (D) (E)
Very important A A A A
2. How important is it to Somewhat important BCDE
ease traffic congestion on Somewhat unimportant A

major thoroughfares within

the Town of Moraga?

Not important at all
Not sure

a

a

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the
smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Ethnicity
. American
Native
Total 952 38 1 643 138
Very important 344 23 0 213 51
36.2% 59.6% 49.9% 33.2% 36.8%
Somewhat important 412 15 0 257 70
2. How important is it to 43.3% 40.4% 31.6% 40.0% 55.3%
Rt . 25 | o0 0 o | 7
the Town of Moraga? Somewhat unimportant |, . 0% 18.5% 16.6% 5.1%
. 67 0 0 62 4
Notimportant at all 7.0% 0% 0% 9.6% 2.9%
Not sure 4 0 0 4 0
A% .0% .0% 5% .0%
Ethnicity
Native
Latin_o / La_tina Nati_ve Hawaiian_o_r Two or more Other
| Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 63 0 3 54 13
Very important 28 0 2 14 13
44 .8% 3% 74.5% 26.0% 99.9%
Somewhat important 24 0 0 40 0
2. How important is it to 37.7% .0% .0% 73.9% .0%
B et o . z 0 0 0 0
the Town of Moraga? Somewhat unimportant 17.5% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Not important at all 0 0 ! 0 0
.0% 99.7% 25.5% .0% .0%
Not sure 0 0 0 0 0
.0% .0% .0% .0% .0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity
. American
African- : . . .
: Indian or Anglo / White / - Latino / Latina
AmBelggzn ! Alaskan Caucasian Aslan [ Hispanic
Native
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)
Very important CH 2
2. How i;?portant is it to Somewhat important . 2 Cl
ease traffic congestion on . a
major thoroughfares within Somewhat unimportant . b DH DbH
the Town of Moraga? Not important at all S " S
b a,b b b
Not sure . . .
. . c,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
Native
Native Hawaiian or Two or more Other
American Other Pacific races
Islander
(F) (G) (H) ()
Very important 2 CDEH
2. How important is it to Somewhat important a”z Z ACEI
ease traffic congestion on . a,, ,
major thoroughfares within Somewhat unimportant a ) b
the Town of Moraga? Not important at all . H S
Not sure a.b .'b .’b

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Total Onelg::r or 12to03 years | 4 to 6 years | 7 to 10 years
Total 1098 63 79 87 63
Very important 396 21 38 40 25
s 36.1% 33.0% 48.8% 45.5% 40.3%
Somewhat important 464 25 25 24 2
2. How important is it to P 42.3% 40.1% 31.3% 27.5% 36.4%
ease traffic congestion on 149 15 11 21 8
major thoroughfares within  Somewhat unimportant
the Town of Moraga? . 13.5% 23.4% 14.4% 24.2% 12.5%
Not important at all 8 ! 3 2 ’
P 7.8% .9% 4.4% 2.9% 10.9%
Not sure 4 2 ! 0 0
3% 2.6% 1.1% .0% .0%

Page 12



Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys

College
More than 10 s(t-’: ol\‘llzry’s
ears ge
y Student
Total 762 44
Very important 267 °
e 35.0% 10.5%
328 39
hat i
2. How important is it to Somewhat important 43.1% 89.5%
ease traffic congestion on 04 0
major thoroughfares within  gomewhat unimportant
the Town of Moraga? 12.3% .0%
Not important at all 72 0
o 9.5% 0%
1 0
Not sure
1% .0%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

,C

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

Onelg::r or 2to 3 years | 4to 6 years |7 to 10 years
(A) (B) (C) (D)

Very important F F F
2. How important is it to Somewhat important
ease traffic congestion on q
major thoroughfares within Somewhat unimportant E
the Town of Moraga? Not important at all

Not sure E 2 2

,C

Comparisons of Column Proportions

How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys

College
More than 10 Sé o“ﬂgggs
years Student
(E) (F)
Very important F
2. How important is it to Somewhat important ABCDE

ease traffic congestion on
major thoroughfares within
the Town of Moraga?

Somewhat unimportant
Not important at all
Not sure

a
a

a

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
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Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Total Very Somewhat Somewhat
important important unimportant
Total 1094 496 388 125
Very important 392 216 127 31
s 35.8% 43.6% 32.8% 24.9%
Somewhat important 464 204 182 52
2. How important is it to P 42.4% 41.2% 47.0% 41.2%
ease traffic congestion on 149 59 53 31
major thoroughfares within Somewhat unimportant
the Town of Moraga? = 13.6% 11.9% 13.8% 24.9%
Not important at all 86 16 2 "
g 7.9% 3.2% 5.8% 9.0%
Not sure 4 ! 3 0
3% 2% T% .0%
Importance of
Balancing
Needs on
Major
Thoroughfare
s
Not important
at all
Total 86
Very important 18
i 21.0%
Somewhat important 26
2. How important is it to P 30.5%
ease traffic congestion on 5
major thoroughfares within Somewhat unimportant
the Town of Moraga? 5.9%
Not important at all 36
. 42.6%
0
Not sure
. 0%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

,C

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (C) (D)
Very important BCD
2. How i;?portant is it to Somewhat important D
ease traffic congestion on .
major thoroughfares within Somewhat unimportant ABD
the Town of Moraga? Not important at all A ABC
a a

Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the
smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
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Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No
Total 1094 417 678
e e 393 143 250
36.0% 34.4% 36.9%
Somewhat important 464 157 306
2. How important is it to 42.4% 37.8% 45.2%
e . e | no | 7
the Town of Moraga? Somewhat unimportant | . .o | 700 | 1149
Not important at all 86 45 41
7.9% 10.7% 6.1%
Not sure 4 ! 3
3% 2% A%

Comparisons of Column Proportions

Previous Awareness of Project

Yes No
(A) (B)
Very important
2. How important is it to Somewhat important A
ease traffic congestion on .
major thoroughfares within Somewhat unimportant B
the Town of Moraga? Not important at all B

Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant

pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the

category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Preferred Solution

Total CE:::ISI::E%S Option 1 |Option 2 | Option 3
Total 1063 234 234 141 455
Very important 385 84 91 53 156
36.2% 36.1% 39.0% | 37.6% | 34.4%
Somewhat important 449 65 98 62 224
géglg\tng;nﬁg%r;?:;teissﬁi;;oon 42.3% 27.9% 41.9% 43.9% 49.3%
. on _ 142 30 37 16 59
il ?fun%g::;s?w'thm Somewhat unimportant | ., 13.0% 15.7% | 11.0% | 13.0%
_ 84 54 8 9 13
Notimportant at all 7.9% 23.0% 3.5% 6.2% 2.9%
4 0 0 2 2
Not sure 3% 0% 0% 1.2% 4%
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,C

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Preferred Solution
Existing . : .
Conditions Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
(A) (B) (©) (D)

Very important
2. How i;?portant is it to Somewhat important A A A
ease traffic congestion on .
major thoroughfares within Somewhat unimportant
the Town of Moraga? Not important at all BCD

Not sure 3 :

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the
category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

3. How important is it to

balance the needs of drivers 388 388

with the needs of
pedestrians and bicyclists
on major thoroughfares in
the Town of Moraga?

Total
Total | Total
Total 1100 1100
499 499

V i rtant
ery importan 45.3% | 45.3%

omewhat importan 35.3% | 35.3%

126 126
S hat uni rtant
omewhat unimportan 114% | 11.4%
88 88

Not important at all

8.0% | 8.0%

Comparisons of

Column Proportionsal

Total
Total
(A)

3. How important is it to

balance the needs of drivers

with the needs of
pedestrians and bicyclists
on major thoroughfares in
the Town of Moraga?

Very important
Somewhat important
Somewhat unimportant

Not important at all

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

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
Total 1032 468 564
Ve lperan 466 209 257
3. How important is it to 45.1% |44.7% | 45.5%
\':/ai\tlmﬁg Lheeeﬂgeﬂs of drivers Somewhat important 369 160 209
pedestrians and bicyclists 35.8% | 34.3% | 37.0%
on major thoroughfares in . 115 54 61
the Town of Moraga? Somewhat unimportant 11% | 116% | 10.8%
Not important at all 83 44 38
8.0% | 9.5% 6.8%
a,b

Comparisons of Column Proportions

Respondent's Gender

Male Female

(A) (B)

3. How important is it to
balance the needs of drivers
with the needs of
pedestrians and bicyclists
on major thoroughfares in
the Town of Moraga?

Very important
Somewhat important
Somewhat unimportant
Not important at all

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion
appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years
Total 1046 195 96 167 317
Very important 482 102 52 72 149
3. How Important is It to v me 46.1% | 52.2% 54.2% 42.9% 47.0%
balance the needs of drivers s hat | Hant 365 40 33 80 105
i omewhat importan
‘ggj‘g}ﬁ:ﬁ:gi:‘;icyc"sts g 35.0% | 20.4% 34.0% 47.8% 33.0%
on major thoroughfares in Somewhat unimportant 116 27 7 12 34
the Town of Moraga? . 11.0% | 14.1% 7.2% 7.0% 10.8%
Not important at all 83 26 4 4 29
P 7.9% 13.3% 4.6% 2.3% 9.2%
Age
65+ years
Total 271
108
Very important o
3. How important is it to 39.8%
balance the needs of drivers . 109
with the needs of Somewhat important 40.1%
pedestrians and bicyclists 70
on major thoroughfares in . 35
the Town of Moraga? Somewhat unimportant 13.0%
- (o)
Not important at all 19
g 7.1%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Age
18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years

(A) (B) (©) (D) (E)
3. How important is it to Very important
balance the needs of drivers .
with the needs of Somewhat important AD A A
pedestrians and bicyclists Somewhat unimportant
on major thoroughfares in
the Town of Moraga? Not important at all C Cc

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the
smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Ethnicity
. American
African- : .
: Indian or Anglo / White / n
Total AmBeI';gE" ! Alaskan Caucasian Aslan
Native
Total 952 38 1 643 138
Verv important 448 8 0 310 74
3. How Important is It to v ime 47.1% 19.8% 31.6% 483% | 53.8%
balance the needs of drivers Somewhat important 328 15 0 210 53
i what i
‘;’;ﬂ‘e‘s'}ﬁ:rfsegflgfbicyc"sts . 34.5% 40.4% 49.9% 32.7% 38.3%
on major thoroughfares in Somewhat unimportant 102 8 0 72 8
the Town of Moraga? . 10.7% 19.9% 18.5% 11.1% 5.5%
Not important at all 74 8 0 o1 3
P 7.8% 19.9% .0% 7.9% 2.4%
Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more Other
| Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 63 0 3 54 13
41 0 1 14 0
Very important
3. How important is it to 65.0% .0% 25.5% 26.7% .0%
balance the needs of drivers s hat | tant 22 0 1 13 13
i omewhat importan
‘ggj‘g}ﬁ:ﬁ:gi:‘;icyc"sts g 35.0% 3% 48.9% 24.7% 99.9%
on major thoroughfares in Somewhat unimportant 0 0 1 14 0
the Town of Moraga? . 0% 99.7% 25.5% 25.7% 0%
Not important at all 0 0 0 12 0
5 0% 0% 0% 23.0% 0%
. . c,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
. American
African- : . . .
: Indian or Anglo / White / : Latino / Latina
AmBelgglzzn ! Alaskan Caucasian Aslan | Hispanic
Native
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)
3. How important is it to Very important 2 AHI AHI AHI
balance the needs of drivers . a
with the needs of Somewhat important .
pedestrians and bicyclists  gomewhat unimportant 2 >
on major thoroughfares in a b b
the Town of Moraga? Not important at all D o v
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- - c!
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
Native
Native Hawaiian or Two or more Other
American Other Pacific races
Islander
(F) (G) (H) (N
3. How important is it to Very important a0
balance the needs of drivers . a
with the needs of Somewhat important . ACDEH
pedestrians and bicyclists Somewhat unimportant a CD
on major thoroughfares in a b b b
the Town of Moraga? Not important at all v J CcD J

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Total Onelgggr or 2to 3 years (4to6years |7to 10 years
Total 1099 63 79 88 63
AN S 499 50 53 32 32
3. How Important Is It to v ime 45.4% 79.7% 67.4% 35.9% 51.4%
balance the needs of drivers Somewhat important 387 12 20 48 22
i what i
‘I’a";“;‘eg}ﬁ:ﬁ:gﬁg‘;oicyc“sts P 35.2% 19.4% 25.1% 54.0% 34.6%
on major thoroughfares in Somewhat unimportant 126 1 5 3 4
the Town of Moraga? P 11.4% 9% 6.2% 3.5% 5.6%
88 0 1 6 5
Not i rtant at all
o imporiantata 8.0% 0% 1.3% 6.6% 8.4%

How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys

College
More than 10 S(t:' I\Il:ary’s
ears orege
y Student
Total 762 44
Very important 310 21
3. How important is it to 40.7% 48.3%
balance the needs of drivers . 278 8
with the needs of Somewhat important 36.49% 17.8%
pedestrians and bicyclists =70 =70
on major thoroughfares in i 99 15
the Town of Moraga? Somewhat unimportant 13.0% 33.8%
Not important at all 7 0
g 9.9% 0%
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,C

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

Onel g:sar or 2to 3 years | 4to 6 years |7 to 10 years
(A) (B) (C) (D)
3. How important is it to Very important CDEF CE
balance the needs of drivers .
with the needs of Somewhat important ABEF
pedestrians and bicyclists Somewhat unimportant
on major thoroughfares in a
the Town of Moraga? Not important at all .

,C

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys

College
More than 10 Sé o“ﬂz'ggs
years Student
(E) (F)

3. How important is it to Very important
balance the needs of drivers .
with the needs of Somewhat important
pedestrians and bicyclists Somewhat unimportant ABCDE
on major thoroughfares in a
the Town of Moraga? Not important at all .

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares
Total Very Somewhat Somewhat
important important unimportant
Total 1100 499 388 126
Very important 499 499 0 0
3. How important is it to v ime 45.3% 100.0% 0% 0%
balance the needs of drivers TR 388 0 388 0
with the needs of W I
pedestrians and bicyclists 35.3% 0% 100.0% 0%
on major thoroughfares in Somewhat unimportant 126 0 0 126
the Town of Moraga? g 11.4% 0% 0% 100.0%
88 0 0 0
Not i rtant at all
=L il en e 8.0% 0% 0% 0%
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Importance of
Balancing
Needs on

Major

Thoroughfare

s

Not important
at all

3. How important is it to
balance the needs of drivers
with the needs of
pedestrians and bicyclists
on major thoroughfares in
the Town of Moraga?

Total

88

Very important

0
.0%

Somewhat important

0
.0%

Somewhat unimportant

0
.0%

Not important at all

88
100.0%

. . by
Comparisons of Column Proportions

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (€) (D)
a a a a

3. How important is it to
balance the needs of drivers
with the needs of
pedestrians and bicyclists
on major thoroughfares in
the Town of Moraga?

Very important
Somewhat important
Somewhat unimportant
Not important at all

a
a

a

a
a

a

a
a

a

a
a

a

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0. 05 For each SIgn/f/cant pair, the key of the category with the
smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No
Total 1094 416 678
e 495 192 303
3. How important is it to 45.3% 46.3% 44.7%
‘l:’?tlﬁr:ﬁz tnheeegge:fs of drivers I T T 388 134 254
pedestrians and bicyclists 35.5% 32.3% 37.4%
on major thoroughfares in . 124 34 90
the Town of Moraga? Somewhat unimportant 11.3% 8.1% 13.3%
Not important at all 86 %5 31
7.9% 13.3% 4.6%
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Comparisons of Column Proportions

a,

Previous Awareness of Project
Yes No
(A) (B)
3. How important is it to Very important
balance the needs of drivers .
with the needs of Somewhat important
pedestrians and bicyclists Somewhat unimportant A
on major thoroughfares in
the Town of Moraga? Not important at all B

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant

pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the

category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Preferred Solution

Existi n . .
Total Corﬂlsitzggs Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
Total 1064 234 235 141 454
Verv important 483 36 131 114 202
3. How important i it to vime 45.4% 15.4% 559% | 80.6% | 44.4%
balance the needs of drivers Somewhat important 375 78 82 24 191
UG eyclists g 35.3% 33.5% 350% | 16.7% | 42.1%
on major thoroughfares in Somewhat unimportant 121 44 17 4 55
the Town of Moraga? P 11.4% 19.0% 7.3% 2.7% 12.2%
Not important at all 8 s 4 0 6
g 8.0% 32.0% 1.8% 0% 1.4%
. . ,C
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Preferred Solution
CEﬁidsittiig%s Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
(A) (B) (©) (D)
3. How important is it to Very important AD ABD A
balance the needs of drivers .
with the needs of Somewhat important C C C
pedestrians and bicyclists Somewhat unimportant BC C
on major thoroughfares in a
the Town of Moraga? Not important at all BD

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the
category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
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Total
Total | Total
Total 1108 | 1108
Everyday 830 830
74.9% | 74.9%
4. How often (if at all) do you 3 to 5 times per week 249 249
use Moraga Road? 21.7% |21.7%
1 to 2 times per week 33 33
3.0% | 3.0%
. 5 5
A few times a month 4% 4%
. . a,b
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Total
Total
(A)
Everyday
4. How often (if at all) do you 3 to 5 times per week
use Moraga Road? 1 to 2 times per week
A few times a month

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

with the larger column proportion.

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
Total 1041 470 570
Evervda 770 316 454
rycay 74.0% | 67.2% | 79.5%
i 3 to 5 times per week 233 131 102
& Eol\nv:r?af;an(gan?a") do you P 22.4% | 27.9% | 17.9%
33 21 12
1 to 2 times per week
1mes perweek | so% | 4.6% | 2.1%
5 1 3
A few ti th
ew times a mon 4% 39 6%
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Respondent's Gender

Male Female
(A) (B)
Everyday A
4. How often (if at all) do you 3 to 5 times per week B
use Moraga Road? 1 to 2 times per week B

A few times a month

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion
appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
Total 1054 195 96 169 321 273
Evervda 786 139 87 146 253 161
sy 74.6% | 71.2% 91.3% 86.3% 78.7% 59.1%
ft f 3 to 5 times per week 230 %6 ! 21 52 o4
4. How often (if at all) do you
st Moraos {ifatall) doy 21.8% |  28.8% 7.3% 12.3% 16.1% 34.5%
1 to 2 times per week 33 0 ! 2 16 14
g 3.2% 0% 1.4% 1.4% 4.9% 5.1%
5 0 0 0 1 3
A few ti th
ew fimes a mon 4% 0% 0% 0% 4% 1.2%
. . ,C
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Age
18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)
Everyday ADE AE E
4. How often (if at all) do you 3 to 5 times per week BCD BCD
use Moraga Road? 1 to 2 times per week 2
A few times a month 2 2 @

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the
smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
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Ethnicity
q American
African- . :
: Indian or Anglo / White / :
Total AmBeIralgzn / Alaskan Caucasian Asian
Native
Total 958 38 1 649 138
Evervda 711 38 0 445 102
yeay 74.2% 100.0% 50.1% 68.6% 73.7%
i 3 to 5 times per week 213 0 0 175 31
ﬁé':%nv‘gfaf;‘;“ég:(};") do you P 22.2% 0% 49.9% 27.0% 22.3%
1 to 2 times per week 32 0 0 27 4
. 3.3% 0% 0% 4.2% 3.2%
3 0 0 2 1
A few times a month
WH 3% 0% 0% 2% 8%
Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more Other
[ Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 63 0 3 54 13
Evervda 58 0 2 54 13
yeay 91.5% 3% 74.5% 100.0% 100.0%
4 ften (if ) 3 to 5 times per week S 0 ! 0 0
. How often (if at all) do you
use Moraga Road? 8.5% 99.7% 25.5% .0% .0%
1 to 2 times per week 0 0 0 0 0
. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
0 0 0 0 0
A few times a month
WH 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
. . c,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
. American
Aﬁlf;‘i’g:r; / Indian or Anglo | White / | .. | Latino / Latina
Black Alaskan Caucasian [ Hispanic
Native
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)
Everyday 2 .z Cc
5 a
4. How often (if at all) do you 3 to 5 times per week - : EH H
use Moraga Road? 1 to 2 times per week 2 ab 2
A few times a month 2 .a’b 2
. . c,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
Native
Native Hawaiian or Two or more Other
American Other Pacific races
Islander
(F) (G) (H) ()]
Everyday .Z CDG
4. How often (if at all) do you 3 to 5 times per week : H
use Moraga Road? 1 to 2 times per week ak 2 2
. a,b a a
A few times a month . .
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Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Total Onelgsesar or (2to3 years | 4to 6 years |7 to 10 years
Total 1107 63 79 88 63
Evervda 829 44 69 74 49
e 74.9% 68.7% 88.1% 83.5% 78.6%
i 3 to 5 times per week 240 20 ’ 14 12
ﬁ;'é'%n"‘g'?af;ea“égaa(};") R g 21.7% 31.3% 9.0% 15.7% 19.0%
1 to 2 times per week 33 0 2 ! !
P 3.0% 0% 2.9% 8% 9%
5 0 0 0 1
A few ti th
ewimes a mon 4% 0% 0% 0% 1.5%

How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys

College
More than 10 Sé‘ I\Illlary’s
ears otlege
y Student
Total 770 44
551 43
Everyda
yeay 71.5% 97.8%
4 ften (if ) 3 to 5 times per week 186 !
. How often (if at all) do you
use Moraga Road? 24.2% 2.2%
30 0
1 to 2 times per week
L B 3.9% 0%
4 0
A few times a month
W 5% 0%

Comparisons of Column Proportions

,C

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

One year or

More than 10

o 2to 3 years | 4to 6 years |7 to 10 years years
(A) (B) (©) (D) (E)
Everyday E
4. How often (if at all) do you 3 to 5 times per week BF BF

use Moraga Road?

1 to 2 times per week
A few times a month

a

a
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

How Long
Lived in
Moraga/Stude
nt at St Marys
College

St. Mary’s
College
Student

(F)

Everyday

4. How often (if at all) do you 3 to 5 times per week
use Moraga Road? 1 to 2 times per week

A few times a month

AE

a

a

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

,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.

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Total Very Somewhat Somewhat
important important unimportant
Total 1099 498 388 126
Evervda 824 369 293 99
Ry 75.0% 74.1% 75.5% 78.8%
3 to 5 times per week 237 115 79 23
4. How often (if at all) do you
use Moraga Road? 21.6% 23.1% 20.2% 18.4%
1 to 2 times per week 33 13 14 3
g 3.0% 2.5% 3.7% 2.8%
5 1 2 0
A few ti th
ewtimes amon 4% 3% 6% 0%
Importance of
Balancing
Needs on
Major
Thoroughfare
s
Not important
at all
Total 88
63
E d
verycay 72.0%
. 21
4. How often (if at all) do you 3 to 5 times per week 23.6%
use Moraga Road? 3 °
1to 2ti k
o 2 times per wee 3.3%
1
A few ti th
ew times a mon 11%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

,C

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (C) (D)

Everyday

4. How often (if at all) do you 3 to 5 times per week
use Moraga Road? 1 to 2 times per week

A few times a month

a

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the
smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No

Total 1102 418 684

Evervda 827 342 485
LREY 750% | 81.7% | 70.9%

4 ften (if ) 3 to 5 times per week 238 67 7

. How often (if at all) do you

use Moraga Road? 21.6% 16.0% 25.0%

1 to 2 times per week 33 8 26

g 3.0% 1.9% 3.7%

5 2 3
A few ti th
ew times a mon 4% 4% 4%
. . a,b
Comparisons of Column Proportions

Previous Awareness of Project

Yes No
(A) (B)
Everyday B
A

4. How often (if at all) do you 3 to 5 times per week
use Moraga Road? 1 to 2 times per week

A few times a month

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant
pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the

category with the larger column proportion.

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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Preferred Solution
Total CEﬁi;ittiirc])%s Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
Total 1072 237 235 142 458
Evervda 799 168 183 114 334
LREY 74.6% 71.0% 77.9% | 80.0% | 73.0%
4.H ften (if nd 3 to 5 times per week 236 59 46 23 109
. How often (if at all) do you
use Moraga Road? 22.1% 24.8% 19.7% 15.9% 23.7%
1 to 2 times per week 32 o 5 ° 13
P 3.0% 3.8% 2.1% 3.5% 2.8%
5 1 1 1 2
A few times a month
W 4% 4% 2% 5% 5%
. . a,b
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Preferred Solution
CEﬁi;ittiirc])%s Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
(A) (B) (C) (D)

4. How often (if at all) do you 3 to 5 times per week
1 to 2 times per week

A few times a month

use Moraga Road?

Everyday

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of
the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column

proportion.

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.

Total
Total | Total
Total 1093 1093
138 138
Excellent
XCETEM ) 12.6% | 12.6%
5. H Id h Good 517 517
. How would you rate the
traffic on Moraga Road 47.3% | 47.3%
between Campolindo Drive Fair 330 330
cairr‘i?/esrgl’pt Mary’s Road for 30.2% | 30.29%
Poor 102 102
9.4% | 9.4%
6 6
N
ot sure 5% 5%
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Comparisons of C%Iumn Proportionsal

Total
Total
(A)
Excellent
5. How would you rate the Good

traffic on Moraga Road

between Campolindo Drive Fair

and Saint Mary’s Road for

drivers? RE0]
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with
significance level 0.05. For each significant
pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category
with the larger column proportion.

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
Total 1026 468 558
Excellent 128 84 a4
12.5% | 18.0% | 7.9%
5. How would you rate the Good 4rs 223 250
traffic on Morgga Road 46.1% | 47.5% | 44.8%
between Camp9lindo Drive Fair 322 131 191
and Saint Mary’s Road for 31.4% | 28.0% | 34.2%
Poor 97 26 71
9.5% | 5.7% 12.7%
Not sure 6 4 2
.6% .8% 4%

. ., __ab
Comparisons of Column Proportions

Respondent's Gender
Male Female
(A) (B)
Excellent B
5. How would you rate the Good
traffic on Moraga Road
between Campolindo Drive Fair A
and Saint Mary’s Road for
drivers? HEED A
Not sure

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

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.

Page 30



Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
Total 1039 195 96 161 318 269
Excellent 128 28 13 31 32 25
12.3% 14.3% 13.5% 19.0% 10.0% 9.2%
n " T Good 487 73 42 57 163 153
. How would you rate the
traffic on Moraga Road 46.9% 37.2% 43.9% 35.1% 51.2% 56.9%
between Campolindo Drive Fair 321 67 36 59 85 74
and Saint Mary’s Road for 30.9% |  34.3% 37.7% 36.7% 26.7% 27.3%
97 27 3 15 36 16
Poor
9.4% 14.1% 3.3% 9.2% 11.3% 6.0%
Not sure 6 0 ! 0 2 2
5% .0% 1.5% .0% .8% .6%
. . b,c
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Age
18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)
o . il Excellent E
. How would you rate the
traffic on Moraga Road Good AC AC
between Campolindo Drive Fair
and Saint Mary’s Road for
drivers? e BaE a
Not sure . .
Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the
category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
Ethnicity
. American
African- A . . .
: Indian or Anglo / White / - Latino / Latina
Total AmBelggzn ! Alaskan Caucasian Aslan | Hispanic
Native
Total 944 38 1 642 137 57
Excellent 19 ! 0 24 >
12.6% 19.7% 26.9% 12.7% 17.4% 9.3%
. . . Good 451 15 0 310 62 35
. How would you rate the
traffic on Moraga Road 47.8% 39.7% 27.0% 48.3% 45.5% 61.4%
between Campolindo Drive Fair 286 8 0 191 43 17
and Saint Mary’s Road for 30.3% 20.7% 46.1% 29.8% 31.1% 29.3%
Poor 84 8 0 6 0
8.9% 19.9% .0% 8.9% 4.6% .0%
Not sure 3 0 0 2 0
4% .0% .0% 2% 1.3% .0%
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Ethnicity
Native
Native Hawaiian or Two or more Other
American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 0 3 54 13
0 1 0 0
Excellent
xeeren 0% 23.4% 0% 0%
5.H Id te th Good 0 1 29 0
. How would you rate the
traffic on Moraga Road 99.7% 25.5% 51.7% .0%
between Campolindo Drive Fair 0 1 13 13
and Saint Mary’s Road for
i Se ey 3% 51.1% 23.6% 100.0%
Poor 0 0 13 0
.0% .0% 24.6% .0%
Not sure 0 0 0 0
.0% .0% .0% .0%
. . c,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
. American
African- : . . .
: Indian or Anglo / White / - Latino / Latina
AmBelggla(m ! Alaskan Caucasian Asian [ Hispanic
Native
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)
o . il Excellent H 2 H
. How would you rate the a
traffic on Moraga Road Good a l l l
between Campolindo Drive Fair o .
and Saint Mary’s Road for a,, ,
drivers? e E,)) a b b
Not sure ' " N
. . c,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
Native
Native Hawaiian or Two or more Other
American Other Pacific races
Islander
(F) (G) (H) (U]
5 H d te th Excellent i H
. How would you rate the a
traffic on Moraga Road Good a l
between Campolindo Drive Fair . ACDEH
and Saint Mary’s Road for a,b b
drivers? L7 a b b CbD b
Not sure " N N .

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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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How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Total Onelg:sar or 12to03 years | 4 to 6 years | 7 to 10 years Mor;:::xsn 10
Total 1091 63 79 82 63 760
Excellent 138 17 9 11 5 94
12.6% 27.0% 11.6% 13.5% 8.7% 12.4%
Good 516 18 42 28 27 382
rattie on Morana Romd 47.3% 29.1% 53.8% 34.0% 42.4% 50.3%
between Campolindo Drive Fair 330 26 19 42 23 196
and Saint Mary’s Road for 30.2% 40.6% 23.6% 51.3% 36.9% 25.7%
Poor 102 1 9 1 7 84
9.4% .9% 11.1% 1.2% 12.0% 11.1%
Not sure 6 ! 0 0 0 4
5% 2.3% .0% .0% .0% 5%
How Long
Lived in
Moraga/Stude
nt at St Marys
College
St. Mary’s
College
Student
Total 44
1
Excellent 1.4%
18
5. How would you rate the Good 41.8Y%
traffic on Moraga Road =70
between Campolindo Drive ) 24
and Saint Mary’s Road for Fair 55.4%
drivers? 1 2
P
oor 1.4%
0
Not
ot sure 0%
. . ,C
Comparisons of Column Proportions
How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Onelg:sar or 12t03 years | 4 to 6 years | 7 to 10 years Mor;;:;n 10
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)
o . il Excellent EF
. How would you rate the
traffic on Moraga Road Good A A
between Campolindo Drive Fair BE
and Saint Mary’s Road for Poor
drivers? a a a
Not sure . . .
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

How Long
Lived in
Moraga/Stude
nt at St Marys
College
St. Mary’s
College
Student
(F)
Excellent
5. How would you rate the Good
traffic on Moraga Road oo
between Campolindo Drive Fair BE
and Saint Mary’s Road for
drivers? e a
Not sure .

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

,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.

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares
Total _ Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
Total 1084 494 379 124 87
Excellent 138 56 44 13 25
12.7% 11.3% 11.5% 10.3% 29.4%
512 273 161 53 25
f;a';'f‘i"‘:’vovr‘:°n;|“'fr'g’;a”£;edthe Good 47.3% 55.4% 42.5% 42.7% 29.0%
between Camp9lindo Drive Fair 329 118 140 44 26
and Saint Mary’s Road for 30.3% 24.0% 37.0% 35.6% 29.9%
Poor 99 45 32 12 10
9.2% 9.1% 8.4% 10.1% 11.7%
Not sure 6 ! 3 2 0
5% .3% 7% 1.4% .0%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

,C

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (C) (D)
o K - Excellent ABC
. How would you rate the
traffic on Moraga Road Good BD
between Campolindo Drive Fair A
and Saint Mary’s Road for
drivers? Poor a
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the

category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
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Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No

Total 1086 415 671

Excellent 136 4 o4
12.5% 17.2% 9.6%

5. How would you rate the Good o1 208 509
traffic on Morayga Road 47.5% 50.1% 46.0%

be:iwsee_n Camp9|indo D;ive Fair 328 108 220
and Saint Mary’s Road for 302% | 261% | 32.7%

Poor 101 27 74
9.3% 6.5% 11.0%

Not sure 6 ! >
5% 2% T%

Comparisons of Column

Proportions b

Previous Awareness of Project

Yes No
(A) (B)
Excellent B
5. How would you rate the Good
traffic on Moraga Road oo
between Campolindo Drive Fair A
and Saint Mary’s Road for
drivers? i A
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For
each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column
proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Preferred Solution
Total CEI‘)I(IdSI::ggS Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
Total 1056 233 235 142 446
Excellent 135 47 22 21 45
12.7% 20.1% 9.4% 14.8% 10.0%
5. How would you rate the Good 49 99 e 80 198
traffic on Morayga Road 47.0% 42.5% 50.7% 56.4% 44.4%
between Camp9lindo Drive Fair 320 69 70 32 148
and Saint Mary’s Road for 30.3% 29.6% 300% | 22.8% | 33.1%
Poor 100 18 22 7 54
9.4% 7.7% 9.2% 4.6% 12.1%
Not sure 6 0 2 2 2
5% .0% T% 1.5% 4%

Page 35



Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

,C

Preferred Solution

Existing Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3

Conditions
(A) (B) (€) (D)

Excellent BD
5. How would you rate the Good
traffic on Moraga Road oo
between Campolindo Drive Fair
and Saint Mary’s Road for
drivers? e a

Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair,
the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with
the larger column proportion.

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

Oor 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.

6. How would you rate the
conditions on Moraga Road
between Campolindo Drive
and Saint Mary’s Road for
pedestrians, bicyclists, and
other non-drivers?

Total
Total | Total
Total 1100 1100
51 51
Excellent 46% 46%
251 251
Good 22.8% | 22.8%
Fair 314 314
28.5% | 28.5%
Poor 395 395
35.9% | 35.9%
Not sure 89 89
8.1% | 8.1%

Comparisons of C%Iumn Proportionsa

Total

Total

(A)

6. How would you rate the
conditions on Moraga Road
between Campolindo Drive
and Saint Mary’s Road for
pedestrians, bicyclists, and
other non-drivers?

Excellent
Good
Fair

Poor

Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with

significance level 0.05. For each significant
pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category
with the larger column proportion.

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
Total 1034 470 564
Excellent 48 23 25
46% | 4.9% 4.4%
6. How would you rate the Good 238 114 124
conditions on Moraga Road 23.0% | 24.3% | 21.9%
between Campolindo Drive
and Saint Mary’s Road for Fair 297 144 153
pedestrians, bicyclists, and 28.8% | 30.7% | 27.2%
other non-drivers? 362 141 291
Poor
35.0% | 30.0% | 39.2%
Not sure 88 47 41
8.6% |10.0% | 7.3%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsal

Respondent's Gender
Male Female
(A) (B)
6. How would you rate the Excellent
conditions on Moraga Road Good
between Campolindo Drive Fair
and Saint Mary’s Road for
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Poor A
other non-drivers? Not sure

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

larger column proportion.

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.

Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
Total 1047 195 94 167 321 270
Excellent 48 13 3 4 20 7
4.6% 6.8% 3.1% 2.5% 6.2% 2.7%
6. How would you rate the Good 232 52 6 33 61 80
conditioncs: on Moraga Road 22.1% 26.6% 6.6% 19.7% 18.9% 29.7%
between Campolindo Drive
and Saint Mary’s Road for Fair 297 42 28 45 94 88
pedestrians, bicyclists, and 28.4% 21.7% 30.1% 26.7% 29.3% 32.6%
other non-drivers? 382 74 45 77 122 63
Poor
36.5% 37.7% 48.4% 46.3% 37.9% 23.5%
Not sure 88 14 11 8 24 31
8.5% 7.2% 11.7% 4.8% 7.6% 11.5%
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. . a,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Age
18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
(A) (B) ©) (D) (E)

6. How would you rate the Excellent
conditions on Moraga Road Good B B B BD
between Campolindo Drive Fair
and Saint Mary’s Road for
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Poor E E E E
other non-drivers? Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the
category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Ethnicity
. American
African- : . . .
: Indian or Anglo / White / . Latino / Latina
Total AmBelggzn ! Alaskan Caucasian Aslan | Hispanic
Native
Total 952 38 1 643 138 63
Excellent 42 8 0 19 2 0
4.4% 19.9% .0% 3.0% 1.6% .0%
6. How would you rate the Good 211 8 0 128 19 16
conditioncs: on Moraga Road 22.1% 19.8% 18.5% 19.8% 13.7% 26.0%
between Campolindo Drive
and Saint Mary’s Road for Fair 27 8 0 198 65 0
pedestrians, bicyclists, and 28.5% 20.7% 18.4% 30.7% 47.4% .0%
other non-drivers? 350 7 1 252 27 47
Poor
36.7% 19.7% 63.1% 39.2% 19.3% 74.0%
Not sure 79 8 0 46 25 0
8.3% 19.9% .0% 7.2% 18.0% .0%
Ethnicity
Native
Native Hawaiian or Two or more Other
American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 0 3 54 13
0 0 13 0
Excellent
.0% .0% 24.6% .0%
6. How would you rate the Good 0 1 26 13
conditions on Moraga Road .0% 48.9% 48.6% 99.9%
between Campolindo Drive 0 0 0 0
and Saint Mary’s Road for Fair
pedestrians, bicyclists, and 3% .0% .0% .0%
other non-drivers?
Poor 0 1 14 0
99.7% 51.1% 26.7% .0%
0 0 0 0
Not sure
. 0% 0% 0% 0%
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. . c,d
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
. American
African- 2 . . .
: Indian or Anglo / White / - Latino / Latina
AmBelr;gzn ! Alaskan Caucasian Aslan | Hispanic
Native
(A) (B) (€) (D) (E)
d,,0 Y
6. How would you rate the Excellent CDh a '
conditions on Moraga Road Good .
between Campolindo Drive q a b
and Saint Mary’s Road for A H 2 H ACHI '
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Poor . D ACDHI
other non-drivers? Not sure CH a,b CH b
. . c,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
Native
Native Hawaiian or Two or more Other
American Other Pacific races
Islander
(F) (G) (H) (1)
d,,D ,0 ,0
6. How would you rate the Excellent 4 b ' CcD '
conditions on Moraga Road Good " CD ACDEH
between Campolindo Drive Fair a b
and Saint Mary’s Road for 2 :
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Poor .
other non-drivers? Not sure a,b b b

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Total Onelgzgr or 2to 3 years [(4to6years |7to 10 years Mort}a’;g?sn U
Total 1099 63 79 86 62 765
Excellent o1 0 0 3 2 46
4.6% .0% .0% 3.5% 2.8% 6.0%
6. How would you rate the Good e 3 - 26 10 193
conditions on Moraga Road 22.8% 4.9% 22.3% 30.3% 15.9% 25.2%
between Campolindo Drive
and Saint Mary’s Road for Fair 313 40 19 20 15 196
pedestrians, bicyclists, and 28.5% 63.3% 23.6% 23.6% 24.2% 25.6%
other non-drivers? 395 17 34 35 31 260
Poor
36.0% 26.9% 42.8% 40.2% 50.3% 34.0%
Not sure 89 3 9 2 4 70
8.1% 4.9% 11.3% 2.3% 6.8% 9.2%
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How Long
Lived in
Moraga/Stude
nt at St Marys
College

St. Mary’s
College
Student

Total 44
0
.0%

6. How would you rate the Good !
conditions on Moraga Road 2.7%
between Campolindo Drive 23
and Saint Mary’s Road for Fair
pedestrians, bicyclists, and 52.8%
other non-drivers? 19
P

oor 42.4%

1

2.1%

Excellent

Not sure

,C

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

Onelg:sar of |2t03 years | 4 to 6 years | 7 to 10 years Mor;;:;n 10
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)
Excellent ? ?
6. How would you rate the XCE ' '
conditions on Moraga Road Good AF AF
between Campolindo Drive q
and Saint Mary’s Road for Fair BCDE
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Poor
other non-drivers? Not sure
. . ,C
Comparisons of Column Proportions
How Long
Lived in
Moraga/Stude
nt at St Marys
College
St. Mary’s
College
Student
(F)
Excellent @

6. How would you rate the XCE
conditions on Moraga Road Good
between Campolindo Drive Fair BCDE

and Saint Mary’s Road for
pedestrians,_bicyclists, and Poor
other non-drivers? Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
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Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Total _ Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
Total 1093 498 385 124 86
Excellent o1 3 3 23 22
4.6% T% .8% 18.2% 25.2%
6. How would you rate the Good 250 66 107 33 43
conditions on Moraga Road 22.8% 13.2% 27.8% 27.0% 50.1%
B blndo Dive T [ S0 | s 25 5
pedestrians, bicyclists, and 28.4% 31.4% 32.2% 19.8% 5.9%
other non-drivers? 393 254 110 23 6
Poor 36.0% 51.1% 28.6% 18.8% 6.4%
Not sure 89 18 41 20 11
8.2% 3.6% 10.5% 16.3% 12.4%

Comparisons of Column Proportions

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (€) (D)

6. How would you rate the Excellent AB AB
conditions on Moraga Road Good A A ABC
between Campolindo Drive q
and Saint Mary’s Road for Fair D D D
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Poor BCD D
other non-drivers? Not sure A A A

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the
category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No
Total 1094 414 680
50 18 31
Excellent
X 4.5% 4.4% 4.6%
6. How would you rate the Good 250 1 140
conditions on Moraga Road 22.9% 26.7% 20.5%
between Campolindo Drive
and Saint Mary’s Road for Fair 314 103 210
pedestrians, bicyclists, and 28.7% 25.0% 30.9%
other non-drivers? 392 164 2208
Poor
35.8% 39.7% 33.5%
Not sure 89 18 71
8.1% 4.3% 10.4%
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Previous Awareness of Project
Yes No
(A) (B)
6. How would you rate the Excellent
conditions on Moraga Road Good B
between Campolindo Drive Fair A
and Saint Mary’s Road for
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Poor B
other non-drivers? Not sure A

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For
each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column
proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Preferred Solution
Total CEﬁldsittlig%s Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
Total 1064 233 236 142 453
Excellent o1 27 4 0 20
4.8% 11.5% 1.5% .0% 4.5%
6. How would you rate the Good 242 106 28 35 73
conditions on Moraga Road 22.8% 45.4% 12.0% 24.6% 16.1%
between Campolindo Drive
and Saint Mary’s Road for Fair 300 55 62 18 165
pedestrians,_bicyclists, and 28.2% 23.6% 26.4% 12.9% 36.3%
other non-drivers? . 382 24 107 82 169
35.9% 10.3% 45.4% 57.9% 37.2%
Not sure 89 21 35 7 26
8.3% 9.1% 14.7% 4.7% 5.8%
. . ,C
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Preferred Solution
CEﬁldsittlirc‘)?\s Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
(A) (B) (C) (D)
d
6. How would you rate the Excellent BD :
conditions on Moraga Road Good BCD B
between Campolindo Drive .
and Saint Mary’s Road for ells c AC
pedestrians,_bicyclists, and Poor A AD A
other non-drivers? Not sure CcD

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair,
the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with
the 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.
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Total
Total | Total
Total 1103 | 1103

7. Before taking this survey, 419 419
were you aware of the Yes 38.0% | 38.0%
Livable Moraga Road — 0 — 0
Project? No 684 684

62.0% | 62.0%

Comparisons of gglumn
Proportions ’
Total
Total
(A)

7. Before taking this survey, Yes
were you aware of the
Livable Moraga Road No

Project?

Results are based on two-sided tests with
significance level 0.05. For each significant
pair, the key of the category with the
smaller column proportion appears under
the category with the larger column
proportion.

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

Total 1036 470 566

7. Before taking tl;itshsurvey, Yes 383 174 209
e Mo o
Project? No 653 295 358
63.1% | 62.9% | 63.2%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Respondent's Gender

Female

(B)

Male
(A)
7. Before taking this survey, Yes
were you aware of the
Livable Moraga Road No

Project?

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

with the larger column propotrtion.

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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Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
Total 1049 195 94 168 321 271
7. Before taking this survey, Yes 396 57 45 78 129 87
were you aware of the
Livable Moraga Road 37.7% 29.3% 47.7% 46.6% 40.1% 32.1%
Project? No 653 138 49 90 192 184
62.3% 70.7% 52.3% 53.4% 59.9% 67.9%
- - a L
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Age
18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
(A) (B) (©) (D) (E)
7. Before taking this survey, y.o A AE
were you aware of the
Livable Moraga Road
Project? No BC C

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the
category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Ethnicity
. American
African- : . . .
: Indian or Anglo / White / - Latino / Latina
Total AmBeI';gE" ! Alaskan Caucasian Asian / Hispanic
Native

Total 955 38 1 648 135 63
7. Before taking this survey, Yes 358 23 1 250 27 29
were you aware of the
Livable Moraga Road 37.5% 59.4% 81.5% 38.5% 20.2% 46.7%
Project? No 597 15 0 399 108 34

62.5% 40.6% 18.5% 61.5% 79.8% 53.3%
Ethnicity
Native
Native Hawaiian or Two or more Other
American Other Pacific races
Islander

Total 0 3 54 13
7. Before taking this survey, v 0 1 27 0
were you aware of the es
Livable Moraga Road 99.7% 51.1% 49.7% .0%
Project? No 0 1 27 13

.3% 48.9% 50.3% 100.0%
. . ,C
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
. American
African- : . . .
: Indian or Anglo / White / - Latino / Latina
AmBeIralgla(m / Alaskan Caucasian Asian | Hispanic
Native
(A) (B) (€) (D) (E)

7. Before taking this survey, yoo DI a D DI
were you aware of the
Livable Moraga Road a
Project? No ACEH
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. . b,c
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
Native
Native Hawaiian or Two or more Other
American Other Pacific races
Islander
(F) (G) (H) ()]

7. Before taking this survey, Yes a DI
were you aware of the ’
Livable Moraga Road a
Project? No . AEH

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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

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.

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

One year or More than 10
Total e 2to 3 years | 4to 6 years |7 to 10 years years
Total 1101 62 79 88 62 767
7. Before taking this survey, v 418 8 40 33 19 316
were you aware of the es
Livable Moraga Road 37.9% 13.7% 50.4% 37.8% 30.2% 41.3%
Project? No 683 53 39 55 43 451
62.1% 86.3% 49.6% 62.2% 69.8% 58.7%
How Long
Lived in
Moraga/Stude
nt at St Marys
College
St. Mary’s
College
Student
Total 44
7. Before taking this survey, 1
were you aware of the Yes 2 99
Livable Moraga Road =70
Project? No 43
97.1%
. . a,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Onelgse:r or 12t03 years | 4 to 6 years | 7 to 10 years Mor;et;!fsn g
(A) (8) (©) (D) (E)
7. Before taking this survey, Yes AE AE F AE
were you aware of the
Livable Moraga Road No BCE

Project?
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Comparisons of Column Proportions

a,

How Long
Lived in
Moraga/Stude
nt at St Marys
College

St. Mary’s
College
Student

(F)

7. Before taking this survey,
were you aware of the
Livable Moraga Road
Project?

Yes

No

BCDE

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Total ~ Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
Total 1094 495 388 124 86
7. Before taking this survey, 416 192 134 34 55
B o tharears of the Yes 38.0% 38.9% 34.6% 27.2% 64.0%
Project? No 678 303 254 90 31
62.0% 61.1% 65.4% 72.8% 36.0%

. . a,b
Comparisons of Column Proportions

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (C) (D)
7. Before taking this survey, Yes ABC
were you aware of the
Livable Moraga Road
Project? No D D D

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the
category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No
Total 1103 419 684
7. Before taking tt;itshsurvey, Yes 419 419 0
s
Project? No 684 0 684
62.0% .0% 100.0%
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Comparisons of Column ProportionsID

,C

Previous Awareness of Project

Yes

No

(A)

(]

7. Before taking this survey,
were you aware of the
Livable Moraga Road
Project?

Yes

No

a

a

a

a

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For
each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column
proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Preferred Solution

Total ngijsittiig?ﬂns Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
Total 1067 233 236 140 458

7. Before taking this survey, Y 413 115 100 86 112
were you aware of the es
Livable Moraga Road 38.7% 49.2% 42.6% 61.3% 24.4%
Project? No 654 118 135 54 346

61.3% 50.8% 57.4% 38.7% 75.6%

. . a,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Preferred Solution
CEI):IdSittlig?’ls Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
(A) (B) (©) (D)

7. Before taking this survey, Yes D D BD
were you aware of the
Livable Moraga Road
Project? No C ABC

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant
pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the
category with the larger column proportion.

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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Total
Total | Total
Total 1071 1071
Two travel lanes in each 928 928
direction for cars 86.7% | 86.7%
No dedicated center turn 180 180
lane 16.8% | 16.8%
8. In looking at the Typical 572 572
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars o o
diagram, what do you like 53.4% | 53.4%
about the current Shoulder with shared use 356 356
configuration of Segment 3? for parking, bicyclists and
pedestrians 33.3% | 33.3%
23 23
h
Other 21% | 2.1%
21 21
Not Sure
Y 2.0% | 2.0%
Comparisons of Column Proportions '
Total
Total
(A)
Two travel lanes in each
direction for cars
No dedicated center turn
8. In looking at the Typical lane
5_)('5"“9 C°h“1'g°“5 ik Wide travel lanes for cars
a;aac?Jtam:evr:u?renc': you like Shoulder with shared use
configuration of Segment 3?2 for parking, bicyclists and
pedestrians
Other
Not Sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05.
For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the larger

column proportion.

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
Total 1005 451 555
Two travel lanes in each 866 388 478
direction for cars 86.1% | 86.0% | 86.2%
No dedicated center turn 169 63 106
lane 16.8% | 14.0% | 19.1%
8. In looking at the Typical 524 230 204
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars o o o
diagram, what do you like 52.1% |51.0% | 53.1%
about the current Shoulder with shared use 323 147 176
configuration of Segment 3? for parking, bicyclists and
pedestrians 32.1% | 32.5% | 31.8%
21 9 12
Oth
er 21% | 24% | 2.1%
20 7 13
Not Sure
2.0% | 1.7% 2.3%
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Respondent's Gender

8. In looking at the Typical
Existing Conditions
diagram, what do you like
about the current

configuration of Segment 3?

Male Female
(A) (B)
Two travel lanes in each
direction for cars
No dedicated center turn A

lane
Wide travel lanes for cars

Shoulder with shared use
for parking, bicyclists and
pedestrians

Other
Not Sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears
under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years
Total 1019 195 86 166 311
Two travel lanes in each 879 181 70 139 261
direction for cars 86.3% 92.9% 80.8% 83.8% 83.9%
No dedicated center turn 168 40 10 15 60
lane 16.4% 20.6% 12.1% 9.3% 19.2%
8. In looking at the Typical 538 112 38 74 175
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars
diagrang], what do you like 52.8% 57.5% 43.9% 44.4% 56.3%
about the current Shoulder with shared use 337 57 28 47 109
configuration of Segment 3? for parking, bicyclists and
pedestrians 33.1% 29.4% 32.8% 28.2% 35.0%
22 0 1 4 11
Other
2.2% .0% .9% 2.4% 3.6%
20 0 4 2 11
Not Sure
2.0% .0% 4.1% 1.2% 3.4%
Age
65+ years
Total 259
Two travel lanes in each 227
direction for cars 87.5%
No dedicated center turn 42
lane 16.0%
8. In looking at the Typical 139
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars o
diagram, what do you like 53.5%
about the current Shoulder with shared use 96
configuration of Segment 3? for parking, bicyclists and
pedestrians 36.8%
6
Oth
er 2.3%
4
Not Sure
1.6%
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8. In looking at the Typical
Existing Conditions
diagram, what do you like
about the current

configuration of Segment 3?

. . b,c
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Age
18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
(A) (B) (©) (D) (E)

Two travel lanes in each BD

direction for cars

No dedicated center turn c c

lane
Wide travel lanes for cars

Shoulder with shared use
for parking, bicyclists and
pedestrians

Other
Not Sure

a

a

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
Ethnicity
. American
African- : .
: Indian or Anglo / White / -
Total AmBelr;glzzn / Alaskan Caucasian Asian
Native
Total 925 38 1 623 137
Two travel lanes in each 802 38 1 525 125
direction for cars 86.8% 100.0% 100.0% 84.3% 91.1%
No dedicated center turn 153 0 0 109 13
lane 16.6% .0% .0% 17.5% 9.5%
8. In looking at the Typical 481 15 0 306 85
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars
diagram, what do you like e trav 52.0% 40.6% 36.8% 49.2% 62.1%
about the current Shoulder with shared use 302 8 1 190 53
configuration of Segment 3? for parking, bicyclists and
pedestrians 32.7% 19.9% 68.3% 30.5% 39.0%
15 0 0 14 1
Oth
er 1.6% 0% 0% 2.2% 1.1%
19 0 0 12 1
Not Sure
2.1% .0% .0% 1.9% .8%
Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more
/ Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 57 0 3 54
Two travel lanes in each 45 0 3 53
direction for cars 79.9% 3% 100.0% 99.0%
No dedicated center turn 6 0 0 13
lane 10.1% .0% .0% 24.6%
8. In looking at the Typical 34 0 0 26
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars
diagran%, what do you like 60.5% 100.0% 0% 49.3%
about the current Shoulder with shared use 24 0 1 26
configuration of Segment 3? for parking, bicyclists and
pedestrians 41.6% 3% 48.9% 48.3%
0 0 0 0
Other
.0% .0% .0% .0%
6 0 0 1
Not Sure
Y 10.1% 0% 0% 1.0%
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8. In looking at the Typical
Existing Conditions
diagram, what do you like
about the current
configuration of Segment 3?

Ethnicity
Other
Total 13
Two travel lanes in each 13
direction for cars 100.0%
No dedicated center turn 13
lane 99.9%
Wide travel lanes for cars 13
100.0%
Shoulder with shared use 0
for parking, bicyclists and
pedestrians .0%
0
Other
.0%
0
Not Sure
“ .0%

Comparisons of

Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity
. American
African- : q
: Indian or Anglo / White / -
AmBelggla(an ! Alaskan Caucasian Aslan
Native
(A) (B) (C) (D)
Two travel lanes in each a a,b
direction for cars )
No dedicated center turn a a,b
8. In looking at the Typical lane :
E_Xisting C°h"‘:ig°"5 ik Wide travel lanes for cars P
about the current . Shoulder with shared use b
configuration of Segment 3?2 for parking, bicyclists and :
pedestrians
Other @ .a”b
Not Sure 2 2 P
. . c,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more
| Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
(E) (F) (G) (H)
Two travel lanes in each b a CE
direction for cars '
No dedicated center turn a,b a
8. In looking at the Typical lane :
E_Xisting COhHC:iﬂOHS ik Wide travel lanes for cars a.b 2
a,')a(?l:? m’ev::u?reni LI Shoulder with shared use b
configuration of Segment 3?2 for parking, bicyclists and : '
pedestrians X
Other 2 2 2
Not Sure CD a.b 2

Page 51




Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

Comparisons of Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity
Other
(1

Two travel lanes in each

direction for cars

No dedicated center turn
8. In looking at the Typical lane CDEH
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars ACH

diagram, what do you like
about the current

configuration of Segment 3?

Shoulder with shared use
for parking, bicyclists and
pedestrians

Other
Not Sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Total Onelzggr or 2to 3 years (4to6years |7to 10 years
Total 1070 57 76 86 62
Two travel lanes in each 928 37 60 72 54
direction for cars 86.7% 64.5% 78.1% 83.7% 88.3%
No dedicated center turn 179 2 8 18 18
lane 16.8% 3.9% 10.8% 21.0% 29.9%
8. In looking at the Typical 571 26 24 36 34
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars
about the current Shoulder with shared use 355 21 30 26 18
configuration of Segment 3? for parking, bicyclists and
pedestrians 33.2% 36.7% 38.8% 30.4% 28.7%
23 1 1 2 0
Other
2.1% 1.6% 1.7% 1.9% .0%
21 1 3 0 2
Not Sure
Y 2.0% 1.8% 4.1% 0% 3.6%
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How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys

College
More than 10 Séoh{::w’s
ears ge
y Student
Total 745 44
Two travel lanes in each 664 42
direction for cars 89.1% 94.5%
No dedicated center turn 118 14
lane 15.9% 32.5%
8. In looking at the Typical 425 26
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars o o
diagram, what do you like 57.0% 59.7%
about the current Shoulder with shared use 258 3
configuration of Segment 3? for parking, bicyclists and
pedestrians 34.7% 5.7%
19 0
Other
2.6% .0%
13 1
Not Sure
Y 1.8% 3.3%
,C

Comparisons of

Column Proportions

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

Onelzggr or 2to3years |[4to6years |7to 10 years
(A) (B) (C) (D)
Two travel lanes in each A
direction for cars
No dedicated center turn A
8. In looking at the Typical lane
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars
gllaac?Jta m’ev‘v:m:edn(; you like Shoulder with shared use
configuration of Segment 3? for parking, bicyclists and F F F F
pedestrians
Other
Not Sure 2

Comparisons of

. b,c
Column Proportions

How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys

8. In looking at the Typical
Existing Conditions
diagram, what do you like
about the current
configuration of Segment 3?

Two travel lanes in each
direction for cars

No dedicated center turn
lane

Wide travel lanes for cars

Shoulder with shared use
for parking, bicyclists and
pedestrians

Other
Not Sure

College
More than 10 Séonll::g;s
years Student
(E) (F)
A A
B B
F
a
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Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Total Very Somewhat Somewhat
important important unimportant
Total 1063 474 381 122
Two travel lanes in each 920 373 352 113
direction for cars 86.6% 78.6% 92.3% 92.8%
No dedicated center turn 178 54 66 43
lane 16.8% 11.3% 17.3% 35.0%
8. In looking at the Typical 568 241 217 51
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars
diagram, what do you like 53.5% 50.8% 56.9% 41.6%
about the current Shoulder with shared use 354 144 124 41
configuration of Segment 3? for parking, bicyclists and
pedestrians 33.3% 30.4% 32.6% 33.5%
23 9 8 4
Oth
er 2.2% 1.9% 2.2% 3.1%
21 19 2 0
Not Sure
2.0% 4.0% .6% .0%
Importance of
Balancing
Needs on
Major
Thoroughfare
s
Not important
at all
Total 85
Two travel lanes in each 82
direction for cars 96.6%
No dedicated center turn 16
lane 18.8%
8. In looking at the Typical 59
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars o
diagram, what do you like 69.7%
about the current Shoulder with shared use 44
configuration of Segment 3? for parking, bicyclists and
pedestrians 52.1%
2
Oth
er 2.0%
0
Not S
ot Sure 0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

,C

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (C) (D)
Two travel lanes in each
direction for cars A A A
No dedicated center turn AB
8. In looking at the Typical lane
E_X'St'“g C°h"‘:'g°“5 ik Wide travel lanes for cars o] AC
a;aac?l:ta m,evtv:u?ren(; you fike Shoulder with shared use
configuration of Segment 3? for parking, bicyclists and ABC
pedestrians
Other
Not Sure B ) )

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No
Total 1065 393 672
Two travel lanes in each 922 334 588
direction for cars 86.6% 84.9% 87.6%
No dedicated center turn 179 48 130
lane 16.8% 12.3% 19.4%
8. In looking at the Typical 567 211 356
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars o o o
diagram, what do you like 53.2% 53.7% 53.0%
about the current Shoulder with shared use 356 144 211
configuration of Segment 3? for parking, bicyclists and
pedestrians 33.4% 36.8% 31.4%
23 10 13
Other
2.2% 2.5% 2.0%
21 8 14
Not Sure
. 2.0% 2.0% 2.0%
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Previous Awareness of Project

8. In looking at the Typical
Existing Conditions
diagram, what do you like
about the current

configuration of Segment 3?

Yes No
(A) (B)
Two travel lanes in each
direction for cars
No dedicated center turn A

lane
Wide travel lanes for cars

Shoulder with shared use
for parking, bicyclists and
pedestrians

Other
Not Sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the
key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the

larger column proportion.

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.

Preferred Solution

Total CEI)'(IIdSittlig?'ls Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
Total 1038 232 224 129 453
Two travel lanes in each 907 221 185 86 414
direction for cars 87.3% 95.6% 82.4% 66.5% 91.4%
No dedicated center turn 176 58 5 2 111
lane 17.0% 24.9% 2.2% 1.7% 24.5%
8. In looking at the Typical 558 158 116 55 228
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars
about the current Shoulder with shared use 346 120 50 53 123
configuration of Segment 3?  for parking, bicyclists and
pedestrians 33.3% 52.0% 22.3% 40.7% 27.0%
21 8 5 4 3
Other
2.0% 3.6% 2.3% 3.2% 8%
14 1 2 9 2
Not Sure
1.3% 3% 9% 7.1% 5%
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Preferred Solution

Existing

Conditions Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
(A) (B) (C) (D)
Two travel lanes in each
direction for cars BC C BC
No dedicated center turn
8. In looking at the Typical lane BC BC
E_X'St'“g C°h"‘:'g°“5 ik Wide travel lanes for cars BCD
a;aac?l:ta m,ev:u?ren(; youlike Shoulder with shared use
configuration of Segment 3? for parking, bicyclists and BD BD
pedestrians
Other D
Not Sure ABD

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the

category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Total
Total | Total
Total 900 900
Two travel lanes in each 27 27
direction for cars 3.0% 3.0%
No dedicated center turn 380 380
lane 42.2% | 42.2%
9. In looking at the Typical 47 47
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars o o
diagram, what do you 5.3% | 5.3%
dislike about the current Shoulder for use for 429 429
configuration of Segment 3? parking, and bicyclists and
pedestrians 477% 477%
129 129
Oth
er 14.3% | 14.3%
101 101
Not S
ot sure 11.3% | 11.3%
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a,

Total

Total

(A)

9. In looking at the Typical
Existing Conditions
diagram, what do you
dislike about the current

configuration of Segment 3?

Two travel lanes in each
direction for cars

No dedicated center turn
lane

Wide travel lanes for cars

Shoulder for use for
parking, and bicyclists and
pedestrians

Other
Not Sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05.
For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the larger

column proportion.

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.

Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

Respondent's Gender

Total Male | Female
Total 845 397 448
Two travel lanes in each 24 14 10
direction for cars 28% | 3.4% 2.3%
No dedicated center turn 367 168 199
lane 43.5% | 42.3% | 44.5%
9. In looking at the Typical 47 32 15
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars o o o
diagram, what do you 5.5% | 8.0% 3.3%
dislike about the current Shoulder for use for 396 154 242
configuration of Segment 3? parking, and bicyclists and
pedestrians 46.8% | 38.8% 53.9%
119 56 63
Oth
er 14.1% | 14.2% | 14.0%
98 43 55
Not Sure
11.6% | 10.8% | 12.3%
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a,

Respondent's Gender

Male Female
(A) (B)
Two travel lanes in each
direction for cars
No dedicated center turn
9. In looking at the Typical lane
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars B
diagram, what do you
dislike about the current Shoulder for use for
configuration of Segment 3? Parking, and bicyclists and A
pedestrians
Other
Not Sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears
under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years
Total 860 157 89 152 255
Two travel lanes in each 24 0 4 3 9
direction for cars 2.8% 0% 5.0% 1.9% 3.7%
No dedicated center turn 366 43 40 64 119
lane 42.6% 27.3% 45.6% 41.9% 46.8%
9. In looking at the Typical 47 14 7 2 18
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars
diagrarg, what do you 5.5% 90% 7.7% 1.3%) 71 %
dislil_(e abo_ut the current Shoulder for use for 414 115 38 73 106
configuration of Segment 3? parking, and bicyclists and
pedestrians 48.2% 73.2% 43.1% 48.1% 41.6%
119 28 11 23 34
Other
13.8% 18.1% 12.8% 15.3% 13.2%
96 0 12 17 30
Not
ot Sure 11.2% 0% 13.3% 11.2% 11.7%
Age
65+ years
Total 208
Two travel lanes in each 7
direction for cars 3.4%
No dedicated center turn 100
lane 48.2%
9. In looking at the Typical 6
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars 0
diagram, what do you 3.1%
dislil_(e abo_ut the current Shoulder for use for 82
configuration of Segment 3? parking, and bicyclists and
pedestrians 39.6%
22
Other
10.5%
38
Not
ot Sure 18.1%
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. . b,c
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Age
18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)

Two travel lanes in each a

direction for cars

No dedicated center turn A A A
9. In looking at the Typical lane
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars C
diagram, what do you
dislike about the current Shoulder for use for
configuration of Segment 3? parking, and bicyclists and BCDE

pedestrians

Other

Not Sure °

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
Ethnicity
. American
African- : .
: Indian or Anglo / White / -
Total AmBelr;glzzn / Alaskan Caucasian Asian
Native
Total 791 30 0 542 124
Two travel lanes in each 21 0 0 21 0
direction for cars 2.7% 0% 0% 3.9% 0%
No dedicated center turn 336 8 0 230 74
lane 42 4% 24.8% 0% 42.5% 59.5%
9. In looking at the Typical 45 0 0 22 17
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars
diagram, what do you e trav 5.6% 0% 0% 4.0% 13.7%
dislike about the current Shoulder for use for 392 15 0 270 44
configuration of Segment 3? parking, and bicyclists and
pedestrians 49.5% 50.4% 63.3% 49.8% 35.2%
104 0 0 72 25
Oth
er 13.1% 0% 36.7% 13.3% 20.1%
86 8 0 67 11
Not Sure
10.9% 24.8% .0% 12.4% 8.7%
Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more
/ Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 63 0 3 15
Two travel lanes in each 0 0 0 0
direction for cars 0% 0% 0% 0%
No dedicated center turn 22 0 1 0
lane 35.7% 3% 51.1% 1.4%
9. In looking at the Typical 6 0 0 0
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars
diagran%, what do you 9.6% 0% 0% 0%
dislil_(e abo_ut the current Shoulder for use for 35 0 1 14
configuration of Segment 3? parking, and bicyclists and
pedestrians 55.2% 99.7% 25.5% 95.0%
6 0 0 1
Other
9.1% 0% 0% 7.3%
0 0 1 0
Not Sure
Y 0% 0% 23.4% 0%
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Ethnicity
Other
Total 13
Two travel lanes in each 0
direction for cars 0%
No dedicated center turn 0
lane 0%
9. In looking at the Typical 0
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars 0
diagram, what do you 0%
dislike about the current Shoulder for use for 13
configuration of Segment 3? parking, and bicyclists and
pedestrians 99.9%
0
Other
.0%
0
Not Sure
Y .0%

Comparisons of

Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity
- American
African- : n
: Indian or Anglo / White / .
AmBelggla(an / Alaskan Caucasian Asian
Native
(A) (B) (C) (D)
Two travel lanes in each a a,b a
direction for cars : )
No dedicated center turn a,b
HI ACEHI
9. In looking at the Typical lane ) c
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars 2 & C
diagram, what do you
dislike about the current Shoulder for use for b
configuration of Segment 3? Parking, and bicyclists and :
pedestrians
Other 2 .’b
Not Sure i
. R c,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more
| Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
(E) (F) (G) (H)
Two travel lanes in each a a,b a
direction for cars ’
No dedicated center turn b
9. In looking at the Typical lane -
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars & 2
diagram, what do you
dislike about the current Shoulder for use for b
configuration of Segment 3? parking, and bicyclists and . CD
pedestrians X
Other an 2
Not Sure 2 a.b
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity
Other
(U]

Two travel lanes in each
direction for cars

No dedicated center turn
9. In looking at the Typical lane

Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars 2
diagram, what do you s p f
dislike about the current houlder for use for

configuration of Segment 3? parking, and bicyclists and ACDEG
pedestrians

Other
Not Sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Total Onelzggr or 2to 3 years (4to6years |7to 10 years
Total 899 63 61 80 51
Two travel lanes in each 27 1 3 1 2
direction for cars 3.0% 2.4% 5.1% 1.1% 3.1%
No dedicated center turn 379 15 25 35 19
lane 42.2% 23.4% 41.0% 43.9% 36.9%
9. In looking at the Typical 47 20 4 2 3
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars
dislike about the current Shoulder for use for 429 13 34 40 27
configuration of Segment 3? parking, and bicyclists and
pedestrians 47.7% 21.1% 55.7% 50.2% 53.6%
129 19 6 6 7
Other
14.3% 31.0% 9.9% 6.9% 14.5%
101 4 7 7 4
Not Sure
. 11.3% 5.6% 10.9% 9.0% 6.9%

Page 62



Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys

College
More than 10 Séoh{::w’s
ears ge
y Student
Total 602 43
Two travel lanes in each 20 0
direction for cars 3.3% 0%
No dedicated center turn 269 16
lane 44.7% 37.9%
9. In looking at the Typical 18 0
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars o o
diagram, what do you 2.9% 0%
dislike about the current Shoulder for use for 274 41
configuration of Segment 3? parking, and bicyclists and
pedestrians 45.5% 95.3%
74 16
Other
12.3% 38.3%
80 0
Not Sure
. 13.4% 0%
,C

Comparisons of

Column Proportions

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

Onelzggr or 2to3years |[4to6years |7to 10 years
(A) (B) (C) (D)
Two travel lanes in each
direction for cars
No dedicated center turn
9. In looking at the Typical lane
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars BCDE
diagram, what do you
dislike about the current Shoulder for use for
configuration of Segment 3? Parking, and bicyclists and A A A
pedestrians
Other CE
Not Sure

Comparisons of

. b,c
Column Proportions

How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys

College
More than 10 S(tz.ol\ll:gry’s
ears ge
y Student
(E) (F)
Two travel lanes in each a
direction for cars )
No dedicated center turn A
9. In looking at the Typical lane a
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars )
diagram, what do you
disiike about the current Shoulder for use for
configuration of Segment 3? parking, and bicyclists and A ABCDE
pedestrians
Other BCE
Not Sure °

Page 63



Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Total Very Somewhat Somewhat
important important unimportant
Total 894 447 318 87
Two travel lanes in each 27 15 9 1
direction for cars 3.0% 3.4% 2.9% 1.4%
No dedicated center turn 379 212 132 27
lane 42.4% 47.4% 41.7% 31.7%
9. In looking at the Typical 47 36 9 3
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars
diagrarg, what do you : v 5.3% 8.0% 2.7% 3.6%
dislil_(e abqut the current Shoulder for use for 426 232 142 29
configuration of Segment 3? parking, and bicyclists and
pedestrians 47.7% 52.1% 44.6% 33.9%
126 87 22 9
Oth
er 14.1% 19.5% 6.8% 9.9%
101 24 51 22
Not Sure
11.3% 5.3% 15.9% 25.2%
Importance of
Balancing
Needs on
Major
Thoroughfare
s
Not important
at all
Total 43
Two travel lanes in each 1
direction for cars 3.0%
No dedicated center turn 7
lane 16.7%
9. In looking at the Typical 0
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars o
diagram, what do you 0%
dislike about the current Shoulder for use for 23
configuration of Segment 3? parking, and bicyclists and
pedestrians 53.1%
9
Oth
er 21.3%
4
Not S
ot sure 10.4%
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Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (C) (D)
Two travel lanes in each
direction for cars
No dedicated center turn cD D
9. In looking at the Typical lane .
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars B .
diagram, what do you
dislike about the current Shoulder for use for
configuration of Segment 3? Parking, and bicyclists and c
pedestrians
Other B B
Not Sure A A

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No
Total 897 333 564
Two travel lanes in each 27 16 1
direction for cars 3.0% 4.7% 2.0%
No dedicated center turn 380 146 234
lane 42.3% 43.7% 41.5%
9. In looking at the Typical 47 21 27
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars 0 o o
diagram, what do you 5.3% 6.2% 4.7%
dislike about the current Shoulder for use for 426 167 259
configuration of Segment 3? parking, and bicyclists and
pedestrians 47.5% 50.3% 45.9%
129 45 84
Other
14.4% 13.5% 14.9%
101 37 64
Not Sure
5 11.3% 11.1% 11.4%
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Previous Awareness of Project

Yes

No

(A)

(B)

9. In looking at the Typical
Existing Conditions
diagram, what do you
dislike about the current

configuration of Segment 3?

Two travel lanes in each
direction for cars

No dedicated center turn
lane

Wide travel lanes for cars

Shoulder for use for
parking, and bicyclists and
pedestrians

Other
Not Sure

B

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the
key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the

larger column proportion.

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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Preferred Solution

Total CEI)'(IIdSittlig?'ls Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
Total 870 130 230 124 386
Two travel lanes in each 26 2 6 15 3
direction for cars 3.0% 1.2% 2.8% 11.8% 8%
No dedicated center turn 374 37 127 66 144
lane 43.0% 28.4% 55.4% 53.0% 37.3%
9. In looking at the Typical 46 2 11 8 25
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars
diagrarg, what do you 5.3% 1 .3% 4.8% 6.3(%) 6.50/0
dislike about the current Shoulder for use for 418 47 94 77 200
configuration of Segment 3? parking, and bicyclists and
pedestrians 48.0% 36.1% 40.7% 62.0% 51.8%
118 20 20 18 61
Other
13.5% 15.1% 8.6% 14.1% 15.7%
95 31 23 3 38
Not Sure
10.9% 23.5% 10.1% 2.8% 9.8%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsal

Preferred Solution
Existing : . .
Conditions Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
(A) (B) (C) (D)
Two travel lanes in each
direction for cars ABD
No dedicated center turn
AD AD
9. In looking at the Typical lane
Existing Conditions Wide travel lanes for cars
diagram, what do you
dislike about the current Shoulder for use for
configuration of Segment 3? parking, and bicyclists and AB AB
pedestrians
Other
Not Sure BCD

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the

category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Total
Total | Total
Total 1087 | 1087
Verv safe 535 535
e 49.2% | 49.2%
428 428
Somewhat safe
10. How safe do you find the 39.4% | 39.4%
current configuration of 105 105
Segment 3 for drivers? Somewhat unsafe 9.7% | 9.7%
14 14
Ve nsafe
W 1.3% | 1.3%
5 5
Not
o sure 5% | 5%
. . a,b
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Total
Total
(A)
Very safe
10. How safe do you find the Somewhat safe
current configuration of Somewhat unsafe
Segment 3 for drivers? Very unsafe
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance
level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the
category with the smaller column proportion appears
under the category with the larger column proportion.

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
Total 1022 463 559
T 496 214 282
48.6% | 46.3% | 50.5%
410 200 210
10. How safe do you find the Somewhat safe 40.1% | 43.1% | 37.6%
current configuration of 100 45 55
Segment 3 for drivers? Somewhat unsafe 98% | 9.8% 9.9%
11 2 9
Very unsafe 11% | 5% | 1.6%
Not sure 4 ! 3
A% .3% 5%

Comparisons of Column Proportions

’

Respondent's Gender

Male

Female

(A)

(8)

10. How safe do you find the
current configuration of
Segment 3 for drivers?

Very safe
Somewhat safe
Somewhat unsafe
Very unsafe

Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For
each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column
proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
Total 1035 195 96 161 319 264
Very safe 511 125 44 66 147 129
49.3% 63.8% 46.2% 41.2% 45.9% 48.9%
Somewhat safe 408 42 44 77 138 107
10. How safe do you find the 39.4% 21.7% 46.0% 47.8% 43.2% 40.5%
current configuration of 101 28 8 14 28 23
Segment 3 for drivers? Somewhatunsafe | o, | 5o, 7.9% 8.8% 8.9% 8.6%
Very unsafe 1 0 0 2 ° 3
1.1% .0% .0% 1.6% 1.7% 1.2%
Not sure 4 0 0 ! ! 2
4% .0% .0% T% 3% 9%

Page 68



Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

10. How safe do you find the
current configuration of
Segment 3 for drivers?

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’c
Age
18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
(A) (B) (©) (D) (E)
Very safe BCDE
Somewhat safe A A A A

Somewhat unsafe
Very unsafe
Not sure

a

a

a

a

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with
the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Ethnicity
q American
African- : .
: Indian or Anglo / White / -
Total AmBelr;gzn / Alaskan Caucasian Asian
Native
Total 941 38 1 638 138
461 30 1 274 54
Very safe
49.0% 79.3% 68.4% 43.0% 39.3%
372 8 0 281 59
Somewhat safe o 0 0 0 0
10. How safe do you find the 39.5% 20.7% 31.6% 44.0% 43.2%
current configuration of Somewhat unsafe 94 0 0 70 22
Segment 3 for drivers? 10.0% 0% 0% 11.0% 16.3%
Very unsafe 1 0 0 10 !
i 1.2% 0% 0% 1.6% 8%
Not sure 3 0 0 2 !
3% .0% .0% A% 5%
Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more Other
[ Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 57 0 3 54 13
Verv safe 35 0 1 53 13
v 61.4% 3% 25.5% 98.9% 99.9%
22 0 1 0 0
Somewhat safe
10. How safe do you find the 38.6% 0% 48.9% 0% 0%
current configuration of Somewhat unsafe 0 0 1 1 0
Segment 3 for drivers? 0% 99.7% 25.5% 1.0% 0%
Very unsafe 0 0 0 0 0
v 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Not sure 0 0 0 0 0
.0% .0% .0% .0% .0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity
. American
African- 2 . . .
- Indian or Anglo / White / - Latino / Latina
AmBelggznl Alaskan Caucasian Aslan | Hispanic
Native
(A) (B) (€) (D) (E)
Very safe CD N
a
10. How safe do you find the Somewhat safe 'g a b HI HI "J)
current configuration of Somewhat unsafe N T H N
Segment 3 for drivers? Very unsafe b a,b b
b ‘ab b
Not sure . .
. . c,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
Native
Native Hawaiian or Two or more Other
American Other Pacific races
Islander
(F) (G) (H) (U]
Very safe 2 ACDEG |CDG
Somewhat saf anb H
10. How safe do you find the omewhat sate a b
current configuration of Somewhat unsafe . H J
Segment 3 for drivers? Very unsafe a,b b
a,b b
Not sure .

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Total OneI)e(:anr or 2to 3 years [4to6years |7to 10 years
Total 1087 63 77 82 62
Very safe 535 45 37 43 26
49.2% 71.6% 47.8% 51.8% 42.0%
Somewhat safe 428 19 31 34 26
10. How safe do you find the 39.4% 23.6% 40.6% 40.9% 42.0%
current configuration of 105 1 9 5 6
Segment 3 for drivers? Somewhat unsafe |/, 1.6% 11.6% 6.2% 10.2%
Very unsafe 14 ! 0 0 4
1.3% 1.5% .0% .0% 5.7%
Not sure ° ! 0 ! 0
5% 1.6% .0% 1.2% .0%

Page 70



Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall

Crosstabs 01-29-16

How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys

College
More than 10 S(t:.ol\fllgry’s
years ge
Student
Total 758 44
367 17
Very safe
w 48.4% 37.9%
309 12
Somewhat safe
10. How safe do you find the 40.8% 28.0%
current configuration of 69 15
Segment 3 for drivers? Somewhat unsafe 9.1% 34.0%
9 0
Vv f
AL 1.3% 0%
3 0
Not sure
4% .0%
. . b,c
Comparisons of Column Proportions
How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Onelg:sar or 12t03 years | 4to 6 years |7 to 10 years Mor;et:fsn 10
(A) (B) (€) (D) (E)
Very safe DEF

10. How safe do you find the
current configuration of
Segment 3 for drivers?

Somewhat safe
Somewhat unsafe

Very unsafe . 2 E
Not sure 2 2
. . ,C
Comparisons of Column Proportions
How Long
Lived in
Moraga/Stude
nt at St Marys
College
St. Mary’s
College
Student
(F)
Very safe
10. How safe do you find the Somewhat safe
current configuration of Somewhat unsafe ABCDE
a

Segment 3 for drivers?

Very unsafe
Not sure

a

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
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Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares
Total _ Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
Total 1078 491 379 121 88
Very safe 530 218 171 84 56
49.1% 44.5% 45.0% 69.8% 64.3%
Somewhat safe 427 204 175 35 13
10. How safe do you find the 39.6% 41.5% 46.1% 28.7% 15.3%
current configuration of 102 57 28 2 15
SespepSlioideEg Somewhatunsafe | 959 11.7% 7.4% 1.5% 17.4%
Very unsafe 14 8 3 0 3
1.3% 1.7% .8% .0% 3.0%
Not sure ° 3 3 0 0
5% .6% 1% .0% .0%

. . __bc
Comparisons of Column Proportions

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (€) (D)
Very safe AB AB
10. How safe do you find the Somewhat safe D Ch
current configuration of Somewhat unsafe C BC

Segment 3 for drivers?

Very unsafe
Not sure

a

a

a

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with
the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No
Total 1082 415 667
s 530 211 319
49.0% 50.8% 47.9%
428 140 288
10. How safe do you find the Somewhat safe 39.5% 33.7% 43.2%
current configuration of 105 53 52
Segment 3 for drivers? Somewhat unsafe 9.7% 12.8% 7.8%
14 8 6
Very unsafe 1.3% 1.9% 9%
Not sure ° 3 2
5% .8% 3%
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a,

Previous Awareness of Project

Yes No
(A) (B)
Very safe
10. How safe do you find the Somewhat safe A
current configuration of Somewhat unsafe B

Segment 3 for drivers?

Very unsafe
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears
under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Preferred Solution

Total cfﬁaﬁz:gﬂs Option 1 |Option 2 | Option 3
Total 1055 233 232 135 455
Verv safe 518 151 67 69 231
e 49.1% 64.8% 28.9% | 51.2% | 50.8%
Somewhat safe 416 60 126 40 190
10. How safe do you find the 39.5% 25.9% 54.1% 29.8% 41.9%
current configuration of Somewhat unsafe 104 19 34 21 29
Segment 3 for drivers? 9.8% 8.1% 14.8% | 159% | 6.4%
Very unsafe 12 2 > 4 2
v 1.2% 9% 2.1% 2.6% 4%
Not sure 4 ! 0 ! 3
4% 4% .0% 5% 6%
- - a 3
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Preferred Solution
CEﬁidsiEciircl)%s Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
(A) (B) (C) (D)
Very safe BD B B
10. How safe do you find the Somewhat safe ACD A
current configuration of Somewhat unsafe D D
Segment 3 for drivers? Very unsafe
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key
of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger

column proportion.

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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Total
Total | Total
Total 898 898
) 431 431
Very convenient 48.0% | 48.0%
Somewhat convenient 354 354
10. How convenient do you 39.4% | 39.4%
find the current 94 94
configuration of Segment 3  somewhat inconvenient
for drivers? 10.5% | 10.5%
Very inconvenient ! 1
1.3% 1.3%
7 7
Not sure 8% 8%
. . a,b
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Total
Total
(A)
Very convenient
10. How convenient do you Somewhat convenient
find the current . .
configuration of Segment 3 Somewhat inconvenient
for drivers? Very inconvenient
Not sure

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

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
Total 845 384 461
393 186 208
46.5% | 48.4% | 45.0%
343 162 181

Very convenient

Somewhat convenient

10. How convenient do you 40.6% | 42.2% | 39.2%
ﬁndf?hSrgltligﬁrgf Segment 3 i i 92 32 60

for drivers? d Somewhat inconvenient |, oo | g 40, | 130
Very inconvenient 10 3 !

1.1% T% 1.5%
7 1 6

Not
ot sure 8% | 3% | 13%
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Respondent's Gender

Male Female
(A) (B)
Very convenient
10. How convenient do you Somewhat convenient
find the current » .
configuration of Segment 3 Somewhat inconvenient A
for drivers? Very inconvenient
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion
appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years
Total 858 195 76 130 255
e G 411 111 33 65 120
47.9% 56.9% 42.8% 50.0% 47.0%
Somewhat convenient 340 %6 36 53 107
10. How convenient do you 39.6% 28.4% 47.5% 40.8% 42.1%
ﬁndfghSrgE:iggr:)tf Segment 3 i i 91 29 7 9 21
iiere d Somewhat inconvenient |\ oo | 14 79 9.6% 6.7% 8.1%
Very inconvenient 10 0 0 ! 6
1.1% .0% .0% .8% 2.5%
Not sure ’ 0 0 2 !
.8% .0% .0% 1.7% 2%
Age
65+ years
Total 201
Very convenient 82
40.9%
. 87
10. How convenient do you Somewhat convenient 43.4%
find the current 25
configuration of Segment 3  Somewhat inconvenient
for drivers? 12.6%
2
Very inconvenient 1.1%
4
Not sure 299
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’c
Age
18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
(A) (B) (©) (D) (E)
Very convenient E
10. How convenient do you = Somewhat convenient A A A

find the current
configuration of Segment 3
for drivers?

Somewhat inconvenient
Very inconvenient
Not sure

a

a

a

a

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the

smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Ethnicity
. American
Total | American/ | Indianor | Anglo]White/ | pqia
Native
Total 788 30 1 527 109
Very convenient 374 ! 0 227 46
47.5% 24.6% 53.8% 43.0% 42.0%
Somewhat convenient 311 23 0 223 39
10. How convenient do you 39.4% 75.4% 46.2% 42.2% 35.9%
ﬁndfghsrgltjiggr:)tf Segment 3 i i 90 0 0 66 23
G d Somewhat inconvenient | | o 0% 0% 12.5% 21.1%
Very inconvenient 8 0 0 ’ !
1.1% .0% .0% 1.4% 1.0%
Not sure v 0 0 v 0
.6% .0% .0% 9% .0%
Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more
[ Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 52 0 2 53
Very convenient 40 0 ! 40
78.5% .0% 33.3% 74.2%
Somewhat convenient 1 0 ! 14
10. How convenient do you 21.5% 100.0% 33.3% 25.8%
ﬁndf?hSrgltligﬁrgf Segment 3 i i 0 0 1 0
for drivers? d Somewhat inconvenient 0% 0% 33.3% 0%
Very inconvenient 0 0 0 0
.0% .0% .0% .0%
Not sure 0 0 0 0
.0% .0% .0% .0%
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Ethnicity
Other
Total 13
Very convenient 13
v 100.0%
Somewhat convenient 0
10. How convenient do you .0%
find ghe cu_rrent 0
conflguratlon of Segment 3 Somewhat inconvenient
for drivers? .0%
0
V i ient
ery inconvenien 0%
0
Not sure
.0%

Comparisons

of Column Proportions ¢.d

Ethnicity
. American
African- 2 .
: Indian or Anglo / White / .
AmBelggzn ! Alaskan Caucasian L
Native
(A) (B) (C) (D)
Very convenient N
;IO. How convenient do you = Somewhat convenient CD E HI .ab |
ind the current - . , a,,
configuration of Segment 3 Somewhat inconvenient o o H
for drivers? Very inconvenient J Y
b a,,b b
Not sure . .
. . c,d
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more
| Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
(E) (F (G) (H)
Very convenient ACD 0 ACD
10. How convenient do you = Somewhat convenient A o
find the current - o b a,.b
configuration of Segment 3 Somewhat inconvenient - b I-ti) )
for drivers? Very inconvenient J Y J J
b a,,b b b
Not sure . . .

Comparisons

Ethnicity
Other
(U]

10. How convenient do you
find the current
configuration of Segment 3
for drivers?

Very convenient
Somewhat convenient
Somewhat inconvenient
Very inconvenient

Not sure

ACDG

of Column Proportions ¢.d
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Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

Total Onelgtse:r or 12t03 years |4 to 6 years |7 to 10 years
Total 898 59 56 69 49
Very convenient 431 47 3 42 24
48.1% 78.8% 55.2% 60.0% 49.3%
Somewhat convenient 353 1 19 23 19
10. How convenient do you 39.4% 18.6% 34.8% 33.0% 39.0%
ﬁndf?hSrgltligﬁrgf Segment 3 i i 94 2 6 5 5
for drivers? d Somewhat inconvenient | ;o 2.6% 10.0% 7.0% 9.6%
Very inconvenient 1 0 0 0 !
1.3% .0% .0% .0% 2.1%
Not sure ! 0 0 0 0
8% .0% .0% .0% .0%
How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys
College
More than 10 S(tz.ol\ll:zgy;s
years Student
Total 622 43
Very convenient 287 2
46.1% 3.6%
Somewhat convenient 270 !
10. How convenient do you 43.4% 26.6%
find the current 48 30
configuration of Segment3  somewhat inconvenient
for drivers? 7.7% 69.8%
Very inconvenient 10 0
1.7% .0%
7 0
Not sure 1.29% 0%

Comparisons

of Column Proportions 0.

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

10. How convenient do you
find the current
configuration of Segment 3
for drivers?

Onelgggr or 2to3years |4to6years |7to 10 years
(A) (B) (C) (D)
Very convenient DEF F F F

Somewhat convenient
Somewhat inconvenient
Very inconvenient

Not sure
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How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys

College
More than 10 Séol\llllggy;s
years Student
(E) (F)
Very convenient F
10. How convenient do you = Somewhat convenient A
find the current » .
configuration of Segment 3 Somewhat inconvenient AB (3 DE

for drivers?

Very inconvenient
Not sure

a

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Total

Very
important

Somewhat
important

Somewhat
unimportant

10. How convenient do you

find the current

configuration of Segment 3

for drivers?

Total

891

407

320

101

Very convenient

426
47.9%

202
49.7%

143
44.6%

45
44.6%

Somewhat convenient

353
39.6%

144
35.5%

149
46.6%

36
36.1%

Somewhat inconvenient

94
10.6%

53
12.9%

23
7.2%

18
17.8%

Very inconvenient

10
1.2%

5
1.2%

3
1.1%

0
.0%

Not sure

7

8%

3
7%

2
5%

2
1.5%

Importance of
Balancing
Needs on

Major

Thoroughfare

s

Not important
at all

10. How convenient do you

find the current

configuration of Segment 3

for drivers?

Total

63

Very convenient

37
58.0%

Somewhat convenient

23
35.9%

Somewhat inconvenient

1.5%

Very inconvenient

3.1%

Not sure

1.5%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

,C

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (€) (D)
Very convenient
10. How convenient do you Somewhat convenient A
find the current Somewhat inconvenient D BD

configuration of Segment 3

for drivers?

Very inconvenient
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the
smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No
Total 894 343 551
Very convenient 428 170 258
47.9% 49.5% 46.8%
Somewhat convenient 353 141 212
10. How convenient do you 39.5% 41.2% 38.5%
ﬁndf?hSrgltligﬁrgf Segment 3 i i 94 22 73
for drivers? d Somewhatinconvenient | ., | 30 | 4309
Very inconvenient " 6 6
1.3% 1.6% 1.1%
Not sure ’ > 2
.8% 1.4% 5%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

il

Previous Awareness of Project

Yes No
(A) (B)
Very convenient
10. How convenient do you Somewhat convenient
find the current Somewhat inconvenient A

configuration of Segment 3

for drivers?

Very inconvenient
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair,
the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with
the larger column proportion.

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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Preferred Solution
Total CEﬁi;ittiigﬂs Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
Total 877 179 198 121 378
G 423 104 70 69 180
48.2% 58.4% 35.3% 56.6% 47.5%
Somewhat convenient 345 64 105 36 141
10. How convenient do you 39.4% 35.7% 52.7% 29.4% 37.3%
ﬁndf?hSrgltligﬁrgf Segment 3 i i 94 5 21 14 54
for drivers? d Somewhat inconvenient |, 2.8% 107% | 112% | 14.2%
Very inconvenient 10 4 3 2 2
1.2% 2.2% 1.3% 2.0% A%
Not sure ° 2 0 ! 2
5% 9% .0% .8% 6%
,C

Comparisons of Column Proportions

Preferred Solution

Existi . . .
C oﬁldsittlir;%s Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
(A) (B) (C) (D)

Very convenient B B B
10. How convenient do you = Somewhat convenient ACD
find the current » .
configuration of Segment 3 Somewhat inconvenient A A A
for drivers? Very inconvenient

Not sure @

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the
category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Total
Total | Total
Total 1086 1086
101 101
V fi
ery sare 9.3% | 9.3%
244 244

11. How safe do you find the Somewhat safe

current configuration of 22.5% | 22.5%

Segment 3 for pedestrians, 388 388
bicyclists, and other non- Somewhat unsafe 357% | 35.7%
drivers? . .
Very unsafe 303 303
v 27.9% | 27.9%
50 50
Not sure

4.6% | 4.6%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Total
Total
(A)

11. H fe d find th Very safe
. How safe do you find the
current configuration of Somewhat safe
Segment 3 for pedestrians, = Somewhat unsafe
bicyclists, and other non-
drivers? Very unsafe

Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance
level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the
category with the smaller column proportion appears
under the category with the larger column proportion.

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
Total 1020 465 556
Very safe 96 48 48
9.4% |10.4% | 8.6%
11. How safe do you find the Somewhat safe 252 e e
current configurgtion of 22.7% |244% | 21.3%
s_egmlc_antt 3 fo:'j petgestrians, Somewhat unsafe 372 186 187
driveray o anc other non- 36.5% |40.0% | 33.6%
Very unsafe 272 94 178
26.7% | 20.3% | 32.0%
Not sure 48 23 25
4.7% | 5.0% 4.4%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Respondent's Gender
Male Female
(A) (B)
11.H fe d find th Very safe
. How safe do you find the
current configuration of Somewhat safe
Segment 3 for pedestrians,  Somewhat unsafe B
bicyclists, and other non-
drivers? Very unsafe A
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For
each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column
proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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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Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
Total 1033 195 94 167 315 262
T 95 12 4 12 36 30
9.1% 6.2% 4.3% 7.4% 11.4% 11.5%
. h f 227 13 19 41 74 80
T e e Yo of (e Somewhatsafe |, 5o, |  6.8% 20.4% 24.3% 23.6% 30.4%
g_egmlc_ant 3 fo:'1 pegestrians, Somewhat unsafe 373 84 32 59 115 83
d:r‘i’},/gr'ss,_}s’ e A i 36.1% 42.8% 34.4% 35.3% 36.6% 31.7%
Very unsafe 291 87 34 49 73 48
28.2% 44.3% 36.2% 29.6% 23.1% 18.5%
Not sure 48 0 4 6 17 21
4.6% .0% 4.7% 3.3% 5.4% 7.9%
Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’c
Age
18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
(A) (B) (©) (D) (E)
. Very safe
{1 riow safe do YouTind e somewnat safe A A A A
Segment 3 for pedestrians, = Somewhat unsafe
Ig:'tl:‘ygl!lss:?ts, and other non- Very unsafe c Ea) E E
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with
the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Ethnicity
q American
Native
Total 942 38 1 636 135
- 77 8 0 50 7
8.2% 19.9% 1% 7.9% 5.1%
_ 206 8 0 150 23
ll}:?]‘{vcs‘,a:g;&gggnﬂgfd the Somewhatsafe |, o, 19.8% 36.8% 23.6% 17.4%
g_egmlt_ent 3 for peﬂestrians, Somewhat unsafe 346 15 0 226 61
d:r‘i:\)/’:r'ss?ts’ and other non- 36.7% 40.6% 31.6% 35.6% 45.2%
— 273 7 0 177 38
29.0% 19.7% 0% 27.8% 28.1%
Not sure 40 0 0 33 6
4.2% 0% 31.6% 5.2% 4.3%
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Ethnicity
Native
Latin_o / La_tina Nati_ve Hawaiian or Two or more Other
| Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander

Total 63 0 3 54 13
Very safe 0 0 0 13 0

.0% .0% .0% 23.6% .0%

. 11 0 1 13 0
ll}:ﬂ‘;vc?:g;lj’rgggnf'gf the Somewhat safe 17.5% 0% 25.5% 25.0% 0%
gpgmlt_ent 3 for pegestrians, Somewhat unsafe 29 0 1 14 0
bicyclists, and other non- 45.4% 0% 25.5% 25.7% 0%

Very unsafe 23 0 1 14 13
37.1% 99.7% 23.4% 25.7% 99.9%
Not sure 0 0 ! 0 0
.0% 3% 25.5% .0% .0%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity
. American
African- 5 . . .
: Indian or Anglo / White / . Latino / Latina
AmBelgg:n / Alaskan Caucasian Asian | Hispanic
Native

(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)

11.H fed find th PR P . D
. How safe do you fin e a
current configuration of Somewhat safe A
Segment 3 for pedestrians, = Somewhat unsafe " |
bicyclists, and other non- a,
drivers? Very unsafe X .
Not sure ) )
. . c,
omparisons o olumn Froportions
C f Col P rt
Ethnicity
Native
Native Hawaiian or Two or more Other
American Other Pacific races
Islander

(F) (G) (H) (U]

1. H . " Very safe .a’z ? CD
. How safe do you fin e a,
current configuration of Somewhat safe ab
Segment 3 for pedestrians, Somewhat unsafe .
bicyclists, and other non- a
drivers? Very unsafe . X ACDEGH
Not sure )

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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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How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Total Onelzgzr or 2to 3 years [4to6years |7to 10 years
Total 1085 63 76 86 61
Verv safe 101 0 1 6 5
i 9.3% 0% 1.5% 6.6% 8.8%
i Somewhat safe 244 > 24 22 10
e e e Yol the 22.5% 7.4% 31.9% 25.1% 16.3%
Segment 3 for pedestrians, Somewhat unsafe 388 46 21 28 25
bicyclists, and other non- 35.7% 72.1% 27.5% 32.9% 41.6%
Verv unsafe 303 11 26 27 16
w 27.9% 17.6% 34.3% 31.4% 26.7%
Not sure %0 2 4 3 4
4.6% 2.9% 4.8% 4.0% 6.7%
How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys
College
More than 10 S(t:' l\ll:ary’s
ears orege
y Student
Total 756 43
89 0
Vv f
R 11.8% 0%
181 3
11. How safe do you find the Somewhat safe 23.9% 6.5%
current configuration of 0 o0
Segment 3 for pedestrians, 243 25
bicyclists, and other non- Somewhat unsafe 32 1% 56.8%
drivers? - -
Very unsafe 207 15
v 27.4% 34.5%
36 1
Not sure
4.7% 2.2%

Comparisons of Column Proportions

,C

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

One year or More than 10
jo= 2to 3 years [4to6years |7to 10 years years

(A) (B) (€) (D) (E)

11.H fe d find th Very safe i 5
. How safe do you find the
current configuration of Somewhat safe AF A
Segment 3 for pedestrians, = Somewhat unsafe BCDE
bicyclists, and other non-
drivers? Very unsafe
Not sure

Page 85



Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

How Long
Lived in
Moraga/Stude
nt at St Marys
College

St. Mary’s
College
Student

11. How safe do you find the
current configuration of
Segment 3 for pedestrians,
bicyclists, and other non-
drivers?

Very safe
Somewhat safe
Somewhat unsafe
Very unsafe

Not sure

('Z)

BE

,C

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares
Total _ Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
Total 1078 493 379 119 86
Very safe 99 16 24 19 41
9.2% 3.2% 6.2% 15.5% 47.8%
i 242 82 108 38 14
ll}:?]‘{vcs‘,a:g;&gggnﬂgfd the Somewhat safe 22.4% 16.7% 28.5% 31.7% 15.8%
g_egmlt_ent 3 for peﬂestrians, Somewhat unsafe 386 168 152 49 18
Picyclists, and other non- 35.8% 34.0% 39.9% 40.9% 21.4%
Very unsafe 302 218 76 5 4
28.0% 44.1% 20.1% 3.8% 4.1%
Not sure 49 10 20 10 9
4.5% 2.0% 5.2% 8.0% 11.0%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsal

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (C) (D)
- - . Very safe AB ABC
. How safe do you fin e
current configuration of Somewhat safe A A
Segment 3 for pedestrians, Somewhat unsafe D D
bicyclists, and other non-
drivers? Very unsafe BCD CD
Not sure A A

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with
the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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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Previous Awareness of Project
Total Yes No
Total 1081 411 670
Very safe 100 52 48
9.3% 12.7% 7.1%
11. How safe do you find the Somewhat safe 244 101 149
current configurgtion of 22.6% 24.6% 214%
g_egmlc_ant 3 fo:'1 pegestrians, Somewhat unsafe 387 114 272
AEE L5, I s el 35.8% | 27.9% | 40.7%
Very unsafe 301 130 171
27.9% 31.6% 25.6%
Not sure 49 13 3
4.5% 3.2% 5.3%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Previous Awareness of Project

Yes No

(A) (B)
11.H fe d find th Very safe 8

. How safe do you find the
current configuration of Somewhat safe
Segment 3 for pedestrians, = Somewhat unsafe A
bicyclists, and other non-
drivers? Very unsafe B
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears
under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Preferred Solution
Total CEﬁidsiEciirt‘)%s Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
Total 1052 229 231 140 452
Vit 97 73 6 1 16
9.2% 31.9% 2.6% 1.1% 3.6%
. h f 235 73 40 28 95
llr:‘r’,‘;vc?,fﬁ;lj’rggg,f'gf the Somewhatsafe |, 31.9% 17.4% | 19.8% | 20.9%
s_egmlt_antt 3 fo:j petgestrians, Somewhat unsafe 373 53 91 32 197
dlr(i:\)/,ecrlss?s, and other non- 35.5% 23.2% 39.3% 23.0% 43.6%
Very unsafe 300 8 87 76 129
28.5% 3.4% 37.6% 54.2% 28.6%
Not sure 47 22 7 3 15
4.4% 9.5% 3.0% 2.0% 3.3%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsal

3

Preferred Solution

CEmjsittliI;?\s Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
(A) (B) (C) (D)
g - . Very safe BCD
. How safe do you find the
current configuration of Somewhat safe BD
Segment 3 for pedestrians, Somewhat unsafe AC AC
bicyclists, and other non-
drivers? Very unsafe A ABD A
Not sure BCD

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key

of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger

column proportion.

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.

Total
Total | Total
Total 911 911
Very convenient 84 84
v 9.3% | 9.3%
1. H ient d Somewhat convenient 248 248
. How convenient do you
find the current 27.3% | 27.3%
configuration of Segment 3 . . 270 270
for pedestrians, bicyclists, = Somewhat inconvenient 29.6% | 29.6%
and other non-drivers? =0 =0
Very inconvenient 253 253
v 27.7% | 27.7%
Not sure 56 56
6.2% | 6.2%
. R a,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Total
Total
(A)
. Very convenient
2i:1-dl-{?|‘g :l?rr:.‘éﬁ?'ent gebin Somewhat convenient
configuration of Segment3 Somewhat inconvenient
for pedestrians, bicyclists, - :
and other non-drivers? Very inconvenient
Not sure

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

larger column proportion.

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
Total 857 388 470
Very convenient 79 31 48
v 9.2% | 81% | 10.2%
i Somewhat convenient 242 19 123
1. How convenient do you 28.2% | 30.8% | 26.1%
configuration of Segment 3 . . 258 136 122
for pedestrians, bicyclists, Somewhat inconvenient 301% | 351% | 26.0%
and other non-drivers? -0 - 0 0
Very inconvenient 224 "’ 146
v 26.1% | 19.9% | 31.2%
Not sure o4 24 30
6.3% | 6.1% 6.5%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsal

Respondent's Gender
Male Female
(A) (B)
. Very convenient
gil-dblg‘g gsg\éﬁ?lent O Somewhat convenient
configuration of Segment3 Somewhat inconvenient B
for pedestrians, bicyclists, . -
and other non-drivers? Very Inconvenient A
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion
appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years
Total 871 195 74 128 261
Very convenient 7 12 3 12 33
9.1% 6.2% 4.6% 9.3% 12.7%
. s hat ient 237 67 11 29 63
1. flow convenient do you  SOMEWRS convemien™  loraw | 34.3% 14.6% 22.7% 24.0%
;:onfig;ra:ipn of Segment 3 Somewhat inconvenient 257 42 24 38 90
lon pscestrians, picycy sts, 20.5% |  21.6% 32.1% 29.8% 34.5%
Very inconvenient 243 4 32 42 o7
27.9% 37.9% 42.7% 32.9% 21.9%
Not sure 54 0 4 7 18
6.2% .0% 6.0% 5.3% 6.9%
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Age
65+ years
Total 211
Very convenient 19
v 8.8%
. 68
11. How convenient do you = Somewhat convenient 32 1%
find the current 70
configuration of Segment 3 . . 63
for pedestrians, bicyclists, Somewhat inconvenient 29 6%
and other non-drivers? 3;8 2
Very i ient
ery inconvenien 17 8%
25
Not
ot sure 17%
. . b,c
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Age
18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)
. Very convenient
gil}jbl?\‘g gsg\éﬁ?lent O Somewhat convenient B B
configuration of Segment 3  Somewhat inconvenient A
;c:: dpg&eesrt::g:_s&z‘ll(;):_:gsts, Very inconvenient DaE DE E
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the
smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Ethnicity
. American
Total Aag:fgé‘n / I'X{;asrl'( :r: Ancg;3 é ;I;Igirt‘e / Asian
Native
Total 800 30 1 538 117
Very convenient 68 0 0 42 ’
8.4% .0% 18.4% 7.9% 5.9%
. s hat ient 226 8 0 134 34
- rlow convenient doyou  SOmEWRA" convemen  [2s.3% 24.8% 18.4% 25.0% 29.1%
;:onfig;ra:ipn of Segment 3 Somewhat inconvenient 234 15 0 187 25
lon pscestrians, picycy sts, 29.3% 49.4% 31.6% 34.8% 21.6%
Very inconvenient 227 8 0 136 45
28.4% 25.8% .0% 25.3% 38.4%
Not sure 45 0 y 38 6
5.6% .0% 31.6% 7.1% 4.9%
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Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more
| Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 46 0 2 53
Very convenient > 0 ! 12
i 11.7% .0% 33.3% 22.7%
i Somewhat convenient 1 0 0 27
f1- low convenient do you 23.3% 0% 0% 50.5%
configuration of Segment3  Somewhat 6 0 1 0
for pedestrians, bicyclists, i i
andpother non-drive):'s? Inconvenient 12.5% 0% 33.3% 0%
Very inconvenient 24 0 0 14
w 52.5% 99.7% 0% 26.8%
Not sure 0 0 ! 0
.0% 3% 33.3% .0%
Ethnicity
Other
Total 13
Very convenient 0
v 0%
) 13
11. How convenient do you = Somewhat convenient 100.0%
find the current 0
configuration of Segment 3 . . 0
for pedestrians, bicyclists, = Somewhat inconvenient 0%
and other non-drivers? - 0 2
Very inconvenient
ry i veni 0%
0
Not sure
5 0%
. R c,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
. American
African- : . . .
: Indian or Anglo / White / . Latino / Latina
AmBelggﬁn / Alaskan Caucasian Asian | Hispanic
Native
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)
. Very convenient ? >
gil-dblﬁ‘g g&.’:‘éﬁ?'em O Somewhat convenient .b
configuration of Segment3 Somewhat inconvenient DEHI .bb EH H
for pedestrians, bicyclists, . : a,
and other non-drivers? Nerlieonyenlent a b Cal
Not sure . . .
. . c,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
Native
Native Hawaiian or Two or more Other
American Other Pacific races
Islander
(F) (G) (H) n
. Very convenient 27 CD g
gil-dl-{ﬂ‘: g:r':‘éﬁ?'ent EENEE Somewhat convenient ab 2 C ACDEH
configuration of Segment 3 Somewhat inconvenient 2 b H
for pedestrians, bicyclists, . . b a
and other non-drivers? hepjinectieniont b a
Not sure . .
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Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

Total Onelg::r or 12t03 years | 4to 6 years |7 to 10 years
Total 910 58 59 61 51
Very convenient 84 0 0 4 6
y 9.3% .0% .0% 6.7% 10.9%
i Somewhat convenient 248 4 21 23 !
1. How convenient do you 27.2% 7.1% 35.9% 38.0% 13.5%
configuration of Segment 3 Somewhat inconvenient 270 26 16 17 20
for pedestrians, bicyclists, 29.6% 44.8% 27.2% 27.5% 38.6%
Very inconvenient 253 25 18 13 15
v 27.7% 43.7% 30.2% 22.2% 30.2%
Not sure %6 3 4 3 3
6.2% 4.4% 6.7% 5.6% 6.8%
How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys
College
More than 10 S(t:.ol\fllgry’s
ears ge
y Student
Total 639 42
75 0
Very convenient
11.7% .0%
11.H ient d Somewhat convenient 190 2
. How convenient do you
find the current 29.8% 4.5%
configuration of Segment 3 . . 176 16
for pedestrians, bicyclists, Somewhat inconvenient 27 5% 37.0%
and other non-drivers? 1'57° 2’4 °
Very inconvenient 24 5% 56.2%
42 1
Not sure
6.5% 2.3%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

,C

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

Onelg:sar or 2to 3 years | 4to 6 years |7 to 10 years
(A) (B) (C) (D)
B a
. Very convenient
2%3‘{?“2’ gﬁ;‘éﬁ?'em do you Somewhat convenient AF AF
configuration of Segment3 Somewhat inconvenient
for pedestrians, bicyclists, . :
and other non-drivers? U LSRRG E
Not sure
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Comparisons of Column Proportions

,C

How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys

11. How convenient do you
find the current
configuration of Segment 3
for pedestrians, bicyclists,
and other non-drivers?

Very convenient
Somewhat convenient
Somewhat inconvenient
Very inconvenient

Not sure

College
More than 10 Séol\llllggy;s
years Student
(E) (F)
B 2
AF
CE

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very

Total important

Somewhat
important

Somewhat
unimportant

11. How convenient do you
find the current
configuration of Segment 3
for pedestrians, bicyclists,
and other non-drivers?

Total

904 415

315

105

Very convenient

82 21
9.1% 5.1%

18
5.8%

13
12.7%

Somewhat convenient

247 62
27.3% 15.0%

120
38.1%

40
38.4%

Somewhat inconvenient

268 138
29.7% 33.4%

90
28.6%

37
35.3%

Very inconvenient

252 184
27.8% 44.2%

63
20.1%

3
3.3%

Not sure

55 10
6.1% 2.3%

23
7.3%

11
10.4%

Importance of
Balancing
Needs on

Major

Thoroughfare

S

Not important
at all

11. How convenient do you
find the current
configuration of Segment 3
for pedestrians, bicyclists,
and other non-drivers?

Total

69

Very convenient

30
43.3%

Somewhat convenient

24
35.4%

Somewhat inconvenient

3.4%

Very inconvenient

1.4%

Not sure

11
16.5%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (€) (D)
. Very convenient A ABC
P oy G B B Clo v Somewhat convenient A A A
find the current Somewhat
configuration of Segment3 . - ~" - . D D D
for pedestrians, bicyclists, : :
and other non-drivers? Very inconvenient BCD CD
Not sure A A A

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the
smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No
Total 907 353 554
Very convenient 83 39 a4
9.2% 11.0% 8.0%
) s hat ient 248 106 142
1. How convenient doyou  Somewnhat convenien 27.4% | 301% | 257%
;:onfig;ra:ipn of E_egn:gr}t 3 Somewhat inconvenient 266 85 181
D 20a% | 2e2% | s27%
Very inconvenient 253 107 146
27.9% 30.3% 26.3%
Not sure %6 16 40
6.2% 4.5% 7.3%

. . ___ab
Comparisons of Column Proportions

Previous Awareness of Project

Yes No
(A) (B)
. Very convenient

;‘i:{d'-m‘g :3£;ﬁ?'e"t e Somewhat convenient

configuration of Segment 3  Somewhat inconvenient A

for pedestrians, bicyclists, . -

and other non-drivers? Very inconvenient

Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant
pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the
category with the larger column proportion.

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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Preferred Solution
Existi . . .
Total C oﬁljitligﬂs Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
Total 888 182 200 118 388
Very convenient 82 >1 > ! 25
i 9.2% 28.0% 2.6% .8% 6.4%
i Somewhat convenient 240 79 49 25 87
f1- low convenient do you 27.0% 43.1% 242% | 214% | 225%
configuration of Segment 3 Somewhat Inconvenient 264 26 75 28 135
for pedestrians, bicyclists, 0 0 0 o 0
and other non-drivers? 29.7% 14.4% 37.4% 23.8% 34.7%
Very inconvenient 250 4 61 60 125
y 28.2% 2.4% 30.3% 51.2% 32.3%
Not sure 52 22 11 3 16
5.9% 12.0% 5.5% 2.8% 4.1%
. . a,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Preferred Solution
CE;idsittii:‘)%s Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
(A) (B) (C) (D)
. Very convenient BCD
gil}jbl?\‘g gsg\éﬁ?lent O Somewhat convenient BCD
configuration of Segment3 Somewhat inconvenient A A
for pedestrians, bicyclists, . :
and other non-drivers? et e e Hil A ABD A
Not sure CD

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the
category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Total
Total | Total
Total 956 956
Dedicated center turn lane 515 515
for traffic 53.9% | 53.9%
Dedicated multi-use path 511 511
southbound 53.5% | 53.5%
Dedicated bike path 461 461
northbound 48.3% | 48.3%
Two travel lanes for traffic 466 466
northbound 48.8% | 48.8%
12. In looking at Option 1 as  One travel lane for traffic 65 65
a potential option for southbound 6.8% | 6.8%
Segment 3, what do you like 74 74
about this Configuration? Narrowed travel lanes
7.8% | 7.8%
Allows parking in more 163 163
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 17.0% | 17.0%
Physical barrier/buffer 463 463
between multi-use path and
parking aisle 48.4% | 48.4%
23 23
Oth
er 24% | 2.4%
26 26
N
ot Sure 27% | 2.7%
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. . _ab
Comparisons of Column Proportions

Total

Total

(A)

12. In looking at Option 1 as
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you like
about this configuration?

Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic

Dedicated multi-use path
southbound

Dedicated bike path
northbound

Two travel lanes for traffic
northbound

One travel lane for traffic
southbound

Narrowed travel lanes

Allows parking in more
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier/buffer
between multi-use path and
parking aisle

Other
Not Sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05.
For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the larger

column proportion.

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
Total 899 387 513
Dedicated center turn lane 481 210 272
for traffic 53.5% | 54.2% | 53.0%
Dedicated multi-use path 478 199 279
southbound 53.1% | 51.5% | 54.4%
Dedicated bike path 427 193 233
northbound 47.5% | 50.0% | 45.5%
Two travel lanes for traffic 427 165 262
northbound A75% |42.7% | 51.2%
12. In looking at Option 1 as  One travel lane for traffic 46 22 24
a potential option for southbound 51% | 5.6% | 4.7%
Segment 3, what do you like 71 37 34
about this configuration? Narrowed travel lanes
wed trav 7.9% | 9.6% | 6.7%
Allows parking in more 144 61 83
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 16.0% | 15.7% | 16.2%
Physical barrier/buffer 429 186 243
between multi-use path and
parking aisle 47.7% | 48.1% | 47.5%
21 13 9
Oth
er 24% | 32% | 1.7%
24 1 13
Not S
ot sure 27% | 29% | 2.5%
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Respondent's Gender

12. In looking at Option 1 as
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you like
about this configuration?

Male Female
(A) (B)
Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic
Dedicated multi-use path
southbound
Dedicated bike path
northbound
Two travel lanes for traffic A

northbound

One travel lane for traffic
southbound

Narrowed travel lanes

Allows parking in more
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier/buffer
between multi-use path and
parking aisle

Other
Not Sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears
under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years
Total 916 169 94 155 269
Dedicated center turn lane 499 101 50 78 146
for traffic 54.5% 59.7% 53.5% 50.5% 54.3%
Dedicated multi-use path 496 87 57 104 141
southbound 54.1% 51.6% 61.1% 67.3% 52.6%
Dedicated bike path 445 86 56 74 131
northbound 48.6% 51.0% 59.3% 47 8% 48.7%
Two travel lanes for traffic 445 87 49 7 132
northbound 48.6% 51.2% 52.0% 49.4% 49.0%
12. In looking at Option 1 as  One travel lane for traffic 64 18 7 8 15
a potential option for southbound 7.0% 10.6% 7.2% 5.0% 5.7%
Segment 3, what do you like 71 0 9 10 31
about this configuration? Narrowed travel lanes
wed trav 7.8% 0% 9.2% 6.3% 11.5%
Allows parking in more 162 45 20 27 40
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 17.7% 26.9% 20.8% 17.4% 14.8%
Physical barrier/buffer 448 100 62 76 131
between multi-use path and
parking aisle 48.9% 59.2% 65.5% 49.1% 48.7%
21 0 2 6 7
Oth
er 2.3% 0% 1.8% 3.6% 2.7%
22 0 1 3 8
Not S
ot sure 2.4% 0% 1.4% 1.6% 2.9%
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Age
65+ years
Total 228
Dedicated center turn lane 123
for traffic 54.1%
Dedicated multi-use path 105
southbound 46.0%
Dedicated bike path 98
northbound 42.7%
Two travel lanes for traffic 101
northbound 44 4%
12. In looking at Option 1 as  One travel lane for traffic 16
a potential option for southbound 7.0%
Segment 3, what do you like 22
about this configuration? Narrowed travel lanes 9.6%
. (o)
Allows parking in more 30
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 13.2%
Physical barrier/buffer 79
between multi-use path and
parking aisle 34.4%
7
Other
3.0%
10
Not Sure
. 4.6%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Age

18-29 years

30-39 years

40-49 years

50-64 years

65+ years

(A)

(8)

(©)

(D)

(E)

12. In looking at Option 1 as
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you like
about this configuration?

Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic

Dedicated multi-use path
southbound

Dedicated bike path
northbound

Two travel lanes for traffic
northbound

One travel lane for traffic
southbound

Narrowed travel lanes

Allows parking in more
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier/buffer
between multi-use path and
parking aisle

Other
Not Sure

DE

E

a

a

ADE

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
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Ethnicity
- American
African- : q
: Indian or Anglo / White / -
Total AmBelggﬁn / Alaskan Caucasian Asian
Native
Total 830 15 1 567 132
Dedicated center turn lane 459 0 0 308 87
for traffic 55.3% 0% 73.0% 54.2% 65.8%
Dedicated multi-use path 461 8 0 322 68
southbound 55.6% 51.0% 73.0% 56.8% 51.9%
Dedicated bike path 411 0 0 282 65
northbound 49.5% 0% 73.0% 49.8% 49.0%
Two travel lanes for traffic 408 0 0 266 79
northbound 49.1% 0% 27.0% 46.8% 59.9%
12. In looking at Option 1 as  One travel lane for traffic 61 0 0 36 7
a potential option for southbound 7.4% 0% 0% 6.3% 5.4%
Segment 3, what do you like 66 8 0 41 5
about this configuration? Narrowed travel lanes
wed trav 8.0% 49.0% 0% 7.2% 3.9%
Allows parking in more 150 8 0 93 12
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 18.0% 51.0% .0% 16.3% 9.1%
Physical barrier/buffer 415 8 1 280 64
between multi-use path and
parking aisle 50.0% 51.0% 99.8% 49.4% 48.4%
19 0 0 14 5
Oth
er 2.3% 0% 0% 2.5% 3.6%
18 0 0 17 1
Not S
ot sure 2.2% 0% 0% 3.0% 1.1%
Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more
/ Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 58 0 3 41
Dedicated center turn lane 35 0 2 27
for traffic 61.0% 99.7% 74.5% 64.2%
Dedicated multi-use path 46 0 2 1
southbound 80.1% 99.7% 74.5% 2.7%
Dedicated bike path 35 0 1 14
northbound 61.0% 99.7% 48.9% 33.2%
Two travel lanes for traffic 34 0 1 14
northbound 59.8% 3% 48.9% 35.0%
12. In looking at Option 1 as  One travel lane for traffic 18 0 1 0
a potential option for southbound 31.2% 0% 23.4% 0%
Segment 3, what do you like 12 0 1 0
about this configuration? Narrowed travel lanes
wed trav 20.5% 0% 23.4% 0%
Allows parking in more 24 0 0 13
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 41.8% .0% .0% 31.8%
Physical barrier/buffer 35 0 1 14
between multi-use path and
parking aisle 60.5% .0% 25.5% 34.5%
0 0 0 0
Other
0% 0% .0% .0%
0 0 0 0
Not Sure
Y 0% 0% 0% 0%
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Ethnicity
Other
Total 13
Dedicated center turn lane 0
for traffic 0%
Dedicated multi-use path 13
southbound 100.0%
Dedicated bike path 13
northbound 99.9%
Two travel lanes for traffic 13
northbound 100.0%
12. In looking at Option 1 as  One travel lane for traffic 0
a potential option for southbound 0%
Segment 3, what do you like 0
about this configuration? Narrowed travel lanes 0%
. (o]
Allows parking in more 0
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 0%
Physical barrier/buffer 13
between multi-use path and
parking aisle 99.9%
0
Other
.0%
0
Not Sure
. 0%

Comparisons of

Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity
: American
African- : .
: Indian or Anglo / White / -
AmBelgglin ! Alaskan Caucasian Lk
Native
(A) (B) (€) (D)
Dedicated center turn lane a b | |
for traffic '
Dedicated multi-use path b
southbound H ) H H
Dedicated bike path a b
northbound : :
Two travel lanes for traffic a b
northbound : :
12. In looking at Option 1 as  QOne travel lane for traffic a a,b
a potential option for southbound :
Segment 3, what do you like a,b
about this configuration? Narrowed travel lanes CDH
Allows parking in more ab
limited areas along both CDI '
sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier/buffer b
between multi-use path and .
parking aisle
Other 2 .a’b
Not Sure 2 2 b
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity

Latino / Latina
/ Hispanic

Native
American

Native
Hawaiian or
Other Pacific
Islander

Two or more
races

(E)

(F)

(G)

(H)

12. In looking at Option 1 as
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you like
about this configuration?

Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic

Dedicated multi-use path
southbound

Dedicated bike path
northbound

Two travel lanes for traffic
northbound

One travel lane for traffic
southbound

Narrowed travel lanes

Allows parking in more
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier/buffer
between multi-use path and
parking aisle

Other

Not Sure

CDH

CDH
CDH

CD

b

a,b
.a,b

H

Comparisons of Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity

Other

U]

12. In looking at Option 1 as
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you like
about this configuration?

Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic

Dedicated multi-use path
southbound

Dedicated bike path
northbound

Two travel lanes for traffic
northbound

One travel lane for traffic
southbound

Narrowed travel lanes

Allows parking in more
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier/buffer
between multi-use path and
parking aisle

Other
Not Sure

CDH

CDH

CH

CDGH

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.
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.
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How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Total Onelg::r or 12to03 years | 4 to 6 years | 7 to 10 years
Total 954 63 75 85 58
Dedicated center turn lane 514 34 37 36 25
for traffic 53.8% 53.6% 49.5% 43.0% 43.9%
Dedicated multi-use path 511 21 42 61 33
southbound 53.6% 32.8% 55.1% 71.4% 57.1%
Dedicated bike path 461 38 44 51 31
northbound 48.3% 61.2% 58.0% 60.0% 52.9%
Two travel lanes for traffic 466 13 28 51 33
northbound 48.9% 21.4% 36.6% 60.1% 57.8%
12. In looking at Option 1 as  One travel lane for traffic 65 2 6 2 4
a potential option for southbound 6.8% 4.0% 7.5% 2.1% 7.6%
Segment 3, what do you like 74 7 4 6 7
about this configuration? Narrowed travel lanes
weg trav 7.8% 10.8% 5.3% 6.7% 11.5%
Allows parking in more 162 9 9 11 7
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 17.0% 15.0% 12.0% 12.8% 11.6%
Physical barrier/buffer 462 51 42 45 28
between multi-use path and
parking aisle 48.4% 81.0% 55.2% 53.0% 48.7%
23 0 1 3 4
Oth
er 2.4% 0% 8% 3.1% 7.4%
26 0 1 1 1
Not S
ot Sure 2.7% 0% 1.7% 1.4% 1.6%
How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys
College
More than 10 Sé‘ l\llllary’s
ears orege
y Student
Total 630 44
Dedicated center turn lane 362 19
for traffic 57.5% 43.0%
Dedicated multi-use path 327 29
southbound 52.0% 64.8%
Dedicated bike path 277 20
northbound 44.0% 45.0%
Two travel lanes for traffic 310 31
northbound 49.3% 69.4%
12. In looking at Option 1 as  One travel lane for traffic 50 0
a potential option for southbound 8.0% 0%
Segment 3, what do you like 51 0
about this configuration? N dt 1
arrowed travel lanes 8.1% 0%
Allows parking in more 103 23
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 16.4% 51.7%
Physical barrier/buffer 269 28
between multi-use path and
parking aisle 42.7% 62.5%
16 0
Oth
er 2.5% 0%
23 0
Not S
ot sure 3.6% 0%
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How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

One year or
less

2 to 3 years

4 to 6 years

7 to 10 years

(A)

(B)

©)

(D)

12. In looking at Option 1 as
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you like
about this configuration?

Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic

Dedicated multi-use path
southbound

Dedicated bike path
northbound

Two travel lanes for traffic
northbound

One travel lane for traffic
southbound

Narrowed travel lanes

Allows parking in more
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier/buffer
between multi-use path and
parking aisle

Other
Not Sure

BCDE

AE

AB

Comparisons of

,C

Column Proportionsb

How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys
College

St. Mary’s

More than 10
years

College
Student

(E)

(F)

12. In looking at Option 1 as
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you like
about this configuration?

Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic

Dedicated multi-use path
southbound

Dedicated bike path
northbound

Two travel lanes for traffic
northbound

One travel lane for traffic
southbound

Narrowed travel lanes

Allows parking in more
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier/buffer
between multi-use path and
parking aisle

Other

Not Sure

ABCDE

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
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Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Total Very Somewhat Somewhat
important important unimportant
Total 950 482 339 98
Dedicated center turn lane 514 287 174 42
for traffic 54.0% 59.5% 51.4% 42.5%
Dedicated multi-use path 509 300 190 16
southbound 53.6% 62.1% 56.1% 16.8%
Dedicated bike path 461 280 160 20
northbound 48.5% 58.0% 47.2% 20.3%
Two travel lanes for traffic 462 199 194 50
northbound 48.6% 41.3% 57.4% 51.5%
12. In looking at Option 1 as  One travel lane for traffic 65 49 15 1
a potential option for southbound 6.8% 10.2% 4.3% 1.2%
Segment 3, what do you like 74 48 29 3
about this configuration? Narrowed travel lanes
weg trav 7.8% 10.0% 6.4% 3.5%
Allows parking in more 162 85 55 19
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 17.1% 17.7% 16.4% 19.3%
Physical barrier/buffer 461 309 134 15
between multi-use path and
parking aisle 48.5% 64.1% 39.6% 14.9%
23 11 4 3
Oth
er 2.4% 2.3% 1.1% 3.5%
26 5 12 8
Not S
ot Sure 2.8% 1.0% 3.6% 8.1%
Importance of
Balancing
Needs on
Major
Thoroughfare
s
Not important
at all
Total 32
Dedicated center turn lane 1
for traffic 35.3%
Dedicated multi-use path 3
southbound 10.3%
Dedicated bike path 2
northbound 4.9%
Two travel lanes for traffic 18
northbound 57.2%
12. In looking at Option 1 as  One travel lane for traffic 0
a potential option for southbound 0%
Segment 3, what do you like 1
about thIS conﬁguration? Narrowed travel lanes 3 00/
. o
Allows parking in more 3
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 7.9%
Physical barrier/buffer 3
between multi-use path and
parking aisle 9.1%
5
Oth
er 14.9%
1
Not S
ot Sure 3.8%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

,C

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat
important important

Somewhat
unimportant

Not important
at all

(A) (B)

(©)

(D)

12. In looking at Option 1 as
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you like
about this configuration?

Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic

Dedicated multi-use path
southbound

Dedicated bike path
northbound

Two travel lanes for traffic
northbound

One travel lane for traffic
southbound

Narrowed travel lanes

Allows parking in more
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier/buffer
between multi-use path and
parking aisle

Other

Not Sure

CD
CD CD
BCD CD

BC

BCD CD

A

AB

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No
Total 952 347 604
Dedicated center turn lane 513 199 315
for traffic 54.0% 57.2% 52.1%
Dedicated multi-use path 510 195 315
southbound 53.6% 56.0% 52.1%
Dedicated bike path 460 203 257
northbound 48.3% 58.4% 42.5%
Two travel lanes for traffic 465 168 297
northbound 48.8% 48.3% 49.1%
12. In looking at Option 1 as  One travel lane for traffic 63 37 26
a potential option for southbound 6.6% 10.8% 4.2%
Segment 3, what do you like 74 42 33
about this configuration? Narrowed travel lanes
7.8% 12.0% 5.4%
Allows parking in more 163 74 89
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 17.1% 21.4% 14.7%
Physical barrier/buffer 460 180 280
between multi-use path and
parking aisle 48.4% 51.8% 46.4%
23 14 9
Oth
er 2.4% 4.1% 1.5%
25 9 15
Not S
ot sure 2.6% 2.7% 2.5%
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Comparisons of Column Proportions

Previous Awareness of Project

Yes

No

(A)

(B)

12. In looking at Option 1 as
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you like
about this configuration?

Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic

Dedicated multi-use path
southbound

Dedicated bike path
northbound

Two travel lanes for traffic
northbound

One travel lane for traffic
southbound

Narrowed travel lanes

Allows parking in more
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier/buffer
between multi-use path and
parking aisle

Other
Not Sure

B

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the
key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the

larger column proportion.

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.

Preferred Solution
Total CEﬁldsittlig?'ls Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
Total 925 138 225 142 420
Dedicated center turn lane 497 51 178 93 175
for traffic 53.8% 36.9% 79.1% 65.6% 41.7%
Dedicated multi-use path 494 33 162 95 205
southbound 53.5% 24.3% 71.7% 66.8% 48.7%
Dedicated bike path 454 32 136 94 192
northbound 49.1% 23.4% 60.2% 66.3% 45.8%
Two travel lanes for traffic 460 72 118 38 231
northbound 49.7% 52.7% 52.5% 27.0% 54.9%
12. In looking at Option 1 as  One travel lane for traffic 64 2 23 35 5
a potential option for southbound 6.9% 1.6% 10.0% 24.3% 1.1%
Segment 3, what do you like 66 2 26 18 20
about this configuration? Narrowed travel lanes
wed trav 7.2% 1.5% 11.8% | 12.8% | 4.7%
Allows parking in more 161 10 39 37 75
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 17.4% 7.0% 17.3% 26.2% 18.0%
Physical barrier/buffer 452 30 135 85 202
between multi-use path and
parking aisle 48.9% 21.8% 60.0% 59.9% 48.1%
22 9 4 2 6
Oth
er 2.3% 6.9% 1.8% 1.5% 1.4%
23 13 0 0 11
Not S
ot sure 2.5% 9.1% 0% 0% 2.6%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

,C

Preferred Solution

Existi . . .
Co:(lldsitliggis Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
(A) (B) (€) (D)
Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic ACD AD
Dedicated multi-use path
southbound AD AD A
Dedicated bike path
northbound AD AD A
Two travel lanes for traffic
northbound c c c
12. In looking at Option 1as  One travel lane for traffic AD ABD
a potential option for southbound
Segment 3, what do you like
about this configuration? Narrowed travel lanes AD AD
Allows parking in more
limited areas along both A A A
sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier/buffer
between multi-use path and AD A A
parking aisle
Other D
a a
Not Sure D

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the

category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Total
Total | Total
Total 1023 [ 1023
Dedicated center turn lane 271 271
for traffic 26.5% | 26.5%
Dedicated multi-use path for | 143 143
southbound 14.0% | 14.0%
Dedicated bike path for 94 94
northbound 92% | 9.2%
Two travel lanes for traffic 64 64
northbound 6.2% | 6.2%
13. |lt1 |°t?k|i"9t?t O?tion 1as  One travel lane for traffic 665 | 665
a potential option for h
Segment 3, what do you southbound 65.1% | 65.1%
dislike about this 479 479
configuration? Narrowed travel lanes 46.8% | 46.8%
Allows parking in some 250 250
more limited areas along
both sides of Moraga Road | 24.4% | 24.4%
Physical barrier/buffer 170 170
between multi-use path and
parking aisle 16.6% | 16.6%
52 52
Other
51% | 5.1%
50 50
Not Sure
. 4.9% | 4.9%
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a,

Total

Total

(A)

13. In looking at Option 1 as
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you
dislike about this
configuration?

Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic

Dedicated multi-use path for
southbound

Dedicated bike path for
northbound

Two travel lanes for traffic
northbound

One travel lane for traffic
southbound

Narrowed travel lanes

Allows parking in some
more limited areas along
both sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier/buffer
between multi-use path and
parking aisle

Other
Not Sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05.
For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the larger

column proportion.

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
Total 960 435 525
Dedicated center turn lane 255 109 146
for traffic 26.6% | 25.1% | 27.8%
Dedicated multi-use path for | 128 62 66
southbound 13.3% | 14.2% | 12.5%
Dedicated bike path for 90 41 48
northbound 9.3% | 95% | 9.2%
Two travel lanes for traffic 59 26 33
northbound 6.1% | 6.0% 6.3%
13. Irt1 Ioo:_;klingtgt O?tion 1as Qnpe travel lane for traffic 636 261 374
a potential option for h
Segment 3, what do you gontiboung 66.2% | 60.0% | 71.4%
dislike about this 456 205 251
configuration? Narrowed travel lanes 475% | 47.1% | 47 8%
Allows parking in some 239 92 147
more limited areas along
both sides of Moraga Road | 24.9% | 21.1% | 28.0%
Physical barrier/buffer 163 74 89
between multi-use path and
parking aisle 17.0% | 16.9% | 17.1%
31 13 18
Oth
er 32% | 3.0% | 3.4%
49 24 25
Not S
ot sure 51% | 56% | 4.8%

Page 108



Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

Respondent's Gender

Male

Female

(A)

(B)

13. In looking at Option 1 as
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you
dislike about this
configuration?

Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic

Dedicated multi-use path for
southbound

Dedicated bike path for
northbound

Two travel lanes for traffic
northbound

One travel lane for traffic
southbound

Narrowed travel lanes

Allows parking in some
more limited areas along
both sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier/buffer
between multi-use path and
parking aisle

Other

Not Sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears
under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years
Total 973 195 86 157 290
Dedicated center turn lane 253 53 14 34 79
for traffic 26.0% 27.2% 16.5% 21.6% 27.2%
Dedicated multi-use path for | 126 28 2 8 45
southbound 13.0% 14.5% 2.8% 5.3% 15.5%
Dedicated bike path for 89 0 10 14 32
northbound 9.1% 0% 11.3% 8.6% 10.9%
Two travel lanes for traffic 59 0 3 9 18
northbound 6.1% 0% 3.7% 5.7% 6.3%
13. Irt1 Ioo:_;klingtgt O?tion 1as Qnpe travel lane for traffic 632 136 53 102 189
a potential option for
S 8 e e e southbound 64.9% 69.7% 61.7% 64.8% 65.0%
dislike about this Narrowed travel lanes 453 95 31 57 140
configuration? 46.6% | 48.6% 36.2% 36.2% 48.4%
Allows parking in some 235 53 24 36 67
more limited areas along
both sides of Moraga Road 24.1% 27.3% 27.5% 23.1% 23.1%
Physical barrier/buffer 163 12 17 18 65
between multi-use path and
parking aisle 16.7% 6.2% 19.6% 11.5% 22.3%
49 18 5 8 11
Oth
er 5.0% 9.2% 5.3% 4.9% 3.7%
49 13 7 5 17
Not S
ot sure 5.1% 6.8% 7.8% 2.9% 5.7%
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Age
65+ years
Total 245
Dedicated center turn lane 73
for traffic 29.9%
Dedicated multi-use path for 42
southbound 17.2%
Dedicated bike path for 34
northbound 13.9%
Two travel lanes for traffic 29
northbound 11.6%
13. "t‘ |°t9k|i"9t€.'t O?tion 1as  One travel lane for traffic 153
a potential option for thbound
Segment 3, what do you southboun 62.2%
dislike about this 130
configuration? Narrowed travel lanes 53.1%
Allows parking in some 54
more limited areas along
both sides of Moraga Road 22.2%
Physical barrier/buffer 51
between multi-use path and
parking aisle 21.0%
8
Other
3.2%
8
Not Sure
. 3.4%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Age

18-29 years

30-39 years

40-49 years

50-64 years

65+ years

(A)

(8)

(©)

(D)

(E)

13. In looking at Option 1 as
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you
dislike about this
configuration?

Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic

Dedicated multi-use path for
southbound

Dedicated bike path for
northbound

Two travel lanes for traffic
northbound

One travel lane for traffic
southbound

Narrowed travel lanes

Allows parking in some
more limited areas along
both sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier/buffer
between multi-use path and
parking aisle

Other
Not Sure

BC

BC

BC

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Page 110



Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

Ethnicity
- American
African- : q
: Indian or Anglo / White / -
Total AmBelggﬁn / Alaskan Caucasian Asian
Native
Total 884 23 1 599 135
Dedicated center turn lane 233 7 0 155 34
for traffic 26.4% 32.7% 0% 25.8% 25.2%
Dedicated multi-use path for | 114 0 0 85 23
southbound 12.9% 0% 0% 14.3% 16.7%
Dedicated bike path for 75 0 0 62 6
northbound 8.4% 0% 0% 10.4% 4.6%
Two travel lanes for traffic 52 0 0 44 3
northbound 5.9% 0% 0% 7.4% 1.9%
13. Irt1 Ioo:_;klingtgt OFtion 1as Qnpe travel lane for traffic 571 8 1 399 87
a potential option for h
S 8 e e e southbound 64.6% 34.3% 68.4% 66.7% 64.0%
dislike about this 412 8 1 285 67
configuration? Narrowed travel lanes 46.6% 34.3% 81.5% 47.6% 49.7%
Allows parking in some 215 0 0 125 53
more limited areas along
both sides of Moraga Road 24.3% .0% .0% 20.9% 39.3%
Physical barrier/buffer 145 0 0 107 10
between multi-use path and
parking aisle 16.5% .0% 0% 17.8% 7.3%
44 0 0 20 6
Oth
er 4.9% 0% 0% 3.3% 4.5%
45 8 0 19 4
Not Sure 5.1% 33.0% 0% 3.2% 2.6%
Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more
/ Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 57 0 3 54
Dedicated center turn lane 11 0 1 13
for traffic 19.4% 0% 25.5% 23.7%
Dedicated multi-use path for 5 0 0 1
southbound 9.4% 100.0% 0% 1.4%
Dedicated bike path for 5 0 0 1
northbound 9.4% 0% 0% 1.4%
Two travel lanes for traffic S 0 0 0
northbound 9.4% 0% 0% 0%
13. Irt1 Iott_)klingta_t O?tion 1as  QOpe travel lane for traffic 22 0 2 40
a potential option for thbound
Segment 3, what do you southboun 38.0% 100.0% 76.6% 74.3%
dislil_(e abo_ut this Narrowed travel lanes 1" 0 1 39
configuration? 18.8% 100.0% 51.1% 72.9%
Allows parking in some 11 0 1 12
more limited areas along
both sides of Moraga Road 19.3% .0% 51.1% 22.6%
Physical barrier/buffer 17 0 0 12
between multi-use path and
parking aisle 29.3% .0% .0% 22.6%
18 0 0 0
Other
31.4% 0% .0% .0%
0 0 1 14
Not Sure
Y 0% 0% 23.4% 25.7%
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Ethnicity
Other
Total 13
Dedicated center turn lane 13
for traffic 99.9%
Dedicated multi-use path for 0
southbound 0%
Dedicated bike path for 0
northbound .0%
Two travel lanes for traffic 0
northbound .0%
13. "t‘ |°t?k|i"9t‘;'t O?tion 1as  One travel lane for traffic 13
a potential option for thbound
Segment 3, what do you southboun 100.0%
dislike about this 0
configuration? Narrowed travel lanes 0%
Allows parking in some 13
more limited areas along
both sides of Moraga Road 99.9%
Physical barrier/buffer 0
between multi-use path and
parking aisle 0%
0
Other
.0%
0
Not Sure
. 0%

Comparisons of

Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity
. American
African- - .
: Indian or Anglo / White / -
AmBelgglin ! Alaskan Caucasian Asian
Native
(A) (B) (€) (D)
Dedicated center turn lane a,,b
for traffic ’
Dedicated multi-use path for b a,,b H
southbound :
Dedicated bike path for b a,,b
northbound :
Two travel lanes for traffic b a,b
rthbound .
13. In looking at Option 1 as no oun .
a potential option for One travel lane for traffic a AE E
Segment 3, what do you southbound a
dislike about ghis Narrowed travel lanes . El El
Helillg el Allows parking in some b a b
more limited areas along . " C
both sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier/buffer b a b
between multi-use path and . " D
parking aisle
Other .’b anb
Not Sure CD 2.
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more
/ Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
(E) (F) (G) (H)
Dedicated center turn lane a,b
for traffic )
Dedicated multi-use path for a,b b
southbound )
Dedicated bike path for a,b b
northbound )
Two travel lanes for traffic a,b b
rthb d )
13. In looking at Option 1 as noe oun .
a potential option for One travel lane for traffic a,b AE
Segment 3, what do you southbound a b
dislike about E’his Narrowed travel lanes " ACE|
configuration? Allows parking in some a b
more limited areas along v
both sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier/buffer a b b
between multi-use path and D v S D
parking aisle
Other CDH ab P
b a,,b
Not Sure . CD

Comparisons of Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity

Other

(U]

13. In looking at Option 1 as
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you
dislike about this
configuration?

Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic

Dedicated multi-use path for
southbound

Dedicated bike path for
northbound

Two travel lanes for traffic
northbound

One travel lane for traffic
southbound

Narrowed travel lanes

Allows parking in some
more limited areas along
both sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier/buffer
between multi-use path and
parking aisle

Other
Not Sure

ACDEGH

AE

CDEH

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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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How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Total Onelg::r or 12to03 years | 4 to 6 years | 7 to 10 years
Total 1021 59 71 86 55
Dedicated center turn lane 271 18 7 21 20
for traffic 26.5% 31.0% 9.9% 24.9% 36.0%
Dedicated multi-use path for 142 16 5 4 3
southbound 13.9% 26.8% 6.7% 4.6% 5.9%
Dedicated bike path for 94 0 6 2 3
northbound 9.2% 0% 8.0% 2.4% 5.9%
Two travel lanes for traffic 64 1 6 1 3
northbound 6.3% 2.5% 8.0% 6% 5.9%
13. Irt1 Ioo:_;klingtgt OFtion 1as Qnpe travel lane for traffic 665 41 31 64 34
a potential option for h
S 8 e e e southbound 65.1% 68.5% 43.0% 73.5% 61.9%
dislil_(e abo_ut this Narrowed travel lanes 479 12 21 25 22
configuration? 46.9% 20.0% 29.0% 28.6% 40.4%
Allows parking in some 250 19 16 36 16
more limited areas along
both sides of Moraga Road 24.4% 32.7% 21.8% 41.6% 29.1%
Physical barrier/buffer 170 8 7 5 6
between multi-use path and
parking aisle 16.7% 14.4% 9.9% 5.9% 11.0%
52 2 2 2 4
Oth
er 5.1% 4.0% 2.7% 2.6% 6.8%
50 2 17 5 2
Not S
ot sure 4.9% 2.9% 23.1% 5.3% 2.9%
How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys
College
More than 10 Sé‘ l\llllary’s
ears otlege
y Student
Total 707 42
Dedicated center turn lane 188 16
for traffic 26.6% 37.5%
Dedicated multi-use path for 100 14
southbound 14.1% 33.9%
Dedicated bike path for 83 0
northbound 11.8% .0%
Two travel lanes for traffic 53 0
northbound 7.5% 0%
13. "t‘ |°t9k|i“9t?t OFtiO“ 1as  QOnpe travel lane for traffic 455 41
a potential option for h
Segment 3, what do you southbound 64.3% 97.3%
dislil_(e abqut this Narrowed travel lanes 375 25
configuration? 53.0% 58.1%
Allows parking in some 148 15
more limited areas along
both sides of Moraga Road 20.9% 35.9%
Physical barrier/buffer 142 1
between multi-use path and
parking aisle 20.1% 21%
42 0
Oth
er 5.9% 0%
25 1
Not S
ot sure 3.6% 1.3%
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How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

One year or
less

2 to 3 years

4 to 6 years

7 to 10 years

(A)

(B)

©)

(D)

13. In looking at Option 1 as
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you
dislike about this
configuration?

Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic

Dedicated multi-use path for
southbound

Dedicated bike path for
northbound

Two travel lanes for traffic
northbound

One travel lane for traffic
southbound

Narrowed travel lanes

Allows parking in some
more limited areas along
both sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier/buffer
between multi-use path and
parking aisle

Other
Not Sure

B

BCD

ACDEF

B

Comparisons of

Column Proportionsb

,C

How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys
College

More than 10
years

St. Mary’s
College
Student

(E)

(F)

13. In looking at Option 1 as
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you
dislike about this
configuration?

Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic

Dedicated multi-use path for
southbound

Dedicated bike path for
northbound

Two travel lanes for traffic
northbound

One travel lane for traffic
southbound

Narrowed travel lanes

Allows parking in some
more limited areas along
both sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier/buffer
between multi-use path and
parking aisle

Other

Not Sure

B

ABC

B

BCDE

ABCDE
ABC

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
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Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Total Very Somewhat Somewhat
important important unimportant
Total 1015 447 370 121
Dedicated center turn lane 270 78 112 47
for traffic 26.6% 17.5% 30.4% 38.5%
Dedicated multi-use path for 141 39 43 36
southbound 13.9% 8.8% 11.6% 29.8%
Dedicated bike path for 93 21 32 20
northbound 9.2% 4.7% 8.6% 16.5%
Two travel lanes for traffic 64 29 27 4
northbound 6.3% 6.6% 7.3% 3.2%
13. Irt1 Ioo:_;klingtgt OFtion 1as Qnpe travel lane for traffic 658 248 270 96
a potential option for h
S 8 e e e southbound 64.9% 55.4% 73.0% 79.1%
dislike about this Narrowed travel lanes 474 168 187 59
configuration? 46.7% 37.6% 50.7% 49.1%
Allows parking in some 248 100 93 24
more limited areas along
both sides of Moraga Road 24.4% 22.4% 25.2% 20.2%
Physical barrier/buffer 168 44 65 28
between multi-use path and
parking aisle 16.5% 9.8% 17.6% 23.2%
52 37 7 2
Oth
er 5.1% 8.3% 1.8% 1.3%
50 30 9 10
Not S
ot Sure 4.9% 6.7% 2.5% 8.0%
Importance of
Balancing
Needs on
Major
Thoroughfare
s
Not important
at all
Total 77
Dedicated center turn lane 32
for traffic 41.9%
Dedicated multi-use path for 23
southbound 29.7%
Dedicated bike path for 20
northbound 26.5%
Two travel lanes for traffic 4
northbound 4.6%
13. "t‘ |°t9k|i“9t?t OFtiO“ 1as  Qne travel lane for traffic 45
a potential option for h
Segment 3, what do you southbound 58.5%
dislike about this 59
configuration? Narrowed travel lanes 75.8%
Allows parking in some 30
more limited areas along
both sides of Moraga Road 39.1%
Physical barrier/buffer 31
between multi-use path and
parking aisle 39.9%
7
Oth
er 8.4%
Not Sure !
1.5%
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. . _ab
Comparisons of Column Proportions

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (C) (D)
Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic A A A
Dedicated multi-use path for
southbound AB AB
Dedicated bike path for
northbound A AB
Two travel lanes for traffic
rthbound
13. In looking at Option 1 as no oun .
a potential option for One travel lane for traffic A AD
Segment 3, what do you southbound
dislike about E)his Narrowed travel lanes A ABC
configuration? Allows parking in some
more limited areas along AC
both sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier/buffer
between multi-use path and A A AB
parking aisle
Other BC B
Not Sure B B

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No
Total 1016 383 634
Dedicated center turn lane 270 94 176
for traffic 26.5% 24.5% 27.7%
Dedicated multi-use path for 141 43 98
southbound 13.9% 11.3% 15.5%
Dedicated bike path for 92 37 55
northbound 9.1% 9.7% 8.7%
Two travel lanes for traffic 64 28 36
northbound 6.3% 7.2% 5.7%
13. Irt1 Ioo:_;klingtgt O?tion 1as Qnpe travel lane for traffic 663 212 450
a potential option for h
Segment 3, what do you southbound 65.2% 55.5% 71.0%
dislike about this Narrowed travel lanes 478 167 311
BEE TR 47.0% | 43.6% | 49.1%
Allows parking in some 249 77 172
more limited areas along
both sides of Moraga Road 24.5% 20.1% 27 1%
Physical barrier/buffer 170 72 98
between multi-use path and
parking aisle 16.7% 18.8% 15.5%
50 34 16
Oth
er 4.9% 9.0% 2.5%
50 29 21
Not S
ot sure 4.9% 7.6% 3.3%
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a,

Previous Awareness of Project

Yes

No

(A)

(8)

13. In looking at Option 1 as
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you
dislike about this
configuration?

Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic

Dedicated multi-use path for
southbound

Dedicated bike path for
northbound

Two travel lanes for traffic
northbound

One travel lane for traffic
southbound

Narrowed travel lanes

Allows parking in some
more limited areas along
both sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier/buffer
between multi-use path and
parking aisle

Other
Not Sure

B
B

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the
key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the

larger column proportion.

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.

Preferred Solution

Total cf.fﬁs.::ggs Option 1 |Option 2 | Option 3
Total 996 219 212 118 447
Dedicated center turn lane 266 94 8 2 162
for traffic 26.7% 42.9% 3.9% 1.9% 36.2%
Dedicated multi-use path for | 139 63 10 4 62
southbound 13.9% 28.7% 4.5% 3.4% 13.9%
Dedicated bike path for 91 57 12 2 20
northbound 9.2% 26.1% 5.5% 2.0% 4.5%
Two travel lanes for traffic 61 21 4 27 9
northbound 6.1% 9.4% 2.0% 23.1% 2.1%
13. Irt1 Ioo:_;klingtgt O?tion 1as Qnpe travel lane for traffic 650 159 106 22 364
a potential option for
S 8 e e e southbound 65.3% 72.5% 49.8% 18.4% 81.4%
dislil_(e abo_ut this Narrowed travel lanes 467 162 96 32 177
configuration? 46.9% 74.2% 452% | 27.0% | 39.6%
Allows parking in some 244 79 36 16 114
more limited areas along
both sides of Moraga Road 24.5% 35.9% 16.9% 13.3% 25.4%
Physical barrier/buffer 167 76 25 9 58
between multi-use path and
parking aisle 16.7% 34.5% 11.6% 7.7% 12.9%
50 8 8 26 8
Oth
er 5.0% 3.5% 37% | 21.9% | 1.9%
49 4 21 17 7
Not S
ot sure 4.9% 1.9% 97% | 146% | 15%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsal

Preferred Solution
Existing : . .
Conditions Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
(A) (B) (C) (D)
Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic BC BC
Dedicated multi-use path for
southbound BCD BC
Dedicated bike path for
northbound BCD
Two travel lanes for traffic
. . northbound BD ABD
13. In looking at Option 1 as .
a potential option for One travel lane for traffic BC C BC
Segment 3, what do you southbound
dislike about E’his Narrowed travel lanes BCD
configuration? Allows parking in some
more limited areas along BCD C
both sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier/buffer
between multi-use path and BCD
parking aisle
Other ABD
Not Sure AD AD

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the

category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Total
Total | Total
Total 1024 1024
Very safe 271 271
26.5% | 26.5%
486 486
14. How safe do you find Somewhat safe 47.4% | 47.4%
this potential option for 150 150
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhatunsafe | _, | o
65 65
Very unsafe 6.3% | 6.3%
Not sure 52 52
51% | 5.1%
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3

Comparisons of Column Proportionsal

Total
Total
(A)

Very safe

14. How safe do you find Somewhat safe
this potential option for Somewhat unsafe
drivers for Segment 3? Very unsafe

Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance
level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the
category with the smaller column proportion appears
under the category with the larger column proportion.

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

Total 966 437 529
245 122 122
25.3% |1 28.0% | 23.1%
473 203 270

14. How safe do you find 49.0% | 46.6% | 50.9%
this potential option for 140 72 68

Very safe

Somewhat safe

drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat unsafe 14.5% | 16.5% | 12.9%
Very unsafe 59 26 33

6.1% 5.9% 6.2%
49 13 36

Not
ot sure 51% | 3.0% | 6.9%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Respondent's Gender
Male Female
(A) (B)
Very safe
14. How safe do you find Somewhat safe
this potential option for Somewhat unsafe
drivers for Segment 3? Very unsafe
Not sure A

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For
each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column
proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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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Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
Total 981 195 92 158 295 241
T 263 45 44 63 65 46
26.8% 23.2% 47.8% 40.1% 22.0% 19.1%
Somewhat safe 473 124 30 70 144 105
14. How safe do you find 48.2% 63.5% 32.5% 44.2% 48.8% 43.8%
this potential option for 138 14 13 14 46 52
drivers for Segment 37 Somewhatunsafe |, o | ;49 14.0% 8.7% 15.5% 21.7%
e OIEEDD 59 0 2 6 28 22
6.0% .0% 2.2% 4.1% 9.6% 9.2%
Not sure 47 12 3 5 12 15
4.8% 6.2% 3.6% 3.0% 4.2% 6.2%
Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’c
Age
18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)
Very safe ADE ADE
14. How safe do you find Somewhat safe BCDE
this potential option for Somewhat unsafe AC
drivers for Segment 3? Very unsafe a
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with
the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Ethnicity
- American
Total A%EEE n/ Irle ;asrll :r: Arg:]alg é :g i:‘irtle / Asian
Native
Total 893 30 1 609 132
Very safe 241 7 0 155 35
26.9% 24.6% 46.3% 25.5% 26.2%
Somewhat safe 443 8 0 291 9
14. How safe do you find 49.6% 25.8% 26.9% 47.7% 60.1%
this potential option for 121 8 0 102 11
drivers for Segment 37 Somewhat unsafe |, o, 24.8% 26.9% 16.8% 8.6%
Very unsafe 46 8 0 37 2
5.2% 24.8% .0% 6.0% 1.3%
Not sure 42 0 0 24 5
4.7% .0% .0% 4.0% 3.8%
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Ethnicity
Native
Latin_o / La_tina Nati_ve Hawaiian or Two or more Other
[ Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 52 0 3 54 13
Very safe 29 0 0 14 0
56.6% .0% .0% 25.7% .0%
23 0 3 27 13
14. How safe do you find Somewhat safe 43.4% 0% 100.0% 50.3% 99.9%
this potential option for 0 0 0 0 0
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat unsafe 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Very unsafe 0 0 0 0 0
.0% .0% .0% 4% .0%
Not sure 0 0 0 13 0
.0% 100.0% .0% 23.6% .0%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity
. American
African- : . . .
: Indian or Anglo / White / : Latino / Latina
AmBelr;gla(m ! Alaskan Caucasian Asian | Hispanic
Native
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)
Very safe 2 CDHI
a
14. How safe do you find Somewhat safe A A b
this potential option for Somewhat unsafe H . H g
drivers for Segment 3? Very unsafe CDH a,b
Not sure .’b anb
. . c,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
Native
Native Hawaiian or Two or more Other
American Other Pacific races
Islander
(F) (G) (H) ()
Very safe 2 ”: ’z
a,
14. How safe do you find Somewhat safe ab b ACEH
this potential option for Somewhat unsafe U g
drivers for Segment 3? Very unsafe _aub b
Not sure .a”b b CD .‘b

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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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How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Total Onelg:sar or 12to03 years | 4 to 6 years | 7 to 10 years
Total 1024 61 72 80 60
Verv safe 271 15 26 20 19
i 26.5% 23.8% 36.0% 25.6% 31.5%
Somewhat safe 486 40 38 46 27
14. How safe do you find 47.5% 65.3% 52.4% 57.3% 45.6%
this potential option for Somewhat unsafe 150 5 3 7 10
drivers for Segment'37 14.6% 8.5% 4.4% 8.5% 16.4%
Very unsafe es 0 2 3 3
w 6.3% 0% 2.7% 3.9% 4.5%
Not sure 52 ! 3 4 !
5.1% 2.3% 4.5% 4.8% 1.9%
How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys
College
More than 10 Sé I\:Ilary’s
ears orege
y Student
Total 708 43
190 1
Vv f
S 26.8% 3.4%
294 41
Somewhat safe o o
14. How safe do you find 41.5% 95.2%
this potential option for 124 1
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat unsafe 17 5% 1.4%
57 0
Ve nsafe
o 8.1% 0%
Not sure 43 0
6.0% .0%

Comparisons of Column Proportions

,C

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

One year or

More than 10

14. How safe do you find
this potential option for
drivers for Segment 3?

e 2to 3 years | 4to 6 years |7 to 10 years years

(A) (B) (©) (D) (E)
Very safe F F F F
Somewhat safe E

Somewhat unsafe
Very unsafe
Not sure
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

How Long
Lived in
Moraga/Stude
nt at St Marys
College
St. Mary’s
College
Student
(F)
Very safe
14. How safe do you find Somewhat safe ABCDE
this potential option for Somewhat unsafe
drivers for Segment 3? Very unsafe a
Not sure @

,C

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares
Total _ Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
Total 1018 471 357 108 82
Very safe 270 151 100 13 6
26.5% 32.0% 28.0% 12.4% 7.2%
Somewhat safe 486 260 162 53 11
14. How safe do you find 47.7% 55.2% 45.4% 49.5% 12.8%
this potential option for 145 41 60 22 22
drivers for Segment 37 Somewhatunsafe | |, 39, 8.8% 16.9% 20.3% 26.6%
Very unsafe 64 7 16 14 28
6.3% 1.4% 4.4% 12.8% 34.4%
Not sure 52 12 19 5 16
5.1% 2.6% 5.4% 4.9% 19.1%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsal

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (C) (D)
Very safe CD CD
14. How safe do you find Somewhat safe BD D D
this potential option for Somewhat unsafe A A A
drivers for Segment 3? Very unsafe AB ABC
Not sure ABC

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with
the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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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Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No
Total 1022 405 617
T 271 136 135
26.5% 33.7% 21.8%
483 131 353
14. How safe do you find Somewhat safe 47.3% 32.3% 57.1%
this potential option for 150 78 72
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat unsafe 14.7% 19.2% 11.7%
Very unsafe 65 32 33
6.4% 7.8% 5.4%
Not sure 52 28 24
5.1% 7.0% 3.9%

. . _ab
Comparisons of Column Proportions

Previous Awareness of Project

Yes No
(A) (B)
Very safe B
14. How safe do you find Somewhat safe A
this potential option for Somewhat unsafe B
drivers for Segment 3? Very unsafe
Not sure B

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears
under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Preferred Solution
Total CE)r(li:ittiir:)%s Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
Total 994 211 218 131 433
Very safe 266 19 109 56 82
26.8% 9.1% 50.0% 42.5% 19.0%
Somewhat safe 471 52 94 59 266
14. How safe do you find 47.4% 24.7% 43.2% 44.7% 61.4%
this potential option for 145 7 8 14 53
drivers for Segment 3?7 Somewhat unsafe | |, o, 33.5% 39% | 103% | 12.1%
Very unsafe 64 44 2 2 16
6.4% 21.1% .9% 1.4% 3.6%
Not sure 47 25 4 1 16
4.7% 11.7% 2.0% 1.1% 3.8%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsal

3

Preferred Solution
CEmjsittliI;?\ 5 Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
(A) (B) (C) (D)
Very safe AD AD A
14. How safe do you find Somewhat safe A A ABC
this potential option for Somewhat unsafe BCD B
drivers for Segment 3? Very unsafe BCD
Not sure BCD

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key

of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger

column proportion.

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.

Total
Total | Total
Total 927 927
Very convenient 112 112
121% [ 12.1%
Somewhat convenient 363 363
14. How convenient do you 39.1% | 39.1%
find this potential option for . . 228 228
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat inconvenient 24 6% | 24.6%
Very inconvenient 189 189
20.3% | 20.3%
Not sure 3 3
3.8% | 3.8%
Comparisons of Column Proportionsa’
Total
Total
(A)
Very convenient
14. How convenient do you Somewhat convenient
find this potential option for Somewhat inconvenient
drivers for Segment 3? Very inconvenient
Not sure

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

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
Total 875 399 476
Very convenient 109 79 30
12.5% | 19.9% | 6.3%
Somewhat convenient 338 144 194
14. How convenient do you 38.6% | 36.1% | 40.7%
find this potential option for . . 217 80 137
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat inconvenient 248% | 201% | 28.7%
Very inconvenient 77 4 103
20.2% | 18.5% | 21.6%
Not sure 34 22 13
3.9% | 5.4% 2.7%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsal

14. How convenient do you
find this potential option for

drivers for Segment 3?

Very convenient
Somewhat convenient
Somewhat inconvenient
Very inconvenient

Not sure

Respondent's Gender
Male Female
(A) (B)
B
A
B

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion
appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years
Total 890 195 73 142 272
Very convenient 109 28 9 22 30
12.3% 14.3% 12.2% 15.7% 11.1%
Somewhat convenient 356 116 34 58 82
14. How convenient do you 40.0% 59.5% 46.7% 41.1% 30.0%
find this potential option for . . 217 26 21 39 66
drivers for Segment 37 Somewhatinconvenient |, o | 35, 28.9% 27.6% 24.3%
Very inconvenient 175 25 o 19 82
19.7% 12.9% 12.2% 13.7% 30.0%
Not sure 32 0 0 2 12
3.6% .0% .0% 1.8% 4.6%
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Age
65+ years
Total 208
Very convenient 20
v 9.6%
. 66
Somewhat convenient o
14. How convenient do you 31.9%
find this potential option for . . 64
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat inconvenient 3119
. o
Very inconvenient 40
o 19.1%
17
Not sure
8.4%
. . b,c
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Age
18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)
Very convenient
14. How convenient do you Somewhat convenient CDE
find this potential option for Somewhat inconvenient A A A A
drivers for Segment 3? Very inconvenient ABC
Not sure 2 2 C

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the
smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Ethnicity
. American
Total | American/ | Indianer | AnglolWhite! | pgan
Native
Total 816 38 1 530 122
Very convenient 101 ! 0 74 19
12.3% 19.7% .0% 13.9% 15.5%
Somewhat convenient 337 15 0 210 %5
14. How convenient do you 41.2% 40.5% 46.2% 39.5% 45.3%
find this potential option for . . 197 0 0 130 34
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat inconvenient { ,, 0% 26.9% 24.6% 27.8%
Very inconvenient 192 8 0 102 12
18.7% 19.9% 26.9% 19.2% 9.9%
Not sure 30 8 0 15 2
3.6% 19.9% .0% 2.8% 1.5%
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Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more
| Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 57 0 2 54
Very convenient 0 0 0 !
v 0% 0% 0% 1.0%
Somewhat convenient 41 0 2 13
14. How convenient do you 71.3% 0% 100.0% 24.7%
find this potential option for . . 6 0 0 14
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat inconvenient 9.9% 100.0% 0% 26.7%
Very inconvenient ° 0 0 25
w 9.4% 0% 0% 47.6%
Not sure > 0 0 0
9.4% .0% .0% .0%
Ethnicity
Other
Total 13
Very convenient 0
v 0%
. 0
Somewhat convenient 0°
14. How convenient do you 0%
find this potential option for . . 13
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat inconvenient 100.0%
0
Very inconvenient
ry i veni 0%
0
Not sure
Y 0%
. R c,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
. American
African- : .
: Indian or Anglo / White / ;
American / : Asian
Black Alaskan Caucasian
Native
(A) (B) (C) (D)
Very convenient H &P H
c a
14. How convenientdoyou  Somewhat convenient b s I
find this potential option for Somewhat inconvenient J .
drivers for Segment 3? Very inconvenient 2
Not sure CDH a.b
. . c,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more
| Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
(E) (F) (G (H)
B ,0 d,,0 ,0
Very convenient . . .
A a,,b b
14. How convenient do you Somewhat convenient ACDHI o )
find this potential option for Somewhat inconvenient S N
drivers for Segment 3? Very inconvenient ab b CDEI
a,,b b
Not sure .
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. . cd
Comparisons of Column Proportions

Ethnicity
Other
(U]
Very convenient
14. How convenient do you ggmngvn:: convenient
find this potential option for .~ _~" - . CDEH
drivers for Segment 3? Very inconvenient
Not sure .’b

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

Total Oneley:sar or 12t03 years | 4 to 6 years | 7 to 10 years
Total 927 60 53 75 50
Very convenient 112 18 10 ’ °
12.1% 30.2% 19.6% 8.9% 11.0%
Somewhat convenient 363 33 32 22 24
14. How convenient do you 39.1% 55.3% 60.2% 29.0% 48.0%
find this potential option for Somewhat 228 8 5 37 11
LGS e S inconvenient 24.6% 12.8% 10.2% 49.4% 22.5%
Very inconvenient 189 0 ° o o
20.3% .0% 10.1% 11.5% 18.5%
Not sure 35 ! 0 ! 0
3.8% 1.7% .0% 1.3% .0%
How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys
College
More than 10 S(t:.ol\llllzgy;s
years Student
Total 647 42
Very convenient 70 2
10.8% 4.4%
Somewhat convenient 213 39
14. How convenient do you 32.9% 94.1%
find this potential option for . . 166 0
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat inconvenient 25 7% 0%
Very inconvenient 165 !
25.5% 1.5%
Not sure 33 0
5.2% .0%
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,C

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Onelg::r or 2to 3 years | 4to 6 years |7 to 10 years
(A) (B) (C) (D)
Very convenient CEF
14. How convenient do you Somewhat convenient CE CE
find this potential option for Somewhat inconvenient ABDE
drivers for Segment 3? Very inconvenient @
Not sure ° i
,C

Comparisons of Column Proportions

How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys

College
More than 10 séo“ﬂggye,s
years Student
(E) (F)
Very convenient
14. How convenient do you ~ S°mewhat convenient AB C; DE
find this potential option for Somewhat inconvenient
drivers for Segment 3? Very inconvenient F
Not sure a

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares
Total _ Very Somewhat Somewhat
important important unimportant
Total 920 403 334 107
Very convenient 12 72 37 3
12.2% 17.8% 11.1% 2.7%
Somewhat convenient 362 218 % 31
14. How convenient do you 39.3% 54.1% 26.9% 29.1%
find this potential option for . i 225 71 131 17
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat inconvenient |, 17.5% 39.3% 16.3%
Very inconvenient 186 39 57 44
20.2% 9.6% 17.0% 41.3%
Not sure 35 4 19 11
3.9% 1.1% 5.6% 10.5%
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Importance of
Balancing
Needs on

Major

Thoroughfare

s

Not important
at all

14. How convenient do you
find this potential option for

drivers for Segment 3?

Total

77

Very convenient

1
1.0%

Somewhat convenient

23
30.1%

Somewhat
inconvenient

5
6.7%

Very inconvenient

46
60.5%

Not sure

1
1.8%

. . _ab
Comparisons of Column Proportions

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (€) (D)

Very convenient CD D
14. How convenient do you ggmngvn:: convenlent BCD
find this potential option for ;" """t . ACD
drivers for Segment 37 Very inconvenient A AB AB

Not sure A A

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the
smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No
Total 924 356 568
Very convenient 112 47 65
12.2% 13.2% 11.5%
Somewhat convenient 361 140 221
14. How convenient do you 39.1% 39.3% 38.9%
find this potential option for . . 227 78 149
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat inconvenient 24 6% 22 0% 26.2%
Very inconvenient 188 83 105
20.3% 23.3% 18.4%
Not sure 35 ! 28
3.8% 2.1% 4.9%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Previous Awareness of Project
Yes No
(A) (B)
Very convenient
14. How convenient do you  Somewhat convenient
find this potential option for Somewhat inconvenient
drivers for Segment 3? Very inconvenient
Not sure A

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant
pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the
category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

Preferred Solution

Total CE;Idsittli:‘)%s Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
Total 907 201 184 120 402
Very convenient 1 3 48 21 39
i 12.3% 1.4% 26.3% 17.2% 9.8%
Somewhat convenient 360 42 o4 8 146
14. How convenient do you 39.7% 21.0% 51.4% 64.5% 36.3%
find this potential option for Somewhat inconvenient 221 53 26 19 122
drivers for Segment 37 24.3% 26.4% 143% | 162% | 30.3%
Very inconvenient 183 o1 3 2 87
i 20.2% 45.4% 1.9% 1.4% 21.6%
Not sure 32 11 11 1 8
3.5% 5.7% 6.2% .6% 2.1%
- - a!
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Preferred Solution
CEﬁidsittiigﬂs Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
(A) (B) (C) (D)
Very convenient AD A A
14. How convenient do you Somewhat convenient AD AD A
find this potential option for Somewhat inconvenient B BC
drivers for Segment 37 Very inconvenient BCD BC
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the
category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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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Total
Total | Total
Total 1045 1045
389 389
Very safe
37.3% | 37.3%
15.H fe d find Somewhat safe 443 443
. How safe do you fin
this potential option for 42.4% | 42.4%
pedestrians, bicyclists, and 104 104
other non-drivers for Somewhat unsafe 10.0% | 10.0%
Segment 3? - :
’ Very unsafe 48 48
i 46% | 4.6%
Not sure 61 61
58% | 5.8%
. . a,b
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Total
Total
(A)
15. H fe d find Very safe
. How safe do you fin
this potential option for Somewhat safe
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Somewhat unsafe
other non-drivers for
Segment 3? Very unsafe
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance
level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the
category with the smaller column proportion appears
under the category with the larger column proportion.

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
Total 985 444 542
s 383 170 214
38.9% | 38.3% | 39.4%
15. How safe do you find Somewhat safe 408 169 217
thi-s potential opt%on for 41.2% | 42.5% | 40.1%
pedestrians, bicyclists, and 96 37 60
gf;hge,:. gr?tnég?rivers for Somewhat unsafe 9.8% | 8.2% 11.0%
Very unsafe 42 26 16
42% | 5.8% 3.0%
Not sure %8 23 35
5.9% | 5.2% 6.4%
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Respondent's Gender

Male Female
(A) (B)
15.H fe d find Very safe
. How safe do you fin
this potential option for Somewhat safe
pedestrians,_bicyclists, and Somewhat unsafe
gg;]er:l ggtnéq?rlvers for Very unsafe B
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For
each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column
proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
Total 999 195 92 168 301 242
Very safe 384 82 45 93 99 66
38.5% 41.7% 49.1% 55.5% 32.7% 27.2%
15. How safe do you find Somewhat safe a2 I % > 142 12
this potential opt)i,on T 42.2% 37.6% 39.1% 34.1% 47.3% 46.3%
pfﬁestriang,_bicycflists, and Somewhat unsafe 96 28 7 8 27 26
e ger:lggtné?"ve’s or 9.6% 14.5% 7.4% 5.0% 9.0% 10.6%
T T 40 0 1 5 16 18
4.0% .0% 1.4% 3.1% 5.3% 7.3%
Not sure 57 12 3 4 17 21
5.7% 6.2% 3.0% 2.3% 5.7% 8.6%
Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’c
Age
18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
(A) (B) (€) (D) (E)
. Very safe E DE DE
15 Howsafe doyoufind  Somewhat safe
pedestrians,_bicyclists, and Somewhat unsafe C
gtahger:l grc‘)tn:;%rlvers for Very unsafe a
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with
the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
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Ethnicity
. American
Native
Total 910 30 1 618 135
Very safe 358 15 0 212 60
39.3% 50.4% 27.0% 34.3% 44.3%
15. How safe do you find Somewhat safe 282 0 0 27 o4
this potential opt)i,on e 42.0% .0% 26.9% 44.4% 47.4%
p;ar:iestriang,_bicycflists, and Somewhat unsafe 85 0 0 79 6
geger:lgr‘]’t"é?""e’s or 9.4% 0% 46.1% 12.8% 4.3%
Very unsafe 41 15 0 26 0
4.6% 49.6% .0% 4.3% .0%
Not sure a4 0 0 26 5
4.8% .0% .0% 4.2% 4.0%
Ethnicity
Native
Latin_o / La_tina Nati_ve Hawaiian or Two or more Other
| Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 58 0 3 54 13
Very safe 28 0 1 27 13
49.5% .0% 48.9% 51.3% 100.0%
15. How safe do you find Somewhat safe 29 0 1 13 0
this potential Opgi’on for 50.5% 0% 51.1% 24.7% 0%
pedestrians, bicyclists, and 0 0 0 0 0
ggl;e;lggtnéq,rivers for Somewhat unsafe .0% .0% .0% .0% .0%
Very unsafe 0 0 0 0 0
.0% .0% .0% .0% .0%
Not sure 0 0 0 13 0
.0% 100.0% .0% 24.0% .0%
Comparisons of Column Proportions ¢.d
Ethnicity
- American
American | Indian or | Anglo | White/ | pqia | Laine Latna
Native
(A) (B) (€) (D)
. . - Very safe X g
15 Howsafe doyouind  Somewhat safe : | |
pedestrians,_bicyclists, and Somewhat unsafe J o DH A
(s)g;er:lggtnéq?rlvers for Very unsafe C,bH :::b K
Not sure .
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. . C,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
Native
Native Hawaiian or Two or more Other
American Other Pacific races
Islander
(F) (G) (H) ()]
T - - Very safe 20 ACDEH
. How safe do you fin a,b
this potential option for Somewhat safe 2 b b
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Somewhat unsafe . ”b .’b
other non-drivers for a,, )
Segment 3? Very unsafe e o
Not sure L \ CD

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

Total Onelg::r or 12t03 years | 4 to 6 years | 7 to 10 years
Total 1044 61 75 86 63
Very safe 389 17 26 46 30
y 37.3% 28.3% 34.3% 53.1% 48.7%
15. H fe d find Somewhat safe 441 43 39 31 21
. How safe do you fin
this potential option for 42.3% 70.4% 51.4% 36.1% 33.4%
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Somewhat unsafe 104 1 6 4 6
Semetag vore for 10.0% 1.3% 8.2% 4.1% 9.4%
Very unsafe 48 0 2 3 2
i 4.6% .0% 2.5% 3.9% 3.0%
Not sure o1 0 3 2 3
5.8% .0% 3.6% 2.8% 5.5%
How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys
College
More than 10 S(t:' l\ll:ary’s
ears orege
y Student
Total 714 44
242 28
Very safe
1 33.8% 64.1%
307 1
15. How safe do you find Somewhat safe 43.0% 2 1%
this potential option for At - 70
pedestrians, bicyclists, and 73 15
other non-drivers for Somewhat unsafe 10.2% 33.8%
Segment 3? - -
40 0
Vv f
St 5.7% 0%
52 0
Not sure
7.3% .0%
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How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

One year or

More than 10

e 2to 3 years | 4to 6 years |7 to 10 years years
(A) (B) (€) (D) (E)
. Very safe AE
15. How safe do you find Somewhat safe CDEF F F F F

this potential option for
pedestrians, bicyclists, and
other non-drivers for
Segment 3?

Somewhat unsafe
Very unsafe
Not sure

a

. . b,c
Comparisons of Column Proportions

How Long
Lived in
Moraga/Stude
nt at St Marys
College

St. Mary’s
College
Student

(F)

15. How safe do you find
this potential option for
pedestrians, bicyclists, and
other non-drivers for
Segment 3?

Very safe
Somewhat safe
Somewhat unsafe
Very unsafe

Not sure

ABE

ABCDE
a

a

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Total ~ Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
Total 1038 485 364 109 80
Very safe 387 184 158 34 10
37.3% 37.9% 43.5% 31.4% 12.9%
15. How safe do you find Somewhat safe 440 242 152 37 10
this potential opt)i,on o 42.4% 49.9% 41.6% 33.9% 12.1%
e ——— g : g
Segment 37 10.0% 6.3% 7.5% 23.2% 25.4%
Very unsafe 48 20 6 3 19
4.6% 4.2% 1.5% 2.6% 23.3%
Not sure 60 8 21 10 21
5.7% 1.6% 5.8% 8.9% 26.3%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (€) (D)
. - - Very safe D D D
. How safe do you fin
this potential option for Somewhat safe CD D D
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Somewhat unsafe AB AB
other non-drivers for
Segment 37 Very unsafe ABC
Not sure A A ABC

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with
the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No

Total 1042 409 633

Verv safe 389 126 264
i 37.4% | 30.8% | 41.6%

15. H fe d find Somewhat safe 440 172 268

. How safe do you fin

this potential option for 42.2% 42.1% 42.3%

pedestrians, bicyclists, and 104 47 57
other non-drivers for Somewhat unsafe 10.0% 11.5% 919
Segment 3? 0 A 0

Very unsafe 48 29 19

i 4.6% 7.1% 3.0%

Not sure 61 35 26
5.8% 8.5% 4.1%

. . a,
Comparisons of Column Proportions

Previous Awareness of Project

Yes No
(A) (B)
T . s Very safe A
. How safe do you fin
this potential option for Somewhat safe
pedestrians,_bicyclists, and Somewhat unsafe
(s)g;eI:I grtl)tn;'l?rlvers for Very unsafe B
Not sure B

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears
under the category with the larger column proportion.

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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Preferred Solution

Total CEm:Isittligsr]\s Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
Total 1014 208 221 140 443
Verv safe 383 35 131 30 187
i 37.8% 16.8% 59.1% 21.4% 42.2%
. Somewhat safe 426 74 74 86 192
e Sotion fond 421% | 355% 334% | 614% | 43.3%
pedestrians,_bicyclists, and Somewhat unsafe 102 41 7 10 44
gg;er:lgr‘]’t"éﬁ""e’s =l 10.0% 19.5% 32% | 71% | 9.9%
Verv unsafe 47 25 3 11 8
Y 4.6% 11.9% 1.2% 7.7% 1.9%
Not sure 56 34 7 3 12
5.5% 16.4% 3.0% 2.4% 2.6%
. . a,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Preferred Solution
CEﬁ:isiEclirt‘)%s Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
(A) (B) (C) (D)
. . - Very safe ACD AC
. How safe do you fin
this potential option for Somewhat safe ABD
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Somewhat unsafe BCD B
other non-drivers for
Segment 3? Very unsafe BD B D
Not sure BCD

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key
of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger

column proportion.

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.

Total
Total | Total
Total 921 921
Very convenient 345 345
v 37.5% | 37.5%
. 412 412
15. How convenient do you = Somewhat convenient 44.8% | 44 8%
find this potential option for o0 o0
pedestrians, bicyclists, and . . 53 53
other non-drivers for Somewhat inconvenient 5,89 5,89
Segment 3? o0 o0
° Very inconvenient 45 45
i 48% | 4.8%
Not sure 65 65
7.1% 7.1%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Total
Total
(A)

Very convenient

Somewhat convenient
Somewhat

infAnvaniant

Very inconvenient
Not sure

15. How convenient do you
find this potential option for
pedestrians, bicyclists, and
other non-drivers for
Segment 37?

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

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

Total 869 396 473
320 149 171
36.8% | 37.6% | 36.2%
397 170 228
45.7% | 42.8% | 48.1%

Very convenient

15. How convenient do you  Somewhat convenient
find this potential option for

pedestrians, bicyclists, and  somewhat 47 16 31
gg;er:];?tn‘;,%nvers L inconvenient 54% | 4.0% 6.5%
Very inconvenient 42 26 15
4.8% | 6.6% 3.2%
64 35 28

Not
ot sure 73% | 89% | 6.0%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Respondent's Gender
Male Female
(A) (B)
T S Very convenient
. How convenient do you -
find this potential option for Somewhat convenient
pedestrians,_bicyclists, and Somewhat inconvenient
(s)g;eélgr?tnéq?rlvers for Very inconvenient B
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion
appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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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Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years
Total 882 195 73 137 272
e G 339 86 25 64 107
38.4% 44.2% 34.5% 46.6% 39.4%
. h . 395 109 39 58 101
15 How ‘;,%':;’ﬁ{:‘a‘i'gp"t'gxﬁgr Somewhat convenient | |\ o, | 5549 53.8% 42.4% 37.2%
gfff,s,t,ﬂf,"j’riefr’;c#frts’ and Somewhat inconvenient 46 0 S 4 20
Segment :;? 5.3% .0% 6.3% 3.3% 7.3%
Very inconvenient 40 0 ! > 18
4.5% .0% 1.8% 3.8% 6.5%
Not sure 62 0 3 5 26
7.1% .0% 3.6% 3.9% 9.6%
Age
65+ years
Total 205
Very convenient 56
27.5%
) 87
15. How convenient do you Somewhat convenient 42 4%
find this potential option for
pedestrians, bicyclists, and . . 18
other non-drivers for Somewhat inconvenient 8.6%
Segment 3? 16
Very inconvenient 77%
28
Not sure 13.8%
Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’c
Age
18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)
. Very convenient E E
e o e Somewhatconvenlent | D
pedestrians,_bicyclists, and Somewhat inconvenient .
gger;:gt";?_,""ers for Very inconvenient .:
Not sure C

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the
smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
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Ethnicity
. American
African- : :
- Indian or Anglo / White / .
Total AmBelggzn / Alaskan Caucasian Asian
Native
Total 811 38 1 534 119
Very convenient 314 15 0 179 52
v 38.7% 40.4% .0% 33.5% 43.6%
i Somewhat convenient 362 0 0 258 %8
1o flow ‘;‘;’t‘;’ﬁt':gi'gp‘;'%#;gr 44.6% 0% 73.1% 48.4% 48.5%
pedestrians,_bicyclists, and Somewhat inconvenient 45 0 0 38 6
Sonmentagers for 5.5% 0% 26.9% 7.2% 5.2%
Very inconvenient 40 15 0 25 0
v 4.9% 39.7% 0% 4.6% 0%
Not sure 50 8 0 34 3
6.2% 19.9% .0% 6.3% 2.7%
Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more
| Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 52 0 2 54
41 0 1 14
Very convenient
79.3% .0% 33.3% 25.7%
15. H ient d Somewhat convenient ° 0 ! 39
. How convenient do you
find this potential option for 10.3% 0% 66.7% 73.3%
pedestrians, bicyclists, and . . 0 0 0 0
other non-drivers for Somewhat inconvenient 0% 0% 0% 0%
Segment 3? - - - -
. . 0 0 0 0
Very inconvenient 0% 0% 0% 0%
Not sure 5 0 0 !
10.4% 100.0% .0% 1.0%
Ethnicity
Other
Total 13
Very convenient 13
ry 100.0%
. 0
15. How convenient do you = Somewhat convenient 0%
find this potential option for 70
pedestrians, bicyclists, and . . 0
other non-drivers for Somewhat inconvenient 0%
Segment 3? - 5 2
V i ient
ery inconvenien 0%
0
Not sure
.0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity
. American
African- s . . .
- Indian or Anglo / White / . Latino / Latina
AmBelggzn ! Alaskan Caucasian Aslan | Hispanic
Native
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)
. i Very convenient &b ACDH
. How convenient do you . b a
find this potential option for Somewhat convenient o 3 El El .
pedestrians,_bicyclists, and Somewhat inconvenient J . J
ggf;e;lggtnéq’rlvers for Very inconvenient CH a0 _’b _’b
Not sure CDH a.b
. R c,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
Native
Native Hawaiian or Two or more Other
American Other Pacific races
Islander
(F (G) (H) ]
5. H ‘q Very convenient A ACDGH
. How convenient do you . a,b
find this potential option for Somewhat convenient a b Ib CDEI
pedestrians,_bicyclists, and Somewhat inconvenient L J
g’:er\geglgr?tnéq’rlvers for Very inconvenient 2 b .’b .’b
Not sure 2 b .’b .’b

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Total Onelgsesar or 12t03 years | 4 to 6 years | 7 to 10 years
Total 921 58 55 73 51
Very convenient 345 12 12 40 22
37.5% 20.4% 21.8% 55.0% 43.4%
15. How convenient do you  Somewhat convenient 412 . 37 25 "
find this potential opti AL 44.8% 74.8% 67.3% 34.5% 36.7%
p;ar:iestriang,_bicycflists, and Somewhat inconvenient 53 2 2 4 5
geger:lggt"é?""ers or 5.8% 3.1% 3.6% 4.9% 9.7%
Very inconvenient 45 0 2 2 2
4.8% .0% 3.5% 3.3% 3.7%
Not sure 05 ! 2 2 3
7.1% 1.7% 3.7% 2.3% 6.6%
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How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys

College
More than 10 S(t:.ol\llllzry’s
years ge
Student
Total 642 42
Very convenient 232 26
B 36.2% 63.5%
) 272 15
15. How convenient do you = Somewhat convenient 42 49 36.5%
find this potential option for 70 D70
pedestrians, bicyclists, and . . 41 0
other non-drivers for Somewhat inconvenient o o
Segment 3? 6.:; '00/ 2
Very inconvenient 6.0% 0%
Not sure o7 0
8.9% .0%

Comparisons

of Column Proportionsb

,C

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

Onelg::r or 2to 3years | 4to 6 years |7 to 10 years
(A) (B) (C) (D)
. Very convenient ABE
;gdl-{?“:; %%?Zﬁﬂ'aﬂtpﬁﬁgr Somewhat convenient CDEF CDEF
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Somewhat inconvenient
other non-drivers for . - a
Segment 37 Very inconvenient .
Not sure
,C

Comparisons

of Column Proportions

How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys

15. How convenient do you
find this potential option for
pedestrians, bicyclists, and
other non-drivers for
Segment 3?

College
More than 10 S(t:.ol\llllggye’s
years Student
(E) (F)
Very convenient ABE

Somewhat convenient
Somewhat inconvenient
Very inconvenient

Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
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Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares
Total Very Somewhat Somewhat
important important unimportant
Total 914 411 322 108
Very convenient 342 181 124 31
v 37.5% 44.0% 38.5% 28.3%
15.H ientd Somewhat convenient 409 180 142 51
. How convenient do you
find this potential option for 44.8% 43.9% 44.1% 47.5%
pedestrians,_bicyclists, and Somewhat inconvenient 53 22 23 3
gg;er:lgr‘]’t";i',""e’s =l 5.9% 5.4% 7.1% 3.2%
Very inconvenient 45 19 4 4
y 4.9% 4.6% 1.3% 3.5%
Not sure 64 9 29 19
7.0% 2.1% 9.0% 17.5%
Importance of
Balancing
Needs on
Major
Thoroughfare
s
Not important
at all
Total 73
Very convenient ’
i 9.9%
. 35
15. How convenient do you = Somewhat convenient 48.1%
find this potential option for D
pedestrians, bicyclists, and . ) 5
other non-drivers for Somewhat inconvenient 7 0%
Segment 3? .18 2
Vv . .
ery inconvenient 24 4%
8
Not sure
Y 10.6%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsal

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (C) (D)
. i Very convenient CD D D
. How convenient do you .
find this potential option for Somewhat convenient
pedestrians,_bicyclists, and Somewhat inconvenient
ggt;e;lggtnéq’rlvers for Very inconvenient ABC
Not sure A A A

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the
smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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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Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No
Total 917 361 556
Very convenient 345 116 229
37.6% 32.1% 41.2%
15. How convenient do you  Somewhat convenient 410 172 237
find this potential optiox for 44.7% 47.6% 42.7%
pedestrians, bicyclists, and . . 53 23 31
(S)g:‘:]e;nggtn:;q?rivers for Somewhat inconvenient 5.8% 6.3% 5 59%
Very inconvenient 45 28 16
4.9% 7.9% 2.9%
Not sure 65 22 43
7.0% 6.1% 7.7%

a,b

Comparisons of Column Proportions

Previous Awareness of Project

Yes No
(A) (B)
LT i Very convenient A
. How convenient do you .
find this potential option for S°Mewhat convenient
pedestrians,_bicyclists, and Somewhat inconvenient
other non-drivers for Very inconvenient B

Segment 37?

Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair,
the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with
the larger column proportion.

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.

Preferred Solution

Total Csrﬁisl::ggs Option 1 |Option 2 | Option 3

Total 898 195 187 119 396
Very convenient 341 34 103 38 166

38.0% 17.6% 55.0% 31.9% 41.9%
. h . 401 91 64 64 183

- row %%’t‘;’ﬁ{:'aﬁ'gp‘i'ﬁ,X‘;gr Somewhat convenient | |, 46.5% 34.2% | 53.8% | 46.0%
pfﬁestriang,_bicycflists, and Somewhat inconvenient 52 19 5 6 21

g o ger;;‘:t"é?""e’s or 5.8% 10.0% 2.8% 5.1% 5.3%
Very inconvenient a4 24 ! o 10

4.9% 12.6% .3% 7.4% 2.5%
Not sure 60 26 14 2 17

6.6% 13.3% 7.7% 1.8% 4.3%
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. . __ab
Comparisons of Column Proportions

Preferred Solution
Existing : . .
Conditions Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3

(A) (B) (C) (D)

. i Very convenient ACD A A
. How convenient do you .
find this potential option for Somewhat convenient B B
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Somewhat inconvenient B
other non-drivers for . :
Segment 3? Very inconvenient BD B
Not sure CD

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the
category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Total
Total | Total
Total 872 872
Dedicated center turn lane 452 452
for traffic 51.9% | 51.9%
Dedicated multi-use path 447 447
southbound 51.2% | 51.2%
Dedicated pedestrian path 359 359
northbound 41.2% | 41.2%
Dedicated bike lanes in both | 389 389
directions 44.6% | 44.6%
16. In looking at Option 2 as  One travel lane for traffic in 83 83
a potential option for both directions 95% | 9.5%
Segment 3, what do you like 46 46
about this configuration? Narrowed travel lanes
wed trav 53% | 5.3%
Parking in some more 159 159
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 18.2% | 18.2%
Physical barrier between 404 404
multi-use path and parking
aisle 46.3% | 46.3%
22 22
Other
25% | 2.5%
57 57
Not S
ot sure 6.5% | 6.5%
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Comparisons of Column Proportions

a,

Total

Total

(A)

16. In looking at Option 2 as
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you like
about this configuration?

Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic

Dedicated multi-use path
southbound

Dedicated pedestrian path
northbound

Dedicated bike lanes in both
directions

One travel lane for traffic in
both directions

Narrowed travel lanes

Parking in some more
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier between
multi-use path and parking
aisle

Other
Not Sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05.
For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the larger

column proportion.

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.

Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

Respondent's Gender

Total | Male | Female
Total 821 359 462
Dedicated center turn lane 438 191 246
for traffic 53.3% |53.3% | 53.3%
Dedicated multi-use path 418 180 239
southbound 51.0% [50.1% | 51.7%
Dedicated pedestrian path 329 112 218
northbound 40.1% | 31.2% | 47.1%
Dedicated bike lanes in both | 362 131 230
directions 44.1% | 36.7% | 49.8%
16. In looking at Option 2 as  One travel lane for traffic in 63 30 33
a potential option for both directions 77% | 83% | 7.2%
Segment 3, what do you like 44 21 22
about this configuration? Narrowed travel lanes
weg trav 53% | 59% | 4.9%
Parking in some more 139 37 102
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 16.9% | 10.4% | 22.0%
Physical barrier between 372 171 200
multi-use path and parking
aisle 45.3% | 47.7% | 43.4%
21 9 12
Oth
er 26% | 26% | 2.6%
55 29 26
Not S
ot Sure 6.7% | 8.1% | 56%
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Respondent's Gender

Male

Female

(A)

(B)

16. In looking at Option 2 as
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you like
about this configuration?

Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic

Dedicated multi-use path
southbound

Dedicated pedestrian path
northbound

Dedicated bike lanes in both
directions

One travel lane for traffic in
both directions

Narrowed travel lanes

Parking in some more
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier between
multi-use path and parking
aisle

Other
Not Sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears
under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years
Total 835 155 82 151 249
Dedicated center turn lane 437 69 43 69 140
for traffic 52.4% 44.5% 52.2% 45.7% 56.3%
Dedicated multi-use path 436 99 52 84 117
southbound 52.2% 63.9% 63.2% 55.9% 47.0%
Dedicated pedestrian path 347 72 48 62 94
northbound 41.5% 46.6% 58.8% 41.4% 37.8%
Dedicated bike lanes in both | 378 86 46 67 106
directions 45.2% 55.2% 56.5% 44 4% 42.6%
16. In looking at Option 2 as  One travel lane for traffic in 81 18 16 11 22
a potential option for both directions 9.7% 11.6% 19.1% 7.3% 8.8%
Segment 3, what do you like 44 0 7 7 16
about this configuration? Narrowed travel lanes
wed trav 5.2% 0% 9.0% 4.8% 6.5%
Parking in some more 157 60 8 24 38
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 18.8% 38.6% 9.3% 16.2% 15.1%
Physical barrier between 391 100 55 80 98
multi-use path and parking
aisle 46.8% 64.6% 66.7% 52.8% 39.2%
21 0 2 6 7
Oth
er 2.5% 0% 2.2% 4.3% 3.0%
53 0 3 4 26
Not S
ot sure 6.3% 0% 3.8% 2.5% 10.2%
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Age
65+ years
Total 199
Dedicated center turn lane 117
for traffic 58.7%
Dedicated multi-use path 84
southbound 42.2%
Dedicated pedestrian path 70
northbound 35.3%
Dedicated bike lanes in both 73
directions 36.8%
16. In looking at Option 2 as  One travel lane for traffic in 15
a potential option for both directions 7.3%
Segment 3, what do you like 13
about this configuration? Narrowed travel lanes 6.4%
. (o)
Parking in some more 27
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 13.8%
Physical barrier between 59
multi-use path and parking
aisle 29.7%
5
th
Other 2.7%
20
Not Sure
. 10.3%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Age

18-29 years

30-39 years

40-49 years

50-64 years

65+ years

(A)

(8)

(©)

(D)

(E)

16. In looking at Option 2 as
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you like
about this configuration?

Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic

Dedicated multi-use path
southbound

Dedicated pedestrian path
northbound

Dedicated bike lanes in both
directions

One travel lane for traffic in
both directions

Narrowed travel lanes

Parking in some more
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier between
multi-use path and parking
aisle

Other

Not Sure

DE

BCDE

DE

a

a

DE

DE

C

C

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
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Ethnicity
- American
African- : .
: Indian or Anglo / White / -
Total AmBelggﬁn / Alaskan Caucasian Asian
Native
Total 765 30 1 500 125
Dedicated center turn lane 404 8 0 276 81
for traffic 52.8% 24.8% 73.0% 55.3% 64.5%
Dedicated multi-use path 409 8 0 277 48
southbound 53.5% 25.8% 73.0% 55.4% 38.5%
Dedicated pedestrian path 327 8 1 232 35
northbound 42.8% 25.8% 99.8% 46.3% 27.9%
Dedicated bike lanes in both | 361 0 0 221 58
directions 47 1% 0% 26.9% 44.2% 46.1%
16. In looking at Option 2 as  One travel lane for traffic in 78 0 0 46 8
a potential option for both directions 10.3% .0% 2% 9.2% 6.7%
Segment 3, what do you like 42 0 0 32 4
about this configuration? Narrowed travel lanes
wed trav 5.5% 0% 0% 6.5% 2.9%
Parking in some more 150 8 0 87 24
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 19.6% 25.8% 0% 17.4% 19.4%
Physical barrier between 367 7 0 211 73
multi-use path and parking
aisle 48.0% 24.6% 26.9% 42.2% 58.7%
16 0 0 13 4
Oth
er 2.2% 0% 0% 2.5% 3.1%
43 8 0 31 4
Not S
ot sure 5.6% 24.8% 0% 6.3% 2.8%
Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more
/ Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 52 0 3 41
Dedicated center turn lane 11 0 1 27
for traffic 22.0% 100.0% 25.5% 64.2%
Dedicated multi-use path 34 0 1 27
southbound 66.3% 0% 25.5% 66.3%
Dedicated pedestrian path 24 0 1 14
northbound 46.4% 0% 48.9% 34.5%
Dedicated bike lanes in both 41 0 1 27
directions 78.7% 0% 48.9% 65.0%
16. In looking at Option 2as  One travel lane for traffic in 24 0 0 0
a potential option for both directions 46.4% .0% .0% .0%
Segment 3, what do you like 6 0 0 0
about this configuration? Narrowed travel lanes
wed trav 11.7% 0% 0% 0%
Parking in some more 18 0 0 13
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 34.7% .0% .0% 31.8%
Physical barrier between 47 0 1 14
multi-use path and parking
aisle 89.7% 0% 51.1% 34.5%
0 0 0 0
Other
0% 0% 0% .0%
0 0 0 0
Not Sure
Y 0% 0% 0% 0%
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Ethnicity
Other
Total 13
Dedicated center turn lane 0
for traffic 0%
Dedicated multi-use path 13
southbound 100.0%
Dedicated pedestrian path 13
northbound 99.9%
Dedicated bike lanes in both 13
directions 99.9%
16. In looking at Option 2 as  One travel lane for traffic in 0
a potential option for both directions 0%
Segment 3, what do you like 0
about this configuration? Narrowed travel lanes 0%
. (o]
Parking in some more 0
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 0%
Physical barrier between 13
multi-use path and parking
aisle 99.9%
0
Other
.0%
0
Not Sure
. 0%

Comparisons of

Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity
: American
African- : .
: Indian or Anglo / White / -
AmBelgglin ! Alaskan Caucasian Lk
Native
(A) (B) (€) (D)
Dedicated center turn lane a
for traffic AEI AEI
Dedicated multi-use path a AD
southbound )
Dedicated pedestrian path a D
northbound :
Dedicated bike lanes in both b a
directions : :
16. In looking at Option 2 as  QOne travel lane for traffic in b a
a potential option for both directions : :
Segment 3, what do you like N dt T b a,b
about this configuration? SILOWECHIENEL 2NIES '
Parking in some more a b
limited areas along both v
sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier between a
multi-use path and parking . AC
aisle ) )
Other J &
Not Sure CDH 2
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more
/ Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
(E) (F) (G) (H)
Dedicated center turn lane a,b AE|
for traffic )
Dedicated multi-use path a,b
southbound AD AD
Dedicated pedestrian path a,b
northbound
Dedicated bike lanes in both cD a,b
directions
16. In looking at Option 2as  One travel lane for traffic in CDH a,b b
a potential option for both directions :
Segment 3, what do you like N dt T a,b b
about this configuration? SILOWECHENEL SNES :
Parking in some more a b b
limited areas along both C h J
sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier between a b
multi-use path and parking ACDH v
aisle . . .
Other J a J
Not Sure .’b a.b .’b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity

Other

(U]

16. In looking at Option 2 as
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you like
about this configuration?

Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic

Dedicated multi-use path
southbound

Dedicated pedestrian path
northbound

Dedicated bike lanes in both
directions

One travel lane for traffic in
both directions

Narrowed travel lanes

Parking in some more
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier between
multi-use path and parking
aisle

Other
Not Sure

ACDG

ACDEH

CD

ACH

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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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How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Total Onelg::r or 12to03 years | 4 to 6 years | 7 to 10 years
Total 871 46 70 80 51
Dedicated center turn lane 452 18 29 35 25
for traffic 51.9% 38.3% 41.6% 43.4% 49.3%
Dedicated multi-use path 447 32 46 47 26
southbound 51.3% 69.3% 65.7% 59.3% 50.3%
Dedicated pedestrian path 359 21 43 40 17
northbound 41.2% 45.6% 61.2% 50.0% 32.4%
Dedicated bike lanes in both 389 20 40 46 24
directions 44.6% 43.8% 57.3% 57.5% 47.8%
16. In looking at Option 2 as  One travel lane for traffic in 83 10 9 5 1
a potential option for both directions 9.5% 21.8% 12.3% 6.0% 2.1%
Segment 3, what do you like 46 7 5 2 3
about this configuration? N 1
arrowed travel lanes 5.3% 14.3% 6.5% 3.0% 6.7%
Parking in some more 159 2 4 8 6
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 18.2% 5.1% 5.2% 10.5% 10.9%
Physical barrier between 404 36 37 51 27
multi-use path and parking
aisle 46.4% 77.5% 52.6% 63.7% 52.0%
22 3 1 0 2
Oth
er 2.5% 5.8% 9% 0% 3.1%
57 3 2 3 3
Not S
ot Sure 6.5% 7.5% 2.7% 3.3% 5.8%
How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys
College
More than 10 Sé‘ l\llllary’s
ears orege
y Student
Total 581 43
Dedicated center turn lane 328 18
for traffic 56.4% 42.2%
Dedicated multi-use path 283 13
southbound 48.6% 30.2%
Dedicated pedestrian path 212 26
northbound 36.5% 60.8%
Dedicated bike lanes in both 240 18
directions 41.3% 41.3%
16. In looking at Option 2 as  One travel lane for traffic in 58 0
a potential option for both directions 10.0% 0%
Segment 3, what do you like 29 0
about this conf'guratlon? Narrowed travel lanes 5.0% 0%
Parking in some more 101 39
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 17.3% 90.5%
Physical barrier between 234 20
multi-use path and parking
aisle 40.3% 46.2%
17 0
Oth
er 3.0% 0%
46 0
Not S
ot sure 7.9% 0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

,C

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

One year or
less

2 to 3 years

4 to 6 years

7 to 10 years

(A)

(B)

©)

(D)

16. In looking at Option 2 as
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you like
about this configuration?

Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic

Dedicated multi-use path
southbound

Dedicated pedestrian path
northbound

Dedicated bike lanes in both
directions

One travel lane for traffic in
both directions

Narrowed travel lanes

Parking in some more
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier between
multi-use path and parking
aisle

Other

Not Sure

EF

DE

Comparisons of

Column Proportionsb

,C

How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys
College

St. Mary’s

More than 10
years

College
Student

(E)

(F)

16. In looking at Option 2 as
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you like
about this configuration?

Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic

Dedicated multi-use path
southbound

Dedicated pedestrian path
northbound

Dedicated bike lanes in both
directions

One travel lane for traffic in
both directions

Narrowed travel lanes

Parking in some more
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier between
multi-use path and parking
aisle

Other
Not Sure

ABCDE

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
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Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Total Very Somewhat Somewhat
important important unimportant
Total 866 445 306 91
Dedicated center turn lane 450 251 150 37
for traffic 51.9% 56.3% 49.0% 41.2%
Dedicated multi-use path 444 278 148 14
southbound 51.3% 62.5% 48.3% 15.2%
Dedicated pedestrian path 357 231 102 20
northbound 41.2% 52.0% 33.4% 22.5%
Dedicated bike lanes in both 388 258 120 7
directions 44.8% 57.9% 39.3% 8.0%
16. In looking at Option 2 as  One travel lane for traffic in 83 70 11 2
a potential option for both directions 9.6% 15.8% 3.5% 1.9%
Segment 3, what do you like 46 29 14 2
about this configuration? Narrowed travel lanes
weg trav 5.4% 6.6% 4.5% 2.5%
Parking in some more 159 94 44 20
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 18.4% 21.2% 14.4% 21.8%
Physical barrier between 403 254 133 12
multi-use path and parking
aisle 46.5% 57.0% 43.4% 12.8%
21 6 8 5
Oth
er 2.5% 1.2% 2.5% 5.3%
55 15 22 18
Not S
ot Sure 6.3% 3.4% 7.1% 19.7%
Importance of
Balancing
Needs on
Major
Thoroughfare
s
Not important
at all
Total 23
Dedicated center turn lane 1
for traffic 48.6%
Dedicated multi-use path 4
southbound 18.0%
Dedicated pedestrian path 3
northbound 13.0%
Dedicated bike lanes in both 2
directions 9.3%
16. In looking at Option 2 as  One travel lane for traffic in 0
a potential option for both directions 0%
Segment 3, what do you like 1
about thIS conﬁguration? Narrowed travel lanes 4 00/
. o
Parking in some more 1
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 3.3%
Physical barrier between 4
multi-use path and parking
aisle 16.5%
4
Oth
er 15.1%
0
Not S
ot Sure 0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

,C

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (C) (D)

Dedicated center turn lane c

for traffic

Dedicated multi-use path

southbound BCD cb

Dedicated pedestrian path BCD

northbound

Dedicated bike lanes in both

directions BCD Ch
16. In looking at Option 2as  One travel lane for traffic in BC a
a potential option for both directions :
Segment 3, what do you like N dt T
about this configuration? SILOWECHENEL SNES

Parking in some more

limited areas along both

sides of Moraga Road

Physical barrier between

multi-use path and parking BCD C

aisle

Other AB

Not Sure AB

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No
Total 870 326 544
Dedicated center turn lane 451 175 275
for traffic 51.8% 53.8% 50.6%
Dedicated multi-use path 445 186 259
southbound 51.2% 57.1% 47.6%
Dedicated pedestrian path 357 163 194
northbound 41.1% 49.9% 35.8%
Dedicated bike lanes in both 388 167 220
directions 44.6% 51.3% 40.5%
16. In looking at Option 2 as  One travel lane for traffic in 81 57 24
a potential option for both directions 9.3% 17.6% 4.4%
Segment 3, what do you like 46 29 17
about this Configuration? Narrowed travel lanes
5.3% 9.0% 3.1%
Parking in some more 159 64 95
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 18.3% 19.5% 17.6%
Physical barrier between 402 157 245
multi-use path and parking
aisle 46.3% 48.3% 45.0%
20 10 11
Other
2.3% 2.9% 2.0%
56 20 36
Not Sure
. 6.5% 6.2% 6.6%
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Previous Awareness of Project

Yes No
(A) (B)

Dedicated center turn lane

for traffic

Dedicated multi-use path B

southbound

Dedicated pedestrian path B

northbound

Dedicated bike lanes in both B

directions

16. In looking at Option 2 as  QOne travel lane for traffic in B

a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you like
about this configuration?

both directions
Narrowed travel lanes

Parking in some more
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier between
multi-use path and parking
aisle

Other
Not Sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the
key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the

larger column proportion.

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.

Preferred Solution
Total CEﬁldsittlig?'ls Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
Total 851 106 216 139 390
Dedicated center turn lane 444 49 150 91 154
for traffic 52.2% 45.8% 69.6% 65.6% 39.6%
Dedicated multi-use path 440 25 120 109 187
southbound 51.7% 23.0% 55.6% 78.2% 47.9%
Dedicated pedestrian path 353 20 82 97 154
northbound 41.5% 18.9% 37.9% 69.6% 39.5%
Dedicated bike lanes in both | 386 18 76 102 189
directions 45.3% 16.8% 35.4% 73.6% 48.5%
16. In looking at Option 2 as  One travel lane for traffic in 83 1 14 60 8
a potential option for both directions 9.7% 1.1% 6.5% 42.9% 2.0%
Segment 3, what do you like 45 1 16 13 15
about this configuration? Narrowed travel lanes
weg trav 5.3% 1.1% 7.4% 9.0% 3.9%
Parking in some more 158 7 23 46 82
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 18.5% 6.3% 10.8% 33.4% 20.9%
Physical barrier between 401 24 117 92 167
multi-use path and parking
aisle 47.1% 22.6% 54.3% 66.4% 42.8%
22 10 3 4 6
Oth
er 2.6% 8.9% 1.3% 2.5% 1.6%
52 18 13 0 21
Not S
ot Sure 6.1% 17.0% 5.9% 0% 5.5%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

,C

Preferred Solution

Existing . : .
Conditions Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
(A) (B) (€) (D)
Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic AD AD
Dedicated multi-use path
southbound A ABD A
Dedicated pedestrian path
northbound A ABD A
Dedicated bike lanes in both
directions A ABD AB
16. In looking at Option 2as  One travel lane for traffic in D ABD
a potential option for both directions
Segment 3, what do you like N dt T A
about this configuration? SILOWECHENEL SNES
Parking in some more
limited areas along both ABD AB
sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier between
multi-use path and parking AD AD A
aisle
Other BD
Not Sure B D 2

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the

category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Total
Total | Total
Total 988 988
Dedicated center turn lane 254 254
for traffic 25.7% | 25.7%
Dedicated multi-use path 159 159
southbound 16.0% | 16.0%
Dedicated pedestrian path 132 132
northbound 13.4% | 13.4%
Dedicated bike lanes in both | 283 283
directions 28.7% | 28.7%
17. "t‘ |°t?k|i"9t?t O?tion 2as  One travel lane for trafficin | 772 | 772
a potential option for h di ;
Segment 3, what do you both directions 78.1% | 78.1%
dislike about this Narrowed travel lanes 523 523
conflguratlon? 52.9% | 52.9%
Parking in some more 211 211
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 21.4% | 21.4%
Physical barrier between 177 177
multi-use path and parking
aisle 17.9% 17.9%
58 58
Other
5.9% | 5.9%
28 28
Not Sure
Y 2.9% | 2.9%
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Comparisons of Column Proportions

a,

Total

Total

(A)

17. In looking at Option 2 as
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you
dislike about this
configuration?

Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic

Dedicated multi-use path
southbound

Dedicated pedestrian path
northbound

Dedicated bike lanes in both
directions

One travel lane for traffic in
both directions

Narrowed travel lanes

Parking in some more
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier between
multi-use path and parking
aisle

Other

Not Sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05.
For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the larger

column proportion.

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.

Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

Respondent's Gender

Total | Male |Female
Total 947 424 523
Dedicated center turn lane 239 113 125
for traffic 25.2% | 26.7% | 24.0%
Dedicated multi-use path 147 59 88
southbound 15.5% | 13.9% | 16.8%
Dedicated pedestrian path 128 57 7
northbound 13.5% | 13.4% | 13.7%
Dedicated bike lanes in both | 271 133 138
directions 28.7% | 31.3% | 26.5%
17. "t‘ |09k|i“9t?t O?ti°“ 2as  One travel lane for trafficin | 740 | 300 441
a potential option for : A
Segment 3, what do you both directions 78.2% | 70.7% | 84.3%
dislil_(e abo_ut this Narrowed travel lanes 496 205 291
BEE TR 52.4% | 48.3% | 55.7%
Parking in some more 200 90 111
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 21.2% | 21.2% | 21.2%
Physical barrier between 166 69 97
multi-use path and parking
aisle 17.5% 16.4% 18.5%
56 32 24
Oth
er 59% | 7.6% | 4.5%
28 19 9
Not S
ot sure 3.0% | 45% | 1.8%
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Respondent's Gender

Male

Female

(A)

(B)

17. In looking at Option 2 as
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you
dislike about this
configuration?

Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic

Dedicated multi-use path
southbound

Dedicated pedestrian path
northbound

Dedicated bike lanes in both
directions

One travel lane for traffic in
both directions

Narrowed travel lanes

Parking in some more
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier between
multi-use path and parking
aisle

Other

Not Sure

B
B

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears
under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years
Total 942 177 80 158 291
Dedicated center turn lane 236 40 17 28 80
for traffic 25.0% 22.8% 20.7% 17.4% 27 4%
Dedicated multi-use path 144 26 10 12 50
southbound 15.2% 14.9% 12.7% 7.4% 17.3%
Dedicated pedestrian path 124 14 11 15 44
northbound 13.2% 8.1% 13.2% 9.4% 15.0%
Dedicated bike lanes in both | 271 42 25 33 92
directions 28.7% 23.9% 30.9% 20.6% 31.6%
17. Irt1 Ioo:_;klingtgt O?tion 2as  QOne travel lane for traffic in 738 149 63 124 225
a potential option for : A
S 8 e e e both directions 78.3% 84.2% 78.6% 78.1% 77.1%
dislil_(e abo_ut this Narrowed travel lanes 492 122 28 59 149
configuration? 523% | 68.7% 35.7% 37.3% 51.3%
Parking in some more 195 12 17 29 73
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 20.7% 6.8% 20.9% 18.3% 25.0%
Physical barrier between 165 12 14 13 64
multi-use path and parking
aisle 17.5% 6.8% 17.7% 8.0% 22.1%
56 14 7 10 14
Oth
er 5.9% 7.9% 8.2% 6.0% 4.9%
28 0 3 5 15
Not S
ot sure 3.0% 0% 3.7% 2.9% 5.0%
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Age
65+ years
Total 235
Dedicated center turn lane 7
for traffic 30.3%
Dedicated multi-use path 45
southbound 19.1%
Dedicated pedestrian path 41
northbound 17.4%
Dedicated bike lanes in both 79
directions 33.7%
17. "t‘ |°t?k|i"9t‘;'t O?tion 2as  Qpe travel lane for traffic in 177
a potential option for : ;
Segment 3, what do you both directions 75.4%
dislike about this Narrowed travel lanes 133
configuration? 56.8%
Parking in some more 64
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 27.4%
Physical barrier between 61
multi-use path and parking
aisle 26.1%
12
Other
4.9%
6
Not Sure
. 2.7%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Age

18-29 years

30-39 years

40-49 years

50-64 years

65+ years

(A)

(8)

(©)

(D)

(E)

17. In looking at Option 2 as
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you
dislike about this
configuration?

Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic

Dedicated multi-use path
southbound

Dedicated pedestrian path
northbound

Dedicated bike lanes in both
directions

One travel lane for traffic in
both directions

Narrowed travel lanes

Parking in some more
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier between
multi-use path and parking
aisle

Other

Not Sure

BCD

a

AC

C

C

BC

AC

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
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Ethnicity
- American
African- : .
: Indian or Anglo / White / -
Total AmBelggﬁn / Alaskan Caucasian Asian
Native
Total 854 23 1 598 131
Dedicated center turn lane 215 0 0 156 30
for traffic 25.1% 0% 0% 26.0% 22.9%
Dedicated multi-use path 129 0 0 98 7
southbound 15.1% 0% 0% 16.4% 5.6%
Dedicated pedestrian path 111 0 0 86 19
northbound 13.0% 0% 0% 14.4% 14.6%
Dedicated bike lanes in both | 239 0 0 195 32
directions 28.0% 0% 46.3% 32.6% 24.1%
17. Irt1 Ioo:_;klingtgt OFtion 2as  QOne travel lane for traffic in 668 15 0 456 96
a potential option for h di i
S 8 e e e both directions 78.2% 67.0% 53.7% 76.3% 73.3%
dislike about this Narrowed travel lanes 445 0 0 309 66
configuration? 52.1% 0% 26.9% 51.7% 50.4%
Parking in some more 178 0 0 136 23
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 20.8% 0% 0% 22.8% 17.7%
Physical barrier between 148 0 0 118 12
multi-use path and parking
aisle 17.3% 0% 0% 19.8% 9.2%
52 0 0 46 6
Oth
er 6.1% 0% 0% 7.7% 4.4%
28 8 0 18 3
Not S
ot sure 3.3% 33.0% 0% 3.1% 1.9%
Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more
/ Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 33 0 3 54
Dedicated center turn lane 16 0 0 13
for traffic 49.7% 0% 0% 23.7%
Dedicated multi-use path 11 0 0 13
southbound 33.5% 0% 0% 24.0%
Dedicated pedestrian path 5 0 0 0
northbound 16.2% 0% 0% 4%
Dedicated bike lanes in both 11 0 1 1
directions 32.4% 0% 23.4% 2.4%
17.In |°9k|i"9 at o?ti°" 2as  Qne travel lane for traffic in 33 0 1 93
gg;,:f;‘,ﬂa?,fv‘;ﬁ:t“d:;ou both directions 100.0% 100.0% 51.1% 99.0%
dislil_(e abo_ut this Narrowed travel lanes 16 0 1 39
configuration? 49.7% 100.0% 51.1% 73.3%
Parking in some more 5 0 1 12
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 16.2% .0% 25.5% 22.6%
Physical barrier between 5 0 0 12
multi-use path and parking
aisle 16.2% 0% 0% 22.6%
0 0 0 0
Other
0% 0% 0% 0%
0 0 0 0
Not Sure
Y 0% 0% 0% 0%
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Ethnicity
Other
Total 13
Dedicated center turn lane 0
for traffic 0%
Dedicated multi-use path 0
southbound 0%
Dedicated pedestrian path 0
northbound .0%
Dedicated bike lanes in both 0
directions 0%
;75;?;&?;%% t?;r??gi_m 2as  Qpe travel lane for traffic in 13
Segment 3, what do you both directions 100.0%
dislike about this Narrowed travel lanes 13
configuration? 99.9%
Parking in some more 0
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 0%
Physical barrier between 0
multi-use path and parking
aisle 0%
0
Other
.0%
0
Not Sure
. 0%

Comparisons of

Column Proportionsc

Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

Ethnicity
: American
African- : .
: Indian or Anglo / White / -
AmBelgglin ! Alaskan Caucasian Lk
Native
(A) (B) (€) (D)
Dedicated center turn lane a a,b
for traffic ’
Dedicated multi-use path a a,b D
southbound )
Dedicated pedestrian path a a,b H H
northbound :
Dedicated bike lanes in both a b H H
. . directions : :
17. In looking at Option 2 as .
a potential option for One travel lane for traffic in b
Segment 3, what do you both directions a b
dislike about E’his Narrowed travel lanes . S
configuration? Parking in some more a a b
limited areas along both . v
sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier between a ab
multi-use path and parking . v D
aisle )
Other 2 &
Not Sure CDH 2
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more
/ Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
(E) (F) (G) (H)

Dedicated center turn lane CDI a,b a

for traffic )

Dedicated multi-use path D a,b a D

southbound :

Dedicated pedestrian path H a,b a

northbound :

Dedicated bike lanes in both H a,b

directi
17. In looking at Option 2 as irections ..
a potential option for One travel lane for traffic in a a,b ACDG
Segment 3, what do you both directions ' ab
dislike about E)his Narrowed travel lanes K C
configuration? Parking in some more a b

limited areas along both v

sides of Moraga Road

Physical barrier between ab a

multi-use path and parking v .

aisle .

Other 2 a 2

Not Sure 2 a.b 2

Comparisons of Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity

Other

U]

17. In looking at Option 2 as
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you
dislike about this
configuration?

Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic

Dedicated multi-use path
southbound

Dedicated pedestrian path
northbound

Dedicated bike lanes in both
directions

One travel lane for traffic in
both directions

Narrowed travel lanes

Parking in some more
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier between
multi-use path and parking
aisle

Other
Not Sure

CDE

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.
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.
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How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Total Onelg::r or 12to03 years | 4 to 6 years | 7 to 10 years
Total 987 52 69 83 59
Dedicated center turn lane 254 18 8 10 23
for traffic 25.7% 33.8% 11.4% 11.9% 38.4%
Dedicated multi-use path 158 2 4 9 1
southbound 16.0% 3.4% 5.1% 11.0% 19.2%
Dedicated pedestrian path 132 3 1 10 6
northbound 13.4% 5.4% 1.5% 12.5% 10.4%
Dedicated bike lanes in both 283 18 17 18 14
directions 28.7% 34.9% 24.8% 21.2% 22.9%
17. Irt1 Ioo:_;klingtgt OFtion 2as  QOne travel lane for traffic in 771 16 53 66 48
a potential option for h di i
S 8 e e e both directions 78.2% 31.2% 76.9% 79.4% 80.9%
dislike about this Narrowed travel lanes 522 9 21 37 33
configuration? 52.9% 17.0% 30.9% 45.0% 55.3%
Parking in some more 211 5 9 17 12
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 21.4% 10.1% 13.1% 20.6% 20.7%
Physical barrier between 177 2 5 7 8
multi-use path and parking
aisle 18.0% 4.7% 6.5% 8.1% 13.0%
58 18 2 4 5
Oth
er 5.9% 34.1% 3.2% 4.9% 7.8%
28 0 4 0 3
Not S
ot Sure 2.9% 0% 5.6% 0% 4.3%
How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys
College
More than 10 Sé‘ l\llllary’s
ears orege
y Student
Total 680 44
Dedicated center turn lane 181 14
for traffic 26.7% 32.5%
Dedicated multi-use path 117 15
southbound 17.2% 33.8%
Dedicated pedestrian path 97 15
northbound 14.2% 34.2%
Dedicated bike lanes in both 200 17
directions 29.5% 38.0%
17. I't‘ Iott_aklingtqt OFtion 2as  QOne travel lane for traffic in 547 41
a potential option for h directi
Segment 3, what do you both directions 80.5% 93.8%
dislike about this Narrowed travel lanes 403 19
configuration? 59.3% 42.2%
Parking in some more 168 0
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 24.7% 0%
Physical barrier between 156 0
multi-use path and parking
aisle 22.9% .0%
29 0
Oth
er 4.3% 0%
21 1
Not S
ot sure 3.1% 2.1%
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,C
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How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

One year or
less

2 to 3 years

4 to 6 years

7 to 10 years

(A)

(B)

©)

(D)

17. In looking at Option 2 as
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you
dislike about this
configuration?

Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic

Dedicated multi-use path
southbound

Dedicated pedestrian path
northbound

Dedicated bike lanes in both
directions

One travel lane for traffic in
both directions

Narrowed travel lanes

Parking in some more
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier between
multi-use path and parking
aisle

Other
Not Sure

BC

BCDE
a

BC

Comparisons of

Column Proportionsb

,C

How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys
College

St. Mary’s

More than 10
years

College
Student

(E)

(F)

17. In looking at Option 2 as
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you
dislike about this
configuration?

Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic

Dedicated multi-use path
southbound

Dedicated pedestrian path
northbound

Dedicated bike lanes in both
directions

One travel lane for traffic in
both directions

Narrowed travel lanes

Parking in some more
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier between
multi-use path and parking
aisle

Other

Not Sure

ABC

B ABDE

AB

ABC

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
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Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Total Very Somewhat Somewhat
important important unimportant
Total 981 421 364 121
Dedicated center turn lane 252 85 91 46
for traffic 25.7% 20.1% 25.1% 37.9%
Dedicated multi-use path 158 31 55 37
southbound 16.1% 7.3% 15.1% 30.3%
Dedicated pedestrian path 131 33 54 24
northbound 13.4% 7.8% 14.8% 19.8%
Dedicated bike lanes in both 281 81 99 56
directions 28.6% 19.2% 27.1% 46.1%
17. Irt1 Ioo:_;klingtgt OFtion 2as  QOne travel lane for traffic in 765 281 316 102
a potential option for h di i
S 8 e e e both directions 78.0% 66.7% 86.8% 83.6%
dislike about this Narrowed travel lanes 518 183 203 66
configuration? 52.8% 43.5% 55.9% 54.0%
Parking in some more 208 64 82 26
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 21.2% 15.1% 22.6% 21.8%
Physical barrier between 176 41 71 30
multi-use path and parking
aisle 18.0% 9.8% 19.5% 24.4%
58 33 17 5
Oth
er 5.9% 7.9% 4.6% 4.3%
28 17 2 10
Not Sure 2.9% 4.0% 5% 8.0%
Importance of
Balancing
Needs on
Major
Thoroughfare
s
Not important
at all
Total 74
Dedicated center turn lane 30
for traffic 40.9%
Dedicated multi-use path 36
southbound 47.9%
Dedicated pedestrian path 21
northbound 28.1%
Dedicated bike lanes in both 45
directions 60.7%
;75;?;&?;%%;;2%10“ 2as Qpe travel lane for traffic in 67
Segment 3, what do you both directions 90.1%
dislike about this 66
configuration? Narrowed travel lanes 89.2%
Parking in some more 36
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 48.4%
Physical barrier between 34
multi-use path and parking
aisle 46.1%
3
Oth
er 3.6%
0
Not S
ot Sure 0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

,C

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (C) (D)
Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic AB AB
Dedicated multi-use path
southbound A AB AB
Dedicated pedestrian path
northbound A A AB
Dedicated bike lanes in both
. . directions AB AB
17. In looking at Option 2 as ..
a potential option for One travel lane for traffic in A A A
Segment 3, what do you both directions
dislike about E)his Narrowed travel lanes A ABC
centionationy Parking in some more
limited areas along both A ABC
sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier between
multi-use path and parking A A ABC
aisle
Other
Not Sure B B 2

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No
Total 984 356 627
Dedicated center turn lane 253 81 172
for traffic 25.7% 22.8% 27.4%
Dedicated multi-use path 159 62 97
southbound 16.1% 17.3% 15.5%
Dedicated pedestrian path 132 41 92
northbound 13.4% 11.4% 14.6%
Dedicated bike lanes in both 283 102 181
directions 28.7% 28.5% 28.9%
a potential option for h di ;
Segment 3, what do you both directions 78.2% 77.2% 78.8%
dislike about this Narrowed travel lanes 521 182 340
configuration? 53.0% | 50.9% | 54.1%
Parking in some more 210 84 126
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 21.4% 23.5% 20.1%
Physical barrier between 177 72 106
multi-use path and parking
aisle 18.0% 20.1% 16.8%
56 21 36
Other
5.7% 5.8% 5.7%
28 9 20
Not Sure 2.9% 2.4% 3.2%

Page 170




Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

. . __ab
Comparisons of Column Proportions

Previous Awareness of Project

Yes

No

(A)

(B)

17. In looking at Option 2 as
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you
dislike about this
configuration?

Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic

Dedicated multi-use path
southbound

Dedicated pedestrian path
northbound

Dedicated bike lanes in both
directions

One travel lane for traffic in
both directions

Narrowed travel lanes

Parking in some more
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier between
multi-use path and parking
aisle

Other

Not Sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the
key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the

larger column proportion.

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.

Preferred Solution
Total CE?\i;ittiigsr’\s Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
Total 964 211 218 89 446
Dedicated center turn lane 249 93 9 4 143
for traffic 25.9% 44.3% 4.2% 4.4% 32.1%
Dedicated multi-use path 156 76 12 5 63
southbound 16.2% 36.2% 5.4% 5.4% 14.2%
Dedicated pedestrian path 128 64 14 3 46
northbound 13.2% 30.5% 6.6% 3.4% 10.3%
Dedicated bike lanes in both | 275 109 59 1 96
directions 28.5% 51.9% 26.9% 12.1% 21.6%
17.In looking at Option 2 as  Qpe travel lane for traffic in 757 189 158 41 371
asggr;ee",ﬂa; °v'3|t1':t“df:;°u both directions 78.6% 89.4% 724% | 455% | 83.1%
dislil_(e abo_ut this Narrowed travel lanes 509 171 91 25 221
configuration? 52.8% 81.1% 41.7% | 285% | 49.7%
Parking in some more 203 87 29 14 73
limited areas along both
sides of Moraga Road 21.1% 41.4% 13.2% 15.7% 16.4%
Physical barrier between 176 87 21 6 62
multi-use path and parking
aisle 18.3% 41.0% 9.7% 7.2% 14.0%
55 9 18 6 23
Other 5.8% 4.1% 8.3% 7.0% 5.0%
27 1 13 9 4
Not Sure 2.8% 6% 5.8% 9.9% 9%
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Comparisons of Column Proportions

a,

Preferred Solution
CE:(lidsittiigsr’ls Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
(A) (B) (€) (D)
Dedicated center turn lane
for traffic BCD BC
Dedicated multi-use path
southbound BCD B
Dedicated pedestrian path BCD
northbound
Dedicated bike lanes in both
. . directions BCD ¢
17. In looking at Option 2 as ..
a potential option for One travel lane for traffic in BC C BC
Segment 3, what do you both directions
dislike about E’his Narrowed travel lanes BCD C
configuration? Parking in some more
limited areas along both BCD
sides of Moraga Road
Physical barrier between
multi-use path and parking BCD
aisle
Other
Not Sure AD AD

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the

category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

18. How safe do you find
this potential option for
drivers for Segment 3?

Total
Total | Total
Total 1041 | 1041
208 208
Vv f
ery safe 20.0% | 20.0%
394 394
Somewhat safe
37.9% | 37.9%
255 255
Somewhat unsafe 245% | 24.5%
Very unsafe o -
ry 14.6% | 14.6%
Not sure > .
3.1% | 3.1%
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Total

Total

(A)

18. How safe do you find
this potential option for
drivers for Segment 3?

Very safe
Somewhat safe
Somewhat unsafe
Very unsafe

Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance
level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the
category with the smaller column proportion appears
under the category with the larger column proportion.

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

18. How safe do you find
this potential option for
drivers for Segment 3?

Total

984 446 538

Very safe

202 93 109
20.5% 1 20.9% | 20.2%

Somewhat safe

367 163 204
37.3% | 36.5% | 37.9%

Somewhat unsafe 239 9 140
24.3% | 22.3% | 26.0%
. 145 | 78 67
Very unsafe 147% | 17.5% | 12.4%
31 12 19

Not sure

3.2% | 2.7% 3.5%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

18. How safe do you find
this potential option for
drivers for Segment 3?

Respondent's Gender
Male Female
(A) (B)
Very safe
Somewhat safe
Somewhat unsafe
Very unsafe B
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For
each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column
proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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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Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
Total 997 195 89 162 299 253
T 203 28 31 56 52 37
20.3% 14.1% 34.5% 34.4% 17.4% 14.6%
Somewhat safe 384 102 36 56 113 77
18. How safe do you find 38.5% 52.2% 40.4% 34.9% 37.7% 30.5%
this potential option for 239 52 14 28 70 75
drivers for Segment 37 Somewhatunsate |, o, | 26.6% 16.1% 17.4% 23.4% 29.7%
Very unsafe 142 14 6 19 55 48
14.3% 71% 7.3% 11.8% 18.3% 19.1%
Not sure 29 0 1 3 10 15
2.9% .0% 1.6% 1.6% 3.2% 6.1%
Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’c
Age
18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)
Very safe ADE ADE
18. How safe do you find Somewhat safe CDE
this potential option for Somewhat unsafe C
drivers for Segment 3? Very unsafe A A
Not sure 2
Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with
the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
Ethnicity
. American
Native
Total 911 30 1 616 132
e 193 23 0 111 28
21.2% 75.2% 2% 18.0% 21.6%
Somewhat safe 350 0 0 232 67
18. How safe do you find 38.4% .0% 73.0% 37.6% 51.2%
this potential option for 219 0 0 162 18
drivers for Segment 37 Somewhat unsafe | ,, |, 0% 26.9% 26.2% 13.6%
O 125 8 0 93 13
13.7% 24.8% .0% 15.0% 9.9%
Not sure 24 0 0 19 S
2.7% .0% .0% 3.2% 3.6%
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Ethnicity
Native
Latin_o / La_tina Nati_ve Hawaiian or Two or more Other
| Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 63 0 3 54 13
Very safe 17 0 0 14 0
27.1% .0% .0% 25.7% .0%
35 0 1 14 0
18. How safe do you find Somewhat safe 55.8% 0% 51.1% 25.7% 0%
this potential option for 0 0 1 25 13
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat unsafe 0% 0% 48.9% 47.3% 99.9%
Very unsafe 1 0 0 ! 0
17.1% .0% .0% 1.4% .0%
Not sure 0 0 0 0 0
.0% 100.0% .0% .0% .0%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity
. American
African- 5 . . .
: Indian or Anglo / White / . Latino / Latina
AmBelgg:n / Alaskan Caucasian Asian | Hispanic
Native
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)
Very safe CD E HI N
s a
18. How safe do you find Somewhat safe " A HI
this potential option for Somewhat unsafe N . D
drivers for Segment 3? Very unsafe H a.b
b a,b
Not sure . .
. . c,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
Native
Native Hawaiian or Two or more Other
American Other Pacific races
Islander
(F) (G) (H) (n
Very safe Al v
Somewhat saf a.p
18. How safe do you find omewhat sate a b
this potential option for Somewhat unsafe U CD CDH
drivers for Segment 3? Very unsafe a,b 0
‘a,b b b
Not sure . . .

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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 175



Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Total Onelzgzr or 2to 3 years [4to6years |7to 10 years
Total 1039 58 73 84 60
Verv safe 208 13 15 18 16
i 20.0% 21.9% 20.4% 20.9% 25.9%
Somewhat safe 393 26 39 34 26
18. How safe do you find 37.9% 43.9% 53.6% 40.5% 43.4%
this potential option for Somewhat unsafe 255 2 12 27 7
drivers for Segment 37 24.5% 3.1% 15.7% 31.8% 11.8%
Verv unsafe 152 17 6 5 8
Y 14.6% 28.6% 8.2% 5.6% 13.4%
Not sure 32 ! ! ! 3
3.1% 2.5% 2.0% 1.1% 5.4%
How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys
College
More than 10 S(t:' l\ll:ary’s
ears orege
y Student
Total 721 43
124 23
Vv f
S 17.2% 53.0%
249 19
Somewhat safe
18. How safe do you find 34.6% 44.2%
this potential option for 207 1
driVerS for segment 3'> Somewhat unsafe 287% 1 4(%)
116 1
Vv f
Sy 16.0% 1.4%
Not sure 25 0
3.5% .0%

Comparisons of Column Proportions

,C

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

(o) M than 10
nelgggr or 2to 3 years [4to6years |7to 10 years or?/eal?sn
(A) (B) (€) (D) (E)

Very safe
18. How safe do you find Somewhat safe E
this potential option for Somewhat unsafe AF AF
drivers for Segment 3? Very unsafe BCF

Not sure
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

How Long
Lived in
Moraga/Stude
nt at St Marys
College

St. Mary’s
College
Student

(F)

18. How safe do you find
this potential option for
drivers for Segment 3?

Very safe
Somewhat safe
Somewhat unsafe
Very unsafe

Not sure

ABCE

,C

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares
Total _ Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
Total 1034 477 368 109 80
Very safe 206 117 77 7 5
19.9% 24.6% 20.8% 6.8% 5.9%
Somewhat safe 393 232 125 33 2
18. How safe do you find 38.0% 48.7% 34.1% 30.6% 2.7%
this potential option for 252 65 110 40 37
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhatunsafe |, o, 13.7% 29.7% 36.5% 46.5%
Very unsafe 152 47 45 25 34
14.7% 9.8% 12.4% 23.2% 42.3%
Not sure 32 15 11 3 2
3.1% 3.2% 3.0% 2.9% 2.6%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (€) (D)
Very safe CD CD
18. How safe do you find Somewhat safe BCD D D
this potential option for Somewhat unsafe A A AB
drivers for Segment 3? Very unsafe AB ABC
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with
the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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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Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No
Total 1038 406 631
Very safe 206 95 111
19.8% 23.4% 17.6%
394 136 258
18. How safe do you find Somewhat safe 38.0% 33.5% 40.9%
this potential option for 254 112 142
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat unsafe 24 5% 27.6% 22.5%
Very unsafe 191 >1 99
14.5% 12.7% 15.8%
Not sure 32 " 21
3.1% 2.8% 3.3%
Comparisons of Column Proportionsa’

Previous Awareness of Project

18. How safe do you find
this potential option for
drivers for Segment 3?

Yes No
(A) (B)
Very safe B
Somewhat safe A

Somewhat unsafe
Very unsafe
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears
under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

Preferred Solution
Total cfﬁaﬁz:gﬂs Option 1 |Option 2 | Option 3
Total 1010 216 216 140 439
Very safe 206 9 50 64 83
20.4% 4.1% 23.3% 45.8% 19.0%
Somewhat safe 381 34 102 64 180
18. How safe do you find 37.7% 15.8% 47.2% 46.0% 41.1%
this potential option for 249 98 38 6 106
drivers for Segment 37 Somewhat unsafe | ), o,/ 45.4% 177% | 44% | 24.2%
Very unsafe 146 69 16 3 58
14.4% 32.1% 7.3% 2.0% 13.2%
Not sure 29 6 10 2 11
2.8% 2.7% 4.5% 1.7% 2.4%
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3

Comparisons of Column Proportionsal

Preferred Solution
CEmjsittliI;?\ 5 Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
(A) (B) (C) (D)
Very safe A ABD A
18. How safe do you find Somewhat safe A A A
this potential option for Somewhat unsafe BCD C C
drivers for Segment 3? Very unsafe BCD C
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key
of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger
column proportion.

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.

Total
Total | Total
Total 941 941
. 82 82
Very convenient 87% | 8.7%
176 176

Somewhat convenient

18. How convenient do you 18.7% | 18.7%

find this potential option for . . 291 291
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat inconvenient 30.9% | 30.9%
Very inconvenient 359 359
38.2% | 38.2%
33 33

Not
ot sure 35% | 3.5%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Total
Total
(A)

Very convenient

18. How convenient do you Somewhat convenient
find this potential option for Somewhat inconvenient
drivers for Segment 3? Very inconvenient

Not sure

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

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
Total 887 402 485
Very convenient 80 40 40
9.0% | 9.9% 8.3%
Somewhat convenient 154 81 3
18. How convenient do you 17.4% | 20.3% | 15.0%
find this potential option for Somewhat 280 141 140
drivers for Segment 3? inconvenient 316% | 35.0% | 28.8%
Very inconvenient 341 123 217
38.4% | 30.7% | 44.8%
Not sure 32 17 15
3.6% | 4.2% 3.1%
Comparisons of Column Proportionsa’b

Respondent's Gender

Male Female
(A) (B)
Very convenient
18. How convenient do you ggm:"w"ng: convenient B
find this potential option for .~ _~" - . B
drivers for Segment 3? Very inconvenient A
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion
appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Crosstabs 01-29-16

Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years
Total 900 195 80 136 278
Very convenient 80 0 16 16 26
8.9% .0% 20.6% 11.6% 9.4%
Somewhat convenient 172 32 17 30 >
18. How convenient do you 19.1% 16.3% 20.9% 22.2% 20.5%
find this potential option for . . 280 112 17 29 57
drivers for Segment 37 Somewhat inconvenient | ., | 5/ 5o 20.7% 21.7% 20.4%
Very inconvenient 338 °1 29 %9 123
37.6% 26.2% 36.0% 43.6% 44.3%
Not sure 30 0 1 1 15
3.3% .0% 1.8% .8% 5.5%
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Age
65+ years
Total 211
Very convenient 22
B 10.2%
) 37
Somewhat convenient o
18. How convenient do you 17.3%
find this potential option for . . 65
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat inconvenient 0
30.7%
Very inconvenient 6
o 36.0%
12
Not sure
5.7%
. . b,c
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Age
18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)
Very convenient 2 D
18. How convenient doyou Somewhat convenient
find this potential option for Somewhat inconvenient BCDE
drivers for Segment 3? Very inconvenient A A
Not sure 2

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the
smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Ethnicity
. American
Native
Total 821 38 1 542 121
Very convenient 8 15 0 a4 !
9.5% 40.5% .0% 8.1% 5.7%
Somewhat convenient 161 0 0 122 14
18. How convenient do you 19.6% .0% 46.2% 22.5% 11.3%
find this potential option for . . 256 0 0 170 61
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat inconvenient |, o 0% 26.9% 31.4% 49.9%
Very inconvenient 301 19 0 189 39
36.7% 39.6% 26.9% 34.9% 31.9%
Not sure 26 8 0 17 1
3.1% 19.9% .0% 3.1% 1.2%

Page 181



Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more
| Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 52 0 2 54
Very convenient 1 0 0 !
22.2% .0% .0% 1.0%
Somewhat convenient 24 0 ! 0
18. How convenient do you 45.9% 0% 66.7% 0%
find this potential option for . . 1 0 1 13
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat inconvenient 20.7% 100.0% 33.3% 24 6%
Very inconvenient ° 0 0 40
11.1% .0% .0% 74.3%
Not sure 0 0 0 0
.0% .0% .0% .0%
Ethnicity
Other
Total 13
Very convenient 0
.0%
Somewhat convenient 0
18. How convenient do you 0%
find this potential option for . . 0
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat inconvenient 0%
Very inconvenient 13
100.0%
0
Not sure 0%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity
. American
African- : . . .
: Indian or Anglo / White / ; Latino / Latina
AmBelggﬁn / Alaskan Caucasian Asian | Hispanic
Native
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)
Very convenient C [t)> H ab CDH
. f a
18. How convenient do you Somewhat convenient Y 2 H CDHI
find this potential option for Somewhat inconvenient N . CEHI
drivers for Segment 3? Very inconvenient E a E
Not sure CDH a.b .’b
. . c,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
Native
Native Hawaiian or Two or more Other
American Other Pacific races
Islander
(F) (G) (H) (U]
. d,,0 ,0
Very convenient . .
S hat convenient ab HI
18. How convenient do you omewnhat co ab
find this potential option for Somewhat inconvenient S
drivers for Segment 3? Very inconvenient ab P ACDE ACDE
Not sure 2 b .’b P
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Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Total Onelg::r or 12t03 years | 4 to 6 years | 7 to 10 years
Total 941 57 59 72 55
Very convenient 82 6 10 6 4
8.7% 10.6% 16.9% 8.4% 8.0%
Somewhat convenient 176 21 15 18 13
18. How convenient do you 18.7% 36.5% 24.6% 25.2% 24.6%
find this potential option for . . 291 22 20 15 13
drivers for Segment 37 Somewhat inconvenient | ., o 37.8% 32.8% 20.4% 24.5%
Very inconvenient 359 6 19 33 21
38.2% 10.8% 24.7% 46.0% 39.1%
Not sure 33 2 ! 0 2
3.5% 4.3% 1.0% .0% 3.9%
How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys
College
More than 10 Séol\lllgry’s
years Student
Total 656 42
Very convenient 47 8
7.1% 20.2%
Somewhat convenient 108 2
18. How convenient do you 16.4% 4.0%
find this potential option for . . 192 30
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat inconvenient 29.9% 72.1%
Very inconvenient 282 2
43.0% 3.6%
Not sure 28 0
4.2% .0%

Comparisons

of Column Proportions

,C

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

Onelg::r or 2to 3years | 4to 6 years |7 to 10 years
(A) (B) (©) (D)
Very convenient
18. How convenient do you Somewhat convenient EF
find this potential option for Somewhat inconvenient
drivers for Segment 37 Very inconvenient AF AF

Not sure
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Comparisons of Column Proportions

,C

How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys

College
More than 10 Séol\llllggy;s
years Student
(E) (F)
Very convenient E
18. How convenient doyou Somewhat convenient
find this potential option for Somewhat inconvenient ABCDE
drivers for Segment 3? Very inconvenient AF

Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Total Very Somewhat Somewhat
important important unimportant
Total 935 419 331 108
Very convenient 82 55 23 2
i 8.7% 13.1% 7.0% 1.6%
Somewhat convenient 176 128 42 6
18. How convenient do you 18.9% 30.4% 12.6% 5.7%
find this potential option for Somewhat inconvenient 288 138 96 30
drivers for Segment 37 30.8% 32.9% 29.1% 28.0%
Very inconvenient 356 84 163 60
v 38.1% 20.1% 49.2% 55.1%
Not sure 33 15 7 10
3.5% 3.5% 2.2% 9.5%
Importance of
Balancing
Needs on
Major
Thoroughfare
s
Not important
at all
Total 77
Very convenient 2
i 2.5%
1
Somewhat convenient o
18. How convenient do you 1.2%
find this potential option for . . 24
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat inconvenient 31 29
. 0
Very inconvenient 49
v 64.2%
1
Not sure
Y 8%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsal

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares
Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (€) (D)
Very convenient BCD
18. How convenient do you Somewhat convenient BCD D
find this potential option for Somewhat inconvenient
drivers for Segment 3? Very inconvenient A A A
Not sure B

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the

smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No
Total 937 370 567
Very convenient 82 39 43
8.7% 10.4% 7.6%
Somewhat convenient 175 76 99
18. How convenient do you 18.6% 20.4% 17.4%
find this potential option for . . 290 95 195
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat inconvenient 31.0% 25.7% 34.4%
Very inconvenient 357 150 207
38.1% 40.6% 36.5%
Not sure 33 10 23
3.5% 2.8% 4.0%

3

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Previous Awareness of Project

Yes No

(A) (B)

Very convenient

18. How convenient do you Somewhat convenient
find this potential option for Somewhat inconvenient A
drivers for Segment 3? Very inconvenient

Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair,
the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with
the larger column proportion.

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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Preferred Solution

Total CEﬁi;ittiigﬂs Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
Total 919 201 190 122 407
Very convenient 81 6 20 30 25
i 8.8% 3.0% 10.5% 24.7% 6.1%
Somewhat convenient 174 13 44 63 55
18. How convenient do you 18.9% 6.2% 23.1% 51.4% 13.5%
find this potential option for Somewhat Inconvenient 287 60 78 24 125
diiversiorscaments 31.2% 29.8% 412% | 193% | 30.7%
Very inconvenient 349 120 34 4 192
v 38.0% 59.6% 18.0% 3.1% 47.1%
Not sure 28 3 14 2 10
3.1% 1.3% 7.2% 1.4% 2.5%
. . a,b
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Preferred Solution
CE;idsittii:‘)%s Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
(A) (B) (C) (D)
Very convenient A ABD
18. How convenient do you Somewhat convenient AD ABD A
find this potential option for Somewhat inconvenient C
drivers for Segment 37 Very inconvenient BCD C BC
Not sure AD

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the
category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Total
Total | Total
Total 1043 1043
403 403
V fi
S 38.6% | 38.6%
19.H fe d find Somewhat safe 323 323
. How safe do you fin
this potential option for 30.9% | 30.9%
pedestrians, bicyclists, and 169 169
other non-drivers for Somewhat unsafe 16.2% | 16.2%
Segment 3? . .
° Very unsafe 86 86
v 8.2% | 8.2%
Not sure 63 63
6.0% | 6.0%
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3

Total

Total

(A)

19. How safe do you find
this potential option for
pedestrians, bicyclists, and

other non-drivers for
Segment 37?

Very safe
Somewhat safe
Somewhat unsafe
Very unsafe

Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance

level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the

category with the smaller column proportion appears
under the category with the larger column proportion.

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
Total 985 447 538
Very safe 378 169 210
38.4% | 37.8% | 39.0%
19. How safe do you find Somewhat safe 309 146 163
thi-s potential opt%on for 31.3% | 32.6% | 30.3%
pedestrians, bicyclists, and 157 65 92
A Somewhatunsafe | 5 o0, | 14.6% | 17.0%
Very unsafe 80 41 39
8.1% | 9.1% 7.3%
61 26 34
Not sure 6.2% | 5.9% | 6.4%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Respondent's Gender

Male

Female

(A)

(B)

19. How safe do you find
this potential option for
pedestrians, bicyclists, and

other non-drivers for
Segment 3?

Very safe
Somewhat safe
Somewhat unsafe
Very unsafe

Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For
each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column
proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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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Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
Total 998 195 91 162 298 252
T 397 114 40 80 94 69
39.8% 58.3% 44.4% 49.6% 31.5% 27.3%
19. How safe do you find Somewhat safe 507 27 28 8 110 %
this potential opt)i,on o 30.7% 14.0% 30.7% 29.3% 36.8% 37.5%
pﬁ:jestriang,_bicycflists, and Somewhat unsafe 157 40 10 22 42 43
‘s’ o geglggt"é?""ers or 15.7% 20.7% 10.7% 13.6% 14.0% 17.1%
Very unsafe 78 14 6 9 31 18
7.8% 7.1% 6.9% 5.6% 10.4% 7.2%
Not sure 59 0 7 3 22 27
5.9% .0% 7.3% 1.9% 7.3% 10.9%
Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’c
Age
18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)
. Very safe DE E DE
19 How safodoyoufind  somewnat safe A A A A
pedestrians,_bicyclists, and Somewhat unsafe
gg;]er:l grc])tnég?rlvers for Very unsafe ]
Not sure C

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with
the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Ethnicity
- American
Total A%EEE n/ Irle ;asrll :r: Arg:]alg é :g i:‘irtle / Asian
Native
Total 910 30 1 614 133
Very safe 373 23 0 212 57
41.0% 75.2% 27.0% 34.6% 42.9%
19. How safe do you find Somewhat safe 275 0 0 189 >4
this potential opt)i,on T 30.2% .0% 26.9% 30.7% 40.7%
pfrt‘:lestriang,_bicycflists, and Somewhat unsafe 145 0 0 116 10
geger[lgr‘:t"é?""ers or 15.9% 0% 46.1% 18.9% 7.9%
Very unsafe & 8 0 61 4
8.0% 24.8% .0% 9.9% 3.1%
Not sure 44 0 0 36 7
4.8% .0% .0% 5.9% 5.4%
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Ethnicity
Native
Latin_o / La_tina Nati_ve Hawaiian or Two or more Other
[ Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 63 0 3 54 13
Very safe 41 0 1 27 13
64.7% .0% 25.5% 50.3% 99.9%
19. How safe do you find Somewhat safe 7 0 1 " 0
thi's potential opt)i,on for 26.8% 0% 51.1% 25.7% 0%
p;ar:iestriang,_bicycflists, and Somewhat unsafe 5 0 1 12 0
geger:lggt"é?""ers or 8.5% 0% 23.4% 22.6% 0%
Very unsafe 0 0 0 0 0
.0% .0% .0% .0% .0%
Not sure 0 0 0 ! 0
.0% 100.0% .0% 1.4% .0%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity
. American
African- . . . .
: Indian or Anglo / White / : Latino / Latina
AmBelr;gla(m ! Alaskan Caucasian Asian | Hispanic
Native

(A) (B) (%) (D) (E)

-~ . - Very safe CbD 2 C
. How safe do you fin , a
this potential option for Somewhat safe " A
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Somewhat unsafe J o D .
other non-drivers for a, ,
Segment 3? Very unsafe D’bH o b o
Not sure .
. . c,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
Native
Native Hawaiian or Two or more Other
American Other Pacific races
Islander

(F) (G) (H) ()]

19. H ., - Very safe .a”: CDGH
. How safe do you fin a,,
this potential option for Somewhat safe ab
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Somewhat unsafe U
gggenriggtn;l?rlvers for Very unsafe _aub ',b
Not sure .a”b o .‘b

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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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How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Total Onelg:sar or 12to03 years | 4 to 6 years | 7 to 10 years
Total 1042 59 74 85 61
Verv safe 403 15 39 41 16
v 38.6% 25.3% 52.6% 49.0% 25.8%
i Somewhat safe 323 24 17 20 29
:,?i's"'p%"t"ef:.?ifael %“’)t‘{g,‘,’ find 31.0% 41.1% 23.7% 23.7% 47.4%
pedestrians,_bicyclists, and Somewhat unsafe 168 2 14 11 7
gg;er:lgr‘]’t";i',""e’s for 16.1% 3.0% 18.4% 13.3% 11.5%
Very unsafe 86 15 ! 8 6
v 8.2% 25.1% 1.4% 9.1% 9.1%
Not sure 63 3 3 4 4
6.0% 5.5% 3.9% 4.9% 6.3%
How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys
College
More than 10 Sé I\:Ilary’s
ears ollege
y Student
Total 719 44
265 26
V fi
ery sate 36.9% 60.0%
229 3
19. How safe do you find Somewhat safe 31 8% 6.2%
this potential option for 0% £ 70
pedestrians, bicyclists, and 120 15
other non-drivers for Somewhat unsafe 16.6% 33.8%
Segment 3? . -
° Very unsafe 57 0
v 7.9% 0%
Not sure 49 0
6.8% .0%

Comparisons of Column Proportions

,C

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

(o) M than 10
nelg::r or 12t03 years | 4 to 6 years | 7 to 10 years or;ea:asn

(A) (B) (%) (D) (E)

-~ . - Very safe AD
. How safe do you fin
this potential option for Somewhat safe F CF F
pedestrians,_bicyclists, and Somewhat unsafe
gg;]er:l grc])tnég?rlvers for Very unsafe BE
Not sure
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Comparisons of Column Proportions

How Long
Lived in
Moraga/Stude
nt at St Marys
College
St. Mary’s
College
Student
(F)
LT - . Very safe ADE
. How safe do you fin
this potential option for Somewhat safe
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Somewhat unsafe A
other non-drivers for a
Segment 37? Very unsafe a
Not sure

,C

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Total _ Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
Total 1037 476 368 112 81
Very safe 403 225 145 27 5
38.8% 47.2% 39.5% 24.4% 6.5%
19. How safe do you find Somewhat safe 320 149 132 30 ’
this potential opt)i,on T 30.9% 31.4% 35.9% 26.8% 10.7%
pfrt‘:lestriang,_bicycflists, and Somewhat unsafe 167 52 45 35 35
geger:lgr‘:t"é?""ers or 16.1% 10.9% 12.3% 31.7% 42.5%
Very unsafe 85 35 18 9 23
8.2% 7.3% 4.8% 8.0% 28.7%
Not sure 62 15 28 10 9
6.0% 3.1% 7.5% 9.1% 11.5%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsal

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (C) (D)
. - o Very safe CcD CcD D
. How safe do you fin
this potential option for Somewhat safe D D D
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Somewhat unsafe AB AB
other non-drivers for
Segment 3? Very unsafe ABC
Not sure A A A

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with
the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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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Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No
Total 1040 408 632
Very safe 403 163 240
38.8% 40.1% 37.9%
19. How safe do you find Somewhat safe 319 108 21
this potential opt){on for 30.7% 26.5% 33.4%
pedestrians, bicyclists, and 169 71 98
‘s’g;e&g:t":;ﬁ',”"ers for Somewhatunsafe | oo | 740 | 155%
Very unsafe 8 34 52
8.3% 8.3% 8.2%
Not sure 63 31 31
6.1% 7.7% 5.0%

. . a,b
Comparisons of Column Proportions

Previous Awareness of Project

Yes No
(A) (B)
. Very safe
19. How safe do you find Somewhat safe A

this potential option for
pedestrians,_bicyclists, and Somewhat unsafe
gg;]er:l grc])tnég?rlvers for Very unsafe

Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears
under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Preferred Solution
Total CEﬁidsiEciirt‘)%s Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
Total 1014 211 216 141 446
Very safe 399 28 100 101 170
39.4% 13.2% 46.3% 71.7% 38.2%
19. How safe do you find Somewhat safe 308 - >8 26 108
this potential opt)i,on for 30.3% 26.7% 26.8% 18.1% 37.6%
pfﬁestriang,_bicycflists, and Somewhat unsafe 164 67 35 7 56
g o ger;g:t"é?""e’s or 16.2% 31.5% 16.1% 4.9% 12.6%
Very unsafe 84 37 13 3 32
8.3% 17.3% 5.9% 2.2% 71%
Not sure 59 24 11 4 20
5.8% 11.3% 4.9% 3.1% 4.5%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsal

3

Preferred Solution

CEmjsittliI;?\s Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3

(A) (B) (C) (D)

oL . - Very safe A ABD A
. How safe do you fin
this potential option for Somewhat safe ABC
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Somewhat unsafe BCD C
other non-drivers for
Segment 3? Very unsafe BCD
Not sure CD

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key

of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger

column proportion.

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.

Total
Total | Total
Total 933 933
. 443 443
Very convenient 47 5% | 47 5%
) 267 267
19. How convenient do you  Somewhat convenient 28.7% | 28.7%
find this potential option for Ll 10
pedestrians, bicyclists, and . ) 101 101
other non-drivers for Somewhat inconvenient 10.8% | 10.8%
Segment 3? : :
51 51
Very inconvenient
e 54% | 5.4%
72 72
Not sure
77% | 7.7%
. . a,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Total
Total
(A)
. e Very convenient
. How convenient do you -
find this potential option for Somewhat convenient
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Somewhat inconvenient
other non-drivers for : :
Segment 3? Very inconvenient
Not sure

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

larger column proportion.

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
Total 879 403 476
Very convenient 415 183 232
47.3% | 45.5% | 48.8%
19. How convenient do you = Somewhat convenient 253 121 191
find this potential optiox for 28.8% | 30.1% | 27.6%
pedestrians, bicyclists, and . . 97 45
other non-q’rivers for Somewhat inconvenient 110% | 11.3% | 10.7%
Segment 37 ) . e n )
Very inconvenient 49% | 47% 5.1%
Not sure & 34 37
8.0% | 8.5% 7.7%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsal

Respondent's Gender

Male

Female

(A)

(B)

19. How convenient do you
find this potential option for
pedestrians, bicyclists, and
other non-drivers for
Segment 37?

Very convenient
Somewhat convenient
Somewhat inconvenient
Very inconvenient

Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion
appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years
Total 892 195 78 133 275
e G 434 127 42 80 111
48.7% 65.0% 53.4% 60.3% 40.5%
. h . 251 40 27 35 86
. row %%’t‘;’ﬁ{:'aﬁ'gp‘i'ﬁ,X‘;gr Somewhat convenient |, o | ) 5o, 34.7% 26.7% 31.2%
pfﬁestriang,_bicycflists, and Somewhat inconvenient 97 28 3 9 24
g o ger;g:t"é?""e’s or 10.8% 14.5% 4.4% 6.6% 8.9%
Very inconvenient 42 0 0 3 24
4.7% .0% .0% 2.6% 8.9%
Not sure 69 0 6 S 29
7.7% .0% 7.5% 3.8% 10.5%
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Age
65+ years
Total 210
Very convenient 4
B 35.0%
) 62
19. How convenient do you = Somewhat convenient 29.6%
find this potential option for 270
pedestrians, bicyclists, and . . 32
other non-drivers for Somewhat inconvenient 15.0%
Segment 3? 1’4 2
Very i ient
ery inconvenien 6.7%
29
Not
ot sure 13.7%
. . b,c
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Age
18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)
. i Very convenient DE E DE
. How convenient do you .
find this potential option for S°Mewhat convenient
pedestrians, bicyclists,and Somewhat inconvenient
other non-drivers for : : a a
Segment 3? Very inconvenient . .
Not sure C

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the
smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Ethnicity
. American
Total | American/ | Indianor | Anglo]White/ | pqia
Native
Total 814 38 1 533 123
Very convenient 406 23 0 232 o7
49.8% 60.2% .0% 43.5% 46.3%
. s h . 227 0 0 157 50
o o oo o yoo,  Somewnatcomvenent |ar.omw 0% 53.8% 204%  1404%
pfﬁestriang,_bicycflists, and Somewhat inconvenient 89 0 0 77 6
geger:lgr?t"é?""e’s or 11.0% 0% 46.2% 14.5% 5.2%
Very inconvenient 38 8 0 27 3
4.6% 19.9% .0% 5.0% 2.7%
Not sure 54 8 0 40 7
6.7% 19.9% .0% 7.6% 5.3%
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Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more
| Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 52 0 2 54
Very convenient 40 0 ! 40
i 78.5% 0% 33.3% 75.0%
19.H ientd Somewhat convenient 6 0 ! 13
. How convenient do you
find this potential option for 1.1% 0% 66.7% 25.0%
pedestrians, bicyclists, and . ) 5 0 0 0
other non-drivers for Somewhat inconvenient 10.4% 0% 0% 0%
Segment 3? O 2 'O° 'O° 'O°
Very inconvenient
R 0% 0% 0% 0%
Not sure 0 0 0 0
.0% 100.0% .0% .0%
Ethnicity
Other
Total 13
Very convenient 13
y 100.0%
) 0
19. How convenient do you  Somewhat convenient 0%
find this potential option for 0
pedestrians, bicyclists, and . ) 0
other non-drivers for Somewhat inconvenient 0%
Segment 3? : 5 2
Very inconvenient
ry i veni 0%
0
Not sure
Y 0%
. R c,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
. American
African- : . . .
: Indian or Anglo / White / . Latino / Latina
AmBelggﬁn / Alaskan Caucasian Asian | Hispanic
Native
(A) (B) (9] (D) (E)
. i Very convenient X o0 CD
. How convenient do you . , a
find this potential option for S°mewhat convenient b A E
pedestrians, bicyclists,and Somewhat inconvenient J o DH .
other non-drivers for . ; a,, ,
Segment 3? Very inconvenient CD o .b
Not sure CDH L N
. . c,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
Native
Native Hawaiian or Two or more Other
American Other Pacific races
Islander
(F) (G) (H) (U]
19. H ont d Very convenient A CD CDG
. How convenient do you . a,b
find this potential option for Somewhat convenient ab Ib b
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Somewhat inconvenient Y J J
other non-drivers for . . a,,b b b b
Segment 3? Very inconvenient o Y . Y
Not sure L N N
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Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

Total Onelg::r or 12t03 years | 4to 6 years |7 to 10 years
Total 933 56 59 71 54
Very convenient 443 17 37 45 17
i 47 5% 30.9% 62.4% 63.6% 30.6%
i Somewhat convenient 267 33 13 15 27
- How ‘F’,‘(’)'t‘;’ﬁt’:'a‘i'gp"t'ft’,xc;gr 28.7% 59.2% 22.0% 21.8% 49.0%
pedestrians,_bicyclists, and Somewhat inconvenient 101 1 5 5 2
gg;e;lggt":;‘?;wefs for 10.8% 2.4% 8.5% 6.4% 4.6%
Very inconvenient o1 0 ! 3 4
v 5.4% .0% 1.7% 4.0% 7.0%
Not sure 72 4 3 3 S
7.7% 7.6% 5.3% 4.2% 8.7%
How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys
College
More than 10 S(t:.ol\lllzry’s
ears ge
y Student
Total 651 42
Very convenient 300 26
y 46.2% 63.5%
. 178 1
19. How convenient do you = Somewhat convenient 27 49 299
find this potential option for /0 £ 70
pedestrians, bicyclists, and . . 73 14
other non-drivers for Somewhat inconvenient 11.29 34,39
Segment 3? il =
Very inconvenient 43 0
i 6.6% 0%
Not sure 57 0
8.7% .0%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

,C

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

Onelg:sar or 2to 3 years | 4to 6 years |7 to 10 years
(A) (B) (C) (D)
. Very convenient AD AD
L Ly e R B G e Somewhat convenient BCEF BCEF

find this potential option for
pedestrians, bicyclists, and
other non-drivers for
Segment 3?

Somewhat inconvenient
Very inconvenient
Not sure

a
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Comparisons of Column Proportions

,C

How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys

19. How convenient do you
find this potential option for
pedestrians, bicyclists, and
other non-drivers for
Segment 37?

Very convenient
Somewhat convenient
Somewhat inconvenient
Very inconvenient

Not sure

College
More than 10 Séol\llllggy;s
years Student
(E) (F)
AD
F
ABCDE
a
.a

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Total Very Somewhat Somewhat
important important unimportant
Total 926 420 324 108
Very convenient 441 241 161 32
v 47.6% 57.3% 49.9% 29.3%
19.H ientd Somewhat convenient 265 121 % 27
. How convenient do you
find this potential option for 28.6% 28.9% 29.5% 25.2%
pedestrians,_bicyclists, and Somewhat inconvenient 98 29 29 24
Snaatag ore for 10.6% 6.8% 8.9% 22.2%
Very inconvenient o1 10 1 8
e 5.5% 2.4% 3.3% 7.6%
Not sure 71 19 27 17
7.6% 4.5% 8.3% 15.7%
Importance of
Balancing
Needs on
Major
Thoroughfare
S
Not important
at all
Total 75
Very convenient 8
v 10.2%
) 21
19. How convenient do you Somewhat convenient 28.1%
find this potential option for D
pedestrians, bicyclists, and . ) 17
other non-drivers for Somewhat inconvenient 22 7%
Segment 3? 2'1 °
Very inconvenient
v 28.6%
8
Not sure
. 10.4%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsal

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (C) (D)
. i Very convenient CD CD D
. How convenient do you .
find this potential option for Somewhat convenient
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Somewhat inconvenient AB AB
other non-drivers for . :
Segment 3? Very inconvenient ABC
Not sure A

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the
smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No
Total 930 368 562
443 175 267
Very convenient
47.6% 47.7% 47 .6%
19.H ient d Somewhat convenient 264 103 161
. How convenient do you
find this potential option for 28.4% 28.1% 28.6%
pedestrians, bicyclists, and . . 101 40 60
other non-drivers for Somewhat inconvenient 10.8% 10.9% 10.7%
Segment 3? : - -
° Very inconvenient 51 22 28
v 5.4% 6.1% 5.0%
Not sure 2 27 45
7.7% 7.2% 8.0%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

3

Previous Awareness of Project

Yes

No

(A)

(B)

19. How convenient do you
find this potential option for

Very convenient
Somewhat convenient

pedestrians, bicyclists, and Somewhat inconvenient

other non-drivers for

Segment 3?

Very inconvenient
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair,
the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with
the larger column proportion.

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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Preferred Solution
Existi . . .
Total C oﬁljitligﬂs Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
Total 911 194 185 123 409
Verv convenient 438 36 105 90 207
v 48.1% 18.3% 56.6% 73.6% 50.7%
i Somewhat convenient 259 63 48 23 125
find this atentiar aotiad For 28.4% | 32.5% 26.0% | 184% | 30.6%
pedestrians,_bicyclists, and Somewhat inconvenient 99 43 14 4 38
gg;er:lggt";!,""ers =l 10.9% 22.0% 7.8% 3.6% 9.3%
Very inconvenient 50 33 ! ! 15
y 5.5% 16.9% .6% .9% 3.6%
Not sure 65 20 17 4 24
71% 10.2% 9.1% 3.5% 5.8%
. . a,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Preferred Solution
CE;idsittii:‘)%s Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
(A) (B) (C) (D)
. i Very convenient A ABD A
. How convenient do you .
find this potential option for S°Mewhat convenient c c
pedestrians, bicyclists,and Somewhat inconvenient BCD
other non-drivers for . ;
Segment 3? Very inconvenient BCD
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the
category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Total
Total | Total
Total 1032 1032
No dedicated center turn 282 282
lane for traffic 27.3% | 27.3%
Dedicated pedestrian path 499 499
northbound 48.4% | 48.4%
No dedicated pedestrian 129 129
path southbound 12.5% | 12.5%
Dedicated bike lanes in both | 540 540
20. In looking at Option 3 as _directions 52.4% | 52.4%
g g;ﬁ:ﬂa& oveﬁlgtndfg ;(ou like TWo travel lanes for traffic in 821 821
about this configuration? both directions 79.6% | 79.6%
Narrowed travel lanes 69 69
6.7% 6.7%
Parking in some limited 205 205
areas along both sides of
Moraga Road 19.8% | 19.8%
38 38
Other
3.6% 3.6%
Not Sure 41 41
3.9% 3.9%
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Total

Total

(A)

20. In looking at Option 3 as
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you like
about this configuration?

No dedicated center turn
lane for traffic

Dedicated pedestrian path
northbound

No dedicated pedestrian
path southbound

Dedicated bike lanes in both
directions

Two travel lanes for traffic in
both directions

Narrowed travel lanes

Parking in some limited
areas along both sides of
Moraga Road

Other
Not Sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05.
For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the larger

column proportion.

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.

Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

Respondent's Gender

Total Male | Female
Total 974 438 536
No dedicated center turn 249 96 154
lane for traffic 25.6% |21.8% | 28.7%
Dedicated pedestrian path 479 185 294
northbound 49.2% |42.2% | 54.9%
No dedicated pedestrian 124 39 85
path southbound 12.7% | 8.9% | 15.8%
Dedicated bike lanes in both | 522 227 295
20. In looking at Option 3 as _directions 53.6% | 51.8% | 55.0%
gg;rtne:;;a?! ov;:;c::tndf: ;/ou like Two travel lanes for traffic in 788 345 443
about this configuration? both directlons 80.9% [78.7% | 82.7%
Narrowed travel lanes 66 34 32
6.8% 7.7% 6.0%
Parking in some limited 198 78 120
areas along both sides of
Moraga Road 20.3% [ 17.7% | 22.4%
19 13 6
Other
1.9% 2.9% 1.1%
41 16 25
Not S
ot sure 42% | 35% | 4.7%
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Respondent's Gender

Male Female
(A) (B)
No dedicated center turn A
lane for traffic
Dedicated pedestrian path A
northbound
No dedicated pedestrian A
path southbound
20. In looking at Option 3 as 3::,23?;?‘2 LT s e
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you like Two travel lanes for traffic in
about this configuration? both directions
Narrowed travel lanes
Parking in some limited
areas along both sides of
Moraga Road
Other B
Not Sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears
under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years
Total 987 195 93 158 297
No dedicated center turn 266 72 17 34 78
lane for traffic 27.0% 37.0% 17.9% 21.4% 26.3%
Dedicated pedestrian path 479 69 63 84 150
northbound 48.5% 35.2% 68.4% 52.9% 50.6%
No dedicated pedestrian 121 27 6 1 44
path southbound 12.2% 14.1% 7.0% 6.9% 14.7%
Dedicated bike lanes in both 520 96 60 95 156
20. In looking at Option 3 as _directions 52.7% 49.0% 64.5% 59.8% 52.7%
gg;rtne:;;a?! oveﬁlgtndf:; oulike TWo travel lanes for traffic in 785 164 63 123 233
about this configuration? both directions 79.5% 84.0% 68.4% 77.4% 78.5%
Narrowed travel lanes 66 0 12 10 31
6.7% .0% 12.7% 6.6% 10.6%
Parking in some limited 198 42 17 33 58
areas along both sides of
Moraga Road 20.0% 21.4% 18.1% 20.7% 19.6%
36 18 1 4 3
Other
3.7% 9.2% 1.4% 2.8% 1.0%
39 13 1 3 13
Not Sure
Y 3.9% 6.8% 6% 2.1% 4.2%
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Age
65+ years
Total 244
No dedicated center turn 66
lane for traffic 26.9%
Dedicated pedestrian path 112
northbound 46.1%
No dedicated pedestrian 32
path southbound 13.2%
Dedicated bike lanes in both 113
20. In looking at Option 3 as directions 46.4%
gg;r:‘e:r:;a; oveﬁ:tndf:;ou like Two travel lanes for traffic in 201
about this configuration? both directions 82.5%
12
Narrowed travel lanes
5.1%
Parking in some limited 49
areas along both sides of
Moraga Road 19.9%
10
Oth
er 4.0%
9
Not S
ot Sure 3.79%

. . by
Comparisons of Column Proportions

Age
18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)

No dedicated center turn BC

lane for traffic

Dedicated pedestrian path

northbound ADE A A

No dedicated pedestrian

path southbound
20. In looking at Option 3 as dDﬁggla;ﬁg LT s sl E
a potential option for —
Segment 3, what do you like Two travel lanes for traffic in B B
about this configuration? both directions

Narrowed travel lanes 2

Parking in some limited

areas along both sides of

Moraga Road

Other D

Not Sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
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Ethnicity
- American
African- : q
: Indian or Anglo / White / -
Total AmBelggﬁn / Alaskan Caucasian Asian
Native
Total 902 38 1 605 133
No dedicated center turn 248 0 0 157 34
lane for traffic 27.5% 0% 0% 26.0% 25.7%
Dedicated pedestrian path 445 8 0 308 73
northbound 49.4% 20.7% 73.0% 50.9% 55.2%
No dedicated pedestrian 119 0 0 91 8
path southbound 13.2% 0% 0% 15.1% 6.1%
Dedicated bike lanes in both | 482 15 0 327 7
20. In looking at Option 3 as _directions 53.5% 40.4% 73.0% 54.1% 57.9%
gg;;fgrﬂa; ovel?:tndf: ;/ou like TWo travel lanes for traffic in 715 15 0 495 117
about this configuration? both directions 79.3% 40.6% 73.1% 81.8% 88.6%
Narrowed travel lanes o9 0 0 45 !
6.5% 0% 0% 7.4% 5.5%
Parking in some limited 182 8 0 117 44
areas along both sides of
Moraga Road 20.2% 20.7% .0% 19.3% 33.4%
36 8 0 8 2
Other
4.0% 19.8% 26.9% 1.3% 1.6%
39 8 0 16 1
Not Sure
Y 4.3% 19.9% 0% 2.6% 1.1%
Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more
/ Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 57 0 3 54
No dedicated center turn 29 0 1 14
lane for traffic 51.4% 0% 25.5%, 25.7%
Dedicated pedestrian path 28 0 1 14
northbound 49.3% 100.0% 23.4% 26.7%
No dedicated pedestrian 6 0 1 14
path southbound 10.0% 100.0% 23.4% 25.7%
Dedicated bike lanes in both 22 0 1 26
20. In looking at Option 3 as _directions 39.3% 100.0% 48.9% 49.3%
g g;rt::,ﬂa:; Oxﬁ':t"df: ; oulike TWo travel lanes for traffic in 33 0 2 39
about this ;:onfiguration? S TN 58.0% 100.0% 74.5% 73.3%
Narrowed travel lanes 6 0 ! 0
10.6% 0% 25.5% .0%
Parking in some limited 0 0 0 13
areas along both sides of
Moraga Road .0% .0% .0% 24.6%
18 0 0 0
Oth
er 31.4% 0% 0% 0%
0 0 0 14
Not Sure
.0% .0% .0% 25.7%
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Ethnicity
Other
Total 13
No dedicated center turn 13
lane for traffic 99.9%
Dedicated pedestrian path 13
northbound 99.9%
No dedicated pedestrian 0
path southbound 0%
Dedicated bike lanes in both 13
20. In looking at Option 3 as directions 99.9%
gé);r:‘e:r:;a; oveltgtndf:;ou like Two tr?vel _Ianes for traffic in 13
about this configuration? both directions 100.0%
0
Narrowed travel lanes
.0%
Parking in some limited 0
areas along both sides of
Moraga Road .0%
0
Oth
er 0%
0
Not S
ot Sure 0%

Comparisons of

Column Proportionsc

Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

Ethnicity
. American
African- : .
: Indian or Anglo / White / -
AmBelgglin / Alaskan Caucasian Asian
Native
(A) (B) (€) (D)
No dedicated center turn a a,b
lane for traffic ’
Dedicated pedestrian path b
northbound : AH AH
No dedicated pedestrian a a,b
path southbound )
: : Dedicated bike lanes in both b
20. In looking at Option 3 as directions .
a potential option for o
Segment 3, what do you like Two tr_avel _Ianes for traffic in b AE AE
about this configuration? both directions : X
Narrowed travel lanes 2 an
Parking in some limited a b
areas along both sides of v C
Moraga Road
Other CDH P
Not Sure CD a.b
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more
/ Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
(E) (F) (G) (H)
No dedicated center turn cD a,b
lane for traffic )
Dedicated pedestrian path a,b
northbound
No dedicated pedestrian a,b D
path southbound
: . Dedicated bike lanes in both a,b
20. In looking at Option 3 as directions
a potential option for o
Segment 3, what do you like Two travel lanes for traffic in a,b A
about this configuration? both directions X
Narrowed travel lanes & H
Parking in some limited a a b a
areas along both sides of . v .
Moraga Road
Other CDH anb 2
Not Sure 2 a.b 2 CD

Comparisons of

Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity
Other
(U]
No dedicated center turn
lane for traffic CDEGH
Dedicated pedestrian path
northbound ACDEGH
No dedicated pedestrian
path southbound
20. In looking at Option 3 as gﬁ,ggla;ﬁg LT e ey ACEH
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you like Two travel lanes for traffic in A
about this configuration? both directions
Narrowed travel lanes 2
Parking in some limited a
areas along both sides of .
Moraga Road
Other 2
Not Sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.
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.
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How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Total Onelg::r or 12to03 years | 4 to 6 years | 7 to 10 years
Total 1030 60 75 86 57
No dedicated center turn 282 20 9 30 19
lane for traffic 27.4% 34.2% 12.0% 34.9% 33.4%
Dedicated pedestrian path 499 25 34 55 33
northbound 48.5% 42.3% 46.1% 64.2% 57.6%
No dedicated pedestrian 129 2 3 2 9
path southbound 12.5% 3.6% 3.8% 2.7% 15.0%
Dedicated bike lanes in both 539 35 38 47 33
20. In looking at Option 3 as directions 52.3% 58.5% 50.7% 55.4% 58.1%
g g;;fglﬂa:,! OV'\:I’I:I:tndf: ';, oulike TWo travel lanes for traffic in 819 44 44 74 49
about this configuration? both directions 79.5% 74.1% 58.6% 86.4% 86.5%
Narrowed travel lanes 69 10 3 3 S
6.7% 17.0% 4.3% 3.5% 8.3%
Parking in some limited 205 20 6 12 12
areas along both sides of
Moraga Road 19.9% 32.8% 8.6% 14.5% 20.8%
38 0 0 1 3
Other
3.6% .0% .0% 1.5% 4.5%
41 1 14 0 0
Not Sure
Y 4.0% 9% 18.5% 0% 0%
How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys
College
More than 10 Sé‘ I\Illlary’s
ears otlege
y Student
Total 709 44
No dedicated center turn 188 16
lane for traffic 26.5% 35.9%
Dedicated pedestrian path 326 27
northbound 45.9% 60.4%
No dedicated pedestrian 98 15
path southbound 13.8% 33.8%
Dedicated bike lanes in both 344 41
20. In looking at Option 3 as _directions 48.5% 93.8%
g g;r:legrﬂa?! ove;I:tndf: ;, oulike TWwo travel lanes for traffic in 567 42
about this configuration? bothidirectlons 79.9% 94.5%
47 1
N dt |
arrowed travel lanes 6.7% 1.4%
Parking in some limited 130 24
areas along both sides of
Moraga Road 18.4% 54.9%
34 0
Other
4.7% .0%
25 1
Not Sure
. 3.5% 3.3%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

,C

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

Onelg:sar or 2to3years | 4to 6 years |7 to 10 years
(A) (B) (C) (D)
No dedicated center turn B B B
lane for traffic
Dedicated pedestrian path E
northbound
No dedicated pedestrian
path southbound
20. In looking at Option 3 as 3::25'3;& bike lanes in both
a potential option for .
Segment 3, what do you like Two travel lanes for traffic in B B
about this configuration? both directions
Narrowed travel lanes
Parking in some limited
areas along both sides of B
Moraga Road
Other 2 2
Not Sure AE 2 2

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

3

How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys

College
More than 10 Sé o“ﬂzggs
years Student
(E) (F)
No dedicated center turn B
lane for traffic
Dedicated pedestrian path
northbound
No dedicated pedestrian
path southbound ABCE
20. In looking at Option 3as  Qedicated bike lanes in both ABCDE
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you like Two travel lanes for traffic in B B
about this configuration? both directions
Narrowed travel lanes
Parking in some limited
areas along both sides of BCDE
Moraga Road
Other 2
Not Sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Page 208



Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Total Very Somewhat Somewhat
important important unimportant
Total 1025 467 371 113
No dedicated center turn 278 102 124 43
lane for traffic 27.1% 21.8% 33.3% 38.0%
Dedicated pedestrian path 496 254 208 23
northbound 48.4% 54.4% 56.0% 20.2%
No dedicated pedestrian 128 36 56 30
path southbound 12.5% 7.7% 15.0% 26.7%
Dedicated bike lanes in both 539 272 211 49
20. In looking at Option 3 as _directions 52.5% 58.2% 56.8% 43.2%
gé’;ﬁfggﬁ; ove;I:tndf:; oulike TWo travel lanes for traffic in 815 313 333 98
about this configuration? both directions 79.5% 67.1% 89.8% 86.3%
Narrowed travel lanes 69 40 24 S
6.7% 8.6% 6.5% 4.2%
Parking in some limited 204 109 80 11
areas along both sides of
Moraga Road 19.9% 23.3% 21.6% 10.1%
38 32 2 2
Other
3.7% 6.9% 5% 2.2%
41 26 5 10
Not Sure
Y 4.0% 5.6% 1.4% 8.5%
Importance of
Balancing
Needs on
Major
Thoroughfare
s
Not important
at all
Total 74
No dedicated center turn 9
lane for traffic 12.5%
Dedicated pedestrian path 12
northbound 15.6%
No dedicated pedestrian 6
path southbound 8.7%
Dedicated bike lanes in both 7
20. In looking at Option 3 as directions 9.4%
gg;r:]egrﬂa?! ov‘\l)ﬁ:tndf:;ou like Two travel lanes for traffic in 71
about this configuration? bothidirectlons 95.6%
0
N dt Il
arrowed travel lanes 0%
Parking in some limited 4
areas along both sides of
Moraga Road 4.8%
1
Other
1.6%
0
Not Sure
. 0%
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. . b
Comparisons of Column Proportions

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (C) (D)
No dedicated center turn
lane for traffic AD AD
Dedicated pedestrian path
northbound cb cb
No dedicated pedestrian
path southbound A ABD
20. In looking at Option 3as  Dedicated bike lanes in both CD D D
a potential option for .
Segment 3, what do you like Two travel lanes for traffic in A A A
about this configuration? both directions
Narrowed travel lanes
Parking in some limited
areas along both sides of CD CD
Moraga Road
Other B
Not Sure B B 2

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No
Total 1026 393 633
No dedicated center turn 282 91 191
lane for traffic 27.5% 23.1% 30.1%
Dedicated pedestrian path 498 169 329
northbound 48.5% 43.0% 51.9%
No dedicated pedestrian 129 35 94
path southbound 12.6% 8.9% 14.8%
Dedicated bike lanes in both 538 185 353
20. In looking at Option 3 as _directions 52.5% 47.1% 55.8%
gggort::rﬂa:; overt::tndf: ;(ou like TWwo travel lanes for traffic in 818 266 552
about this configuration? both directions 79.7% 67.7% 87.2%
Narrowed travel lanes 69 31 38
6.7% 7.9% 6.0%
Parking in some limited 205 62 142
areas along both sides of
Moraga Road 20.0% 15.9% 22.5%
37 32 5
Other
3.6% 8.1% 8%
41 23 17
Not S
ot Sure 4.0% 6.0% 2.7%
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Previous Awareness of Project

Yes No
(A) (B)
No dedicated center turn A
lane for traffic
Dedicated pedestrian path A
northbound
No dedicated pedestrian A
path southbound
20. In looking at Option 3 as 3::,23?;?‘2 LT s e A
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you like Two travel lanes for traffic in A
about this configuration? both directions
Narrowed travel lanes
Parking in some limited
areas along both sides of A
Moraga Road
Other B
Not Sure B

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the
key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the

larger column proportion.

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.

Preferred Solution
Total CE:‘(IIdsittliggls Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
Total 1006 205 217 131 454
No dedicated center turn 274 55 13 21 186
lane for traffic 27.3% 26.6% 6.0% 16.2% 41.0%
Dedicated pedestrian path 492 58 107 54 273
northbound 48.9% 28.1% 49.2% 41.7% 60.1%
No dedicated pedestrian 126 29 11 5 82
path southbound 12.6% 14.1% 4.8% 3.8% 18.1%
Dedicated bike lanes in both 533 44 112 60 317
20. In looking at Option 3 as _directions 53.0% 21.3% 51.7% | 46.0% | 69.9%
gg;rtne:;;a?! ove;t::tn df:';, oulike TWo travel lanes for traffic in 802 189 157 30 426
about this configuration? both directions 79.7% 92.3% 722% | 23.0% | 93.9%
Narrowed travel lanes 67 8 21 I 34
6.7% 1.2% 9.5% 8.2% 7.4%
Parking in some limited 202 20 32 17 132
areas along both sides of
Moraga Road 20.0% 9.6% 14.9% 13.3% 29.2%
36 3 2 27 5
Other
3.6% 1.4% 1.0% 20.3% 1.1%
36 4 14 16 1
Not Sure
Y 3.5% 2.1% 6.4% | 12.5% 2%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsal

Preferred Solution

Existing e . .
Conditions Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
(A) (B) (€) (D)

No dedicated center turn

lane for traffic B ABC

Dedicated pedestrian path

northbound A ABC

No dedicated pedestrian

path southbound BC BC
20. In looking at Option 3as  Dedicated bike lanes in both A A ABC
a potential option for .
Segment 3, what do you like Two travel lanes for traffic in BC c BC
about this configuration? both directions

Narrowed travel lanes A A

Parking in some limited

areas along both sides of ABC

Moraga Road

Other ABD

Not Sure D AD

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the

category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Total
Total | Total
Total 967 967
No dedicated center turn 416 416
lane for traffic 43.1% | 43.1%
Dedicated pedestrian path 66 66
northbound 6.8% | 6.8%
No dedicated pedestrian 261 261
path southbound 27.0% | 27.0%
Dedicated bike lanes in both | 136 136
21. In looking at Option 3 as  directions 14.1% | 14.1%
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you Two travel lanes for trafficin | 78 78
dislike about this both directions 81% | 8.1%
A At
configurafion’ Narrowed travel lanes 433 433
44.8% | 44.8%
Parking in some limited 196 196
areas along both sides of
Moraga Road 20.2% | 20.2%
67 67
Other
6.9% | 6.9%
81 81
Not Sure
. 8.4% | 8.4%
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a,

Total

Total

(A)

21. In looking at Option 3 as
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you
dislike about this
configuration?

No dedicated center turn
lane for traffic

Dedicated pedestrian path
northbound

No dedicated pedestrian
path southbound

Dedicated bike lanes in both
directions

Two travel lanes for traffic in
both directions

Narrowed travel lanes

Parking in some limited
areas along both sides of
Moraga Road

Other
Not Sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05.
For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the larger

column proportion.

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
Total 912 416 496
No dedicated center turn 408 210 198
lane for traffic 44.7% | 50.4% | 39.9%
Dedicated pedestrian path 61 29 32
northbound 6.7% | 7.1% 6.4%
No dedicated pedestrian 251 91 160
path southbound 27.5% | 21.9% | 32.2%
Dedicated bike lanes in both | 127 59 68
21. In looking at Option 3 as  directions 14.0% | 14.1% | 13.8%
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you Two travel lanes for traffic in | 72 34 38
dislike about this both directions 7.8% 8.1% 7.6%
A At
configuration’ Narrowed travel lanes 395 174 221
43.3% | 41.9% | 44.5%
Parking in some limited 186 81 105
areas along both sides of
Moraga Road 20.4% | 19.6% | 21.1%
64 41 23
Other
71% | 9.9% 4.7%
78 32 46
Not Sure 8.6% | 7.7% | 9.4%
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Respondent's Gender

Male Female
(A) (B)
No dedicated center turn B
lane for traffic
Dedicated pedestrian path
northbound
No dedicated pedestrian A
path southbound
21. In looking at Option 3 as Dedicated bike lanes in both
a potential option for directions
Segment 3, what do you Two travel lanes for traffic in
dislike about this both directions
configuration?
Narrowed travel lanes
Parking in some limited
areas along both sides of
Moraga Road
Other B
Not Sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears
under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years
Total 925 182 89 151 271
No dedicated center turn 407 71 43 65 119
lane for traffic 44.0% 38.8% 48.5% 42.8% 43.9%
Dedicated pedestrian path 60 0 5 7 27
northbound 6.5% 0% 6.0% 4.9% 10.1%
No dedicated pedestrian 250 41 37 56 64
path southbound 27.1% 22.7% 41.2% 36.9% 23.8%
) ) Dedicated bike lanes in both | 126 0 9 18 50
21. In looking at Option 3 as  directions 13.7% 0% 9.8% 12.1% 18.4%
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you Two travel lanes for trafficin | 77 0 11 8 27
dislike about this both directions 7.7% 0% 12.4% 5.5% 9.9%
A T,
configurafion’ Narrowed travel lanes 41 100 24 57 17
44.4% 55.0% 27.4% 37.7% 43.2%
Parking in some limited 183 39 11 23 57
areas along both sides of
Moraga Road 19.8% 21.3% 12.4% 15.2% 21.2%
65 28 10 10 12
Oth
er 7.0% |  15.4% 11.2% 6.7% 4.4%
78 27 1 12 24
Not Sure
. 85% | 15.1% 1.5% 7.9% 8.9%
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Age
65+ years
Total 233
No dedicated center turn 110
lane for traffic 47 .4%
Dedicated pedestrian path 20
northbound 8.7%
No dedicated pedestrian 53
path southbound 22.6%
Dedicated bike lanes in both 50
21. In looking at Option 3 as  directions 21.3%
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you Two travel lanes for traffic in 25
dislike about this both directions 10.9%
configuration? 113
N dt 11
arrowed travel lanes 48.4%
Parking in some limited 53
areas along both sides of
Moraga Road 22.8%
5
Oth
er 2.3%
13
Not S
ot Sure 5.79%

. . by
Comparisons of Column Proportions

Age
18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)
No dedicated center turn
lane for traffic
Dedicated pedestrian path a
northbound .
No dedicated pedestrian
path southbound ADE ADE
21. In looking at Option 3 as Dedicated bike lanes in both a
a potential option for directions :
Segment 3, what do you Two travel lanes for traffic in a
dislike about this both directions .
configuration?
Narrowed travel lanes BC B
Parking in some limited
areas along both sides of
Moraga Road
Other DE E
Not Sure B E

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
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Ethnicity
: American
African- : .
: Indian or Anglo / White / -
Total AmBelggﬁn ! Alaskan Caucasian Lk
Native
Total 840 30 1 578 128
No dedicated center turn 375 8 0 285 70
lane for traffic 44.7% 24.8% 73.0% 49.2% 55.0%
Dedicated pedestrian path 49 0 0 43 6
northbound 5.8% 0% 0% 7.4% 4.7%
No dedicated pedestrian 229 0 0 162 37
path southbound 27.3% .0% 26.9% 28.0% 28.7%
Dedicated bike lanes in both | 108 0 0 91 1
21. In looking at Option 3 as  directions 12.9% .0% 26.9% 15.8% 8.3%
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you Two travel lanes for traffic in | 66 8 0 53 6
dislike about this both directions 7.9% 24.8% 26.9% 9.2% 4.5%
configurafion? Narrowed travel lanes 366 8 ! 247 65
43.6% 25.8% 99.8% 42.8% 50.5%
Parking in some limited 170 0 0 124 21
areas along both sides of
Moraga Road 20.3% 0% 2% 21.4% 16.4%
61 0 0 43 18
Other
7.3% .0% .0% 7.4% 14.3%
73 15 0 40 4
Not Sure
. 8.7% 49.4% 0% 6.9% 3.1%
Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more
/ Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 46 0 3 40
No dedicated center turn 11 0 1 0
lane for traffic 24.7% 0% 25.5%, 5%
Dedicated pedestrian path 0 0 0 0
northbound 0% 0% 0% 5%
No dedicated pedestrian 17 0 0 1
path southbound 36.2% 0% 0% 2.7%
) ) Dedicated bike lanes in both o 0 1 0
21. In looking at Option 3 as  directions 11.7% 0% 23.4% 5%
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you Two travel lanes for traffic in 0 0 0 0
dislike about this both directions 0% 0% 0% 0%
. S
configurafion’ Narrowed travel lanes 18 0 ! 14
39.0% .0% 25.5% 34.6%
Parking in some limited 0 0 1 12
areas along both sides of
Moraga Road .0% .0% 25.5% 30.0%
0 0 0 0
Oth
er 0% 0% 0% 0%
0 0 1 13
Not Sure
.0% 100.0% 25.5% 32.7%
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Ethnicity
Other
Total 13
No dedicated center turn 0
lane for traffic 0%
Dedicated pedestrian path 0
northbound .0%
No dedicated pedestrian 13
path southbound 99.9%
Dedicated bike lanes in both 0
21. In looking at Option 3 as  directions 0%
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you Two travel lanes for traffic in 0
dislike about this both directions 0%
configuration? 13
Narrowed travel lanes
99.9%
Parking in some limited 13
areas along both sides of
Moraga Road 99.9%
0
Oth
er 0%
0
Not S
ot Sure 0%

Comparisons of

Column Proportionsc

Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

Ethnicity
. American
African- : ;
: Indian or Anglo / White / -
AmBelgglin ! Alaskan Caucasian Lk
Native
(A) (B) (€) (D)
No dedicated center turn a
lane for traffic H ) EHI EHI
Dedicated pedestrian path b a,b
northbound '
No dedicated pedestrian b a H H
path southbound ) )
21. In looking at Option 3 as Dedicated bike lanes in both b a
a potential option for directions ) )
Segment 3, what do you -
dislike about this pwo travel lanes for traffic in DH °
configuration? a
Narrowed travel lanes .
Parking in some limited b a
areas along both sides of J .
Moraga Road
Other e a0 CH
Not Sure CDI a.b
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more
/ Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
(E) (F) (G) (H)
No dedicated center turn H a,b
lane for traffic )
Dedicated pedestrian path b a,b b
northbound ) :
No dedicated pedestrian H a,b b
path southbound )
21. In looking at Option 3 as Dedicated bike lanes in both a,b
a potential option for directions
Segment 3, what do you Two travel lanes for traffic in b a,b b
dislike about this both directions . .
configuration? a,b
Narrowed travel lanes
Parking in some limited b a b
areas along both sides of J v
Moraga Road
Other .’b a.b .’b
Not Sure .’b a.b CD

Comparisons of

Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity
Other
(U]
No dedicated center turn
lane for traffic
Dedicated pedestrian path
northbound
No dedicated pedestrian
path southbound CDEH
21. In looking at Option 3 as Dedicated bike lanes in both
a potential option for directions
Segment 3, what do you Two travel lanes for traffic in
dislike about this both directions
configuration?
Narrowed travel lanes ACDEGH
Parking in some limited
areas along both sides of CDGH
Moraga Road b
Other S
Not Sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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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How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Total Onelgzgr or 2to 3 years (4to6years |7to 10 years
Total 966 60 73 78 50
No dedicated center turn 416 27 35 31 19
lane for traffic 43.1% 44.2% 47.7% 40.4% 37.0%
Dedicated pedestrian path 66 3 S 2 1
northbound 6.8% 4.7% 6.5% 3.1% 2.7%
No dedicated pedestrian 261 12 24 41 16
path southbound 27.0% 20.5% 33.0% 52.2% 32.3%
Dedicated bike lanes in both 136 4 10 7 5
21. In looking at Option 3 as directions 14.1% 5.9% 13.3% 8.6% 9.6%
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you Two travel lanes for traffic in 78 5 12 2 4
dislike about this both directions 8.1% 8.0% 15.9% 2.6% 7.0%
- A
configuration® Narrowed travel lanes 432 8 21 31 23
44.8% 13.8% 28.9% 40.5% 45.4%
Parking in some limited 195 4 10 22 10
areas along both sides of
Moraga Road 20.2% 7.4% 14.1% 28.6% 20.0%
67 29 5 3 3
Other
7.0% 48.1% 6.5% 4.3% 5.0%
81 2 14 2 3
Not Sure
. 8.4% 3.3% 19.1% 2.7% 5.8%
How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys
College
More than 10 Sé‘ I\Illlary’s
ears orege
y Student
Total 661 44
No dedicated center turn 288 17
lane for traffic 43.5% 38.0%
Dedicated pedestrian path 55 0
northbound 8.3% 0%
No dedicated pedestrian 150 18
path southbound 22.7% 40.2%
Dedicated bike lanes in both 1 0
21. In looking at Option 3 as  directions 16.9% .0%
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you Two travel lanes for traffic in 57 0
dislike about this both directions 8.6% 0%
- o
configuration® Narrowed travel lanes 324 25
49.0% 55.7%
Parking in some limited 147 1
areas along both sides of
Moraga Road 22.3% 1.4%
26 1
Other
4.0% 2.9%
45 15
Not Sure
. 6.8% 34.5%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

,C

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

One year or

e 2to 3 years | 4to 6 years |7 to 10 years
(A) (B) (C) (D)
No dedicated center turn
lane for traffic
Dedicated pedestrian path
northbound
No dedicated pedestrian AE
path southbound
21. In looking at Option 3 as Dedicated bike lanes in both
a potential option for directions
Segment 3, what do you T
dislike about this pwo travel Janes for traffic in C
configuration?
Narrowed travel lanes A A
Parking in some limited
areas along both sides of AF
Moraga Road
Other BCDEF
Not Sure CE

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

3

How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys

College
More than 10 Séol\llllgry’s
ears ge
y Student
(E) (F)
No dedicated center turn
lane for traffic
Dedicated pedestrian path a
northbound )
No dedicated pedestrian
path southbound
21. In looking at Option 3 as Dedicated bike lanes in both a
a potential option for directions )
Segment 3, what do you Two travel lanes for traffic in a
dislike about this both directions .
configuration?
Narrowed travel lanes AB A
Parking in some limited
areas along both sides of F
Moraga Road
Other
Not Sure ACDE

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Page 220



Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Total Very Somewhat Somewhat
important important unimportant
Total 960 446 340 105
No dedicated center turn 416 232 135 21
lane for traffic 43.3% 52.0% 39.8% 20.4%
Dedicated pedestrian path 64 18 20 14
northbound 6.7% 4.1% 6.0% 13.6%
No dedicated pedestrian 260 163 87 7
path southbound 271% 36.5% 25.5% 6.5%
Dedicated bike lanes in both 133 36 44 34
21. In looking at Option 3 as  directions 13.9% 8.1% 13.1% 32.2%
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you Two travel lanes for traffic in 78 52 20 3
dislike about this both directions 8.2% 11.7% 6.0% 3.2%
- A
configuration® Narrowed travel lanes 428 195 183 45
44.6% 34.6% 53.8% 43.0%
Parking in some limited 195 62 67 22
areas along both sides of
Moraga Road 20.3% 14.0% 19.7% 21.2%
66 53 9 3
Other
6.9% 11.9% 2.6% 2.4%
80 31 19 31
Not Sure
. 8.4% 7.0% 5.5% 29.3%
Importance of
Balancing
Needs on
Major
Thoroughfare
s
Not important
at all
Total 69
No dedicated center turn 27
lane for traffic 39.5%
Dedicated pedestrian path 12
northbound 17.0%
No dedicated pedestrian 3
path southbound 51%
Dedicated bike lanes in both 19
21. In looking at Option 3 as  directions 27.7%
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you Two travel lanes for traffic in 3
dislike about this both directions 3.7%
configuration? 6
N dt Il
arrowed travel lanes 66.8%
Parking in some limited 43
areas along both sides of
Moraga Road 63.3%
2
Oth
er 2.8%
0
Not Sure
5 0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportions

,C

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (C) (D)
No dedicated center turn
lane for traffic BC c c
Dedicated pedestrian path
northbound A AB
No dedicated pedestrian
path southbound BCD CD
21. In looking at Option 3 as Dedicated bike lanes in both AB AB
a potential option for directions
Segment 3, what do you T
dislike about this pwo travel Janes for traffic in B
configuration?
Narrowed travel lanes A AC
Parking in some limited
areas along both sides of ABC
Moraga Road
Other BC
Not Sure AB 2

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No
Total 963 381 582
No dedicated center turn 415 181 234
lane for traffic 43.1% 47.5% 40.2%
Dedicated pedestrian path 66 25 41
northbound 6.9% 6.6% 7.1%
No dedicated pedestrian 259 104 154
path southbound 26.9% 27.4% 26.5%
_ _ Dedicated bike lanes in both 135 49 86
21. In looking at Option 3 as  directions 14.0% 12.9% 14.8%
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you Two travel lanes for traffic in 4 47 30
disl;l_(e ab?_ut !;his both directions 8.0% 12.2% 5.2%
ORI Narrowed travel lanes 431 167 264
44 8% 43.9% 45.4%
Parking in some limited 194 85 109
areas along both sides of
Moraga Road 20.2% 22.4% 18.7%
67 19 49
Other
7.0% 4.9% 8.3%
81 34 48
Not S
ot Sure 8.5% 8.8% 8.2%
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a,

Previous Awareness of Project
Yes No
(A) (B)
No dedicated center turn B
lane for traffic
Dedicated pedestrian path
northbound
No dedicated pedestrian
path southbound
21. In looking at Option 3 as Dedicated bike lanes in both
a potential option for directions
Segment 3, what do you Two travel lanes for traffic in
dislike about this both directions B
configuration?
Narrowed travel lanes
Parking in some limited
areas along both sides of
Moraga Road
Other A
Not Sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the
key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the

larger column proportion.

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.

Preferred Solution

Existing e . .
Total Conditions Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
Total 948 201 227 141 378
No dedicated center turn 410 61 148 75 126
lane for traffic 43.2% 30.5% 64.9% 53.3% 33.2%
Dedicated pedestrian path 62 35 9 5 13
northbound 6.6% 17.3% 4.1% 3.7% 3.5%
No dedicated pedestrian 259 22 70 56 111
path southbound 27.3% 11.0% 30.9% 39.8% 29.3%
) ) Dedicated bike lanes in both | 132 68 25 7 32
21.In looking at Option 3 as _directions 13.9% 34.0% 10.9% | 53% 8.4%
a potential option for
Segment 3, what do you Two travel lanes for trafficin | 77 7 13 46 10
dislike about this both directions 8.1% 3.7% 5.8% 32.7% 2.6%
A e
configurationt Narrowed travel lanes 424 141 82 45 156
44.7% 70.0% 36.2% 32.1% 41.1%
Parking in some limited 191 79 31 18 63
areas along both sides of
Moraga Road 20.1% 39.1% 13.5% 13.0% 16.7%
66 4 18 9 36
Other
7.0% 1.8% 7.8% 6.2% 9.6%
78 9 13 13 43
Not Sure
Y 8.2% 4.6% 5.5% 9.4% 11.3%
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Comparisons of Column Proportions

a,

Preferred Solution
Existi . . .
C ozldsitliggls Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
(A) (B) (€) (D)

No dedicated center turn

lane for traffic AD AD

Dedicated pedestrian path

northbound BCD

No dedicated pedestrian

path southbound A A A
21. In looking at Option 3 as Dedicated bike lanes in both BCD
a potential option for directions
Segment 3, what do you T
dislike about this pwo travel Janes for traffic in ABD
configuration?

Narrowed travel lanes BCD

Parking in some limited

areas along both sides of BCD

Moraga Road

Other A A

Not Sure A

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the

category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

22. How safe do you find
this potential option for
drivers for Segment 3?

Total
Total | Total
Total 1044 | 1044
355 355
Vv f
ery safe 34.0% | 34.0%
435 | 435
Somewhat safe 41.6% | 41.6%
178 178
Somewhat unsafe 171% | 17.1%
58 58
Vi fi
ery unsafe 55% | 5.5%
Not sure . y
1.8% | 1.8%
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Total

Total

(A)

22. How safe do you find
this potential option for
drivers for Segment 3?

Very safe
Somewhat safe
Somewhat unsafe
Very unsafe

Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance
level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the
category with the smaller column proportion appears
under the category with the larger column proportion.

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
Total 982 456 526
Very safe 325 115 210
33.1% | 25.2% | 39.9%
414 225 189
22. How safe do you find Somewhat safe 42.1% | 49.2% | 35.9%
this potential option for 175 92 84
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat unsafe 17.8% | 201% | 15.9%
Very unsafe o1 21 29
52% | 4.7% 5.6%
18 4 14
Not sure 18% | 8% | 2.6%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Respondent's Gender
Male Female
(A) (B)
Very safe A
22. How safe do you find Somewhat safe B
this potential option for Somewhat unsafe
drivers for Segment 3? Very unsafe
Not sure A

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For
each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column
proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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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Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
Total 995 182 93 160 300 260
T 343 83 27 73 98 62
34.5% 45.7% 29.4% 45.4% 32.6% 23.9%
Somewhat safe 411 71 36 56 126 123
22. How safe do you find 41.3% 38.7% 38.3% 34.9% 41.9% 47.5%
this potential option for 175 28 24 22 51 50
e Somewhatunsafe | 17 50, | 15.6% 25.2% 13.8% 16.9% 19.2%
Very unsafe 51 0 7 6 23 15
5.1% .0% 7.1% 4.0% 7.6% 5.6%
Not sure 16 0 0 3 3 10
1.6% .0% .0% 1.9% .9% 3.8%
Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’c
Age
18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
(A) (B) (©) (D) (E)
Very safe DE E

22. How safe do you find
this potential option for
drivers for Segment 3?

Somewhat safe
Somewhat unsafe
Very unsafe

Not sure

a

a

a

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with

the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Ethnicity
q American
Native
Total 904 38 1 620 132
Very safe 320 15 0 180 38
35.4% 40.4% 46.3% 29.0% 28.8%
Somewhat safe 370 8 0 284 €0
22. How safe do you find 40.9% 19.9% 26.9% 45.8% 45.2%
this potential option for 155 8 0 112 28
drivers for Segment 37 Somewhat unsafe | |, |, 19.8% 0% 18.0% 21.3%
Very unsafe 47 8 0 34 4
5.1% 19.9% 26.9% 5.5% 3.3%
Not sure 13 0 0 11 2
1.4% .0% .0% 1.8% 1.3%
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Ethnicity
Native
Latin_o / La_tina Nati_ve Hawaiian or Two or more Other
| Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 57 0 3 40 13
Very safe 35 0 0 39 13
61.3% 100.0% .0% 96.7% 99.9%
16 0 1 1 0
22. How safe do you find Somewhat safe 28.1% 0% 51.1% 2.8% 1%
this potential option for 6 0 1 0 0
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat unsafe 10.6% 0% 48.9% 0% 0%
Very unsafe 0 0 0 0 0
.0% .0% .0% 5% .0%
Not sure 0 0 0 0 0
.0% .0% .0% .0% .0%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity
. American
African- 5 . . .
: Indian or Anglo / White / . Latino / Latina
AmBelgg:n / Alaskan Caucasian Asian | Hispanic
Native
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)
Very safe 2 CD
a
22. How safe do you find Somewhat safe b AHI HI H
this potential option for Somewhat unsafe U H
drivers for Segment 3? Very unsafe CDH 2 b
Not sure .’b .a”b .’b
. . c,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
Native
Native Hawaiian or Two or more
Other
American Other Pacific races
Islander
(F) (G) (H) (U]
Very safe aE R ACDE ACD
a,
22. How safe do you find Somewhat safe a b H
this potential option for Somewhat unsafe U H
drivers for Segment 3? Very unsafe 'a,,b .,b
Not sure 2 b .‘b b b

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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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How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Total Onelgsesar or 12t03 years | 4 to 6 years | 7 to 10 years
Total 1043 62 62 85 63
Verv safe 355 24 23 40 25
i 34.0% 39.0% 36.7% 47.5% 39.8%
Somewhat safe 433 25 26 27 21
22. How safe do you find 41.6% 40.7% 41.6% 32.1% 32.9%
this potential option for Somewhat unsafe 178 9 9 12 11
drivers for Segment 37 17.1% 14.8% 14.4% 13.9% 17.3%
Very unsafe 58 3 3 6 °
w 5.5% 5.4% 4.9% 6.5% 8.3%
Not sure 19 0 ! 0 !
1.8% .0% 2.4% .0% 1.7%
How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys
College
More than 10 S(t:' l\ll:ary’s
ears orege
y Student
Total 727 44
232 10
Vv f
S 32.0% 23.3%
317 17
Somewhat safe
22. How safe do you find 43.6% 38.8%
this potential option for 121 17
drivers for segment 3? Somewhat unsafe 16.6% 37.9%
40 0
Vv f
ery unsafe 5.6% 0%
16 0
Not
otsure 2.2% 0%

Comparisons of Column Proportions

,C

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

One year or

i 2 to 3 years

4 to 6 years

7 to 10 years

More than 10
years

(A) (B)

(©)

(D)

(E)

22. How safe do you find
this potential option for
drivers for Segment 3?

Very safe
Somewhat safe
Somewhat unsafe
Very unsafe

Not sure
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

How Long
Lived in
Moraga/Stude
nt at St Marys
College

St. Mary’s
College
Student

(F)

22. How safe do you find
this potential option for
drivers for Segment 3?

Very safe
Somewhat safe
Somewhat unsafe
Very unsafe

Not sure

CE

,C

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares
Total _ Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
Total 1036 459 375 121 81
Very safe 351 156 138 36 21
33.9% 33.9% 36.8% 30.2% 25.8%
Somewhat safe 434 186 175 61 12
22. How safe do you find 41.9% 40.6% 46.6% 50.1% 15.1%
this potential option for 175 89 47 15 24
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat unsafe | . oo 19.4% 12.4% 12.7% 29.8%
Very unsafe 57 18 10 6 24
5.5% 3.8% 2.6% 4.9% 29.3%
Not sure 19 10 6 3 0
1.8% 2.2% 1.6% 2.1% .0%
,C

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (C) (D)
Very safe
22. How safe do you find Somewhat safe D D D
this potential option for Somewhat unsafe B BC
drivers for Segment 3? Very unsafe ABC

Not sure

a

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with

the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
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Previous Awareness of Project
Total Yes No
Total 1040 393 647
Very safe 354 121 233
34.1% 30.9% 36.0%
434 131 303
22. How safe do you find Somewhat safe A7% 33.2% 46.9%
this potential option for 176 95 81
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat unsafe 17.0% 24.3% 12.5%
Very unsafe %8 36 21
5.5% 9.3% 3.3%
Not sure 18 X 9
1.7% 2.3% 1.4%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Previous Awareness of Project

Yes No
(A) (B)
Very safe
22. How safe do you find Somewhat safe A
this potential option for Somewhat unsafe B
drivers for Segment 3? Very unsafe B
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears
under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

Preferred Solution
Total CEﬁidsiEciirt‘)%s Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
Total 1019 217 225 127 450
Very safe 349 40 34 44 231
34.2% 18.3% 15.3% 34.6% 51.2%
Somewhat safe 421 78 116 39 188
22. How safe do you find 41.3% 35.8% 51.5% 31.0% 41.8%
this potential option for 176 59 59 32 26
drivers for Segment 37 Somewhat unsafe | |/ ,, 27.3% 26.2% | 255% | 5.7%
T T 57 36 10 9 3
5.6% 16.4% 4.3% 7.2% 7%
Not sure 16 > 6 2 3
1.5% 2.2% 2.6% 1.8% .6%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsal

3

Preferred Solution

CEmjsittliI;?\ 5 Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
(A) (B) (C) (D)
Very safe AB ABC
22. How safe do you find Somewhat safe AC
this potential option for Somewhat unsafe D D D
drivers for Segment 3? Very unsafe BD D D
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key

of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger

column proportion.

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.

Total
Total | Total
Total 924 924
Very convenient 395 395
42.8% | 42.8%
Somewhat convenient 300 300
22. How convenient do you 32.4% | 32.4%
find this potential option for . . 162 162
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat inconvenient 17.5% | 17.5%
Very inconvenient 46 46
4.9% | 4.9%
Not sure 21 21
2.3% | 2.3%
Comparisons of Column Proportionsa’
Total
Total
(A)
Very convenient
22. How convenient do you Somewhat convenient
find this potential option for Somewhat inconvenient
drivers for Segment 3? Very inconvenient
Not sure
Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level
0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the

smaller column proportion appears under the category with the

larger column proportion.

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
Total 870 402 468
Very convenient 365 151 214
42.0% | 37.6% | 45.7%
Somewhat convenient 284 133 150
22. How convenient do you 32.6% | 33.1% | 32.1%
find this potential option for . . 158 92 66
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat inconvenient 18.2% | 23.0% | 14.0%
Very inconvenient 43 19 24
49% | 4.7% 5.1%
Not sure 20 6 14
2.3% | 1.6% 3.0%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsal

Respondent's Gender

Male Female
(A) (B)
Very convenient A
22. How convenientdoyou  S°mewhat convenient
find this potential option for Somewhat inconvenient B

drivers for Segment 3?

Very inconvenient
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion
appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years
Total 883 182 83 132 275
e G 383 128 33 73 97
43.4% 70.0% 39.4% 54.8% 35.3%
Somewhat convenient 281 12 38 40 103
22. How convenient do you 31.8% 6.6% 45.1% 29.8% 37.5%
find this potential option for . . 158 42 6 15 47
drivers for Segment 37 Somewhatinconvenient | ;oo | g 59, 7.7% 11.3% 17.1%
Very inconvenient 43 0 6 3 2
4.8% .0% 7.7% 2.6% 8.2%
Not sure 18 0 0 2 >
2.1% .0% .0% 1.5% 1.8%
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Age
65+ years
Total 210
Very convenient 53
B 25.3%
) 89
Somewhat convenient o
22. How convenient do you 42.1%
find this potential option for . . 47
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat inconvenient 0
22.4%
Very inconvenient 10
o 4.9%
11
Not sure
5.3%
. . b,c
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Age
18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)
Very convenient BDE DE
22. How convenient do you Somewhat convenient A A A A
find this potential option for Somewhat inconvenient B B
drivers for Segment 3? Very inconvenient a
Not sure 2 2

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the
smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Ethnicity
. American
Total | American/ | ndianor | Avglo] White! | ian
Native
Total 809 38 1 540 124
Very convenient 360 15 0 234 37
44.5% 40.4% 46.2% 43.2% 29.7%
Somewhat convenient 255 0 0 181 42
22. How convenient do you 31.5% 0% 53.8% 33.6% 33.8%
find this potential option for . . 140 15 0 86 38
drivers for Segment 37 Somewhat inconvenient |, ., 39.7% 0% 16.0% 30.3%
Very inconvenient 39 8 0 26 S
4.8% 19.9% .0% 4.9% 4.1%
Not sure 15 0 0 13 3
1.9% .0% .0% 2.3% 2.1%
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Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more
| Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 52 0 2 40
Very convenient 35 0 0 27
v 67.4% 100.0% .0% 66.8%
Somewhat convenient 17 0 ! 13
22. How convenient do you 32.6% 0% 66.7% 32.8%
find this potential option for . . 0 0 1 0
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat inconvenient 0% 0% 33.3% 0%
Very inconvenient 0 0 0 0
w 0% 0% 0% 5%
Not sure 0 0 0 0
.0% .0% .0% .0%
Ethnicity
Other
Total 13
Very convenient 13
v 100.0%
. 0
Somewhat convenient 0°
22. How convenient do you 0%
find this potential option for . . 0
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat inconvenient 0%
Very inconvenient 0
w 0%
0
Not sure
5 0%
. R c,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
. American
African- : .
: Indian or Anglo / White / .
AmBelggﬁn / Alaskan Caucasian Aslan
Native
(A) (B) (C) (D)
Very convenient 2
Somewhat ient ° 2
22. How convenient do you omewhat convenien : ab
find this potential option for Somewhat inconvenient CH v CH
drivers for Segment 3? Very inconvenient CDH _a,,b
b a,,b
Not sure . .
. . c,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more Other
| Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
(E) (F) (G) (H) n
Very convenient CD Al R D ACD
A a,,b
22. How convenient do you Somewhat convenient b ab I b
find this potential option for Somewhat inconvenient N S H N
drivers for Segment 3? Very inconvenient b ab b
b a,b b b b
Not sure . . . . .
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Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Total Onelg::r or 12t03 years | 4 to 6 years | 7 to 10 years
Total 924 58 50 71 51
Very convenient 395 38 23 40 21
42.8% 66.3% 45.2% 56.5% 40.8%
Somewhat convenient 300 16 18 20 19
22. How convenient do you 32.4% 27.1% 35.3% 28.8% 36.8%
find this potential option for . . 162 1 7 7 8
e Somewhat inconvenient | 1/ 5o, 9% 14.3% 10.3% 15.2%
Very inconvenient 46 3 ! 3 4
4.9% 5.7% 2.2% 4.4% 7.1%
Not sure 21 0 ! 0 0
2.3% .0% 3.0% .0% .0%
How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys
College
More than 10 S(t:.ol\fllggy;s
years Student
Total 652 42
Very convenient 249 25
38.1% 59.1%
Somewhat convenient 225 2
22. How convenient do you 34.6% 4.4%
find this potential option for . . 123 15
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat inconvenient 18.9% 36.5%
Very inconvenient 35 0
5.3% .0%
Not sure 20 0
3.1% .0%

,C

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Onelg:sar or 2to 3 years | 4to 6 years |7 to 10 years
(A) (B) (C) (D)
Very convenient E E
22. How convenient do you Somewhat convenient F F F F
find this potential option for Somewhat inconvenient
drivers for Segment 3? Very inconvenient
Not sure : 2 2
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,C

How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys

College
More than 10 Séol\llllggy;s
years Student
(E) (F)
Very convenient
22. How convenientdoyou  S°mewhat convenient F
find this potential option for Somewhat inconvenient A AC

drivers for Segment 3?

Very inconvenient
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Total

Very
important

Somewhat
important

Somewhat
unimportant

22. How convenient do you
find this potential option for

drivers for Segment 3?

Total

916

403

331

107

Very convenient

391
42.7%

192
47.6%

148
44.8%

46
43.0%

Somewhat convenient

299
32.7%

127
31.5%

114
34.4%

34
32.1%

Somewhat inconvenient

160
17.5%

62
15.5%

53
16.1%

22
20.9%

Very inconvenient

45
4.9%

11
2.6%

8
2.3%

2
2.0%

Not sure

21
2.3%

11
2.8%

8
2.4%

2
2.0%

Importance of
Balancing
Needs on

Major

Thoroughfare

S

Not important
at all

22. How convenient do you
find this potential option for

drivers for Segment 3?

Total

75

Very convenient

5
6.4%

Somewhat convenient

24
32.0%

Somewhat inconvenient

22
29.4%

Very inconvenient

24
32.2%

Not sure

0%
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. . by
Comparisons of Column Proportions

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Not sure

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (©) (D)
Very convenient D D D
22. How convenient do you ggmgm}g: convenient
find this potential option for ;""" & AB
drivers for Segment 3? Very inconvenient ABC

a

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the
smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No
Total 918 353 566
Very convenient 395 128 267
43.0% 36.3% 47.1%
Somewhat convenient 297 116 181
22. How convenient do you 32.4% 32.8% 32.1%
find this potential option for . . 160 72 88
drivers for Segment 3? Somewhat inconvenient 17.5% 20.5% 15.6%
Very inconvenient 46 27 19
5.0% 7.6% 3.3%
Not sure 20 o "
2.2% 2.7% 1.9%

. . ___ab
Comparisons of Column Proportions

Previous Awareness of Project

Yes No
(A) (B)
Very convenient A
22. How convenient do you Somewhat convenient
find this potential option for Somewhat inconvenient
drivers for Segment 3? Very inconvenient B

Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant
pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the
category with the larger column proportion.

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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Preferred Solution

Existi . . .
Total C oﬂ;itligﬂs Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
Total 901 198 190 108 405
Very convenient 389 29 54 41 265
v 43.2% 14.7% 28.5% 38.1% 65.3%
Somewhat convenient 289 8 69 38 104
22. How convenient do you 32.1% 39.1% 36.3% 35.7% 25.6%
find this potential option for Somewhat Inconvenient 162 53 58 21 30
diiversiorscaments 17.9% 26.7% 30.7% | 193% | 7.3%
Very inconvenient 45 34 3 4 4
w 5.0% 17.4% 15% | 4.0% 9%
Not sure 17 4 6 3 4
1.9% 2.1% 3.0% 3.0% 9%
. . a,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Preferred Solution
CE;idsittii:‘)%s Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
(A) (B) (C) (D)
Very convenient A A ABC
22. How convenient do you Somewhat convenient D D
find this potential option for Somewhat inconvenient D D D
drivers for Segment 3? Very inconvenient BCD
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the
category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Total
Total | Total
Total 1059 1059
261 261
V fi
ery sate 24.6% | 24.6%
23.H fe d find Somewhat safe 461 461
. How safe do you fin
this potential option for 43.5% | 43.5%
pedestrians, bicyclists, and 216 216
other non-drivers for Somewhat unsafe 20.4% | 20.4%
Segment 3? . .
° Very unsafe 72 72
v 6.8% | 6.8%
Not sure 49 49
A4.7% | 4.7%
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3

Total

Total

(A)

23. How safe do you find
this potential option for
pedestrians, bicyclists, and

other non-drivers for
Segment 37?

Very safe
Somewhat safe
Somewhat unsafe
Very unsafe

Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance

level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the

category with the smaller column proportion appears
under the category with the larger column proportion.

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
Total 998 456 542
Very safe 233 86 147
23.4% [ 19.0% | 27.1%
23. How safe do you find Somewhat safe 440 208 231
thi-s potential opt%on for 44.1% | 45.7% | 42.7%
pedestrians, bicyclists, and 214 113 101
A Somewhatunsafe |, 4o, | 24.8% | 18.6%
Very unsafe 65 29 37
6.5% | 6.3% 6.8%
45 19 26
Not sure 46% | 43% | 4.8%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Respondent's Gender

Male Female
(A) (B)
. . - Very safe A
. How safe do you fin
this potential option for Somewhat safe
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Somewhat unsafe B

other non-drivers for
Segment 3?

Very unsafe
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For
each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column
proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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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Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
Total 1011 195 94 163 302 257
Very safe 251 45 17 54 79 55
y 24.9% 23.3% 18.3% 33.3% 26.1% 21.6%
AL o - Somewhat safe 437 81 41 67 135 113
. How safe do you fin
this potential option for 43.2% 41.4% 43.5% 41.3% 44.7% 44.0%
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Somewhat unsafe 214 69 19 23 42 62
other non-drivers for 0 0 0 0 0 0
Segment 3? 21.1% 35.3% 20.0% 13.8% 13.8% 24.0%
Verv unsafe 65 0 13 14 30 8
i 6.5% .0% 13.3% 8.7% 10.0% 3.3%
Not sure 43 0 5 5 16 18
4.3% .0% .9% 2.8% 5.3% 7.0%
. . b,c
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Age
18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)
23.H fe d find Very safe
. How safe do you fin
this potential option for Somewhat safe
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Somewhat unsafe CD D
other non-drivers for a
Segment 3? Very unsafe . E E
Not sure .
Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with
the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
Ethnicity
. American
African- 2 .
: Indian or Anglo / White / -
Total AmBelr;gzn ! Alaskan Caucasian L
Native
Total 921 38 1 622 134
Verv safe 232 15 0 155 24
i 25.2% 40.4% 2% 25.0% 18.1%
23.H fe d find Somewhat safe 403 8 ! 257 70
. How safe do you fin
this potential option for 43.8% 19.9% 99.8% 41.3% 52.0%
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Somewhat unsafe 193 8 0 136 31
other non-drivers for 0 0 ) ) )
Segment 3? 21.0% 19.8% .0% 21.9% 22.9%
Very unsafe 62 8 0 49 4
e 6.7% 19.9% 0% 7.9% 2.7%
Not sure 31 0 0 24 6
3.4% .0% .0% 3.9% 4.3%

Page 240




Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

Ethnicity
Native
Latin_o / La_tina Nati_ve Hawaiian or Two or more Other
[ Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 57 0 3 54 13
Very safe 24 0 0 14 0
41.4% 100.0% .0% 25.7% .0%
23. How safe do you find Somewhat safe 28 0 1 %9 0
thi's potential opt)i,on for 49.3% 0% 25.5% 72.9% 0%
p;ar:iestriang,_bicycflists, and Somewhat unsafe 5 0 1 0 13
geger:ugr?tn:;?"vers or 9.4% 0% 23.4% 0% 99.9%
Very unsafe 0 0 ! ! 0
.0% .0% 25.5% 1.0% .0%
Not sure 0 0 ! 0 0
.0% .0% 25.5% 4% .0%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity
. American
African- . . . .
: Indian or Anglo / White / : Latino / Latina
AmBelr;gla(m ! Alaskan Caucasian Asian | Hispanic
Native

(A) (B) (%) (D) (E)

-~ . - Very safe 2 D
. How safe do you fin a
this potential option for Somewhat safe b Al '
pedestrians,_bicyclists, and Somewhat unsafe H ” H H
gzzer:lgr?t";?,"vers for Very unsafe DH a.b P
Not sure .’b a.b
. . c,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
Native
Native Hawaiian or Two or more Other
American Other Pacific races
Islander

(F) (G) (H) (1)

23 H ., - Very safe .a”: ®
. How safe do you fin a,,
this potential option for Somewhat safe 2 b ACI
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Somewhat unsafe U H ACDEGH
gggenriggtn;l?rlvers for Very unsafe _aub
Not sure .a”b H .’b

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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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How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Total Onelg:sar or 12to03 years | 4 to 6 years | 7 to 10 years
Total 1058 62 75 86 61
Verv safe 261 9 11 20 14
v 24.6% 14.3% 14.9% 22.9% 23.0%
i Somewhat safe 461 31 40 34 27
B e o You i 43.6% 50.1% 53.6% 39.3% 44.8%
pedestrians,_bicyclists, and Somewhat unsafe 214 18 13 22 13
gg;er:lgr‘]’t";i',""e’s =l 20.3% 28.7% 16.8% 26.2% 21.7%
Very unsafe 72 2 ’ 6 5
v 6.8% 3.9% 9.1% 7.2% 7.7%
Not sure 49 2 4 4 2
4.7% 3.0% 5.5% 4.3% 2.7%
How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys
College
More than 10 Sé I\:Ilary’s
ears ollege
y Student
Total 730 44
198 9
V fi
ery sate 27.1% 20.0%
23. How safe d And Somewhat safe 311 18
. How safe do you fin
this potential option for 42.6% 41.3%
pedestrians, bicyclists, and 132 17
other non-drivers for Somewhat unsafe 18.1% 37 5%
Segment 3? . .
° Very unsafe 52 !
Y 7.1% 1.2%
Not sure 38 0
5.2% .0%

Comparisons of Column Proportions

,C

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

One year or

e 2 to 3 years

4 to 6 years

7 to 10 years

More than 10
years

(A) (B)

©

(D)

(E)

23. How safe do you find
this potential option for
pedestrians, bicyclists, and
other non-drivers for
Segment 37?

Very safe
Somewhat safe
Somewhat unsafe
Very unsafe

Not sure
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

How Long
Lived in
Moraga/Stude
nt at St Marys
College

St. Mary’s
College
Student

(F)

23. How safe do you find
this potential option for
pedestrians, bicyclists, and
other non-drivers for
Segment 37?

Very safe
Somewhat safe
Somewhat unsafe
Very unsafe

Not sure

,C

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Total _ Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
Total 1051 476 373 121 81
Very safe 258 122 112 15 9
24.5% 25.6% 30.1% 12.2% 10.7%
23. How safe do you find Somewhat safe 460 195 174 66 25
this potential opt)i,on s 43.7% 41.0% 46.8% 54.0% 30.8%
pfrt‘:lestriang,_bicycflists, and Somewhat unsafe 213 105 61 26 22
geger:lgr‘:t":;’?""ers or 20.3% 22.0% 16.4% 21.4% 26.7%
Very unsafe 72 40 7 8 19
6.9% 8.3% 1.8% 6.2% 23.0%
Not sure 48 15 19 8 7
4.6% 3.2% 5.0% 6.3% 8.7%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsal

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (C) (D)
o - o Very safe CcD CcD
. How safe do you fin

this potential option for Somewhat safe D
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Somewhat unsafe
other non-drivers for Very unsafe B ABC

Segment 3?

Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with
the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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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Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No

Total 1054 404 650

T 261 88 173
24.7% 21.7% 26.6%

23. How safe do you find Somewhat safe 460 166 294
thi-s potential opt){on for 43.7% 41.2% 45.2%

pedestrians, bicyclists, and 212 82 130
other non-q’rivers for Somewhat unsafe 20.1% 20.3% 20.0%

Segment 37 -1 25 >
Very unsafe 6.8% | 111% | 4.1%

Not sure 49 23 27
4.7% 5.6% 4.1%

. . _ab
Comparisons of Column Proportions

Previous Awareness of Project

Yes No
(A) (B)
23.H fe d find Very safe
. How safe do you fin
this potential option for Somewhat safe
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Somewhat unsafe
other non-drivers for
Segment 3? Very unsafe B
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears
under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Preferred Solution
Total CE)r(li:ittiir:)%s Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
Total 1034 219 226 139 450
Vit 255 27 26 26 176
24.6% 12.1% 11.5% 18.8% 39.1%
23. How safe do you find Somewhat safe 402 %0 101 >3 207
this potential opt)i,on for 43.7% 41.3% 44.9% 38.3% 46.0%
pfﬁestriang,_bicycflists, and Somewhat unsafe 212 57 70 34 52
g o ger;g:t"é?""e’s or 20.5% 25.8% 30.8% 24.4% 11.5%
Ve U 72 30 17 20 4
6.9% 13.8% 7.7% 14.6% 9%
Not sure 44 15 12 5 12
4.3% 7.1% 5.1% 3.9% 2.6%
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3

Comparisons of Column Proportionsal

Preferred Solution
CEmjsittliI;?\s Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
(A) (B) (C) (D)
] - - Very safe ABC
. How safe do you fin
this potential option for Somewhat safe
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Somewhat unsafe D D D
other non-drivers for
Segment 37 Very unsafe D D D
Not sure D

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key
of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger
column proportion.

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.

Total
Total | Total
Total 942 942
Very convenient 288 288
v 30.6% | 30.6%
. 418 418
23. How convenient do you  Somewhat convenient 44.3% | 44.3%
find this potential option for 2 70 20
pedestrians, bicyclists, and . ) 140 140
other non-drivers for Somewhat inconvenient 14.9% | 14.9%
Segment 3? skl skl
Very inconvenient 48 48
i 51% | 5.1%
48 48

Not sure

51% | 5.1%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Total
Total
(A)

oo S Very convenient
. How convenient do you -
find this potential option for Somewhat convenient
pedestrians,_bicyclists, and Somewhat inconvenient
(s)g;eélgr?tnéq?rlvers for Very inconvenient

Not sure

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

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
Total 887 406 481
Very convenient 260 o1 169
29.3% [ 22.4% | 35.1%
23. How convenient do you  Somewhat convenient 405 195 210
find this potential optiox for 45.6% | 48.2% | 43.5%
pedestrians, bicyclists, and . . 134 79 55
‘s’g;e.{.gﬁt"givers for Somewhat inconvenient 151% | 19.5% | 11.5%
Very inconvenient 42 21 20
4.7% | 5.3% 4.2%
Not sure 46 19 27
52% | 4.7% 5.6%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsal

Respondent's Gender

23. How convenient do you
find this potential option for
pedestrians, bicyclists, and
other non-drivers for
Segment 37?

Very convenient
Somewhat convenient
Somewhat inconvenient
Very inconvenient

Not sure

Male Female
(A) (B)
A
B

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion
appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years
Total 900 195 83 136 277
Very convenient 277 59 23 59 88
30.7% 30.0% 28.0% 43.4% 31.8%
23. How convenient do you  Somewhat convenient 403 109 42 52 e
fin-d this potential optiox for 44.8% 55.6% 50.2% 38.2% 42.7%
pfﬁestriang,_bicycflists, and Somewhat inconvenient 134 28 9 16 33
g o ger;g:t"é?""e’s or 14.9% 14.3% 10.8% 11.9% 11.8%
. . 42 0 5 6 21
Very inconvenient 4.7% 0% 5.8% 4.8% 7.6%
44 0 4 2 17
Not sure 4.9% 0% 5.3% 1.7% 6.0%
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Age
65+ years
Total 209
Very convenient 48
w 22.9%
) 83
23. How convenient do you  Somewhat convenient 39.6%
find this potential option for 270
pedestrians, bicyclists, and  Somewhat 48
other non-drivers for inconvenient 23.1%
Segment 3? 1'0 2
Very i ient
ery inconvenien 46%
21
Not sure
9.9%

. . by
Comparisons of Column Proportions

Age
18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
(A) (B) (©) (D) (E)
o i Very convenient E
. How convenient do you .
find this potential option for S°Mewhat convenient CE
pedestrians, bicyclists,and Somewhat inconvenient D
other non-drivers for . : a
Segment 3? Very inconvenient .
Not sure C

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the

smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Ethnicity
. American
Native
Total 825 38 1 541 125
Very convenient 257 15 0 159 27
31.2% 40.4% 53.8% 29.4% 21.4%
23. How convenient do you  Somewhat convenient 372 8 0 243 65
find this potential optiox for 45.1% 19.9% 46.2% 44.9% 51.7%
pfﬁestriang,_bicycflists, and Somewhat inconvenient 126 8 0 86 27
geger:lgr?t"é?""e’s or 15.3% 19.8% 0% 15.9% 21.4%
Very inconvenient 38 8 0 26 3
4.6% 19.9% .0% 4.9% 2.3%
Not sure 31 0 0 26 4
3.7% .0% .0% 4.8% 3.2%
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Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more
| Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 52 0 2 54
Very convenient 29 0 0 26
v 57.1% 100.0% .0% 49.3%
23. H d Somewhat convenient 17 0 ! 26
. How convenient do you
find this potential option for 32.5% 0% 33.3% 49.3%
pedestrians, bicyclists, and . . 5 0 0 0
other non-drivers for Somewhat inconvenient 10.4% 0% 0% 4%
Segment 3? . . . .
° Very inconvenient 0 0 ! !
w 0% 0% 33.3% 1.0%
Not sure 0 0 ! 0
.0% .0% 33.3% .0%
Ethnicity
Other
Total 13
Very convenient 0
i 0%
. 13
23. How convenient do you Somewhat convenient 100.0%
find this potential option for 0
pedestrians, bicyclists, and . ) 0
other non-drivers for Somewhat inconvenient 0%
Segment 3? : 5 2
Very inconvenient
ry i veni 0%
0
Not sure
Y 0%
. . c,d
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
. American
African- : .
: Indian or Anglo / White / ;
AmBelr;g'a(m / Alaskan Caucasian Asian
Native
(A) (B) (©) (D)
o i Very convenient N
. How convenient do you . a
find this potential option for S°mewhat convenient o b A
pedestrians, bicyclists,and Somewhat inconvenient H "b H H
other non-drivers for q - a,,
Segment 3? Very inconvenient C [t)) H b
Not sure J L
. . c,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more
| Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
(E) (F (G) (H)
23 H ont d Very convenient CD o ” CD
. How convenient do you . a,b
find this potential option for Somewhat convenient a b b
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Somewhat inconvenient Y J
other non-drivers for : : b a,.b
Segment 3?2 Very inconvenient o b H
Not sure . L H
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Comparisons of Column Proportions

Ethnicity

Other

D

23. How convenient do you
find this potential option for
pedestrians, bicyclists, and
other non-drivers for
Segment 37?

Very convenient
Somewhat convenient
Somewhat inconvenient
Very inconvenient

Not sure

ACDEGH

c,

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Total Onelzggr or 12t03 years |4 to 6 years |7 to 10 years
Total 942 58 64 72 53
Very convenient 288 10 26 26 19
Y 30.6% 18.1% 39.7% 36.8% 35.7%
i Somewhat convenient 418 30 24 36 20
23. How S o 44.3% 52.3% 37.9% 49.8% 37.1%
pedestrians,_bicyclists, and Somewhat inconvenient 140 15 7 5 9
Semetag vore for 14.9% 26.3% 10.7% 6.7% 17.2%
Very inconvenient 48 0 4 2 4
i 5.1% .0% 6.1% 2.6% 6.9%
Not sure 48 2 4 3 2
5.1% 3.2% 5.4% 4.2% 3.0%
How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys
College
More than 10 Sé. l\ll:ary’s
ears orege
y Student
Total 653 42
Very convenient 198 o
y 30.3% 20.9%
) 276 32
23. How convenient do you = Somewhat convenient 42 39 74.7%
find this potential option for 970 L0
pedestrians, bicyclists, and . ) 103 1
other non-drivers for Somewhat inconvenient 15.7% 349
Segment 3? Sl 0
Very inconvenient 38 !
w 5.8% 1.3%
Not sure 38 0
5.9% .0%
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Comparisons

of Column Proportionsb

,C

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

Onelg::r or 2to 3years | 4to 6 years |7 to 10 years
(A) (B) (©) (D)
] i Very convenient
. How convenient do you .
find this potential option for Somewhat convenient
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Somewhat inconvenient CF
other non-drivers for . : a
Segment 37 Very inconvenient .
Not sure
,C

Comparisons

of Column Proportions

How Long Lived in

Moraga/Student at St Marys

College
More than 10 S(t:.ol\llllggye’s
years Student
(E) (F)
Very convenient
25 [ GEITUET Gl 31D e Somewhat convenient BDE

find this potential option for
pedestrians, bicyclists, and
other non-drivers for
Segment 3?

Somewhat inconvenient
Very inconvenient
Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Total _ Very Somewhat Somewhat
important important unimportant
Total 936 421 330 109
Very convenient 287 145 105 28
30.7% 34.5% 31.9% 25.9%
23. How convenient do you = Somewhat convenient a1 154 104 o8
find this potential optiox for 44.3% 36.5% 49.8% 53.4%
gfﬁff.ﬂi'.’j’ﬁeﬁécf'i,s,ts’ and Somewhat inconvenient 139 88 37 10
Segment 37 14.9% 20.8% 11.3% 9.3%
Very inconvenient 48 20 5 S
5.1% 4.8% 1.6% 4.7%
Not sure 47 14 18 7
5.0% 3.3% 5.4% 6.8%
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Importance of
Balancing
Needs on

Major

Thoroughfare

s

Not important
at all

23. How convenient do you
find this potential option for
pedestrians, bicyclists, and
other non-drivers for
Segment 3?

Total

76

Very convenient

9
11.6%

Somewhat convenient

38
49.7%

Somewhat inconvenient

4
5.6%

Very inconvenient

17
22.7%

Not sure

8
10.4%

Comparisons of Column Proportions

a,

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (C) (D)
o i Very convenient D D
. How convenient do you .
find this potential option for S°Mewhat convenient A A
pedestrians, bicyclists,and Somewhat inconvenient BCD
other non-drivers for . ;
Segment 3? Very inconvenient ABC
Not sure A

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the
smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No
Total 937 369 568
Very convenient 288 118 A
30.8% 31.9% 30.0%
23. How convenient do you  Somewhat convenient 415 144 2n
find this potential optiox for 44.3% 39.1% 47.7%
pedestrians, bicyclists, and . . 138 56 83
gg;enrngﬁt"givers for Somewhat inconvenient 14.8% 15.1% 14.5%
Very inconvenient 47 28 19
5.0% 7.7% 3.3%
Not sure 48 23 25
5.2% 6.2% 4.5%
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a,

Previous Awareness of Project

Yes No
(A) (B)
o i Very convenient
. How convenient do you .
find this potential option for S°Mewhat convenient A
pedestrians,_bicyclists, and Somewhat inconvenient
other non-drivers for Very inconvenient B

Segment 37?

Not sure

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair,
the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with
the larger column proportion.

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.

Preferred Solution

Total Csrﬁisl::ggs Option 1 |Option 2 | Option 3
Total 919 202 189 123 405
Very convenient 284 31 29 40 185
i 30.9% 15.2% 15.3% 32.4% 45.6%
23.H ient d Somewhat convenient 407 o1 99 35 182
. How convenient do you
find this potential option for 44.3% 44.9% 52.2% 28.9% 45.0%
pedestrians,_bicyclists, and Somewhat inconvenient 139 37 47 30 24
gg;er:lgr?t";?,""e’s =l 15.1% 18.4% 251% | 242% | 6.0%
Very inconvenient 46 25 > 14 3
v 5.0% 12.3% 25% | 11.2% 7%
Not sure 43 19 9 4 11
4.6% 9.2% 4.9% 3.3% 2.7%
- - a!
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Preferred Solution
CEﬁidsittiigﬂs Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
(A) (B) (C) (D)
o e Very convenient AB AB
. How convenient do you -
find this potential option for Somewhat convenient c c c
pedestrians, bicyclists, and Somewhat inconvenient D D D
other non-drivers for : :
Segment 3? Very inconvenient BD BD
Not sure D

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the
category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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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Total
Total | Total
Total 1072 | 1072
237 237
24. Which roadway Existing Conditions o o
configuration do you feel 22.1% | 22.1%
works best as a solution for Option 1 236 236
drivers, bicyclists, I
pedestrians, and public 22.0% | 22.0%
transit for Segment 3 of the Obtion 2 142 142
Sl R P 13.2% | 13.2%
i Ontion 3 458 | 458
5 42.7% | 42.7%
. . a,b
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Total
Total
(A)
24. Which roadway Existing Conditions
configuration do you feel
works best as a solution for .
drivers, bicyclists, Option 1
pedestrians, and public .
transit for Segment 3 of the Option 2
Livable Moraga Rpad .
Project? g9a =P Option 3

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

with the larger column proportion.

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
Total 1009 459 550
24. Which roadway Existing Conditions 216 10 106
cohfiguration do you feel 21.4% | 24.0% | 19.3%
works best as a solution for Option 1 234 125 109
g::jlggf;ig;cs)fca:lnsésﬁublic 231% |27.2% | 19.8%
[r_ansit for Segment 3 of the Option 2 120 57 63
P'r‘g'gg?“"°’aga Rpad 11.9% | 12.4% | 11.5%
Option 3 439 167 272
43.5% | 36.4% | 49.5%
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Respondent's Gender

24. Which roadway

configuration do you feel
works best as a solution for

drivers, bicyclists,
pedestrians, and public

transit for Segment 3 of the

Livable Moraga Rpad
Project?

Existing Conditions
Option 1
Option 2
Option 3

Male Female
(A) (B)
B
A

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion
appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

24. Which roadway

configuration do you feel
works best as a solution for

drivers, bicyclists,
pedestrians, and public

transit for Segment 3 of the

Livable Moraga Rpad
Project?

24. Which roadway

configuration do you feel
works best as a solution for

drivers, bicyclists,
pedestrians, and public

transit for Segment 3 of the

Livable Moraga Rpad
Project?

Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
Total 1024 195 95 166 309 259
Existing Conditions 215 26 14 22 i 9
2 21.0% 13.3% 15.0% 13.1% 23.9% 30.6%

Ontion 1 234 28 37 45 70 55

g 22.9% 14.3% 38.7% 27.2% 22.5% 21.1%
Option 2 137 31 15 20 36 35

g 13.4% 16.0% 16.0% 12.1% 11.7% 13.3%
Ontion 3 438 110 29 79 129 90

> 42.7% 56.4% 30.3% 47.6% 41.8% 34.9%

. . a,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Age
18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
(A) (B) (©) (D) (E)

Existing Conditions AC ABC
Option 1 ADE A
Option 2
Option 3 BDE

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the
smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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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Ethnicity
. American
African- : .
. Indian or Anglo / White / q
Total AmBelggzn / Alaskan Caucasian Asian
Native
Total 932 38 1 632 136
185 8 0 142 17
24. Which roadway Existing Conditions | |5 g, 19.9% 38.8% 22.5% 12.7%
configuration do you feel 0% i 0% D7 L
works best as a solution for Ootion 1 212 8 0 158 33
drivers, bicyclists, ption
pedestrians, and public 22.7% 19.9% 22.5% 25.0% 24.2%
transit for Segment 3 of the Obtion 2 129 8 0 70 15
'l;:r‘;?'g":‘i,,""“aga Sead P 13.9% 19.8% 0% 11.1% 10.9%
i Oution 3 406 15 0 262 71
> 43.5% 40.4% 38.7% 41.4% 52.1%
Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more Other
| Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 57 0 3 53 13
5 0 0 12 0
24. Which roadway Existing Conditions 9.49 0% 0% 23.29 0%
configuration do you feel =70 70 70 L0 70
works best as a solution for . 11 0 1 1 0
drivers, bicyclists, Option 1
pedestrians, and public 19.9% 99.7% 48.9% 1.1% 0%
transit for Segment 3 of the i 24 0 0 13 0
: Option 2
Livable Moraga Rpad e 41.4% 0% 0% 24.9% 0%
Project?
Ontion 3 17 0 1 27 13
P 29.4% .3% 51.1% 50.8% 99.9%
. . c,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
. American
African- : . . .
- Indian or Anglo / White / . Latino / Latina
AmBeIralgzn / Alaskan Caucasian Asian | Hispanic
Native
(A) (B) (€) (D) (E)
24. Which roadway et i a
configuration do you feel Sasunglcenditions ’
works best as a solution for . a
drivers, bicyclists, Option 1 H : H H H
pedestrians, and public . a,b
transit for Segment 3 of the Option 2 CD
Livable Moraga Rpad . a
Project? 9aRp Option 3 .
. . c,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
Native
Native Hawaiian or Two or more Other
American Other Pacific races
Islander
(F) (G) (H) (1)
24. Which roadway Existing Conditions anb P
configuration do you feel
works best as a solution for . a
drivers, bicyclists, el H
pedestrians, and public . a,b b b
transit for Segment 3 of the Option 2 : : c :
b‘,{g'gﬁ:?""“aga Rpad Option 3 2 ACDEH
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Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Total Onelzggr or 12t03 years |4 to 6 years |7 to 10 years
Total 1071 62 77 87 60
24. Which Existing Conditions 237 4 ° 12 "
cohfigtll?atirgr??ivc\)’ayou feel J 22.1% 6.6% 6.1% 14.3% 18.4%
works best as a solution for Ootion 1 235 11 26 24 11
- > . P
gg&’eeg;ig:fsy“;:fféub“c 3 21.9% 18.1% 33.7% 27.1% 18.7%
transit for Segment 3 of the Obtion 2 142 7 25 12 7
Praons 292 Read P 13.3% 11.7% 32.2% 14.0% 11.8%
i Ontion 3 457 39 21 39 31
o 42.7% 63.7% 28.0% 44.6% 51.1%
How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys
College
More than 10 Sct:.ol\ll::ry’s
ears ge
y Student
Total 742 44
o o 204 1
24. Which roadway Existing Conditions 27 59 1.49
configuration do you feel 5% 4%
works best as a solution for Ontion 1 159 4
drivers, bicyclists, ption
pedestrians, and public 21.4% 10.1%
transit for Segment 3 of the Option 2 91 0
. Option 3 288 39
> 38.9% 88.6%
. . ,C
Comparisons of Column Proportions
How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
(0] More than 10
nelg::r or 2to 3 years | 4to 6 years |7 to 10 years or;eai?sn
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)
24. Which roadway Existing Conditions ABF
configuration do you feel
works best as a solution for .
drivers, bicyclists, Option 1
pedestrians, and public .
transit for Segment 3 of the Option 2 AE
Livable Moraga Rpad .
Project? 9aRp Option 3 BE
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

How Long
Lived in
Moraga/Stude
nt at St Marys
College
St. Mary’s
College
Student
(F)
24. Which roadway Existing Conditions
configuration do you feel
works best as a solution for .
drivers, bicyclists, Option 1
pedestrians, and public Ootion 2 a
transit for Segment 3 of the ption :
',;L‘:,‘}"&'ﬁ?mmaga fped Option 3 BCDE

,C

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares
Total _ Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
Total 1064 483 375 121 85
24. Which roadway Existing Conditions 234 36 8 44 s
co.nfiguration do you feel 21.9% 7.5% 20.9% 36.8% 87.9%
\évqus b?t asl_atsolution for Option 1 235 131 82 17 4
pgé’eegf;ia:fs{ca:fdséub“ - 22.1% 27.2% 21.9% 14.3% 4.9%
tLr_ansiIt fo;\)nr Segm;nt 3 of the Option 2 141 114 24 4 0
Plr‘;?gc?? oraga Rpad 13.3% 23.6% 6.3% 3.2% 0%
Option 3 454 202 191 55 6
42.7% 41.8% 51.0% 45.8% 7.3%

. . by
Comparisons of Column Proportions

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all

(A) (B) (©) (D)
(Z:g-n ‘]f:’;l:‘;;‘hr ::zvgayou eel Existing Conditions A AB ABC
works best as a solution for .
drivers, bicyclists, Option 1 CD D
pedestrians, and public . a
transit for Segment 3 of the Option 2 BC :
',;L‘:,?EL??M“aga Rpad Option 3 D AD D

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the
smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
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Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No
Total 1067 413 654
233 115 118
24. Which roadway Existing Conditions 21 8% 27 8% 18.1%
configuration do you feel o0 o0 - 0
works best as a solution for Option 1 236 100 135
drivers, bicyclists, I
pedestrians, and public 22.1% 24.3% 20.7%
transit for Segment 3 of the Obtion 2 140 86 54
H\;?ggomraga Rpad - 131% | 20.8% | 8.3%
i Ontion 3 458 112 346
P 42.9% | 271% | 52.9%

Comparisons of Column Proportions

a,

Previous Awareness of Project

Yes No
(A) (B)

24. Which roadway Existing Conditions B

configuration do you feel

works best as a solution for .

drivers, bicyclists, Option 1

pedestrians, and public .

transit for Segment 3 of the ~ OPtion 2 B

Livable Moraga Rpad .

Project? 9aRp Option 3 A

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant
pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the
category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Preferred Solution

Total cEr"(:f;::gﬁs Option 1 |Option 2 | Option 3
Total 1072 237 236 142 458
24. Which roadway Existing Conditions 231 231 0 0 0
cohfiguration do you feel 22.1% 100.0% 0% 0% 0%
\évqus b('aﬁt asl_atsolution for Option 1 236 0 236 0 0
pgt‘j’ee;f;ia;"s{ca':dséub"c 22.0% 0% 100.0% 0% 0%
[r_ansit for Segment 3 of the Option 2 142 0 0 142 0
P'r‘g'g(':‘:?""“aga Rpad 13.2% 0% 0% 100.0% 0%
Option 3 458 0 0 0 458
42.7% .0% .0% .0% 100.0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

,C

Preferred Solution
CEﬁlj‘iEtligﬂs Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3

(A) (B) (©) (D)
24. Which roadway Existing Conditions 2 2 @ @
configuration do you feel
works best as a solution for : a a a a
drivers, bicyclists, Option 1 :
pedestrians, and public . a a a a
transit for Segment 3 of the ~ OPtion 2
Livable Moraga Rpad . a a a a
Project? Option 3 :

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of
the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
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Total
Total | Total
Total 737 737
62 62
Safest
8.4% | 8.4%
10 10
Bbike paths
Kep 13% | 1.3%
6 6
Not a bik
ot a biker 8% 8%
. . 178 178
Traffic flow/bikes & peds 24.9% | 24.29%
Center/dedicated turn 75 75
lane 10.1% | 10.1%
183 183
2 lanes both ways 24.9% | 24.99%
16 16
Ith hi
t has everything 299 299,
Drivers right of wa 4 4
25. Why did you choose that 9 g 5% 5%
road way configuration as 67 67
the best solution for Keep the same
Segment 37 . 9.2% | 9.2%
Need space for cars 4 4
- 6% | 6%
Expand sidewalks ! !
P 1% | 1%
. . 97 97
Dedicated ped/bike path 13.2% | 13.2%
Similar to what we have 2 2
3% 3%
13 13
Wider driving lanes
! . 1.8% | 1.8%
17 17
Physical barrier
ysl ! 2.4% | 2.4%
1 1
Red traffi
educes traffic 1% 1%
Cost effective ! !
A% A%
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Total

Total

(A)

25. Why did you choose that

road way configuration as
the best solution for
Segment 3?

Safest

Bbike paths

Not a biker

Traffic flow/bikes & peds
Center/dedicated turn lane
2 lanes both ways

It has everything

Drivers right of way
Keep the same

Need space for cars
Expand sidewalks
Dedicated ped/bike path
Similar to what we have
Wider driving lanes
Physical barrier
Reduces traffic

Cost effective

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05.
For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the larger

column proportion.

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

25. Why did you choose that
road way configuration as
the best solution for
Segment 3?

Total Male | Female
Total 690 312 378
58 25 32
Safest
8.3% | 8.1% 8.6%
9 5 4
Bbike paths
Kep 13% | 1.5% | 1.2%
Not a biker > ! 4
7% 4% 1.0%
167 95 72
Traffic flow/bikes & ped
R R e 24.3% | 30.4% | 19.1%
75 44 31
Center/dedicated turn lane
10.8% | 14.0% | 8.2%
180 57 123
2 lanes both ways
y 26.0% | 18.2% | 32.4%
15 7 8
Ith hi
thas everything 22% | 2.4% | 2.0%
i . 4 1 3
Drivers right of way 59% 29, 8%
64 29 35
Keep the same
P 9.3% | 9.3% | 9.4%
Need space for cars 4 3 !
P 6% | 1.0% | 3%
1 1 0
E d sid lk
xpand sidewalks 1% 39 0%
76 33 43
Dedicated ped/bik th
edicatad pacibife pa 111% | 10.6% | 11.4%
Similar to what we have ! 0 !
2% .0% 3%
13 4 10
Wider driving lanes
: ing 19% | 1.1% | 2.5%
17 7 11
Physical barrier
yst : 25% | 22% | 2.8%
. 1 1 0
Reduces traffic 1% 29, 0%
. 1 1 0
Cost effective 1% 29, 0%
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,C

Respondent's Gender

25. Why did you choose that

road way configuration as
the best solution for
Segment 3?

Male Female

(A) (B)
Safest
Bbike paths
Not a biker
Traffic flow/bikes & peds B
Center/dedicated turn lane B
2 lanes both ways A

It has everything
Drivers right of way
Keep the same

Need space for cars
Expand sidewalks
Dedicated ped/bike path
Similar to what we have
Wider driving lanes
Physical barrier
Reduces traffic

Cost effective

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each

significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears
under the category with the 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.
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Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years
Total 707 153 76 116 209
57 0 6 17 21
Safest
8.1% 0% 8.3% 14.3% 10.0%
10 0 2 2 4
Bbike paths
Kep 1.4% 0% 3.1% 1.6% 1.9%
5 0 2 1 1
Not a bik
ot a biker 7% 0% 2.2% 8% 5%
166 41 13 24 59
Traffic flow/bikes & ped
rathic flowibikes & peds 235% |  26.6% 17.0% 21.0% 28.3%
75 14 6 9 25
Center/dedicated turn |
enteridedicated turn 1an€ 1 106% | 9.2% 8.2% 7.5% 11.9%
180 41 19 38 51
2 lanes both
anes both ways 255% |  26.7% 24.7% 32.6% 24.2%
15 0 1 2 3
It has everything
2.1% 0% 1.7% 1.7% 1.6%
4 0 2 0 1
. Drivers right of way
25. )jNhy did y?u cho:_ose that 5% .0% 2.4% .0% 5%
road way conriguration as
the best solution for Keep the same 63 12 4 2 20
Segment 37 8.9% 7.9% 4.7% 1.9% 9.5%
4 0 1 0 0
Need f
eed space for cars 6% 0% 1.7% 0% 0%
1 0 0 0 1
Expand sidewalk
XPARCISICawATKs 1% 0% 0% 0% 4%
94 45 12 12 13
Dedicated ped/bike path
P P 13.3% | 29.5% 15.7% 10.1% 6.3%
1 0 0 1 0
imil h h
Similar to what we have 29, 0% 0% 9% 0%
13 0 0 4 5
Wider driving |
ider driving fanes 1.9% 0% 0% 3.4% 2.4%
17 0 8 5 5
Physical barrier
ysl : 2.5% 0% 10.2% 4.2% 2.3%
1 0 0 0 1
Reduces traffi
eauces trattic 1% 0% 0% 0% 3%
1 0 0 0 0
Cost effecti
ost etiective 1% 0% 0% 0% 0%
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Age
65+ years
Total 153
14
Safest 9.0%
Bbike paths 2
1.0%
. 1
Not a biker 8%
Traffic flow/bikes & peds 29
18.8%
Center/dedicated turn lane 21
13.7%
32
2 lanes both ways 21.9%
It has everything 8
5.5%
. . 1
25. Why did you choose that Drivers right of way 4%
road way configuration as 25
the best solution for Keep the same
Segment 37 16.5%
3
Need space for cars 1.9%
Expand sidewalks 0
.0%
Dedicated ped/bike path 12
8.0%
Similar to what we have 0
.0%
Wider driving lanes 4
2.8%
Physical barrier 0
.0%
Reduces traffic 0
.0%
) 1
Cost effective 59%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

,C

Age

18-29 years

30-39 years

40-49 years

50-64 years

65+ years

(»‘;«)

(B)

©)

(D)

(E)

25. Why did you choose that

road way configuration as
the best solution for
Segment 3?

Safest

Bbike paths

Not a biker

Traffic flow/bikes & peds
Center/dedicated turn lane
2 lanes both ways

It has everything

Drivers right of way
Keep the same

Need space for cars
Expand sidewalks
Dedicated ped/bike path
Similar to what we have
Wider driving lanes
Physical barrier
Reduces traffic

Cost effective

a

a

a
D
a

a

a

a

a

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
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Ethnicity
- American
Native
Total 663 15 1 422 106
Safest 55 8 1 37 5
8.3% 49.0% 99.8% 8.7% 4.4%
) 9 0 0 7 1
Bbike paths 1.3% 0% 0% 1.8% 1.4%
4 0 0 4 0
Not a biker 6% 0% 0% 9% 0%
Traffic flow/bikes & peds 163 0 0 104 23
24.6% .0% .0% 24.7% 22.0%
Center/dedicated turn lane 66 0 0 45 21
10.0% .0% .0% 10.7% 19.8%
168 8 0 95 37
2 lanes both ways 25.3% 51.0% 0% 22.6% 35.0%
It has everything 14 0 0 13 0
2.1% .0% 2% 3.2% .0%
A" overs vy | 2 | : . L
the bestysolutit?n for 3% 0% 0% 1% 1.0%
Segment 37 O GETTS 56 0 0 33 6
8.5% .0% .0% 7.8% 5.5%
Need space for cars 4 0 0 3 !
.6% .0% .0% .8% T%
Dedicated ped/bike path %0 0 0 51 ’
13.5% .0% .0% 12.2% 6.8%
. 0 0 0 0 0
Similar to what we have 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Wider driving lanes 13 0 0 M 2
2.0% .0% .0% 2.7% 1.7%
Physical barrier 17 0 0 16 !
2.6% .0% .0% 3.7% 1.0%
Reduces traffic ! 0 0 ! 0
A% .0% .0% A% .0%
Cost effective ! 0 0 0 !
A% .0% .0% .0% T%
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Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more
| Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 52 0 1 53
6 0 0 0
Safest
ates 11.0% 0% 0% 0%
0 0 0 0
Bbik th
e paths 0% 0% 0% 0%
0 0 0 0
Not a bik
ot a biker 0% 0% 0% 0%
23 0 0 0
Traffic flow/bikes & peds
¢ TTowibI - 43.7% 0% 0% 0%
0 0 0 0
Center/dedicated t 1
enter/dedicated turn lane 0% 0% 0% 0%
0 0 0 27
2 lanes both ways
Y 0% 100.0% 0% 51.5%
0 0 1 0
Ith thi
as everyming 0% 0% 100.0% 0%
25. Why did you choose that Dri iaht of 0 0 0 0
road way configuration as rivers right ot way
the best solution for 0% 0% 0% 0%
Segment 37 Keep the same 5 0 0 12
P 10.4% 0% 0% 22.7%
0 0 0 0
Need f
eed space for cars 0% 0% 0% 0%
18 0 0 13
Dedicated ped/bike path
! i 34.9% 0% 0% 24.7%
e 0 0 0 0
Similar to what we have 0% 0% 0% 0%
. . . 0 0 0 0
Wider driving lanes 0% 0% 0% 0%
. . 0 0 0 1
Physical barrier 0% 0% 0% 1.0%
0 0 0 0
Reduces traffic
.0% .0% .0% .0%
0 0 0 0
Cost effective
v 0% 0% 0% 0%
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Ethnicity
Other

Total 13

0
Safest 0%

Bbike paths 0
.0%

Not a biker 0
.0%

. . 13

Traffic flow/bikes & peds 100.0%

Center/dedicated turn lane 0
.0%

2 lanes both ways 0
.0%

It has everything 0
.0%

25. Why did you choose that . . 0
road way configuration as Drivers right of way 0%

tsheeglr):esr:tsgl?utlon for : 0
Keep the same 0%

Need space for cars 0
.0%

Dedicated ped/bike path 0
.0%

Similar to what we have 0
.0%

Wider driving lanes 0
.0%

Physical barrier 0
.0%

Reduces traffic 0
.0%

Cost effective 0
.0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportions

c,

Ethnicity

African-
American /
Black

American

Indian or
Alaskan
Native

Anglo / White /
Caucasian

Asian

(A)

(©)

(D)

25. Why did you choose that

road way configuration as
the best solution for
Segment 37?

Safest

Bbike paths

Not a biker

Traffic flow/bikes & peds
Center/dedicated turn lane
2 lanes both ways

It has everything

Drivers right of way
Keep the same

Need space for cars
Dedicated ped/bike path
Similar to what we have
Wider driving lanes
Physical barrier
Reduces traffic

Cost effective

CDEH
b

b
‘b
b

vt o oo o oo b v o—

(Ba)

[
T o v T T

o
T v v ot vt vt ot o T

T

CH

Comparisons of Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity

Latino / Latina
| Hispanic

Native
American

Native
Hawaiian or
Other Pacific
Islander

Two or more
races

(E)

F

=

(H)

25. Why did you choose that

road way configuration as
the best solution for
Segment 3?

Safest

Bbike paths

Not a biker

Traffic flow/bikes & peds
Center/dedicated turn lane
2 lanes both ways

It has everything

Drivers right of way
Keep the same

Need space for cars
Dedicated ped/bike path
Similar to what we have
Wider driving lanes
Physical barrier
Reduces traffic

Cost effective

b

I<2

o o v 0

CD

o o T T T

d,,

o

o
T o v v ot v vt ot v v T o v T T o=

[V
o %

T o v vt ot v vt ot ot v T o T T

b
b

Cl

CD




Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

Comparisons of Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity

Other

0

25. Why did you choose that

road way configuration as
the best solution for
Segment 3?

Safest

Bbike paths

Not a biker

Traffic flow/bikes & peds
Center/dedicated turn lane
2 lanes both ways

It has everything

Drivers right of way
Keep the same

Need space for cars
Dedicated ped/bike path
Similar to what we have
Wider driving lanes
Physical barrier
Reduces traffic

Cost effective

b
b

CDEH
b

T o v T T

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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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How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Total Onel gsesar or 12t03 years | 4 to 6 years | 7 to 10 years
Total 736 53 55 65 42
Safost 62 1 5 11 4
8.4% 1.0% 8.2% 17.4% 10.6%
Bbike paths 10 ! 2 ! 0
1.3% 1.1% 3.0% 1.4% .0%
6 0 0 1 0
Not a biker 8% 0% 0% 1.4% 0%
178 40 6 21 16
Traffic flow/bikes & peds |, o, 75.8% 11.2% 31.8% 37.2%
Center/dedicated turn lane s 0 4 4 °
10.2% .0% 8.0% 5.8% 10.8%
183 3 15 12 8
2 lanes both ways 24.8% 5.8% 26.8% 19.1% 18.2%
] 16 0 0 2 1
It has everything 2.2% 0% 0% 3.4% 1.7%
Drivers right of way 4 2 0 0 !
25. Why did you choose that 5% 3.4% .0% .0% 2.6%
road way configuration as 67 1 2 4 1
the best solution for Keep the same
Segment 3? 9.2% 1.1% 3.3% 5.5% 3.1%
4 0 0 0 0
Need space for cars 6% 0% 0% 0% 0%
. 1 0 0 0 0
Expand sidewalks 1% 0% 0% 0% 0%
. ) 97 5 18 5 3
Dedicated ped/bike path 13.2% 10.1% 33.0% 7.7% 8.3%
Similar to what we have 2 0 0 0 !
3% .0% .0% .0% 2.6%
Wider driving lanes 13 0 0 0 0
1.8% .0% .0% .0% .0%
Physical barrier 17 ! 4 4 2
2.4% 1.7% 6.6% 6.5% 5.0%
Reduces traffic ! 0 0 0 0
A% .0% .0% .0% .0%
Cost effective ! 0 0 0 0
A% .0% .0% .0% .0%
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How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys

College
More than 10 Séol\lllzngs
years g
Student
Total 493 28
41 0
Safest
8.3% .0%
7 0
Bbike paths
Kep 1.3% 0%
. 5 0
Not a biker 1.0% 0%
95 0
Traffic flow/bikes & peds 19.3% 0%
Center/dedicated turn lane 61 !
12.4% 3.4%
120 25
2 lanes both ways 24 4% 87.9%
13 0
Ith hi
t has everything 279% 0%
Drivers right of wa ! 0
25. Why did you choose that 9 . 1% .0%
road way configuration as 60 0
the best solution for Keep the same
Segment 37 . 12.2% .0%
4 0
Need space for cars 8% 0%
Expand sidewalks ! 0
P 2% 0%
65 0
Dedicated ped/bike path
P P 13.3% 0%
Similar to what we have ! 0
2% .0%
13 0
Wider driving lanes
! ing 2.7% 0%
5 2
Physical barrier
ysl ! 9% 6.6%
Reduces traffic 0 !
.0% 2.2%
1 0
Cost effective 1% 0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

,C

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

One year or
less

2 to 3 years

4 to 6 years

7 to 10 years

(A)

(B)

(©)

(D)

25. Why did you choose that

road way configuration as
the best solution for
Segment 3?

Safest

Bbike paths

Not a biker

Traffic flow/bikes & peds
Center/dedicated turn lane
2 lanes both ways

It has everything

Drivers right of way
Keep the same

Need space for cars
Expand sidewalks
Dedicated ped/bike path
Similar to what we have
Wider driving lanes
Physical barrier
Reduces traffic

Cost effective

BCDE
a

ACDE

oM o

o

A

oM o

o

a
a

B

oM

Comparisons of Column Proportions

,C

How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys

25. Why did you choose that

road way configuration as
the best solution for
Segment 3?

College
More than 10 Séol\llllzgy;s
years Student
(E) (F)
Safest N
Bbike paths 2
Not a biker 2
Traffic flow/bikes & peds 2
Center/dedicated turn lane

2 lanes both ways A ABCDE

a

It has everything
Drivers right of way
Keep the same

Need space for cars
Expand sidewalks
Dedicated ped/bike path
Similar to what we have
Wider driving lanes
Physical barrier
Reduces traffic

Cost effective

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
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Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Total ~ Very Somewhat Somewhat
important important unimportant
Total 731 344 258 74
62 26 21 5
Safest 8.5% 7.6% 8.2% 6.2%
Bbike paths 10 8 2 0
1.3% 2.4% .6% .0%
. 6 0 0 5
Not a biker 8% 0% 0% 6.4%
Traffic flow/bikes & peds 175 9 61 14
24.0% 27.7% 23.7% 18.9%
Center/dedicated turn lane s 32 37 4
10.2% 9.4% 14.3% 5.5%
2 lanes both ways 182 68 84 25
24.9% 19.7% 32.4% 33.3%
. 15 4 6 3
It has everything 2.1% 1.2% 2.5% 3.5%
) ] 4 0 3 1
25. Why did you choose that D"1Vers fight of way 5% 0% 1.1% 8%
road way configuration as 67 5 26 10
the best solution for Keep the same
Segment 3? 9.2% 1.4% 10.1% 13.4%
4 2 0 2
Need space for cars 6% 79 0% 2 6%
i 1 1 0 0
Expand sidewalks 1% 29, 0% 0%
. . 96 81 10 3
Dedicated ped/bike path 13.2% 23.6% 4.0% 45%
L. 2 0 2 0
Similar to what we have 39 0% 8% 0%
. .. 13 7 2 2
Wider driving lanes 1.8% 21% 79% 339
Physical barrier 17 13 3 !
2.4% 3.9% 1.3% .8%
. 1 0 0 1
Reduces traffic 1% 0% 0% 8%
i 1 0 1 0
Cost effective 1% 0% 39 0%
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Importance of

Balancing
Needs on
Major
Thoroughfare
s
Not important
at all
Total 55
10
Safest 18.4%
Bbike paths 0
.0%
. 1
Not a biker 219
Traffic flow/bikes & peds S
8.6%
Center/dedicated turn lane 2
2.8%
2 lanes both ways ®
11.5%
It has everything 2
3.1%
. Drivers right of way 0
25. Why did you choose that .0%
road way configuration as 27
the best solution for Keep the same
Segment 3? 48.0%
0
Need space for cars 0%
Expand sidewalks 0
.0%
Dedicated ped/bike path 2
2.8%
Similar to what we have 0
.0%
Wider driving lanes !
2.7%
Physical barrier 0
.0%
Reduces traffic 0
.0%
Cost effective 0
.0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

,C

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very
important

Somewhat
important

Somewhat
unimportant

Not important

at all

(A)

(B)

(©)

(D)

25. Why did you choose that

road way configuration as
the best solution for
Segment 3?

Safest

Bbike paths

Not a biker

Traffic flow/bikes & peds
Center/dedicated turn lane
2 lanes both ways

It has everything

Drivers right of way
Keep the same

Need space for cars
Expand sidewalks
Dedicated ped/bike path
Similar to what we have
Wider driving lanes
Physical barrier
Reduces traffic

Cost effective

a

AD

o>

a

a

a

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the

smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
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Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No
Total 735 292 443
62 28 34
Safest
8.4% 9.7% 7.6%
10 5 4
Bbike paths
Kep 1.3% 1.9% 1.0%
5 3 2
Not a bik
ot a biker 6% 9% 5%
178 52 126
Traffic flow/bikes & ped
R R e 242% | 18.0% | 28.4%
. 75 34 41
Center/dedicated turn lane 10.2% 11.7% 9.2%
183 58 125
2 lanes both ways
y 250% | 19.9% | 28.3%
16 6 10
Ith hi
t has everything 299, 219% 299,
i . 4 2 1
25. Why did you choose that ' vers right of way 5% 8% 3%
road way configuration as 67 34 34
the best solution for Keep the same
Segment 37 9.2% 11.5% 7.7%
Need space for cars 4 ! 3
- 6% 4% 6%
1 0 1
Expand sidewalks
P 1% 0% 2%
96 54 42
Dedicated ped/bike path
P P 131% | 185% | 9.6%
Similar to what we have 2 ! !
3% 3% 2%
13 2 11
Wider driving lanes
! . 1.8% 7% 2.5%
17 10 7
Physical barrier
ysl : 2.4% 3.6% 1.5%
. 1 0 1
Reduces traffic 1% 0% 1%
. 1 0 1
Cost effective 1% 0% 29
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,C

Previous Awareness of Project

Yes

No

(A)

(B)

25. Why did you choose that

road way configuration as
the best solution for
Segment 3?

Safest

Bbike paths

Not a biker

Traffic flow/bikes & peds
Center/dedicated turn lane
2 lanes both ways

It has everything

Drivers right of way
Keep the same

Need space for cars
Expand sidewalks
Dedicated ped/bike path
Similar to what we have
Wider driving lanes
Physical barrier
Reduces traffic

Cost effective

a

a

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the
key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the

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.
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Preferred Solution

Total CCE)I’)I(IdSI::ggS Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
Total 731 148 168 85 330
Safest 62 16 15 11 20
8.4% 10.9% 8.8% 13.1% 6.0%
10 1 2 4 3
Bbike paths
P 1.3% 5% 1.1% 4.4% 1.0%
6 4 1 0 1
Not a biker
8% 2.9% 3% 0% 3%
176 13 36 11 117
Traffic fl ik
raffic flow/bikes & peds | 54 1% 8.5% 212% | 132% | 355%
74 3 58 9 4
Center/dedicated turn lane
' . 10.2% 2.3% 346% | 102% | 1.2%
181 18 14 3 147
2 lanes both ways
way 24.8% 11.9% 8.4% 33% | 44.4%
It has everythin 16 5 4 0 !
rything 2.2% 3.1% 2.4% 0% 2.2%
Drivers right of wa 4 4 0 0 0
25. Why did you choose that 9 y 5% 2.4% 0% 0% 0%
road way configuration as 66 65 0 0 1
the best solution for Keep the same
Segment 3? 9.0% 44.1% .0% .0% .3%
4 0 1 0 4
Need space for cars
P 6% 0% 3% 0% 1.1%
1 1 0 0 0
Expand sidewalks
ST 1% 5% 0% 0% 0%
97 7 26 41 24
Dedicated ped/bike path
icated pedibike P 13.3% 4.5% 15.7% | 482% | 7.1%
L. 2 1 0 0 1
Similar to what we have 3% 7% 0% 0% 39
13 10 1 3 0
Wider driving |
icer ariving lanes 1.8% 6.7% 3% 3.1% 0%
17 1 11 4 2
Physical barrier
y 2.4% 4% 6.8% 4.4% 5%
1 0 0 0 1
Reduces traffic
" ! 1% 0% 0% 0% 2%
1 1 0 0 0
Cost effective
v 1% 5% 0% 0% 0%
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,C

Comparisons of Column ProportionsID

Preferred Solution
CEﬁic?ittiiga 5 Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
(A) (B) (C) (D)
Safest
Bbike paths
Not a biker D 2
Traffic flow/bikes & peds A ABC
Center/dedicated turn lane ACD D
2 lanes both ways ABC
It has everything 2
25. Why did you choose that  Drivers right of way D 2 5
[oad way configuration 25 Keep the same 0 S
Segment 3? Need space for cars . .
Expand sidewalks 2 2 2
Dedicated ped/bike path AD ABD
Similar to what we have 2 2
Wider driving lanes B 2
Physical barrier AD D
Reduces traffic 2 2 2
Cost effective 2 @ 2

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the

category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Total

Total | Total
26. If you selected Option1  Total 165 165
or Option 2 in Question 24 78 78
above, please indicate if Existing Conditions
you would change your . . 47.3% | 47.3%
preferred option by 87 87
selecting a new preferred Option 3
option below 52.7% | 52.7%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Total
Total
(A)

26. If you selected Option 1
or Option 2 in Question 24
above, please indicate if
you would change your
preferred option by
selecting a new preferred
option below

Existing Conditions

Option 3

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level

0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with
the smaller column proportion appears under the category
with the larger column proportion.

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
26. If you selected Option 1  Total 163 70 93
or Option 2 in Question 24 78 20 38
above, please indicate if Existing Conditions
you would change your J 47.8% | 57.3% | 40.7%
preferred option by 85 30 55
selecting a new preferred Option 3
option below 52.2% | 42.7% | 59.3%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsal

Respondent's Gender
Male Female
(A) (B)
26. If you selected Option 1
or Option 2 in Question 24 Existing Conditions B
above, please indicate if
you would change your
preferred option by .
selecting a new preferred Option 3 A
option below

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each

significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion

appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
26. If you selected Option 1  Total 163 13 23 31 56 40
or Option 2 in Question 24
above, please indicate if Existing Conditions 7 0 2 14 35 26
you would change your 47.3% .0% 7.9% 44.2% 63.0% 66.1%
preferred option by
selecting a new preferred Option 3 86 13 21 17 21 14
option below 52.7% 100.0% 92.1% 55.8% 37.0% 33.9%
. . b,c
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Age
18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
(A) (B) (©) (D) (E)
26. If you selected Option 1 a
or Option 2 in Question 24 Existing Conditions B B B
above, please indicate if
you would change your
preferred option by . a
selecting a new preferred Option 3 . CDE
option below

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the

smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
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Ethnicity
African- . . .
2 Anglo / White / q Latino / Latina
Total AmBeIralgle(ml Caucasian Asian | Hispanic
26. If you selected Option 1  Total 150 8 104 18 6
or Option 2 in Question 24 72 8 46 1 6
above, please indicate if Existing Conditions
you would change your 48.0% 100.0% 44.3% 63.4% 100.0%
preferred option by
selecting a new preferred Option 3 /8 0 58 6 0
option below 52.0% .0% 55.7% 36.6% .0%
Ethnicity
Native
Native Hawaiian or Two or more Other
American Other Pacific races
Islander
26. If you selected Option1  Total 0 1 13 0
or Option 2 in Question 24 0 1 0 0
above, please indicate if Existing Conditions
you would change your . . .0% 100.0% .0% 66.7%
preferred option by 0 0 13 0
selecting a new preferred Option 3
option below 100.0% .0% 100.0% 33.3%
. . c,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
African- - . . .
: Anglo / White / . Latino / Latina Native
AmBeIralgzn / Caucasian Asian [ Hispanic American
(A) (B) (€) (D) (E)
26. If you selected Option 1 b
or Option 2 in Question 24  Existing Conditions @ G G 2 &
above, please indicate if
you would change your
preferred option by . a a a,b
selecting a new preferred Option 3 - -
option below
. . c,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
Native
Hawaiian or Two or more
Other Pacific races Other
Islander
(F) (G) (H)
26. If you selected Option 1 a b b
or Option 2 in Question 24 Existing Conditions ” X
above, please indicate if
you would change your
preferred option by . a,b b
selecting a new preferred Option 3 BC .
option below

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.
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How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

Total Onelgsesar or 12t03 years | 4 to 6 years | 7 to 10 years

26. If you selected Option 1 Total 165 4 35 19 12
or Option 2 in Question 24 78 1 4 1 6
above, please indicate if Existing Conditions
you would change your . . 47.3% 22.3% 12.0% 55.9% 47.2%
preferred option by 87 3 31 8 6
selecting a new preferred Option 3
option below 52.7% 77.7% 88.0% 44 1% 52.8%

How Long Lived in

Moraga/Student at St Marys
College
More than 10 SE:' l\llllary’s
ears o'ege
y Student

26. If you selected Option 1 Total 92 3
or Option 2 in Question 24 55 >
above, please indicate if Existing Conditions
you would change your . . 59.9% 65.0%
preferred option by 37 1
selecting a new preferred Option 3
option below P 40.1% 35.0%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

(o) M than 10
nelg::r or 12t03 years | 4to 6 years | 7 to 10 years or;earaSn

(A) (B) (©) (D) (E)

26. If you selected Option 1

or Option 2 in Question 24 Existing Conditions B B

above, please indicate if

you would change your

preferred option by .

selecting a new preferred Option 3 CE

option below

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

How Long
Lived in
Moraga/Stude
nt at St Marys
College

St. Mary’s
College
Student

(F)

26. If you selected Option 1
or Option 2 in Question 24
above, please indicate if
you would change your
preferred option by
selecting a new preferred
option below

Existing Conditions

Option 3

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Page 284



Godbe Research / Moraga Road Mail Survey / Overall Crosstabs 01-29-16

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares
Total Very Somewhat Somewhat
important important unimportant

26. If you selected Option1  Total 165 99 49 17
or Option 2 in Question 24
above, please indicate if Existing Conditions /8 35 29 13
you would change your 47.3% 35.7% 59.4% 79.0%
preferred option by
selecting a new preferred Option 3 87 64 20 4
option below 52.7% 64.3% 40.6% 21.0%

Importance of

Balancing
Needs on
Major
Thoroughfare
S
Not important
at all

26. If you selected Option1  Total 1
or Option 2 in Question 24 1
above, please indicate if Existing Conditions
you would change your . . 100.0%
preferred option by 0
selecting a new preferred Option 3
option below .0%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsc

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares
Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (€) (D)
26. If you selected Option 1 a b
or Option 2 in Question 24 Existing Conditions A A ;
above, please indicate if
you would change your
preferred option by . a,b
selecting a new preferred Option 3 BC
option below

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with
the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No
26. If you selected Option1  Total 165 94
or Option 2 in Question 24 78 52
above, please indicate if Existing Conditions
you would change your 47.3% 36.4% 55.5%
preferred option by 87 42
selecting a new preferred Option 3
option below 52.7% 63.6% 44.5%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsal

Previous Awareness of Project

Yes No

(A) (B)

26. If you selected Option 1

or Option 2 in Question 24 Existing Conditions

above, please indicate if
you would change your
preferred option by

selecting a new preferred Option 3

option below

A

B

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each

significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears
under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Preferred Solution

Total | Option 1 | Option 2

26. If you selected Option 1 Total 165 108 57
or Option 2 in Question 24 78 55 23
above, please indicate if Existing Conditions

you would change your . . 47.3% | 50.9% 40.6%
preferred option by 87 53 34

selecting a new preferred Option 3

option below

52.7% | 49.1% 59.4%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Preferred Solution

Option 1 | Option 2

(A) (B)

26. If you selected Option 1

or Option 2 in Question 24 Existing Conditions

above, please indicate if
you would change your
preferred option by

selecting a new preferred Option 3

option below

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For
each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column
proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Total

Total | Total

Total 1041 1041

471 471

. Male

A. What is your gender? 45.2% | 45.2%

Female o70 570
54.8% | 54.8%
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Comparisons of a(‘:glumn

Proportions '
Total
Total
(A)
A. What is your Male
gender? Female

Results are based on two-sided tests
with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the category
with the smaller column proportion
appears under the category with the
larger column proportion.

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
Total 1041 471 570
A. What is your Male o o
gender? y 452% | 100.0% | .0%
Female 570 0 570
54.8% .0% 100.0%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

,C

Respondent’'s Gender

Male

Female

A. What is your gender?

Male
Female

(»Z«)

a

(2)

a

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance
level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the
category with the smaller column proportion appears
under the category with the 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.

Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
Total 1035 177 94 169 322 273
Male 468 70 41 63 141 154
A. What is your gender? 45.2% 39.5% 43.3% 37.1% 43.6% 56.5%
Female 567 107 53 106 181 119
54.8% 60.5% 56.7% 62.9% 56.4% 43.5%
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. . __ab
Comparisons of Column Proportions

Age
18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
(A) (B) (©) (D) (E)
A. What is your Male ACD
gender? Female E E

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of

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

proportion.

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.

Ethnicity
. American
African- s . . .
: Indian or Anglo / White / . Latino / Latina
Total AmBelggla(m / Alaskan Caucasian Asian | Hispanic
Native
Total 937 38 647 137 45
Male 420 30 295 70 22
A. What is your gender? 44.9% 79.3% A% 45.6% 51.2% 49.2%
Female 517 352 67 23
55.1% 20.7% 99.9% 54.4% 48.8% 50.8%
Ethnicity
Native
Native Hawaiian or Two or more Other
American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 0 3 54 13
0 3 0 0
. Male
A. What is your gender? .3% 100.0% 4% .0%
Female 0 0 53 13
99.7% .0% 99.6% 100.0%
. . c,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
. American
Aﬁ\f;'r(i:g:ﬁ / Indian or | Anglo/White/ | . | Latino / Latina Native
Black Alaskan Caucasian | Hispanic American
Native
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E) (F)
Male CDHI 2 HI HI HI 2
] ?
A. What is your gender? Female a A A a
- - cl
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Ethnicity
Native
Hawaiian or Two or more
Other Pacific races Other
Islander
(G) (H) n
Male ?
A. What i der? '
atlsyourgenders o ale N ACDE |ACDE
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Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Total Onelé(::r or 12t03 years | 4 to 6 years | 7 to 10 years Mor;;:i?sn 10
Total 1040 60 77 85 60 714
Male 470 48 25 31 20 342
A. What is your gender? 45.2% 79.3% 33.0% 36.1% 33.8% 47.9%
Female 570 12 52 54 39 372
54.8% 20.7% 67.0% 63.9% 66.2% 52.1%
How Long
Lived in
Moraga/Stude
nt at St Marys
College
St. Mary’s
College
Student
Total 44
3
Male
A. What is your gender? 7.3%
41
F |
emate 92.7%
. . a,b
Comparisons of Column Proportions
How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
St. Mary’s
Onelg::r or 2to 3 years | 4to 6 years |7 to 10 years Moreet;l"asn 10 College
y Student
(A) (B) (©) (D) (E) (F)
Male BCDEF F F F F
A. What i der?
at1s yourgenders o male A A A A ABCDE

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Total ~ Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
Total 1032 466 369 115 83
Male 468 209 160 54 44
A. What is your gender? 45.3% 44.9% 43.5% 47.1% 53.6%
Female 564 257 209 61 38
54.7% 55.1% 56.5% 52.9% 46.4%
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Comparisons of Column Proportions

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (€) (D)
Male
A. What is your gender?
= yotlrd Female

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the
category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column

proportion.

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.

Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No
Total 1036 383 653
470 174 295
A.What is your gender? 21 453% | 455% | 45.2%
comale | 5% 209 358
547% | 545% | 54.8%

. . a,b
Comparisons of Column Proportions

Previous Awareness of Project
Yes No
(A) (B)
Male
A. What is your gender?
Isyourg Female

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05.
For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the larger
column proportion.

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.

Preferred Solution
Total CE:::’SI::E%S Option 1 |Option 2 | Option 3
Total 1009 216 234 120 439
Male 459 110 125 57 167
A. What is your gender? 45.5% 50.9% 53.4% 47.4% 38.0%
Female 550 106 109 63 272
54.5% 49.1% 46.6% 52.6% 62.0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsal

Preferred Solution

Conditions | OPtion 1| Option 2 | Option 3
(A) (B) (C) (D)
Male D D
; 2
A. What is your gender? Female AB

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears
under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Total

Total Total
Total 1055 | 1055
195 | 195

18-29
years | 18 5% | 18.5%
% %

30-39
Years | o 1o, | 9.1%
B. What is your age? 169 169
40-49 years |+ 1% | 16.0%
322 | 322

50-64
years | 50.5% |30.5%
273 | 273

65+
Years 155 99, | 25.9%

Comparisons ofg lumn
Proportions ’

Total
Total
(A)
18-29 years
30-39 years
B. What is your age? 40-49 years
50-64 years
65+ years )
Results are based on two-sided tests with

significance level 0.05. For each

significant pair, the key of the category

with the smaller column proportion

appears under the category with the larger

column proportion.

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
Total 1035 | 468 | 567
177 | 70 107
18-29
Years | 17.1% | 15.0% | 18.9%
o4 41 53
30-39
Years 1 919 | 87% | 9.4%
B. What is your age? 169 63 106
40-49
Years 1 16.3% |13.4% | 18.7%
5064 vears | 322 | 141 181
y 31.1% | 30.0% | 32.0%
o5svears | 273 | 154 119
y 26.3% | 32.9% | 20.9%

Comparisons of Column P

. a,b
roportions

Respondent's Gender

Male Female
(A) (B)
18-29 years
30-39 years
B. What is your age? 40-49 years A
50-64 years
65+ years B

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

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.

Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
Total 1055 195 96 169 322 273
195 195 0 0 0 0
18-29
Years 1185% | 100.0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
96 0 96 0 0 0
30-39
years 1 949 0% 100.0% 0% 0% 0%
B. What is your age? 169 0 0 169 0 0
40-49
Years 1 16.0% 0% 0% 100.0% 0% 0%
322 0 0 0 322 0
50-64
Years lso5% | 0% 0% 0% 100.0% 0%
65+ vears | 273 0 0 0 0 273
o 25.9% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100.0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’c
Age
18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
(A) (B) (©) (D) (E)
18-29 years 2 2 2 2 2
30-39 years 2 2 2 2 2
B. What is your age? 40-49 years 2 2 2 2 2
50-64 years 2 2 2 2 2
65+ years 2 2 2 @ @

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the
category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Ethnicity
. American
African- : . . .
: Indian or Anglo / White / - Latino / Latina
Total AmBelggla(m / Alaskan Caucasian Asian [ Hispanic
Native
Total 951 38 1 644 137 63
195 0 0 70 43 18
18-29
years 1 5059 0% 0% 10.9% 31.1% 28.6%
81 0 0 55 18 6
30-39
years | g 59, 0% 0% 8.6% 12.9% 9.6%
B. What is your age? 153 15 0 96 24 17
40-49
years 1 16.1% 40.4% 0% 14.9% 17.8% 26.5%
279 15 0 212 33 17
50-64
years 1 59 39 39.8% 2% 33.0% 23.9% 26.8%
65+ vears 243 8 1 210 20 5
y 25.6% 19.8% 99.8% 32.6% 14.4% 8.5%
Ethnicity
Native
Native Hawaiian or Two or more Other
American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 0 3 54 13
0 0 52 13
18-29
years 0% 0% 96.5% 99.9%
0 0 2 0
30-39
years 0% 0% 3.4% 0%
B. What is your age? 0 1 0 0
40-49
years 0% 23.4% 0% 0%
0 2 0 0
50-64
L 3% 76.6% 0% 0%
65+ years 0 0 0 0
. 99.7% 0% 0% 0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity
phfrican- Indian or | Anglo White/ | o i | Latino/Latina |  Native
Black Alaskan Caucasian | Hispanic American
Native
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E) (F)

18-29 years 2 Al C C Al

30-39 years 2 .a”b .a”b
B. What is your age?  40-49 years CH anb H H H anb

50-64 years H ; H H H P

65+ years H P DEH H P

Comparisons of Column Proportionsc’
Ethnicity
Native
Sawallan or | Two ormore | otner
Islander
(G) (H) ()

18-29 years 2 CDE CDE

30-39 years 2 @
B. What is your age? 40-49 years H

50-64 years HI

65+ years 2

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
Total Onelzzgr or 2to 3 years [(4to6years |7to 10 years Mor;é:gsn 10
Total 1053 60 78 85 60 726
18-29 vears 195 28 13 13 0 113
y 18.5% 46.4% 17.0% 14.9% .0% 15.5%
96 22 22 2 18
30-39 years
y 9.1% 36.2% 39.2% 25.6% 2.8% 2.5%
B. What is your age? 169 6 23 35 24 70
40-49 years
y 16.0% 10.6% 29.4% 41.3% 39.5% 9.7%
321 2 10 29 272
50-64 years
Y 30.5% 2.9% 7.4% 11.4% 49.0% 37.5%
65+ vears 272 2 6 5 253
Y 25.8% 3.9% 7.0% 6.9% 8.7% 34.9%
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How Long
Lived in
Moraga/Stude
nt at St Marys
College
St. Mary’s
College
Student
Total 44
29
18-2
8-29 years 65.2%
30-39 years 2
Y 4.2%
B. What is your 11
age? 40-49
YR 24.0%
50-64 years 3
v 6.6%
0
65+
years 0%
. . b,c
Comparisons of Column Proportions
How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College
St. Mary’s
Onelg::r or 12t03 years | 4 to 6 years | 7 to 10 years Mor;::;n 10 College
Student
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E) (F)
18-29 years BCE ° BCE
. 30-39 years DEF DEF DEF
EéXY,hat Is your 40-49 years E AE AE E
50-64 years ABCF ABCF
65+ years ABCD 2

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Total Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
Total 1046 482 365 116 83
195 102 40 27 26
18-2
8-29years | 1579 21.1% 10.9% 23.8% 31.5%
96 52 33 7 4
30-39
— years 1 929 10.8% 8.9% 5.9% 5.4%
. at is your
167 72 8 12 4
age? 40-49 years 6 0
15.9% 14.8% 21.8% 10.1% 4.6%
317 149 105 34 29
50-64
Years 1 30.3% 30.9% 28.7% 29.7% 35.3%
65+ vears 271 108 109 35 19
y 25.9% 22.3% 29.7% 30.5% 23.2%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (C) (D)

18-29 years B B B

30-39 years

B. What is your age? 40-49 years CD
50-64 years
65+ years

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the
category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No
Total 1049 396 653
195 57 138

18-2
8-29years | oo | 145% | 21.1%
94 45 49

30-39
years | g 99, 11.3% 7.5%
B. What is your age? 168 78 90

40-49
years | 160% | 198% | 13.7%
321 129 192

50-64
YOars 1 306% | 325% | 29.4%
65+ veare 271 87 184
y 25.8% | 22.0% | 28.2%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Previous Awareness of Project

Yes No
(A) (B)
18-29 years A
30-39 years B
B. What is your age? 40-49 years B
50-64 years
65+ years A

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For
each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column
proportion appears under the category with the larger column

proportion.

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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Preferred Solution
Total CEzlds‘ittligsr,\s Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
Total 1024 215 234 137 438
195 26 28 31 110
18-29
Years 149,19 12.1% 120% | 227% | 25.2%
95 14 37 15 29
30-39 years
J 9.3% 6.6% 157% | 11.1% | 6.6%
B. What is your age? 166 22 45 20 79
40-49
years 1 16.2% 10.1% 19.3% | 14.7% | 18.1%
50-64 vears 309 74 70 36 129
Y 30.1% 34.4% 29.7% 26.3% 29.5%
65+ vears 259 79 55 35 90
o 25.3% 36.8% 23.4% 25.2% 20.7%
. . a,
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Preferred Solution
CEzidsittiiZ%s Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
(A) (B) (€) (D)
18-29 years B AB
30-39 years AD
B. What is your age? 40-49 years A A
50-64 years
65+ years B D

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant

pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the
category with the larger column proportion.

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.

Total
Total | Total
Total 958 958
38 38
African-American / Black
4.0% | 4.0%
American Indian or Alaskan 1 1
Native A% | 1%
649 649
Anglo / White / C i
nglo ite / Caucasian 67.8% | 67.8%
Asian 138 138
14.4% | 14.4%
C. What is your racial or 63 63
ethnic background? Latino / Latina / Hispanic 66% | 6.6%
0 0
Native A i
ative American 0% 0%
Native Hawaiian or Other 3 3
Pacific Islander 3% 3%
Two or more races o4 o4
56% | 5.6%
13 13
Other
1.3% 1.3%
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’

Total

Total

(A)

C. What is your racial or
ethnic background?

African-American / Black

American Indian or Alaskan
Native

Anglo / White / Caucasian
Asian

Latino / Latina / Hispanic
Native American

Native Hawaiian or Other
Pacific Islander

Two or more races
Other

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05.
For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the larger

column proportion.

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
Total 937 420 517
. . 38 30 8
African-American / Black 41% 7 2% 15%
American Indian or Alaskan 1 0 1
Native 1% 0% 1%
647 295 352
Anglo / White / Caucasian
2 69.0% |70.1% | 68.1%
Asian 137 70 67
14.6% | 16.7% | 12.9%
C. What is your racial or 45 29 23
ethnic background? Latino / Latina / Hispanic
! e 48% | 53% | 4.4%
0 0 0
Native American
v ! 0% | 0% | 1%
Native Hawaiian or Other 3 3 0
Pacific Islander 3% 7% 0%
Two or more races o4 0 53
5.7% 0% 10.3%
13 0 13
Other
1.4% .0% 2.5%
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,C

Respondent's Gender

Male

Female

(A)

(B)

C. What is your racial or
ethnic background?

African-American / Black

American Indian or Alaskan
Native

Anglo / White / Caucasian
Asian

Latino / Latina / Hispanic
Native American

Native Hawaiian or Other
Pacific Islander

Two or more races
Other

B

A
A

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears
under the category with the 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.

Age
Total | 18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years
Total 951 195 81 153 279
38 0 0 15 15
African-American / Black
! : 4.0% 0% 0% 10.0% 5.4%
American Indian or Alaskan 1 0 0 0 0
Native 1% 0% 0% 0% 0%
644 70 55 96 212
Anglo / White / C i
ngloTTALe fLaucastan = {7 70, | 36.0% 68.5% 62.7% 76.1%
Asian 137 43 18 24 33
14.4% 21.8% 21.8% 15.9% 11.7%
C. What is your racial or
. 63 18 6 17 17
ethnic background? Latino / Latina / Hispanic
! e 6.6% 9.2% 7.5% 10.9% 6.0%
0 0 0 0 0
Native A i
afive American 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Native Hawaiian or Other 3 0 0 1 2
Pacific Islander 3% 0% 0% 4% 8%
Two or more races o4 52 2 0 0
5.6% 26.5% 2.3% 0% 0%
13 13 0 0 0
Oth
er 1.3% 6.5% 0% 0% 0%
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Age
65+ years
Total 243
8
African-American / Black
! : 3.1%
American Indian or Alaskan 1
Native 2%
210
Anglo / White / C i
nglo ite / Caucasian 86.3%
20
Asi
sian 8.1%
C. What is your racial or 5
ethnic background? Latino / Latina / Hispanic 9 29
. (]
Native American 0
1%
Native Hawaiian or Other 0
Pacific Islander 0%
0
Two or more races
W 0%
0
Other
.0%
. . b,c
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Age
18-29 years | 30-39 years | 40-49 years | 50-64 years | 65+ years
(A) (B) (%) (D) (E)
African-American / Black @ @ E
American Indian or Alaskan a a a
Native )
Anglo / White / Caucasian A A AC ABCD
Asian DE E
C. What is your racial or - - . .
ethnic background? Latino / Latina / Hispanic E . E
Native American . .
Native Hawaiian or Other a a a
Pacific Islander ) )
Two or more races BCDE
Other CDE 5

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
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Ethnicity
- American
African- ; q
: Indian or Anglo / White / -
Total AmBelggzn / Alaskan Caucasian Asian
Native
Total 958 38 1 649 138
. . 38 38 0 0 0
African-American / Black 40% 100.0% 0% 0% 0%
American Indian or Alaskan 1 0 1 0 0
Native 1% 0% 100.0% 0% 0%
649 0 0 649 0
Anglo / White / Caucasian
9 67.8% .0% .0% 100.0% .0%
Asian 138 0 0 0 138
14.4% .0% .0% .0% 100.0%
C. What is your racial or 63 0 0 0 0
ethnic background? Latino / Latina / Hispanic
! e 6.6% 0% 0% 0% 0%
0 0 0 0 0
Native American
v ! 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Native Hawaiian or Other 3 0 0 0 0
Pacific Islander 3% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Two or more races o4 0 0 0 0
5.6% 0% .0% .0% 0%
13 0 0 0 0
Other
1.3% .0% .0% .0% .0%
Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more
/ Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander
Total 63 0 3 54
. . 0 0 0 0
African-American / Black 0% 0% 0% 0%
American Indian or Alaskan 0 0 0 0
Native 0% 0% 0% 0%
0 0 0 0
Anglo / White / Caucasian
9 0% 0% 0% 0%
Asian 0 0 0 0
.0% .0% .0% .0%
C. What is your racial or 63 0 0 0
ethnic background? Latino / Latina / Hispanic
! ina frispant 100.0% 0% 0% 0%
0 0 0 0
Native American
v ! 0% 100.0% 0% 0%
Native Hawaiian or Other 0 0 3 0
Pacific Islander 0% 0% 100.0% 0%
Two or more races 0 0 0 o4
0% 0% 0% 100.0%
0 0 0 0
Oth
er 0% 0% 0% 0%
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Ethnicity
Other
Total 13
0
African-American / Black
! : 0%
American Indian or Alaskan 0
Native .0%
0
Anglo / White / C i
nglo ite / Caucasian 0%
0
Asi
sian 0%
C. What is your racial or 0
ethnic background? Latino / Latina / Hispanic 0
. 0
Native American 0
.0%
Native Hawaiian or Other 0
Pacific Islander 0%
0
Two or more races
W .0%
13
Other
100.0%

Comparisons of

. c,d
Column Proportions

Ethnicity
. American
African- - .
: Indian or Anglo / White / .
AmBelr;gle(m / Alaskan Caucasian Asian
Native

(A) (B) (C) (D)
African-American / Black ‘ P ‘ N
American Indian or Alaskan a a,b a a
Native ) ’ ) )
Anglo / White / Caucasian A & b A A

— | Asian 2 'a,,z 2 2
. at is your racial or . . . . a a,, a a
ethnic background? Latino / Latina / Hispanic 2 o 2 2
Native American . L . .
Native Hawaiian or Other a a,b a a
Pacific Islander ) ) )
a a,,b a a
Two or more races b
a,,

Other
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity
Native
Latino / Latina Native Hawaiian or Two or more
/ Hispanic American Other Pacific races
Islander

(E) (F) (G) (H)
African-American / Black @ i @ @
American Indian or Alaskan a a,b a a

Native ) : ) : :
Anglo / White / Caucasian 2 2 2 2
. a a,,b a a

Asian . . . .
C. What is your racial or - - . . a a,b a a
ethnic background? Latino / Latina / Hispanic . o . .

Native American . Y . .
Native Hawaiian or Other a a,b a a

Pacific Islander ) : :
a a,,b a a

Two or more races A
a,,

Other

Comparisons of Column Proportionsc

Ethnicity

Other

(L)

C. What is your racial or
ethnic background?

African-American / Black

American Indian or Alaskan
Native

Anglo / White / Caucasian
Asian

Latino / Latina / Hispanic
Native American

Native Hawaiian or Other
Pacific Islander

Two or more races
Other

a

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller

column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.
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.
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How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

Total Onelgzgr or 2to 3 years (4to6years |7to 10 years
Total 958 54 67 81 54
. . 38 0 0 0 0
African-American / Black 40% 0% 0% 0% 0%
American Indian or Alaskan 1 0 0 0 0
Native 1% 0% 0% 0% 0%
649 28 39 49 37
Anglo / White / Caucasian
9 67.7% 50.6% 58.7% 60.8% 69.8%
Asian 138 21 14 6 10
14.4% 38.3% 20.6% 7.6% 18.1%
C. What is your racial or 63 6 0 11 6
ethnic background? Latino / Latina / Hispanic
! e 6.6% 11.2% 0% 14.1% 10.7%
0 0 0 0 0
Native American
W ! 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Native Hawaiian or Other 3 0 1 1 1
Pacific Islander 3% 0% 1.1% 8% 1.3%
Two or more races o4 0 13 ! 0
5.6% .0% 19.7% .9% .0%
13 0 0 13 0
Other
1.3% .0% .0% 15.7% .0%
How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys
College
More than 10 S(ti I\Illlary’s
ears otlege
y Student
Total 658 44
30 8
African-American / Black
4.6% 17.8%
American Indian or Alaskan 1 0
Native 1% .0%
475 20
Anglo / White / Caucasian
d ! veast 72.2% 46.5%
Asian 3 14
11.1% 32.8%
C. What is your racial or 40 0
ethnic background? Latino / Latina / Hi i
atino / Latina / Hispanic 6.0% 0%
0 0
Native A i
ative American 0% 0%
Native Hawaiian or Other 0 1
Pacific Islander 0% 1.6%
Two or more races 39 !
5.9% 1.2%
0 0
Oth
er 0% 0%
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,C

How Long Lived in Moraga/Student at St Marys College

One year or
less

2 to 3 years

4 to 6 years

7 to 10 years

(la\)

(2)

(2)

(Ea’)

C. What is your racial or
ethnic background?

African-American / Black

American Indian or Alaskan
Native

Anglo / White / Caucasian
Asian

Latino / Latina / Hispanic
Native American

Native Hawaiian or Other
Pacific Islander

Two or more races
Other

a

CE

a

CDEF
a

a

Tom

DE

a

Comparisons of

Column Proportionsb

,C

How Long Lived in
Moraga/Student at St Marys

C. What is your racial or
ethnic background?

College
More than 10 Sé‘ o“ﬂzggs
years Student

(E) (F)
African-American / Black E
American Indian or Alaskan a
Native
Anglo / White / Caucasian AF
Asian CE

Latino / Latina / Hispanic
Native American

Native Hawaiian or Other
Pacific Islander

Two or more races
Other

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the 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.
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Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Total Very Somewhat Somewhat
important important unimportant
Total 952 448 328 102
. . 38 8 15 8
African-American / Black 40% 1.7% 47% 7 4%
American Indian or Alaskan 1 0 0 0
Native 1% 1% 1% 2%
Anglo / White / Caucasian 643 310 210 2
9 67.5% 69.2% 64.1% 70.4%
Asian 138 74 53 8
i
14.5% 16.5% 16.1% 7.5%
C. What is your racial or 63 41 22 0
ethnic background? Lati Latina / Hi i
atino / Latina / Hispanic 6.6% 9.1% 6.7% 0%
Native American 0 0 0 0
.0% .0% .0% 3%
Native Hawaiian or Other 3 1 1 1
Pacific Islander 3% 2% 4% 7%
T 54 14 13 14
o ormore races 5.6% 3.2% 4.0% 13.5%
13 0 13 0
Oth
er 1.3% 0% 3.9% 0%
Importance of
Balancing
Needs on
Major
Thoroughfare
s
Not important
at all
Total 74
8
ican-A i Black
African-American / Blac 10.2%
American Indian or Alaskan 0
Native 0%
Anglo / White / Caucasian o1
9 68.7%
3
Asi
stan 4.4%
C. What is your racial or 0
ethnic background? Latino / Latina / Hispanic 0
. 0
Native American 0
.0%
Native Hawaiian or Other 0
Pacific Islander 0%
Two or more races 12
W
16.7%
0
Oth
er 0%
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,C

Importance of Balancing Needs on Major Thoroughfares

Very Somewhat Somewhat Not important
important important unimportant at all
(A) (B) (C) (D)
African-American / Black A A
American Indian or Alaskan a
Native )
Anglo / White / Caucasian
Asian D
C. What is your racial or - = . . a a
ethnic background? Latino / Latina / Hispanic . . .
Native American . .
Native Hawaiian or Other a
Pacific Islander )
Two or more races AB AB
Other A @

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the smaller
column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

Previous Awareness of Project

Total Yes No
Total 955 358 597
38 23 15
African-American / Black
4.0% 6.3% 2.6%
American Indian or Alaskan 1 1 0
Native 1% 2% 0%
648 250 399
Anglo / White / Caucasian
. : veas! 67.9% | 69.7% | 66.8%
Asian 135 27 108
14.2% 7.6% 18.1%
C. What is your racial or 63 29 34
H 2 . . . .
ethnic background? Latino / Latina / Hispanic 6.6% 8.99% 5 6%
. . 0 0 0
Native American 0% 1% 0%
Native Hawaiian or Other 3 1 1
Pacific Islander 3% 4% 2%
Two or more races o4 27 27
5.6% 7.4% 4.5%
13 0 13
Other
1.3% .0% 2.1%
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. . __ab
Comparisons of Column Proportions

Previous Awareness of Project

Yes

No

(A)

(B)

C. What is your racial or
ethnic background?

African-American / Black

American Indian or Alaskan
Native

Anglo / White / Caucasian
Asian

Latino / Latina / Hispanic
Native American

Native Hawaiian or Other
Pacific Islander

Two or more races
Other

B

A

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the
key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the

larger column proportion.

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.

Preferred Solution

Total CE)r(:(?ittlir;?\s Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3
Total 932 185 212 129 406
38 8 8 8 15
Afri -A i / Black
rican-American f=lac 4.1% 4.1% 3.6% 5.8% 3.8%
American Indian or Alaskan 1 0 0 0 0
Native 1% 2% 1% 0% 1%
632 142 158 70 262
Anglo / White / Caucasian
9 67.8% 76.9% 74.4% | 542% | 64.5%
Asian 136 17 33 15 71
BT | 14.5% 9.3% 15.5% 11.4% 17.4%
. at is your racial or
. 57 5 1 24 17
ethnic background? Latino / Latina / Hispanic
! e 6.1% 2.9% 54% | 183% | 4.1%
0 0 0 0 0
Native American
v ! 0% 0% 1% 0% 0%
Native Hawaiian or Other 3 0 1 0 1
Pacific Islander 3% 0% 6% 0% 4%
Two or more races 53 12 ! 13 27
57% 6.6% 3% 10.2% 6.6%
13 0 0 0 13
Other
1.4% 0% 0% .0% 3.1%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

,C

Preferred Solution

Existing
Conditions

Option 1

Option 2

Option 3

(A)

(B)

(©)

()

C. What is your racial or
ethnic background?

African-American / Black

American Indian or Alaskan
Native

Anglo / White / Caucasian
Asian

Latino / Latina / Hispanic
Native American

Native Hawaiian or Other
Pacific Islander

Two or more races
Other

CD

B

o 00

B
AB

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the

category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the 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.

SET Pri nt back=On.
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