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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Introduction to the Study

The Kern Council of Governments commissioned Godbe Research to conduct a telephone
survey of residents of Kern County with the following research objectives: (a) assess residents’
overall opinion of the quality of life in their city or town; (b) survey the importance of issues
related to the future quality of life in the County; (c) evaluate the role of local government
agencies in preparing for the future of Kern County; (d) survey the walking and bicycling habits
of residents in the County; (e) gauge resident satisfaction with the availability of fresh fruits and
vegetables in the community; and (f) to understand the daily commute of the average resident.
The survey was also designed to track the results of telephone surveys conducted in 2007,
2008 and 2009, and comparisons of the results are presented throughout the report.

Key Findings
Based on the analyses of the survey data, Godbe Research offers the following key findings:
Quality of Life:

= On the whole, Kern County residents have a positive opinion of the quality of life in their
city or town. Close to 4 out of 5 residents indicated that they are at least “somewhat
satisfied” with the quality of life.

= Overall satisfaction with the quality of life in the 2010 survey (78%) is consistent with
the results of the 2009 (78%) and 2008 surveys (79%). However, there was a 3 percent
increase in the residents who reported being “very satisfied” from the 2009 survey.
While this difference did not reach a statistically significant level, the results suggest
that residents’ attitudes toward the quality of life in their city or town continue to be
resilient despite the current economy.

= The results reveal that the residents of the Mountains region are more satisfied with the
quality of life in their city or town (85%), than the residents of West Kern (71%), Central
Valley (79%), and East Kern (74%). It is important to note that close to 3 out of 4
residents or more are satisfied with the quality of life across regions.

= Looking ahead to the next 20 years, 39 percent of the residents surveyed think the
quality of life in their city or town will be “better,” 21 percent think it will “stay about the
same,” and 35 percent think it will be “worse.” A majority of the “stay about the same”
responses came from the residents who are satisfied with the current quality of life, and,
as such, these can be interpreted as a generally positive outlook of the future.

= The current results suggest that residents’ attitudes toward future quality of life are
statistically comparable to the results of the 2009 survey. However, Kern County
residents currently are slightly less pessimistic about the future than when surveyed in
2008 — there was a 6 percent decline in the residents who reported that quality of life
will be worse.

= Several regional differences emerged in the residents’ attitudes toward future quality of
life. The residents of West Kern and East Kern were the relatively least pessimistic, and
just one-quarter of these residents indicated that quality of life will be worse. Further,
the Central Valley residents largely were split in their opinions, with 43 percent reporting
that the future will be “better” and 35 percent indicating it will be “worse.”
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Issues in Improving the Future Quality of Life in Kern County:

= Consistent with previous surveys, the residents indicated that creating more high
paying jobs; maintaining and improving basic local services, such as education, public
safety, water supply and road maintenance; and improving air and water quality are
the most important issues facing the future of Kern County.

= The survey assessed the importance of 27 issues in improving the future quality of life
in Kern County, and these were grouped into four topic areas: (a) Services, Safety and
Equity; (b) Natural Resources; (c) Growth and Development; and (d) Mobility. Each
topic area was represented among the top issues of importance, which suggests that
Kern County residents recognize a diverse set of priorities moving forward.

= All four issues related to Services, Safety and Equity scored above average in
importance. Similar to the 2008 and 2009 surveys, education and public safety
emerged as priorities. Further, the importance of public education significantly
increased from the 2008 survey, with fully 4 out of 5 residents rating it as “extremely
important.”

= Of the issues related to Natural Resources, 5 of the 9 earned above average
importance scores. The importance ratings for this topic area are largely consistent
with the previous surveys; however, issues related to air quality and open spaces
continue to be rated as less important than in 2008.

= Similar to the results of the past two years, the importance of issues related to Growth
and Development varied according to the specific issue. While creating more high
paying jobs and diversifying the local economy were among the relatively most
important issues, the issues related to housing were among the relatively less
important. At the same time, when compared to the 2009 survey, significantly more of
the residents rated the housing issues as “extremely important.”

= Residents rated maintaining local streets and roads as among the relatively most
important issues; however, other issues in the Mobility topic area were among the
relatively less important issues, including expanding/improving public transportation,
providing alternatives to driving alone, and maintaining/providing sidewalks and bike
lanes. “Maintaining local streets and roads” and “Expanding local bus services”
increased in importance from 2009, returning to the levels observed in 2008.
Additionally, the importance ratings for the following issues continued to be lower than
in 2008: “Reducing traffic congestion,” “Expanding highways” and “Improving public
transportation to other cities.”

= A follow-up question on important issues was included in the survey, and the top
issues are consistent with the 2008 and 2009 results. When considering the increase
in population that is expected to occur within the next 20 years, the residents most-
frequently mentioned one of the following as the single, most important issue for the
future of Kern County: increasing local job opportunities (16%); quality of jobs (10%);
education (14%); crime rate or gang violence (13%); and environmental issues, such
as air pollution and water contamination (12%).
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Role of Local Government Agencies in Preparing for the Future:

= The current findings suggest that a majority of County residents believes that local
government agencies should play an even more active role in preparing for the future
of Kern County.

= Of the seven topic areas tested, no more than 10 percent of the residents surveyed
reported that local agencies are doing “too much” to manage each issue. Further, for
five topic areas, significantly more residents think that local agencies are “not doing
enough” than are doing “just right”: agriculture and growth management; air quality;
mobility; economic development; and services, safety and equity.

= When compared to the 2008 survey, more residents indicated that local government
agencies are doing “just right” to manage issues related to air quality, mobility and
housing. However, a higher percentage of residents currently believe that local
agencies are not doing enough to support new businesses and industries, education
programs and job opportunities. Close to 3 out of 4 residents reported “not enough.”

= Qverall, the residents of West Kern and Central Valley were more likely to report that
local government agencies are not doing enough to manage issues than the residents
of the Mountains and East Kern.

Walking and Bicycling Habits of Residents:

= More than half of the residents (59%) reported that their household participates in
fitness, athletic, or sports activities. The results suggest that Central Valley households
and households with children are more active than their respective counterparts.

= A majority of the activities that households mentioned were organized sports, including
basketball (25%), soccer (22%), and baseball (20%).

= On average, the five community park and recreation facilities tested in the survey were
rated as important. The availability of a park in their community was most important to
residents, followed by a playground area, walking paths, and outdoor sports fields and
courts. The availability of community park and recreation facilities was especially
important to the residents of West Kern and Central Valley.

= Residents are generally satisfied with the availability and maintenance of walking and
biking paths, and roughly 7 out of 10 residents reported being “very” or “somewhat
satisfied.” The residents of Central Valley and the Mountains were more satisfied with the
availability and maintenance of sidewalks and walking paths than those living in East
Kern. Interestingly, there were no regional differences in ratings of bike lanes and paths.

= Qverall, 65 percent of the residents reported that their household walks or bicycles in
their community on a weekly basis, 17 percent reported doing so on a monthly basis,
and another 6 percent reported a few times a year or more.

= An overwhelming majority of active households walk or bicycle for fithess (62%) or
recreation (34%), whereas less than 10 percent of the residents mentioned walking or
bicycling as transportation. Further, less than 1 in 5 active households with children
reported walking or bicycling to school.

= The active residents most frequently cited walkability issues as the barriers to walking
or bicycling in their community more often, including the lack of sidewalks, lanes and
paths (10%); safety issues related to traffic (8%) or crime (6%), inclement weather
(8%), and dogs or other animals (4%). At the same time, half of the active residents
reported that there are no barriers to walking or bicycling more often.
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As might be expected, more of the active residents of the Mountains and East Kern
regions reported that a lack of sidewalks, lanes, and paths prevents their household
from walking or bicycling more often. In comparison, safety issues related to traffic
were mentioned more frequently by Central Valley residents.

In contrast to the responses among active residents, the inactive residents most
frequently mentioned personal issues as barriers to walking or bicycling in their
community, including health-related reasons (33%), lack of time (14%), and a
preference for other activities (6%). Safety issues related to crime (10%) were the
most commonly mentioned walkability barrier among these residents.

Availability of Fresh Fruits and Vegetables in the Community

The results suggest that a vast majority of residents are satisfied with the availability of
fresh fruits and vegetables where they shop; almost 9 out of 10 residents were either
“very satisfied” or “somewhat satisfied.” This finding suggests that the simple
availability of fresh fruits and vegetables is not a barrier to healthy eating.

Satisfaction with the availability of fruits and vegetables was higher among the West
Kern (80%), Central Valley (91%), and Mountains residents (83%) than the residents
of East Kern (68%).

Approximately 39 percent of the residents reported that their household grows fruits
and vegetables, and the results suggest that a higher percentage of residents may
have an interest in gardening. More specifically, 61 percent of the residents reported
that their household would be likely to use a community garden if one was available in
their neighborhood.

Interest in a community garden was higher among the Central Valley and the
Mountains residents than the residents of other regions.

Traffic Flow and Current Transportation Behavior:

Based on their personal experience, half of the residents rated traffic flow in their city
or town positively, as either “excellent” (16%) or “good” (33%). In comparison, 36
percent gave traffic flow a rating of “fair” and 14 percent rated it as “poor.”

Residents’ opinions of traffic flow have significantly improved since the 2009 survey,
as indicated by a five-point increase in positive ratings.

Similar to the previous surveys, pronounced regional differences emerged in residents’
ratings of traffic flow in their city or town. Less than one-third of the West Kern,
Mountains, and East Kern residents rated traffic flow negatively as either “fair” or
poor.” In comparison, close to 3 out of 5 Central Valley residents rated traffic flow
negatively. Supporting these results, the Central Valley residents rated reducing traffic
congestion and other Mobility issues as more important than their counterparts who
reside in other regions of the county.

Consistent with the results of studies conducted since 2007, roughly 3 out of 4
residents typically drive alone to commute to work or school. Across regions, more
than 7 out of 10 residents reported that they commute by automobile. As in previous
years, public transit usage was strongly related to household income.

The results suggest that commute time and distance generally are consistent with the
past two years. Approximately two-thirds of residents reported a commute of 40
minutes or less, and 20 miles or less.
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SURVEY METHODOLOGY

The table below briefly outlines the methodology used in the study. The respondents to this
survey were selected using random digit dialing (RDD), which randomly selects phone numbers
from the active residential phone exchanges within the area of a study. Interviewers first asked
potential respondents a series of questions to ensure that the person lived in Kern County and
was at least 18 years of age. In order to ensure that the sample was representative of the
demographics of the County population, a listed sample of Hispanic residents was used to
supplement the RDD methodology.

Overall, 1,200 residents in Kern County completed the telephone survey, representing a total
universe of approximately 550,183 adult residents of the County. The study parameters resulted
in a margin of error of plus or minus 2.8 percent. Interviews were conducted from March 8
through March 15, 2010, and the average interview time was approximately 15 minutes.
Interviews were conducted in either Spanish (n = 14) or English (n = 1,186), depending on the
preference of the resident who was surveyed.

Data Collection Telephone Interviewing

Sample Size 1,200 Respondents

Universe 550,183 Adult Residents in Kern County

Margin of Error +2.8%

Field Dates March 8 through March 15, 2010

Interview Length 15 Minutes

INCIETARERLVEGE English and Spanish
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Sample and Weighting

In order to allow segmentation of the results by region of Kern County, three areas of the
County were over-sampled. During the study, 200 interviews were completed in each of the
following regions — West Kern, Mountains, and East Kern, and the remaining 600 interviews
were completed in the Central Valley region. For the overall results presented in this report, the
over-sampling was corrected by statistically weighting the data by region. The following table
illustrates the assigned quotas for each region of the County and their weighted proportions in
the overall results.

Universe :
ASSL:O;%d Raw Data Population P\g/rilggtt:de
9 (US Census 2000) 9

West Kern 200 17% 13,298 3%

Central Valley 600 50% 323,526 7%

Mountains 200 17% 34,499 7%

East Kern 200 17% 48,675 12%

Once collected, the sample of respondents was compared with the actual adult population of
Kern County (based on 2006-2008 American Community Survey estimates)', to examine
possible differences between the demographics of the sample of respondents and the actual
County population. The data were weighted to correct differences, and the results presented are
representative of the adult population of Kern County in terms of gender, age, ethnicity and
region of residence.

Questionnaire Design

To avoid the problem of systematic position bias, where the order in which a series of questions
is asked systematically influences the answers, several questions in the survey were
randomized such that the respondents were not consistently asked the questions in the same
order. The series of items in Questions 3, 5 and 8 were randomized to avoid such position bias.

Questions 4, 7, 12, 13, 14 and G allowed the residents surveyed to mention multiple responses.
For this reason, the response percentages sum to more than 100, and these represent the
percent of the residents who mentioned a particular response, rather than the percent of total
responses.

Segmentation Analyses

The results of the survey were analyzed by demographic and attitudinal groups to better
understand the opinions of Kern County residents. Regional differences are presented
throughout the report, and general opinion questions are segmented by gender, ethnicity, age,
homeownership status, household income, children or seniors in the household, and ages of
children in the household. Complete segmentation analyses are presented in Appendix D, and
these also include length of residence, satisfaction with quality of life (Q1), opinion of future
quality of life (Q2), and household participation in fitness, athletic or sports activities (Q6).

' 2006-2008 American Community Survey 3-Year Estimates available at http:/factfinder.census.gov
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OVERALL QUALITY OF LIFE

The results of the 2010 survey indicate that a majority of county residents are satisfied with the
quality of life in their city or town. Close to 4 out of 5 residents reported being satisfied with the
quality of life, with 34 percent “very satisfied” and 44 percent “somewhat satisfied.” In
comparison, just 1 out of 5 residents indicated dissatisfaction, and the remaining

2 percent either did not have an opinion or declined to answer the question (DK/NA).

Overall satisfaction with quality of life in the 2010 survey (78%) is consistent with the results of
the 2009 (78%) and 2008 surveys (79%). In comparison, 87 percent of the residents surveyed
in 2007 reported that their community is either “very” or “somewhat desirable.” The question
wording could account for some of this difference, but the difference also could reflect the
continued downturn of the economy. It should also be noted that there was a 3 percent increase
in the “very satisfied” responses from 2009 to 2010. While this difference is not statistically
significant, it represents a trend in a positive direction.

2010 | 44% 0% 9%
2009 | L 47% % 8%
2008 | 8% 41% % 8%
0% 20I% 40I% 60I% 80I% 106%
Em\Very satisfied BESomewhat satisfied B Somewhat dissatisfied ™ Very dissatisfied ®DK/NA
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OVERALL QUALITY OF LIFE

Differences Between Key Demographic Subgroups

The following tables highlight the key subgroup differences that were observed in residents’
satisfaction with the quality of life in their city or town". Overall satisfaction, obtained by summing
the “very” and “somewhat satisfied” responses, was significantly higher among the men than the
women. Specifically, a higher percentage of the men were “somewhat satisfied,” whereas a
higher percentage of the women were “somewhat dissatisfied.” Across age groups, more than 7
out of 10 residents were satisfied with the quality of life. At the same time, the residents ages 18
to 24 were more likely to report being “somewhat satisfied” than their counterparts ages 55 and

over.

Gender Age \
18 to 25to 35to | 45to 55to 65 and
24 34 44 54 64 older

Very satisfied . 31.1% | 30.7% | 37.7% | 43.4%
Somewhat satisfied 48.2% | 40.1% | 37.2% 36.8%
Somewhat dissatisfied 7.5% | 16.0% | 7.9% 10.6%
Very dissatisfied . 7.5% | 12.4% | 14.2% 7.4%
' DK/NA 57% | .8% | 3.0% | 1.9%

Male Female

As shown in the table below, a higher proportion of the Caucasian and Hispanic residents were
“very satisfied” with the quality of life. In comparison, respondents of other ethnic origins were
more likely to report being “somewhat satisfied.” Similar to the results of the 2008 and 2009
surveys, a higher percentage of the renters than the homeowners reported being “very
dissatisfied.”

Ethnicity | Homeownership
Caucasian | Hispanic | Other | Rent own
‘ Very satisfied 40.2% 33.1% 16.0% | 30.0% 35.8%
Somewhat satisfied 38.3% 45.4% 60.4% | 44.8% 43.6%
Somewhat dissatisfied 8.8% 11.6% 6.9% 7.8% 11.0%
‘ Very dissatisfied 10.3% 8.5% 11.9% | 14.1% 7.5%

DK/NA 2.4% 1.5% 4.8% 3.3% 2.0%

i Significant differences at the 95% confidence level between subgroups on any given survey item are denoted by colors: a blue
mean score or percentage is statistically higher than a red mean score or percentage between demographic subgroups, e.g., male
versus female.
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OVERALL QUALITY OF LIFE

Regional Differences

Several regional differences emerged in residents’ satisfaction with the overall quality of life in
their city or town, and these are similar to the differences observed in the 2009 survey.
Specifically, significantly more of the Mountains residents stated that they are “very satisfied”
with the quality of life than their counterparts in other regions. Overall satisfaction was also
significantly higher among the Mountains residents (85%) than the residents of West Kern
(71%), Central Valley (79%), and East Kern (74%). Note that the residents of West Kern, East
Kern, and Central Valley were proportionately more likely to be “somewhat satisfied.”

West Kern Central Valley | Mountains

East Kern

d

| Very satisfied 29.7% 31.2% 60.6%
‘ Somewhat satisfied 41.1% 47.6% 24.2% 42.9%
Somewhat dissatisfied 14.0% 10.3% 7.7% 9.2%
\ Very dissatisfied 12.7% 9.2% 6.8% 8.1%
DK/NA 2.5% 1.6% 6% 8.3%

Page 11
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FUTURE QUALITY OF LIFE

Residents were asked whether they think the quality of life in their city or town will stay about
the same as today, or will it be better or worse in the next 20 years. As shown in the following
chart, 39 percent of the residents think the quality of life will be “much” or “somewhat better.”
Approximately 21 percent think the quality of life will “stay about the same,” and 35 percent
reported that it will be “much” or “somewhat worse.” The remaining 5 percent did not provide an
opinion.

The current results suggest that residents’ attitudes toward future quality of life are statistically
similar to their attitudes in 2009. The 2007 survey showed similar results, as 40 percent of the
residents indicated that the quality of life in their community would “improve,” 25 percent
reported that it would “stay about the same,” and 28 percent indicated that it would “become
worse.” However, the results suggest that residents currently are slightly less pessimistic about
future quality of life than when surveyed in 2008, as indicated by a decrease in “worse”
responses from 41 percent (2008) to 35 percent (2010).

2010 _ 7 24% % 0% % %
2009_ i 25% % %
2008 _ e 22% %
0% 2(;% 40I% 60I% 8(;% 102)%
® Much better mSomewhat better ™ Stay about the same ™ Somewhat worse B Much worse M DK/NA
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FUTURE QUALITY OF LIFE

Differences Between Key Demographic Subgroups

Similar to the results of the 2009 survey, the residents who reported being satisfied with the
guality of life in their city or town tended to be more optimistic about the quality of life in the next
20 years. Additionally, the residents who are dissatisfied with the current quality of life were
more likely to report that the quality of life in the future will be “much worse” or “stay about the
same.”

Satisfaction with Quality of Life ‘

Very Satisfied | Somewhat Satisfied | Dissatisfied
Much better 17.0% 6.3%
Somewhat better 31.0% 23.5% 14.4%
Stay about the same 21.8% 17.7% 25.6%
Somewhat worse 16.9% 23.0% 18.1%
Much worse 7.5% 13.6% 31.0%
DK/NA 5.4% 5.3% 4.5%

A higher percentage of the women than the men reported that the quality of life will be
“somewhat worse.” The younger residents tended to be more satisfied with the current quality of
life (see page 10), and were subsequently more optimistic about the quality of life in the future.
Specifically, a higher percentage of the residents ages 18 to 24 reported “much” or “somewhat
better” and a higher percentage of the residents ages 25 and over reported “much worse.”

Gender Age

18 to 25 to 35to 45 to 55 to 65 and
24 34 44 54 64 older

10.3% | 14.6% | 12.4% | 11.1%
19.0% | 19.3% | 27.3% | 16.8%
22.3% | 21.7% | 23.3% | 22.2%
22.5% | 19.1% | 16.3% | 21.1%
21.6% | 17.4% | 16.6% | 18.1%
43% | 7.9% | 40% | 10.8%

Male Female

Much better \
Somewhat better \
Stay about the same |

Somewhat worse
Much worse
DK/NA
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FUTURE QUALITY OF LIFE

Differences Between Key Demographic Subgroups

Overall, the Hispanic residents were the most optimistic about the quality of life in the future,
followed by the residents of other ethnic groups and the Caucasian residents. Regarding
homeownership status, the renters were more likely to report that the quality of life will be “much
better” in the future, whereas the homeowners were more likely to report that it will be
“somewhat worse.”

Ethnicity ‘ Homeownership
Caucasian | Hispanic | Other Rent Own

Much better 12.3% 16.9% 21.2% 11.9%
Somewhat better 19.3% 29.4% 19.5% 25.3% 22.9%

Stay about the same 22.5% 20.4% 16.1% 21.7% 20.7%

\ Somewhat worse 24.3% 16.1% 19.5% 12.7% 23.2%

Much worse 14.1% 13.2% 26.7% | 14.4% 16.0%

| DK/NA | 74% 3.9% 34% | 47% | 5.4%

Regional Differences

With respect to differences across regions of the county, a higher percentage of the West Kern
and Central Valley residents were optimistic, indicating that future quality of life will be “much
better.” However, note that more than 1 out of 3 Central Valley residents also thought that it
would be worse, indicating the polarity of their opinions. Otherwise, significantly more West Kern
and East Kern residents reported that it will “stay about the same.”

‘ West Kern \ Central Valley | Mountains ‘ East Kern

Much better |  15.6% 17.0% 5.8% 10.5%
Somewhat better 21.8% 25.7% 27.6% 25.1%
 Stay about the same [N 18.6% 27.3% 30.8%
‘ Somewhat worse ‘ 11.5% 19.9% 19.1% 12.1%
Much worse ‘ 13.7% 15.2% 13.3% 12.2%
DK/NA | 6.9% 3.7% 6.9% 9.2%
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SERVICES, SAFETY AND EQUITY

The residents were then read a list of 27 issues facing Kern County, and they were asked to
rate the importance of each issue in improving the future quality of life. Responses were made
on a scale of 0 to 4, 0 being “not important” to 4 being “extremely important.” These numeric
responses were averaged to create an overall score of importance, where a higher score
indicates a relatively more important issue. On average, all 27 issues were rated as important
and scores ranged from 2.5 to 3.7 on a scale of 4.0.

To facilitate reporting, the 27 issues have been grouped into four topic areas: (a) Services,
Safety and Equity; (b) Natural Resources; (c) Growth and Development; and (d) Mobility. Shown
in the following chart are the four issues related to Services, Safety, and Equity, and this topic
area received the relatively highest importance ratings. On average, “Improving the quality of
public education” (3.7) and “Improving crime prevention and gang prevention programs” (3.6)
were most important to residents. To provide some context for these scores, 81 percent and 75
percent of the respondents, respectively, rated these issues as “extremely important.”
“Improving fire and emergency medical services” and “Improving local health care and social
services” were slightly lower in relative importance, and 58 percent and 60 percent of the
residents surveyed rated these issues as “extremely important.”

3.7
Improving the quality of public education
. . . 3.6
Improving crime/gang prevention programs
o . . 3.4
Improving fire and emergency medical services
3.3
Improving local health care and social services
.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0
Not Extremely
Important Important
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SERVICES, SAFETY AND EQUITY

Trended Results

Overall, the importance of issues related to Services, Safety and Equity were consistent from
the 2008 survey to the 2010 survey. The only exception was “Improving the quality of public
education.” A significantly higher percentage of residents in the 2010 survey (81%) perceived
this issue to be “extremely important” in comparison to those in the 2008 survey (75%). These
results suggest that public education has increased in importance for residents of the county
over the last two years.

In the 2007 survey, 82 percent of the residents surveyed agreed that the County has a major
gang violence problem. The results of the surveys in the three years since suggest that
residents’ attitudes toward gang violence have not changed, given the high importance ratings
of “Improving crime prevention and gang prevention programs.”

Not
Important
0

Extremely
Important | DK/NA
4

Mean

Score 1 > 3

3.7 2% 1% 4% 10% 81% 1%

'OT Eruob"l:ggeglﬁgt‘i’gr':ty 36 1% 3% | 4% | 13% 78% 1%
3.6 3% 2% 5% 14% 75% 0%

Improving crime 3.6 2% 2% 5% 16% 75% <1%
prevention and gang 3.6 1% 2% 6% 15% 75% 0%
prevention programs 3.6 3% 1% | 5% | 17% 74% 0%
Improving fire and 3.4 1% 2% | 13% | 25% 58% 1%
emergency medical 3.3 2% 1% | 14% | 26% 55% 0%
SErvIces 3.3 2% 4% | 12% | 24% 58% 0%
Improving local health 2k i S LED | AU Gl L
care and social 3.3 3% 5% | 14% | 20% 59% 0%

services

3.4 2% 2% 10% 22% 62% 1%
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SERVICES, SAFETY AND EQUITY

Regional Differences

On average, the Central Valley residents attributed significantly higher importance to the four
issues related to Services, Safety, and Equity than their counterparts in Mountains and East
Kern. Additionally, the residents of West Kern rated “Improving local healthcare and social
services” as significantly more important than the Mountains and East Kern residents.

When interpreting regional differences, it is also helpful to consider the relative importance of
issues within each area. Across the 27 issues tested in the survey, the residents of the
Mountains and East Kern regions indicated lower importance ratings than their counterparts in
the West Kern and Central Valley regions. As a result, an issue can be among the relatively
most important to the residents of the Mountains and East Kern regions, but still have earned a
lower importance score when compared to the results of the West Kern and Central Valley
regions. For example, “Improving crime prevention and gang prevention programs” was among
the relatively most important issues for the Mountains and the East Kern residents. Similarly,
“Improving fire and emergency medical services” was among the relatively most important
issues for the West Kern residents. Although the importance scores are lower, the position
relative to the other issues tested in the survey suggests that these are still a priority for
residents of these areas. For the top scoring issues within each region, see page 28.

E West Kern | Central Valley | Mountains | East Kern

Improving the quality of public
education

Improving crime prevention and
gang prevention programs

Improving fire and emergency
medical services

Improving local health care and
social services
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NATURAL RESOURCES

Three of the issues related to Natural Resources were among the relatively most important of
the 27 issues tested. “Preserving water supply,” “Improving water quality,” and “Improving air
quality” were rated as “extremely important” by 66 to 76 percent of the residents surveyed. In
comparison, “Improving flood protection” and “Reducing residential air pollution, such as wood-
burning fire places” were rated as “extremely important” by 38 percent and 36 percent of the
residents, respectively.

Preserving water supply 3.6
Improving water quality 3.4
Improving air quality 3.4
Programs to conserve natural resources 3.2
Improving energy-efficiency of housing 3.2
Improving energy-efficiency of businesses 31
Preserving open spaces/animal habitats 2.9
Improving flood protection 2.
Reducing residential air pollution 2.6
.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0
Not Extremely
Important Important
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NATURAL RESOURCES

Trended Results

Several of the issues related to Natural Resources were rated as less important by the residents
who participated in the 2010 and 2009 surveys than those who participated in the 2008 survey.
Specifically, the following issues decreased in importance from the 2008 survey: “Improving air
quality”; “Preserving open spaces and native animal habitats”; and “Reducing residential air
pollution, such as wood-burning fireplaces.”

In the 2007 survey, 78 percent of the residents surveyed agreed that the County has a serious
air pollution problem. However, when the 2007 respondents were asked whether wood-burning
residential fireplaces should be forbidden, 70 percent of them disagreed. The results of the
surveys in the three years since 2007 are similar in that improving air quality was of higher
relative importance than reducing residential air pollution caused by wood-burning fireplaces.
Overall, these results also suggest that County residents may be more receptive to limiting the
use of wood-burning fireplaces than restricting the use altogether.

Not Extremely
Important Important
4

DK/
NA

3.6 2% 1% 5% 16% 76% <1%
Preserving water supply 3.6 1% 2% 5% 19% 73% 0%
3.6 1% 2% 6% 14% 75% 0%
3.4 3% 3% 9% 19% 66% 1%
Improving water quality 34 2% 3% 11% | 21% 62% 0%
3.4 3% 3% 10% | 20% 64% 0%
3.4 1% 1% 8% 18% 66% <1%
Improving air quality 34 3% 4% 11% | 16% 66% 0%
3.5 4% 3% 7% 11% 74% 0%
Providing programs to 3.2 3% 4% | 13% | 26% 53% 1%
reduce energy
consumption and 3.2 3% 4% 11% | 29% 52% 0%

conserve natural
resources
Improving the energy- . 1%

efficiency of existing . 0%
housing

Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing
businesses

Preserving open spaces
and native animal
habitats

Improving flood
protection

Reducing residential air
pollution, such as wood-
burning fireplaces

" Three issues related to Natural Resources were not included in the 2008 survey, so comparison data are not available (NA).
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NATURAL RESOURCES

Regional Differences

The Central Valley residents consistently rated the issues related to Natural Resources as
significantly more important than their counterparts in other regions of the County. Additionally,
four issues in this category were more important to the residents of West Kern than the
residents of Mountains and East Kern: “Improving air quality”; “Improving the energy-efficiency
of existing housing”; “Improving the energy-efficiency of existing businesses”; and “Reducing
residential air pollution, such as wood-burning fireplaces.”

Although the Mountains residents rated “Preserving water supply” as relatively less important
than the Central Valley residents, this issue actually was among the relatively most important to
these residents. Further, “Preserving open spaces and native animal habitats” earned an above
average importance score among the residents of the Mountains region, and a below average
importance score among their counterparts in all other regions.

West Kern | Central Valley | Mountains | East Kern

Preserving water supply ‘ 3.6 3.7 35

Improving water quality ‘ 3.3 3.6 3.1 8.8
Improving air quality 3.4 3.6 2.9 2.5
Providing programs to reduce

energy consumption and conserve 3.2 &8 3.0 3.0
natural resources

Improving the energy-efficiency of 33 33 59 28
existing housing = =

Improving the energy-efficiency of 31 3.2 57 28
existing businesses = = = =
Preserving open spaces and native

animal habitats e el e &8
Improving flood protection ‘ 2.4 3.0 2.4 2.7
Reducing residential air pollution, 24 29 17 19
such as wood-burning fireplaces - = - -
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GROWTH AND DEVELOPMENT

Of the 27 issues tested, six were related to Growth and Development. Of these issues, the
following four were rated as above average in importance: “Creating more high paying jobs”;
“Encouraging new businesses to relocate to the County in order to diversify the local economy”;
“Revitalizing older neighborhoods and business districts that are becoming rundown”; and
“Preventing the loss of farm land to residential and commercial development.” In contrast to
these, the issues related to housing were rated as average or below average in importance:
“Creating more affordable housing” and “Developing a variety of housing options, including
apartments, townhomes and condominiums.”

Creating more high paying jobs 3.5
Encouraging new businesses 3.4
. I 3.2
Revitalize older districts
Preventing the loss of farm land 3.2
Creating affordable housing 3.1
Developing variety of housing options 2.5
.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0
Not Extremely
Important Important
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GROWTH AND DEVELOPMENT

Trended Results

As might be expected given the recent changes in the economy and housing market, several
Growth and Development issues changed in importance from the 2008 survey to the 2010
survey. The residents who participated in the 2009 and 2010 surveys rated “Encouraging new
businesses to relocate to the County in order to diversity the local economy” as significantly
more important that those who participated in the 2008 survey. In contrast, proportionately fewer
respondents in the 2010 survey indicated a rating of “extremely important” for the issue of
“Revitalizing older neighborhoods and business districts that are becoming rundown.”

In addition, the two issues related to housing increased in importance in the current survey in
comparison to the 2009 survey. Proportionately more of the 2010 respondents than the 2009
respondents indicated a rating of “extremely important” for the following two issues: “Creating
more affordable housing” and “Developing a variety of housing options, including apartments,
townhomes, and condominiums.” Although the importance ratings for these two issues
increased from 2009, it is important to note that these were relatively less important than the
issues related to job creation and the local economy.

When compared to the results of the 2007 survey, the findings of the surveys in the three years
since suggest that residents of Kern County are more concerned about the economy than they
were previously. Specifically, only 51 percent of the 2007 respondents agreed with the
statement, “Kern County lacks opportunities for well-paying jobs.” In comparison, the
respondents of the current survey rated “Creating more high paying jobs” as one of the relatively
most important issues. Similar to the results of the current survey, the 2007 survey found that
affordable housing was rated relatively lower than other issues. Only 57 percent of the
respondents to the 2007 survey agreed with the statement, “We should require local
governments to provide new housing that is affordable for the workforce in the area.” In the
current survey, only 50 percent of the respondents rated “Creating more affordable housing” as
“extremely important.”

Not Extremely
Important Important
0 4

Mean
Score

2010
Creating more high paying jobs 2009
2008

Encouraging new businesses to 2010
relocate to the County in order to 2009
diversify the local economy 2008

Revitalizing older neighborhoods | 2010

and business districts that are 2009
becoming rundown 2008

Preventing the loss of farm land 2010
to residential and commercial 2009
development 2008

2010
Creating more affordable housing | 2009

2008
Developing a variety of housing 2010
options, including apartments, 2009
townhomes and condominiums 2008
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GROWTH AND DEVELOPMENT

Regional Differences

Several regional differences emerged in the residents’ responses to the issues related to
Growth and Development. Overall, the residents of the Mountains region tended to rate these
issues as less important than the residents of West Kern and Central Valley. Additionally,
“Creating more affordable housing” and “Preventing the loss of farm land to residential and
commercial development” was less important to both the Mountains and the East Kern residents
than those who reside in the West Kern and Central Valley regions. Otherwise, the average
East Kern resident gave higher importance ratings to “Encouraging new businesses to relocate
to the County in order to diversify the local economy” and “Developing a variety of housing
options, including apartments, townhomes, and condominiums.”

Although there were differences in the average importance ratings for “Creating more high
paying jobs,” this issue was among the relatively most important across all four regions of the
County. This finding reinforces the results on the most important issue for the future of the
County, presented on page 29 of this report. The Central Valley residents indicated higher
importance ratings for “Preventing the loss of farmland to residential and commercial
development” than the Mountains residents; however, this issue earned an above average
importance score among Mountains residents, and a below average importance score among
Central Valley residents.

West Kern | Central Valley | Mountains | East Kern
Creating more high paying jobs 3.7 3.6 3.3 3.4

Encouraging new businesses to
relocate to the County in order to
diversify the local economy
Revitalizing older neighborhoods
and business districts that are 88 8.8 2.9 3.1
becoming rundown

Preventing the loss of farmland to
residential and commercial 3.2 3.2 3.0 2.7
development

‘ Creating more affordable housing 88 8.8 2.5 2.7

Developing a variety of housing
options, including apartments,
townhomes and condominiums
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MOBILITY

Although the residents surveyed rated the issues related to Mobility as important, seven of
these issues earned scores that indicate they are below average in importance. Just one issue
earned an above average importance rating: “Maintaining local streets and roads.” The
remaining Mobility issues were rated relatively lower in importance: “Reducing traffic
congestion”; “Expanding highways”; “Expanding local bus services”; “Improving public
transportation to other cities”; “Maintaining and improving sidewalks and bike lanes”; “Providing
public transportation, carpooling, and other alternatives to driving alone”; and “Providing

additional sidewalks and bike lanes.”

Maintaining local streets and roads 35
Reducing traffic congestion -0
Expanding highways 3.0
Expanding local bus services 219
Improving public transportation to other cities 2.9
Maintaining sidewalks and bike lanes 29
Providing alternatives to driving alone 219
Providing additional sidewalks and bike lanes 8
.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0
Not Extremely
Important Important
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MOBILITY

Trended Results

The current survey tested eight issues related to Mobility, whereas the 2008 and 2009 surveys
included six and seven issues related to Mobility, respectively. As can be seen in the trended table
below, only two of these issues increased in importance, in comparison to the previous survey.
Proportionately more of the 2010 respondents than the 2009 respondents indicated a rating of
“extremely important” for the issues of “Maintaining local streets and roads” and “Expanding local
bus services.” By contrast, proportionately less of the 2010 and 2009 respondents than the 2008
respondents indicated a rating of “extremely important” for the following issues: “Reducing traffic
congestion,” “Expanding highways,” and “Improving public transportation to other cities.”

Similar to the results of the current survey, road maintenance also emerged as a priority among
the respondents to the 2007 survey. Only 66 percent of those respondents agreed that the
roads throughout Kern County were safe and adequate to handle the current population, and 50
percent disagreed that local governments have adequate funding to provide the roads and
public transportation projects needed to accommodate future population growth.

Approximately 76 percent of the residents surveyed in 2007 agreed with the statement “We should
expand bus and public transit systems.” However, improving public transit was among the relatively
lowest issues in importance to the residents who participated in the 2009 and 2010 surveys.
“Providing public transportation, carpooling, and other alternatives to driving alone”; “Improving
public transportation to other cities”; and “Expanding local bus services” were rated as “extremely
important” by only 37 to 39 percent of the 2010 residents. The high agreement observed in 2007
was most likely due to the less controversial nature of expanding bus and public transit systems.

\[o]#
Important

Extremely

Mean Important | DK/NA

Score

2010 |
2009
2008
2010

Reducing traffic congestion 2009

2008
2010

Expanding highways 2009
2008
2010
2009
2008
2010
2009
2008
2010
2009
2008
Providing public 2010
transportation, ca_rpooling, 2009
and other alternatives to
driving alone 2008
Providing additional
sidewalkgs and bike lanes" 2010

0 1 | 2 | 3 4

Maintaining local streets and
roads

Expanding local bus
services

Improving public
transportation to other cities

Maintaining and improving
sidewalks and bike lanes

¥ This issue related to Mobility was not included in the 2008 survey, so comparison data are not available (NA).
¥ This issue related to Mobility was not included in the 2008 or 2009 surveys.
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MOBILITY

Regional Differences

Each of the eight tested issues related to Mobility tended to be more important to the Central
Valley residents than the residents of Mountains and East Kern regions. Additionally, the
residents of the West Kern region attributed higher importance to the following: “Maintaining

local streets and roads”; “Reducing traffic congestion”; “Expanding highways”; “Maintaining and
improving sidewalks and bike lanes”; and “Providing additional sidewalks and bike lanes.”

In comparison to the residents of Central Valley and West Kern, the Mountains residents
indicated lower importance ratings for “Maintaining local streets and roads”; however, this issue
was among the relatively most important to these residents. The importance of this issue,
relative to the other 26 issues that were tested, suggests that it is still a priority for residents of
this region.

‘ West Kern | Central Valley | Mountains | East Kern

Maintaining local streets and roads 3.5 3.5 8.3 3.4
Reducing traffic congestion 2.6 3.2 2.3 2.1
Expanding highways 3.0 3.2 2.3 2.4
Expanding local bus services ‘ 2.8 3.0 2.5 2.6
Improving public transportation to
other cities 2.9 3.0 pocl, 2.7
Maintaining and improving sidewalks 29 3.0 24 27
and bike lanes = - = =
Providing public transportation,
carpooling, and other alternatives to 2.8 3.0 2.6 2.7
driving alone
Providing additional sidewalks and 57 29 23 25
bike lanes _—
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ISSUES FOR THE FUTURE - OVERALL RATINGS

The table below shows the mean score and percentage breakdown of responses for each of the
27 issues tested in the 2010 survey, ordered from the relatively most important to least
important. Mean scores have been highlighted according to their relative importance: above
average importance scores, average importance scores, and below average importance scores
(please see the key at the bottom of the page).

\[o]# Extremely
Mean DK/
Score Important 1 2 3 Impartant NA

Improving the quality of public education 2% 1% | 4% | 10% 81% 1%

Preserving Watersupply 2% 1% 5% | 16% 76% <1%

Improving crime prevention and gang o o 0 o o o
prevention programs 3.6 2% 2% 5% [ 16% 75% <1%

Creating more high paying jobs 3.5 2% 1% | 8% | 21% 66% 1%

\ Maintaining local streets and roads | 1% 1% | 7% | 31% 60% <1%

Improving water quality 3 4 3% 3% 9% | 19% 66% 1%

\ Improving air quality 4% 4% | 8% | 18% 66% <1%

Improving fire and emergency medical services 3.4 1% 2% | 13% | 25% 58% 1%

Encouraging new businesses to relocate to the o o o o o o
County in order to diversify the local economy R £ kB ds SRR .

Improving local health care and social services 3.3 3% 3% | 13% | 20% 60% 1%

Providing programs to reduce energy
consumption and conserve natural resources =2 8% 4% | 13% || 26% 93% 1%

Ihmprc_)vingtheenergy-efficiencyofexisting 39 3% 2% | 14% | 28% 50% 1%
ousing

Revitalizing older neighborhoods and business 3% 3% | 15% | 31% 47% 1%
districts that are becoming rundown

Preventing the loss of farm land to residential " 5 0 .
and commercial development £ S | || s el 20

Improving the energy-efficiency of existing 31 3% 5% | 16% | 29% 46% 1%
businesses )

Creating more affordable housing 3.1 6% 6% | 16% | 22% 50% 1%

Reducing traffic congestion . 5% 6% | 18% | 25% 45% 1%

Expanding highways . 5% 5% | 20% | 29% 41% 1%

E;%?&rtvsmg open spaces and native animal _ 6% 7% | 19% | 27% 40% 204

Expanding local bus services . 4% 7% | 23% | 25% 39% 1%

\ Improving public transportation to other cities . 5% 7% | 21% | 27% 39% 1%
Il\{:llra;uenstalnlng and improving sidewalks and bike _ 5% 8% | 22% | 26% 39% 1%
Providing public transportation, carpooling, o o o o o o
and other alternatives to driving alone i d | A | Sk D .
Improving flood protection . 6% 8% | 24% | 23% 38% 1%
Providing additional sidewalks and bike lanes . 6% 8% | 24% | 26% 36% 1%
Reducing residential air pollution, such as 11% 11% | 21% | 19% 36% 204

wood-burning fireplaces

Developing a variety of housing options,
including apartments, townhomes and . 8% 11% | 29% | 24% 27% 1%
condominiums

Above average importance scores:
Average importance scores:
Below average importance scores:
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ISSUES FOR THE FUTURE - OVERALL REGIONAL RATINGS

The table below shows the mean scores of the 27 issues tested for each of the four regions of
Kern County. Significant regional differences were highlighted in the previous tables. This table
presents the relative importance of issues within each region. “Improving the quality of public
education,” “Preserving water supply,” “Improving crime prevention and gang prevention
programs” and “Creating more high paying jobs” were among the relatively most important
issues across regions. However, several issues were particularly important to the residents of
the individual regions, such as “Creating more affordable housing” to the West Kern residents,
and “Preserving open spaces and native animal habitats” to the Mountains residents.

West | Central Mountains East
Kern Valley Kern
Average Importance Score within Region 3.1 3.3 2.8 2.9

Improving the quality of public education 3.7
Preserving water supply 3.6

Improving crime prevention and gang prevention programs 3.6
Creating more high paying jobs 3.7
Maintaining local streets and roads 3.5
Improving water quality 3.3
Improving local health care and social services 3.6
Improving fire and emergency medical services 3.2

Encouraging new businesses to relocate to the County in order to 35
diversify the local economy '
Improving air quality 3.4

Providing programs to reduce energy consumption and conserve 39
natural resources )

Revitalizing older neighborhoods and business districts that are
becoming rundown

S 3.3 ‘ 2.9

Improving the energy-efficiency of existing housing 3.3 3.3 2.9

Preventing the loss of farm land to residential and commercial 39 3.0
development ’ ‘

Improving the energy-efficiency of existing businesses »
Creating more affordable housing 3.3 \
Preserving open spaces and native animal habitats

Improving public transportation to other cities

Expanding highways

Providing public transportation, carpooling, and other alternatives
to driving alone

Maintaining and improving sidewalks and bike lanes

Expanding local bus services

Reducing traffic congestion

Improving flood protection

Providing additional sidewalks and bike lanes

Developing a variety of housing options, including apartments,
townhomes and condominiums

Reducing residential air pollution, such as wood-burning
fireplaces

Above average importance scores:
Average importance scores:
Below average importance scores:
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MOST IMPORTANT ISSUE

The residents surveyed were told that the population of Kern County is expected to grow
significantly within the next 20 years, and they were asked to name the single, most important
issue for the future of the County. The respondents were free to say anything that came to mind,
and they were not prompted by the interviewer with any list or categories”. In response, the
residents surveyed mentioned increasing local job opportunities most frequently, at 16 percent.
Issues related to education were the next most frequently mentioned, at 14 percent. This was
closely followed by issues related to crime rate and gang violence, and the environment, at 13
percent and 12 percent, respectively. Rounding out a third tier of responses were issues related
to the quality of jobs available in the area (10%). Finally, roughly 1 in every 10 residents did not
provide an opinion.

These results parallel the findings of the previous questions in the current survey that asked the
respondents to rate the importance of issues. Additionally, the 27 issues that were tested in the
previous questions encompassed all major categories that the residents raised when they were
free to mention anything that came to mind. These results suggest that the 27 issues that were

tested are a comprehensive list of issues that residents consider important to the future.

A | 1 !
I 1 67
| | ]
Education _| 14%
Crime rate / Gang violence _| 13%
Environmental issues _' 12%
Quality of jobs _| 10%
Economic stability / Cost of living _| %
Streets, roads, freeways _| 5%
Housing _I %
Water resources _I %
Well-planned growth _l 4%
Diversifying the local economy ﬁ' 3%
Healthcare / Hospitals Iﬁ' 3%
Other _I 13%
DN | ] 5%

Increasing local job opportunities

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25%

¥ Issues that were mentioned by 2 percent or fewer respondents have been added to the “Other” category for charting purposes. For
the full results of this question, please see the table on the following page.
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MOST IMPORTANT ISSUE

Trended Results

Issues related to the economy were of greater concern to residents in 2010, in comparison to
2008 and 2009. In the 2010 survey, responses related to jobs were categorized into two groups:
increasing local job opportunities and quality of jobs. As can be seen in the table below, about 1
in every 4 respondents mentioned one of these two issues. Additionally, a higher proportion of
the 2010 respondents mentioned education as the single most important issue for the future of
Kern County than those in 2009.

By contrast, a lower percentage of the 2010 respondents than the 2008 respondents mentioned
issues related to streets, roads, freeways and well-planned growth. Overall, the results suggest
that residents continue to consider job creation and job quality, education, crime prevention and
the environment as the most important issues for the future of Kern County.

The 2007 survey presented a list of important issues and asked the respondents to rank the
three most important. Only 5 percent of the 2007 respondents indicated that the economy was
the most serious problem facing their community, whereas roughly 20 percent of the residents
who participated in the 2008 and 2009 surveys, and fully one-quarter of the residents who
participated in the 2010 survey, indicated that increasing job creation and job quality were of
utmost importance.

2010 | 2009 | 2008

Job Creation and Job Quality 26% 21% 20%
Increasing local job opportunities (16%) - -
Quality of jobs (10%) | (21%) | (20%)

Education 14% 8% 11%

Crime rate/Gang violence 13% 16% 17%

Environmental issues (air pollution, water contamination) 12% 12% 11%

Economic stability/Inflation/Cost of living 7% 4% 4%

Streets, roads, freeways 5% 8% 13%

Housing 5% 6% 5%

Water resources 5% 4% 4%

Well-planned growth 4% 5% 10%

Diversifying the local economy/More infrastructure 3% - -

Healthcare/Hospitals 3% 3% 5%

Improved public transportation 2% 2% 5%

lllegal immigration 2% 2% 1%

Natural resources (outdoor recreation, rivers, trees, wildlife) 2% 4% 4%

Farming and agriculture 2% 2% 1%

Sense of community 1% 2% 3%

Better leaders/Local government 1% - -

Unique attractions (parks, restaurants, shopping, and museums) <1% 1% 3%

Open space between cities - <1% -

Other 3% 11% 2%

DK/NA 9% 7% 10%
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MOST IMPORTANT ISSUE

Differences Between Key Demographic Subgroups

With respect to gender differences, the women mentioned education more frequently than the
men. Conversely, the men mentioned well-planned growth more often than the women.

Gender ‘

Male Female
Increasing local job opportunities 16.6% 16.3%
Education 9.7% 18.8%
Crime rate / Gang violence / Better law enforcement 11.9% 13.9%
Environmental issues (air pollution, water contamination) 11.8% 12.8%
Quality of jobs 9.6% 9.7%
Economic stability / Inflation / Cost of living / Lower Taxes 7.8% 5.6%
Streets, roads, freeways 6.1% 4.8%
Housing 4.2% 5.7%
Water resources 6.0% 3.7%
Well-planned growth 5.3% 2.8%
Diversifying the local economy / More infrastructure 3.7% 3.3%
Healthcare / Hospitals 2.9% 2.6%
Improved public transportation 2.6% 2.0%
lllegal Immigration 2.3% 1.7%
Natural resources (outdoor recreation, rivers, trees, wildlife) 2.4% 1.3%
Farming and agriculture 1.7% 1.8%
Sense of community 1.3% .8%
Better leaders / Local government 1.4% .6%
Unique attractions (parks, restaurants, shopping, and museums) .3% .6%
Other 3.2% 2.8%
DK/NA 9.1% 8.6%
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MOST IMPORTANT ISSUE

Differences Between Key Demographic Subgroups

The older residents, ages 55 and older, tended to mention the following issues more frequently
than their younger counterparts: water resources, well-planned growth, illegal immigration, and
better leaders and local government. In comparison, the younger residents, ages 18 to 44,
tended to mention the following issues more frequently than their older counterparts: education,
environmental issues, economic stability and inflation, and natural resources.

18to 25to 35to 45t0 55 to 65 and
34 44 64 older

Increasing local job opportunities 16.0% 16.8% | 16.2% 21.0% 11.7% | 15.6%

Educatlon 15.8% 20.8% | 13.7% | 6.2% | 10.4% | 14.2%

Crime rate / Gang violence / Better law 0 0 ) o . .
enforcement 7.6% | 13.1% | 17.8% | 13.7% | 13.2% | 10.1%

Environmental issues (air pollution, water 26.1% | 95% | 11.206 | 11.8% | 8206 6.7%

contamination)

Quality of jobs 10.9% | 6.9% | 11.1% | 6.9% | 8.8% 13.7%

Economic stability / Inflation / Cost of living / 99% | 48% | 119% | 49% | 5.4% 3.1%
Lower Taxes R ——

Streets, roads, freeways 26% | 6.4% | 4.8% | 52% | 4.2% 8.9%

Housing 93% | 20% | 44% | 51% | 7.8% 3.1%

\Waterresources | 1.1% | 46% | 1.7% | 6.6% | 9.0% 1.7%

Well-planned growth 53% | 1.5% | 3.7% | 4.4% | 3.5% 1.7%

Diversifying the local economy / More 0 0 o . o .
infrastructure 43% | 26% | 25% | 4.3% | 4.6% 3.7%

Healthcare / Hospitals 23% | 1.4% | 2.8% | 4.7% | 4.5% 1.9%

Improved public transportation 1.1% | 1.7% | 3.5% | 4.3% | 1.0% 1.1%

lllegal Immigration .0% 1% 28% | 24% | 2.8% 4.4%

trees, wildlife)

Farming and agriculture 1.1% | 1.0% | 2.0% | 1.5% | 3.3% 1.7%

Natural resources (outdoor recreation, rivers, 11% | 2.8% 5% 20 4.1% A%

Sense of community 3.2% 1% 1% .8% 1.0% 1.2%

Better leaders / Local government .0% .0% 1% .6% 3.5% 3.7%

Unique attractions (parks, restaurants,

; .0% 1% .6% .3% .6% 2%
shopping, and museums)

DK/NA 9.0% | 16.0% | 4.6% | 4.3% | 7.1% 11.1%

|
‘ Other ‘ 41% | 2.7% | 1.2% | 3.3% | 4.1% 3.8%
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MOST IMPORTANT ISSUE

Differences Between Key Demographic Subgroups

Several differences emerged between ethnic groups in the reports of the most important issue
for the future of Kern County. Specifically, proportionately more of the Caucasian residents
mentioned streets, roads and freeways; water resources; and illegal immigration. In comparison,
proportionately more of the Hispanic residents mentioned education and increasing local job
opportunities. Finally, the residents of other ethnic groups mentioned the following issues more
frequently: environmental issues; economic stability and inflation; natural resources; and
farming and agriculture.

Ethnicity
Caucasian | Hispanic | Other

Increasing local job opportunities 12.1% 20.8% | 14.3%
Education 10.9% 17.6% | 11.3%
Crime rate / Gang violence / Better law enforcement 11.1% 15.5% 9.7%
Environmental issues (air pollution, water contamination) 10.1% 12.0% | 20.3%
Quality of jobs 8.4% 10.5% | 10.6%
Economic stability / Inflation / Cost of living / Lower Taxes 5.1% 6.0% 14.8%
Streets, roads, freeways 7.8% 4.3% 1.2%
Housing 3.7% 6.5% 2.2%
Water resources 8.6% 2.9% 8%

Well-planned growth 5.6% 3.0% 1.7%
Diversifying the local economy / More infrastructure 4.0% 3.7% .8%

Healthcare / Hospitals 2.7% 2.2% 5.5%
Improved public transportation 2.2% 2.8% 1.0%
Illegal Immigration 4.0% 6% 1.4%
Natural resources (outdoor recreation, rivers, trees, wildlife) 1% 1.6% 7.0%

Farming and agriculture 1.9% 9% 3.7%

Sense of community .8% 1.5% 2%

Better leaders / Local government 1.7% .6% .8%

Unique attractions (parks, restaurants, shopping, and museums) .3% .6% .0%

Other 3.5% 3.2% 1.3%

DK/NA 9.0% 71.6% 14.1%
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MOST IMPORTANT ISSUE

Regional Differences

As shown in the table below, proportionately less of the Mountains residents mentioned issues
related to the following: increasing local job opportunities, environmental issues, and quality of
jobs. Additionally, the Central Valley residents mentioned issues related to water resources and
better local leadership less often than their counterparts who reside in East Kern or the
Mountains.

West Central Mountains East
Kern Valley Kern

Increasing local job opportunities 17.4% 17.5% 9.3% 21.2%
Education 13.0% 15.7% 14.5% 12.3%
Crime rate / Gang violence / Better law enforcement 12.5% 13.2% 17.6% 12.0%
Enwron_mer_ltal issues (air pollution, water 9.1% 14.8% 4.9% 4.1%
contamination) -

Quality of jobs 14.0% 9.6% 6.0% 11.9%
E;)c()g:mlc stability / Inflation / Cost of living / Lower 6.6% 6.8% 7 8% 9.7%
Streets, roads, freeways 4.6% 4.6% 6.7% 6.5%
Housing 6.2% 5.6% 1.7% 3.6%
Water resources 4.2% 3.3% 6.1% 8.1%
Well-planned growth 1.2% 3.6% 2.5% 4.8%
Diversifying the local economy / More o 0 0 0
infrastructure Lt ERLY {30 S
Healthcare / Hospitals 2.8% 2.5% 4.3% 3.0%
Improved public transportation .6% 2.1% 2.4% 4.2%
Illegal Immigration 4.2% 1.3% 1.9% 2.0%
Ngtu_ral resources (outdoor recreation, rivers, trees, 1.5% 1.8% 5 206 2 8%
wildlife)

Farming and agriculture 2.8% 1.3% 2.7% 3.0%
Sense of community .3% 1.2% 1.7% 1.0%
Better leaders / Local government 1.4% 6% 2.9% 7%
Unique attractions (parks, restaurants, shopping, 0% 3% 15% 1.0%
and museums)

Other 1.0% 2.8% 2.6% 4.3%
DK/NA 7.5% 9.2% 10.1% 6.9%
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ROLE OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT AGENCIES

In the next question of the survey, the residents were asked to consider the role of local
government agencies in preparing for the future of Kern County, and indicate whether local
government agencies are doing enough to manage seven issues"'. For each of the seven
issues tested, no more than 10 percent of the respondents indicated that local agencies are
doing “too much.” In fact, for all but two of the issues, water and housing, significantly more of
the respondents reported that local agencies are “not doing enough” than are doing “just right.

80%
74%

70%
00% 54%

51% 53% ’ 51%
50% - 46% 47% . 44%

0% . 42% 21% 42%
40% +— 38%
30% -
21%
20% +—
10%
10% +
10,.6% 6% 0 4%
4% 00 5% 20 3% 20 3% 4% 3%
0% -

Agriculture  Air quality Water Mobility Economic Housing Services,

and Growth Development Safety and

Management Equity

= Not Enough m Just Right ® Too Much 1 DK/NA

" These issues have been abbreviated for charting purposes; for the exact wording, please see the table on the following page.
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ROLE OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT AGENCIES

Trended Results

This question was included in the survey conducted in 2008. In comparison to the 2008
respondents, the 2010 survey respondents were more likely to indicate that local government
agencies are doing “just right” to improve air quality, reduce traffic congestion and improve
public transportation, and improve housing affordability and encourage the development of more
housing options. Roughly 4 in every 10 residents reported that local government agencies are
doing “just right” to manage these issues. However, compared to the respondents of the 2008
survey, significantly more of those in 2010 reported that local government agencies are “not
doing enough” to manage issues related to economic development (2010: 74% “not enough”).

While this question was not asked in the 2007 survey, it is similar to an exercise that was
included in the community outreach workshops. The workshops found that a majority of the
residents who participated called for new levels of incentives, new regulations, or stronger
regulatory frameworks to manage these issues. In support of the workshop results, while the
current findings suggest that resident perceptions have largely improved since 2008, a majority
of the county residents think that local agencies should be doing even more to prepare for the
future of Kern County.

Too Just Not
VEETr .~ Much | Right Enough DI

Preserving farm lands and open space and 2010 Y 40% 51% 6%
managing urban growth 4% 40% 52% 3%
Improving air qualit 6% 3806 53% 4%
R 6% 20% | 63% 2%

Improving local flood protection, water 2% 47% 46% 5%
supply, and water quality 4% 44% A47% 4%
Reducing traffic congestion and improving 2% 42% 54% 3%
public transportation 3% 34% 61% 2%
Supporting new businesses and industries, 2% 21% 74% 3%
education programs and job opportunities 4% 33% 60% 3%
Improving housing affordability and 10% 41% 44% 4%
encouraging the development of more

housing options 14% 35% 48% 2%
Improving services, such as police and fire 4% 42% 51% 3%
services and local healthcare and social

services 6% 42% 49% 2%
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ROLE OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT AGENCIES

Regional Differences

For the purpose of these regional comparisons, the responses to these items were coded such
that mean scores could be calculated, where “Too Much” = +1, “Just Right” = 0, and “Not
Enough” = -1. To facilitate the interpretation of these scores, a negative score indicates that
residents, on average, believe that local government agencies are doing between just right and
not enough to manage an issue. The more negative a score, the greater the percent of
residents who reported “not enough.”

Significantly more of the Central Valley, Mountains and West Kern respondents, when
compared to the East Kern respondents, reported that agencies are not doing enough to
manage agriculture and growth. Significantly more of the Central Valley respondents reported
that agencies are not doing enough to manage air quality, mobility, and services, safety and
equity than the residents of other regions. Finally, significantly more of the West Kern
respondents reported that agencies are not doing enough to manage housing issues than their
counterparts from other regions of the county.

West Central Mountains East
Kern Valley Kern
Preserving farm lands and open space and
) -5 -5 -5 -.3

managing urban growth — — — -
Improving air quality =5 -.6 -4 =2
Improving local flood protection, water supply, -5 -5 -5 4
and water quality :

Reducing traffic congestion and improving public

. -5 -.6 -4 -4
transportation — - -
Supporting new businesses and industries,
. . " -7 -7 -7 -7

education programs and job opportunities

Improving housing affordability and encouraging

: : -.6 -4 -2 -4
the development of more housing options — - - -
Improving services, such as police and fire
. ) . -5 -5 -4 -4

services and local healthcare and social services — -
Mean Score Computation: “Not Enough” = -1, “Just Right” = 0, and “Too Much” = +1
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PARTICIPATION IN FITNESS AND SPORTS ACTIVITIES

The next section of the survey focused on residents’ fithess habits, and the frequency that they
walk or bicycle in their community. This section was unique to the 2010 survey. As can be seen
in the chart below, roughly 3 out of 5 residents reported that their household participates in
fithess, athletic or sports activities, whereas 2 out of 5 reported that they do not participate in

such activities.

No
41%

Yes
59%

\DK/NA

<1%
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PARTICIPATION IN FITNESS AND SPORTS ACTIVITIES

Differences Between Key Demographic Subgroups

Overall, the respondents with children in their household were more likely to report participating
in fitness or athletic activities. By contrast, significantly more of their counterparts with neither
children nor seniors in the household and those with seniors in the household reported a lack of

fitness activities.

Children or Seniors in the Household

Children in Seniors in
household household

50.1%
45.6% 29.1% 49.9%
5% 2% 1%

Neither

Regional Differences

On the whole, the Central Valley residents reported greater participation in fithess, sports and
athletic activities, in comparison to their West Kern and East Kern counterparts.

Central East
VEULEY Kern

52.9% | 64.2% 57.1% 45.5%
47.1% | 35.8% 42.5% 53.0%
0% 1% 4% 1.5%

Mountains
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TYPES OF FITNESS AND SPORTS ACTIVITIES

The residents who reported patrticipation in fithess, sports or athletic activities (n = 708) were
asked to indicate the specific activities in which they or a household member participate. As
shown in the chart below, several of the most frequently mentioned activities are organized
sports™. In particular, 20 percent or more of these residents mentioned basketball, soccer, or

baseball. Additionally, running and walking were each mentioned by 17 percent.

Basketball

Soccer

Baseball

Running or jogging, outside only
Walking, outside only

Football

Biking or cycling, outside only
Softball

Weight-training

Swimming

Aerobics or group exercise classes
Tennis

Hiking

Volleyball

Going to the gym / Exercise
Golf

Other

DK/NA

25%
22%
20%
17%
17%
14%
11%
9%
8%
7%
7%
5%
5%
5%
3%
3%
16%
<1%
10% 20% 30% 40%

Vit Activities that were mentioned by 2 percent or fewer respondents have been added to the “Other” category for charting
purposes. For the full results of this question, please see the Topline Report.
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IMPORTANCE OF COMMUNITY PARK AND RECREATION FACILITIES

The residents were read a list of five community park and recreation facilities, and asked to rate
the importance of the availability of each facility to their household. Responses were indicated
on a scale of 0 to 4, 0 being “not important” to 4 being “extremely important.” These numeric
responses were averaged to produce an overall score of importance, where the higher the
score, the more important the facility. On average, all of these community park and recreation
facilities were rated as important, with scores ranging from 2.9 to 3.4.

Residents rated the availability of a park in their community as the relatively most important,
with 2 out of 3 residents indicating that it is “extremely important.” In a second tier, with mean
scores of 3.2, were the following: a toddlers’ and children’s playground area; sidewalks and
walking paths; and outdoor sports fields and courts. More than half of the residents rated the
availability of these facilities as “extremely important.” Finally, the availability of bike lanes and
paths was relatively less important, with just 42 percent of the residents indicating a rating of
“extremely important.”

A4
A park 3
. 3.2
A toddlers' and children's playground area
. . 3.2
Sidewalks and walking paths
. 3.2
Outdoor sports fields and courts
. 9
Bike lanes and paths
0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0
Not Extremely
Important Important
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IMPORTANCE OF COMMUNITY PARK AND RECREATION FACILITIES

Regional Differences

Looking at regional differences, the average resident of Central Valley and West Kern gave
higher importance to the availability of each tested community park and recreation facility, in
comparison to the average Mountains and East Kern resident. At the same time, the availability
of a community park was rated as the relatively most important across the four regions.

West Central Mountains East
Kern Valley Kern

| A park 3.3 3.5 3.2 3.1

A toddlers' and children's playground area 8.8 &8 2.8 3.0
Sidewalks and walking paths 82 3.3 2.6 2.9
Outdoor sports fields and courts 3.1 3.3 3.0 2.8
Bike lanes and paths 2.8 3.0 2.4 2.6
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SATISFACTION WITH SIDEWALKS AND WALKING PATHS

The next question asked residents to rate their satisfaction with the availability and maintenance
of sidewalks and walking paths in their community. Approximately 7 out of 10 residents reported
being either “very satisfied” (31%) or “somewhat satisfied” (39%) with the availability and
maintenance of sidewalks. By contrast, close to 3 in 10 residents indicated that they are
dissatisfied. The remaining 3 percent did not render an opinion (DK/NA).

DK/NA

Very dissatisfied Very satisfied
15% 31%
Somewhat
satisfied
39%
Somewhat
dissatisfied
13%

Total Satisfaction
70%

Regional Differences

The table below highlights the regional differences in satisfaction with the availability and
maintenance of sidewalks and walking paths. Total satisfaction, obtained by summing the “very
satisfied” and “somewhat satisfied” responses, was higher among the Central Valley residents
(71%) than among the residents of West Kern (62%), Mountains (64%), and East Kern (62%).
Additionally, a higher percentage of the Central Valley and Mountains residents than East Kern
residents reported being “very satisfied.” Also note that almost 1 out of every 10 residents of
Mountains and East Kern did not provide an opinion.

\ West Kern | Central Valley | Mountains | East Kern |
Very satisfied 26.1% 31.5% 32.5% 20.6%

\ Somewhat satisfied 35.7% 39.3% 31.4% 41.2%

‘ Somewhat dissatisfied 18.3% 13.7% 13.8% 14.2%

Very dissatisfied 17.0% 14.5% 13.3% 15.3%
DK/NA 2.9% 1.0% 9.0% 8.7%
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SATISFACTION WITH BIKE LANES AND PATHS

When asked to rate their satisfaction with the availability and maintenance of bike lanes and
paths in the community, approximately 7 out of 10 residents reported being satisfied, with 29
percent being “very satisfied” and 42 percent “somewhat satisfied.” These results are
comparable to satisfaction with the availability and maintenance of sidewalks and walking paths;
however, there were no regional differences in residents’ satisfaction with bike lanes and paths.

DK/NA
Very satisfied
. 29%
Very dissatisfied
11%
Somewhat
satisfied
42%
Somewhat
dissatisfied
12%
Total
Satisfaction
71%
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FREQUENCY OF WALKING OR BICYCLING

When asked how often they or a member of their household walk or bicycle in their community,
approximately two-thirds of the residents indicated a weekly basis. Approximately 17 percent of
the residents indicated that their household walks or bicycles on a monthly basis, and another 6
percent reported doing so a “few times a year or less.” In comparison, 13 percent reported that

they never engage in these activities.

51%

More than once a week 1_ WEEY,
j 65%
Once a week

Few times a month

Once a month

Few times a year or less

Never

DK/NA

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%
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WALKING AND BICYCLING TRIP PURPOSES

The active residents, those who reported that their household walks or bicycles with any
frequency (n = 1,041), were asked to describe the main purpose of these trips. Among these
respondents, approximately two-thirds reported “fithness or exercise” as the primary purpose of
the trip, and one-third reported “recreation or play.” Less than 10 percent of the residents
mentioned walking or bicycling as transportation, including “travel to school” (8%), “errands or
personal business” (8%), “shopping” (6%), or “travel to work” (4%).

Fitness or exercise 62%
Recreation or play

Travel to / from school

Errands or personal business
Shopping

Visiting friends, family, or neighbors
Travel to / from work

Dining out

Other

DK/NA

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%
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WALKING AND BICYCLING TRIP PURPOSES

Differences Between Key Demographic Subgroups

The walking and bicycling households with children most frequently reported “fitness or
exercise” and “recreation or play” as the purpose of these trips. At the same time, walking and
bicycling for “recreation or play” was more prevalent among the households with children ages
14 and under. Interestingly, less than 1 in 5 of these households reported walking or bicycling to
school, even though they reported that they walk or bicycle for a variety of other purposes.

Oto 5years

Fitness or exercise | 58.1%

Ages of Children in Household

15to 17 years
58.7%

6 to 12 years
54.8%

13 to 14 years
49.1%

Recreation or play 39.4% 44.8% 43.3% 28.7%
Travel to / from school 10.8% 14.0% 18.3% 14.1%
13.7%

tI?rrands or personal 9.5% 7.9% 9.7%
usiness

Shopping \ 4.5% 5.9% 3.7% 6.7%
Visiting friends, family,

. 4.3% 7.4% 7.5% 11.1%
or neighbors
Travel to / from work 4.0% 4.3% 8.6% 8.6%
' Dining out 1.5% 3.8% 4.7% 5.7%
Other 7% 1.8% 3.2% 2.2%
DK/NA 1.3% 4% 1% .8%

Regional Differences

In addition, a higher percentage of the West Kern residents reported “fitness or exercise” as the
purpose for walking or bicycling in the community. By contrast, a greater proportion of the
Central Valley and Mountains residents stated “recreation or play.”

West Kern | Central Valley = Mountains | East Kern |
Fithess or exercise 70.2% 60.7% 51.7% 64.6%
Recreation or play 19.8% 35.1% 43.8% 25.5%

‘ Travel to / from school 10.9% 9.8% 6.7% 6.4%
Errands or personal business 10.6% 7.6% 8.5% 11.8%
Shopping 4.9% 6.1% 4.3% 5.1%

\ Visiting friends, family, or neighbors 6.2% 6.6% 5.6% 3.3%

‘ Travel to / from work 3.1% 5.3% 1.0% 3.8%
Dining out 1.9% 2.5% 1.4% 1.3%
Other 2.4% 1.3% 6.2% 2.4%
DK/NA 2.0% 7% .0% 1.0%
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BARRIERS AMONG ACTIVE RESIDENTS

The following question asked the residents who walk or bicycle in their community (n = 1,041) if
there is anything that prevents their household from doing so more often. More than half of the
residents could not think of a reason (46% “DK/NA” and 7% “nothing”). Otherwise, the most
frequently mentioned barriers to walking and bicycling more often reflected challenges with the
walkability of the community. More specifically, the lack of sidewalks, lanes and paths (10%),
safety issues related to traffic (8%) or crime (6%), inclement weather (8%), and dogs or other
animals (4%). Just a few of these residents mentioned personal reasons, such as a lack of time
(5%).

Not enough sidewalks / lanes / paths 10% ™
Feel unsafe due to traffic / automobiles 8%
Weather 8% — " :
o ) 1 . Walkability Barriers
Poorly maintained sidewalks / lanes / paths 6%
Feel unsafe due to crime 6%
. T o A
Too many dogs and other animals wandering 4%
Too busy / Not enough time 5%
Elderly, disabled, or health reasons 3%
_ Personal Reasons
Justlazy (#1%
Prefer other activities |W<1%
Nothing 7%
Other 4%
DK/NA 46%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%
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BARRIERS AMONG ACTIVE RESIDENTS

Regional Differences

Among those who currently walk or bicycle, the residents of West Kern were less likely to state
walkability barriers, such as the lack of sidewalks, traffic, and the weather, in comparison to their
counterparts living in other regions of Kern County. Significantly more West Kern residents did
not provide an opinion or gave health-related reasons. Otherwise, a higher percentage of the
East Kern residents than those in the Mountains reported that crime keeps them from walking or
bicycling more often in their community.

\liV:rSr;[ (\:/ZTltésl Mountains | East Kern

Not enough sidewalks / lanes / paths 3.8% 9.9% 16.3% 15.6%
Feel unsafe due to traffic / automobiles 3.0% 9.4% 4.5% 3.4%
Weather 4.9% 6.2% 20.7% 8.2%
Poorly maintained sidewalks / lanes / paths 5.3% 7.0% 2.6% 4.6%
Feel unsafe due to crime 4.4% 6.3% 1.6% 8.3%
Too busy / Not enough time 5.6% 4.8% 5.1% 6.4%
Too many dogs and other animals wandering loose 2.9% 4.2% 3.0% 1.2%
Elderly, disabled, or health reasons 8.4% 2.0% 4.3% 2.5%
Just lazy .6% 1% 2.1% 1.9%
Prefer other activities .0% .6% .8% .0%

Nothing 7.0% 7.0% 3.3% 5.5%
Other 2.3% 3.7% 5.9% 3.4%
DK/NA 53.5% 45.8% 34.8% 45.6%
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BARRIERS AMONG INACTIVE RESIDENTS

The residents who reported that their household never walks or bicycles in their community (n =
154) were asked to state the reasons why. In contrast to the results on active residents, these
inactive residents more frequently reported personal reasons and less frequently reported
walkability barriers. Specifically they most frequently mentioned health-related reasons (33%),
or having no time (14%). The most frequently mentioned walkability barrier was crime (10%).

Elderly, disabled, or health reasons 33%
. Personal
Too busy / Not enough time 14% %

Prefer other activities 6% —
Feel unsafe due to crime 10% ~\

Feel unsafe due to traffic / automobiles 7%

Not enough sidewalks / lanes / paths 6%

. Walkability
Live too far away for walking and biking 4% ~ Barriers

Poorly maintained sidewalks / lanes / paths 2%
Hills are unsafe for walking and biking 1%
weather |011% -
Other 13%

DK/NA 10%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%
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AVAILABILITY OF FRESH FRUITS AND VEGETABLES

The next section of the survey assessed residents’ opinions regarding fresh fruits and
vegetables in their area. When asked to rate their satisfaction with the availability of fresh fruits
and vegetables where they shop, almost 9 out 10 residents indicated being either “very
satisfied” (63%) or “somewhat satisfied” (25%). In comparison, just 11 percent reported
dissatisfaction, while the remaining 1 percent did not provide an answer.

DK/NA

1%
Very dissatisfied VeryBS;zSﬂEd
7%
Somewhat
dissatisfied Somewhat
4% satisfied
25%
Total
Satisfaction

88%

Regional Differences

Overall satisfaction with the availability of fresh fruits and vegetables, obtained by summing the
“very” and “somewhat satisfied” responses, was significantly higher among the West Kern
(80%), Central Valley (91%) and Mountains residents (83%), when compared to their East Kern
counterparts (68%). Additionally, the Central Valley residents were the least likely to report
being dissatisfied of the four regions.

West Kern | Central Valley \ Mountains | East Kern |

Very satisfied 52.5% 68.9% 54.6% 35.5%
Somewhat satisfied 27.0% 22.0% 28.7% 32.5%
Somewhat dissatisfied 6.9% 3.6% 5.7% 9.1%
Very dissatisfied 12.1% 5.1% 10.9% 20.9%
DK/NA 1.6% 3% .0% 2.0%
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GROWING FRUITS OR VEGETABLES

When asked if their household grows any fruits or vegetables, roughly 2 out of 5 residents
replied in the affirmative. Conversely, approximately 3 out of 5 residents said “no.” Less than 1
percent of the respondents did not know or did not provide an opinion.

DK/NA

Yes
39%

No
61%
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LIKELIHOOD OF USING A COMMUNITY GARDEN

The next question explained that a community garden is a piece of land that is shared by the
local community for growing fruits, vegetables, herbs, and flowers. Approximately 61 percent of
the residents reported that their household would be likely to use a community garden if one
was available in their neighborhood (39% “very likely” and 22% “somewhat likely”). By contrast,
37 percent reported being unlikely to use a community garden and the remaining 1 percent did
not render an opinion.

DK/NA
1%

Very likely

Very unlikely 39%

26%
Somewhat likely
22%
Somewhat
unlikely Overall
11% Likelihood
61%

Regional Differences

Significantly more Central Valley residents reported that their household would be “very likely” to
use a community garden, in comparison to their East Kern and West Kern counterparts. There
emerged a split in the opinions of residents from the Mountains region of the county.
Specifically, 43 percent indicated that their household would be “very likely” to use a community
garden, whereas 31 percent reported “very unlikely.”

West Kern \ Central Valley | Mountains | East Kern
Very likely 31.7% 43.8% 42.6% 28.4%
Somewhat likely 21.5% 24.3% 15.8% 22.8%
Somewhat unlikely 17.4% 10.7% 9.5% 10.4%
Very unlikely 27.8% 20.1% 31.0% 37.4%
DK/NA 1.6% 1.1% 1.1% 1.0%
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TRAFFIC FLOW

Based on their personal experience, 49 percent of the residents who patrticipated in the 2010
survey indicated a positive rating of either “excellent” or “good” for traffic flow in their city or
town. In comparison, 36 percent of the residents gave traffic flow a rating of “fair” and 14
percent rated it as “poor.”

Overall, residents’ opinions of traffic flow have improved since the 2009 and 2008 surveys, as
indicated by a five-point increase in positive ratings and a corresponding five-point decrease in
the proportion of respondents indicating “fair” or “poor.” The current results also represent a
considerable improvement from the findings of the 2007 survey. When traveling to and from
work, 25 percent of the 2007 respondents indicated that traffic congestion is either a “severe
problem” or “somewhat of a problem,” whereas 43 percent reported that it is “not usually a
problem.”

As previously discussed, there has been a decline in the importance of “Reducing traffic
congestion” from the 2008 survey to the 2010 survey (57% versus 45% “extremely important”
ratings). In addition, a significantly higher proportion of the 2010 residents than the 2008
residents believed that local government agencies are doing “just right” to manage issues
related to mobility. The significant improvement in the ratings of traffic flow provides further
evidence of the decline in importance of reducing traffic congestion, relative to other key issues
that contribute to quality of life in Kern County.

2010 | 33%
2009 - 4% 30% A0% 0%
2008 | 28% 0%

0% 2c;% 4ol% eol% 8OI% 1oI0%

m Excellent = Good H Fair H Poor HDK/NA
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TRAFFIC FLOW

Regional Differences

Similar to the results of the 2009 and 2008 surveys, strong regional differences emerged in the
residents’ ratings of traffic flow in their city or town. As shown in the table below, significantly
more of the Central Valley residents rated traffic flow as either “fair” or “poor” (57%) than the
residents of West Kern (32%), Mountains (24%), and East Kern (27%). Conversely,
proportionately fewer Central Valley residents rated traffic flow as “excellent” or “good.”

These results are similar to the survey findings on importance of issues — the Central Valley
residents rated reducing traffic congestion and other issues related to Mobility as significantly
more important. However, in comparison to the 2009 and 2008 surveys, it is notable that
significantly more Central Valley residents provided a positive rating of traffic flow in 2010.

West Kern Central Valley | Mountains | East Kern

Excellent 24.6% 11.1% 36.2% 36.7%
Good 43.1% 30.9% 37.8% 36.3%
Fair 24.9% 41.0% 19.5% 23.5%
Poor 7.0% 16.4% 4.5% 3.5%
DK/NA .3% .6% 2.0% .0%
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TYPE OF TRANSPORTATION

More than 3 out of 4 residents in the 2010 survey indicated that they typically drive alone to go
to work or school. In comparison, just 6 percent of the residents carpool and 4 percent take
public transit.

The 2010 survey results do not differ significantly from the results of the 2009 and 2008
surveys. Additionally, among the 2007 respondents who reported that they work outside the
home, 76 percent indicated that they typically drive alone. Taken as a whole, transportation
modes of county residents have not changed significantly since the 2007 survey.

| 77%
Drive alone %
77%
| %
Carpool 8%
7%
1 Naw
Public Transit 4%
6%
108 2%
Walk |1B1%
1%
1B<1%
Bike |ME1%
2%
| %
Don't work outside the home %
3%
| 7%
DK/NA 5%
4%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
@2010 m2009 m=2008
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TYPE OF TRANSPORTATION

Differences Between Key Demographic Subgroups

Significantly more of the residents with household income less than $30,000 reported that they
usually ride public transit to work or school or that they work from home compared to their
counterparts with higher household income. Conversely, fewer of the residents with household
income less than $30,000 reported that they drive alone. Similar to the results of the 2009 and
2008 surveys, these results suggest that the use of public transit in Kern County is strongly
related to household income.

Annual Household Income
Less than | $30,000 to less | $60,000 to less $80,000
$30,000 than $60,000 than $80,000 or more
e e (Ee0, HUes, 63.6% 78.3% 86.4% 92.8%
motorcycle, scooter) — - - -

| Carpool | 6.9% 5.5% 3.3% 2.1%
Public Transit (Bus or shuttle) 9.1% 3.2% 1% 4%

[ | 8% 3% .0% 1%

| 3.3% 2.1% 0% 0%

3% 3% .0% .0%

7.5% 6.6% 7.1% 3.3%

Regional Differences

Transportation modes differed slightly across the regions of the county, but a majority of
residents in all regions usually drive alone to get to work or school. At the same time,
proportionately more of the Central Valley residents reported that they drive alone, and less
reported that they work from home, bike or walk.

East

Central

Valley MCEMETE Kern

70.7% 74.8%

3.9% 3.6%

1.8% 2.2%

.8% 1.7%

.0% 1.9%

‘ Work from home / Don't work outside the home 6.5% 7.9% 6.6%

Other . .0% .8%

DK/NA . 14.9% 8.4%
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AVERAGE COMMUTE TIME

The residents were asked how many minutes they spend traveling to and from work each day.
As shown in the following chart, 39 percent of the respondents spend 20 minutes or less, 46
percent spend 21 to 60 minutes, and 10 percent spend more than 60 minutes in their commute.
Overall, the results of the 2010 survey are similar to the findings of the 2009 and 2008 surveys;
however, there was a decrease in the residents who reported a commute of 11 to 20 minutes.

10 minutes or less

11 to 20 minutes

21 to 40 minutes

41 to 60 minutes 160
1 10%
More than 60 minutes 13%
7%
4%
DK/NA 6%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40%
02010 m=2009 ®=2008
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AVERAGE COMMUTE TIME

Differences Between Key Demographic Subgroups

With respect to income differences, significantly more of the residents with household income of
$30,000 to less than $60,000 reported that they commute 10 minutes or less. By contrast, more
of the respondents from the highest income group, $80,000 or more, reported travelling over 60
minutes. In addition, the respondents from households with $60,000 to less than $80,000 in
annual income were more likely to report commuting 11 to 20 minutes in their round-trip

commute.

Annual Household Income |

Less than $30,000 to less | $60,000 to less | $80,000 or
$30,000 than $60,000 than $80,000 more
10 minutes or less 22.1% 25.9% 18.5% 15.8%

11 to 20 minutes 17.7% 16.9% 30.9% 19.7%
21 to 40 minutes 29.1% 24.2% 25.2% 27.2%
41 to 60 minutes 18.8% 20.7% 14.2% 15.8%
More than 60 minutes 5.3% 10.4% 9.5% 19.0%

DK/NA 7.0% 2.0% 1.7% 2.5%

Regional Differences

Significantly more of the Central Valley residents than the Mountains residents reported
traveling 21 to 40 minutes to and from work each day. Conversely, significantly more of the
Mountains residents than the Central Valley residents reported a round-trip commute time over

60 minutes.

West Kern ’ Central Valley | Mountains | East Kern ‘

|
10 minutes or less \ 29.1% 20.5% 23.1% 20.3%
11 to 20 minutes | 22.6% 19.4% 20.2% 19.6%
21 to 40 minutes \ 19.4% 29.1% 13.2% 23.8%
‘ 41 to 60 minutes \ 15.4% 19.6% 19.2% 17.0%
More than 60 minutes \ 8.7% 8.6% 18.3% 15.3%
DK/NA | 48% 2.8% 6.0% 4.0%
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AVERAGE COMMUTE MILES

As shown in the following chart, 41 percent of the residents who participated in the 2010 survey
reported that they travel 10 miles or less to and from work or school. Otherwise, approximately
37 percent of the residents travel 11 to 40 miles, and 17 percent travel more than 40 miles. No
differences in the results of the 2008, 2009 and the 2010 surveys reached a statistically
significant level.

5 miles or less

6 to 10 miles

11 to 20 miles

21 to 40 miles

More than 40 miles

5%

DK/INA |

10%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40%

@2010 = 2009 m 2008

Regional Differences

A higher percentage of the West Kern residents reported that they travel 5 miles or less in their
round-trip commute than their counterparts from Central Valley or East Kern. Additionally, the
Central Valley residents were more likely to report traveling 6 to 20 miles and the Mountains and
East Kern residents were more likely to report traveling distances over 40 miles in their round-
trip commute.

West Kern | Central Valley | Mountains
5 miles or less 34.2% 21.2% 21.8% 17.8%
6 to 10 miles 9.2% 21.8% 6.8% 21.7%
| 11 to 20 miles 19.1% 20.5% 15.4% 9.2%
| 21 to 40 miles 21.1% 18.6% 14.3% 18.6%
More than 40 miles 11.9% 14.0% 35.5% 27.8%
DK/NA 4.4% 3.9% 6.3% 5.0%
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MARGIN OF ERROR

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

The table below shows the possible sampling variation that applies to a percent result reported
from a probability type sample. Because the sample of 1,200 respondents was drawn from the
estimated population of approximately 550,183 adult residents of Kern County, one can be 95
percent confident that the margin of error due to sampling will not vary, plus or minus, by more
than the indicated number of percent points from the result that would have been obtained if the
interviews had been conducted with all persons in the universe. As the Table indicates, the
maximum margin of error for all aggregate responses is between 1.7 and 2.8 percent for this
survey.

This means that, for a given question with dichotomous response options (e.g., Yes/No)
answered by all 1,200 respondents, one can be 95 percent confident that the difference
between the percent breakdowns of the sample and those of the total population is no greater
than 2.8 percent. The percent margin of error applies to both sides of the answer, so that for a
guestion in which 50 percent of respondents said yes, one can be 95 percent confident that the
actual percent of the population that would say yes is between 47 percent (50 minus 2.8) and 53
percent (50 plus 2.8).

Distribution of Responses

n  90%/10% | 80%/20% | 70%/30%  60%/40% 50%/50%

1200 1.7% \ 2.3% \ 2.6% \ 2.8% 2.8%
600 2.4% 3.20 3.7% 3.9% 4.0%
200 4.2% 5.5% 6.3% 6.8% 6.9%

The margin of error for a given question also depends on the distribution of responses to the
guestion. The 2.8 percent refers to dichotomous questions where opinions are evenly split in the
sample with 50 percent of respondents saying yes and 50 percent saying no. If that same
guestion were to receive a response in which 10 percent of the respondents say yes and 90
percent say no, then the margin of error would be no greater than plus or minus 1.7 percent. As
the number of respondents in a particular subgroup (e.g., age) is smaller than the number of
total respondents, the margin of error associated with estimating a given subgroup’s response
will be higher. Due to the high margin of error, Godbe Research cautions against generalizing
the results for subgroups that are composed of 25 or fewer respondents.
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READING CROSSTABULATION

The questions discussed and analyzed in this report comprise a subset of various
crosstabulation tables available for each question. Only those subgroups that are of particular
interest or that illustrate particular insights are included in the discussion. Should readers wish
to conduct a closer analysis of subgroups for a given question; the complete breakdowns
appear in Appendix D. These crosstabulation tables provide detailed information on the
responses to each question by demographic and attitudinal groups that were assessed in the
survey. A typical crosstabulation table is shown below.

A short description of the item appears on the left-hand side of the table. The item sample size
(n =1,200) is presented in the first column of data under “Total.” The results to each possible
answer choice of all respondents are presented in the first column of data under “Total.” The
aggregate number of respondents in each answer category is presented as a whole nhumber,
and the percent of the entire sample that this number represents is just below the whole
number. In this example, among the total respondents, 409 residents reported that they are
“very satisfied” with the quality of life in their city or town, and this number of respondents equals
34 percent of the total sample size of 1,200%. Next to the “Total” column are other columns
representing responses from the men and the women. The data from these columns are read in
the same fashion as the data in the “Total” column, although each group makes up a smaller
percent of the entire sample.

Gender

Total

Very satisfied

Male Female

1. Generally speaking are
you satisfied or

dissatisfied with the _ i
quality of life in your city Somewhat dissatisfied
or town?

Very dissatisfied

Somewhat satisfied

DK/NA

" For the overall results of the survey, the data were weighted to compensate for the over-sampling of specific regions of Kern
County. Following this weighting, the sample sizes were rounded to the nearest whole number — sample sizes of .5 or above were
rounded up to the next number, and .4 or below were rounded down to the previous number. As a result, the sample sizes may not
total to exactly 1200. Please note that the raw data include precisely 1200 respondents, and the differences in the table above are
simply the consequences of statistical weighting.
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SUBGROUP COMPARISONS

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

The results from the “z-test” are displayed in a separate table below the crosstabulation table. If
the percent in one cell is statistically different from the percent in another, the column label will
be displayed in the cell from which it varies significantly. For instance, in the table below, a
significantly higher percent of the women (12%) reported “somewhat dissatisfied” than the men
(8%); the letter “A,” which stands for the male respondents appears under Column “B,” which
stands for the female respondents. The letters in the table indicate the differences where one
can be 95 percent confident that the results are due to actual differences in opinions or
behaviors reported by subgroups of respondents.

It is important to note that the percent difference among subgroups is just one piece in the
equation to determine whether two percents are significantly different from each other. The
variance associated with each data point is integral to determining significance. Therefore, two
calculations may be different from each other according to the percent reported, yet the

difference may not be statistically significant according to the “z” statistic.

Gender
Male Female

Total ‘

Very satisfied

Somewhat satisfied

1. Generally speaking are
you satisfied or
dissatisfied with the
quality of life in your city Somewhat dissatisfied
or town?

Very dissatisfied

DK/NA

Gender
Male ‘ Female
(GY) (B)
Very satisfied

1. Generally speaking are you satisfied | Somewhat satisfied

or dissatisfied with the quality of life in Somewhat dissatisfied

your city or town? Very dissatisfied
DK/NA
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UNDERSTANDING A MEAN SCORE

In addition to the analysis of the percent of the responses, some results are discussed with
respect to a descriptive mean score. Means are the arithmetic averages of responses. For
example, to derive the overall importance of an issue in improving the future quality of life in
Kern County (Q3), residents were asked to rate an issue on a scale of 0 to 4, 0 being “not
important” to 4 being “extremely important.” The responses were then averaged to produce a
final score that reflects overall importance. The resulting mean score makes the interpretation of
the data considerably easier.

For Questions 3, 5 and 8 of the survey, the reader will find mean scores. These mean scores
represent the average response of each group. The table below shows the scales for each of
the corresponding questions. The respondents who did not know or did not respond to the
guestion (DK/NA) were not included in the calculations of these mean scores.

Question Measure Scale Values

0.0 = Not Important (0)
10=1

Q3 and Q8 Importance Ratings Oto4 20=2

3.0=3

4.0 = Extremely Important (4)

-1.0 = Not Enough
Q5 Role of Local Government Agencies -1to+1 0.0 = Just Right
+1.0 = Too Much
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UNDERSTANDING A MEAN SCORE

Only those subgroups that are of particular interest, or that illustrate a particular insight, are
included in the discussion within the report with regard to mean scores. A typical crosstabulation
table of mean scores is shown in the adjacent table.

The aggregate mean score for each item in the question series is presented in the first column
of the data under “Total.” For example, among all the survey respondents, the facility 8A,
“Sidewalks and walking paths,” earned a mean score of 3.2. Next to the “Total” column are
other columns representing the mean scores assigned by the respondents grouped by region.

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

Region
West Central East
Total Kern VaIIey Mountains Kern

8A. Sldewalks and walkmg EES

8B. Bike lanes and paths

8C. Outdoor sports fields and
courts

8D. A toddlers' and children's
playground area

8E. A park

Region
WES Gl ‘ Central Valley ‘ Mountains ‘ East Kern

(B) (D)

‘ 8A. Sidewalks and walking paths

‘ 8B. Bike lanes and paths

8C. Outdoor sports fields and
courts

8D. A toddlers' and children's
playground area

‘ 8E. A park

2010 Community Survey Page 66
Godbe Research April 2010



‘ Appendix B: Topline Report

GODBE RESEARCH
Gain Insight




Godbe Research

KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS: 2010 COMMUNITY SURVEY
Topline Report
March 2010

Godbe Research 2010 Community Survey Kern Council of Governments

The Kern Council of Governments commissioned Godbe Research to conduct a telephone survey of
residents of Kern County with the following research objectives: (a) assess residents’ overall opinion
of the quality of life in their city or town; (b) survey the importance of issues related to the future
quality of life in the County; (c) evaluate the role of local government agencies in preparing for the
future of Kern County; (d) survey the walking and bicycling habits of residents in the County;

(e) gauge resident satisfaction with the availability of fresh fruits and vegetables in the community;
and (f) to understand the daily commute of the average resident.

SURVEY METHODOLOGY

The respondents were selected using random digit dialing (RDD), which randomly selects phone
numbers from the active residential phone exchanges within the area of study. Interviewers first asked
potential respondents a series of questions referred to as “Screeners.” These questions were used to
ensure that the person lived in Kern County and was at least 18 years of age. In order to ensure that
the sample was representative of the ethnicity of the County population, a listed sample of Hispanic
residents was used to supplement the RDD methodology.

Overall, 1,200 residents in Kern County completed the survey, representing a total universe of
approximately 550,183 adult residents in the County. The study parameters resulted in a margin of
error of plus or minus 2.8 percent. Interviews were conducted from March 8 through March 15, 2010,
and the average interview time was approximately 15 minutes. Interviews were conducted in either
Spanish (n = 14) or English (n = 1,186), depending on the preference of the resident who was
surveyed.

In order to allow segmentation of the results by region of Kern County, three areas of the County were
over-sampled. During the study, 200 interviews were completed in each of the following regions —
West Kern, Mountains, and East Kern, and the remaining 600 interviews were completed in the
Central Valley region. For the overall results presented in this report, the over-sampling was corrected
by statistically weighting the data by region (see Question K).

Once collected, the sample of respondents was compared with the actual adult population of Kern
County (based on 2006-2008 American Community Survey estimates) to examine possible
differences between the demographics of the sample of respondents and the actual County
population. The data were weighted to correct differences, and the results presented are
representative of the adult population of Kern County in terms of gender, age, ethnicity and region of
residence.

QUESTIONNAIRE METHODOLOGY

To avoid the problem of systematic position bias, where the order in which a series of questions is
asked systematically influences the answers, several questions in the survey were randomized such
that the respondents were not consistently asked the questions in the same order. The series of items
in Questions 3, 5 and 8 were randomized to avoid such position bias.

Questions 4, 7, 12, 13, 14 and G allowed the residents surveyed to mention multiple responses. For
this reason, the response percentages sum to more than 100, and these represent the percent of the
residents who mentioned a particular response, rather than the percent of total responses.

Page 10of 17

MEAN SCORES AND ROUNDING

In addition to the percentage breakdown of responses to each question, results for the questions
relating to the importance of issues related to future quality of life (Q3), the role of local government
agencies in preparing for the future of Kern County (Q5), and the importance of the availability of
community park and recreation facilities (Q8) include a mean score. For example, to derive the overall
importance of an issue in improving the future quality of life in Kern County (Q3), residents were
asked to rate an issue on a scale of 0 to 4, 0 being “Not Important” to 4 being “Extremely Important.”
The numeric ratings were then averaged to produce a final score that reflects overall importance. The
resulting mean score makes the interpretation of the data considerably easier. The respondents who
did not know or did not respond to the question (DK/NA) were not included in the calculations of these
mean scores.

Conventional rounding rules apply to the percentages shown in this report, .5 or above is rounded up
to the next number, and .4 or below is rounded down to the previous number. As a result, the
percentages may not total to 100 percent.
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1. Generally speaking are you satisfied or dissatisfied with the quality of life in your city or town 3. Again, looking ahead to the next 20 years, I'd like to ask you about a number of issues facing
residents. Please rate the importance of each issue in improving the future quality of life in Kern

2010 | 2009 | 2008 County.

Very satisfied 34% 31% 38%
44% 47% 41% On a scale of 0 to 4, 0 being not important to 4 being extremely important, how important is
10% | 13% | 12% ?
| Very dissatisfied  [WER) 8% 8%
2% 2% 1% Not Extremely
Year glean Important Important | DK/NA
core ) 4
2. Looking ahead to the next 20 years, do you think the quality of life in your city or town will stay AGRICULTURE
about the same as today, or will it be better or worse? 3A. Preventing the loss of 2010

farm land to residential and

2010 | 2009 008 commercial development 2009

| 15% 13% 5% AIR QUALITY AND ENERGY CONSER!

Somewhat better | 24% 25% 22%
Stay about the same 21% 24% 19% 3B. Improving air quality

EIETETE 20% | 17% | 22% : P
Much worse 15% 16% 19% 3C. Reducing residential air
DKINA | 5% 5% 2% pollution, such as wood-

o o o burning fireplaces

3D. Providing programs to

reduce energy consumption

and conserve natural
resources

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

3F. Encouraging new
businesses to relocate to the
County in order to diversify
the local economy

3G. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing
businesses

GROWTH MANAGEMENT
3H. Revitalizing older
neighborhoods and
business districts that are
becoming rundown
HOUSING

3l. Creating more affordable
housing

3J. Developing a variety of
housing options, including
apartments, townhomes and
condominiums

3K. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing
housing
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4. The population of Kern County is expected to grow significantly within the next 20 years. With this
DK/INA in mind, what do you think is the single, most important issue for the future of Kern County?

2010 | 2009 2008

Increasing local job opportunities 16%
Education 14% 8% 11%

3M. Reducing traffic : Crime rate/Gang violence 13% 16% 17%
: g : Environmental issues (air pollution, water contamination) | 12% 12% 11%

: |

|

Extremely
Important
4

MOBILITY

3L. Expanding highways

3N. Maintaining local streets
and roads

congestion i
Quality of jobs 10% 21% 20%
Economic stability/Inflation/Cost of g 7% 4% 4%

Streets, roads, freeways 5% 8% 13%

Housing 5% 6% 5%

30. Expanding local bus

services
- - Water resources 5% 4% 4%
g2 Improw_ng [P s Well-planned growth 4% 5% 10%
transportation to other cities - — -
—— Diversifying the local economy/More infrastructure 3% - -
3Q. Maintaining and = o o o
improving sidewalks and Healthcare/Hospitals 3% 3% 5%
bike lanes 2% 2% 5%
3R. Providing additional 2% 2% 1%
sidewalk.s 'and biket lanes 2% 4% 4%
?rz.nzrz‘?t:ltri‘c?nngll'::ooling 220 26 1%
4 ‘ ’ 1% 2% 3%

and other alternatives to

driving alone Better leaders/Local government 1% = =

OPEN SPACE AND HABITATS Unique attractions (parks, restaurants, shopping, and museums) [ 1% 3%
3T. Preserving open spaces Open space between cities (NOT PARKS) - <1% -

and native a Other 3% 11% 2%
DK/NA | 9% 7% 10%

3U. Improving fire and , 2010

emergency medical services [ 2009

3V. Improving local health 2010
care and social services l 2009

3W. Improving crime

3Y. Preserving water supply

3Z. Improving flood
protection
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5. Next, I'd like you to think about the role of local government agencies in preparing for the future of
Kern County. Please tell me if you believe local government agencies are doing enough to
manage each of the following issues.

Here’s the (first/next): , are local government agencies doing too much, not enough,
or just right to manage this issue?

CED] Too Just Not
Score | Much ’ Right Enough LIRS
5A. Preserving farm lands and open space 2010 -5 40% 51% 6%
and managing urban growth 2008 -5 4% 40% 52% 3%
5B. Improving air quality 2010 2 G S S G
. 2008 -6 6% 29% 63% 2%
5C. Improving local flood protection, water 2010 -5 2% 47% 46% 5%
supply, and water qualit; 2008 -5 4% 44% 47% 4%
5D. Reducing traffic congestion and 2010 =5 2% 42% 54% 3%
improving public transportation 2008 -6 3% 34% 61% 2%
SE. Supporting new businesses and 2010 -7 2% 21% 74% 3%
industries, education programs and job
opportunities 2008 -6 4% 33% 60% 3%
5F. Improving housing affordability and | 2010 4 10% 41% 44% 4%
encouraging the development of more
housing options | 2008 -3 14% 35% 48% 2%
ices, such as police a | 2010 -5 4% 42% 51% 3%
fire services and local healthcare and social
services | 2008 -4 6% 42% 49% 2%

Mean Score Computation: “Not Enough” = -1, “Just Right” = 0 and “Too Much” = +1.
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Next, I'd like to ask you a few questions about parks and recreation facilities in your area.

6. Do you or a member of your household participate in fitness, athletic, or sports activities?

7. [IF Q6 = YES; n = 708] What fitness, athletic, or sports activities do you or a member of your
household participate in? [DON'T READ CHOICES; RECORD MULTIPLE RESPONSES]

Basketball

Baseball

Running or jogging, outside only
Walking, outside only

Football

Softball

Weight-training

Swimming

Aerobics or group exercise classes
Tennis

Hiking

Volleyball

Going to the gym/Exercise

Golf

Gymnastics

L EREIERS
Wrestling

Hunting and fishing
Track and field

Roller hockey

Dance
Other
DK/INA
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8. Next, I'm going to read a list of community park and recreation facilities. For each one, please rate
the importance of the availability of this type of community facility to your household.

On a scale of 0 to 4, 0 being not important to 4 being extremely important, how important is having
in your community? [RESPONSE MUST BE A NUMBER; REPEAT THE SCALE TO

PROMPT]
Mean \[] Extremely
S Important Important DK/NA
0 4

8A. Sidewalks and walking 1%
paths :
8B. Bike lanes and paths : 1%
8C. Outdoor sports fields ’ 1%
and courts :
8D. A toddlers' and ’ 1%
children's playground area
8E. A park ! 0%

9. Generally speaking are you satisfied or dissatisfied with the availability and maintenance of
sidewalks and walking paths in your community? [GET ANSWER, THEN ASK:] Is that very
(satisfied/dissatisfied) or somewhat (satisfied/dissatisfied)?

Very satisfied | 31%
Somewhat satisfied | 39%
N e 13%
| 15%
| 3%

10. Generally speaking are you satisfied or dissatisfied with the availability and maintenance of bike
lanes and paths in your community? [GET ANSWER, THEN ASK:] Is that very
(satisfied/dissatisfied) or somewhat (satisfied/dissatisfied)?

Very satisfied | 29%
Somewhat satisfied | 42%
Somewhat dissatisfied [P

Very dissatisfied | 1%
DK/NA
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11. How often do you or a member of your household walk or bicycle in your community?

e e 51%
Once a week | 14%
Few times a month | 12%

| Onceamonth |

Few times a year or less |
Never

DK/INA

12.[IF Q11 = MORE THAN ONCE A WEEK TO FEW TIMES A YEAR OR LESS; n = 1,041]
In these cases, what is the purpose of the trip? [RECORD MULTIPLE RESPONSES]

Fitness or exercise

Recreation or play

Travel to/from school

Errands or personal business
Shopping

Visiting friends, family, or neighbors \
Travel to/from work

Dining out

Other

DK/INA

13.[IF Q11 = MORE THAN ONCE A WEEK TO FEW TIMES A YEAR OR LESS; n = 1,041] Is there
anything that prevents your household from walking or bicycling in your community more often?
[DON'T READ CHOICES; RECORD MULTIPLE RESPONSES]

Not enough sidewalks/lanes/paths

Feel unsafe due to traffic/automobiles
Weather

Poorly maintained sidewalks/lanes/paths

Feel unsafe due to crime 6%
Too busy/Not enough time 5%

Too many dogs and other animals wandering loose 4%
Elderly, disabled, or health reasons 3%

Just laz

Other
DKINA
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14.[IF Q11 = NEVER; n = 154] What are the main reasons your household does not walk or bicycle in
your community? [DON'T READ CHOICES; RECORD MULTIPLE RESPONSES]

Elderly, disabled, or health reasons 33%
Too busy/Not enough time 14%
Feel unsafe due to crime 10%
Feel unsafe due to traffic/automobiles 7%
Not enough sidewalks/lanes/paths 6%
Prefer other activities 6%
Live too far away for walking and biking 4%
Poorly maintained sidewalks/lanes/paths 2%

Weather 1%
Other 13%
DKINA 10%

Moving on, | have a few questions on the availability of fresh fruits and vegetables in your area.

15. Generally speaking are you satisfied or dissatisfied with the availability of fresh fruits and
vegetables where you shop? [GET ANSWER, THEN ASK] Is that very (satisfied/dissatisfied) or
somewhat (satisfied/dissatisfied)?

Very satisfied | 63%
Somewhat satisfied | 25%
Somewhat dissatisfied |
Very dissatisfied |
DK/INA |

16. Does your household grow any fruits or vegetables?

Godbe Research 2010 Community Survey Kern Council of Governments
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17. A community garden is a piece of land that is shared by the local community for growing fruits,
vegetables, herbs, and flowers. If a community garden was available in your neighborhood, how
likely would you or a member of you household be to use it?

Very likely
Somewhat likely

Somewhat unlikel

Very unlikely

Next, I'd like to ask you about your daily commute and local transportation issues.

18. Based on your personal experience, how would you rate traffic flow in your city or town? Is traffic
flow excellent, good, fair, or poor?

16%

Excellent
Good 33% 30% 28%
Fair 36% 40% 36%
Poor 14% 15% 20%
DK/NA 1% 1% -

19. What type of transportation do you typically use to go to work or school?

Drive alone (car, truck, motorcycle, scooter)
Carpool
Work from home/Don't work outside the home

Public Transit (Bus or shuttle)
Walk

Bicycle

Other

DKI/NA
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DEMOGRAPHIC QUESTIONS:

20. [SKIP IF Q19 = WORK FROM HOME OR DK/NA; n = 1,065] On average, how many minutes do
you spend traveling to and from work or school each day?

A. To begin, how many years have you lived in Kern County? [DON'T READ CHOICES]

Average Time 38.9 min 33.4 min Less than one year

10 minutes or less 20% 21% 19% One year to less than five years

11 to 20 minutes 19% 22% 25% Five years to less than ten years

21 to 40 minutes 27% 26% 27% 10 years or more

41 to 60 minutes 19% 19% 16%

More than 60 minutes 10% 13% 7%
INA 4% - 6%

21.[SKIP IF Q19 = WORK FROM HOME OR DK/NA; n = 1,065] On average, how many miles do you
travel to and from work or school each day?

2009 | 2008
Average Miles 25.7 miles 26.7 miles 24.7 miles
5 miles or less 21% 24% 20%
6 to 10 miles 20% 21% 20%
11 to 20 miles 19% 20% 18%
21 to 40 miles 18% 18% 18%
More than 40 miles 17% 16% 14%
DK/INA 5% <1% 10%
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Mountains | E. What is your age? [DON'T READ LIST]

<1%

1% 18 to 24
<1% 25 to 34

1% 35to 44

<1% 45 to 54

<1% 55 to 59

<1% 60 to 64

<1% 65 to 74

<% 75 to 84

<1% | 85 and over |
4%

East Kern |

1%

2%

<1%

<1%

1%

<1%

5%

3% | Four or more |

DK/NA
C. Do you currently rent or own your place of residence? G. [IF QF = CHILDREN IN HOUSEHOLD; n = 639] What are the ages of these children living in your

household? [MULTIPLE RESPONSES PERMITTED. IF NECESSARY, PROMPT WITH GRADE

[Rent eI LEVELS]
68%
4%

D. What ethnic group do you consider yourself a part of or feel closest to? [IF RESPONDENT
HESITATES, READ LIST]

0 to 5 years (pre-school) | 47%
6 to 12 years (grade-school) | 55%
13 to 14 years (middle-school) [BPLAA
15 to 17 years (high-school)  [BEPLA

Caucasian/White
African-American/Black
Asian-American

H. Including yourself, if applicable, how many adults age 65 and over live in your household?

Native American
Pacific Islander
Two or more races
Other

DK/INA
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I.  Please stop me when | reach the category that best describes your total household income before

taxes in 2009.

Less than $20,000

$20,000 to less than $30,000
$30,000 to less than $40,000
$40,000 to less than $60,000

$60,000 to less than $80,000
$80,000 to less than $100,000
More than $100,000

DKI/INA

J. Respondent's Gender:

Male | 52%

Female

K. Region:

Universe Population

Raw Data Weighted to

’ (US Census 2000) County Population
West Kern | 13,298 17% 3%
Central Valley | 323,526 50% 77%
Mountains | 34,499 17% 7%
48,675 17% 12%

L. Survey Language:

English  [BeELA
Spanish 1%

Topline Report
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KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
2010 Community Survey
Final Draft — Approved 3/3/10: (n = 1,200; 18 min; Translation to Spanish)

Hello, my name is and I'm calling on behalf of GRA, a public opinion research firm. We're
conducting a survey concerning important issues in Kern County and we would like to get your
opinion.

[IF NEEDED:] | can assure you that | am not trying to sell you anything — this is a study about local
issues and your opinion is extremely valuable.

[IF THE INDIVIDUAL SAYS THEY ARE ON THE NATIONAL DO NOT CALL LIST, RESPOND
BASED ON THE GUIDELINES FROM THE MARKETING RESEARCH ASSOCIATION. FOR
EXAMPLE, IF THE INDIVIDUAL SAYS: “There's a law that says you can't call me,” RESPOND
WITH:] “Most types of opinion research studies are exempt under the law that Congress recently
passed. That law was passed to regulate the activities of the telemarketing industry. This is a
legitimate research call. Your opinions count!”

We are trying to obtain a representative sample of Kern County residents in terms of their gender
and age. For statistical reasons, | would like to speak to the youngest adult male currently at home
that is at least 18 years of age. [Or youngest female depending on the statistics of previous
interviews.]

[IF THERE IS NO MALE AT LEAST 18 AVAILABLE, THEN ASK:]

OK, then I'd like to speak to the youngest adult female currently at home that is at least 18 years of
age.

[IF THERE IS NO MALE/FEMALE AT LEAST 18 AVAILABLE, THEN ASK FOR CALLBACK TIME.]
[IF THE INDIVIDUAL INDICATES THAT THEY ARE AN ELECTED OFFICIAL, THANK THEM FOR
THEIR TIME, POLITELY EXPLAIN THAT THE FOCUS OF THIS SURVEY IS ON THE PUBLIC’S
PERCEPTION OF LOCAL ISSUES, AND TERMINATE THE INTERVIEW.]

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

i. Are you, or any member of your household, associated with any County or City government
board, committee, or commission?

Yes 1 [CONTINUE TO Qii TEXT]
No 2 [GOTO QA]
[DON'T READ] DK/NA 99 [CONTINUE TO Qii TEXT]

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

A. To begin, how many years have you lived in Kern County? [DON'T READ CHOICES]

Less than one year

One year to less than five years
years --------------

Five years to less than ten
10 years or more

Do not live in Kern County

DK/NA

5 [THANK & TERMINATE]

99 [THANK & TERMINATE]

B. What is your home zip code? [DON'T READ CHOICES; USE FOLLOWING QUOTAS]

Questionnaire Page 1 of 14 March 3, 2010

[WEST KERN; REGION = 1; n = 200]
93206 1
93224 2
93249 3
93251 4
93252 5
93268 6
93276 7
[CENTRAL VALLEY; REGION = 2; n = 600]
93203 8
93215 9
93226 10
93241 11
93250 12
93263 13
93280 14
93287 15
93301 16
93304 17
93305 18
93306 19
93307 20
93308 21
93309 22
93311 23
93312 24
93313 25
93314 26
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[MOUNTAINS; REGION = 3; n = 200] I'd like to begin by getting your overall opinion of living in your city or town.
93205 27
93225 28 1. Generally speaking are you satisfied or dissatisfied with the quality of life in your city or
93238 29 town? [GET ANSWER, THEN ASK:] Is that very (satisfied/dissatisfied) or somewhat
93240 30 (satisfied/dissatisfied)?
93243 31
93255 32 Very satisfied 1
93283 33 Somewhat satisfied 2
93285 34 Somewhat dissatisfied 3
93518 35 Very dissatisfied 4
93531 36 [DON'T READ] DK/NA 99
93561 37
[EAST KERN; REGION = 4; n = 200] 2. Looking ahead to the next 20 years, do you think the quality of life in your city or town will
93501 38 stay about the same as today, or will it be better or worse? [ASK IF REPLY IS “BETTER”
93505 39 OR “WORSE"] Is that much (better/worse) or somewhat (better/worse)?
93516 40
93519 41 Much better 1
93523 42 Somewhat better 2
93524 43 Stay about the same 3
93527 44 Somewhat worse 4
93528 45 Much worse 5
93554 46 [DON'T READ] DK/NA 99
93555 47
93560 48
OTHER 98 [THANK & TERMINATE]
DK/NA 99 [THANK & TERMINATE]
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3. Again, looking ahead to the next 20 years, I'd like to ask you about a number of issues 4. The population of Kern County is expected to grow significantly within the next 20 years.
facing residents. Please rate the importance of each issue in improving the future quality of With this in mind, what do you think is the single, most important issue for the future of Kern
life in Kern County. County? [DON'T READ CHOICES, RECORD MULTIPLE RESPONSES]

On a scale of 0 to 4, 0 being not important to 4 being extremely important, how important is Crime rate/Gang violence 1
? [RESPONSE MUST BE A NUMBER; REPEAT THE SCALE TO PROMPT] Diversifying the local economy 2
[RANDOMIZE] [DON'T READ] Economic stability/Inflation/Cost of living 3
DK/NA Education 4
AGRICULTURE T Environmental issues (air pollution, water contamination )---------=--=-==---- 5
A. Preventing the loss of farm land to residential and Farming and agriculture 6
commercial development 0 - ] mmmm 2 em 3 - 4-----99 Healthcare/Hospitals 7
AIR QUALITY AND ENERGY CONSERVATION Housing 8
2‘ :;n%rov_mg a|r_gua|t|_ty| ir polluti h 0o Ao s Improved public transportation 9
R e S R S ncteasng ol ohcpprtnios -~ i
D. Providing programs to reduce energy consumption Natural resources (outdoor recreation, rivers, trees, wildlife) --------------- 11
and conserve natural resources----------------=---=---=-- 0 ----- 1 2 3 - 4-----99 Quality of jobs X 12

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT Sense of community 13
E. Creating more high paying jobs [o— U JUS  SU J_—e Streets, roads, freeways 14
F. Encouraging new businesses to relocate to the County Water resources 15

in order to diversify the local economy =------============ 0 === e . B L Well-planned growth 16
G. Improving the energy-efficiency of existing businesses 0 ----- 1 ----- 2 ----- 3 -----4-----99 Other [SPECIFY] 98

GROWTH MANAGEMENT DK/NA 99

H. Revitalizing older neighborhoods and business districts
that are becoming rundown 0 - 1 2 3 - 4-----99

HOUT‘_INGCreaﬁng more affordable hoUSING -------------mmrmrmememee ) —one p— P J S B 5. Next, I'd like you to think about the role of local government agencies in preparing for the
J. Developing a variety of housing options, including future of Kern County. Please tell me_if you believe local government agencies are doing

apartments, townhomes and condominiums------------ 0 enough to manage each of the following issues.

K. Improving the energy-efficiency of existing housing----- 0

MOBILITY Here's the (first/next): , are local government agencies doing too much, not
L. Expanding highways 0---1 enough, or just right to manage this issue?
M. Reducing traffic congestion 0 [DON'T
T [RANDOMIZE] Too Just Not READ]
N. Maintaining local streets and roads ---------------=----------0 Much Right Enough  DKINA
O. Expanding local bus services A. Preserving farm lands and open space and
P. Improving public transportation to other cities ------------ 01 managing urban growth 1 2 99
Q. Maintaining and improving sidewalks and B. Improving air quality 1 2 99
bike lanes -—— ” " 0123499 C. Improving local flood protection, water supply,
R. Providing additional sidewalks and bike lanes ----------—- 0 - 1 2 -----3 -----4-----99 and water quality 2 fcJ— 99
S. Providing public transportation, carpooling, and D. Reducing traffic congestion and improving public
other alternatives to driving alone ----------------meeeunaau 0 - 1----2-----3 -----4-----99 transportation 1 2 [ p— 99
OPEN SPACE AND HABITATS E s i busin nd industri
T. Preserving open spaces and native animal - Supporting new businesses a ustries,
habitats 0 === J =memm 2 oo 3 oo feean-Q9 education programs and job opportunities--- 1 2 [ J— 99
SERVICES, SAFETY AND EQUITY F. Improving housing affordability and encouraging
U. Improving fire and emergency medical services --------- 0 - 123 - 4-----99 the development of more housing options 1 2 3 99
V. Improving local health care and social services ----------0 ==--- 1 -===- 2 ---—= 3 -—-—-4----99 G. Improving services, such as police and fire services
W. Improving crime prevention and gang prevention and local healthcare and social services 1 2 3 - 99
programs [ 3 4-----99
X. Improving the quality of public education-------------------0 ----- 1 2-----3 ----4-----99
WATER
Y. Preserving water supply 0 - 1 2 3 4-----99
Z. Improving flood protection 0---1---2-—-3 - 4-----99
AA.Improving water quality 0 - Tomee 2 3 - 4-----99
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Next, I'd like to ask you a few questions about parks and recreation facilities in your area.

6. Do you or a member of your household participate in fitness, athletic, or sports activities?

Yes 1 [CONTINUE]
No 2 [GO TO Q8]
[DON'T READ] DK/NA 99 [GO TO Q8]

7. [IF Q6 =1, “YES"] What fitness, athletic, or sports activities do you or a member of your
household participate in? [DON'T READ CHOICES; RECORD MULTIPLE RESPONSES]

Aerobics or group exercise classes ------------=-=---- 1
Basketball 2
Baseball 3
Biking or cycling, outside only ---------=------er----- 4
Dance 5
Football 6
Gymnastics 7
Hiking 8
Martial arts 9
Roller hockey 10
Running or jogging, outside only---------------------- 11
Skateboarding 12
Soccer 13
Softball 14
Swimming 15
Tennis 16
Volleyball 17
Walking, outside only 18
Weight-training 19
Other [SPECIFY] 98
DK/NA 99

8. Next, I'm going to read a list of community park and recreation facilities. For each one,
please rate the importance of the availability of this type of community facility to your

household.

On a scale of 0 to 4, 0 being not important to 4 being extremely important, how important is

Godbe Research

2010 Community Survey

Kern COG

having in your community? [RESPONSE MUST BE A NUMBER; REPEAT

THE SCALE TO PROMPT]

[RANDOMIZE] [DON'T READ]
DKINA

A. Sidewalks and walking paths ----------=====--emeemmeeecaeee 0 —-m- y [ P— 3 4-----99

B. Bike lanes and paths --------nemmmmmmmmmee e () oo [ — 3 e 4-----99

C. Outdoor sports fields and courts----==-==-=====sssmmmmmuueue () ==en [ B, S N

D. Atoddlers’ and children’s playground area ----------------0 -=--- SN, DU, QU J—.

I O s 1o 2-menn 3w femen99
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9. Generally speaking are you satisfied or dissatisfied with the availability and maintenance of
sidewalks and walking paths in your community? [GET ANSWER, THEN ASK] Is that very

(satisfied/dissatisfied) or somewhat (satisfied/dissatisfied)?

Very satisfied

Somewhat satisfied

Somewhat dissatisfied

Very dissatisfied
[DON'T READ] DK/NA

OB wWN -~

©

10. Generally speaking are you satisfied or dissatisfied with the availability and maintenance of
bike lanes and paths in your community? [GET ANSWER, THEN ASK] Is that very

(satisfied/dissatisfied) or somewhat (satisfied/dissatisfied)?

Very satisfied

Somewhat satisfied

Somewhat dissatisfied

Very dissatisfied

[DON'T READ] DK/NA

O P WN -

©

11. How often do you or a member of your household walk or bicycle in your community?

More than once a week

Once a week
Few times a month

Once a month

Few times a year or less
Never

[DON'T READ] DK/NA

OO WN =

©

[CONTINUE]
[CONTINUE]
[CONTINUE]
[CONTINUE]
[CONTINUE]
[GO TO Q14]
[GO TO Q15]

12.[IFQ11=1TO 5, “MORE THAN ONCE A WEEK” TO “FEW TIMES A YEAR OR LESS"]
In these cases, what is the purpose of the trip? [RECORD MULTIPLE RESPONSES]

Travel to/from school

Travel to/from work:

Dining out

1
2
3

Errands or personal business -------------------—-

Fitness or exercise

Recreation or play

Shopping

Visiting friends, family, or neighbors -------------

Other [SPECIFY]

[DON'T READ] DK/NA

Questionnaire
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13. Is there anything that prevents your household from walking or bicycling in your community
more often? [DON'T READ CHOICES; RECORD MULTIPLE RESPONSES]

Elderly, disabled, or health reasons--------=-==--=---- 1
Feel unsafe due to crime 2
Feel unsafe due to traffic/automobiles
Not enough sidewalks/lanes/paths
Poorly maintained sidewalks/lanes/paths----
Prefer other activities
Too busy/Not enough time ---------==-==-=--eeeeeeeev
Weather
Other [SPECIFY]
DK/NA

14.[IF Q11 = 6, “NEVER"] What are the main reasons your household does not walk or bicycle
in your community? [DON'T READ CHOICES; RECORD MULTIPLE RESPONSES]

Elderly, disabled, or health reasons
Feel unsafe due to crime
Feel unsafe due to traffic/automobiles
Not enough sidewalks/lanes/paths

Poorly maintained sidewalks/lanes/paths------------ 5
Prefer other activities 6
Too busy/Not enough time ---------==-==-=-=e-eeeeueeev 7
Weather: 8
Other [SPECIFY] 98
DK/NA 99
Questionnaire Page 9 of 14 March 3, 2010
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Moving on, | have a few questions on the availability of fresh fruits and vegetables in your area.

15. Generally speaking are you satisfied or dissatisfied with the availability of fresh fruits and
vegetables where you shop? [GET ANSWER, THEN ASK:] Is that very
(satisfied/dissatisfied) or somewhat (satisfied/dissatisfied)?

Very satisfied
Somewhat satisfied
Somewhat dissatisfied
Very dissatisfied
[DON'T READ] DK/NA

OPWN -

©

16. Does your household grow any fruits or vegetables?

Yes 1
No 2
[DON'T READ] DK/NA 99

17. A community garden is a piece of land that is shared by the local community for growing
fruits, vegetables, herbs, and flowers. If a community garden was available in your
neighborhood, how likely would you or a member of you household be to use it?

Very likely
Somewhat likely
Somewhat unlikely
Very unlikely
[DON'T READ] DK/NA

OPRWN =

©
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Next, I'd like to ask you about your daily commute and local transportation issues.

18. Based on your personal experience, how would you rate traffic flow in your city or town? Is
traffic flow excellent, good, fair, or poor?

Excellent

Good

Fair
Poor:

[DON'T READ] DK/NA

O WN =

©

19. What type of transportation do you typically use to go to work or school? [DON'T READ
CHOICES. IF MORE THAN ONE RESPONSE, PROBE FOR MOST TYPICAL MODE.]

Bike 1
Carpool 2
Drive alone (car, truck, motorcycle, scooter) ------- 3
Public Transit (Bus or shuttle)-- -4
Walk 5
Work from home/Don’t work outside the home----- 6
Other [SPECIFY: 98
DK/NA 99

[CONTINUE]
[CONTINUE]
[CONTINUE]
[CONTINUE]
[CONTINUE]
[GO TO QC]
[CONTINUE]
[GO TO QC]

20. On average, how many minutes do you spend traveling to and from work or school each
day? [NEED TOTAL ROUND TRIP COMMUTE TIME; RECORD TIME AS MINUTES]

total minutes

21. On average, how many miles do you travel to and from work or school each day? [NEED
TOTAL ROUND TRIP MILEAGE; RECORD DISTANCE AS MILES]

total miles

Godbe Research 2010 Community Survey

Kern COG

Questionnaire
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There are just a few more questions that will only be used for statistical comparisons.

C. Do you currently rent or own your place of residence?

Rent 1
Own 2
[DON'T READ] DK/NA 99

D. What ethnic group do you consider yourself a part of or feel closest to? [IF RESPONDENT

HESITATES, READ LIST]

African-American/Black
Asian-American
Caucasian/White
Latino(a)/Hispanic
Native American
Pacific Islander
Two or more races
Other
[DON'T READ] DK/NA

OONOORWN-=

© ©

E. What is your age? [DON'T READ LIST]

18to 24
251034
35t044
45to 54
55 to 59
60 to 64
65to 74
75t0 84
85 and over
DK/NA

O©OONOUHWN =

©o

F. How many children under the age of 18 live in your household?

None
One
Two
Three
Four or more
[DON'T READ] DK/NA

O P WN =20

©
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G. [IFQF =1TO 4, CHILDREN IN HOUSEHOLD] What are the ages of these children living in
your household? [MULTIPLE RESPONSES PERMITTED. IF NECESSARY, PROMPT
WITH GRADE LEVELS]

0 to 5 years (pre-school)
6 to 12 years (grade-school)
13 to 14 years (middle-school) -
15 to 17 years (high-school)
[DON'T READ] DK/NA

H. Including yourself, if applicable, how many adults age 65 and over live in your household?

None
One
Two
Three
Four or mor
[DON'T READ] DK/NA 9

O©OPWN-_O

I. To wrap things up, can you please tell me if your total household income is more or less
than $40,000 per year?

Les 1 [GOTO QI1]
More 2 [GOTOQI?]
[DON'T READ] DK/NA 99 [GO TO END]

1. [IF QI = 1] Please stop me when | reach the category that best describes your total
household income before taxes in 2009.

Less than $20,000 1 [GO TO END]
$20,000 to less than $30,000----r-<--rmrmermemenmemen 2 [GO TOEND]
$30,000 to less than $40,000---------r-wrmemememen 3 [GO TOEND]
[DON'T READ] DK/NA 99 [GO TO END]

12. [IF QI = 2] Please stop me when | reach the category that best describes your total
household income before taxes in 2009.

$40,000 to less than $60,000---
$60,000 to less than $80,000---
$80,000 to less than $100,000 ----
More than $100,000
[DON'T READ] DK/NA

These are all the questions | have for you. Thank you very much for participating!

Questionnaire Page 13 of 14 March 3, 2010
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J. Respondent's Gender [RECORD BY VOICE]:

Male
Female 2

-

K. Region [RECORD FROM ZIP CODE IN QB]J:

West Kern 1
Central Valley 2
Mountains 3
East Kern 4
L. Survey Language:
English 1
Spanish 2
NAME PHONE
DATE OF INTERVIEW VALIDATED BY

Questionnaire Page 14 of 14

March 3, 2010




Godbe Research Community Survey Kern COG

KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
Community Survey
Survey Introduction for Hispanic Sample

Hello. May | speak with ? My name is and I'm calling on behalf of GRA,
a public opinion research firm. We're conducting a survey concerning important issues in Kern
County and we would like to get your opinion.

[IF NEEDED:] | can assure you that | am not trying to sell you anything — this is a study about
local issues and your opinion is extremely valuable.

[IF THE INDIVIDUAL SAYS THEY ARE ON THE NATIONAL DO NOT CALL LIST, RESPOND
BASED ON THE GUIDELINES FROM THE MARKETING RESEARCH ASSOCIATION. FOR
EXAMPLE, IF THE INDIVIDUAL SAYS: “There's a law that says you can't call me,” RESPOND
WITH:] “Most types of opinion research studies are exempt under the law that Congress
recently passed. That law was passed to regulate the activities of the telemarketing industry.
This is a legitimate research call. Your opinions count!”

[IF THE LISTED PERSON IS NOT AVAILABLE THEN ASK:] We are trying to obtain a
representative sample of Kern County residents in terms of their gender and age. For statistical
reasons, | would like to speak to the youngest adult male currently at home that is at least 18
years of age. [Or youngest female depending on the statistics of previous interviews.]

[IF THERE IS NO MALE AT LEAST 18 AVAILABLE, THEN ASK:]

OK, then I'd like to speak to the youngest adult female currently at home that is at least 18 years
of age.

[IF THERE IS NO MALE/FEMALE AT LEAST 18 AVAILABLE, THEN ASK FOR CALLBACK
TIME ]

[IF THE INDIVIDUAL INDICATES THAT THEY ARE AN ELECTED OFFICIAL, THANK THEM
FOR THEIR TIME, POLITELY EXPLAIN THAT THE FOCUS OF THIS SURVEY IS ON THE
PUBLIC’'S PERCEPTION OF LOCAL ISSUES, AND TERMINATE THE INTERVIEW.]

i. Before we begin, are you, or anyone in your household, associated with any County or City
government board, committee, or commission?

Yes 1 [THANK & TERMINATE]
No 2 [CONTINUE]
[DON'T READ] DK/NA 99 [THANK & TERMINATE]

Questionnaire Page 1 of 1 March 3, 2010
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Crosstabulation Tables

Gender
Male Female
Total

Very satisfied

Somewhat satisfied

1. Generally speaking are
you satisfied or dissatisfied

with the quality of life in Somewhat dissatisfied
your city or town?

Very dissatisfied

DKINA

b

Comparisons of Column Pr'.)portionsa

Gender
Male Female
(A) (B)

Very satisfied

1. Generally speaking are Somewhat satisfied
you satisfied or dissatisfied . )
with the quality of life in SonEUiE s
your city or town? Very dissatisfied

DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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 18to24 25to34 35to44 45to54 55to64 65 and older

Total 175 257 234
Very saticfied 58 82 73 66 53 71
v 334% | 31.8% | 311% | 30.7% | 37.7% 43.4%
Somewhat satisfied o s S el &8 G
1. Generally speaking are W S 54.9% | 452% | 482% | 401% | 37.2% 36.8%
you satisfied or dissatisfied
with the quality of life in Somewhat dissatisfied 12 21 i & 1 17
your city or town? 6.9% 10.5% 7.5% 16.0% 7.9% 10.6%
8 28 17 26 20 P
Very dissatisfi
ery dissatisfied 48% | 109% | 75% | 12.4% | 14.2% 7.4%
0 4 13 2 4 3
DKINA
0% 1.6% | 57% 8% 3.0% 1.9%

,C

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

18to24 25to34 35to44 45to54 55to64 65 and older
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E) (F)
Very satisfied
1. Generally speaking are Somewhat satisfied
&l?#lstﬁgs;:f;li?; gfls“sf:tilrs]fled Somewhat dissatisfied
your city or town? Very dissatisfied
DKINA . 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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Length of Residence
Five years to
less than ten
years
Total 142 968

35 333

24.4% 34.4%

. 75 433
1. Generally speaking are ST iEBEE e 52.6% 44.7%

you satisfied or dissatisfied 17 91

with the quality of life in S hat dissatisfied
your city or town? omewhat dissatistie 11.7% 9.4%

Less than five
years

10 years or
more

Very satisfied

Very dissatisfied
A— 8.2% 9.9%

DKINA

3.1% 1.6%

b

. . a
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Length of Residence
. Five years to
Less tehaarg five eihannen 10 ﬁ:rres or
y years
(A) (B) (C)
Very satisfied
1. Generally speaking are Somewhat satisfied
you satisfied or dissatisfied
with the quality of life in
your city or town? Very dissatisfied

DK/INA

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

Somewhat dissatisfied

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
Total Caucasian Hispanic

Total 559 143
. 185 23
Very satisfied 33.1% 16.0%
. 254 87
1. Generally speaking are el eeIiET 45.4% | 60.4%
you satisfied or dissatisfied 65 10
with the quality of life in Somewhat dissatisfied
your city or town? 11.6% 6.9%
47 17
Very dissatisfied 8.5% 11.9%
.5% 9%
8 7
DKINA
1.5% 4.8%

b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Ethnicity
Caucasian Hispanic Other
(A) (B) (C)

Very satisfied

1. Generally speaking are Somewhat satisfied

you satisfied or dissatisfied s )

with the quality of life in Somewhat dissatisfied

your city or town? Very dissatisfied
DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Annual Household Income

$30,000 to $60,000 to
L$e§°s 328" less than less than $8?“1%°rg @
i $60,000 $80,000

Total 137 233
48 86
Very satisfied 35.0% 37.0%
- 58 107
1. Generally speaking are ST iEBEE e 42.1% 46.1%
you satisfied or dissatisfied 18 17
with the quality of life in Somewhat dissatisfied
your city or town? 12.8% 7.3%
6 20
Very dissatisfied 4.2% 8.5%
2% 5%
8 2
DKINA
5.9% 1.0%.

. . ab
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Annual Household Income

Less than $I30,00£ to $60,000 to $80,000 or
$30,000 ess than [EEERGED P
’ $60,000 $80,000
(A) (B) (C) (D)
Very satisfied
1. Generally speaking are Somewhat satisfied
you satisfied or dissatisfied
with the quality of life in
your city or town? Very dissatisfied

DK/INA

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

Somewhat dissatisfied
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Homeownership

Total Rent Own
Total 1155 816
394 292
34.1% | 30.0% | 35.8%

Somewhat satisfied o2 152 356
1. Generally speaking are w st 44.0% |44.8% | 43.6%

you satisfied or dissatisfied 17 27 90

with the quality of life in Somewhat dissatisfied
your city or town? 10.1% | 7.8% | 11.0%

109 48 61
94% |141% | 7.5%
28 11 17
24% | 3.3% | 2.0%

Very satisfied

Very dissatisfied

DKINA

. . ab
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Homeownership
Rent Own
(A) (B)
Very satisfied

1. Generally speaking are Somewhat satisfied
you satisfied or dissatisfied s )
with the quality of life in Somewhat dissatisfied
your city or town? Very dissatisfied

DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Children or Seniors in the Household

: Children in Seniors in
UGEL Neither household household

Total

Very satisfied

Somewhat satisfied

1. Generally speaking are

you satisfied or dissatisfied

with the quality of life in Somewhat dissatisfied
your city or town?

Very dissatisfied

DK/INA

. . ab
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Children or Seniors in the Household

Children in Seniors in

Neither household household

(A) (B) (C)

Very satisfied
1. Generally speaking are Somewhat satisfied
you satisfied or dissatisfied
with the quality of life in
your city or town? Very dissatisfied
DKI/NA
Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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.

Somewhat dissatisfied

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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Future Quality of Life

Stay about the
Better CETs

Total 421
Very satisfied =27 e & 00
v 34.1% | 42.7% 35.4% 23.7%
e 502 214 94 194
1. Generally speaking are S enhateatisfie 44.1% | 46.1% 37.2% 46.1%
you satisfied or dissatisfied 113 30 31 52
with the quality of life in h i isfi
your city or town? Somewhat dissatisfied PRV NYOR 12.2% 12.5%
. - 108 18 29 62
Very dissatisfied 95% | 3.8% 11.5% 14.7%
26 4 10 12
DKINA
2.3% 9% 3.8% 3.0%

Comparisons of Column Proportions

Future Quality of Life

Stay about the
Better e Worse

(A) (C)
Very satisfied

1. Generally speaking are Somewhat satisfied
you satisfied or dissatisfied A o
with the quality of life in enratidiceats e
your city or town? Very dissatisfied
DK/NA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Household Participation in Fitness or Sports
Activities
Total Yes No
Total

Very satisfied

1. Generally speaking are SemeriEGeEIEE

you satisfied or dissatisfied
with the quality of life in Somewhat dissatisfied
your city or town?

Very dissatisfied

DK/INA

,b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Household Participation in
Fitness or Sports A ties

Very satisfied
1. Generally speaking are Somewhat satisfied

you satisfied or dissatisfied
with the quality of life in
your city or town? Very dissatisfied

DK/INA

Somewhat dissatisfied

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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1200 627
179 103
14.9% [16.4% | 13.2%

Somewhat better 2D o k8
2. Looking ahead to the next 23.9% | 24.5% | 23.2%
20 years, do you think the Stay about the same 252 134 118
quality of life in your city or
town will stay about the 21.0% |21.4% | 20.6%
same as today, or will it be 238 110 127

better or worse? S UL (050, | 17.6% | 22.2%
183 | 87 96

15.3% | 13.9% | 16.7%
62 | 39 24

52% | 6.2% 4.1%

b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Gender
Male Female
(A) (B)
Much better
2. Looking ahead to the next
20 years, do you think the SEMETIED BEy
quality of life in your city or  Stay about the same
town will stay about the Somewhat worse
same as today, or will it be
better or worse? Much worse
DK/NA
Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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2. Looking ahead to the next

20 years, do you think the
quality of life in your city or
town will stay about the
same as today, or will it be
better or worse?

2. Looking ahead to the next
20 years, do you think the
quality of life in your city or
town will stay about the
same as today, or will it be
better or worse?

Total

Much better

Somewhat better

Stay about the same

Somewhat worse

Much worse

DKINA

Comparisons of Column Proportions

Much better
Somewhat better
Stay about the same
Somewhat worse
Much worse

DK/NA

Total

Age

18to24 25t034 35to44

45to 54 55to 64 65 and older

(A)

(B)

a,b

Age
18to24 25to34 35to44 45to54
(C) (D)

55to 64 65 and older

(E) (F)

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Length of Residence
Five years to
less than ten
years

Less than five
years

10 years or
more

Total 1200 142 968
179 20 137
Much
uch better 14.9% 25.1% 13.9% 14.1%
286 15 34 238
s hat bett
2. Looking ahead to the next omewhat betier 23.9% 16.6% 23.8% 24.6%
20 years, do you think the Stay about the same 252 21 31 200
ears, do y { u
?;'v?:‘"{v“",fs"t;ey"a‘g’:;'t'tﬁ'éy o Y 21.0% 23.0% 21.9% 20.7%
same as today, or will it be Somewhat worse 238 19 15 204
better or worse? 19.8% 21.4% 10.4% 21.0%
Much worse i v & il
15.3% 7.6% 24.6% 14.6%
62 6 8 49
DKINA
52% 6.2% 54% 51%

a,b

Comparisons of Column Proportions

Length of Residence
, Five years to
Less t;;e:g five less than ten 10 )Il:g:: or
Y years
(A) (B) (C)
Much better
2. Looking ahead to the next
20 years, do you think the S menatieticy
quality of life in your city or  Stay about the same
town will stay about the Somewhat worse
same as today, or will it be
better or worse? Much worse
DK/NA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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 12




Total Caucasian Hispanic

Eth

nicity

Total 559 143
95 21
Much bett:
ch better 16.9% | 14.9%
164 28
Somewhat better
2. Looking ahead to the next 29.4% 19.5%
20 years, do you think the Stay about the same 114 23
quality of life in your city or y u
town will stay about the 20.4% 16.1%
same as today, or will it be 90 28
better or worse? Somewhat worse 161% | 19.5%
Much worse o “ =
15.2% 14.1% 13.2% | 26.7%
61 34 22 5
DK/NA
5.2% 7.4% 3.9% 3.4%
a,b

Comparisons of Column Proportions

Ethnicity
Hispanic Other

Caucasian
(A)

(B

) (C)

2. Looking ahead to the next
20 years, do you think the

quality of life in your city or
town will stay about the
same as today, or will it be
better or worse?

Much better
Somewhat better
Stay about the same
Somewhat worse
Much worse

DK/NA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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2. Looking ahead to the next
20 years, do you think the
quality of life in your city or
town will stay about the
same as today, or will it be
better or worse?

2. Looking ahead to the next
20 years, do you think the
quality of life in your city or
town will stay about the
same as today, or will it be
better or worse?

Less than $30,000 to

ICELRET
$30,000 $60,000

Annual Household Income

$60,000 to
less than
$80,000

$80,000 or
more

Total 1035 330 137 233
162 53 13 24
Much
uch better 15.6% 21.6% 16.0% 9.4% 10.1%
254 79 86 26 63
Somewhat bett
omewhat better 24.6% 23.6% 26.0% 18.9% 27.3%
Stay about the same 22 2 & &0 ol
v 21.9% 21.5% 20.4% 27.0% 21.7%
Somewhat worse kD N o & &
19.2% 14.0% 18.3% 22.7% 26.0%
Much wores 146 43 54 20 29
14.1% 12.9% 16.2% 14.5% 12.7%
47 22 10 10 5
DKINA
4.6% 6.5% 3.0% 7.6% 2.2%
a,b

Comparisons of Column Proportions

Annual Household Income

$30,000 to $60,000 to
ngg g(‘)%" [CERGED [CEEROED]
: $60,000 $80,000

(A) (B) (C)
Much better
Somewhat better
Stay about the same
Somewhat worse
Much worse
DK/NA

$80,000 or
more

(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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Homeownership

Total Rent Own
1155
169
14.6% [21.2% | 11.9%

Somewhat better 22 e et
2. Looking ahead to the next 23.6% |25.3% [22.9%
20 years, do you think the Stay about the same 242 74 169
quality of life in your city or y u
town will stay about the 21.0% |21.7% | 20.7%
232 43 189

samelasftoayioaitiibe Somewhat worse
better or worse? 20.1% | 12.7% | 23.2%
179 49 130

15.5% | 14.4% | 16.0%
60 16 44
52% | 47% | 54%

Much worse

DKINA

,b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Homeownership
Rent (o]
(A) (B)
Much better
2. Looking ahead to the next
20 years, do you think the S axdatbeticn
quality of life in your city or  Stay about the same
town will stay about the Somewhat worse
same as today, or will it be
better or worse? Much worse
DKINA
Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Children or Seniors in the Household

: Children in Seniors in
Total  Neither 5 cehold  household

Somewhat better
2. Looking ahead to the next

20 years, do you think the
quality of life in your city or  Stay about the same
town will stay about the

same as today, or will it be
better or worse? Somewhat worse

b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Children or Seniors in the Household

. Children in Seniors in
Mt household household

(A) (B) ()

Much better
2. Looking ahead to the next h
20 years, do you think the aexdatbetien
quality of life'in your city or  Stay about the same
town will stay about the Somewhat worse
same as today, or will it be
better or worse? Much worse
DK/NA
Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Somewhat

Satisfied Dissatisfied

Very Satisfied
Total

Much better

Somewhat better
2. Looking ahead to the next

20 years, do you think the
quality of life in your city or  Stay about the same
town will stay about the
same as today, or will it be
better or worse?

Somewhat worse

Much worse

DK/INA

,b

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Very Satisfied  Somewhat  pissatisfied

(A) (C)
Much better
2. Looking ahead to the next h
20 years, do you think the S enatbeticy
quality of life'in your city or  Stay about the same
town will stay about the Somewhat worse
same as today, or will it be
better or worse? Much worse
DK/NA
Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Household Participation in Fitness or Sports
Activities

Total Yes

No

1196 708
179 116 62
14.9% 16.4% 12.8%
286 164 123
2. Looking ahead to the next Somevhat better 23.9% 23.1% 251%
A DR —— 2% -
:‘own \):,vill stay atYout tht-:y 2003 5555 22
same as today, or will it be 238 144 94
better or worse? Somewhat worse 19.9% 20.3% 19.2%
182 116 66
15.2% 16.4% 13.5%
61 27 34
5.1% 3.8% 7.0%

b

Household Participation in
Fitness or Sports Activities

Much better

2. Looking ahead to the next h
20 years, do you think the aexdatbetien

quality of life'in your city or  Stay about the same
town will stay about the Somewhat worse
same as today, or will it be
better or worse?

Much worse
DK/NA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Gender

Total Male Female
3A. Preventing the loss of
farm land to residential and 3.2 3.0 3.3
commercial development
3B. Improving air quality 34 32 3.6
3C. Reducing residential air
pollution, such as wood- 2.6 23 29
burning fireplaces
3D. Providing programs to
reduce energy consumption
and conserve natural 82 &l a4
resources
3E. Creating more high
paying jobs 3.5 3.4 3.6
3F. Encouraging new
businesses to relocate to
the County in order to 34 33 34
diversify the local economy
3G. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing 3.1 3.0 3.3
businesses
3H. Revitalizing older
neighborhoods and
business districts that are &2 & S5
becoming rundown
3. Creating more affordable
housing 3.1 29 3.2
3J. Developing a variety of
housing options, including
apartments, townhomes and 25 23 27
condominiums
3K. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing 3.2 3.1 3.4
housing
3L. Expanding highways 3.0 2.9 3.0
3M. Reducing traffic
congestion 3.0 29 3.1
3N. Maintaining local streets
o 3.5 3.4 3.6
30. Expanding local bus
T 29 2.7 3.1
3P. Improving public
transportation to other cities 2 2l Sl
Page 19
Gender
Total Male Female
3Q. Maintaining and
improving sidewalks and 29 2.8 3.0
bike lanes
3R. Providing additional
sidewalks and bike lanes 28 26 S0
38. Providing public
transportation, carpooling,
and other alternatives to 28 27 &
driving alone
3T. Preserving open spaces
and native animal habitats 2.9 28 3.0
3U. Improving fire and
emergency medical services 34 32 35
3V. Improving local health
care and social services 33 32 35
3W. Improving crime
prevention and gang 3.6 3.5 3.7
prevention programs
3X. Improving the quality of
public education 37 37 37
3Y. Preserving water supply 3.6 3.6 3.7
3Z. Improving flood
protection 28 27 29
3AA. Improving water
quality 3.4 3.4 815;
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b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means

Gender

Male Female
(A)

3A. Preventing the loss of
farm land to residential and
commercial development
3B. Improving air quality
3C. Reducing residential air

pollution, such as wood-
burning fireplaces

3D. Providing programs to
reduce energy consumption
and conserve natural
resources

3E. Creating more high
paying jobs

3F. Encouraging new
businesses to relocate to
the County in order to
diversify the local economy
3G. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing
businesses

3H. Revitalizing older
neighborhoods and
business districts that are
becoming rundown

3l. Creating more affordable
housing

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not
integers. They were rounded to the nearest
integers before performing pairwise
comparisons.
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b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means

Gender
Male Female
(A) (B)
3J. Developing a variety of
housing options, including
apartments, townhomes and
condominiums

3K. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing
housing

3L. Expanding highways
3M. Reducing traffic
congestion

3N. Maintaining local streets
and roads

30. Expanding local bus
services

3P. Improving public
transportation to other cities
3Q. Maintaining and
improving sidewalks and
bike lanes

3R. Providing additional
sidewalks and bike lanes

3S. Providing public
transportation, carpooling,
and other alternatives to
driving alone

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not
integers. They were rounded to the nearest
integers before performing pairwise
comparisons.
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b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means

Gender

Male Female
(A)

3T. Preserving open spaces
and native animal habitats

3U. Improving fire and
emergency medical services

3V. Improving local health
care and social services

3W. Improving crime
prevention and gang
prevention programs

3X. Improving the quality of
public education

3Y. Preserving water supply

3Z. Improving flood
protection

3AA. Improving water
quality

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not
integers. They were rounded to the nearest
integers before performing pairwise
comparisons.
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Age

Total 18to24 25to34 35to44 45to54 55to64 65 and older
3A. Preventing the loss of
farm land to residential and 3.2 3.2 3.1 3.2 33 3.2 3.0
commercial development
3B. Improving air quality 34 3.8 34 3.3 3.3 3.3 3.1
3C. Reducing residential air
pollution, such as wood- 26 3.1 28 26 24 22 22
burning fireplaces

3D. Providing programs to

reduce energy consumption
and conserve natural 3.2 3.5 32 32 32 3.0 3.2
resources

3E. Creating more high
paying jobs 3.5 3.8 3.6 35 3.5 3.3 3.3
3F. Encouraging new

businesses to relocate to
the County in order to 34 3.4 33 3.2 35 33 34

diversify the local economy

3G. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing 3.1 34 3.2 3.0 3.0 29 3.0
businesses

3H. Revitalizing older

neighborhoods and
business districts that are 82 88 &9 2 &k & a0

becoming rundown
3. Creating more affordable

housing 3.1 B15] 3.3 2.9 3.0 28 2.8
3J. Developing a variety of
housing options, including

apartments, townhomes and 25 3.0 2.7 2.4 24 22 23
condominiums

3K. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing 3.2 3.6 3.2 3.1 3.1 3.1 3.1
housing

3L. Expanding highways 3.0 3.1 3.1 3.0 2.9 2.8 3.0

3M. Reducing traffic
congestion 3.0 3.2 31 219] 240 27 3.0

3N. Maintaining local streets
and roads 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 315} 35 34

30. Expanding local bus
T 29 3.1 29 28 2 3.0 28

3P. Improving public
transportation to other cities 2.9 3.2 3.0 26 2.8 2.9 2.7
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Age
Total 18to24 25t034 35to44 45to54 55to64 65 and older

3Q. Maintaining and
improving sidewalks and 29 3.1 3.1 2.7 29 2.8 27
bike lanes

3R. Providing additional
sidewalks and bike lanes 28 & 8o A6 20 20 29

38. Providing public
transportation, carpooling,

and other alternatives to 28 42 2.9 2.8 2.9 2.9 27
driving alone

3T. Preserving open spaces
and native animal habitats 2.9 3.2 3.0 28 29 2.8 27

3U. Improving fire and
emergency medical services 3.4 347 3.4 313 3.4 3.2 3.2

3V. Improving local health

FTO T cem bl e e &8 3.6 3.4 818 3.4 3.1 3.1
3W. Improving crime
prevention and gang 3.6 3.6 3.7 3.7 3.6 34 36
prevention programs
3X. Improving the quality of

public education 3.7 3.9 3.8 3.7 3.6 3.5 35
3Y. Preserving water supply 3.6 3.7 3.7 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.6

3Z. Improving flood
protection 2.8 3.0 29 2.8 2.8 26 26

3AA. Improving water
ety 3.4 &7 BI5) 3.4 3.4 3.4 3.2
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- a,b
Comparisons of Column Means
Age
18to24 25t034 35to44 45to54 55to 64 65 and older
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E) (F)
3A. Preventing the loss of
farm land to residential and
commercial development
3B. Improving air quality BCDEF
3C. Reducing residential air
pollution, such as wood- CDEF DEF E
burning fireplaces
3D. Pro g programs to
reduce energy consumption E
and conserve natural
resources
3E. Creating more high
paying jobs CEF EF

3F. Encouraging new

businesses to relocate to

the County in order to

diversify the local economy

3G. Improving the energy-

efficiency of existing CDEF
businesses

3H. Revitalizing older

neighborhoods and

business districts that are

becoming rundown

3l. Creating more affordable
housing CDEF CEF
3J. Developing a variety of
housing options, including
apartments, townhomes and BICIDIE(SCEE
condominiums
3K. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing BCDEF
housing
Results are based on two-sided tests assuming equal variances with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the smaller category appears under the category with larger mean.
a. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using
the Bonferroni correction.

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers
before performing pairwise comparisons.
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. a,b
Comparisons of Column Means
Age

18to24 25to34 35to44 45to54 55to64 65 and older

(A) (B) (C) (D) (E) (F)
3L. Expanding highways
3M. Reducing traffic E E
congestion
3N. Maintaining local streets
and roads
30. Expanding local bus
services
3P. Improving public
transportation to other cities CDF c
3Q. Maintaining and
improving sidewalks and CF CF
bike lanes

3R. Providing additional
sidewalks and bike lanes CDF CDF

3S. Providing public

transportation, carpooling, CE
and other alternatives to

driving alone

3T. Preserving open spaces CEF
and native animal habitats

3U. Improving fire and

emergency medical services BCEF
3V. Improving local health

care and social services CEF 7 P
3W. Improving crime
prevention and gang E E
prevention programs
3X. Improving the quality of

public education EF EF
3Y. Preserving water supply

3Z. Improving flood
protection

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers
before performing pairwise comparisons.
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. a,b
Comparisons of Column Means

Age
18to24 25t034 35t044 45to54 55to64 65 and older

(A) (B) (C) (D) (E) (F)
3AA. Improving water
quality

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers
before performing pairwise comparisons.

Length of Residence
Five years to
less than ten
years

Less than five
Total years

10 years or
more

3A. Preventing the loss of
farm land to residential and 3.2 3.0 29 3.2
commercial development
3B. Improving air quality 34 3.2 45 34
3C. Reducing residential air
pollution, such as wood- 2.6 2.7 2.7 2.6
burning fireplaces

3D. Pro g programs to
reduce energy consumption

and conserve natural 32 32 33 32
resources

3E. Creating more high 35 3.3 3.4 35

paying jobs

3F. Encouraging new
businesses to relocate to

the County in order to 34 35 34 33
diversify the local economy
3G. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing 3.1 29 32 3.1
businesses

3H. Revitalizing older
neighborhoods and

business districts that are 32 32 3.0 3.2
becoming rundown
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3. Creating more affordable
housing

3J. Developing a variety of
housing options, including
apartments, townhomes and
condominiums

3K. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing
housing

3L. Expanding highways
3M. Reducing traffic
congestion

3N. Maintaining local streets
and roads

30. Expanding local bus
services

3P. Improving public

transportation to other cities
3Q. Maintaining and
improving sidewalks and
bike lanes

3R. Pro g additional
sidewalks and bike lanes

3S. Providing public
transportation, carpooling,
and other alternatives to
driving alone

3T. Preserving open spaces
and native animal habitats

3U. Improving fire and
emergency medical services
3V. Improving local health
care and social services
3W. Improving crime
prevention and gang
prevention programs

3X. Improving the quality of
public education

3Y. Preserving water supply

Length

of Residence
Five years to

Less than five 10 years or
Total less than ten
years years more
3.1 27 3.1 3.1
25 23 23 26
3.2 3.0 3.2 3.2
3.0 2.6 3.2 3.0
3.0 27 29 3.0
3.5 3.5 34 3.5
29 27 29 29
29 27 28 29
219 3.0 28 29
2.8 27 28 28
29 26 28 29
29 3.3 3.1 28
3.4 3.3 33 34
3.3 33 33 33
3.6 3.7 3.7 3.6
3.7 3.8 3.7 3.7
3.6 3.5 3.6 3.7
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3Z. Improving flood
protection

3AA. Improving water
quality

Total

Less thal
year:

Length of Residence

n five
S

Five years to
less than ten
years

10 years or
more

Comparisons of Column Means

3A. Preventing the loss of
farm land to residential and
commercial development

3B. Improving air quality

3C. Reducing residential air
pollution, such as wood-
burning fireplaces

3D. Providing programs to
reduce energy consumption
and conserve natural
resources

3E. Creating more high
paying jobs

3F. Encouraging new
businesses to relocate to
the County in order to
diversify the local economy
3G. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing
businesses

a,b

Length of Residence

Less than five
VCELE

(A)

Five years to
less than ten

10 years or
more

years

(B)

(C)

Results are based on two-sided tests assuming equal variances with significance

the category with larger mean.

level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the smaller category appears under

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the
nearest integers before performing pairwise comparisons.
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a,b

Comparisons of Column Means

gth of Residence
5 Five years to
Less than five [EEsfianren 10 years or

years years more

(A) (B) (C)

3H. Revitalizing older
neighborhoods and
business districts that are
becoming rundown

3l. Creating more affordable
housing

3J. Developing a variety of
housing options, including
apartments, townhomes and
condominiums

3K. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing
housing

3L. Expanding highways
3M. Reducing traffic
congestion

3N. Maintaining local streets
and roads

30. Expanding local bus
services

3P. Improving public
transportation to other cities
3Q. Maintaining and
improving sidewalks and
bike lanes

3R. Pro g additional
sidewalks and bike lanes

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the
nearest integers before performing pairwise comparisons.
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. a,b
Comparisons of Column Means

Length of Residence

Less than five IFeiZ: %’lf:rzst:g 10 years or

years years more
(A) (B) (C)

3S. Providing public

transportation, carpooling,

and other alternatives to

driving alone

3T. Preserving open spaces

and native animal habitats

3U. Improving fire and
emergency medical services

3V. Improving local health

care and social services

3W. Improving crime
prevention and gang
prevention programs

3X. Improving the quality of
public education

3Y. Preserving water supply
3Z. Improving flood
protection

3AA. Improving water
quality

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the
nearest integers before performing pairwise comparisons.
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3A. Preventing the loss of
farm land to residential and
commercial development
3B. Improving air quality
3C. Reducing residential air
pollution, such as wood-
burning fireplaces

3D. Providing programs to
reduce energy consumption
and conserve natural
resources

3E. Creating more high
paying jobs

3F. Encouraging new
businesses to relocate to
the County in order to
diversify the local economy

3G. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing
businesses

3H. Revitalizing older
neighborhoods and
business districts that are
becoming rundown

3. Creating more affordable
housing

3J. Developing a variety of
housing options, including
apartments, townhomes and
condominiums

3K. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing
housing

3L. Expanding highways
3M. Reducing traffic
congestion

3N. Maintaining local streets
and roads

30. Expanding local bus
services

3P. Improving public
transportation to other cities

Total

3.2

Ethnicity

Caucasian

3.1

Hispanic

3.2

Other

3.2

3.4

3.1

3.6

3.4

26

2.0

3.0

3.1

3.2

3.0

34

3.5

3.5

3.4

3.7

3.3

34

33

3.4

3.3

3.1

29

3.3

3.4

3.2

3.0

3.4

3.1

3.1

27

3.3

3.3

25

22

29

25

3.2

3.0

34

34

3.0

2.7

3.2

3.0

3.0

27

3.3

29

3.5

3.5

3.6

3.3

29

26

3.1

3.0

29

26

3.1

3.0
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3Q. Maintaining and
improving sidewalks and
bike lanes

3R. Providing additional
sidewalks and bike lanes

38. Providing public
transportation, carpooling,
and other alternatives to
driving alone

3T. Preserving open spaces
and native animal habitats

3U. Improving fire and
emergency medical services

3V. Improving local health
care and social services

3W. Improving crime
prevention and gang
prevention programs

3X. Improving the quality of
public education

3Y. Preserving water supply
3Z. Improving flood
protection

3AA. Improving water
quality

Total

29

Ethnicity

Caucasian

27

Hispanic

3.1

Other

2.8

28

25

3.0

27

2.9

26

3.1

3.3

29

238

31

29

3.4

3.2

3.6

3.2

3.3

3.0

3.6

3.5

3.6

3.5

3.7

3.7

3.7

3.6

3.8

3.7

3.6

3.5

3.7

3.7

238

24

31

2.7

35

3.2

3.6

3.6
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,b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means

Ethnicity
Caucasian Hispanic Other
(A) (B) (9]
3A. Preventing the loss of

farm land to residential and
commercial development

3B. Improving air quality AC A
3C. Reducing residential air

pollution, such as wood- A A
burning fireplaces

3D. Providing programs to
reduce energy consumption A A
and conserve natural
resources

3E. Creating more high AC
paying jobs

3F. Encouraging new
businesses to relocate to A
the County in order to
diversify the local economy
3G. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing A A
businesses

3H. Revitalizing older
neighborhoods and AC
business districts that are
becoming rundown

3l. Creating more affordable A A
housing
Results are based on two-sided tests assuming equal variances
with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of
the smaller category appears under the category with larger
mean.

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They
were rounded to the nearest integers before performing
pairwise comparisons.
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. a,b
Comparisons of Column Means
Ethnicity
Caucasian Hispanic Other
(A) (B) (C)

3J. Developing a variety of
housing options, including AC A
apartments, townhomes and
condominiums

3K. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing A A
housing
3L. Expanding highways A A

3M. Reducing traffic AC
congestion
3N. Maintaining local streets c
and roads

30. Expanding local bus
services A A

3P. Improving public A A
transportation to other cities
3Q. Maintaining and

improving sidewalks and AC
bike lanes

3R. Providing additional AC
sidewalks and bike lanes

3S. Providing public
transportation, carpooling, A A
and other alternatives to
driving alone

3T. Preserving open spaces A
and native animal habitats

3U. Improving fire and AC
emergency medical services
Results are based on two-sided tests assuming equal variances
with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of
the smaller category appears under the category with larger
mean.

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They
were rounded to the nearest integers before performing
pairwise comparisons.
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. a
Comparisons of Column Means

Caucasian
(A)
3V. Improving local health
care and social services

3W. Improving crime
prevention and gang
prevention programs

3X. Improving the quality of
public education

3Y. Preserving water supply
3Z. Improving flood
protection

3AA. Improving water
quality

b
Ethnicity

Hispanic
(B)

AC

Other
(C)

mean.

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

a. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a

row of each innermost subtable using the
correction.

Bonferroni

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They
were rounded to the nearest integers before performing

pairwise comparisons.
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Annual Household Income

Tow  Lgssthan  SEOMY feociman  $800000r
i $60,000 $80,000

3A. Preventing the loss of
farm land to residential and 3.2 33 33 3.1 3.0
commercial development
3B. Improving air quality 34 3.5 34 3.4 3.2
3C. Reducing residential air
pollution, such as wood- 2.6 2.8 2.7 2.6 2.2
burning fireplaces
3D. Providing programs to
reduce energy consumption
and conserve natural 82 4B 42 S 28
resources
3E. Creating more high
paying jobs 3.5 3.6 3.5 3.6 353
3F. Encouraging new
businesses to relocate to
the County in order to 34 35 33 34 32
diversify the local economy
3G. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing 3.1 3.3 3.2 29 2.8
businesses
3H. Revitalizing older
neighborhoods and
business districts that are 32 34 32 S.1 3.0
becoming rundown
3. Creating more affordable
housing 3.1 3.5 3.1 2.8 25
3J. Developing a variety of
housing options, including
apartments, townhomes and 26 3.0 26 2.4 2.0
condominiums
3K. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing 3.2 3.5 3.3 3.0 2.8
housing
3L. Expanding highways 2.9 3.1 249 249 2.8
3M. Reducing traffic
congestion 3.0 3.0 3.1 29 28
3N. Maintaining local streets
hdlreads 35 3.6 3.5 3.5 3.3
30. Expanding local bus
RIS 29 3.3 29 27 24
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Annual Household Income

$30,000 to $60,000 to
Total L$e§g 328" less than less than $8?“1%?,g Sl
} $60,000 $80,000

3P. Improving public

transportation to other cities 28 39 28 27 25
3Q. Maintaining and
improving sidewalks and 29 3.3 2.9 2.7 2.5
bike lanes
3R. Providing additional

sidewalks and bike lanes 28 3.2 29 25 24
38. Providing public
transportation, carpooling,

and other alternatives to 28 B2 S0 2 2:5
driving alone

3T. Preserving open spaces

and native animal habitats 28 82 30 28 28
3U. Improving fire and

emergency medical services 34 3.5 34 34 32
3V. Improving local health

care and social services &9 86 84 8z 28
3W. Improving crime
prevention and gang 3.6 3.7 3.6 3.7 BI5)
prevention programs

3X. Improving the quality of
public education 37 3.7 3.7 3.7 3.7

3Y. Preserving water supply 3.6 3.8 3.7 3.6 34

3Z. Improving flood
protection 2.8 3.1 29 26 25

3AA. Improving water
quality Bi5 3.6 3.5 35 3.2
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b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means

Annual Household Income

Less than $i30,00l:) to $i60,00l:) to $80,000 or
$30,000 ess than ess than more
’ $60,000 $80,000

(C) )
3A. Preventing the loss of

farm land to residential and
commercial development

3B. Improving air quality
3C. Reducing residential air

pollution, such as wood-
burning fireplaces

3D. Providing programs to
reduce energy consumption
and conserve natural
resources

3E. Creating more high
paying jobs

3F. Encouraging new
businesses to relocate to
the County in order to
diversify the local economy

3G. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing
businesses

3H. Revitalizing older
neighborhoods and
business districts that are
becoming rundown

3. Creating more affordable
housing

3J. Developing a variety of
housing options, including
apartments, townhomes and
condominiums

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers
before performing pairwise comparisons.
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b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means

Annual Household Income

Less than $30,000 to $60,000 to

$30,000 less than less than $80,000 or

$60,000 $80,000 more
(A) ()] (C) ()]

3K. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing
housing

3L. Expanding highways
3M. Reducing traffic
congestion

3N. Maintaining local streets
and roads

30. Expanding local bus
services

3P. Improving public
transportation to other cities
3Q. Maintaining and
improving sidewalks and
bike lanes

3R. Providing additional
sidewalks and bike lanes

38. Providing public
transportation, carpooling,
and other alternatives to
driving alone
3T. Preserving open spaces
and native animal habitats
3U. Improving fire and
emergency medical services
3V. Improving local health
care and social services
3W. Improving crime
prevention and gang
prevention programs
Results are based on two-sided tests assuming equal variances with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the smaller category appears under the category with larger mean.
a. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using
the Bonferroni correction.

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers
before performing pairwise comparisons.
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b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means

Annual Household Income

Less than $i30,00':) to $i60,00':) to $80,000 or
$30,000 ess than ess than more
’ $60,000 $80,000
(A) (B) (C) (D)

3X. Improving the quality of
public education
3Y. Preserving water supply
3Z. Improving flood
protection
3AA. Improving water
quality
Results are based on two-sided tests assuming equal variances with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the smaller category appears under the category with larger mean.

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers
before performing pairwise comparisons.

Homeownership
Total Rent Own

3A. Preventing the loss of
farm land to residential and
commercial development

3B. Improving air quality

3C. Reducing residential air
pollution, such as wood-
burning fireplaces

3D. Pro g programs to
reduce energy consumption
and conserve natural
resources

3E. Creating more high
paying jobs

3F. Encouraging new
businesses to relocate to
the County in order to
diversify the local economy
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Homeownership
Total Rent Own

3G. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing 3.1 33 3.0
businesses

3H. Revitalizing older
neighborhoods and

business districts that are 42 &4 &
becoming rundown

3l. Creating more affordable
housing 3.0 3.4 2.9

3J. Developing a variety of
housing options, including

apartments, townhomes and 25 3.0 2.3
condominiums

3K. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing 3.2 34 3.1
housing

3L. Expanding highways 3.0 2.9 3.0

3M. Reducing traffic
congestion 30 & 30

3N. Maintaining local streets
T e 3.5 3.6 3.4

30. Expanding local bus
services 29 3.2 238

3P. Improving public
transportation to other cities 2.9 3.1 28

3Q. Maintaining and
improving sidewalks and 29 3.1 2.8
bike lanes

3R. Providing additional
sidewalks and bike lanes 28 31 26

3S. Providing public
transportation, carpooling,

and other alternatives to 29 341 28
driving alone

3T. Preserving open spaces
ELCIEZIEL TG EIGETIETS 28 #4Z 2

3U. Improving fire and
emergency medical services 34 35 3.3

3V. Improving local health
care and social services 39 a4 32
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Homeownership
Total Rent Own

3W. Improving crime
prevention and gang
prevention programs

3X. Improving the quality of

public education

3Y. Preserving water supply

3Z. Improving flood
protection

3AA. Improving water
quality

. a,b
Comparisons of Column Means
Homeownership
Rent Own
(A) (B)
3A. Preventing the loss of

farm land to residential and
commercial development

3B. Improving air quality

3C. Reducing residential air

pollution, such as wood-

burning fireplaces

3D. Pro g programs to

reduce energy consumption

and conserve natural

resources

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not
integers. They were rounded to the nearest
integers before performing pairwise
comparisons.
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a,b

Comparisons of Column Means

Homeownership
Rent Own
(A) (B)
3E. Creating more high B
paying jobs

3F. Encouraging new

businesses to relocate to

the County in order to

diversify the local economy

3G. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing B
businesses

3H. Revitalizing older
neighborhoods and B
business districts that are
becoming rundown

3. Creating more affordable B
housing

3J. Developing a variety of
housing options, including B
apartments, townhomes and
condominiums

3K. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing B
housing

3L. Expanding highways

3M. Reducing traffic

congestion

3N. Maintaining local streets B
and roads

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not
integers. They were rounded to the nearest
integers before performing pairwise
comparisons.
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. a,b
Comparisons of Column Means

Homeownership
Rent Own

(A) (B)
30. Expanding local bus B
services
3P. Improving public B
transportation to other cities
3Q. Maintaining and
improving sidewalks and B
bike lanes
3R. Pro g additional B

sidewalks and bike lanes

3S. Providing public
transportation, carpooling, B
and other alternatives to

driving alone

3T. Preserving open spaces B
and native animal habitats

3U. Improving and B
emergency medical services

3V. Improving local health B
care and social services

3W. Improving crime

prevention and gang

prevention programs

3X. Improving the quality of

public education

3Y. Preserving water supply

3Z. Improving flood B
protection

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not
integers. They were rounded to the nearest
integers before performing pairwise
comparisons.
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,b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means

Homeownership

Rent Own
(A) (B)

3AA. Improving water “-
quality

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not
integers. They were rounded to the nearest
integers before performing pairwise
comparisons.

Children or Seniors in the Household

Children in Seniors in

Total  Neither {0 sehold household

3A. Preventing the loss of
farm land to residential and
commercial development
3B. Improving air quality
3C. Reducing residential air
pollution, such as wood-
burning fireplaces

3D. Pro g programs to
reduce energy consumption
and conserve natural
resources

3E. Creating more high
paying jobs

3F. Encouraging new
businesses to relocate to
the County in order to
diversify the local economy
3G. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing
businesses
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Children or Seniors in the Household

: Children in Seniors in
UL pisither household household

3H. Revitalizing older
neighborhoods and

business districts that are 3.2 3.1 &3 3.2
becoming rundown

3l. Creating more affordable

housing 3.1 3.0 3.2 3.0
3J. Developing a variety of
housing options, including

apartments, townhomes and 2.5 25 2.6 2.5
condominiums

3K. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing 32 3.0 33 3.2
housing
3L. Expanding highways 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.1
3M. Reducing traffic

congestion 3.0 2.8 3.1 3.0
3N. Maintaining local streets

ST e 515 3.5 615 3.4
30. Expanding local bus

e 29 2.8 3.0 3.0
3P. Improving public

transportation to other cities 2.9 28 3.0 3.0
3Q. Maintaining and
improving sidewalks and 29 2.9 29 29
bike lanes

3R. Providing additional
sidewalks and bike lanes 28 28 29 28

3S. Providing public

transportation, carpooling,
and other alternatives to 2.9 28 3.0 2.9

driving alone

3T. Preserving open spaces

and native animal habitats 28 29 28 28
3U. Improving fire and

emergency medical services 34 3.3 35 33
3V. Improving local health

care and social services e B2 S &9
3W. Improving crime
prevention and gang 3.6 3.5 3.7 3.6
prevention programs
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Children or Seniors in the Household

: Children in Seniors in
UL Neither household household

3X. Improving the quality of
public education

3Y. Preserving water supply

3Z. Improving flood
protection

3AA. Improving water
quality

b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means

Children or Seniors in the Household

. Children in Seniors in
feithey household household

(A) (B) (C)
3A. Preventing the loss of

farm land to residential and
commercial development

3B. Improving air quality
3C. Reducing residential air

pollution, such as wood- A A
burning fireplaces

3D. Pro g programs to
reduce energy consumption
and conserve natural
resources

3E. Creating more high AC
paying jobs

3F. Encouraging new
businesses to relocate to
the County in order to
diversify the local economy
Results are based on two-sided tests assuming equal variances with significance
level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the smaller category appears
under the category with larger mean.

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the
nearest integers before performing pairwise comparisons.
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,b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means

Children or Seniors in the Household

Children in Seniors in
household household

(A) (B) ()

Neither

3G. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing
businesses

3H. Revitalizing older
neighborhoods and
business districts that are
becoming rundown

3. Creating more affordable
housing

3J. Developing a variety of
housing options, including
apartments, townhomes and
condominiums

3K. Improving the energy-

efficiency of existing
housing

3L. Expanding highways
3M. Reducing traffic
congestion
3N. Maintaining local streets
and roads
30. Expanding local bus
services
3P. Improving public
transportation to other cities
3Q. Maintaining and
improving sidewalks and
bike lanes
3R. Pro g additional
sidewalks and bike lanes
Results are based on two-sided tests assuming equal variances with significance
level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the smaller category appears
under the category with larger mean.
a. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each
innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.
b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the
nearest integers before performing pairwise comparisons.
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,b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means

Children or Seniors in the Household

Children in Seniors in

Neither sehold household

(A) (B) (C)

3S. Providing public
transportation, carpooling,
and other alternatives to
driving alone

3T. Preserving open spaces
and native animal habitats
3U. Improving fire and
emergency medical services
3V. Improving local health
care and social services
3W. Improving crime
prevention and gang
prevention programs

3X. Improving the quality of
public education

3Y. Preserving water supply

3Z. Improving flood
protection
3AA. Improving water
quality
Results are based on two-sided tests assuming equal variances with significance
level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the smaller category appears
under the category with larger mean.
a. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each
innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the
nearest integers before performing pairwise comparisons.
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Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Somewhat

Total  Very Satisfied Satisfied

Dissatisfied
3A. Preventing the loss of
farm land to residential and 32 3.2 3.1 32
commercial development

3B. Improving air quality 3.4 3.3 3.5 3.4

3C. Reducing residential air
pollution, such as wood- 2.6 24 2.7 2.7
burning fireplaces

3D. Providing programs to
reduce energy consumption

and conserve natural 3.2 3.1 33 33
resources

3E. Creating more high

paying jobs 3.5 3.4 3.5 3.6
3F. Encouraging new
businesses to relocate to

the County in order to 34 33 34 34
diversify the local economy
3G. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing 3.1 3.0 32 32

businesses

3H. Revitalizing older
neighborhoods and

business districts that are 82 & 2 4y
becoming rundown

3l. Creating more affordable

housing 3.1 3.0 3.2 3.1
3J. Developing a variety of
housing options, including

apartments, townhomes and 2.5 24 2.6 2.5
condominiums

3K. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing 3.2 3.1 3.3 3.3
housing
3L. Expanding highways 3.0 29 3.1 2.9

3M. Reducing traffic

congestion 3.0 2.9 3.1 3.0
3N. Maintaining local streets

piloas BI5) BIS BI5) 3.4
30. Expanding local bus

SRS 29 28 3.0 3.0

3P. Improving public
transportation to other cities 2.9 2.8 2.9 3.1
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Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Somewhat

Satisfied Dissatisfied

Total Very Satisfied

3Q. Maintaining and
improving sidewalks and
bike lanes

3R. Providing additional
sidewalks and bike lanes

3S. Providing public
transportation, carpooling,
and other alternatives to
driving alone

3T. Preserving open spaces
and native animal habitats

3U. Improving fire and
emergency medical services
3V. Improving local health
care and social services
3W. Improving crime
prevention and gang
prevention programs

3X. Improving the quality of
public education

3Y. Preserving water supply
3Z. Improving flood
protection

3AA. Improving water
quality
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a,b

Comparisons of Column Means

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Very Satisfied  SemeWhat  pissatisfied

(A) (B) (C)
3A. Preventing the loss of
farm land to residential and
commercial development
3B. Improving air quality
3C. Reducing residential air
pollution, such as wood-
burning fireplaces
3D. Providing programs to
reduce energy consumption
and conserve natural
resources

3E. Creating more high
paying jobs

3F. Encouraging new
businesses to relocate to

the County in order to
diversify the local economy
3G. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing
businesses

3H. Revitalizing older
neighborhoods and
business districts that are
becoming rundown

3l. Creating more affordable
housing

3J. Developing a variety of
housing options, including
apartments, townhomes and
condominiums

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the
nearest integers before performing pairwise comparisons.
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a,b

Comparisons of Column Means

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Very Satisfied  SemeWhat  pissatisfied

(A) (B) (C)
3K. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing
housing
3L. Expanding highways
3M. Reducing traffic
congestion
3N. Maintaining local streets
and roads

30. Expanding local bus
services

3P. Improving public
transportation to other cities
3Q. Maintaining and
improving sidewalks and
bike lanes

3R. Providing additional
sidewalks and bike lanes

3S. Providing public
transportation, carpooling,
and other alternatives to
driving alone

3T. Preserving open spaces
and native animal habitats
3U. Improving fire and
emergency medical services
3V. Improving local health
care and social services
3W. Improving crime
prevention and gang
prevention programs

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the
nearest integers before performing pairwise comparisons.
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. a,b
Comparisons of Column Means
Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Very Satisfied  Somewhat  pissatisfied

(A) (B) (C)
3X. Improving the quality of
public education
3Y. Preserving water supply
3Z. Improving flood
protection
3AA. Improving water
quality

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the
nearest integers before performing pairwise comparisons.

Future Quality of Life

Stay about the Worse

Total Better e

3A. Preventing the loss of
farm land to residential an:
commercial developmen
3B. Improving air quality
3C. Reducing residential air
pollution, such as wood-

burning fireplaces

3D. Pro g programs to
reduce energy consumption
and conserve natural
resources

3E. Creating more high
paying jobs

3F. Encouraging new
businesses to relocate to
the County in order to
diversify the local economy
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Future Quality of Life

Stay about the
Total Better oD Worse
3G. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing 3.1 33 29 3.0
businesses

3H. Revitalizing older
neighborhoods and

business districts that are 32 33 3.0 31
becoming rundown

3l. Creating more affordable
housing 3.0 3.3 28 29

3J. Developing a variety of
housing options, including

apartments, townhomes and 2.5 2.8 23 22
condominiums

3K. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing 3.2 34 3.0 3.1
housing
3L. Expanding highways 3.0 3.1 2.8 3.0

3M. Reducing traffic
congestion 3.0 3.0 27 3.1

3N. Maintaining local streets
lroads 35 3.6 3.4 3.4

30. Expanding local bus
e 29 3.1 27 2.8

3P. Improving public

transportation to other cities 29 31 27 27
3Q. Maintaining and
improving sidewalks and 29 3.2 27 26
bike lanes

3R. Providing additional

sidewalks and bike lanes 28 3 2.5 2.6
38. Providing public
transportation, carpooling,

and other alternatives to 24 & zy 2.8
driving alone

3T. Preserving open spaces

and native animal habitats 29 31 28 27
3U. Improving fire and

emergency medical services 34 35 32 33
3V. Improving local health

care and social services 33 35 32 32
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Future Quality of Life
Stay about the
Total Better G Worse
3W. Improving crime

prevention and gang
prevention programs

3X. Improving the quality of
public education

3Y. Preserving water supply
3Z. Improving flood
protection

3AA. Improving water
quality

,b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means

Future Quality of Life

Stay about the
Better e Worse

(A) (B) (C)
3A. Preventing the loss of
farm land to residential and
commercial development
3B. Improving air quality
3C. Reducing residential air
pollution, such as wood-
burning fireplaces

3D. Providing programs to
reduce energy consumption
and conserve natural
resources

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were
rounded to the nearest integers before performing pairwise
comparisons.
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,b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means

Future Quality of Life

Stay about the
Better G Worse

(A) (B) (C)

3E. Creating more high
paying jobs

3F. Encouraging new
businesses to relocate to
the County in order to
diversify the local economy
3G. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing
businesses

3H. Revitalizing older
neighborhoods and
business districts that are
becoming rundown

3l. Creating more affordable
housing

3J. Developing a variety of
housing options, including
apartments, townhomes and
condominiums

3K. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing
housing

3L. Expanding highways
3M. Reducing traffic
congestion

3N. Maintaining local streets
and roads

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

a. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a

row of each innermost subtable using the Bonferroni
correction.

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were
rounded to the nearest integers before performing pairwise
comparisons.
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b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means

Future Quality of Life

Stay about the
Better Gern Worse

(A) (B) (C)
30. Expanding local bus
services
3P. Improving public
transportation to other cities
3Q. Maintaining and
improving sidewalks and
bike lanes
3R. Pro g additional
sidewalks and bike lanes
3S. Providing public
transportation, carpooling,
and other alternatives to
driving alone
3T. Preserving open spaces
and native animal habitats
3U. Improving and
emergency medical services
3V. Improving local health
care and social services
3W. Improving crime
prevention and gang
prevention programs
3X. Improving the quality of
public education

3Y. Preserving water supply

3Z. Improving flood
protection

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were
rounded to the nearest integers before performing pairwise
comparisons.
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. a
Comparisons of Column Means

3AA. Improving water
quality

,b

Future Quality of Life

Stay about the
Better G Worse

(A) (B) (C)

Results are based on two-sided tests assuming equal variances

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

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

correction.

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were
rounded to the nearest integers before performing pairwise

comparisons.

3A. Preventing the loss of
farm land to residential and
commercial development

3B. Improving air quality

3C. Reducing residential air
pollution, such as wood-
burning fireplaces

3D. Pro g programs to

reduce energy consumption
and conserve natural
resources

3E. Creating more high
paying jobs

3F. Encouraging new
businesses to relocate to
the County in order to
diversify the local economy
3G. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing
businesses

Household Participation in Fitness or Sports

Activities
Total Yes

No
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3H. Revitalizing older
neighborhoods and
business districts that are
becoming rundown

3l. Creating more affordable
housing

3J. Developing a variety of
housing options, including
apartments, townhomes and
condominiums

3K. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing
housing

3L. Expanding highways

3M. Reducing traffic
congestion

3N. Maintaining local streets
and roads

30. Expanding local bus
services

3P. Improving public
transportation to other cities
3Q. Maintaining and
improving sidewalks and
bike lanes

3R. Providing additional
sidewalks and bike lanes

3S. Providing public
transportation, carpooling,
and other alternatives to
driving alone

3T. Preserving open spaces
and native animal habitats
3U. Improving fire and
emergency medical services
3V. Improving local health
care and social services
3W. Improving crime
prevention and gang
prevention programs

Household Participation in Fitness or Sports

Activities
Total Yes No
3.2 3.1 &3
3.1 3.0 3.2
25 24 2.7
3.2 3.2 312
3.0 2.9 3.0
3.0 3.0 3.0
35 3.4 BI5
29 2.8 3.0
29 2.8 3.0
29 29 29
238 27 2.8
29 28 3.0
29 2.8 3.0
34 34 34
3.3 3.3 3.4
3.6 3.6 3.6
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Household Participation in Fitness or Sports

Activities
Total Yes

3X. Improving the quality of
public education

No

3Y. Preserving water supply

3Z. Improving flood
protection

3AA. Improving water
quality

a,b

Comparisons of Column Means

Household Participation in

Fitness or Sports Activities
No
(B)

3A. Preventing the loss of
farm land to residential and
commercial development

3B. Improving air quality
3C. Reducing residential air

pollution, such as wood-
burning fireplaces

3D. Pro g programs to
reduce energy consumption
and conserve natural
resources

3E. Creating more high
paying jobs

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were
rounded to the nearest integers before performing pairwise
comparisons.
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a,b

Comparisons of Column Means

Household Participation in
Fitness or Sports Activities
No
(B)
3F. Encouraging new
businesses to relocate to
the County in order to
diversify the local economy
3G. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing
businesses
3H. Revitalizing older
neighborhoods and
business districts that are
becoming rundown

3l. Creating more affordable
housing

3J. Developing a variety of
housing options, including
apartments, townhomes and
condominiums

3K. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing
housing

3L. Expanding highways
3M. Reducing traffic
congestion

3N. Maintaining local streets
and roads

30. Expanding local bus
services

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were
rounded to the nearest integers before performing pairwise
comparisons.
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. a
Comparisons of Column Means

3P. Improving public
transportation to other cities
3Q. Maintaining and
improving sidewalks and
bike lanes

3R. Pro g additional
sidewalks and bike lanes

3S. Providing public
transportation, carpooling,
and other alternatives to
driving alone

3T. Preserving open spaces

and native animal habitats
3U. Improving fire and
emergency medical services
3V. Improving local health
care and social services
3W. Improving crime
prevention and gang
prevention programs

3X. Improving the quality of
public education

3Y. Preserving water supply
3Z. Improving flood
protection

3AA. Improving water
quality

b

Household Participation in
Fitness or Sports Activities

No
(B)

Results are based on two-sided tests assuming equal variances

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

correction.

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were
rounded to the nearest integers before performing pairwise

comparisons.

with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the
smaller category appears under the category with larger mean.
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4. The population of Kern
County is expected to grow
significantly within the next

20 years. With this in mind,
what do you think is the
single, most important issue
for the future of Kern
County?

Total

Crime rate / Gang violence /
Better law enforcement

Diversifying the local

economy / More
infrastructure

Economic stability / Inflation
| Cost of living / Lower
Taxes

Education

Environmental issues (air
pollution, water
contamination)

Farming and agriculture

Healthcare / Hospitals

Housing

Improved public
transportation

Increasing local job
opportunities

Natural resources (outdoor
recreation, rivers, trees,
wildli

Quality of jobs

Sense of community
Streets, roads, freeways
Water resources
Well-planned growth
lllegal Immigration
Unique attractions (parks,

restaurants, shopping, and
museums)

Gender
Total Male Female
1200 627 573
154 74 79
12.8% | 11.9% | 13.9%
42 23 19
35% | 3.7% 3.3%
81 49 32
6.8% 7.8% 5.6%
169 61 108
14.1% | 9.7% | 18.8%
147 74 73
12.2% | 11.8% | 12.8%
21 1 10
1.8% | 1.7% 1.8%
33 18 15
28% | 29% 2.6%
59 26 33
49% | 42% 5.7%
27 16 11
2.3% | 2.6% 2.0%
198 104 94
16.5% | 16.6% | 16.3%
22 15 7
1.9% | 2.4% 1.3%
116 60 56
9.7% | 9.6% 9.7%
13 8 5
1.1% 1.3% 8%
65 38 27
5.4% 6.1% 4.8%
59 37 21
4.9% | 6.0% 3.7%
49 33 16
4.1% | 5.3% 2.8%
24 15 9
2.0% 2.3% 1.7%
5 2 3
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4. The population of Kern
County is expected to grow

significantly within the next
20 years. With this in mind,
what do you think is the
single, most important issue
for the future of Kern
County?

Unique attractions (parks,
restaurants, shopping, and
museums)

Better leaders / Local
government

Other

DK/INA

Comparisons of Column Proportions

4. The population of Kern
County is expected to grow
significantly within the next
20 years. With this in mind,
what do you think is the
single, most important issue
for the future of Kern
County?

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

Crime rate / Gang violence /
Better law enforcement

Diversifying the local
economy / More
infrastructure

Economic stability / Inflation
| Cost of living / Lower
Taxes

Education

Environmental issues (air
pollution, water
contamination)

Farming and agriculture
Healthcare / Hospitals
Housing

Improved public
transportation

Increasing local job
opportunities

Natural resources (outdoor
recreation, rivers, trees,
wildli

Quality of jobs
Sense of community

Total

Gender
Male

Female

Gender

Male
(A)

Female

(B)

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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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

4. The population of Kern
County is expected to grow
significantly within the next
20 years. With this in mind,
what do you think is the
single, most important issue
for the future of Kern
County?

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

Streets, roads, freeways
Water resources
Well-planned growth
lllegal Immigration

Unique attractions (parks,
restaurants, shopping, and
I UENT )

Better leaders / Local
government

Other
DKINA

b

Gender

Male
(A)

Female
(B)

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.

4. The population of Kern
County is expected to grow

significantly within the next
20 years. With this in mind,
what do you think is the
single, most important issue
for the future of Kern
County?

Total

Crime rate / Gang violence /
Better law enforcement

Diversifying the local
economy / More
infrastructure

Economic stability / Inflation
| Cost of living / Lower
Taxes

Education

Environmental issues (air
pollution, water
contamination)

Farming and agriculture

Healthcare / Hospitals

Housing

Age
Total 18to24 25t034 35to44 45to54 55to64 65 and older
1185 175 257 234 214 141 164
153 13 34 42 29 19 17
12.9% | 7.6% 13.1% 17.8% 13.7% 13.2% 10.1%
42 8 7 6 9 6 6
3.5% 4.3% 2.6% 2.5% 4.3% 4.6% 3.7%
81 17 12 28 1 8 5
6.8% 9.9% 4.8% 11.9% 4.9% 5.4% 3.1%
164 28 53 32 13 15 23
13.9% | 15.8% 20.8% 13.7% 6.2% 10.4% 14.2%
144 46 24 26 25 12 11
12.2% | 26.1% 9.5% 11.2% 11.8% 8.2% 6.7%
20 2 3 5 & 5 3
1.7% 1.1% 1.0% 2.0% 1.5% 3.3% 1.7%
33 4 4 7 10 6 3
2.8% 2.3% 1.4% 2.8% 4.7% 4.5% 1.9%
59 16 5 10 11 11 5
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Age

Total 18to24 25to34 35to44 45to54 55to64 65 and older
Housing 4.9% 9.3% 2.0% 4.4% 5.1% 7.8% 3.1%
Improved public 27 2 4 8 9 1 2
transportation 2.3% 1.1% 1.7% 3.5% 4.3% 1.0% 1.1%
Increasing local job 196 28 43 38 45 17 26
opportunities 16.5% | 16.0% 16.8% 16.2% 21.0% 11.7% 15.6%
Natural resources (outdoor 22 2 12 1 0 6 1
recreation, rivers, trees,
wildli 1.9% 1.1% 4.8% 5% 2% 4.1% 4%
Quality of jobs 112 19 18 26 15 12 22
vy 9.5% | 10.9% | 69% | 111% | 69% | 8.8% 13.7%
Sense of community & g 2 o 2 1 2
AT - o 1.1% 3.2% 7% 1% 8% 1.0% 1.2%
: 1he popuration of Kern 64 5 17 11 1 6 15
County is expected to grow
significantly withinithenext  —heers/roads, resways 54% | 26% | 64% | 48% | 52% | 42% 8.9%
20 years. With this in mind,
what do you think is the Water resources 7 2 12 4 14 13 13
single, most important issue 4.8% 1.1% 4.6% 1.7% 6.6% 9.0% 7.7%
for the future of Kern
49 9 4 9 9 5 13
County? -
v Well-planned growth 41% | 53% | 15% | 37% | 44% | 35% 7.7%
lllegal Immigration = o 0 ! 2 4 !
- o 20% | 0% A% | 28% | 24% | 28% 4.4%
Unique attractions (parks, 5 0 2 1 1 1 0
restaurants, shopping, and
museums) 4% .0% 7% 6% 3% 6% 2%
Better leaders / Local 13 0 0 0 1 5 6
government 1.1% .0% .0% A% .6% 3.5% 3.7%
Other 36 7 7 3 7 6 6
3.0% 4.1% 2.7% 1.2% 3.3% 4.1% 3.8%
105 16 41 11 9 10 18
DKINA
8.9% 9.0% 16.0% 4.6% 4.3% 7.1% 11.1%
Page 69
- . b,c
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Age

4. The population of Kern

County is expected to grow
significantly within the next
20 years. With this in mind,
what do you think is the
single, most important issue
for the future of Kern
County?

Crime rate / Gang violence /
Better law enforcement

Diversifying the local
economy / More
infrastructure

Economic stability / Inflation
| Cost of living / Lower
Taxes

Education

Environmental issues (air
pollution, water
contamination)

Farming and agriculture
Healthcare / Hospitals
Housing

Improved public
transportation

Increasing local job
opportunities

Natural resources (outdoor
recreation, rivers, trees,
wil

Quality of jobs

Sense of community
Streets, roads, freeways
Water resources
Well-planned growth
lllegal Immigration

Unique attractions (parks,
restaurants, shopping, and
museums)

Better leaders / Local
government

Other
DKINA

25t034 35to44 45to54 55to 64 65 and older

18 to 24
(A) (B)
D D
BCDEF
B
D
a
a
a a
CcD

(C)

(D)

(E)

AC

(F)

o

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

proportions tests.

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

County is expected to grow
significantly within the next
20 years. With this in mind,
what do you think is the
single, most important issue
for the future of Kern
County?

Length of Residence

Five years to

Less than five 10 years or
Total less than ten
years years more
Total 1200 90 142 968
Crime rate / Gang violence /  [BREZS 16 16 122
Better law enforcement 12.8% 17.4% 11.0% 12.6%
Diversifying the local 42 2 11 30
economy / More
infrastructure 3.5% 1.9% 7.4% 3.1%
Economic stability / Inflation 81 10 21 51
| Cost of living / Lower
Taxes 6.8% 10.7% 14.6% 5.2%
Education 169 17 20 132
14.1% 19.0% 14.1% 13.6%
Environmental issues (air 147 9 17 121
pollution, water
contamination) 12.2% 10.4% 11.7% 12.5%
Farming and agriculture 21 . 3 B
S 1.8% 0% 1.9% 1.9%
; 83 & 5 25
Healthcare / Hospitals 2.8% 3.7% 3.9% 2.5%
Housin: &2 0 < o2
& 4.9% 5% 4.4% 5.4%
Improved public 27 4 5 18
transportation 2.3% 4.0% 3.8% 1.9%
Increasing local job 198 19 19 160
opportunities 16.5% 20.9% 13.3% 16.5%
Natural resources (outdoor 22 2 2 19
recreation, rivers, trees,
wildli 1.9% 2.3% 1.2% 1.9%
116 13 9 94
li f j
Quality of jobs 9.7% 14.4% 6.7% 9.7%
. 13 1 4 8
Sense of community 11% 7% 2.8% 8%
Streets, roads, freeways £S ! i o
» roacs, U 5.4% 9% 7.7% 5.5%
Water resources &t € i &
4.9% 6.5% 8.0% 4.3%
49 2 1 36
Well-planned growth 41% 2.0% 7.8% 3.7%
lllegal Immigration 24 g g 1S
- o 2.0% 2.9% 2.3% 1.9%
Unique attractions (parks, 5 0 3 2
restaurants, shopping, and
museums) 4% 5% 1.9% 2%
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4. The population of Kern
County is expected to grow
significantly within the next
20 years. With this in mind,
what do you think is the
single, most important issue
for the future of Kern
County?

4. The population of Kern
County is expected to grow
significantly within the next
20 years. With this in mind,
what do you think is the
single, most important issue
for the future of Kern
County?

Better leaders / Local
government

Less than five
years

Length of Residence

Five years to
less than ten

years

10 years or
more

Other

DK/NA

2 10
1.4% 1.1%
8 26
5.7% 2.7%
1" 92
7.8% 9.5%

Comparisons of Column Proportions

Less than five
years

(A)

Crime rate / Gang violence /
Better law enforcement

Diversifying the local
economy / More
infrastructure

Economic stability / Inflation
| Cost of living / Lower
Taxes

Education

Environmental issues (air
pollution, water
contamination)

Farming and agriculture
Healthcare / Hospitals
Housing

Improved public
transportation

Increasing local job
opportunities

Natural resources (outdoor
recreation, rivers, trees,
wil

Quality of jobs

Length of Residence

Five years to
less than ten
years

(B)

10 years or
more

(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.

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

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

column proportions tests.
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4. The population of Kern

County is expected to grow
significantly within the next
20 years. With this in mind,
what do you think is the
single, most important issue
for the future of Kern
County?

Comparisons of Column Proportionsh

Sense of community
Streets, roads, freeways
Water resources
Well-planned growth
lllegal Immigration

Unique attractions (parks,
restaurants, shopping, and
museums)

Better leaders / Local
government

Other
DKINA

Less than five

,c

Length of Residence

Five years to

less than ten [lhsai=ion

years more

(A)

years
(B) (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.

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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4. The population of Kern
County is expected to grow
significantly within the next

20 years. With this in mind,
what do you think is the
single, most important issue
for the future of Kern
County?

Total

Crime rate / Gang violence /

Better law enforcement

Diversifying the local
economy / More
infrastructure

Economic stability / Inflation

| Cost of living / Lower
Taxes

Education

Environmental issues (air
pollution, water
contamination)

Farming and agriculture

Healthcare / Hospitals

Housing

Improved public
transportation

Increasing local job
opportunities

Natural resources (outdoor
recreation, rivers, trees,
wildli

Quality of jobs

Sense of community
Streets, roads, freeways
Water resources
Well-planned growth
lllegal Immigration
Unique attractions (parks,

restaurants, shopping, and
museums)

Ethnicity
Total Caucasian Hispanic Other
1163 461 143
152 51 14
13.0% 11.1% 15.5% 9.7%
40 18 21 1
3.4% 4.0% 3.7% 8%
78 24 33 21
6.7% 5.1% 6.0% 14.8%
165 50 98 16
14.2% 10.9% 17.6% [ 11.3%
143 47 67 29
12.3% 10.1% 12.0% |[20.3%
19 9 5] 5]
1.7% 1.9% 9% 3.7%
32 12 12 8
2.8% 2.7% 2.2% 5.5%
56 17 36 3
4.8% 3.7% 6.5% 2.2%
27 10 15 1
2.3% 2.2% 2.8% 1.0%
192 56 116 20
16.6% 12.1% 20.8% 14.3%
22 3 g 10
1.9% T% 1.6% 7.0%
112 39 58 15
9.7% 8.4% 10.5% | 10.6%
13 4 9 0
1.1% 8% 1.5% 2%
62 36 24 2
5.3% 7.8% 4.3% 1.2%
57 40 16 1
4.9% 8.6% 2.9% 8%
45 26 17 2
3.9% 5.6% 3.0% 1.7%
23 18 & 2
2.0% 4.0% 6% 1.4%
5 2 3 0
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Ethnicity
Caucasian Hispanic
Unique attractions (parks,
restaurants, shopping, and
4. The population of Kern museums)
County is expected to grow

significantly within the next  Better leaders / Local
20 years. With this in mind, ~government

what do you think is the

single, most important issue Qther

for the future of Kern

County?

DK/INA

Comparisons of Column Proportions

Ethnicity
Caucasian Hispanic Other
(A) (B) (C)

Crime rate / Gang violence /
Better law enforcement

Diversifying the local
economy / More
infrastructure

Economic stability / Inflation
| Cost of living / Lower AB
Taxes

n Education A
4. The population of Kern ) ) .
County is expected to grow Environmental issues (air
significantly within the next  pollution, water AB
20 years. With this in mind, ~ contamination)
what do you think is the Farming and agriculture B
single, most important issue N
for the future of Kern Healthcare / Hospitals

County? Housing
Improved public
transportation
Increasing local job A
opportunities

Natural resources (outdoor

recreation, rivers, trees, AB

wildli

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

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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,C

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Ethnicity
Caucasian Hispanic Other
(A) (B) (9]
Sense of community
Streets, roads, freeways C
A = e Water resources BC
. The population of Kern
County is expected to grow  Well-planned growth
significantly within the next lllegal Immigration B
20 years. With this in mind, q q
wht doyou think s e Uniue atactions fparke
single, most important issue museums) J Pping,
for the future of Kern
County? Better leaders / Local
government
Other
DKINA 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.
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Annual Household Income

$30,000 to

$60,000 to

Less than $80,000 or
less than less than ,
CEID $60,000 $80,000 more
Total 335 330 137 233
Crime rate / Gang violence / 38 42 26 29
Better law enforcement 11.4% 12.8% 19.0% 12.3%
Diversifying the local 12 9 6 11
economy / More
infrastructure 3.5% 2.8% 4.7% 4.6%
Economic stability / Inflation 15 16 13 14
| Cost of living / Lower
Taxes 4.6% 4.9% 9.6% 5.8%
. 44 51 28 31
Education 13.3% 15.4% 20.5% 13.3%
Environmental issues (air 31 44 15 28
pollution, water
contamination) 9.2% 13.3% 10.7% 12.1%
Farming and agriculture 2 ° 2 8
e % 1.6% 1.8% 3.6%
; 13 9 2 4
Healthcare / Hospitals 3.9% 26% 1.5% 1.8%
. 22 18 6 8
4. The population of Kern Housin
County is expected to grow & 6.5% 5.4% 4.4% 3.6%
significantly within the next q
20 years. With this in mind,  [mProved public - ° o o
what do you think is the P 2.0% 2.7% 4.5% 24%
single, most important issue Increasing local job 51 53 27 41
ey ture of Kern opportunities 15.3% 16.2% 19.8% 17.6%
Natural resources (outdoor 4 13 0 5
recreation, rivers, trees,
wildli 1.3% 3.8% 3% 2.0%
34 36 15 20
li f j
Quality of jobs 10.1% 10.9% 10.8% 8.7%
. 5 4 & 0
Sense of community 1.4% 1.3% 239 0%
Streets, roads, freeways 2 s ! i
» roacs, U 6.9% 5.4% 4.9% 4.5%
Water resources (2 o U e
3.6% 3.2% 7.9% 7.5%
17 7 3 11
Well-planned growth 529 21% 239 4.9%
lllegal Immigration & 4 2 G
- o 1.0% 1.3% 3.3% 2.5%
Unique attractions (parks, 3 1 0 1
restaurants, shopping, and
museums) d 8% 3% 3% 4%
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Annual Household Income

$30,000 to $60,000 to
L:;g g&s“ less than less than $8?1‘1%22 oh
i $60,000 $80,000

4. The population of Kern Better leaders / Local 3 0 2
County is expected to grow  government 9% 3% 9%
significantly within the next - - -

20 years. With this in mind, oo " 3 7
what do you think is the 3.5% 2.1% 3.1%
single, most important issue

for the future of Kern DK/NA 28 9 5
County? 8.4% 6.9% 2.2%

. . bc
Comparisons of Column Proportions "’
Annual Household Income

$30,000 to $60,000 to
L;;g (t)?] n less than less than sa%“:ﬂg OF
’ $60,000 $80,000

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

Crime rate / Gang violence /
Better law enforcement
Diversifying the local
economy / More
infrastructure

Economic stability / Inflation
| Cost of living / Lower
Taxes

Education

4. The population of Kern
County is expected to grow
significantly within the next
20 years. With this in mind,
what do you think is the
single, most important issue
for the future of Kern
County?

Environmental issues (air
pollution, water
contamination)

Farming and agriculture
Healthcare / Hospitals
Housing

Improved public
transportation

Increasing local job
opportunities

Natural resources (outdoor
recreation, rivers, trees,
wil

Quality of jobs

Sense of community

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

proportions tests.

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

County is expected to grow
significantly within the next
20 years. With this in mind,
what do you think is the
single, most important issue
for the future of Kern
County?

,C

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Annual Household Income

$30,000 to
S ek less than

$30,000 $60,000
(A) (B)
Streets, roads, freeways
Water resources
Well-planned growth
lllegal Immigration

Unique attractions (parks,
restaurants, shopping, and
museums)

Better leaders / Local
government

Other
DKINA

$60,000 to
less than
$80,000

(C) (D)

$80,000 or
more

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

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

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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Homeownership

Total Rent Own
el 1155 339 816
Crime rate / Gang violence / [REY 38 112
Better law enforcement 13.0% | 11.3% | 13.7%
Diversifying the local 40 9 Bil
economy / More
infrastructure 35% | 26% | 3.8%
Economic stability / Inflation 75 25 51
| Cost of living / Lower
Taxes 6.5% | 7.3% | 6.2%
155 50 105
Educati
ueation 13.4% | 14.8% | 12.8%
Environmental issues (air 142 40 102
pollution, water
contamination) 12.3% | 11.7% [ 12.5%
Farming and agriculture 2 2 il
S 18% | 6% | 23%
. 33 16 18
Healthcare / Hospitals 20% | 46% | 2.0%
q 56 25 32
4. The population of Kern Housing
County is expected to grow 4.9% | 7.3% | 3.9%
significantly within the next . 27 5 22
20 years. With this in mind,  ImProved public 5 5 "
what do you think is the poftation 24% | 15% | 2.7%
Single, most mpertant issue . ncreasing loal ob 1 1 5o | 132
County? opportunities 16.6% | 17.5% | 16.2%
Natural resources (outdoor 22 10 12
recreation, rivers, trees,
wildli 1.9% | 29% | 1.5%
113 39 73
lity of job:
Quality of jobs 9.8% |11.6% | 9.0%
Sense of communit; S g o
v 11% | 1.0% | 1.2%
65 16 49
Streets, roads, freeways 56% | 47% | 6.0%
Water resources 53 2 o2
51% | 1.8% | 6.4%
47 4 43
Well-pl d th
LI L 41% | 1.2% | 5.2%
lllegal Immigration e ! i
- . 21% | 22% | 2.0%
Unique attractions (parks,
restaurants, shopping, and 5 1 4
museums)
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4. The population of Kern
County is expected to grow

significantly within the next
20 years. With this in mind,
what do you think is the
single, most important issue
for the future of Kern
County?

Unique attractions (parks,
restaurants, shopping, and
museums)

Better leaders / Local
government

Other

DK/INA

Comparisons of Column Proportions

4. The population of Kern
County is expected to grow
significantly within the next
20 years. With this in mind,
what do you think is the
single, most important issue
for the future of Kern
County?

Crime rate / Gang violence /
Better law enforcement

Diversifying the local
economy / More
infrastructure

Economic stability / Inflation
| Cost of living / Lower
Taxes

Education

Environmental issues (air
pollution, water
contamination)

Farming and agriculture
Healthcare / Hospitals
Housing

Improved public
transportation

Increasing local job
opportunities

Natural resources (outdoor
recreation, rivers, trees,
wildli

Quality of jobs
Sense of community

Homeownership
Total Rent Own

Homeownership
Rent Own
(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.
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

4. The population of Kern
County is expected to grow
significantly within the next
20 years. With this in mind,
what do you think is the
single, most important issue
for the future of Kern
County?

Streets, roads, freeways
Water resources
Well-planned growth
lllegal Immigration

Unique attractions (parks,
restaurants, shopping, and
I UENT )

Better leaders / Local
government

Other
DKINA

,b

Homeownership
Rent Own
(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.

4. The population of Kern
County is expected to grow

significantly within the next
20 years. With this in mind,
what do you think is the
single, most important issue
for the future of Kern
County?

Total

Crime rate / Gang violence /
Better law enforcement

Diversifying the local
economy / More
infrastructure

Economic stability / Inflation
| Cost of living / Lower
Taxes

Education

Environmental issues (air
pollution, water
contamination)

Farming and agriculture
Healthcare / Hospitals

Housing

Children or Seniors in the Household

. Children in Seniors in
VL i household household
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Children or Seniors in the Household

. Children in Seniors in
Total Neither, household household

Improved public
transportation

Increasing local job
opportunities

Natural resources (outdoor
recreation, rivers, trees,
wildli

Quality of jobs

Sense of community

4. The population of Kern
County is expected to grow
significantly within the next
20 years. With this in mind,
what do you think is the
single, most important issue
for the future of Kern
County?

Streets, roads, freeways

Water resources

Well-planned growth

lllegal Immigration

Unique attractions (parks,
restaurants, shopping, and
museums)

Better leaders / Local
government

Other

DKINA

Page 83

. - a,b
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Children or Seniors in the Household
Children in Seniors in
household household
(A) (B) (C)

Crime rate / Gang violence / c
Better law enforcement

Diversifying the local
economy / More
infrastructure

Economic stability / Inflation
| Cost of living / Lower
Taxes

Education A

Environmental issues (air
pollution, water
contamination)

Farming and agriculture
Healthcare / Hospitals
Housing
County is expected to grow Itmproveg ‘:.“b”‘:
significantly within the next  ransportation
20 years. With this in mind, Increasing local job
what do you think is the opportunities

single, most important issue  Natyral resources (outdoor

for the future of Kern recreation, rivers, trees,
County? wildli

Quality of jobs A A
Sense of community

Streets, roads, freeways
Water resources B
Well-planned growth B B
lllegal Immigration

Unique attractions (parks,
restaurants, shopping, and
museums)

Better leaders / Local B
government

Other
DKI/NA 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.

Neither

4. The population of Kern

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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4. The population of Kern
County is expected to grow
significantly within the next
20 years. With this in mind,
what do you think is the
single, most important issue
for the future of Kern
County?

Total

Crime rate / Gang violence /
Better law enforcement

Diversifying the local
economy / More
infrastructure

Economic stability / Inflation

| Cost of living / Lower
Taxes

Education

Environmental issues (air
pollution, water
contamination)

Farming and agriculture

Healthcare / Hospitals

Housing

Improved public
transportation

Increasing local job
opportunities

Natural resources (outdoor
recreation, rivers, trees,
wildli

Quality of jobs

Sense of community
Streets, roads, freeways
Water resources
Well-planned growth
lllegal Immigration
Unique attractions (parks,

restaurants, shopping, and
museums)

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction
Somewhat

Total Very Satisfied Satisfied Dissatisfied
1172 409 530 233
154 50 71 33
13.1% 12.2% 13.4% 14.1%
37 12 15 10
3.2% 2.9% 2.8% 4.4%
75 26 43 6
6.4% 6.3% 8.1% 2.7%
166 60 72 35
14.2% 14.5% 13.6% 15.0%
144 36 72 36
12.3% 8.7% 13.6% 15.4%
19 3 7 9
1.6% 7% 1.4% 3.9%
33 6 18 9
2.9% 1.6% 3.4% 3.9%
57 22 29 6
4.9% 5.3% 5.5% 2.4%
27 6 12 9
2.3% 1.5% 2.3% 3.8%
190 74 84 32
16.2% 18.0% 15.9% 13.6%
22 5 11 6
1.9% 1.2% 2.0% 2.8%
112 34 55 23
9.6% 8.3% 10.4% 10.0%
13 4 4 4
1.1% 1.1% .8% 1.8%
64 27 26 10
5.5% 6.7% 5.0% 4.5%
54 25 21 8
4.6% 6.2% 3.9% 3.4%
48 17 17 13
4.1% 4.1% 3.3% 5.7%
22 7 12 3
1.8% 1.7% 2.3% 1.1%
5 0 2 2
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4. The population of Kern
County is expected to grow
significantly within the next
20 years. With this in mind,
what do you think is the
single, most important issue
for the future of Kern
County?

4. The population of Kern
County is expected to grow
significantly within the next
20 years. With this in mind,
what do you think is the
single, most important issue
for the future of Kern
County?

Unique attractions (parks,
restaurants, shopping, and
museums)

Better leaders / Local
government

Other

DK/NA

Crime rate / Gang violence /
Better law enforcement

Diversifying the local
economy / More
infrastructure

Economic stability / Inflation
| Cost of living / Lower
Taxes

Education

Environmental issues (air
pollution, water
contamination)

Farming and agriculture
Healthcare / Hospitals
Housing

Improved public
transportation

Increasing local job
opportunities

Natural resources (outdoor
recreation, rivers, trees,
wil

Quality of jobs

Sense of community

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Somewhat
Satisfied

Very Satisfied Dissatisfied

1%

13 4 5 4
1.1% 9% 9% 1.8%
36 13 14 9
3.1% 3.2% 2.6% 3.8%
102 28 62 12
8.7% 6.8% 11.7% 5.2%

,b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Somewhat

Very Satisfied Satisfied Dissatisfied

(A)

(B) (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.
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4. The population of Kern
County is expected to grow
significantly within the next
20 years. With this in mind,
what do you think is the
single, most important issue
for the future of Kern
County?

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Streets, roads, freeways
Water resources
Well-planned growth
lllegal Immigration

Unique attractions (parks,
restaurants, shopping, and
museums)

Better leaders / Local
government

Other
DKINA

,b

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Very Satisfied Sso;nﬁz\;\ilggt Dissatisfied

(A) (B) (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.

4. The population of Kern
County is expected to grow
significantly within the next
20 years. With this in mind,
what do you think is the
single, most important issue
for the future of Kern
County?

Total

Crime rate / Gang violence /
Better law enforcement

Diversifying the local
economy / More
infrastructure

Economic stability / Inflation
| Cost of living / Lower
Taxes

Education

Environmental issues (air
pollution, water
contamination)

Farming and agriculture

Healthcare / Hospitals

Housing

Future Quality of Life

Stay about the
sa

Better -
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4. The population of Kern
County is expected to grow
significantly within the next
20 years. With this in mind,
what do you think is the
single, most important issue
for the future of Kern
County?

Improved public
transportation

Increasing local job
opportunities

Natural resources (outdoor
recreation, rivers, trees,
wildli

Quality of jobs

Sense of community

Streets, roads, freeways

Water resources

Well-planned growth

lllegal Immigration
Unique attractions (parks,

restaurants, shopping, and
museums)

Better leaders / Local
government

Other

DK/NA

Future Quality of Life

Stay about the
Better GET
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

4. The population of Kern

County is expected to grow
significantly within the next
20 years. With this in mind,
what do you think is the
single, most important issue
for the future of Kern
County?

proportion.

Crime rate / Gang violence /
Better law enforcement

Diversifying the local
economy / More
infrastructure

Economic stability / Inflation
| Cost of living / Lower
Taxes

Education

Environmental issues (air
pollution, water
contamination)

Farming and agriculture
Healthcare / Hospitals
Housing

Improved public
transportation

Increasing local job
opportunities

Natural resources (outdoor
recreation, rivers, trees,
wildli

Quality of jobs

Sense of community
Streets, roads, freeways
Water resources
Well-planned growth
lllegal Immigration

Unique attractions (parks,
restaurants, shopping, and
museums)

Better leaders / Local
government

Other
DK/INA

,b

Future Quality of Life
Better Stay about the Worse

(A)

BC

same
(B) (C)
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

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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4. The population of Kern
County is expected to grow

significantly within the next
20 years. With this in mind,
what do you think is the
single, most important issue
for the future of Kern
County?

Total

Crime rate / Gang violence /
Better law enforcement

Diversifying the local

economy / More
infrastructure

Economic stability / Inflation
| Cost of living / Lower
Taxes

Education

Envi mental issues (air
pollution, water
contamination)

Farming and agriculture
Healthcare / Hospitals

Housing

Improved public
transportation

Increasing local job
opportunities

Natural resources (outdoor
recreation, rivers, trees,
wildli

Quality of jobs

Sense of community
Streets, roads, freeways
Water resources
Well-planned growth
lllegal Immigration
Unique attractions (parks,

restaurants, shopping, and
museums)

Household Participation in Fitness or Sports

Activities
Total Yes No
1196 708 488
153 87 66
12.8% 12.3% 13.6%
42 29 13
3.5% 4.1% 2.7%
81 58 23
6.8% 8.2% 4.7%
169 103 65
14.1% 14.6% 13.4%
147 99 48
12.3% 13.9% 9.9%
20 8 12
1.7% 1.2% 2.5%
33 20 14
2.8% 2.8% 2.8%
59 23 35
4.9% 3.3% 7.2%
27 20 8
2.3% 2.8% 1.6%
198 127 70
16.5% 18.0% 14.4%
22 8 14
1.9% 1.2% 2.8%
115 57 58
9.6% 8.0% 11.9%
13 9 3
1.1% 1.3% %
65 36 29
5.5% 5.1% 6.0%
59 34 24
4.9% 4.8% 5.0%
48 28 20
4.0% 4.0% 4.0%
24 15 9
2.0% 2.1% 1.8%
5 & 2
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4. The population of Kern
County is expected to grow

significantly within the next
20 years. With this in mind,
what do you think is the
single, most important issue
for the future of Kern
County?

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

4. The population of Kern
County is expected to grow
significantly within the next
20 years. With this in mind,
what do you think is the
single, most important issue
for the future of Kern
County?

Unique attractions (parks,
restaurants, shopping, and
museums)

Better leaders / Local
government

Other

DK/INA

Crime rate / Gang violence /
Better law enforcement

Diversifying the local
economy / More
infrastructure

Economic stability / Inflation
| Cost of living / Lower
Taxes

Education

Environmental issues (air
pollution, water
contamination)

Farming and agriculture
Healthcare / Hospitals
Housing

Improved public
transportation

Increasing local job
opportunities

Natural resources (outdoor
recreation, rivers, trees,
wildli

Quality of jobs

Household Participation in Fitness or Sports
Activities

Total No

b

Household Participation in
Fitness or Sports Activities

No
(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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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

4. The population of Kern
County is expected to grow
significantly within the next

20 years. With this in mind,
what do you think is the
single, most important issue
for the future of Kern
County?

Sense of community
Streets, roads, freeways
Water resources
Well-planned growth
lllegal Immigration

Unique attractions (parks,
restaurants, shopping, and
museums)

Better leaders / Local
government

Other
DKINA

,b

Household Participation in
Fitness or Sports Activities

No
(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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Gender
Total Male Female

5A. Preserving farm lands
and open space and -5 -5 -5
managing urban growth
5B. Improving air quality -5 -4 -6
5C. Improving local flood
protection, water supply, -5 -4 -5
and water quality
5D. Reducing traffic
congestion and improving -5 -5 -6
public transportation
5E. Supporting new
businesses and industries, -7 -7 -8
education programs and job . . -
opportunities

5F. Improving housing
affordability and
encouraging the -4 -3 -4
development of more
housing options

5G. Improving services,
S| as police and fire
services and local -5 -4 -6
healthcare and social
services

b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means

Gender
Male Female
(A) (B)

5A. Preserving farm lands
and open space and B
managing urban growth

5B. Improving air quality B

5C. Improving local flood

protection, water supply,

and water quality

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not
integers. They were rounded to the nearest
integers before performing pairwise
comparisons.
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b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means

Gender

Male Female

(A) (B)
5D. Reducing traffic
congestion and improving
public transportation
5E. Supporting new
businesses and industries,
education programs and job
opportunities
5F. Improving housing
affordability and
encouraging the
development of more
housing options
5G. Improving services,
such as police and fire
services and local
healthcare and social
services
Results are based on two-sided tests assuming
equal variances with significance level 0.05. For
each significant pair, the key of the smaller
category appears under the category with larger
mean.

a. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise

comparisons within a row of each innermost
subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not
integers. They were rounded to the nearest
integers before performing pairwise
comparisons.
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Age

5A. Preserving farm lands
and open space and -5 -4 -4 -6 -6 -5 -5
managing urban growth

Total 18to24 25to34 35to44 45to54 55to64 65 and older

5B. Improving air quality -5 -.6 -5 -6 -4 -4 -4

5C. Improving local flood
protection, water supply, -5 -4 -5 -5 -5 -4 -5
and water quality

5D. Reducing traffic
congestion and improving -5 -4 -5 -5 -6 -6 -6
public transportation

5E. Supporting new
businesses and industries,

education programs and job -7 -7 -8 -8 -8 -6 -6
opportunities

5F. Improving housing
affordability and
encouraging the -4 -3 -4 -4 -4 -3 -4
development of more
housing options

5G. Improving services,
S as police and fire
services and local -5 -4 -5 -5 -5 -5 -5
healthcare and social
services

b

Age
18to24 25to34 35to44 45to54 55to 64 65 and older
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E) (F)

5A. Preserving farm lands

and open space and

managing urban growth

5B. Improving air quality

5C. Improving local flood

protection, water supply,

and water quality

5D. Reducing traffic

congestion and improving

public transportation

Results are based on two-sided tests assuming equal variances with significance level 0.05. For each

significant pair, the key of the smaller category appears under the category with larger mean.
a. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using
the Bonferroni correction.

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers
before performing pairwise comparisons.
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b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means

Age
18to24 25t034 35to44 45to54 55to64 65 and older
(A) (B) (9] (D) (E) (F)

5E. Supporting new
businesses and industries, D BCD
education programs and job
opportunities

5F. Improving housing
affordability and
encouraging the
development of more
housing options

5G. Improving services,
such as police and fire
services and local
healthcare and social
services

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers
before performing pairwise comparisons.

Length of Residence
3 Five years to
Less than five less than ten 10 years or

years years more

Total

5A. Preserving farm lands
and open space and
managing urban growth

5B. Improving air quality
5C. Improving local flood

protection, water supply,
and water quality

5D. Reducing traffic
congestion and improving
public transportation

5E. Supporting new
businesses and industries,
education programs and job
opportunities

5F. Improving housing
affordability and
encouraging the
development of more
housing options
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Length of Residence

Less than five
Total years
5G. Improving services,

such as police and fire

services and local

healthcare and social

services

Five years to
less than ten
years

10 years or

more

Length of Residence

Five years to
less than ten
years

(A) (B)

Less than five
years

5A. Preserving farm lands
and open space and
managing urban growth

5B. Improving air quality

5C. Improving local flood
protection, water supply,
and water quality

5D. Reducing traffic
congestion and improving
public transportation

5E. Supporting new
businesses and industries,
education programs and job
opportunities

5F. Improving housing
affordability and
encouraging the
development of more
housing options

5G. Improving services,
such as police and fire
services and local
healthcare and social
services

10 years or
more

(C)

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

the category with larger mean.

a. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each

innermost subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the

nearest integers before performing pairwise comparisons.

Page 97

Ethnicity
Total Caucasian Hispanic

5A. Preserving farm lands
and open space and -5 -5 -5
managing urban growth

5B. Improving air quality -5 -4 =6

5C. Improving local flood
protection, water supply, -5 -4 -5
and water quality

5D. Reducing traffic
congestion and improving -5 -5 -6
public transportation

5E. Supporting new
businesses and industries, -7 -7 -8
education programs and job . ’ -
opportunities

5F. Improving housing
affordability and
encouraging the -4 -3 -4
development of more
housing options

5G. Improving services,
such as police and fire
services and local -5 -4 -5
healthcare and social
services

b

" a
Comparisons of Column Means

Ethnicity
Caucasian Hispanic Other
(A) (B) (C)

5A. Preserving farm lands

and open space and

managing urban growth

5B. Improving air quality

5C. Improving local flood

protection, water supply,

and water quality

5D. Reducing traffic

congestion and improving

public transportation

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They
were rounded to the nearest integers before performing
pairwise comparisons.
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,b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means

Ethnicity
Caucasian Hispanic Other
(A) (B) (C)

5E. Supporting new
businesses and industries, c
education programs and job
opportunities
5F. Improving housing
affordability and
encouraging the B
development of more
housing options
5G. Improving services,
such as police and fire
services and local C
healthcare and social
services
Results are based on two-sided tests assuming equal variances
with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of
the smaller category appears under the category with larger
mean.

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They
were rounded to the nearest integers before performing
pairwise comparisons.
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Total Less than

$60,000
5A. Preserving farm lands
and open space and -5 -4 -6
managing urban growth

Annual Household Income
$30,000 to
$30,000 less than

sigts),so?:atno $80,000 or
$80,000 more

5B. Improving air quality -5 -5 -6

5C. Improving local flood
protection, water supply, -5 -5 -6
and water quality

5D. Reducing traffic
congestion and improving -5 -5 -6
public transportation

5E. Supporting new
businesses and industries, -7 -8 -7

education programs and job
opportunities

5F. Improving housing
affordability and
encouraging the -4 -5 -4
development of more
housing options

5G. Improving services,
such as police and fire
services and local -5 -5 -5
healthcare and social
services

-5 -5
-4 -4
-4 -3
-4 -5
-7 -8
-2 -2
-5 -4
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. a,b
Comparisons of Column Means
Annual Household Income

Less than 530,000itc 60,000it $80,000 or
$30,000 ess than ess than more
’ $60,000 $80,000
(A) ()] (C) (D)
5A. Preserving farm lands
and open space and
managing urban growth

5B. Improving air quality

5C. Improving local flood
protection, water supply,
and water quality

5D. Reducing traffic
congestion and improving

public transportation

5E. Supporting new
businesses and industries,
education programs and job
opportunities

5F. Improving housing
affordability and
encouraging the
development of more
housing options

5G. Improving services,
such as police and fire
services and local
healthcare and social
services

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers
before performing pairwise comparisons.
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Homeownership
Total Rent Own

5A. Preserving farm lands
and open space and -5 -5 -5
managing urban growth

5B. Improving air quality -5 -5 =5
5C. Improving local flood

protection, water supply, -5 -5 =5
and water quality

5D. Reducing traffic
congestion and improving -5 -5 -6
public transportation

5E. Supporting new
businesses and industries, -7 -7 7
education programs and job . . .
opportunities

5F. Improving housing
affordability and
encouraging the -3 -5 -3
development of more
housing options

5G. Improving services,
such as police and fire
services and local -5 -6 -5
healthcare and social
services

b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means

Homeownership
Rent Own
(A) ()]

5A. Preserving farm lands
and open space and
managing urban growth

5B. Improving air quality

5C. Improving local flood

protection, water supply,

and water quality

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not
integers. They were rounded to the nearest
integers before performing pairwise
comparisons.
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,b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means

Homeownership
Rent Own
(A) (B)

5D. Reducing traffic
congestion and improving
public transportation
5E. Supporting new
businesses and industries,
education programs and job
opportunities
5F. Improving housing
affordability and
encouraging the
development of more
housing options
5G. Improving services,

as police and fire
services and local
healthcare and social
services
Results are based on two-sided tests assuming
equal variances with significance level 0.05. For
each significant pair, the key of the smaller
category appears under the category with larger
mean.

a. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise

comparisons within a row of each innermost
subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not
integers. They were rounded to the nearest
integers before performing pairwise
comparisons.
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Children or Seniors in the Household

Total  Neither

5A. Preserving farm lands
and open space and
managing urban growth

Children in
household

Seniors in
household

5B. Improving air quality

5C. Improving local flood
protection, water supply,
and water quality

5D. Reducing traffic
congestion and improving
public transportation

5E. Supporting new
businesses and industries,
education programs and job
opportunities

5F. Improving housing
affordability and
encouraging the
development of more
housing options

5G. Improving services,
such as police and fire
services and local
healthcare and social
services
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a,b

Comparisons of Column Means

Children or Seniors in the Household

Children in Seniors in
household household

(A) (B) (C)

Neither

5A. Preserving farm lands
and open space and
managing urban growth

5B. Improving air quality

5C. Improving local flood
protection, water supply,
and water quality

5D. Reducing traffic
congestion and improving
public transportation

5E. Supporting new
businesses and industries,
education programs and job
opportunities

5F. Improving housing
affordability and
encouraging the
development of more
housing options

5G. Improving services,
such as police and fire
services and local
healthcare and social
services

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the
nearest integers before performing pairwise comparisons.

Page 105

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Somewhat

Total  Very Satisfied  “g i fioq

Dissatisfied
5A. Preserving farm lands
and open space and
managing urban growth
5B. Improving air quality
5C. Improving local flood
protection, water supply,
and water quality

5D. Reducing traffic
congestion and improving
public transportation

5E. Supporting new
businesses and industries,
education programs and job
opportunities

5F. Improving housing
affordability and
encouraging the
development of more
housing options

5G. Improving services,
such as police and fire
services and local
healthcare and social
services
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,b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Somewhat
Satisfied

(B) (C)

Very Satisfied Dissatisfied

5A. Preserving farm lands
and open space and
managing urban growth
5B. Improving air quality
5C. Improving local flood
protection, water supply,
and water quality

5D. Reducing traffic
congestion and improving
public transportation

5E. Supporting new
businesses and industries,
education programs and job
opportunities

5F. Improving housing
affordability and
encouraging the
development of more
housing options

5G. Improving services,
such as police and fire
services and local
healthcare and social
services

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the
nearest integers before performing pairwise comparisons.

Page 107

Future Quality of Life
Stay about the
Total Better G Worse

5A. Preserving farm lands
and open space and -5 -4 -5 -6
managing urban growth
5B. Improving air quality -5 -5 -4 -5
5C. Improving local flood
protection, water supply, -5 -4 -6 -5
and water quality
5D. Reducing traffic
congestion and improving -5 -5 -6 -6
public transportation

5E. Supporting new
businesses and industries,

education programs and job
opportunities

5F. Improving housing
affordability and
encouraging the -3 -4 -4 -3
development of more
housing options

5G. Improving services,
such as police and fire
services and local -5 -4 -5 -5
healthcare and social
services
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. a
Comparisons of Column Means

5A. Preserving farm lands
and open space and
managing urban growth

5B. Improving air quality

5C. Improving local flood
protection, water supply,
and water quality

5D. Reducing traffic
congestion and improving
public transportation

5E. Supporting new
businesses and industries,
education programs and job
opportunities

5F. Improving housing
affordability and
encouraging the
development of more
housing options

5G. Improving services,
such as police and fire
services and local
healthcare and social
services

,b

Future Quality of Life

Better Stay about the Worse

same
(A) (B) (C)

Results are based on two-sided tests assuming equal variances

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

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

correction.

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were
rounded to the nearest integers before performing pairwise

comparisons.
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5A. Preserving farm lands
and open space and
managing urban growth
5B. Improving air quality
5C. Improving local flood
protection, water supply,
and water quality

5D. Reducing traffic
congestion and improving
public transportation

5E. Supporting new
businesses and industries,
education programs and job
opportunities

5F. Improving housing
affordability and
encouraging the
development of more
housing options

5G. Improving services,
such as police and fire
services and local
healthcare and social
services

Household Participation in Fitness or Sports

Activities
Total
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,b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means
Household Participation in
Fitness or Sports Activities
No
(B)
5A. Preserving farm lands

and open space and
managing urban growth

5B. Improving air quality

5C. Improving local flood
protection, water supply,
and water quality

5D. Reducing traffic
congestion and improving
public transportation

5E. Supporting new
businesses and industries,
education programs and job
opportunities

5F. Improving housing
affordability and
encouraging the
development of more
housing options

5G. Improving services,
such as police and fire
services and local
healthcare and social
services

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were
rounded to the nearest integers before performing pairwise
comparisons.

Total

6. Do you or a member of
your household participate
in fitness, athletic, or sports
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b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Gender
Male Female
(A) (B)

6. Do you or a member of Yes
your household participate No

in fitness, athletic, or sports
activities? DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level
0.05. 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 18to24 25to34 35to44 45to54

55to 64 65 and older

234
Y 701 119 176 169 119 69 50
6. Do you or a member of 59.2% | 67.8% 68.3% 72.5% 55.5% 49.1% 30.2%
aonesdbatue st | s | @ | e | e | 72 | s
40.6% | 32.2% 30.9% 27.5% 44.1% 50.6% 69.8%
3 0 2 0 1 0 0
3% .0% 8% .0% 4% 3% .0%

,C

Age
18to24 25to34 35to44 45to54 55to 64 65 and older
(A) (B) (C) (D)
6. Do you or a member of Yes
your household participate N

in fitness, athletic, or sports
activities? DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Less than five
years

Length of Residence

Five years to
less than ten

years

10 years or
more

6. Do you or a member of

your household participate
in fitness, athletic, or sports No
activities?

142 968
95 556
67.0% 57.4%
47 409
33.0% 42.3%
0 3
0% 4%

,c

Length of Residence

Less than five

years

(A)

6. Do you or a member of

your household participate No

in fitness, athletic, or sports
activities? DKINA

Five years to
less than ten
years

(B)

10 years or

more

(C)

larger column proportion.

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

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

Ethnicity

Caucasian

Hispanic Other

461 559 143
690 244 346 100
6. Do you or a member of 59.3% 52.9% 61.9% |[69.7%
w0 [ 215 | o6 | &
activities? 40.4% 46.6% 38.1% [29.7%
&) 2 0 1
.3% .5% .0% 7%
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. . bc
Comparisons of Column Proportions

Caucasian
(A)

6. Do you or a member of Yes

your household participate No
in fitness, athletic, or sports
activities? DKINA

Ethnicity
Hispanic

(B)

Other

(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.

Less than
$30,000

Annual Household Income

$30,000 to
[CEERET
$60,000

$60,000 to
[CEERET
$80,000

$80,000 or
more

6. Do you or a member of

your household participate

in fitness, athletic, or sports

330 137 233
203 82 177
61.6% 59.5% 76.0%
125 54 56
37.8% 39.6% 24.0%
2 1 0
6% 9% 0%
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b,c

Comparisons of Column Proportions

Annual Household Income

Less than $30,000 to $60,000 to

$30,000 less than less than $80,000 or

$60,000 $80,000 more

(D)
6. Do you or a member of Yes
your household participate N
in fitness, athletic, or sports
activities? DK/INA

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

Homeownership

Total Rent Own
816
493

6. Do you or a member of 58.8% |[54.9% |60.4%

your household participate

in fitness, athletic, or sports 473 153 320
40.9% |45.1% | 39.2%

3 0 3
3% 0% 4%
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b,c

Comparisons of Column Proportions

Homeownership
Rent Own
(A) (B)

6. Do you or a member of Yes
your household participate No

in fitness, athletic, or sports

activities? DKINA

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

Children or Seniors in the Household

Children in Seniors in
household household

Total Neither

1196 309 639 393
706 167 451 197
6. Do you or a member of 59.0% 53.9% 70.6% 50.1%
e e ) s | wn | 196
40.7% | 45.6% 29.1% 49.9%
& 2 2 0
3% 5% 2% 1%
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,b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Children or Seniors in the Household

R Children in Seniors in
Nty usehold household

(B) (C)

6. Do you or a member of

your household participate No

in fitness, athletic, or sports

activities? DK/INA

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

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Somewhat

Total Very Satisfied Satisfied

Dissatisfied

6. Do you or a member of
your household participate
in fitness, athletic, or sports
activities?
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,C

Comparisons of Column ProportionsIJ

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Very Satisfied  Somewhat  pissatisfied

(A) (B) (C)
6. Do you or a member of
your household participate
in fitness, athletic, or sports N
activities? °
Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair,
the key of the category with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with
the larger column proportion.

Yes

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.

,C

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

ofi Somewhat q Ny
Very Satisfied Satisfied Dissatisfied

(A) (B) (C)
6. Do you or a member of

your household participate
in fitness, athletic, or sports DKINA
activities?

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Future Quality of Life

Stay about the

Total Better CE

6. Do you or a member of
your household participate
in fitness, athletic, or sports
activities?

,C

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Future Quality of Life

Stay about the
e Worse

(A) (B) (C)

Better

6. Do you or a member of Yes

your household participate No

in fitness, athletic, or sports

activities? DK/NA .

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Gender
Total Male Female
Total 708 380 329
Aerobics or group exercise 50 19 31
classes 7.0% | 51% 9.3%
175 101 74
Basketball 24.7% | 26.6% | 22.5%
141 76 65
Baseball 19.9% |20.1% | 19.6%
Biking or cycling, outside 75 47 29
only 10.6% | 12.3% | 8.8%
2 1 1
D:
ance 3% | 3% | 2%
99 63 36
Football 14.0% | 16.5% | 11.1%
Gymnastics il g o
o 22% | 1.5% | 3.0%
36 23 13
Hiki
. 51% | 6.0% | 3.9%
12 5 7
7. What fitness, athletic, or Martial arts
sports activities do you or a 1.7% | 13% | 2.1%
member of your household 6 3 3
participate in? Roller hockey 9% 8% 1.0%
Running or jogging, outside [IREZ] 62 62
only 17.5% | 16.2% | 18.9%
5 1 4
> )
Skateboarding 7% 39 1.2%
S 153 7 76
21.6% [20.3% | 23.2%
63 38 25
Softball
ortba 8.9% | 99% | 7.7%
Swimmin o i &
Y 7.2% | 3.2% | 11.8%
Tennis & B 2
54% | 3.4% 7.7%
32 16 16
Voll I
olleyba 45% | 41% | 5.0%
120 48 72
Walking, outsid I
Elldliy) CLUERD ey 16.9% | 12.6% | 21.8%
Weight-training 54 29 25
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Gender
Female

Weight-training

Golf

Hunting and fishing

7. What fitness, athletic, or Going to the gym / Exercise

sports activities do you or a
member of your household  Track and field
participate in?

Wrestling

Other

DK/INA

- . a,b
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Gender
Male Female
(A) (B)

Aerobics or group exercise
classes
Basketball
Baseball
Biking or cycling, outside
1%

7. What fitness, athletic, or Dance

sports activities do you or a

member of your household Football

participate in? Gymnastics
Hiking
Martial arts
Roller hockey
Running or jogging, outside
only

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Gender
Male Female
(A) (B)

Skateboarding

Soccer

Softball

Swimming

Tennis

Volleyball
7. What fitness, athletic, or Walking, outside only
Weight-training

sports activities do you or a
member of your household
participate in? Golf

Hunting and fishing

Going to the gym / Exercise
Track and field

Wrestling

Other

DK/NA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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7. What fitness, athletic, or
sports activities do you or a
member of your household
participate in?

Age

Total 18to24 25to34 35to44 45to54 55to64 65 and older
Total 701 119 176 169 119 69 50
Aerobics or group exercise 50 3 13 10 1 4 9
classes 71% 2.5% 7.3% 5.8% 9.1% 6.1% 18.0%
Basketball 173 8] 53 54 22 7 5]
24.7% | 27.6% 30.0% 31.8% 18.6% 10.0% 9.7%
Baseball 141 18 44 37 16 14 11
20.1% 14.9% 25.1% 22.1% 13.7% 20.7% 22.2%
Biking or cycling, outside 75 7 11 25 15 12 6
only 10.7% 5.5% 6.4% 14.7% 12.3% 17.3% 12.1%
Dance 2 0 0 1 1 0 0
2% .0% .0% 4% 9% .0% 0%
Football 99 20 27 29 12 7 4
14.2% | 16.5% 15.3% 17.3% 10.4% 10.2% 8.1%
Gymnastics s ° o v 4 L L
2.2% 4.6% 2.1% 3% 3.4% 2.0% 1.1%
Hiking 35 1 1 12 13 4 4
5.0% 8% 8% 71% 11.2% 5.5% 7.9%
. 12 2 3 3 2 2 0
Martial arts 17% | 15% | 16% | 1.9% | 1.5% | 3.0% 0%
6 3 1 0 2 0 0
Roller hockey 9% | 25% | % 0% | 15% | 0% 8%
Running or jogging, outside [IF#2 25 36 36 16 9 1
only 17.4% 20.7% 20.7% 21.5% 13.2% 12.4% 1.6%
. 5 2 2 1 0 0 0
Skateboarding 7% | 15% | 10% | 8% 0% 0% 0%
Soccer 153 33 39 40 29 7 4
21.9% | 28.0% 22.5% 23.8% 24.5% 10.4% 8.2%
63 5 18 21 10 6 4
Softball 9.0% | 41% | 100% | 121% | 81% | 87% 8.6%
Swimming 51 24 7 9 4 3 4
7.2% 20.4% 4.1% 5.2% 3.5% 3.8% 7.7%
Tennis 38 16 5 7 6 1 3
5.4% 13.3% 2.9% 4.0% 4.8% 1.9% 6.2%
Volleyball 52 2 2 v € 2 1
4.6% 7.2% 2.7% 5.6% 5.2% 2.4% 2.8%
Walking, outside only UK 2l & G 22 22 oy
’ 17.0% | 18.0% 7.7% 10.0% 23.7% 32.5% 34.4%
Weight-training 54 14 8 7 15 6 3
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7. What fitness, athletic, or

sports activities do you or a
member of your household

participate in?

7. What fitness, athletic, or

sports activities do you or a
member of your household

participate in?

Total
Weight-training

Age

18to24 25t034 35to44

45to 54 55to 64 65 and older

Golf

Hunting and fishing

Going to the gym /
Exercise

Track and field

Wrestling

Other

DK/NA

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

(A)
Aerobics or group exercise
classes
Basketball
Baseball

Biking or cycling, outside
1%

Dance
Football
Gymnastics
Hiking

Martial arts
Roller hockey

Running or jogging, outside E
only

Skateboarding

(B)

,C

(9}

EF

(D)

AB

a

(E)

a

18to24 25to34 35to44 45to54 55to 64 65 and older

(F)

a

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

e category with the smaller

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 124




,c

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Age
18to24 25to34 35to44 45to54 55to 64 65 and older
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E) (F)

Soccer
Softball
Swimming BCDE
Tennis B
Volleyball

7. What fitness, athletic, or Walking, outside only BC BC BC

sports activities do you ora  Weight-training
member of your household  Golf

particlpateiny Hunting and fishing 2 BC C
Going to the gym / Exercise
Track and field
Wrestling
Other
DK/INA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Length of Residence
Five years to

Less than five 10 years or
Total years Iess;g:'psten Trere
Total 708 58 95 556
Aerobics or group exercise 50 6 6 38
classes 7.0% 10.2% 6.0% 6.9%
175 7 36 133
Basketball
asketba 24.7% 11.3% 38.0% 23.9%
141 15 14 12
Baseball 19.9% 26.6% 14.4% 20.1%
Biking or cycling, outside 75 1 1" 54
only 10.6% 19.0% 11.3% 9.6%
Dance 2 o © 2
3% 0% 0% 4%
99 5 21 74
Football
cotba 14.0% 8.6% 21.7% 13.3%
Gymnastics i 4 4 g
2.2% 6.4% 3.8% 1.5%
- 36 1 4 21
5.1% 19.2% 4.2% 3.8%
; 12 0 0 12
7. What fitness, athletic, or  "1artial arts 1.7% 6% 0% 2.1%
sports activities do you or a 5 0 1 5
member of your household Roller hock
participate in? CLETIERY 9% 0% 1.2% 9%
Running or jogging, outside 124 16 10 98
only 17.5% 28.2% 10.1% 17.7%
) 5 1 2 2
Skateboarding 7% 1.8% 1.8% 4%
Soccer 153 9 27 17
21.6% 15.1% 28.8% 21.1%
63 i 4 57
ftball
S 8.9% 2.4% 4.2% 10.3%
Swimming i J g &8
7.2% 8.8% 3.4% 7.7%
Tennis & 4 9 o
5.4% 6.6% 3.3% 5.6%
32 2 4 26
Volteyball 4.5% 3.3% 4.2% 4.7%
120 10 10 99
Walki ide onl
LI EDCI 16.9% 16.8% 11.0% 17.9%
54 5 2 47
Weight-traini
instiin 7.6% 9.3% 1.7% 8.5%
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7. What fitness, athletic, ol
sports activities do you ol
member of your household
participate in?

7. What fitness, athleti
sports activities do you or a
member of your household
participate in?

Length of Residence
Five years to
less than ten
years

Less than five
years

10 years or
more

3 15
Golf
ol 3.4% 2.7%
Hunting and fishin: : .
g 9 3.3% 1.1%
Going to the gym / Exercise ! 2
] ay 9% 3.7%
0 9
Track fiel
rack and field 3% 1.6%
i 0 11
Wrestling 0% 1.9%
4 41
Other 4.6% 7.4%
0 &
DKINA 0% 5%

Comparisons of Column Proportions

Length of Residence
3 ICRCETCRT)
Less than five 10 years or
years Iessyt::rr;ten more
(A) (B) (C)

Aerobics or group exercise
classes

Basketball
Baseball

Biking or cycling, outside
only

Dance

Football

Gymnastics

Hiking

Martial arts

Roller hockey 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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7. What fitness, athletic, ol
sports activities do you ol
member of your household
participate in?

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

- . b,c
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Length of Residence
3 Five years to
Less than five 10 years or
years less than ten o
years
(A) (B) (C)
Running or jogging, outside
only

Skateboarding
Soccer

Softball

Swimming

Tennis

Volleyball

Walking, outside only
Weight-training

Golf

Hunting and fishing
Going to the gym / Exercise
Track and field
Wrestling

Other

DK/NA

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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7. What fitness, athletic, or

sports activities do you or a
member of your household

participate in?

Total
Aerobics or group exercise
classes

Basketball

Baseball

Biking or cycling, outside
only

Dance

Football

Gymnastics

Hiking
Martial arts

Roller hockey

Running or jogging, outside
only

Skateboarding
Soccer
Softball
Swimming
Tennis
Volleyball

Walking, outside only

Weight-training

Ethnicity

Total Caucasian Hispanic Other
690 244 346 100
50 24 25 1
7.2% 9.7% 7.3% 8%
173 35 75 63
251% 14.2% 21.7% 63.2%
137 38 82 17
19.9% 15.8% 23.6% | 16.8%
73 38 23 12
10.6% 15.5% 6.6% 12.3%
2 1 1 1
3% 3% 2% 6%
94 27 57 10
13.6% 11.0% 16.5% 9.8%
15 B} 12 0
2.2% 1.2% 3.5% 2%
33 21 3 9
4.7% 8.5% 9% 9.2%
10 2 7 1
1.5% 9% 2.1% .8%
6 6 0 0
9% 2.6% .0% .0%
120 36 69 14
17.3% 14.9% 19.9% 14.5%
5] 1 4 0
% .5% 1.0% .0%
152 34 109 8
22.0% 14.1% 31.5% 8.3%
63 26 30 6
9.1% 10.7% 8.8% 6.4%
51 18 13 19
7.4% 7.6% 3.8% 19.2%
37 14 6 17
5.3% 5.8% 1.6% 16.9%
32 11 19 2
4.7% 4.5% 5.6% 1.6%
117 65 34 18
16.9% 26.7% 9.8% 17.9%
54 22 31 1
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7. What fitness, athletic, or

sports activities do you or a
member of your household

participate in?

Comparisons of Column Proportions

7. What fitness, athletic, or

sports activities do you or a
member of your household

participate in?

column proportion.

Weight-training
Golf

Hunting and fishing

Going to the gym / Exercise

Track and field

Wrestling

Other

DK/INA

Aerobics or group exercise
classes

Basketball
Baseball

Biking or cycling, outside
1%

Dance
Football
Gymnastics
Hiking

Martial arts
Roller hockey

Ethnicity

Caucasian Hispanic

,C

Caucasian
(A)

Ethnicity
Hispanic Other

(B) (C)
C
AB
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

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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,c

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Ethnicity
Caucasian Hispanic Other
(A) (B) (C)

Running or jogging, outside
only

Skateboarding
Soccer AC
Softball
Swimming AB
Tennis B AB

7. What fitness, athletic, or  Volleyball
sports activities do you ora  walking, outside only B
member of your household . -
participate in? Weight-training C (o}
Golf B
Hunting and fishing
Going to the gym / Exercise
Track and field
Wrestling
Other
DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Annual Household Income

s SBOWE OIME  ssoamoe
$30,000 $60,000 $80,000 [
Total 150 203 82 177
Aerobics or group exercise " 8 12 15
classes 7.2% 3.9% 14.1% 8.3%
58 35 15 27
Basketball
asketba 38.5% 17.4% 18.9% 15.1%
25 53 18 31
Baseball 16.8% 25.9% 22.3% 17.8%
Biking or cycling, outside 1" 19 18 20
only 7.6% 9.4% 22.4% 11.3%
Dance o L o L
0% 3% 0% 7%
23 29 12 25
Football
cotba 15.6% 14.2% 14.6% 14.2%
Gymnastics = 4 2 2
¥ 3.2% 2.1% 2.8% 1.2%
- 6 4 10 1
Hiking 41% 2.1% 12.0% 6.5%
: 2 3 0 2
7. What fitness, athletic, or  "1artial arts 1.4% 1.5% 0% 1.3%
sports activities do you or a 0 0 1 5
member of your household Roller hock
participate in? CLETIERY 3% 0% 1.4% 2.7%
Running or jogging, outside 31 29 21 34
only 20.7% 14.1% 25.2% 19.4%
) 0 3 0 0
Skateboarding 0% 1.3% 0% 0%
Soccer 31 50 17 39
20.6% 24.5% 20.2% 22.0%
5 22 9 24
ftball
S 3.4% 10.7% 10.9% 13.6%
Swimmin 9 i g LS
¢ 3.6% 4.8% 4.1% 7.4%
Tennis 2 J i 9
1.4% 2.7% 1.3% 45%
6 14 0 9
Volteyball 4.0% 6.9% 5% 5.3%
19 32 1 33
Walki ide onl
LI EDCI 12.9% 15.6% 13.4% 18.6%
7 14 2 25
Weight-traini
instiin 4.3% 7.0% 1.9% 14.0%
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Annual Household Income
Less than $30,000 to $60,000 to

$80,000 or
less than less than ’
EEI $60,000 $80,000 more

5 1 7
Golf
° 27% 1.6% 42%
. —_ 2 2 1
Hunting and fishing 1.1% 2.8% %
9 3 7
Going to the gym / Exercise o o o
7. What fitness, athletic, o 4'§A’ 3.((3)6 4'? %
sports activities do you ol -
member of your household Track and field 1.6% 2% 8%
participate in? > 0 5
Wrestling
8% .0% 2.7%
16 7 11
Oth
er 7.7% 8.9% 6.4%
2 0 0
DKINA
.8% .0% .0%

. . b,c
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Annual Household Income

$30,000 to $60,000 to
L;gg :)I?)%n [CEERE] [CEERET] $8?T’]%0rg Cls
! $60,000 $80,000

(A) (B) (C) (D)
Aerobics or group exercise
classes

Basketball
Baseball
Biking or cycling, outside
7. What fitness, athletic, or only 9 4 9
sports activities do you or a
member of your household ~ Dance
participate in? Football
Gymnastics
Hiking
Martial arts
Roller hockey .

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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. . b,c
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Annual Household Income

$30,000 to $60,000 to
Lg;g (t)?)?)n less than less than $8(']',1(‘))0r(e] Clf
’ $60,000 $80,000

(A) (B) (C) (D)
Running or jogging, outside
only

Skateboarding
Soccer
Softball
Swimming
Tennis
7. What fitness, athletic, o Volleyball
sports activities do you ol Walking, outside only
member of your household . -
participate in? Weight-training
Golf
Hunting and fishing
Going to the gym / Exercise
Track and field
Wrestling
Other
DK/NA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Homeownership
Total Rent Own

Total 679 186 493
Aerobics or group exercise 50 9 40
classes 7.3% | 5.0% | 8.2%
170 61 109
Basketball 251% | 32.8% |22.2%
134 29 105
Baseball 19.7% | 15.5% | 21.2%
Biking or cycling, outside 75 24 51
only 11.1% | 13.1% | 10.3%
Dance 2 g 2
3% 0% 4%
93 34 59
Football
ootha 13.7% | 18.4% | 11.9%
Gymnastics s . B
U 23% | 20% | 2.4%
36 8 28
e
. 53% | 44% | 56%
12 2 10
7. What fitness, athletic, or Martial arts
sports activities do you or a 1.7% | 1.0% | 2.0%
member of your household 6 0 6

participate in? Roller hockey 9% 2% 1.2%

Running or jogging, outside "7 41 76
only 17.2% | 22.0% |15.4%
5 5 0
7% 2.6% .0%
141 33 109
20.8% | 17.7% [22.0%
63 14 48
92% | 7.7% | 9.8%
51 8 43
75% | 41% | 8.8%
38 4 34
56% | 22% | 6.9%
28 9 19
4.2% | 48% | 3.9%
119 26 94
17.6% | 13.7% | 19.0%

Weight-training 52 13 39

Skateboarding

Soccer

Softball

Swimming

Tennis

Volleyball

Walking, outside only
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Homeownership
Total Rent Own
Weight-training

Golf

Hunting and fishing

Going to the gym /
7. What fitness, athletic, or Exercise
sports activities do you or a
member of your household  Track and field
participate in?

Wrestling

Other

DK/INA

. . b
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Homeownership
Rent Own
(A) (B)

Aerobics or group exercise
classes

Basketball
Baseball

Biki ling, outsid
7. What fitness, athletic, or  only © @ o o

sports activities do you or a
member of your household ~ Dance
participate in? Football

Gymnastics
Hiking
Martial arts
Roller hockey

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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,c

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Homeownership
Rent Own
(A) (B)

Running or jogging, outside
1%

Skateboarding
Soccer
Softball
Swimming
Tennis

7. What fitness, athletic, or  Volleyball
sports activities do you or a Walking, outside only
member of your household . -
participate in? Weight-training
Golf
Hunting and fishing
Going to the gym / Exercise
Track and field
Wrestling
Other
DK/NA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Children or Seniors in the Household

. Children in Seniors in
Total helther household household
Total 706 167 451 197
Aerobics or group exercise 50 " 26 13
classes 7.0% 6.7% 5.8% 6.6%
173 21 143 58
Bask ]
asketba 24.5% | 12.7% 31.6% 29.6%
Baseball 139 28 94 42
19.7% 17.1% 20.7% 21.4%
Biking or cycling, outside 73 24 37 14
only 10.4% 14.6% 8.3% 6.9%
Dance 2 L L 0
3% 3% 3% 1%
99 18 7 23
Football 14.1% | 10.8% 17.0% 11.6%
Gymnastics i 2 12 !
U 22% | 18% 2.7% 3%
Hikin 36 12 16 9
o 51% | 74% 3.5% 45%
Martial arts B 2 2 <
7. What fitness, athletic, or ! 1.7% 2.8% 1.0% 2.2%
sports activities do you or a 6 3 3 0
member of your household  Roller hock
participate in? oflerockey 9% 1.8% T% 2%
Running or jogging, outside 124 43 7 20
only 17.6% 25.5% 15.7% 10.3%
5 0 5 2
Skateboardi
R 7% | 0% 1.1% 9%
Soccer 153 22 125 31
21.7% 13.3% 27.7% 15.5%
63 13 46 14
Softball 89% | 7.6% 10.2% 7.0%
Swimmin il = &L 22
& 72% | 56% 8.0% 13.2%
Tennis 38 9 24 21
5.4% 5.5% 5.4% 10.5%
32 9 22 4
Volleyball
el 45% | 53% 5.0% 1.9%
. . 120 38 59 46
Walking, outside only 16.9% | 22.9% 13.0% 23.2%
54 13 29 19
Weight-traini
eight-training 7.6% | 7.8% 6.3% 9.9%
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Children or Seniors in the Household

: Children in Seniors in
U] Neither household household

Golf

Hunting and fishing

Going to the gym /
Exercise

7. What fitness, athletic, or

sports activities do you or a -
member of your household Track and field
participate in?

Wrestling

Other

DKINA

,C

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Children or Seniors in the Household

n Children in Seniors in
pelthey household household

(A) (B) (C)

Aerobics or group exercise
classes

Basketball A A
Baseball
Biking or cycling, outside
7. What fitness, athletic, or only g Sl
sports activities do you or a
member of your household ~ Dance
participate in? Football
Gymnastics (o}
Hiking
Martial arts
Roller hockey

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

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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. . b,c
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Children or Seniors in the Household

n Children in Seniors in
eey household household

(A) (B) (C)
Running or jogging, outside
1%
Skateboarding
Soccer
Softball
Swimming
Tennis

7. What fitness, athletic, or ~ Volleyball
sports activities do you ora  Wwalking, outside only
member of your household B -
participate in? Weight-training
Golf
Hunting and fishing
Going to the gym / Exercise
Track and field
Wrestling
Other
DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction
Somewhat

Total Very Satisfied Satisfied Dissatisfied
Total 691 247 310 134
Aerobics or group exercise 50 16 19 15
classes 7.2% 6.4% 6.0% 11.4%
173 48 99 26
Basketball 25.0% 19.5% 31.9% 19.1%
Baseball 140 56 64 20
20.3% 22.7% 20.7% 14.8%
Biking or cycling, outside 68 26 27 15
only 9.8% 10.5% 8.6% 11.4%
Dance 2 L L L
3% 5% 3% .0%
99 32 48 19
Football 14.3% 13.0% 15.5% 14.0%
Gymnastics s 2 - L
U 2.0% 3.5% 1.4% %
Hikin 30 15 9 5
. 43% 6.2% 2.9% 4.0%
Martial arts 2 G & ©
7. What fitness, athletic, or ! 1.7% 2.3% 2.0% .0%
sports activities do you 6 0 2 5
member of your household  Roller hock
participate in? R 9% .0% 5% 3.5%
Running or jogging, outside [IKLS 47 48 22
only 16.8% 19.0% 15.4% 16.2%
5 2 3 0
kateb i
e eng 7% 7% 9% 2%
Soccer 150 43 71 36
21.7% 17.5% 22.9% 26.7%
63 19 36 8
Softball 9.1% 7.7% 11.5% 5.9%
Swimmin 5o 22 2! S
& 7.3% 9.5% 6.8% 4.4%
Tennis = o Cal S
5.5% 3.3% 7.9% 4.2%
29 12 11 5]
Volleyball
CHE 4.2% 5.0% 3.6% 4.0%
. . 115 41 50 24
Walking, outside only 16.6% 16.6% 16.0% 18.2%
A ] 63 19 27 7
Weight-training 7.7% 7.7% 8.7% 5.4%
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Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Somewhat

Total  Very Satisfied Satisfied

Dissatisfied

Golf

Hunting and fishing

Going to the gym /
Exercise

7. What fitness, athletic, or

sports activities do you or a -
member of your household Track and field
participate in?

Wrestling

Other

DK/INA

Comparisons of Column Proportions

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Very Satisfied  Sgmewhat  pissatisfied

(A) (B) (C)

Aerobics or group exercise
classes

Basketball AC
Baseball
Biki i .

7. What fitness, athletic, or ol ing or cycling, outside

nl
sports activities do you or a v
member of your household ~ Dance
participate in? Football

Gymnastics
Hiking

Martial arts
Roller hockey . 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.
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7. What fitness, athletic, or
sports activities do you or a
member of your household
participate in?

Comparisons of Column Proportionsh

Running or jogging, outside
only

Skateboarding

Soccer

Softball

Swimming

Tennis

Volleyball

Walking, outside only
Weight-training

Golf

Hunting and fishing

Going to the gym / Exercise
Track and field

Wrestling

Other

DKINA

c

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Very Satisfied Sso;nﬁz\;\ilggt Dissatisfied

(A) (B) (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.

Page 143

7. What fitness, athletic, or

sports activities do you or a
member of your household

participate in?

Total

Aerobics or group exercise
classes

Basketball

Baseball

Biking or cycling, outside
only

Dance

Football

Gymnastics

Hiking

Martial arts

Roller hockey

Running or jogging, outside
only

Skateboarding

Soccer

Softball

Swimming

Tennis

Volleyball

Walking, outside only

Weight-training

Future Quality of Life
Stay about the
Total Better S Worse

681 280 141 260
47 18 4 26
6.9% | 6.4% 2.8% 9.8%
169 66 21 82
24.8% | 23.4% 15.1% 31.4%
135 58 24 53
19.8% | 20.6% 17.0% 20.4%
72 19 27 27
10.6% | 6.6% 19.1% 10.2%
2 1 0 1
3% 2% 2% A%
95 43 17 36
13.9% | 15.2% 11.8% 13.7%
15 9 4 2
22% | 3.3% 2.5% 9%
33 10 14 0]
48% | 3.4% 10.3% 3.5%
11 4 5 3
1.7% | 1.3% 3.4% 1.1%
6 5 0 2
9% 1.6% .0% T%
120 44 28 48
17.7% | 15.7% 19.9% 18.6%
5 0 4 1
7% 0% 2.5% 5%
149 69 33 47
21.8% | 24.6% 23.1% 18.1%
63 25 17 21
92% | 8.8% 11.9% 8.2%
51 14 6 31
74% | 4.9% 4.2% 11.9%
38 14 4 20
5.6% | 4.9% 3.1% 7.8%
32 11 6 15
4.7% | 3.8% 4.5% 5.8%
114 28 26 60
16.8% | 10.1% 18.1% 23.2%
51 22 1" 18
74% | 7.7% 7.8% 7.0%
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Future Quality of Life

Stay about the
Better e

Golf

Hunting and fishing

Going to the gym /
Exercise

7. What fitness, athletic, or
sports activities do you or a -
member of your household Track and field

participate in?
Wrestling

Other

DKINA

,C

Comparisons of Column Prop'.)rtionsb

Future Quality of Life

Stay about the
Better e Worse

(A) (B) (C)
Aerobics or group exercise B
classes
Basketball B
Baseball

Biking or cycling, outside
7. What fitness, athletic, or  only ey AC
sports activities do you or a
member of your household ~ Dance

participate in? Football
Gymnastics
Hiking AC
Martial arts
Roller hockey 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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,C

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Future Quality of Life

Stay about the
Better Same Worse

(A) (B) (C)
Running or jogging, outside
1%
Skateboarding
Soccer
Softball
Swimming
Tennis

7. What fitness, athletic, or ~ Volleyball
sports activities do you ora  Wwalking, outside only
member of your household B -
participate in? Weight-training
Golf
Hunting and fishing
Going to the gym / Exercise
Track and field
Wrestling
Other
DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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7. What fitness, athletic, or

sports activities do you or a
member of your household

participate in?

Total

Aerobics or group exercise
classes

Basketball

Baseball

Biking or cycling, outside
1%

Dance

Football

Gymnastics

Hiking

Martial arts

Roller hockey
Running or jogging, outside
only

Skateboarding
Soccer

Softball

Swimming

Tennis

Volleyball

Walking, outside only

Weight-training

Household Participation in
Fitness or Sports Activities

Total Yes
708 708
50 50
7.0% 7.0%
175 175
24.7% 24.7%
141 141
19.9% 19.9%
75 75
10.6% 10.6%
2 2
3% 3%
99 99
14.0% 14.0%
16 16
2.2% 2.2%
36 36
5.1% 5.1%
12 12
1.7% 1.7%
6 6
.9% 9%
124 124
17.5% 17.5%
5 5
7% 7%
153 153
21.6% 21.6%
63 63
8.9% 8.9%
51 51
7.2% 7.2%
38 38
5.4% 5.4%
32 32
4.5% 4.5%
120 120
16.9% 16.9%
54 54
7.6% 7.6%
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7. What fitness, athletic, or
sports activities do you or a
member of your household
participate in?

Comparisons

7. What fitness, athletic, or

sports activities do you or a
member of your household

participate in?

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

Golf

Hunting and fishing

Going to the gym / Exercise
Track and field

Wrestling

Other

DK/INA

of Column Proportionsal

Aerobics or group exercise
classes

Basketball

Baseball

Biking or cycling, outside
only

Dance

Football

Gymnastics

Hiking

ERENER S

Household Participation in
Fitness or Sports Activities

Total Yes

b

Household
Participation
in Fitness or

Sports
Activities

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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,b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Household
Participation
in Fitness or

Sports
Activities

Roller hockey

Running or jogging, outside
1%

Skateboarding
Soccer
Softball

Swimming

- Tennis

7. What fitness, athletic, or

sports activities do you ol Volleyball

member of your household  Walking, outside only

participate in? Weight-training
Golf
Hunting and fishing
Going to the gym / Exercise
Track and field
Wrestling
Other
DK/NA

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

Gender

Male Female
8A. Sidewalks and walking
paths
8B. Bike lanes and paths

8C. Outdoor sports fields
and courts

8D. A toddlers' and
children's playground area

8E. A park
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b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means

Gender

Male Female
(A)

8A. Sidewalks and walking
paths

8B. Bike lanes and paths

8C. Outdoor sports fields
and courts

8D. A toddlers' and

children's playground area

8E. A park

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not
integers. They were rounded to the nearest
integers before performing pairwise
comparisons.

Age
Total 18to24 25to34 35to44 45to54 55to 64

8A. Sidewalks and walking
paths

65 and older

8B. Bike lanes and paths

8C. Outdoor sports fields
and courts

8D. A toddlers' and
children's playground area

8E. A park
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b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means

Age
18to24 25t034 35to44 45to54 55to64 65 and older
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E) (F)

8A. Sidewalks and walking
paths

8B. Bike lanes and paths
8C. Outdoor sports fields
and courts

8D. A toddlers' and
children's playground area
8E. A park

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers
before performing pairwise comparisons.

Length of Residence

Five years to
less than ten
years

8A. Sidewalks and walking
b 32 34 3.1 32

8B. Bike lanes and paths 2.9 3.0 29 29
8C. Outdoor sports fields 32 32 32 32

10 years or

Less than five
Total more

years

and courts

8D. A toddlers' and
children's playground area 32 35 32 32

8E. A park 3.4 3.4 3.3 3.4
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. a,b
Comparisons of Column Means

Length of Residence
Less than five IFei;z %’lf:rzst:g 10 years or

years years more

(A) (B) (C)

8A. Sidewalks and walking

paths

8B. Bike lanes and paths

8C. Outdoor sports fields

and courts

8D. A toddlers' and

children's playground area

8E. A park

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the
nearest integers before performing pairwise comparisons.

Ethnicity

Total Caucasian Hispanic Other

8A. Sidewalks and walking
paths

8B. Bike lanes and paths
8C. Outdoor sports fields

and courts

8D. A toddlers' and
children's playground area

8E. A park
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,b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means

Ethnicity
Caucasian Hispanic Other
(A) (B) (9]

8A. Sidewalks and walking
paths

8B. Bike lanes and paths

8C. Outdoor sports fields
and courts

8D. A toddlers' and
children's playground area
8E. A park

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They
were rounded to the nearest integers before performing
pairwise comparisons.

Annual Household Income

$30,000 to $60,000 to
Total Lg;g 5%;" less than less than
’ $60,000 $80,000

$80,000 or

8A. Sidewalks and walking
paths

8B. Bike lanes and paths

8C. Outdoor sports fields
and courts

8D. A toddlers' and
children's playground area

8E. A park
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b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means

Annual Household Income

Less than
$30,000

(A)

$30,000 to
less than
$60,000

$60,000 to
less than
$80,000

(C)

$80,000 or

more

(D)

8A. Sidewalks and walking

paths

8B. Bike lanes and paths

8C. Outdoor sports fields

and courts

8D. A toddlers' and

children's playground area

8E. A park

Results are based on two-sided tests assuming equal variances with significance level 0.05. For each

significant pair, the key of the smaller category appears under the category with larger mean.
a. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using
the Bonferroni correction.

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers
before performing pairwise comparisons.

Homeownership
Total Rent Own

8A. Sidewalks and walking
paths

8B. Bike lanes and paths

8C. Outdoor sports fields
and courts

8D. A toddlers' and
children's playground area

8E. A park
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,b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means

Homeownership
Rent Own
(A) (B)

8A. Sidewalks and walking B
paths

8B. Bike lanes and paths B

8C. Outdoor sports fields
and courts

8D. A toddlers' and

children's playground area

8E. A park

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not
integers. They were rounded to the nearest
integers before performing pairwise
comparisons.

Children or Seniors in the Household

Children in Seniors in
household household

Total  Neither

8A. Sidewalks and walking
paths
8B. Bike lanes and paths

8C. Outdoor sports fields
and courts

8D. A toddlers' and
children's playground area
8E. A park
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Comparisons of Column Means

Children or Seniors in the Household

Children in Seniors in
household household

(A) ()] (%)

Neither

8A. Sidewalks and walking
paths

8B. Bike lanes and paths
8C. Outdoor sports fields
and courts

8D. A toddlers' and
children's playground area
8E. A park

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the
nearest integers before performing pairwise comparisons.

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Somewhat

Satisfied Dissatisfied

Total Very Satisfied

8A. Sidewalks and walking
paths

8B. Bike lanes and paths

8C. Outdoor sports fields
and courts

8D. A toddlers' and
children's playground area

8E. A park
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Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Somewhat
Satisfied

(A) (B) (C)

Dissatisfied

Very Satisfied

8A. Sidewalks and walking
paths

8B. Bike lanes and paths
8C. Outdoor sports fields
and courts

8D. A toddlers' and
children's playground area
8E. A park

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the
nearest integers before performing pairwise comparisons.

Future Quality of Life

Total Better Stay:about the Worse

8A. Sidewalks and walking

paths 3.2 3.4 3.0 3.0
8B. Bike lanes and paths 2.9 3.2 2.7 2.7
8C. Outdoor sports fields

and courts 32 34 3.0 3.1
8D. A toddlers' and

children's playground area 32 35 3.0 i
8E. A park 3.4 3.6 3.3 3.3
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Future Quality of Life

Stay about the
Better Gern Worse
(A) (B) (C)
8A. Sidewalks and walking
paths
8B. Bike lanes and paths
8C. Outdoor sports fields
and courts
8D. A toddlers' and
children's playground area
8E. A park

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were
rounded to the nearest integers before performing pairwise
comparisons.

Household Participation in Fitness or Sports
Activities

Total Yes No

8A. Sidewalks and walking
paths

8B. Bike lanes and paths

8C. Outdoor sports fields
and courts

8D. A toddlers' and
children's playground area

8E. A park
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Household Participation in
Fitness or Sports Activities

No

(B)

8A. Sidewalks and walking

paths

8B. Bike lanes and paths

8C. Outdoor sports fields

and courts

8D. A toddlers' and

children's playground area

8E. A park

Results are based on two-sided tests assuming equal variances

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were
rounded to the nearest integers before performing pairwise
comparisons.

Female
Total

Very satisfied

9. Generally speaking are Somewhat satisfied

you satisfied or dissatisfied
with the availability and
maintenance of sidewalks
and walking paths in your
community?

Somewhat dissatisfied

Very dissatisfied

DK/INA
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Gender
Male Female
(A) (B)

9. Generally speaking are

you satisfied or dissatisfied
with the availability and
maintenance of sidewalks
and walking paths in your

Very satisfied
Somewhat satisfied
Somewhat dissatisfied
Very dissatisfied

community? DK/NA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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 18to24 25to34 35to44 45to54 55to64 65 and older
Total

Very satisfied

9. Generally speaking are

h isfi
you satisfied or dissatisfied o iEGerlEiEE

with the availability and
maintenance of sidewalks
and walking paths in your
community?

Somewhat dissatisfied

Very dissatisfied

DK/INA
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Age
18to24 25to34 35to44 45to54 55to64 65 and older
(A) (B) (] (D) (E) (F)

9. Generally speaking are Very satisfied
you satisfied or dissatisfied Somewhat satisfied

with the availability and e -
maintenance of sidewalks Somewhat dissatisfied

and walking paths in your Very dissatisfied
community? DK/INA : 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.

Length of Residence

Five years to

less than ten
years

10 years or
more

Less than five
years

Total 1200 90 142 968
Very satisfied SIA S5 33 £
v 31.2% 39.0% 23.4% 31.6%
i 462 30 67 366
9. Generally speaking are h isfi
you satisfied or dissatisfied e iEBeE e 38.5% 33.3% 47.2% 37.7%
with the availability and
A 155 9 23 124
maintenance of sidewalks S hat dissatisfied
and walking paths in your omewnhat dissafistiec FEYWA 9.5% 15.9% 12.8%
Communityz 175 10 16 148
Very dissatisfied
A 14.6% 115% 11.3% 15.3%
33 6 3! 24
DKINA
2.8% 6.7% 2.2% 2.5%
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Length of Residence
Less than five E\s’: {::r:st;g 10 years or

years years more

(A) (B) (C)

9. Generally speaking are Very satisfied

you satisfied or dissatisfied Somewhat satisfied
with the availability and : ;o
maintenance of sidewalks Somewhat dissatisfied
and walking paths in your Very dissatisfied
community? DK/NA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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
Total Caucasian Hispanic Other
Total

Very satisfied

9. Generally speaking are Somewhat satisfied

you satisfied or dissatisfied

with the availability and

maintenance of sidewalks Somewhat dissatisfied
and walking paths in your

community?

Very dissatisfied

DK/INA
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Ethnicity
Caucasian Hispanic Other
(A) (B) (C)

9. Generally speaking are Very satisfied

you satisfied or dissatisfied Somewhat satisfied
with the availability and e -
maintenance of sidewalks Somewhat dissatisfied
and walking paths in your Very dissatisfied
community? DK/INA

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

Annual Household Income

$30,000 to $60,000 to
ngg gb%n less than less than
i $60,000 $80,000

Total

$80,000 or
more

Very satisfied

9. Generally speaking are iefi
you satisfied or dissatisfied Somephateatisid

with the availability and
maintenance of sidewalks Somewhat dissatisfied
and walking paths in your

community?

Very dissatisfied

DKINA
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Annual Household Income

$30,000 to $60,000 to
L;;g 5’63" less than less than
’ $60,000 $80,000

(B) (C)

9. Generally speaking are Very satisfied

you satisfied or dissatisfied Somewhat satisfied
with the availability and : ;o
maintenance of sidewalks Somewhat dissatisfied
and walking paths in your Very dissatisfied
community? DK/NA

$80,000 or

more

(D)

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

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

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.

Homeownership
Total Rent Own
Total

Very satisfied

9. Generally speaking are Somewhat satisfied

you satisfied or dissatisfied

with the availability and

maintenance of sidewalks Somewhat dissatisfied
and walking paths in your

community?

Very dissatisfied

DK/INA
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Homeownership
Rent Own
(A) (B)
Very satisfied
you satisfied or dissatisfied Somewhat satisfied
with the availability and e -
maintenance of sidewalks Somewhat dissatisfied

and walking paths in your Very dissatisfied
community? DK/INA

9. Generally speaking are

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

9. Generally speaking are

you satisfied or dissatisfied
with the availability and
maintenance of sidewalks
and walking paths in your
community?

Children or Seniors in the Household

: Children in Seniors in
Neither, ousehold household

Total

Very satisfied

Somewhat satisfied

Somewhat dissatisfied

Very dissatisfied

DK/INA
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Comparisons of Column Proportions

9. Generally speaking are
you satisfied or dissatisfied
with the availability and
maintenance of sidewalks
and walking paths in your
community?

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

a,b

Children or Seniors in the Household

Children in Seniors in
household household

(A) (B) (C)

Neither

Very satisfied

Somewhat satisfied
Somewhat dissatisfied
Very dissatisfied
DK/NA

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.

9. Generally speaking are
you satisfied or dissatisfied
with the availability and
maintenance of sidewalks
and walking paths in your
community?

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Total Very Satisfied ~ Semewhat  pissatisfied

Total

Very satisfied

Somewhat satisfied

Somewhat dissatisfied

Very dissatisfied

DKINA
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Very Satisfied  Somewhat  pissatisfied

(A)

9. Generally speaking are Very satisfied
you satisfied or dissatisfied Somewhat satisfied

with the availability and A o
maintenance of sidewalks Somewhat/dissatisfied
and walking paths in your Very dissatisfied

community? DKINA

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

Future Quality of Life

Stay about the
Better =

me
Total

Very satisfied

9. Generally speaking are Somewhat satisfied

you satisfied or dissatisfied

with the availability and

maintenance of sidewalks Somewhat dissatisfied
and walking paths in your

community?

Very dissatisfied

DKINA
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Comparisons of Column Proportions

Future Quality of Life

Stay about the
Better Same Worse

(A) (B) (C)

9. Generally speaking are Very satisfied

you satisfied or dissatisfied Somewhat satisfied
with the availability and q =
maintenance of sidewalks Pomehaticis=atisties
and walking paths in your Very dissatisfied
community? DKINA

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

Household Participation in Fitness or Sports
Activities

Total Yes No
Total

Very satisfied

9. Generally speaking are Somewhat satisfied

you satisfied or dissatisfied

with the availability and
maintenance of sidewalks Somewhat dissatisfied
and walking paths in your

community?

Very dissatisfied

DKINA
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Comparisons of Column Proportions
Household Participation in
Fitness or Sports Activities
No
(B)

9. Generally speaking are Very satisfied

you satisfied or dissatisfied Somewhat satisfied

with the availability and
maintenance of sidewalks
and walking paths in your Very dissatisfied

community? DKINA

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

Somewhat dissatisfied

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

Gender
Male Female
Total

Very satisfied

10. Generally speaking are Somewhat satisfied

you satisfied or dissatisfied

with the availability and

maintenance of bike lanes Somewhat dissatisfied
and paths in your

community?

Very dissatisfied

DK/INA

Page 169

b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Gender
Male Female

(A) (B)

10. Generally speaking are Very satisfied

you satisfied or dissatisfied Somewhat satisfied
with the availability and
maintenance of bike lanes
and paths in your Very dissatisfied
community? DK/NA

Somewhat dissatisfied

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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
18to24 25to34 35to44 45to54 55to 64 65 and older
Total

Very satisfied

10. Generally speaking are Somewhat satisfied

you satisfied or dissatisfied

with the availability and

maintenance of bike lanes Somewhat dissatisfied
and paths in your

community?

Very dissatisfied

DK/INA
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Age
18to24 25t034 35to44 45to54 55to 64 65 and older
(A) (B) (9] (D) (E) (F)

10. Generally speaking are  Very satisfied

you satisfied or dissatisfied Somewhat satisfied
with the availability and e -
maintenance of bike lanes Somewhat dissatisfied
and paths in your Very dissatisfied
community? DK/INA

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

Length of Residence

5 Five years to
Less ter;arg five [Eseliianten 10 )r,::rr: or
y years

Total

Very satisfied

10. Generally speaking are  somewhat satisfied
you satisfied or dissatisfied

with the availability and

maintenance of bike lanes Somewhat dissatisfied
and paths in your

community?

Very dissatisfied

DK/INA

Page 171

,b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Length of Residence
Less than five IFei:: {;:':stetﬁ 10 years or

years years more

(A) (B) (C)

10. Generally speaking are  Very satisfied

you satisfied or dissatisfied Somewhat satisfied
with the availability and : ;o
maintenance of bike lanes Somewhat dissatisfied
and paths in your Very dissatisfied
community? DK/NA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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
Total Caucasian Hispanic Other
Total

Very satisfied

10. Generally speaking are Somewhat satisfied

you satisfied or dissatisfied

with the availability and

maintenance of bike lanes Somewhat dissatisfied
and paths in your

community?

Very dissatisfied

DK/INA

Page 172




,b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Ethnicity
Caucasian Hispanic Other
(A) (B) (C)

10. Generally speakingare ~ Very satisfied

you satisfied or dissatisfied
with the availability and
maintenance of bike lanes
and paths in your
community?

Somewhat satisfied
Somewhat dissatisfied
Very dissatisfied
DKINA

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

10. Generally speaking are
you satisfied or dissatisfied
with the availability and
maintenance of bike lanes
and paths in your
community?

Annual Household Income

Less than

Total

$30,000 to $60,000 to
$30,000 less than less than $80,000 or
i $60,000 $80,000

more

Very satisfied

Somewhat satisfied

Somewhat dissatisfied

Very dissatisfied

DKINA
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Annual Household Income

Less than
$30,000

$30,000 to
less than
$60,000

10. Generally speaking are
you satisfied or dissatisfied
with the availability and
maintenance of bike lanes
and paths in your
community?

(A) (B)

Very satisfied
Somewhat satisfied
Somewhat dissatisfied
Very dissatisfied
DK/NA

$60,000 to
less than
$80,000

(C)

$80,000 or
more

(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.

10. Generally speaking are

you satisfied or dissatisfied
with the availability and
maintenance of bike lanes
and paths in your
community?

Homeownership
Total Rent Own
Total

Very satisfied

Somewhat satisfied

Somewhat dissatisfied

Very dissatisfied

DK/INA
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Homeownership
Rent Own
(A) (B)
Very satisfied A
you satisfied or dissatisfied Somewhat satisfied
with the availability and e -
maintenance of bike lanes Somewhat dissatisfied

and paths in your Very dissatisfied
community? DK/INA

10. Generally speaking are

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

Children or Seniors in the Household

Children in Seniors in

Total  Neither 0 sehold household

Total

Very satisfied

10. Generally speaking are Somewhat satisfied

you satisfied or dissatisfied

with the availability and

maintenance of bike lanes Somewhat dissatisfied
and paths in your

community?

Very dissatisfied

DK/INA
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Children or Seniors in the Household

Children in Seniors in

Neither household household

(A) (B) (C)

10. Generally speaking are  Very satisfied

you satisfied or dissatisfied Somewhat satisfied
with the availability and q =
maintenance of bike lanes ~ Somewhat dissatisfied
and paths in your Very dissatisfied
community? DKINA

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

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Somewhat

Satisfied Dissatisfied

Total Very Satisfied
Total

Very satisfied

10. Generally speaking are  gomewhat satisfied

you satisfied or dissatisfied

with the availability and
maintenance of bike lanes Somewhat dissatisfied
and paths in your

community?
Very dissatisfied

DKINA
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Comparisons of Column Proportions

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Very Satisfied sso;t‘iz‘fnilggt

(A) (B) (C)

Dissatisfied

Very satisfied

10. Generally speaking are
you satisfied or dissatisfied Somewhat satisfied
with the availability and A o
maintenance of bike lanes Somewhat/dissatisfied
and paths in your Very dissatisfied
community? DKINA

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

Future Quality of Life

Stay about the
Better sal
Total 465 252 421
134 78 128
\Y tisfied
ery satistie 28.7% 31.1% 30.5%
A 197 99 178
10. Generally speaking are S hat satisfied
you satisfied or dissatisfied omewnat satistie 42.3% 39.3% 42.3%
with the availability and 71 18 50
maintenance of bike lanes S hat dissatisfied
and paths in your omewhat dissatistie 15.3% 71% 12.0%
community? 50 35 44
Very dissatisfied
iy ClEREURID 10.8% 13.9% 10.5%
14 21 20
DKI/NA
3.0% 8.5% 4.7%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Future Quality of Life

Stay about the
Better it Worse

(A) (B) (C)

10. Generally speaking are  Very satisfied

you satisfied or dissatisfied Somewhat satisfied

with the availability and
maintenance of bike lanes
and paths in your Very dissatisfied
community? DKINA

Somewhat dissatisfied

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

Household Participation in Fitness or Sports
Activities

Total No
Total

Very satisfied

10. Generally speaking are  gomewhat satisfied

you satisfied or dissatisfied

with the availability and
maintenance of bike lanes Somewhat dissatisfied
and paths in your

community?

Very dissatisfied

DKINA
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Comparisons of Column Proportions
Household Participation in
Fitness or Sports Activities
No
(B)

10. Generally speaking are  Very satisfied

you satisfied or dissatisfied Somewhat satisfied

with the availability and A o
maintenance of bike lanes Sementiatdissatished
and paths in your Very dissatisfied
community? DKINA
Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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.

Gender
Male
Total

More than once a week

Once a week

Few times a m

11. How often do you or a

member of your household

walk or bicycle in your Once a month
community?

Few times a year or less

Never

DKINA
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Gender

Male Female

(A) (B)

More than once a week
Once a week
11. How often do you or a Few times a m
membetofyour househeld once  month
community? Few times a year or less
Never
DK/NA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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 18to24 25to34 35to44

45to 54 55to 64 65 and older

Total 1185 175 257 234 214 141 164
More than once a week 602 101 133 138 103 66 61
50.8% | 57.6% 51.6% 59.1% 48.2% 46.6% 37.3%
Once a week 161 24 44 23 31 16 23
13.6% | 13.9% 17.1% 10.0% 14.5% 11.0% 13.9%
Few times a month 140 23 30 39 22 1 15
11. How often do you or a 11.8% | 13.1% 11.7% 16.8% 10.4% 7.6% 9.2%
e b — s [0 | 1 [ 6 [0 | 7 6
community? 4.6% 5.8% 6.3% 2.7% 4.6% 5.1% 3.4%
Few times a year or less i 2 i i b g g
6.2% 5.0% 6.7% 6.7% 7.3% 5.5% 5.2%
150 8 17 10 32 33 51
Never
12.7% | 4.5% 6.8% 4.1% 14.8% 23.6% 30.9%
3 0 0 1 1 1 0
B .3% .0% .0% .6% .3%. 7% 1%
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Age
18to24 25to34 35to44 45to54 55to64 65 and older
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E) (F)

More than once a week
Once a week

11. How often do you or a Few times a month
member of your household
walk or bicycle in your Once a month
community? Few times a year or less

Never

DK/NA . .
Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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.

Length of Residence

Five years to
less than ten
years

10 years or
more

Less than five
years

Total 142 968
85 459
More than once a week 50.8% 47.4%
13 142
Once a week 8.8% 14.6%
Few ti th 17 117
11. How often do you or a ewtimes a morn 12.1% 12.1%
member of your household 5 50
walk or bicycle in your Once a month
community? 4.2% 5.1%
Few times a year or less i £
Y 8.5% 6.1%
Never 2 E
6.5% 14.1%
0 5
DKINA
1%, 5%
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. - b,c
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Length of Residence

3 Five years to

Less than five 10 years or
years Iessytehaarg ten more
(A) (B) (C)

More than once a week
Once a week

11. How often do you or a Few times a month
member of your household

walk or bicycle in your Grtsialmonth
community? Few times a year or less

Never
DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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
Total Caucasian Hispanic Other

Total 1163 461 143
More than once a week 586 244 254 88
50.4% 53.0% 45.5% [61.3%
Once a week 160 51 ) 11
13.8% 11.1% 17.6% 7.5%
Few times a month 1SS 0 3 13
11. How often do you or a 11.6% 10.8% 13.0% 9.1%
member of your household 56 14 37 4
walk or bicycle in your Once a month
community? 4.8% 3.1% 6.7% 2.9%
Few times a year or less 2 2 39 4
6.2% 6.3% 7.0% 2.6%
Never 150 71 55 24
12.9% 15.5% 9.9% 16.5%
3 1 1 0
B .3% 3% .3% 2%
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,b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Ethnicity
Caucasian Hispanic Other
(A) (B) (C)

More than once a week
Once a week

11. How often do you or a Few times am

member of your household

walk or bicycle in your (OIze & iy

community? Few times a year or less
Never

DK/INA

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

Annual Household Income

$30,000 to $60,000 to
less than less than $8?1v1°°°rg o
$60,000 $80,000

Less than
$30,000

Total 137 233
156 59 118
M h. k
ore than once a wee 47.2% 43.2% 50.7%
66 18 31
o] k
nee awee 20.1% 13.4% 13.1%
Few times a month & g &
11. How often do you or a wH 10.2% 12.3% 16.2%
member of your household 13 7 15
walk or bicycle in your fo) th
community? nce amon 4.1% 4.9% 6.6%
Few times a year or less 2 & &
U 8.0% 10.2% 5.4%
Never 34 22 16
10.2% 16.1% 6.9%
1 0 2
DKINA
2% .0% 9%
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. . bc
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Annual Household Income

$30,000 to $60,000 to
L;;g 5’63" less than less than $80,000 or
’ $60,000 $80,000

(A) (B) (C)
More than once a week
Once a week

11. How often do you or a Few times a month
member of your household

walk or bicycle in your Grtsialmonth
community? Few times a year or less

Never
DKINA

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

Homeownership
Total Rent Own
339 816
181 401
50.4% |53.5% |49.2%

161 51 110
13.9% [14.9% | 13.5%

Few times a month = e 103
11. How often do you or a 11.4% | 8.5% |12.6%

member of your household 54 15 40

walk or bicycle in your 0 th
community? nee amon 47% | 43% | 4.9%

72 18 54
62% | 52% | 6.7%
149 45 104
12.9% [13.2% | 12.8%
5 2 3
4% 5% 4%

Once a week

Few times a year or less

Never

DK/NA
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,b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Homeownership
Rent Own
(A) (B)

More than once a week
Once a week
11. How often do you or a Few times a month
membet ot your household once a month
community? Few times a year or less
Never
DK/NA

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

Children or Seniors in the Household

: Children in Seniors in
UEiEl] | DR household household

Total

More than once a week

Once a week

Few times a month

11. How often do you or a

member of your household

walk or bicycle in your Once a month
community?

Few times a year or less

Never

DK/NA
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,b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Children or Seniors in the Household

Children in Seniors in

Neither household household

(A) (B) (C)

More than once a week

Once a week
11. How often do you or a Few times a month
memberof your ousehold  onge a month
community? Few times a year or less

Never

DKINA
Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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.

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

o Somewhat f e
Very Satisfied Satisfied Dissatisfied

Total

More than once a week

Once a week

Few times a month

11. How often do you or a

member of your household

walk or bicycle in your Once a month
community?

Few times a year or less

Never

DKINA
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b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Somewhat
Satisfied

(B) (C)

Dissatisfied

Very Satisfied

More than once a week
Once a week

11. How often do you or a Few times a month

member of your household

walk or bicycle in your Once amonth

community? Few times a year or less
Never

DKINA

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

Future Quality of Life

Stay about the
Better GETs Worse

Total

More than once a week

Once a week

Few times a month

11. How often do you or a

member of your household

walk or bicycle in your Once a month
community?

Few times a year or less

Never

DK/NA
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,b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Future Quality of Life

Stay about the
Better Gt Worse
(A) (B) (C)
More than once a week
Once a week

11. How often do you or a Few times a month
member of your household
walk or bicycle in your Once amonth
community? Few times a year or less

Never

DKINA
Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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.

Household Participation in Fitness or Sports

No
Total

More than once a week

Once a week

Few times a month

11. How often do you or a

member of your household

walk or bicycle in your Once a month
community?

Few times a year or less

Never

DK/INA
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.

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Household Participation in
Fitness or Sports Activities

No

(B)

More than once a week
Once a week
11. How often do you or a Few times a month
memberof your ousehold  onge a month
community? Few times a year or less
Never
DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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
Zzero 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.

Female
Total

Travel to / from school

Travel to / from work

Dining out

Errands or personal
business

12. In these cases, w_hat is
the purpose of the trip? Fitness or exercise

Recreation or play

Shopping

Visiting friends, family, or
neighbors

Other

Page 189

Gender
Total Male Female

12. In these cases, what is 7 1 5
the purpose of the trip? DKINA

b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Gender
Male Female
(A) (B)
Travel to / from school
Travel to / from work
Dining out

Errands or personal
business

12. In these cases, what is Fitness or exercise

the purpose of the trip? Recreation or play
Shopping
Visiting friends, family, or
neighbors
Other

DKINA
Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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12. In these cases, what is
the purpose of the trip?

Total
Total

18to 24

25to 34

Age
35to44 45to54 55to 64

65 and older

Travel to / from school

Travel to / from work

Dining out

Errands or personal
business

Fitness or exercise

Recreation or play

Shopping

Visiting friends, family, or
neighbors

Other

DK/INA
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12. In these cases, what is
the purpose of the trip?

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

(A)
Travel to / from school
Travel to / from work
Dining out

Errands or personal
business

Fitness or exercise
Recreation or play
Shopping

Visiting friends, family, or
neighbors

Other
DKINA

(B)

,C

(C)

Age

18to24 25to34 35to44 45to54 55to 64 65 and older

(D) (E) (F)

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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12. In these cases, what is
the purpose of the trip?

Less than five
years

Length of Residence

Five years to 10
less than ten
years

years or
more

Total 133 827
9 70
Travel to / from school 6.7% 5.4%
2
Travel to / from work 1.6% 4?525%
Dining out v 2y
9 3% 2.4%
Errands or personal 17 64
business 12.8% 7.7%
Fitness or exercise & e
56.3% 62.7%
Recreation or pla & 2
A 40.7% 33.2%
11 52
Shoppi
SUGIE 8.0% 6.3%
Visiting friends, family, or 7 48
neighbors 5.2% 5.9%
4 13
h:
Other 2.8% 1.6%
0 7
DK/NA
! .0% 8%
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12. In these cases, what is
the purpose of the trip?

. . bc
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Length of Residence

Five years to
less than ten
years

(A) (B)

Less than five
years

Travel to / from school
Travel to / from work
Dining out

Errands or personal
business

Fitness or exercise
Recreation or play
Shopping

Visiting friends, family, or
neighbors

Other

DKINA

10 years or
more

(C)

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

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

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 194




Ethnicity
Caucasian Hispanic Other
Total

Travel to / from school

Travel to / from work

Dining out

Errands or personal
business

12. In these cases, what is Fitness or exercise
the purpose of the trip?

Recreation or play

Shopping

Visiting friends, family, or
neighbors

Other

DK/INA
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,C

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Ethnicity
Caucasian Hispanic Other
(A) (B) (9]
Travel to / from school
Travel to / from work
Dining out A

Errands or personal AB
business

12. In these cases, what is Fitness or exercise
the purpose of the trip? Recreation or play
Shopping

Visiting friends, family, or
neighbors

Other
DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Annual Household Income

$30,000 to $60,000 to
L§§g g&" less than [CEERGED] 58?1;00(:_2 ol
’ $60,000 $80,000

Total 296 115 215
32 2 7
T | fi hool
ravel to / from school 11.0% 2.1% 33%
19 2 1
Travel to / from work 6.5% A %
Dining out i® v U
. 43% A% 4%
Errands or personal 30 7 9
business 10.2% 6.2% 4.3%
12.In th h Fitness or exercise 2 5 iy
. In these cases, what is
the purpose of the trip? 58.3% 65.7% 63.8%
Recreation or pla io A w
s 34.2% 35.8% 36.0%
16 5 4
Sh i
SUGIE 5.3% 4.3% 1.8%
Visiting friends, family, or 18 7 6
pelanbors ! 6.1% 5.7% 2.6%
4 1 9
h:
Other 1.2% 1.2% 4.1%
2 0 2
DKINA
4 6% .0% 8%
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. . b,c
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Annual Household Income

Less than $i30,00l? to $i60,00'? to $80,000 or
$30,000 ess than ess than more
’ $60,000 $80,000

(A) (B) (C) (D)
Travel to / from school
Travel to / from work
Dining out

Errands or personal
business

12. In these cases, what is Fitness or exercise

the purpose of the trip? Recreation or play
Shopping
Visiting friends, family, or
neighbors
Other
DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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12. In these cases, what is
the purpose of the trip?

Total

Travel to / from school

Travel to / from work

Dining out

Errands or personal
business

Fitness or exercise

Recreation or play

Shopping

Visiting friends, family, or
neighbors

Other

DK/INA

Homeownership
Total Rent Own
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

12. In these cases, what is
the purpose of the trip?

Travel to / from school
Travel to / from work
Dining out

Errands or personal
business

Fitness or exercise
Recreation or play
Shopping

Visiting friends, family, or
neighbors

Other
DKINA

,b

Homeownership
Rent Own
(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.
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Children or Seniors in the Household

. Children in Seniors in
Total Neither, household household

Total

Travel to / from school

Travel to / from work

Dining out

Errands or personal
business

12. In these cases, what is Fitness or exercise
the purpose of the trip?

Recreation or play

Shopping

Visiting friends, family, or
neighbors

Other

DKINA
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,b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Children or Seniors in the Household

0 Children in Seniors in
AT household household

(A) (B) (C)

Travel to / from school
Travel to / from work
Dining out

Errands or personal
business

12. In these cases, what is Fitness or exercise
the purpose of the trip? Recreation or play
Shopping

Visiting friends, family, or
neighbors

Other
DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

o Somewhat q e
Very Satisfied Satisfied Dissatisfied

Total

Travel to / from school

Travel to / from work

Dining out

Errands or personal
business

12. In these cases, what is Fitness or exercise
the purpose of the trip?

Recreation or play

Shopping

Visiting friends, family, or
neighbors

Other

DKINA
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,b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Very Satisfied  Somewhat  pissatisfied

(A) (B)
Travel to / from school
Travel to / from work
Dining out

Errands or personal
business

12. In these cases, what is Fitness or exercise
the purpose of the trip? Recreation or play
Shopping

Visiting friends, family, or
neighbors

Other
DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Future Quality of Life

Stay about the
Better CETis Worse

Total

Travel to / from school

Travel to / from work

Dining out

Errands or personal
business

12. In these cases, what is Fitness or exercise
the purpose of the trip?

Recreation or play

Shopping

Visiting friends, family, or
neighbors

Other

DKINA
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,b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Future Quality of Life

Stay about the
Better Same Worse

(A) (B) (C)

Travel to / from school
Travel to / from work
Dining out

Errands or personal
business

12. In these cases, what is Fitness or exercise
the purpose of the trip? Recreation or play
Shopping

Visiting friends, family, or
neighbors

Other
DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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12. In these cases, what is
the purpose of the trip?

Total

Travel to / from school

Travel to / from work

Dining out

Errands or personal
business

Fitness or exercise

Recreation or play

Shopping

Visiting friends, family, or
neighbors

Other

DKINA

Household Participation in Fitness or Sports
Activities
Total Yes No
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

12. In these cases, what is
the purpose of the trip?

Travel to / from school
Travel to / from work
Dining out

Errands or personal
business

Fitness or exercise
Recreation or play
Shopping

Visiting friends, family, or
neighbors

Other
DKINA

0

Household Participation in
Fitness or Sports Activities

No
(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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Gender
Total Male Female

Total 1041 555 486
Elderly, disabled, or health 30 10 20
easons 2.9% | 1.8% 4.2%
57 26 31
Feel unsafe due to crime 55% | 47% 6.5%
Feel unsafe due to traffic / 82 32 51
Eliiemeties 7.9% | 57% | 10.4%
Not enough sidewalks / 106 43 63
lanes / paths 101% | 7.7% | 12.9%
Poorly maintained 61 37 23
sidewalks / lanes / paths 58% | 6.7% 4.8%
5} 0 5
13. Is there anything that Prefer other activities
prevents your household 4% 0% 1.0%
from walking or bicycling in Too busy / Not enough time 52 27 25
)étf:t:;gommumty more Y g 50% | 4.9% 5.0%
79 45 34
Weath:
eather 7.6% | 81% | 7.0%
Too many dogs and other 37 11 26
animals wandering loose 3.6% 2.0% 5.3%
Just laz; 9 & i
Y 5% | 8% | 2%
68 42 27
Nothin
e 6.6% | 7.5% | 55%
39 25 15

s 3.8% | 45% | 3.0%

483 278 205
46.4% | 50.1% | 42.2%

DKI/NA
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- . b,c
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Gender
Male Female
(A) (B)
Elderly, disabled, or health
reasons
Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

Poorly maintained

13. Is there anything that sidewalks / lanes / paths

prevents your household

from walking or bicycling in  Prefer other activities
your community more Too busy / Not enough time

often?
Weather

Too many dogs and other
animals wandering loose

Just lazy
Nothing
Other
DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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13. Is there anything that

prevents your household
from walking or bicycling in
your community more
often?

Age

Total 18to24 25to34 35to44 45to54 55to 64 65 and older
Total 1031 167 240 223 182 107 113
Elderly, disabled, or health 30 0 2 1 8 4 14
reasons 2.9% 2% 1.0% 6% 4.2% 4.0% 12.6%
Feel unsafe due to crime <l = ik 1 S 2 7
5.5% 10.7% 4.8% 4.9% 4.3% 1.5% 6.2%
Feel unsafe due to traffic / 82 1 22 26 13 6 4
automobiles 7.9% | 6.6% 9.2% 11.6% 6.9% 6.0% 3.2%
Not enough sidewalks / 105 18 30 19 22 " 4
lanes / paths 10.2% | 10.8% 12.3% 8.6% 12.4% 10.7% 3.8%
Poorly maintained 60 7 34 7 6 4 3
sidewalks / lanes / paths 58% | 43% | 141% | 3.0% 3.2% 3.7% 2.3%
Prefer other activities 2 2 g ! 1 o 1
5% 1.1% 0% 6% 3% .0% T%
. 51 10 9 14 10 6 3
Too busy /Not enough time - A O T A I Y- S P 2.5%
Weather 79 8 11 32 11 8 8
7.6% 4.9% 4.7% 14.6% 5.9% 7.3% 7.3%
Too many dogs and other 37 3 18 5 4 4 4
animals wandering loose 3.6% | 1.7% 7.5% 2.1% 2.4% 3.8% 3.1%
Just lazy 2 L g ! ! ! 2
5% 6% 0% 6% 5% 6% 1.5%
Nothing 68 7 16 13 12 10 11
6.6% 4.5% 6.6% 5.9% 6.3% 8.9% 9.7%
Other 38 5 13 12 2 4 2
3.7% 3.0% 5.4% 5.2% 1.1% 3.7% 2.2%
DK/NA 478 94 97 84 95 52 56
46.4% | 56.3% 40.4% 37.8% 52.3% 48.8% 49.4%
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13. Is there anything that
prevents your household
from walking or bicycling in
your community more
often?

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

(A)
Elderly, disabled, or health
reasons
Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

Poorly maintained
sidewalks / lanes / paths

Prefer other activities
Too busy / Not enough time
Weather

Too many dogs and other
animals wandering loose

Just lazy

Nothing

Other

DKINA BC

(B)

ACDF

,C

(C)

AB

Age

(D)

(E)

18to24 25to34 35to44 45to54 55to 64 65 and older

(F)
ABC

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

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

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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13. Is there anything that
prevents your household
from walking or bicycling in
your community more
often?

Length of Reside

Less than five
years

Five years to
less than ten
years

nce

10 years or
more

Total 133 827
Elderly, disabled, or health 5 24
reasons 4.0% 2.9%
4 4
Feel unsafe due to crime 3.0% 5.56:%
Feel unsafe due to traffic / 12 65
automobiles 9.2% 7.8%
Not enough sidewalks / 14 76
lanes / paths 10.9% 9.2%
Poorly maintained 5 52
sidewalks / lanes / paths 3.5% 6.3%
0 5
Prefer other activities e e
7 41
Too busy / Not enough time 51% S
21 50
Weather
16.2% 6.0%
Too many dogs and other 0 36
animals wandering loose 0% 4.4%
1 4
Just |
— 1.1% 5%
6 58
Nothi
oming 4.3% 7.0%
14 24
Other
10.9% 2.8%
51 397
DKINA
38.8% 48.0%
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13. Is there anything that
prevents your household
from walking or bicycling in
your community more
often?

. . bc
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Length of Residence

Five years to
less than ten
years

(A) (B)

Less than five
years

Elderly, disabled, or health
reasons

Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

Poorly maintained
sidewalks / lanes / paths

Prefer other activities
Too busy / Not enough time
Weather

Too many dogs and other
animals wandering loose

Just lazy
Nothing
Other
DKI/NA

10 years or
more

(C)

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

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

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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13. Is there anything that

prevents your household
from walking or bicycling in
your community more
often?

Total

Elderly, disabled, or health
reasons

Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

Poorly maintained
sidewalks / lanes / paths

Prefer other activities

Too busy / Not enough time

Weather

Too many dogs and other
animals wandering loose

Just lazy

Nothing

Other

DKI/NA

Ethnicity

Total Caucasian Hispanic Other
1010 388 502 119
27 15 1 1
2.7% 3.9% 2.2% 1.1%
57 10 36 10
5.6% 2.7% 7.2% 8.3%
81 26 48 7
8.0% 6.6% 9.5% 5.9%
103 37 62 4
10.2% 9.6% 12.4% 3.0%
59 10 32 16
5.8% 2.7% 6.4% 13.7%
5 1 4 0
5% 1% 8% .0%
51 20 27 4
5.1% 5.2% 5.3% 3.7%
79 40 23 16
7.8% 10.4% 4.5% 13.4%
37 1 19 7
3.7% 2.8% 3.8% 6.0%
5 4 0 0
5% 1.2% .0% 2%
68 20 40 8
6.7% 5.2% 8.0% 6.4%
35 15 17 3
3.4% 3.8% 3.3% 2.9%
466 201 221 44
46.2%. 51.7% 44.1% | 36.7%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

13. Is there anything that
prevents your household
from walking or bicycling in
your community more
often?

column proportion.

Elderly, disabled, or health
reasons

Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

Poorly maintained
sidewalks / lanes / paths

Prefer other activities
Too busy / Not enough time
Weather

Too many dogs and other
animals wandering loose

Just lazy
Nothing
Other
DKINA

,C

Caucasian
(A)

Ethnicity
Hispanic

(B)

Other
(9]

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

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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Less than

$30,000

Annual Household Income

$30,000 to
less than
$60,000

$60,000 to
[CEERGED]
$80,000

$80,000 or

more

Total 296 115 215
Elderly, disabled, or health 5 1 4
reasons 1.8% 5% 1.7%
20 10 9
Feel unsafe due to crime 6.7% 8.5% 41%
Feel unsafe due to traffic / 28 10 15
automobiles 9.5% 8.3% 7.1%
Not enough sidewalks / 28 15 21
lanes / paths 9.3% 13.3% 9.6%
Poorly maintained 15 8 4
sidewalks / lanes / paths 5.0% 6.8% 2.0%
0 0 1
13. Is there anything that Prefer other activities 0% 0% 7%
prevents your household O L0 ol 70
from walking or bicycling in . 12 5 22
Z?tl;:]gommun“y more Too busy / Not enough time 4.1% 3.9% 10.3%
19 1 16
Weather
6.5% 9.7% 7.4%
Too many dogs and other 9 2 3
animals wandering loose 3.2% 2.2% 1.5%
0 2 1
Just |
—— 0% 2.0% 5%
21 9 15
Nothi
— 7.0% 7.7% 7.1%
13 2 8
Other
4.3% 1.5% 3.6%
142 50 103
DKINA
48.0% 43.3% 47.9%
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13. Is there anything that
prevents your household
from walking or bicycling in
your community more
often?

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Elderly, disabled, or health
reasons

Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

Poorly maintained
sidewalks / lanes / paths

Prefer other activities
Too busy / Not enough time
Weather

Too many dogs and other
animals wandering loose

Just lazy
Nothing
Other
DK/NA

Less than
$30,000

(A)

,C

Annual Household Income

$30,000 to
less than
$60,000

(B)

$60,000 to
less than
$80,000

(C)

$80,000 or
more

(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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Homeownership

Total Rent Own
Total 1002 | 293 709
Elderly, disabled, or health 30 1 19
reasons 3.0% | 38% | 2.7%
50 23 26
Feel fe due t i
eel unsafe due to crime 50% | s0% | 37%
Feel unsafe due to traffic / 81 30 50
automobiles 8.0% [10.3% [ 7.1%
Not enough sidewalks / 102 36 66
lanes / paths 10.2% | 12.4% | 9.3%
Poorly maintained 59 33 25
sidewalks / lanes / paths 59% |11.4% | 3.6%
5 2 3
13. Is there anything that Prefer other activities 5% 6% 49
prevents your household e 4920 £
from walking or bicycling in . 50 13 37
g?tl;:,gommumty more Too busy / Not enough time 50% | 44% | 5.2%
7 17 60
Weath:
eather 7.7% | 59% | 85%
Too many dogs and other 37 17 20
animals wandering loose 37% | 5.7% | 2.9%
Just laz; S 1 4
Y 5% | 4% | 5%
66 15 51
Nothi
— 6.6% | 52% | 7.2%
35 10 25
Oth
er 35% | 33% | 3.5%
469 113 356
DKINA
46.8% | 38.5% | 50.2%
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. . a,b
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Homeownership
Rent Own
(A) (B)
Elderly, disabled, or health
reasons
Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

Poorly maintained

13. Is there anything that sidewalks / lanes / paths

prevents your household

from walking or bicycling in  Prefer other activities

your community more

often? Too busy / Not enough time

Weather

Too many dogs and other
animals wandering loose

Just lazy
Nothing
Other
DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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 220




Children or Seniors in the Household

. Children in Seniors in
Total Neither, household household

Total

Elderly, disabled, or health
reasons

Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

Poorly maintained
sidewalks / lanes / paths

13. Is there anything that Prefer other activities
prevents your household

from walking or bicycling in .
your community more Too busy / Not enough time
often?

Weather

Too many dogs and other
animals wandering loose

Just lazy

Nothing

Other

DK/INA
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,b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Children or Seniors in the Household

Children in Seniors in
household household

(A) (B) (C)

Neither

Elderly, disabled, or health
reasons

Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

. Poorly maintained
13. Is there anything that 5
prevents your household sidewalks / lanes / paths
from walking or bicycling in  Prefer other activities

\A‘f’t‘;‘gomm“"“y (DS Too busy / Not enough time
' Weather

Too many dogs and other
animals wandering loose

Just lazy
Nothing
Other
DK/NA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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13. Is there anything that
prevents your household
from walking or bicycling in
your community more
often?

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Very Satisfied

Total

Somewhat

Satisfied Dissatisfied

Elderly, disabled, or health
reasons

Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

Poorly maintained
sidewalks / lanes / paths

Prefer other activities

Too busy / Not enough time

Weather

Too many dogs and other
animals wandering loose

Just lazy

Nothing

Other

DK/INA
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13. Is there anything that
prevents your household
from walking or bicycling in
your community more
often?

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

,C

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Very Satisfied

(A)
Elderly, disabled, or health
reasons
Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

Poorly maintained
sidewalks / lanes / paths

Prefer other activities
Too busy / Not enough time
Weather

Too many dogs and other
animals wandering loose

Just lazy
Nothing
Other
DK/NA

Somewhat . e
Satisfied Dissatisfied

(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.

Page 224




Future Quality of Life

Stay about the
Better CETis Worse

Total

Elderly, disabled, or health
reasons

Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

Poorly maintained
sidewalks / lanes / paths

13. Is there anything that Prefer other activities
prevents your household

from walking or bicycling in .
your community more Too busy / Not enough time
often?

Weather

Too many dogs and other
animals wandering loose

Just lazy

Nothing

Other

DK/INA
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,b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Future Quality of Life

Stay about the
Better Same Worse

(A) (B) (C)
Elderly, disabled, or health
reasons
Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

. Poorly maintained
13. Is there anything that 5
prevents your household sidewalks / lanes / paths
from walking or bicycling in  Prefer other activities

\é‘f’t‘;‘gomm“"“y (DS Too busy / Not enough time
' Weather

Too many dogs and other
animals wandering loose

Just lazy
Nothing
Other
DK/NA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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13. Is there anything that
prevents your household
from walking or bicycling in
your community more
often?

Total

Elderly, disabled, or health
reaso

Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

Poorly maintained
sidewalks / lanes / paths

Prefer other activities

Too busy / Not enough time

Weather

Too many dogs and other
animals wandering loose

Just lazy

Nothing

Other

DK/INA

Household Participation in Fitness or Sports
Activities

Total Yes No
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

13. Is there anything that

prevents your household
from walking or bicycling in
your community more
often?

Elderly, disabled, or health
reasons

Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

Poorly maintained
sidewalks / lanes / paths

Prefer other activities
Too busy / Not enough time
Weather

Too many dogs and other
animals wandering loose

Just lazy
Nothing
Other
DK/NA

0

Household Participation in
Fitness or Sports Activities

No
(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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Gender
Total Male Female

Total 154 68 86
Elderly, disabled, or health 50 19 31
reasons 32.6% [28.3% | 36.1%
. 16 2 13
Feel unsafe due to crime 103% | 3.6% 15.6%
Feel unsafe due to traffic / " 7 4
automobiles 7.0% [101% | 4.5%
Not enough sidewalks / 10 2 8
lanes / paths 6.4% | 23% | 9.7%
Poorly maintained 3 0 3
sidewalks / lanes / paths 2.1% 0% 3.7%
14. What are the main Pref th fiviti 10 5 5
reasons your household reter other activities
does not walk or bicycle in 6;32% 7:]3;A’ 5'2%
your community? A
Too b I Not h ti
EaR AR e A 14.0% | 18.5% | 10.4%
1 0 1
Weath:
eather 5% | 0% | 9%
Live too far away for 7 5 2
walking and biking 42% | 7.3% 1.8%
Hills are unsafe for walking 2 1 1
and biking 14% | 1.7% 1.1%
20 7 13
Oth
er 13.1% | 10.7% | 15.1%
16 10 5

DK/NA

10.2% [ 15.2% | 6.1%
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- . b,c
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Gender
Male Female
(A) (B)
Elderly, disabled, or health
reasons
Feel unsafe due to crime
Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles
Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths
. Poorly maintained
14. What are the main sidewalks / lanes / paths

reasons your household .
does not walk or bicycle in Prefer other activities

your community? Too busy / Not enough time

Weather

Live too far away for
walking and biking

Hills are unsafe for walking
and biking

Other

DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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 18to24 25to34 35to44 45to54 55to64 65 and older

Total 150 8 17 10 32 33 51
Elderly, disabled, or health 49 0 0 2 5 12 30
reasons 32.8% | 0% .0% 22.9% | 16.1% | 35.7% 59.6%
Feel unsafe due to crime s v & i 2 o @
10.5% | .0% 19.5% | 14.9% 6.4% 12.6% 9.5%
Feel unsafe due to traffic / 11 2 2 0 1 2 4
automobiles 7.2% | 23.2% | 10.7% 1.9% 3.6% 5.3% 7.8%
Not enough sidewalks / 10 0 2 2 2 2 2
lanes / paths 65% | 1.3% 9.7% 22.9% 7.3% 4.5% 4.1%
Poorly maintained 3 0 3 0 0 0 1
sidewalks / lanes / paths 2.1% .0% 15.0% 0% 0% 0% 1.1%
14. What are the main Pref th fiviti 10 0 2 1 5 1 1
reasons your household reter other activities
e L Gy L et 6.4% .0% 9.7% 14.9% | 14.7% 1.7% 2.5%
your community? Too busy / Not enough time 19 2 2 1 9 5 0
y o 12.7% | 24.2% 9.7% 15.0% | 27.5% | 16.2% 0%
1 0 0 0 0 0 1
Weath
eather 5% | 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1.6%
Live too far away for 7 0 0 1 2 2 2
walking and biking 4.3% .0% 1.9% 7.6% 5.2% 5.5% 3.9%
Hills are unsafe for walking 2 0 0 0 1 1 1
and biking 1.4% 0% 0% 0% 1.9% 2.1% 1.6%
20 2 4 0 4 6 5
Other
13.3% | 242% | 23.7% .0% 12.0% | 17.0% 9.1%
16 2 2 0 4 2 6
ELE 10.4% | 27.1% 9.7% 0% 13.4% 51% 11.6%
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,C

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Age

18to24 25to34 35to44 45to54 55to64 65 and older
(A) (B) (C) ()] (E) (F)

Elderly, disabled, or health a a D

reasons .

Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /

automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /

lanes / paths

. Poorly maintained a a a a
14. What are the main sidewalks / lanes / paths : F : : :
reasons your household . a
does not walk or bicycle in Prefer other activities . .
your community? Too busy / Not enough time .
Weather a e 2 d °
Live too far away for a
walking and biking .
Hills are unsafe for walking a a a

and biking
Other
DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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14. What are the main
reasons your household
does not walk or bicycle in
your community?

Total

Elderly, disabled, or health
reasons

Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

Poorly maintained
sidewalks / lanes / paths

Prefer other activities

Too busy / Not enough time

Weather

Live too far away for
walking and biking

Hills are unsafe for walking
and biking

Other

DK/INA

Less than five
years

Length of Residence
Five years to

less than
years

10 years or

ten more

9 137
38:‘:% 342%
12
.o?% 8.7%
1 8
7.5% 5.9%
3 7
30.4% 5.2%
s.: % 1 .g%
1
.o?% 7.0?%.
0 21
25% 15.2%
1 0
8.8% 0%
131% 3.:%
2
.o?% 1.5%
0 18
0% 13.3%
0 14
1.2% 10.5%
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14. What are the main
reasons your household
does not walk or bicycle in
your community?

. . bc
Comparisons of Column Proportions

Elderly, disabled, or health
reasons

Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

Poorly maintained
sidewalks / lanes / paths

Prefer other activities
Too busy / Not enough time
Weather

Live too far away for
walking and biking

Hills are unsafe for walking
and biking

Other
DKINA

Length of Residence

Less than five
years

Five years to
less than ten
years

(B)

10 years or
more

(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.

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

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

column proportions tests.
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14. What are the main
reasons your household
does not walk or bicycle in
your community?

Total

Elderly, disabled, or health
reasons

Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

Poorly maintained
sidewalks / lanes / paths

Prefer other activities

Too busy / Not enough time

Weather

Live too far away for
walking and biking

Hills are unsafe for walking
and biking

Other

DK/NA

Ethnicity

Total Caucasian Hispanic Other
150 71 55 24
49 32 9 8
32.7% 44.8% 15.5% | 35.9%
16 5 10 0
10.5% 7.6% 18.3% 1.5%
11 4 7 0
7.2% 4.9% 12.4% 1.9%
10 5! 5 0
6.6% 6.9% 8.7% .6%
3 3 0 0
2.1% 4.4% .0% .0%
10 1 4 5}
6.4% 1.5% 7.1% 19.7%
22 5 12 5]
14.4% 6.6% 21.8% 20.7%
1 0 1 0
5% .0% 1.5% .0%
6 5 0 1
4.2% 7.7% .0% 3.2%
2 2 0 0
1.4% 2.4% 5% .5%
20 6 10 4
13.4% 7.9% 19.0% 16.7%
14 8 5 0
9.0% 11.4% 8.9% 2.0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

14. What are the main
reasons your household
does not walk or bicycle in
your community?

column proportion.

Elderly, disabled, or health
reasons

Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

Poorly maintained
sidewalks / lanes / paths

Prefer other activities
Too busy / Not enough time
Weather

Live too far away for
walking and biking

Hills are unsafe for walking
and biking

Other

DKINA

Caucasian

(A)

,C

Ethnicity

Hispanic Other

(B) (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

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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$30,000 to
less than
$60,000

Less than
$30,000

Annual Household Income

$60,000 to
less than
$80,000

$80,000 or

more

Total 34 22 16
Elderly, disabled, or health 13 1 3
[easons 39.3% 5.8% 18.9%
1
Feel unsafe due to crime 3.8% 12.32% .0(3%
Feel unsafe due to traffic / 1 2 0
automobiles 4.2% 8.4% 0%
Not enough sidewalks / 0 5 1
lanes / paths A% 22.7% 6.2%
Poorly maintained 1 0 3
sidewalks / lanes / paths 1.7% 0% 16.1%
14. What are the main Prefer oth sivitl 4 3 1
reasons your household refer other activities
does not walk or bicycle in 12.2% 14.2% 3.1%
your community? . 3 6 3
Too busy / Not enough time 0.9% 28.2% 19.9%
0 0 0
Weather
.0% .0% .0%
Live too far away for 2 1 1
walking and biking 5.4% 4.5% 7.1%
Hills are unsafe for walking 1 0 0
and biking 3.5% 5% 0%
3 2 5
Oth
er 10.1% 9.3% 28.6%
5 1 0
DKINA
13.4% 5.9% .0%
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14. What are the main
reasons your household
does not walk or bicycle in
your community?

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Elderly, disabled, or health
reasons

Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

Poorly maintained
sidewalks / lanes / paths

Prefer other activities
Too busy / Not enough time
Weather

Live too far away for
walking and biking

Hills are unsafe for walking
and biking

Other
DKINA

Less than
$30,000

(A)

,C

Annual Household Income

$30,000 to
less than
$60,000

(B)

$60,000 to
less than
$80,000

(C)

$80,000 or
more

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Homeownership
Total Rent Own

Total 149 45 104
Elderly, disabled, or health 49 18 31
reasons 32.7% [39.7% | 29.8%
. 13 5 8
Feel unsafe due to crime 87% | 11.6% | 7.5%
Feel unsafe due to traffic / " 4 7
automobiles 72% | 84% | 6.7%
Not enough sidewalks / 10 1 9
lanes / paths 66% | 1.3% | 8.9%
Poorly maintained 3 1 3
sidewalks / lanes / paths 2.1% 13% | 2.5%
14. What are the main Pref th fiviti 10 2 7
reasons your household reter other activities
does not walk or bicycle in 6'252% 5'18% 7:]1:A’
your community? A
Too b I Not h ti
Eat AR 14 5% | 17.3% | 13.3%
1 0 1
Weath:
eather 5% | 0% | 8%
Live too far away for 6 1 5
walking and biking 4.1% | 2.6% | 4.7%
Hills are unsafe for walking 2 0 2
and biking 1.4% 0% 2.0%
20 5 15
Other
13.5% | 10.6% | 14.7%
16 5 11

DK/NA

10.5% | 11.1% | 10.2%
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. . b,c

Comparisons of Column Proportions
Homeownership

Rent Own

(A) (B)

Elderly, disabled, or health
reasons
Feel unsafe due to crime
Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles
Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

. Poorly maintained
14. What are the main sidewalks / lanes / paths

reasons your household .
does not walk or bicycle in Prefer other activities

your community? Too busy / Not enough time

Weather

Live too far away for
walking and biking

Hills are unsafe for walking
and biking

Other

DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Children or Seniors in the Household

Neither household

Children in Seniors in

household

Total

Elderly, disabled, or health
reaso

Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

Poorly maintained
sidewalks / lanes / paths

14. What are the main .
reasons your household Prefer other activities
does not walk or bicycle in
your community?

Too busy / Not enough time

Weather

Live too far away for
walking and biking

Hills are unsafe for walking
and biking

Other

DKINA
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,C

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Children or Seniors in the Household

Children in
household

(A) (B)

Neith

Seniors in
household

(]

14. What are the main
reasons your household
does not walk or bicycle in
your community?

Elderly, disabled, or health
reasons

Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

Poorly maintained
sidewalks / lanes / paths

Prefer other activities
Too busy / Not enough time

Weather

Live too far away for
walking and biking

Hills are unsafe for walking
and biking

Other
DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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14. What are the main
reasons your household
does not walk or bicycle in
your community?

Total

Elderly, disabled, or health
reaso

Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

Poorly maintained
sidewalks / lanes / paths

Prefer other activities
Too busy / Not enough time

Weather

Live too far away for
walking and biking

Hills are unsafe for walking
and biking

Other

DKINA

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Very Satisfied

Somewhat

Satisfied Dissatisfied
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14. What are the main
reasons your household
does not walk or bicycle in
your community?

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Elderly, disabled, or health
reasons

Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

Poorly maintained
sidewalks / lanes / paths

Prefer other activities
Too busy / Not enough time
Weather

Live too far away for
walking and biking

Hills are unsafe for walking
and biking

Other
DKINA

,C

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Very Satisfied
(A)

Somewhat
Satisfied

(B)

Dissatisfied

(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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14. What are the main
reasons your household
does not walk or bicycle in
your community?

Total

Elderly, disabled, or health
reasons

Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

Poorly maintained
sidewalks / lanes / paths

Prefer other activities

Too busy / Not enough time

Live too far away for
walking and biking

Hills are unsafe for walking
and biking

Other

DKINA

Future Quality of Life

Better oD

Stay about the
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

14. What are the main
reasons your household
does not walk or bicycle in
your community?

proportion.

Elderly, disabled, or health
reasons

Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /

lanes / paths

Poorly maintained
sidewalks / lanes / paths

Prefer other activities
Too busy / Not enough time

Live too far away for
walking and biking

Hills are unsafe for walking
and biking

Other
DKINA

,C

Future Quality of Life

Better Sy el Worse

(A)

same

(B)

(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

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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14. What are the main
reasons your household
does not walk or bicycle in
your community?

Total

Elderly, disabled, or health
reaso

Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

Poorly maintained
sidewalks / lanes / paths

Prefer other activities

Too busy / Not enough time

Weather

Live too far away for
walking and biking

Hills are unsafe for walking
and biking

Other

DKINA

Household Participation in Fitness or Sports

Activities
Total Yes

No
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

14. What are the main

reasons your household
does not walk or bicycle in
your community?

Elderly, disabled, or health
reasons

Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

Poorly maintained
sidewalks / lanes / paths

Prefer other activities
Too busy / Not enough time
Weather

Live too far away for
walking and biking

Hills are unsafe for walking
and biking

Other
DKINA

,C

Household Participation in
Fitness or Sports Activities

No
(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.
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Gender

Male Female

Total 1200
753
62.8% [61.6% | 64.1%
298 169 129

Very satisfied

15. Generally speaking are ~ Somewhat satisfied
you satisfied or dissatisfied 24.8% | 26.9% | 22.5%
with the availability of fresh ; s 54 28 26

fruits and vegetables where =~ Somewhat dissatisfied 45% | 4.4% 4.6%

SO 86 38 48
Very dissatisfied
72% | 6.1% | 8.4%
8 6 2
DKINA
7% 1.0% 4%

,b

. . a
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Gender

Male Female
(A) (B)

151G m or Very satisfied
. Generally speaking are -
you satisfied or dissatisfied Somewhat satisfied
with the availability of fresh  Somewhat dissatisfied
fruits and vegetables where Very dissatisfled
you shop? Yy

DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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 18to24 25to34 35to44 45to54 55to64 65 and older

Total 1185 234 214 141 164
Very satisfied 744 131 165 141 118 91 100
62.8% | 74.8% | 64.0% | 60.3% | 55.0% | 64.4% 60.7%
15. Generally speaking are Somewhat satisfied 294 28 64 63 % 33 0
you satisfied or dissatisfied 248% | 16.0% | 248% | 27.1% | 26.1% | 23.3% 30.6%
\fuit_l'tl the gvailal:il:ﬁ/ of fLesh Somewhat dissatisfied 53 7 8 10 18 6 5
y’g"j z;g p;’eQe SRS 45% | 42% 3.0% 4.1% 8.2% 4.3% 2.9%
Very dissatisfied £e J B 2 2 a0 v
7.2% | 5.0% 7.1% 8.4% 9.6% 7.9% 4.3%
8 0 3 0 2 0 2
LGS 6% 0% 1.1% 1% 1.0% 1% 1.4%

. . bc
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Age
18to24 25to34 35to44 45to54 55to64 65 and older
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E) (F)

15. G T or Very satisfied

. Generally speaking are .

you satisfied or dissatisfied Somewhat satisfied

with the availability of fresh Somewhat dissatisfied

fruits and vegetables where N .

you shop? Very dissatisfied
DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Length of Residence

5 Five years to
Less ;}:2 five less than ten 10 )r/‘?g:: or
y years

Total

Very satisfied

15. Generally speaking are ~ Somewhat satisfied
you satisfied or dissatisfied

with the availability of fresh . e
fruits and vegetables where ~Somewhat dissatisfied
you shop?

Very dissatisfied

DKINA

b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsel

Length of Residence
. Five years to
Less than five less than ten 10 years or

VEELS) years more

(A) ()] (C)

BE 0 of Very satisfied

. Generally speaking are e

you satisfied or dissatisfied Somewhat satisfied

with the availability of fresh  Somewhat dissatisfied

fruits and vegetables where : ;o

you shop? Very dissatisfied
DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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
Total Caucasian Hispanic

el 1163 461 559 143
728 252 377 99
Vi tisfied
A 62.6% | 548% | 67.4% |69.0%
15. G 1 ki Somewhat satisfied 2] s 120 &
. Generally speaking are
you satisfied or dissatisfied 25.1% 31.0% 21.5% 20.0%
with the availability of fresh Somewhat dissatisfied 52 24 24 4
;’;‘j‘z;gg;’ege‘ab'es where 4.5% 5.2% 44% | 2.8%
Very dissatisfied £z &l & i
v 7% | 7.3% 67% | 7.7%
8 8 0 1
DKINA
7% 1.7% .0% 5%

,.c

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Ethnicity
Caucasian Hispanic Other
(A) (B) (C)

Very satisfied
15. Generally speaking are

you satisfied or dissatisfied
with the availability of fresh

Somewhat satisfied
Somewhat dissatisfied

fruits and vegetables where

Very dissatisfied

ou shop?
Y DK/NA 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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Total 137 233
;o 82 141
Very satisfied e B
e 32 74
15. Generally speaking are ~ Somewhat satisfied
you satisfied or dissatisfied 23.1% 31.6%
with the availability of fresh . e 4 10
fruits and vegetables where ~Somewhat dissatisfied oo ATER
you shop? . .
19 8
Very dissatisfied
A— 13.5% 3.6%
1 0
DKI/NA
.6% .0%

15. Generally speaking are
you satisfied or dissatisfied
with the availability of fresh
fruits and vegetables where
you shop?

Less than

Annual Household Income

$30,000 to $60,000 to
$30,000 less than less than $80,000 or
’ $60,000 $80,000

more

b,c

Comparisons of Column Proportions

Annual Household Income

$30,000 to $60,000 to
Lseasos &;Sn less than less than
! $60,000 $80,000

(A) (B) (C)
Very satisfied
Somewhat satisfied
Somewhat dissatisfied
Very dissatisfied
DK/NA

$80,000 or
more

(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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Homeownership

Total Rent Own

Total 1155 816

720 518

62.3% | 59.5% | 63.5%
292 92 200

Very satisfied

15. Generally speaking are ~ Somewhat satisfied
you satisfied or dissatisfied 25.8% |1 27.2% 124.5%
with the availability of fresh . s 52 16 36

fruits and vegetables where =~ Somewhat dissatisfied 45% | 4.8% | 4.4%

ou shop?
Y 82 27 55

71% | 81% | 6.7%
8 1 7
7% 4% 9%

Very dissatisfied

DKINA

,b

. . a
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Homeownership
Rent Own
(A) (B)

15. G T or Very satisfied

. Generally speaking are .

you satisfied or dissatisfied Somewhat satisfied

with the availability of fresh Somewhat dissatisfied

fruits and vegetables where N .

you shop? Very dissatisfied
DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Children or Seniors in the Household
Total Neither
Total

Children in Seniors in
household household

Very satisfied

15. Generally speaking are ~ Somewhat satisfied
you satisfied or dissatisfied

with the availability of fresh . .
fruits and vegetables where ~Somewhat dissatisfied

you shop?

Very dissatisfied

DK/INA

. . ab
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Children or Seniors in the Household

Children in Seniors in

Neither household household

(A) (B) (C)

15.G 0 of Very satisfied

. Generally speaking are e

you satisfied or dissatisfied ~Somewhat satisfied

with the availability of fresh  Somewhat dissatisfied

fruits and vegetables where : ofl

you shop? Very dissatisfied
DK/NA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Somewhat
Satisfied

Very Satisfied

Dissatisfied

Total 409
e 298
Very satisfied 63.6% 72.7% 62.3% 50.4%
15. G 1 ki Somewhat satisfied 258 & e o
. Generally speaking are
you satisfied or dissatisfied 24.6% 18.3% 27.8% 28.3%
with the availability of fresh Somewhat dissatisfied 53 1 24 18
;rg&tzﬁggovegetables where 4.5% 27% 4.4% 7.8%
Very dissatisfied s 22 2 2
6.6% 6.0% 4.5% 12.7%
8 1 5 2
DKINA
7% 3% 9% 8%

,b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa
Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction
Very Satisfied  Somewhat  pissatisfied
(A)

15. G i i Very satisfied

. Generally speaking are (]

you satisfied or dissatisfied Somewhat satisfied

with the availability of fresh  Somewhat dissatisfied

fruits and vegetables where n e

you shop? Very dissatisfied
DK/NA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Stay about the
Better CE
Total 465
304
Very satisfied
A 63.5% | 65.4% 55.9% 65.9%
15. G 1 ki Somewhat satisfied 250 22 S &
. Generally speaking are
you satisfied or dissatisfied 24.6% |264% 30.2% 19.2%
with the availability of fresh Somewhat dissatisfied 49 17 17 15
;’(‘,‘L'I‘z;gg;’egetab'es where 4.3% | 3.7% 6.7% 3.6%
Very dissatisfied " 20 i o
¥ 69% | 43% 6.9% 9.8%
8 1 1 6
DKINA
% 2% 3% 1.5%
b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

15. Generally speaking are

you satisfied or dissatisfied
with the availability of fresh
fruits and vegetables where
you shop?

Very satisfied
Somewhat satisfied
Somewhat dissatisfied
Very dissatisfied
DK/NA

Future Quality of Life

Future Quality of Life

Stay about the
Better Cefie Worse

(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.
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Activities

Household Participation in Fitness or Sports

Total
Total 1196
753
Very satisfied
A 63.0% 66.2% 58.2%
15. G 1 ki Somewhat satisfied =2 oo )
. Generally speaking are
you satisfied or dissatisfied 24.7% 23.5% 26.4%
with the availability of fresh . e 54 21 33
fruits and vegetables where ~Somewhat dissatisfied 4.5% 3.0% 6.7%
you shop? =i LD L
Very dissatisfied & X <
v 7.1% 6.9% 7.5%
8 8 5
DKINA
% 4% 1.1%

b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Household Participation in
Fitness or Sports Activities

ACH
(A)

15. G i i Very satisfied

. Generally speaking are (]

you satisfied or dissatisfied Somewhat satisfied

with the availability of fresh  Somewhat dissatisfied

fruits and vegetables where n e

you shop? Very dissatisfied
DK/NA

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

Gender
Male Female

16. Does your household
grow any fruits or
vegetables?
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c

Comparisons of Column Proportions'J

Gender
Male Female
(A) (B)

16. Does your household A

grow any fruits or No
vegetables? DK/NA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level
0.05. 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 18to24 25to34 35to44 45to 54

55to 64 65 and older

234
16. Does your household 461 73 o1 86 % 62 59
grow any fruits or 38.9% | 41.5% 35.5% 37.0% 42.2% 43.7% 35.7%
VR 724 | 102 166 147 124 80 105
61.1% | 58.5% 64.5% 63.0% 57.8% 56.3% 64.3%
b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Age
18to24 25to34 35to44 45to54 55to 64 65 and older
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E) (F)
16. Does your household Yes

grow any fruits or

vegetables? No

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Length of Residence
Five years to
less than ten
years

Less than five
years

10 years or
more

1200 90 142 968
466 33 42 392
16. Does your household 38.9% 36.6% 29.5% 40.5%
grow any fruits or 733 57 100 576
gedeiabie=x 61.1% 63.4% 70.5% 59.5%
1 0 0 1
A% 0% 0% 1%

,C

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Length of Residence
3 Five years to
Less 222 five |.ss than ten 10 )r::'r: or
y years

(A) (B) (C)
16. Does your household M=

grow any fruits or No
vegetables? DK/NA 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
Total Caucasian Hispanic Other
143

16. Does your household 452 183 231 39
grow any fruits or 38.9% 39.6% 41.3% | 26.9%
vegetables? 71 278 328 105

61.1% 60.4% 58.7% | 73.1%
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,b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Ethnicity
Caucasian Hispanic Other
(A) (B) (C)

16. Does your household Yes
grow any fruits or

vegetables? No
Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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.

Annual Household Income

G e e seomoo
$30,000 more
i $60,000 $80,000
Total 330 137 233
16. Does your household Yes 116 68 110
grow any fruits or 35.2% 49.5% 47.1%
vegetables? 214 69 123
N
° 64.8% 50.5% 52.9%

b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Annual Household Income

$30,000 to $60,000 to
L;;g (t)t[}?)n less than less than $8(')T,‘(3)Org Of
’ $60,000 $80,000

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

16. Does your household Yes
grow any fruits or
vegetables? No

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Homeownership

Total Rent Own
1155 | 339 816
444 93 351
38.5% | 27.5% | 43.0%

16. Does your household

grow any fruits or 710 246 464
vegetables? 61.5% | 72.5% | 56.9%
1 0 1
A% | 0% | 1%
b,c

Homeownership
Rent Own
(A) (B)

A

16. Does your household

grow any fruits or
vegetables?

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

Children or Seniors in the Household

Children in Seniors in

Total  Neither ', sehold household

16. Does your household
grow any fruits or
vegetables?
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Comparisons of Column Proportions

Children or Seniors in the Household

Children in Seniors in

Neither household household

(A) (B) (C)

16. Does your household Yes

grow any fruits or

vegetables? No

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

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Total VerySatisfied  SemeWhat  piccatisfied

16. Does your household
grow any fruits or
vegetables?

b,c

Comparisons of Column Proportions

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

ofi Somewhat q .
Very Satisfied Satisfied Dissatisfied

(A) (B) (C)
16. Does your household M=

grow any fruits or No
vegetables? DK/NA 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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Future Quality of Life
Stay about the
Better T

16. Does your household
grow any fruits or
vegetables?

,c

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb
Future Quality of Life

Better

(A) (B) (9]

Stay about the Worse
sa

16. Does your household Yes
grow any fruits or No
vegetables? DK/NA

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

Household Participation in Fitness or Sports
it

16. Does your household
grow any fruits or
vegetables?

Page 264




. LR
Comparisons of Column Proportions

Household Participation in
Fitness or Sports Activities
No
(B)
16. Does your household Yes
grow any fruits or No
vegetables? DK/NA

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

Gender
Total Male Female
Total 627 573

A i - Very likely 472 192 280

. A community garden is a

piece of land that is shared 39.4% | 30.7% | 48.9%
by the local community for 5 hat likel 266 153 113
growing fruits, vegetables, omewhat likely

herbs, and flowers. If a 22.2% |24.4% | 19.8%
community garden was . 135 79 57
available in your Somewhat unlikely 11.3% | 12.5% 9.9%
neighborhood, how likely =2 Skl =2
would you or a member of . 309 195 115
your household be to use Very unlikely 25.8% | 31.0% | 20.0%

it?
16 8 8
14% | 1.3% 1.4%

DK/INA
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Gender
Male Female
(A) (B)
17. A community garden is a
piece of land that is shared
by the local community for .
growing fruits, vegetables, ~ Somewhat likely
herbs, and flowers. If a
community garden was Somewhat unlikely
available in your
neighborhood, how likely Very unlikel
would you or a member of b Y
your household be to use
it? DK/NA
Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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.

Very likely A

Total 18to24 25to 34
Total

Age
35to44 45to54 55to64 65 and older

17. A community garden is a Very likely

piece of land that is shared
by the local community for )
growing fruits, vegetables, = Somewhat likely

herbs, and flowers. If a

community garden was .
available in your Somewhat unlikely

neighborhood, how likely

would you or a member of 9
your household be to use Very unlikely

it?
DKINA
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsh

Age

18to24 25to34 35to44 45to54 55to 64 65 and older

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

17. A community garden is a
piece of land that is shared
by the local community for

Very likely

growing fruits, vegetables, =~ Somewhat likely
herbs, and flowers. If a

community garden was Somewhat unlikely
available in your

neighborhood, how likely Very unlikel

would you or a member of b Y

your household be to use

it? DK/NA

(F)

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.

Length of Residence

5 Five years to
Less tef;arg five less than ten 10 ﬁ:rr: or
y years

Total 142 968

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

17.A ity garden i Very likel < S
piece of land that o shared. 394% | 391% 41.5% 39.1%
by the local community for s hat likel 266 16 31 220
ﬁ;or;vslngnf;uflltj‘,u\ggeltfagles, omewhat likely 22.2% 17.4% 21.7% 22.7%
community garden was Somewhat unlikely 135 5 22 108
available in your
neighborhood, how likely 5% S 56 2
would you or a member of Very unlikel 309 33 29 247
I R0 U Y 25.8% | 37.2% 20.4% 25.5%
' 16 1 1 15
DKI/NA
1.4% .6% 9% 1.5%
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b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Length of Residence
3 Five years to
Less than five 10 years or
years Iessytef;arr; ttm more
(A) (B) (C)

17. A community garden is a
piece of land that is shared
by the local community for .
growing fruits, vegetables, =~ Somewhat likely
herbs, and flowers. If a

community garden was Somewhat unlikely
available in your

neighborhood, how likely Very unlikel

would you or a member of y Y

your household be to use

H DK/NA

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

Very likely

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
Total Caucasian Hispanic Other
Total 1163 461 559 143

17. A ity gardenisa Very likel 483 e 2 i
17 Acemmunty gacenisa Vet R AT AP PR

by th_e Iocal_community for . 261 80 137 44
e e e i Sttt S O o5 4o, | 17.4% | 245% | 30.4%
community garden was 131 65 62 5}
11.3% 14.0% 11.0% 3.6%

288 163 100 24

available in your Somewhat unlikely
neighborhood, how likely

would you or a member of Very unlikel

your household be to use v v 248% | 355% 17.9% | 16.9%

it?
16 10 6 0

DKINA
/ 1.4% 2.1% 1.1% A%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Ethnicity
Caucasian Hispanic Other
(A) (B) (9]

17. A community garden is a
piece of land that is shared
by the local community for .
growing fruits, vegetables, =~ Somewhat likely

herbs, and flowers. If a

community garden was Somewhat unlikely

available in your

neighborhood, how likely Very unlikel

would you or a member of b Y

%(tt’n?ur household be to use DKINA

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

Very likely

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

Annual Household Income

g SRl Eome smeoo
PRI $60,000 $80,000 UG
Total 1035 335 330 137 233
17. A community garden is a Very likely 408 150 152 “ 5
PleeetorllandliFtlisE iared 39.4% 44.8% 39.9% 29.7% 36.7%
by the local community for ) 247 97 83 29 37
growing fruits, vegetables,  Somewhatlikely PRy NENPREA 25.0% 21.4% 16.1%
:eg?l?glgitix garden was Somewhat unlikely 106 25 29 21 30
= ghborhoggi“':ow likely 10.2% 7.6% 8.7% 15.5% 13.1%
would you or a member of Very unlikely 264 56 84 45 79
oy household be to use 25.5% 16.9% 25.4% 32.7% 33.9%
10 6 3 1 1
ELE 1.0% 1.7% 9% 7% 2%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Annual Household Income

Less than $i30,00£ to $i60,00: to $80,000 or
$30,000 ess than ess than more
’ $60,000 $80,000

(B) (C) (D)

17. A community garden is a
piece of land that is shared
by the local community for .
growing fruits, vegetables, =~ Somewhat likely
herbs, and flowers. If a

community garden was Somewhat unlikely
available in your

neighborhood, how likely Vi likel

would you or a member of ery untikely

your household be to use

H DK/NA

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

Very likely

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

Homeownership
Total Rent Own
Total 339 816

146 308
17. A community garden is a Very likely
piece of land that is shared 39.3% |43.0% |37.7%
by the local community for Somewhat likel 258 99 159
il 2 |25 | 105
community garden was . 128 27 101
available in your Somewhat unlikely 11.0% | 7.9% |12.3%
neighborhood, how likely =2 L o2 00
would you or a member of 300 63 237
your household be to use 26.0% | 18.6% | 29.0%
16 5 12
14% | 1.4% | 1.4%

Very unlikely

it?

DK/INA
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Homeownership
Rent Own
(A) (B)

17. A community garden is a
piece of land that is shared

by the local community for .
growing fruits, vegetables, =~ Somewhat likely

Very likely

herbs, and flowers. If a

community garden was Somewhat unlikely

available in your

neighborhood, how likely Vi likel

would you or a member of ery untikely

your household be to use

it? DKINA

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

Children or Seniors in the Household

Children in Seniors in

UCHEL Watiey household household

Total

17. A community garden is a Very likely

piece of land that is shared

by the local community for )
growing fruits, vegetables,  Somewhat likely
herbs, and flowers. If a

community garden was .
available i¥| ?mur Somewhat unlikely
neighborhood, how likely
would you or a member of
yg}ur household be to use
it?

Very unlikely

DK/NA
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Comparisons of Column Proportions
Children or Seniors in the Household

Children in Seniors in
household household

(B) (C)

Nei

17. A community garden is a
piece of land that is shared
by the local community for

Very likely

growing fruits, vegetables, =~ Somewhat likely
herbs, and flowers. If a

community garden was Egm;‘r’hat
available in your y
neighborhood, how likely Very unlikel
would you or a member of ry uniikely
your household be to use

it? DK/NA
Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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.

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Somewhat

Satisfied Dissatisfied

Total Very Satisfied

Total

17. A community garden is a Very likely

piece of land that is shared
by the local community for

growing fruits, vegetables,
herbs, and flowers. If a
community garden was
available in your
neighborhood, how likely
would you or a member of
ygur household be to use
it?

Somewhat likely

Somewhat
unlikely

Very unlikely

DKINA
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Very Satisfied sg::iigzgt Dissatisfied

(A) (B) (C)

17. A community garden is a
piece of land that is shared
by the local community for .
growing fruits, vegetables, = Somewhat likely
herbs, and flowers. If a
community garden was
available in your
neighborhood, how likely Vi likel

would you or a member of ey

your household be to use

it? DK/NA

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

Very likely

Somewhat
unlikely

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

17. A community garden is a
piece of land that is shared
by the local community for

growing fruits, vegetables,
herbs, and flowers. If a
community garden was
available in your
neighborhood, how likely
would you or a member of
yg}ur household be to use
it?

Total

Future Quality of Life

Stay about the

Better e

Very likely

Somewhat likely

Somewhat
unlikely

Very unlikely

DK/NA
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

17. A community garden is a
piece of land that is shared
by the local community for
growing fruits, vegetables,
herbs, and flowers. If a
community garden was
available in your
neighborhood, how likely
would you or a member of
ygur household be to use
it?

Very likely

Somewhat likely

Somewhat
unlikely

Very unlikely
DKINA

,b

Future Quality of Life

Stay about the
Better Same Worse

(A) (B) (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.

Household Participation in Fitness or Sports
Activities

Total Yes No
Total

17. A community garden is a Very likely

piece of land that is shared

by the local community for )
growing fruits, vegetables, = Somewhat likely
herbs, and flowers. If a

community garden was Somewhat
available in your unlikely

neighborhood, how likely
would you or a member of 9
your household be to use Very unlikely

it?
DKINA
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. . a
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Household Participation in
Fitness or Sports Activities
No
(B)

17. A community garden is a
piece of land that is shared

by the local community for .
growing fruits, vegetables, = Somewhat likely

Very likely

herbs, and flowers. If a

community garden was Somewhat unlikely

available in your

neighborhood, how likely Vi likel

would you or a member of ey

your household be to use

it? DK/NA

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

Gender
Total Male Female
Total

Excellent

18. Based on your personal  Ggod
experience, how would you

rate traffic flow in your city

or town? Is traffic flow Fair
excellent, good, fair, or

poor?

Poor

DK/INA
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Gender
Male Female
(A) (B)

18. Based on your personal Excellent
experience, how would you Good
rate traffic flow in your city
or town? Is traffic flow
excellent, good, fair, or Poor

poor? DK/NA

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

Fair

Age
Total 18to24 25to34 35to44 45to54 55to 64
Total

65 and older

Excellent

18. Based on your personal  Ggod

experience, how would you

rate traffic flow in your city
or town? Is traffic flow Fair
excellent, good, fair, or

poor?

Poor

DKINA
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Age
18to24 25to34 35to44 45to54 55to64 65 and older
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E) (F)
Excellent

experience, how would you Good
rate traffic flow in your city Fair

or town? Is traffic flow
excellent, good, fair, or Poor

poor? DKINA

18. Based on your personal

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

Length of Residence
, Five years to
Less than five less than ten 10 years or

years years more

Total

Excellent

18. Based on your personal  Gggod
experience, how would you

rate traffic flow in your city

or town? Is traffic flow Fair
excellent, good, fair, or

poor?

Poor

DK/NA
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. . a
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Length of Residence
Five years to

Less than five less than ten 10 years or

years years more

(A) (B) (C)

18. Based on your personal Excellent

experience, how would you  Good

rate traffic flow in your city Fair
or town? Is traffic flow
excellent, good, fair, or Poor
poor? DKINA
Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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

Total Caucasian Hispanic Other

Total 461 559 143
Excellent = & il &
15.7% 19.2% 10.9% [23.3%
18. Based on your personal  Ggood 384 170 179 34
experience, how would you 33.0% 37.0% 32.0% 23.9%
rate traffic flow in your city
or town? Is traffic flow Fair 425 143 219 63
excellent, good, fair, or 36.6% 31.0% 39.2% 43.9%
(P77 Poor 162 52 98 12
14.0% 11.3% 17.6% 8.4%
10 7 2 1
DK/NA
4 .8%. 1.6% 3% 4%

Page 278




,b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Ethnicity
Caucasian Hispanic Other
(B) (C)

18. Based on your personal  Excellent

experience, how would you  Good

rate traffic flow in your city
or town? Is traffic flow
excellent, good, fair, or Poor

poor? DK/NA

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

Fair

Annual Household Income

$30,000 to $60,000 to
ngg B%‘?J" less than less than SB%(Q(; of
’ $60,000 $80,000

Total

Excellent

18. Based on your personal  good
experience, how would you

rate traffic flow in your city

or town? Is traffic flow Fair
excellent, good, fair, or

poor?

Poor

DKINA
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Annual Household Income

18. Based on your personal
experience, how would you
rate traffic flow in your city
or town? Is traffic flow
excellent, good, fair, or
poor?

Excellent
Good
Fair

Poor
DK/NA

$30,000 to
less than
$60,000

Less than

(B)

$60,000 to
less than
$80,000

(C)

$80,000 or
more

(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.

18. Based on your personal
experience, how would you

rate traffic flow in your city
or town? Is traffic flow
excellent, good, fair, or
poor?

Total

Excellent

Good

Fair

Poor

DKINA

Homeownership
Total Rent Own
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Comparisons of Column Proportions

Homeownership
Rent Own
(A) (B)

18. Based on your personal  Excellent

experience, how would you  Good
rate traffic flow in your city

or town? Is traffic flow Fair
excellent, good, fair, or Poor

poor? DKINA

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

Children or Seniors in the Household

. Children in Seniors in
Delther household household

Total

Excellent

18. Based on your personal  Ggod
experience, how would you

rate traffic flow in your city

or town? Is traffic flow Fair
excellent, good, fair, or

poor?

Poor

DK/INA
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Children or Seniors in the Household

18. Based on your personal

Neither

(A)
Excellent

Children in
household

(B)

Seniors in
household

(C)

experience, how would you Good
Fair

rate traffic flow in your city
or town? Is traffic flow
excellent, good, fair, or Poor

(e DKINA

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

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Total 1172 409 530
- 183 95 67 21
15.6% 23.1% 12.7% 9.0%
18. Based on your personal  Ggood B8Y =5 e o
experience, how would you 33.2% 38.2% 30.9% 29.5%
rate traffic flow in your city
or town? Is traffic flow Fair 429 1 22 B
excellent, good, fair, or 36.6% 27.5% 41.7% 40.8%
g . 162 42 72 47
13.9% 10.3% 13.7% 20.4%
10 4 5 1
DK/NA
4 8% 9% 1.0% 3%

Total

Very Satisfied

Somewhat

Satisfied Dissatisfied
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Comparisons of Column Proportions

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Very Satisfied S;;Tuigzgt Dissatisfied

(A) (B)

18. Based on your personal  EXxcellent
experience, how would you Good
rate traffic flow in your city Fair

or town? Is traffic flow
excellent, good, fair, or Poor

poor? DKINA

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

Future Quality of Life

Stay about the

Better Celine

Total

Excellent

18. Based on your personal  good

experience, how would you

rate traffic flow in your city

or town? Is traffic flow Fair
excellent, good, fair, or

poor?

Poor

DKINA
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Future Quality of Life

Stay about the Worse

Better Same

(A) (B) (C)

18. Based on your personal  Excellent
experience, how would you Good
rate traffic flow in your city Fair

or town? Is traffic flow
excellent, good, fair, or Poor

(e DKINA

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

Household Participation in Fitness or Sports
Activities

Yes

Total 1196 708
Excellent fo2 128 &t
16.0% 17.7% 13.6%
18. Based on your personal  Ggood e 2z G2
experience, how would you 32.7% 32.4% 33.3%
rate traffic flow in your city
or town? Is traffic flow Fair 4 25 16D
excellent, good, fair, or 36.4% 36.1% 36.9%
(P77 168 97 71
Poor
14.0% 13.6% 14.5%
10 1 9
DK/NA
4 8% 2% 1.7%
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Household Participation in
Fitness or Sports Activities
No
(B)
Excellent
experience, how would you Good
rate traffic flow in your city Fair
or town? Is traffic flow
excellent, good, fair, or Poor
(et DKINA

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

18. Based on your personal

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

Gender
Male Female
Total

Bike

Carpool

Drive alone (car, truck,
motorcycle, scooter)

19. What type of Public Transit (Bus or
transportation do you shuttle)

typically use to go to work

or school?

Walk

Work from home / Don't
work outside the home

Other

DKINA
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Comparisons of Column Proportions

Gender
Male Female
(A) (B)
Bike
Carpool
Drive alone (car, truck,
motorcycle, scooter)

19. What type of Public Transit (Bus or
transportation do you shuttle)
typically use to go to work
or school? Walk
Work from home / Don't
work outside the home

Other
DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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 18to24 25to34 35to44 45to54 55to 64 65 and older
Total 1185 175 257 234 214 141 164
’ 4 1 0 1 0 2 0
Bike
3% 8% .0%. 4% 1% 1.1% 0%
Carpool 70 31 13 13 8 1 5
59% | 175% | 5.0% 5.4% 3.8% 9% 3.0%
Drive alone (car, truck, 909 124 227 195 179 99 87
motorcycle, scooter) 76.7% | 70.7% | 88.1% | 83.4% | 83.7% | 69.8% 52.7%
:9- Wha:tt)(_pe 05 Public Transit (Bus or 46 16 3 9 9 6 3
t;:'i‘j;‘l’y 35'3?0 ;oyguw o Shuttle) 3.9% | 8.9% 1.2% 3.8% 4.4% 4.3% 1.8%
or school? Walk 21 2 7 7 2 3 1
1.7% | 1.0% 2.7% 2.8% 8% 1.8% 5%
Work from home / Don't 55 0 2 4 6 15 29
work outside the home 4.6% 0% 8% 1.5% 2.6% 10.6% 17.6%
2 0 1 0 0 0 1
it 2% | 0% 3% 0% 0% 0% 6%
78 2 4 6 10 16 39
e 66% | 1.1% 1.7% 2.7% 4.6% 11.5% 23.8%
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Comparisons of Column Proportions

Age
18to24 25to34 35tod44 45to54 55to64 65 and older
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E) (F)

Bike
Carpool
Drive alone (car, truck,
motorcycle, scooter)
19. What type of Public Transit (Bus or
transportation do you shuttle)
typically use to go to work
or school? Walk
Work from home / Don't
work outside the home
Other
DKINA
Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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.

Length of Residence

Five years to
less than ten
years

Less than five
years

10 years or
more

Total 142 968
0 4
Bik
e 0% 4%
3 62
C |
R 2.3% 6.4%
Drive alone (car, truck, 112 739
motorcycle, scooter) 79.0% 76.3%
:rga.n"sv:::tta);i‘?nodfo o Public Transit (Bus or 4 39
huttl
typically use to go to work Shuttie) 3.0% 4.0%
or school? Walk 6 15
4.0% 1.5%
Work from home / Don't 4 47
work outside the home 2.8% 4.9%
0 2
Oth
er .0% 2%
13 61
DKINA
8.9% 6.3%
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Length of Residence
3 Five years to
Less than five 10 years or
years less than ten o
years
(A) (B) (C)
Bike .
Carpool
Drive alone (car, truck,
motorcycle, scooter)

19. What type of Public Transit (Bus or
transportation do you shuttle)

typically use to go to work
or school? Walk

Work from home / Don't
work outside the home

Other
DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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
Total Caucasian Hispanic Other
Total

Bike

Carpool

Drive alone (car, truck,
motorcycle, scooter)

19. What type of Public Transit (Bus or
transportation do you shuttle)

typically use to go to work
or school?

Walk

Work from home / Don'
work outside the home

Other

DK/INA
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Ethnicity
Caucasian Hispanic Other
(A) (B)
Bike
Carpool

Drive alone (car, truck,
motorcycle, scooter)

19. What type of Public Transit (Bus or

transportation do you shuttle)

typically use to go to work

or school? Walk
Work from home / Don't
work outside the home

Other
DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Annual Household Income
$30,000 to $60,000 to $80,000 or

Less than

less than less than
CEDIE $60,000 $80,000 more
Total 330 137 233
1 0 0
Bik
e 3% 0% 1%
Carpool i 2 2
p 5.5% 3.3% 21%
Drive alone (car, truck, 258 119 216
motorcycle, scooter) 78.3% 86.4% 92.8%
:r%nvsv:::tgi?nodfo you Public Transit (Bus or 1" 0 1
huttl
typically use to go to work shuttle) 3.2% A% A%
or school? Walk 7 0 0
2.1% .0% .0%
Work from home / t 13 4 3
work outside the home 3.8% 3.0% 1.4%
1 0 0
Oth
er 3% 0% 0%
22 10 8
DKINA
6.6% 7.1% 3.3%

.

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Annual Household Income

$30,000 to $60,000 to
Lg;g (t)?]?)n less than less than ss?r"?rg or
’ $60,000 $80,000

(A) (B) (©) (D)

Bike
Carpool
Drive alone (car, truck,
AB
19. What type of motorcycle, scooter)
transportation do you Public Transit (Bus or

typically use to go to work shuttle)
or school? Walk ! a

Work from home / Don't
work outside the home
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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Comparisons of Column Proportions'J

Annual Household Income

Less than $30,000 to $60,000 to

$30,000 less than less than $80,000 or

$60,000 $80,000 orS

(A) (B) (C) (D)
19. What type of
transportation do you
typically use to go to work DK/INA
or school?

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

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.

Homeownership
Total Rent Own

Total 1155 339 816
4 0 3
Bik
e 3% | A% | 4%
Caroool 7 29 42
p 62% | 86% | 5.1%
Drive alone (car, truck, 888 222 666
motorcycle, scooter) 76.8% |65.3% |81.6%
:'%n"s\’:::tg!?nﬁo you Public Transit (Bus or 4 29 12
huttl
typically use to go to work shuttio} 6 | e || 15
or school? Walk 19 15 4
1.6% | 4.4% 5%
Work from home / Don't 54 20 34
work outside the home 47% | 5.8% | 4.2%
1 1 0
Oth
er 1% | 3% | 0%
78 23 54
LY 6.7% | 6.9% | 6.7%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb’c
Homeownership
Rent Own
(A) (B)

Bike
Carpool

Drive alone (car, truck,
motorcycle, scooter)

19. What type of Public Transit (Bus or

transportation do you shuttle)

typically use to go to work

or school? Walk
Work from home / Don't
work outside the home

Other
DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Children or Seniors in the Household

Children in Seniors in

Total  Neither o\ /sehold household

Total

Bike

Carpool

Drive alone (car, truck,
motorcycle, scooter)

19. What type of Public Transit (Bus or
transportation do you shuttle) 3.5%
typically use to go to work S0

or school? Walk 21 5 14 5
1.7% 1.7% 21% 1.3%
Work from home / Don't 55 15 4 35
work outside the home 4.6% 5.0% 7% 9.0%
2 0 1 1
h
Other 2% | 0% 1% 2%
79 25 16 41
DKI/NA
d 6.6% 8.2% 2.5% 10.4%
b,c

Comparisons of Column Proportions

Children or Seniors in the Household

. Children in Seniors in
Neither household household

(A) (B) (C)

Bike
Carpool A A
Drive alone (car, truck, c c
motorcycle, scooter)
19. What type of Public Transit (Bus or
transportation do you shuttle)
typically use to go to work
or school? Walk
Work from home / Don't B B
work outside the home
Other
DK/NA 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 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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Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Somewhat
Satisfied

Very Satisfied Dissatisfied

Total

Bike

Carpool

Drive alone (car, truck,
motorcycle, scooter) 75.3%

t19- Wha:t‘l(Pe °df Public Transit (Bus or 44 17 19 9
ransportation do you huttl
typically use to go to work Shuttis) 3.8% 4.1% 3.5% 3.8%
or school? Walk 18 5 5 8
1.6% 1.3% 1.0% 3.3%
Work from home / Don't 54 21 23 10
work outside the home 4.6% 5.2% 4.3% 4.4%
2 1 1 0
Oth
er 2% 3% 2% 0%
79 28 33 17
DKINA
6.7% 6.9% 6.2% 7.4%

b,c

Comparisons of Column Proportions
Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction
Very Satisfied  Somewhat  picqatisfied

(A) (B) (C)

Bike
Carpool
Drive alone (car, truck,
motorcycle, scooter)
19. What type of Public Transit (Bus or
transportation do you shuttle)
typically use to go to work
or school? Walk
Work from home /
work outside the home
Other
DKINA
Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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19. What type of
transportation do you
typically use to go to work
or school?

Comparisons of Column Proportions

19. What type of
transportation do you
typically use to go to work
or school?

Total

Bike

Carpool

Drive alone (car, truck,
motorcycle, scooter)

Public Transit (Bus or
shuttle)

Walk

Work from home / Don't
work outside the home

Other

DKINA

Bike

Carpool

Drive alone (car, truck,
motorcycle, scooter)
Public Transit (Bus or
shuttle)

Walk

Future Quality of Life

Stay about the

Better CETis

b,c

Future Quality of Life

Stay about the
Better o Worse

(A) (B) (C)

Work from home / Don't
work outside the home

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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Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Future Quality of Life

Stay about the
Better Gt Worse

(A) (B) (C)

19. What type of
transportation do you
typically use to go to work
or school?

DKINA

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

appears under the category with the larger column proportion.

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.

19. What type of
transportation do you
typically use to go to work
or school?

Total
Bike
Carpool

Drive alone (car, truck,
motorcycle, scooter)

Public Transit (Bus or
shuttle)

Walk

Work from home / t
work outside the home

Other

DKINA

Household Participation in Fitness or Sports
Activities

Total ACH
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Comparisons of Column Proportions
Household Participation in
Fitness or Sports Activities
No
(B)
Bike

Carpool

Drive alone (car, truck,
motorcycle, scooter)

19. What type of Public Transit (Bus or

transportation do you shuttle)
typically use to go to work Walk

or school?
Work from home / Don't
work outside the home
Other
DK/NA

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

Gender
Male Female
Total

10 minutes or less

11 to 20 minutes

20. On average, how many )
minutes do you spend 21 to 40 minutes
traveling to and from work
each day?

41 to 60 minutes

More than 60 minutes

DK/INA
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0

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Gender

Male Female
(A) (B)

10 minutes or less
20. On average, how many 2 m!nutes
minutes do you spend 21 to 40 minutes
traveling to and from work 41 to 60 minutes
?
Eaclcavi More than 60 minutes
DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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 18to24 25t034 35to44 45to54 55to 64
Total

65 and older

10 minutes or less

11 to 20 minutes

20. On average, how many )
minutes do you spend 21 to 40 minutes

traveling to and from work
each day?

41 to 60 minutes

More than 60 minutes

DK/INA
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Age
18to24 25to34 35to44 45to54 55to64 65 and older
(A) (B) (C) ( (E) (F)

10 minutes or less

20. On average, how many 2y m!nutes
minutes do you spend 21 to 40 minutes
traveling to and from work 41 to 60 minutes

?
eachicavi More than 60 minutes
DKINA
Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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.

Length of Residence
Five years to

Less than five 10 years or
less than ten
years years more
Total 80
10 minutes or less 24
20.5% 29.8% 16.5% 20.2%
207 17 19 171
11 to 20 minut
© <7 minutes 19.4% 20.9% 15.1% 19.9%
20. On average, how many 21 to 40 minutes 290 19 25 246
minutes do you spend inu
traveling to and from work 22 23:8% 20900 28.6%
each day? #1 to 60 minutes 197 10 40 146
18.5% 13.0%. 32.2% 17.0%
111 8 14 89
More than 60 minut
ore than 58 minutes - FRYOA 9.6% 11.4% 10.3%
42 2 6 34
DKINA
4.0% 2.9% 4.7% 4.0%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Length of Residence
Less than five IFei\sI: %’he:r:st:z 10 years or
years years more
(A) (B) (C)
10 minutes or less
20. On average, how many 20 m!nutes
minutes do you spend 21 to 40 minutes
traveling to and from work 41 to 60 minutes
?
Rachidavy More than 60 minutes
DK/NA

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

Total Caucasian Hispanic Other
Total 535 124
. 110 31
10 minutes or less 20.6% 25.1%
115 17
11 to 20 minut
© <7 minutes 215% | 13.6%
20. On average, how many ) 138 45
minutes do you spend 21 to 40 minutes 25.9% 36.4%
traveling to and from work 1'12" 2‘3 g
each day? .
41 to 60 t
© 60 minutes 20.9% | 18.5%
47 6
More than 60 minutes 8.8% 5.1%
13 2
DKINA
2.4% 1.4%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Ethnicity
Caucasian Hispanic Other
(A) (B) (C)
10 minutes or less

20. On average, how many (R 2o2) mlrEs

minutes do you spend 21 to 40 minutes
traveling to and from work 41 to 60 minutes
each day?

More than 60 minutes
DKINA

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

Annual Household Income

Less than $30,000 to $60,000 to $80,000 or
$30,000 less than less than Py
’ $60,000 $80,000
el 296 123 222
10 minutes or less 77 2 &
25.9% 18.5% 15.8%
50 38 44
11 to 20 minutt
© 20 minutes 16.9% 30.9% 19.7%
20. On average, how many 21 to 40 minut 72 31 61
minutes do you spend 0 40 minutes
traveling to and from work 24.2% 252% 27.2%
each day? . 61 18 35
41 to 60 te
© 0% minutes 20.7% 14.2% 15.8%
. 31 12 42
More than 60 minutes 10.4% 0.5% 19.0%
6 2 6
DKINA
2.0% 1.7% 2.5%
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Annual Household Income

$30,000 to $60,000 to
L;;g 6’63" less than less than
’ $60,000 $80,000

(A) (B) (C) ()

$80,000 or
more

10 minutes or less

20. On average, how many 20 m!nutes
minutes do you spend 21 to 40 minutes
traveling to and from work 41 to 60 minutes

?
Rachidavy More than 60 minutes
DK/NA
Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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.

Homeownership
Total Rent Own
Total

10 minutes or less

11 to 20 minutes

20. On average, how many )
minutes do you spend 21 to 40 minutes
traveling to and from work
each day?

41 to 60 minutes

More than 60 minutes

DK/INA
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Homeownership
Rent Own
(A) (B)

10 minutes or less
20. On average, how many 2y m!nutes
minutes do you spend 21 to 40 minutes
traveling to and from work 41 to 60 minutes
?
Eachldave More than 60 minutes
DKINA

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

Children or Seniors in the Household

Children in Seniors in

Total  Neither | sehold household

Total

10 minutes or less

11 to 20 minutes

20. On average, how many )
minutes do you spend 21 to 40 minutes
traveling to and from work
each day?

41 to 60 minutes

More than 60 minutes

DK/INA
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Children or Seniors in the Household

Children in Seniors in

Neither household household

(A) (B) (C)

10 minutes or less
11 to 2 i
20. On average, how many e m!nutes
minutes do you spend 21 to 40 minutes
traveling to and from work 41 to 60 minutes
?
CEEDCET More than 60 minutes
DK/NA

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

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Somewhat

Satisfied Dissatisfied

Total Very Satisfied

Total 1039 360 474 205
10 minutes or less 218 & & &)
20.8% 23.3% 17.8% 23.2%
. 195 64 99 32
11to 20 minutes 18.8% 17.9% 20.9% 15.6%
20. On average, how many 21 to 40 minut 286 105 119 62
minutes do you spend 0 40 minutes
traveling to and from work 27.6% 292% 251% 30.3%
each day? . 194 64 99 31
41 to 60 te
© 07 minutes 18.6% 17.7% 20.9% 15.1%
. 108 26 60 22
More than 60 minutes - |ERgPA 7.1% 12.7% 10.6%
40 17 12 11
Lt 3.8% 4.8% 2.6% 5.2%
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Overall Qua

Very Satisfied

(A)
10 minutes or less
11 to 20 minutes
21 to 40 minutes
41 to 60 minutes
More than 60 minutes
DK/NA

20. On average, how many
minutes do you spend
traveling to and from work
each day?

,b

lity of Life Satisfaction

Somewhat
Satisfied

(B)

Dissatisfied

(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.

Future Quality of Life

Better

Total

Stay about the
same

10 minutes or less

11 to 20 minutes

20. On average, how many

minutes do you spend 21 to 40 minutes

traveling to and from work

>
Rachidavy 41 to 60 minutes

More than 60 minutes

DK/INA
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Future Qual

Stay abo
sam

(B)

Better

(A)
10 minutes or less
11 to 20 minutes
21 to 40 minutes
41 to 60 minutes
More than 60 minutes
DK/NA

20. On average, how many

minutes do you spend
traveling to and from work
each day?

ity of Life
ut the Worse

e
(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.

Household Partici

Total

ipation in Fitness or Sports
Activities

No

Yes

Total 1062 665 397
10 minutes or less 22 137 81
20.5% 20.6% 20.5%
. 205 127 79
11to 20 minutes 19.3% 19.0% 19.8%
20. On average, how many 21 to 40 minut 289 194 95
minutes do you spend 0 40 minutes
traveling to and from work 22 202 281000
each day? . 197 116 80
41 to 60 te
© 5% minutes 18.5% 17.5% 20.2%
| 111 70 41
More than 60 minutes 10.4% 10.5% 10.4%
42 21 20
Lt 3.9% 3.2% 5.2%
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Comparisons of Column Proportions
Household Participation in
Fitness or Sports Activities
No
(B)
10 minutes or less

11 to 2| i
20. On average, how many O

minutes do you spend 21 to 40 minutes
traveling to and from work 41 to 60 minutes
each day?

More than 60 minutes
DKINA

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

Gender

Male Female
Total 509
129
21.0% | 17.1% | 25.4%
217 | 113 | 104
20.4% | 20.3% | 20.4%
) 203 | 114 | 89
;21;1']tg"divfgigt%g:n’;)maanng e 19.1% | 20.6% | 17.5%
Tom wWork eac! ay’? . 194 101 93
21to 40 miles 18.2% | 18.2% | 18.2%
177 | 117 | 60
16.6% | 21.0% | 11.9%
50 | 16 34
47% | 28% | 6.6%

5 miles or less

6 to 10 miles

More than 40 miles

DKINA
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Comparisons of Column Proportionsa’b

Gender
Male Female
(A) (B)

5 miles or less A

6 to 10 miles

21. On average, how many 11 to 20 miles
miles do you travel to and .
from work each day? 21 to 40 miles

More than 40 miles
DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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 18to24 25to34 35to44 45to 54

55to 64 65 and older

Total 1052 173 251 224 198 110 96
5 miles or less 220 45 47 85 51 21 21
20.9% | 26.1% 18.9% 15.4% 25.9% 19.1% 21.4%
610 10 miles 216 19 65 50 47 20 15
20.6% [ 11.1% 25.8% 22.3% 23.8% 18.4% 15.9%
21. On average, how many 11 to 20 miles 201 32 46 49 31 21 21
miles do you travel to and 19.1% | 18.7% 18.4% 22.1% 15.8% 19.0% 21.5%
from work each day? 191 48 39 47 28 20 9
21 to 40 miles
18.2% | 27.6% 15.7% 21.1% 14.1% 18.2% 8.9%
. 175 22 46 34 39 21 13
el 16,60 | 12.7% | 18.3% | 153% | 19.8% | 19.0% 13.4%
49 7 7 9 1 7 18
DKINA 4.6% 3.9% 2.9% 3.8% .6% 6.3% 18.9%
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,b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Age
18to24 25t034 35to44 45to54 55to64 65 and older
(A) (B) (9] (D) (E) (F)

5 miles or less
6 to 10 miles

21. On average, how many 11 to 20 miles
miles do you travel to and )
from work each day? 21 to 40 miles

More than 40 miles
DKINA
Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category with the
smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.
a. Tes;\.s 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.

Length of Residence
Five years to

10 years or
less than ten oS
Total 125 860
5 miles or less 2 192
21.0% 26.0% 17.0% 21.1%
217 16 18 183
6 to 10 mil
o 10 mies 204% 20.1% 14.7% 21.2%
203 15 22 167
21, On average, how many i
RS aotitaveiliotanc Ao 19.1% 18.4% 17.4% 19.4%
from work each day?
21 to 40 miles o 14 S Ly
18.2% 17.1% 24.8% 17.3%
More than 40 miles i 11 2l 14
16.6% 14.0% 20.4% 16.3%
50 4 7 39
DKINA
4.7% 4.5% 5.7% 4.5%
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a,b

Comparisons of Column Proportions
Length of Residence
Less than five IFei\slz %’he:r:st:ﬁ 10 years or
years years more
(A) (B) (]
5 miles or less
6 to 10 miles
21. On average, how many 11 to 20 miles

miles do you travel to and )
from work each day? 21 to 40 miles

More than 40 miles
DK/NA

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

Total Caucasian Hispanic Other
Total 1033 373 535 124
5 miles or less 28 g2 T <
21.1% 22.0% 23.5% 7.6%
. 213 59 100 54
6 to 10 miles 206% | 158% | 18.8% |43.4%
195 69 117 9
21. On average, how many 11 to 20 mil
miles do you travel to and @D 18.9% 18.5% 21.8% 7.2%
from work each day?
21 to 40 miles i = i 41
18.0% 17.5% 14.8% | 33.4%
. 172 71 91 g
Ml 1660, | 10.4% | 17.0% | 7.6%
49 27 22 1
DKINA 4.8% 7.1% 4.0% .9%

Page 310




Comparisons of Column Proportions

21. On average, how many

miles do you travel to and
from work each day?

5 miles or less

6 to 10 miles

11 to 20 miles

21 to 40 miles
More than 40 miles
DKINA

Ethnicity

Caucasian Hispanic Other

(B) (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.

Annual Household Income

Less than $30,000 to $60,000 to $80,000 or
$30,000 less than less than e
i $60,000 $80,000
el 296 123 222
5 miles or less 77 & 25
26.1% 14.4% 12.5%
60 32 39
6 to 10 mil
o 19 miles 20.2% 26.1% 17.8%
58 24 48
21. On average, how many 11 to 20 mil
miles do you travel to and © 0 miles 19.6% 19.1% 21.5%
from work each day? 49 24 37
21 to 40 mil
© 40 miles 16.5% 19.8% 16.8%
45 23 66
M than 40 mil
ore than 45 miles 15.1% 18.5% 29.6%
7 ] 4
DKINA
2.5% 2.1% 1.9%
Page 311
b

21. On average, how many
miles do you travel to and
from work each day?

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

5 miles or less

6 to 10 miles

11 to 20 miles

21 to 40 miles
More than 40 miles
DK/NA

Annual Household Income

Less than $30,000 to

less than
$30,000 $60,000

(A) (B)

$60,000 to
less than
$80,000

(]

$80,000 or

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

21. On average, how many
miles do you travel to and
from work each day?

Total

5 miles or less

6 to 10 miles

11 to 20 miles

21 to 40 miles

More than 40 miles

DK/INA

Homeownership
Total Rent Own
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b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Homeownership
Rent Own
(A) (B)
5 miles or less B
6 to 10 miles B

21. On average, how many 11 to 20 miles
miles do you travel to and )
from work each day? 21 to 40 miles

More than 40 miles
DKINA
Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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.

Children or Seniors in the Household

: Children in Seniors in
Total | Neither household household

Total

5 miles or less

6 to 10 miles

21. On average, how many 11 to 20 miles
miles do you travel to and
from work each day?

21 to 40 miles

More than 40 miles

DK/INA
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a,b

Comparisons of Column Proportions

Children or Seniors e Household

0 Children in Seniors in
eitey household household

(A) (B) (%)

5 miles or less

6 to 10 miles

21. On average, how many 11 to 20 miles

miles do you travel to and .

from work each day? 21 to 40 miles
More than 40 miles

DK/INA

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

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

iofi Somewhat . -
Total Very Satisfied Satisfied Dissatisfied

Total 360 474 205
5 miles or less 22 & & &L
21.3% 23.4% 18.4% 24.3%
) 206 62 97 a7
6 to 10 miles 19.8% 17.4% 20.4% 22.7%
203 75 97 31
21. On average, how many 11 to 2! il
miles do you travel to and (OREIE 19.5% 20.8% 20.6% 14.9%
from work each day?
21 to 40 miles LSS & - &
17.9% 17.0% 19.2% 16.5%
) 175 56 88 32
More than 40 miles  [FFY¥S 15.6% 18.5% 15.4%
47 21 14 13
DKINA 4.6% 5.8% 2.9% 6.2%

Page 314




b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Overall Quality of Life Satisfaction

Somewhat
Satisfied

(A) (B) (C)

Very Satisfied Dissatisfied

5 miles or less

6 to 10 miles

21. On average, how many 11 to 20 miles

miles do you travel to and .

from work each day? 21 to 40 miles
More than 40 miles

DK/INA

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

Future Quality of Life

Stay about the
Better TS Worse

Total

5 miles or less

6 to 10 miles

21. On average, how many 11 to 20 miles
miles do you travel to and
from work each day?

21 to 40 miles

More than 40 miles

DK/INA
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b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Future Quality of Life

Stay about the
Better Same Worse

(A) (B) (C)
5 miles or less
6 to 10 miles

21. On average, how many 11 to 20 miles

miles do you travel to and )

from work each day? 21 to 40 miles
More than 40 miles

DK/NA
Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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.

Household Participation in Fitness or Sports

Activities
Total Yes No

Total 1062 665 397
5 miles or less 222 118 106
21.1% 17.7% 26.7%
" 216 138 78
6 to 10 miles 20.3% 20.7% 19.7%
203 134 70
21. On average, how many 11 to 20 mil
miles do you travel to and @D 19.2% 20.1% 17.6%
from work each day? 194 133 61
PARCY N T
© 40 miles 18.2% 20.0% 15.3%
' 176 1156 61
More than 40 miles 16.6% 17.3% 15.3%
49 28 21
Lt 4.6% 4.2% 5.3%
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,b

. . a
Comparisons of Column Proportions
Household Participation in
Fitness or Sports Activities
No
(B)
5 miles or less
6 to 10 miles

21. On average, how many 11 to 20 miles
miles do you travel to and )
from work each day? 21 to 40 miles

More than 40 miles

DK/INA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Kern COG 2010 Community Survey
Crosstabulation by Ages of Children in Household

Ages of Children in Household

13 to 14 years
(middle- 15 to 17 years

school) (high-school)

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school) (grade-school)

Total 187 207
(] 58 76
Very satisfied 31.0% 36.6%
. 88 81
1. Generally speaking are ST iE B . 47.0% 39.1%
you satisfied or dissatisfied 16 20
with the quality of life in Somewhat dissatisfied
your city or town? 8.8% 9.7%
19 25
Very dissatisfied 9.9% 12.1%
.9% 1%
6 5
DKINA
3.3% 2.5%

b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsel

Ages of Children in Household
13to _1:d3|/ears 15 to 17 years
(S";'m;) (high-school)

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

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school) (grade-school)

Very satisfied
1. Generaflly speaking arfe Somewhat satisfied
you satisfied or dissatisfied . e
with the quality of life in Sermeit ClosmEiEd
your city or town? Very dissatisfied
DK/NA
Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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 1

Ages of Children in Household

13 to 14 years
(middle- 15 to 17 years

school) (high-school)

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school) (grade-school)

Total 298 351 187 207
52 56 31 23
Much
uch better 14.1% 17.4% 16.0% 16.7% 11.1%
166 79 85 5 58
Somewhat bett
2 Looking ahead to the next o U M 24.2% 23.9% 27.9%
20 years, do you think the Stay about the same 124 64 80 30 38
ears, do y { u
?;'v?::‘gv“ﬂfs"t?y"a‘g’:;'{tﬁ'éy @ Y 19.8% 21.3% 22.7% 15.9% 18.1%
same as today, or will it be Somewhat worse 129 67 67 48 38
better or worse? 20.7% 22.5% 19.0% 25.4% 18.3%
Much worse o7 33 54 27 45
15.6% 11.0% 15.4% 14.7% 21.9%
19 4 10 6 6
DKINA
3.1% 1.2% 2.7% 3.4% 2.7%

b

Comparisons of Column Prc«portionsa

Ages of Children in Household

13 :o j:d)lyears 15 to 17 years
middle-
school) h-school)

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

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school) (grade-school)

Much better
2. Looking ahead to the next
20 years, do you think the S menatieticy
quality of life in your city or ~ Stay about the same
town will stay about the Somewhat worse
same as today, or will it be
better or worse? Much worse

DKINA
Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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3A. Preventing the loss of
farm land to residential and
commercial development
3B. Improving air quality
3C. Reducing residential air
pollution, such as wood-
burning fireplaces

3D. Providing programs to
reduce energy consumption
and conserve natural
resources

3E. Creating more high
paying jobs

3F. Encouraging new
businesses to relocate to
the County in order to
diversify the local economy
3G. Improving the energy-

efficiency of existing
businesses

3H. Revitalizing older
neighborhoods and
business districts that are
becoming rundown

3l. Creating more affordable
housing

3J. Developing a variety of
housing options, including
apartments, townhomes and
condominiums

3K. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing
housing

3L. Expanding highways
3M. Reducing traffic
congestion

3N. Maintaining local streets
and roads

30. Expanding local bus
services

Ages of Children in Household

13 to 14 years

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years ; 15 to 17 years

Jotal (pre-school) (grade-school) (S";:’:clﬁ)' (high-school)
&2 3.2 32 3.1 33
3.4 3.4 85 3.4 oIS
2.8 238 29 2.8 27
3.3 33 3.3 33 3.2
3.6 3.6 3.6 3.7 3.6
3.3 3.4 3.3 3.4 3.3
3.2 3.2 3.3 3.3 3.2
3.3 3.3 3.3 32 3.3
32 3.1 32 3.3 3.2
25 25 26 26 27
3.3 33 3.4 33 3.2
3.0 3.0 3.0 3.1 3.0
3.1 3.0 3.1 32 29
3.6 35 3.5 3.5 3.5
3.0 238 3.0 3.1 3.0

Page 3

0 to 5 years

Total

(pre-school)

3P. Improving public
transportation to other cities

3Q. Maintaining and
improving sidewalks and
bike lanes

3R. Providing additional
sidewalks and bike lanes
38. Providing public
transportation, carpooling,
and other alternatives to
driving alone

3T. Preserving open spaces
and native animal habitats

3U. Improving fire and

emergency medical services

3V. Improving local health
care and social services
3W. Improving crime
prevention and gang
prevention programs

3X. Improving the quality of
public education

3Y. Preserving water supply
3Z. Improving flood
protection

3AA. Improving water
LUEAY

Ages of Children in Household

6 to 12 years
(grade-school)

13 to 14 years
(middle-
school)

15 to 17 years
(high-school)

3.0 29 3.0 3.1 3.0
29 3.0 3.0 3.0 29
29 29 29 3.0 2.8
3.0 29 3.0 3.0 3.0
2.9 29 3.0 28 2.9
3.5 3.4 3.5 3.6 3.5
3.4 3.4 3.5 3.5 3.5
3.7 37 37 3.6 3.6
3.8 3.8 3.8 3.8 3.8
3.7 37 37 37 37
219 219 219 238 219
3.5 3.5 3.6 3.5 3.5
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a,b

Comparisons of Column Means

Ages of Children in Household

13 to 14 years to 17 years
(middle- h-school)
school)

(A) (B) (%) ()]

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school) (grade-school)

3A. Preventing the loss of
farm land to residential and
commercial development
3B. Improving air quality
3C. Reducing residential air
pollution, such as wood-
burning fireplaces

3D. Providing programs to
reduce energy consumption
and conserve natural
resources

3E. Creating more high

paying jobs

3F. Encouraging new
businesses to relocate to
the County in order to
diversify the local economy

3G. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing
businesses

3H. Revitalizing older
neighborhoods and
business districts that are
becoming rundown

3. Creating more affordable
housing

3J. Developing a variety of
housing options, including
apartments, townhomes and
condominiums

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers
before performing pairwise comparisons.

Page 5

b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means

Ages of Children in Household

13 E° _1d4d)|(ears 15 to 17 years
mi - !
schoo?) (high-school)

(A) (B) (%] (D)

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school)  (grade-school)

3K. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing
housing

3L. Expanding highways
3M. Reducing traffic
congestion

3N. Maintaining local streets
and roads

30. Expanding local bus
services

3P. Improving public
transportation to other cities
3Q. Maintaining and
improving sidewalks and
bike lanes

transportation, carpooling,
and other alternatives to
driving alone
3T. Preserving open spaces
and native animal habitats
3U. Improving
emergency medical services
3V. Improving local health
care and social services
3W. Improving crime
prevention and gang
prevention programs
Results are based on two-sided tests assuming equal variances with significance level 0.05. For each
significant pair, the key of the smaller category appears under the category with larger mean.
a. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost subtable using
the Bonferroni correction.

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers
before performing pairwise comparisons.
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b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means

Ages of Children in Household

13 to 14 years
(middle- 15 to 17 years

school)

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

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years

(pre-school)  (grade-school) (high-school)

3X. Improving the quality of
public education

3Y. Preserving water supply
3Z. Improving flood
protection

3AA. Improving water
quality

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers
before performing pairwise comparisons.

Ages of Children in Household

13 to 14 years
(middile- 15 to 17 years

school) (high-school)

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school)  (grade-school)

Total 351 187 207
Crime rate / Gang violence / 49 36 45
Better law enforcement 13.8% 19.3% 21.8%
Diversifying the local 10 8 12
economy / More
infrastructure 2.7% 4.3% 5.6%
Economic stability / Inflation 32 17 9
| Cost of living / Lower
. Taxes 9.1% 8.8% 4.2%
4. The population of Kern
County is expected to grow Educati 65 30 25
significantly within the next CLEU 15.6% 16.1% 12.2%
20 years. With this in mind, N . .
what do you think is the Enﬁ:ﬁ;\'??at:e'rlssues (air 56 30 18
i i i po ,
?&?%‘;‘ E?usrtelrgfp;:;nt issue contamination) 16.1% 15.8% 8.6%
County? e P 7 10 &
arming and agriculture 21% 5.4% 1.6%
; 10 8 5
Healthcare / Hospitals 2.8% 42% 25%
Housin 15 12 17
& 4.2% 6.4% 8.1%
Improved public 8 6 7
transportation 2.3% 3.4% 3.5%
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Ages of Children in Household

13 to 14 years
(middle- 15 to 17 years

school) (high-school)

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school)  (grade-school)

Increasing local job 109 52 30 34
opportunities 17.5% 16.7% 16.0% 16.7%
Natural resources (outdoor 9 6 6 6 2
recreation, rivers, trees,
wildli 1.5% 21% 1.7% 3.0% 8%
73 32 42 13 33
| f j
Quality of jobs 11.8% 10.7% 12.0% 7.0% 16.0%
6 2 0 2 4
S f i
SRR GG 1.0% 6% 0% 1.2% 21%
Streets, roads, freeways 3 i o i o
4. The population of Kern RS U 49% 3.7% 5.4% 7.7% 4.8%
County is expected to grow 22 9 8 8 9
significantly within the next  Wat
20 years. With this inmind, oo 35% | 31% 24% 41% 45%
what do you think is the D 4 3 14 7 6 5 8
A L o L "
A ST EGED . WELTEIEC g 2.2% 2.3% 1.6% 2.6% 4.0%
County? lllegal Immigration (o 2 C 2 g
- o 1.5% 1.6% 1.6% 1.2% 2.9%
Unique attractions (parks, 3 2 2 0 1
restaurants, shopping, and
museums) 4% 6% 6% 2% 3%
Better leaders / Local 3 1 0 0 2
government 4% 2% 1% 2% %
19 10 0 4 12
h
Other 3.1% 3.3% 0% 2.3% 57%
55 34 36 7 12
DKINA
8.7% 11.4% 10.4% 3.7% 5.7%
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4. The population of Kern
County is expected to grow
significantly within the next
20 years. With this in mind,
what do you think is the
single, most important issue
for the future of Kern
County?

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Crime rate / Gang violence /
Better law enforcement

Diversifying the local
economy / More
infrastructure

Economic stability / Inflation
| Cost of living / Lower
Taxes

Education

Environmental issues (air
pollution, water
contamination)

Farming and agriculture
Healthcare / Hospitals
Housing

Improved public
transportation

Increasing local job
opportunities

Natural resources (outdoor
recreation, rivers, trees,
wildli

Quality of jobs

Sense of community
Streets, roads, freeways
Water resources
Well-planned growth
lllegal Immigration

Unique attractions (parks,
restaurants, shopping, and
museums)

Better leaders / Local
government

Other
DKINA

0 to 5 years

,C

Ages of Children in Household
13 to 14 years

6 to 12 years

(pre-school)  (grade-school)

(A)

(B)

g 15 to 17 years
le- :
(::It?go?) (high-school)

(C) (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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5A. Preserving farm lands
and open space and
managing urban growth

5B. Improving air quality
5C. Improving local flood

protection, water supply,
and water quality

5D. Reducing traffic
congestion and improving
public transportation

5E. Supporting new
businesses and industries,
education programs and job
opportunities

5F. Improving housing
affordability and
encouraging the
development of more
housing options

5G. Improving services,
such as police and fire
services and local
healthcare and social
services

0 to 5 years

Ages of Children in Household

6 to 12 years
(pre-school)  (grade-school)

13 to 14 years

A 15 to 17 years
(middles (high-school)

school)

-5 -4 -5 -5 -6
-5 -5 -6 -6 -5
-5 -5 -5 -5 -4
-5 -4 -5 -6 -5
-8 -8 -8 -8 -8
-4 -4 -4 =9 -5
-5 -5 -6 -6 -5

Page 10




b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means

Ages of Children in Household
13to :l:d¥ears 15 to 17 years
midc Y (high-school)

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

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school)  (grade-school)

5A. Preserving farm lands
and open space and
managing urban growth

5B. Improving air quality
5C. Improving local flood

protection, water supply,
and water quality

5D. Reducing traffic
congestion and improving
public transportation

5E. Supporting new
businesses and industries,
education programs and job
opportunities

5F. Improving housing
affordability and
encouraging the
development of more
housing options

5G. Improving services,
such as police and fire
services and local
healthcare and social
services

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers
before performing pairwise comparisons.

Ages of Children in Household

Oto5years 6to12years 1o to14years |
(pre-school)  (grade-school) school) (high

(middle- 15 to 17 years

-school)

351 187 207
Y 259 136 139
6. Do you or a member of 74.0% 72.7% 67.2%
your household participate 91 50 68
in fitness, athletic, or sports
activities? 26.0% 26.9% 32.8%
0 1 0
.0% 5% .0%
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,C

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Ages of Children in Household

13 to 14 years 15 to 17 years
(middle- gh-school)
school)

(A) (] (D)

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school) (grade-school)

6. Do you or a member of

your household participate No

in fitness, athletic, or sports
activities? DK/NA

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

Ages of Children in H

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school)  (grade-school)

Total

ousehold

13 to 14 years

i 15 to 17 years
ddle- J
(snglhooT) (high-school)

Aerobics or group exercise
classes

Basketball

Baseball

Biking or cycling, outside
only

7. What fitness, athletic, or

sports activities do you or a

member of your household Dance

participate in?
Football

Gymnastics

Hiking

Martial arts

Roller hockey
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Ages of Children in Household

13 to 14 years

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years (middle- 15 to 17 years

Total (pre-school) (grade-school) school) (high-school)
Roller hockey T% 0% 5% 2.2% 2.1%
Running or jogging, outside [I4 35 34 26 22
only 15.1% 17.7% 12.9% 19.4% 15.9%
5 2 3 0 4
) )
g 1.1% 9% 1.1% 0% 2.7%
Soccer 125 57 66 34 35
28.3% 28.8% 25.5% 25.2% 25.3%
45 19 22 10 22
Softball 10.2% 9.6% 8.4% 7.5% 15.5%
Swimmin 36 10 29 21 2
a 8.1% 4.9% 11.1% 15.5% 1.7%
Temnis 24 5 20 18 3
5.5% 2.5% 7.7% 13.6% 2.1%
22 4 16 10 8
Volleyball
CLEEE 5.0% 2.1% 6.3% 7.0% 5.4%
7. What fitness, athletic, or Walking, outside only 59 17 35 28 18
sports activities do you or a s
ey Ay ot o1 13.3% 8.5% 13.4% 20.3% 13.2%
participate in? Weight-trainin 28 9 8 5 14
g - 6.4% 4.6% 3.1% 3.9% 9.9%
6 2 6 1 1
If
e 1.3% 8% 2.2% 9% 4%
) . 2 0 1 0 1
Hunting and fishing 4% 0% 39 1% 9%
) : 15 8 8 3 9
Going to the gym / Exercise 339 4.29% 3.0% 2.49% 6.3%
: 8 2 8 0 0
UEELSEL 1.8% 1.2% 3.0% 2% 2%
9 5 4 5 2
Wrestli
e, 2.0% 2.6% 1.7% 3.8% 1.6%
27 16 11 9 7
oth
er 6.1% 8.1% 4.1% 6.4% 5.0%
2 2 0 0 0
DKINA
4% 8% 0% 0% 0%
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,C

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Ages of Children in Household
13to j;dgllears 15 to 17 years
(:tlzlhoo?). (high-school)

(A) (B) (C) ()

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school) (grade-school)

Aerobics or group exercise
classes

Basketball
Baseball

Biking or cycling, outside
only

Dance
Football
Gymnastics
Hiking
Martial arts
Roller hockey
Running or jogging, outside
y . only
7. What fitness, athletic, or .
sports activities do you ora  Skateboarding
member of your household  Soccer
participate in? Softball
Swimming
Tennis
Volleyball
Walking, outside only
Weight-training
Golf
Hunting and fishing
Going to the gym / Exercise
Track and field
Wrestling
Other
DK/NA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Ages of Children in Household

13 to 14 years
(middile- 15 to 17 years

school) (high-school)
8A. Sidewalks and walking

paths &3 3.4 3.4 3.4 33

8B. Bike lanes and paths 3.0 3.0 3.1 3.1 29

8C. Outdoor sports fields
and courts 34 33 3.4 3.4 3.3

8D. A toddlers' and
children's playground area 34 3.6 34 3.2 32

8E. A park 3.6 3.6 3.7 3.7 3.5

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
Total (pre-school) (grade-school)

,b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means

Ages of Children in Household

13 :° jd4d)|(ears 15 to 17 years
mi - !
schoo?) (high-school)

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

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school)  (grade-school)

8A. Sidewalks and walking
paths

8B. Bike lanes and paths
8C. Outdoor sports fields
and courts

8D. A toddlers' and
children's playground area
8E. A park

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest integers
before performing pairwise comparisons.
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Ages of Children in Household

13 to 14 years
(middle- 15 to 17 years

school) (high-school)

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school) (grade-school)

Total 624 298 351 187 207
Very satisfied 203 96 120 63 63
0 32.5% 32.3% 34.2% 33.7% 30.3%
i 234 107 136 7 72
9. Generally speaking are isfi
you satisfied or dissatisfied SCmownat satisfied - FTPE 36.0% 38.7% 37.9% 34.8%
with the availability and
maintenance of sidewalks Somewhat dissatisfied 84 36 47 26 36
and walking paths in your 13.4% 11.9% 13.3% 14.1% 17.5%
community? — . 91 52 41 27 31
ery dissatisfle 14.6% 17.3% 11.6% 14.3% 14.9%
12 8 8 0 5
DK/NA
i 1.9% 2.5% 2.1% .0% 2.5%

b,c

Comparisons of Column Proportions

Ages of Children in Household
13 to _‘I;d)llears 150 17 years
(sr?:hoo?) (high-school)

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

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school)  (grade-school)

9. Generally speaking are Very satisfied

you satisfied or dissatisfied Somewhat satisfied
with the availability and
maintenance of sidewalks
and walking paths in your Very dissatisfied
community? DK/INA

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

Somewhat dissatisfied
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10. Generally speaking are
you satisfied or dissatisfied
with the availability and
maintenance of bike lanes
and paths in your
community?

10. Generally speaking are
you satisfied or dissatisfied
with the availability and
maintenance of bike lanes
and paths in your
community?

Ages of Children in Household

13 to 14 years
(middle- 15 to 17 years

school) (high-school)

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school) (grade-school)

Total 187 207

Very satisfied 35?(-5,% 32?;%
Somewhat satisfied 397_2% 3;;%
Somewhat dissatisfied 9:]4?’A: 14:?;%
Very dissatisfied 142_2% 1 12.:1;%
DKI/NA 1‘5% 242%

b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsel

Ages of Children in Household
13to _1:d3|/ears 15 to 17 years
(S";'hoof) (high-school)

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

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school) (grade-school)

Very satisfied
Somewhat satisfied
Somewhat dissatisfied
Very dissatisfied
DK/NA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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11. How often do you or a
member of your household
walk or bicycle in your
community?

11. How often do you or a
member of your household
walk or bicycle in your
community?

Ages of Children in Household

13 to 14 years
(middle- 15 to 17 years

school) (high-school)

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school) (grade-school)

Total 624 351 187 207
More than once a week Sao ) o8 e
55.5% 55.3% 56.6% 55.6% 52.3%
Once a week 84 46 50 28 23
13.5% 15.6% 14.3% 14.9% 11.3%
Few times a month & 20 &8 2 &
12.8% 10.1% 12.3% 15.4% 18.7%
Once a month 32 19 16 10 10
5.1% 6.3% 4.6% 5.5% 4.9%
Few times a year or less A B 2) i B
7.0% 6.5% 6.9% 5.8% 7.3%
Never 38 18 18 5 11
6.0% 6.2% 5.2% 2.8% 5.4%
1 0 1 0 0
—— 1% .0% 2% .0% .0%

,C

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Ages of Children in Household
13to 1: d){ears 15 to 17 years
(sn:;Ihoo?)- (high-school)

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

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school) (grade-school)

More than once a week
Once a week

Few times a month
Once a month

Few times a year or less
Never

DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Ages of Children in Household

13 to 14 years
(middle- 15 to 17 years

school) (high-school)

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school) (grade-school)

Total 332 182 196
47 33 28
Ti | fi hool
ravel to/ from schoo 14.0% 18.3% 14.1%
14 16 17
Travel to / from work 43% 06T G
Dining out i® ® U
- 3.8% 47% 5.7%
Errands or personal 26 18 27
business 7.9% 9.7% 13.7%
12. In th h Fitness or exercise 12 & s
. In these cases, what is
the purpose of the trip? 54.8% 49.1% 58.7%
Recreation or pla oo w &
s 44.8% 43.3% 28.7%
20 7 13
Sh i
ey 5.9% 3.7% 6.7%
Visiting friends, family, or 25 14 22
neighbors ! 7.4% 7.5% 11.1%
6 6 4
h
Other 1.8% 3.2% 22%
1 0 2
DKINA
i 4% 1% 8%
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b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Ages of Children in Household
13 to 14 years

0 to 5 years
(pre-school)

(A)

6 to 12 years
(grade-school)

(B)

(middle- 15 to 17 years

school)
(C)

(high-school)

(D)

Travel to / from school
Travel to / from work
Dining out

Errands or personal
business

Fitness or exercise
Recreation or play
Shopping

Visiting friends, family, or
neighbors

Other

DKINA

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

12. In these cases, what is
the purpose of the trip?

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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Ages of Children in Household

13 to 14 years
(middle- 15 to 17 years

school) (high-school)

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school) (grade-school)

Total 332 182 196
Elderly, disabled, or health 4 1 4
reasons 1.3% 5% 2.1%
15 11 11
Feel unsafe due to crime 45% 5.9% 5.6%
Feel unsafe due to traffic / 35 17 15
automobiles 10.5% 9.4% 7.6%
Not enough sidewalks / 36 27 23
lanes / paths 10.9% 15.1% 11.9%
Poorly maintained 31 5 6
sidewalks / lanes / paths 9.5% 2.9% 3.2%
s 3 2 1
13. Is there anything that Prefer other activities
prevents your household 1.0% 1.0% 7%
from walking or bicycling in . 19 18 14
i Too b I Not h ti
your community more 00 busy / Not enough time 5.8% 9.9% 7.0%
often? o G G
Weather
9.0% 3.1% 3.1%
Too many dogs and other 9 9 9
animals wandering loose 2.8% 5.1% 4.4%
1 0 0
Just |
—— 2% 1% 1%
20 13 15
Nothi
— 5.9% 7.0% 7.9%
1 5 8
Oth
er 3.2% 27% 42%
137 i5; 94
DKINA
41.3% 41.6% 48.0%
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,C

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Ages of Children in Household
13to j;d)llears 15 to 17 years
(:“:'hoof)' (high-school)

(A) (B) (C) ()

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school) (grade-school)

Elderly, disabled, or health
reasons

Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

: Poorly maintained
13. Is there anything that 5
prevents your household Sicaalksl Iane.s _’ .paths
from walking or bicycling in  Prefer other activities

z‘f’t‘;';‘?mm“"“y ote Too busy / Not enough time
’ Weather

Too many dogs and other
animals wandering loose

Just lazy
Nothing
Other
DK/NA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Ages of Children in Household

13 to 14 years
(middle-
school)

15 to 17 years

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(high-school)

(pre-school) (grade-school)

Total 18 5 11
Elderly, disabled, or health 3 1 4
reasons 15.6% 25.0% 33.1%
. 3 0 3
Feel unsafe due to crime 17.2% 0% 23.3%
Feel unsafe due to traffic / 1 0 0
automobiles 5.5% 0% 0%
Not enough sidewalks / 1 0 0
lanes / paths 2.8% 0% 9%
14. What are t:e mair:\ - Poorly maintained 0 0 0
reasons your househol idewalks / | I path
does not walk or bicycle in SRRSO VEND VR '0(;%’ '0(;%’ '0(;%’
ity?
YRRy Prefer other activities 0% 0% %
4 2 1
Too busy / Not h time
S A 24.1% 35.2% 4.6%
Live too far away for 1 1 0
walking and biking 6.3% 13.9% 3.2%
7 3 4
Oth
er 40.4% 47.8% 34.9%
1 0 0
DKINA
6.4% .0% .0%
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b,c

Comparisons of Column Proportions

Ages of Children in Household
13to j(;ld)llears 15 to 17 years
mic oy (high-school)

(A) (B) ()

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school) (grade-school)

Elderly, disabled, or health
reasons

Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles
Not enough sidewalks /
14. What are the main lanes / paths
reasons your household Poorly maintained
does not walk or bicycle in sidewalks / lanes / paths

ity?
VORIV Prefer other activities
Too busy / Not enough time

Live too far away for
walking and biking

Other
DKINA

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

Ages of Children in Household

13 to 14 years
(middle-
school)

Total 351 187 207

247 131 132

70.5% 70.3% 63.6%

15. G 1 ki Somewhat satisfied & & .

. Generally speaking are

you satisfied or dissatisfied 17.8% 18.3% 19.6%

with the availability of fresh . - 13 7 11

fruits and vegetables where ~Somewhat dissatisfied 3.8% 3.6% 51%

you shop? kL 05 e

28 14 20

8.0% 7.7% 9.7%

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school) (grade-school)

15 to 17 years
(high-school)

Very satisfied

Very dissatisfied

DK/INA

0% 1% 2.0%
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c

Comparisons of Column Proportionsh

Ages of Children in Household

13 :° j(;ld{ears 15 to 17 years
mi - g
schoo?) (high-school)

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

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school) (grade-school)

15. G T o Very satisfied

. Generally speaking are e

you satisfied or dissatisfied S°meWwhat satisfied

with the availability of fresh Somewhat dissatisfied

fruits and vegetables where : Frs

you shop? Very dissatisfied
DKINA

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

Ages of Children in Household

13 to 14 years
(middle- 15 to 17 years

school) (high-school)

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school) (grade-school)

351 187 207

16. Does your household 156 80 80
grow any fruits or 44.5% 42.9% 38.8%

vegetables? 195 107 127
55.5% 57.1% 61.2%

b

Ages of Children in Household
13 :o j(;ld{ears 15 to 17 years
mi - f
schooT) (high-school)

(B) (C)

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school) (grade-school)

(D)

16. Does your household
grow any fruits or
vegetables?

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Ages of Children in Household

13 to 14 years
(middle- 15 to 17 years

school) (high-school)

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school)  (grade-school)

Total 298 351 187 207
170A it denii Very kel 119 156 95 87
piece of land thatfe shared. 30.8% 44.6% 50.6% 41.9%
by the local community for e e 79 88 43 44
QIOWIRGITWits vogstabies, Y 26.6% 25.0% 22.9% 21.1%
community garden was Somewhat unlikely 31 34 14 33
available in your
neighborhood, how likely 10:3% 9.6% 7:7% 16.0%
would you or a member of Very unlikel 68 71 35 41
PRI LRI g g 22.8% 20.3% 18.7% 19.9%

' 1 2 0 2
DKINA
5% 5% .0% 1.1%
b,c

Comparisons of Column Proportions

Ages of Children in Household
13to :I:d)l/ears 15 to 17 years
(s";'hoof)' (high-school)

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

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school)  (grade-school)

17. A community garden is a
piece of land that is shared
by the local community for .
growing fruits, vegetables,  Somewhat likely

herbs, and flowers. If a

community garden was Somewhat unlikely

available in your

neighborhood, how likely Very unlikely

would you or a member of

}(tgur household be to use DKINA

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

Very likely

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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Ages of Children in Household

13 to 14 years
(middle-
school)

15 to 17 years
(high-school)

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school) (grade-school)

Total 351 187 207
58 24 26
Excellent 16.5% 12.7% 12.6%
18. Based on your personal  Ggod 97 48 75
experience, how would you 27.6% 25.6% 36.0%
rate traffic flow in your city
or town? Is traffic flow Fair & " 7z
excellent, good, fair, or 38.9% 42.2% 35.0%
[P 58 34 29
Poor
16.5% 18.4% 14.2%
2 2 5
LA 5% 1.0% 2.2%
,b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Ages of Children in Household
13to j:d)l/ears 15 to 17 years
(s";'hoof)' (high-school)

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

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school) (grade-school)

18. Based on your personal Excellent
experience, how would you  Good
rate traffic flow in your city Fair

or town? Is traffic flow
excellent, good, fair, or Poor

[ DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Ages of Children in Household
13 to 14 years

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school)  (grade-school)

school)

h 15 to 17 years
(middles (high-school)

Total 351 187 207
0 0 1
Bik
e 0% 0% 5%
Carpool 38 23 12
p 10.8% 12.3% 5.7%
Drive alone (car, truck, 281 146 168
motorcycle, scooter) 80.0% 78.4% 81.4%
:rga'n‘lsvgg:tgﬁfnodfo o Public Transit (Bus or 9 5 14
huttl
typically use to go to work shuttle) 2.6% 2.7% 6.6%
or school? Walk 11 3 4
3.0% 1.8% 1.8%
Work from home / Don't 3 2 2
work outside the home 7% 1.2% 8%
1 0 0
Oth
er 3% 0% 0%
9 7 7
DK/INA
2.6% 3.5% 3.2%

.

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

Ages of Children in Household
0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years 13 to 14 years
(pre-school)  (grade-school) )

(A) (B) (©) (D)

Bike

Carpool

Drive alone (car, truck,
19. What type of motorcycle, scooter)
transportation do you Public Transit (Bus or B

typically use to go to work shuttle)
or school? Walk

Work from home / Don't
work outside the home

Other

L 15 to 17 years
(middle- (high-school)

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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b,c

Comparisons of Column Proportions

Ages of Children in Household

13 to 14 years 15 to 17 years
(middle- igh-school)
school)

(A) (B) (%) ()]

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school) (grade-school)

19. What type of

transportation do you

typically use to go to work DK/INA

or school?

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

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.

Ages of Children in Household
13to :l(;tdyl/ears 15 to 17 years
(;'(‘:'hoof)' (high-school)

Total 604 283 339 178 199

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school) (grade-school)

10 minutes or less 2 & e & &)
20.6% 22.7% 21.7% 18.8% 19.4%
) 112 55 70 21 40
D s 18.5% 19.3% 20.7% 11.9% 20.1%
ﬁﬂhg&:\aega%% gog'lrgany 21 to 40 minutes 162 61 93 64 62
traveling to D T, 26.9% 21.4% 27.3% 35.9% 31.1%
each day? 41 to 60 minutes 121 55 62 33 35
20.1% 19.3% 18.1% 18.4% 17.9%
71 40 32 20 20
11.7% 14.1% 9.6% 11.0% 10.3%
13 9 9 7 3
2.2% 3.1% 2.5% 3.9% 1.3%
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b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Ages of Children in Household

13 to ];dgl/ears 15 to 17 years
mi - i
schoo?) (high-school)

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

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school)  (grade-school)

10 minutes or less
20. On average, how many 20 m!nutes
minutes do you spend 21 to 40 minutes
traveling to and from work 41 to 60 minutes
?
achicave More than 60 minutes
DK/NA

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

Ages of Children in Household

13 to 14 years
(middle- 15 to 17 years

school) (high-school)

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years
(pre-school)  (grade-school)

Total 339 178 199
5 miles or less 2 34 43
21.4% 19.4% 21.8%
82 30 52
6 to 10 mil
o 10 miles 24.0% 16.7% 26.2%
52 35 37
21. On average, how many i
miles do you travel to and RIS 15.2% 19.4% 18.5%
from work each day? 63 41 32
2110 40 miles 18.6% 23.3% 16.2%
65 33 28
M han 4 il
ore than 40 miles 16.4% 18.4% 14.3%
15 5 6
DKINA
4.5% 2.8% 3.0%

Page 30




b

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

Ages of Children in Household

13 to 14 years

0 to 5 years 6 to 12 years 15 to 17 years

(pre-school)  (grade-school) (::il:j:‘:?)' (high-school)

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

5 miles or less
6 to 10 miles

21. On average, how many 11 to 20 miles

miles do you travel to and .

from work each day? 21 to 40 miles
More than 40 miles

DK/NA
Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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Kern COG 2010 Community Survey -
Geographical Comparison Crosstabulatios

1. Generally speaking are
you satisfied or dissatisfied
with the quality of life in
your city or town?

1. Generally speaking are
you satisfied or dissatisfied
with the quality of life in
your city or town?

Total

Very satisfied

Somewhat satisfied

Somewhat dissatisfied

Very dissatisfied

DKINA

Very satisfied
Somewhat satisfied
Somewhat dissatisfied
Very dissatisfied
DKINA

Total West Kern

K. Region
Central Valley Mountains East Kern

600 200 200
187 121 63
31.2% 60.6% 31.5%
286 48 86
47.6% 24.2% 42.9%
62 15 18
10.3% 7.7% 9.2%
55 14 16
9.2% 6.8% 8.1%
10 1 17
1.6% 6% 8.3%

Comparisons of Column Pr'.)portionsa

b

K. Region

West Kern Central Valley Mountains East Kern

(A) (B)

(C) (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.

Page 1

2. Looking ahead to the next
20 years, do you think the
quality of life in your city or
town will stay about the
same as today, or will it be
better or worse?

2. Looking ahead to the next
20 years, do you think the
quality of life in your city or
town will stay about the
same as today, or will it be
better or worse?

Total

K. Region
Total West Kern Central Valley Mountains East Kern

Much better

Somewhat better

Stay about the same

Somewhat worse

Much worse

DK/INA

600 200 200
102 12 21
17.0% 5.8% 10.5%
154 55 50
25.7% 27.6% 25.1%
111 54 62
18.6% 27.3% 30.8%
120 38 24
19.9% 19.1% 12.1%
91 27 24
15.2% 13.3% 12.2%
22 14 18
3.7% 6.9% 9.2%

Much better
Somewhat better
Stay about the same
Somewhat worse
Much worse

DK/NA

,b

K. Region

West Kern Central Valley Mountains East Kern

(C) (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.

Page 2




K. Region
Total WestKern Central Valley Mountains East Kern

3A. Preventing the loss of
farm land to residential and 3.1 3.2 3.2 3.0 27
commercial development

3B. Improving air quality 3.3 34 3.6 2.9 25

3C. Reducing residential air
pollution, such as wood- 2.5 24 29 1.7 1.9
burning fireplaces

3D. Providing programs to
reduce energy consumption

and conserve natural 82 82 & &l 0
resources

3E. Creating more high

paying jobs 3'5 3.7 3.6 313 3.4
3F. Encouraging new
businesses to relocate to

the County in order to 33 35 34 3.4 34
diversify the local economy

3G. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing 3.1 3.1 3.2 2.7 2.8
businesses

3H. Revitalizing older
neighborhoods and

business districts that are e 3.3 3.3 2.9 3.1
becoming rundown

3. Creating more affordable

housing 3.0 33 33 25 27
3J. Developing a variety of
housing options, including

apartments, townhomes and 25 27 27 17 22
condominiums

3K. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing 3.2 3.3 3.3 2.9 2.8
housing
3L. Expanding highways 2.9 3.0 3.2 2.3 2.4

3M. Reducing traffic

congestion 2.8 2.6 3.2 23 21
3N. Maintaining local streets

o 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.3 3.4
30. Expanding local bus

T 2.8 2.8 3.0 25 26

3P. Improving public
transportation to other cities 2.9 2.9 3.0 2.7 27

Page 3

K. Region
Total WestKern Central Valley Mountains East Kern
3Q. Maintaining and
improving sidewalks and 2.8 29 3.0 24 2.7
bike lanes
3R. Providing additional
sidewalks and bike lanes 2 2 29 29 25
38. Providing public
transportation, carpooling,
and other alternatives to 28 28 20 26 27
driving alone
3T. Preserving open spaces
and native animal habitats 29 28 30 29 28
3U. Improving fire and
emergency medical services 34 32 35 33 32
3V. Improving local health
care and social services 34 36 34 33 32
3W. Improving crime
prevention and gang 3.6 36 3.7 3.4 3.4
prevention programs

3X. Improving the quality of
public education 3.7 3.7 3.8 3.5 3.6

3Y. Preserving water supply 3.6 3.6 3.7 35 3.5

3Z. Improving flood
protection 27 24 3.0 24 27

3AA. Improving water
Al 3.4 8.3 3.6 3.1 &3
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a,b

Comparisons of Column Means

K. Region
West Kern Central Valley Mountains East Kern
(A) (B) (C) (D)
3A. Preventing the loss of

farm land to residential and D CcD
commercial development

3B. Improving air quality CcD ACD D

3C. Reducing residential air
pollution, such as wood- CcD ACD
burning fireplaces

3D. Providing programs to
reduce energy consumption cD
and conserve natural
resources

3E. Creating more high c c
paying jobs

3F. Encouraging new
businesses to relocate to c c c
the County in order to
diversify the local economy
3G. Improving the energy-
efficiency of existing C CcD
businesses

3H. Revitalizing older
neighborhoods and c c
business districts that are
becoming rundown

3l. Creating more affordable

housing cb cb
3J. Developing a variety of
housing options, including

apartments, townhomes and cD cD c
condominiums

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest
integers before performing pairwise comparisons.

Page 5

. a,b
Comparisons of Column Means

K. Region
West Kern Central Valley Mountains East Kern
(A) (B) (C) (D)
3K. Improving the energy-

efficiency of existing CD CD
housing

3L. Expanding highways CcD CD
3M. Reducing traffic

congestion cDb ACD
3N. Maintaining local streets c c
and roads

30. Expanding local bus
services ACD

3P. Improving public cD
transportation to other cities

3Q. Maintaining and
improving sidewalks and C CD
bike lanes

3R. Pro g additional

sidewalks and bike lanes c €D
38. Providing public
transportation, carpooling, cD
and other alternatives to
driving alone

3T. Preserving open spaces
and native animal habitats

3U. Improving fire and ACD
emergency medical services
3V. Improving local health cD D
care and social services
3W. Improving crime

prevention and gang CcD
prevention programs

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest
integers before performing pairwise comparisons.
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,b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means

K. Region
Central Valley Mountains

West Kern

East Kern

3X. Improving the quality of
public education

3Y. Preserving water supply
3Z. Improving flood
protection

3AA. Improving water
quality

(A)

(C)

(D)

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

category with larger mean.

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest

integers before performing pairwise comparisons.

K. Region
Total West Kern Central Valley Mountains East Kern

Total 1200 200 600 200 200

Crime rate / Gang violence / [BCE] 25 79 35 24

Better law enforcement 13.6% | 12.5% 13.2% 17.6% 12.0%

Diversifying the local 37 3 20 5 9

economy / More

infrastructure 3.1% 1.5% 3.4% 2.6% 4.3%

Economic stability / Inflation 89 13 41 16 19

| Cost of living / Lower

Taxes 7.4% 6.6% 6.8% 7.8% 9.7%
. 174 26 94 29 25

4. The population of Kern Educati

C_our_\t'ypispequct_ed to grow teation 14.5% 13.0% 15.7% 14.5% 12.3%

significantly within the next  Environmental issues (air 125 18 89 10 8

20 years. With this in mind,  pollution, water

what do you think is the contamination) 10.4% 9.1% 14.8% 4.9% 4.1%

single, most important issue 25 6 8 5 5

for the future of Kern ; ;

County? Farming and agriculture 21% | 2.8% 1.3% 2.7% 3.0%

35 6 15 9 6
Health IH ital
CLLIEIONIEIELD 29% | 28% 2.5% 4.3% 3.0%
Housin 56 12 33 3 7
& 47% | 62% 5.6% 1.7% 3.6%
Improved public 27 1 13 5 8
transportation 2.2% .6% 2.1% 2.4% 4.2%
Increasing local job 201 35 105 19 42
opportunities 16.7% 17.4% 17.5% 9.3% 21.2%
Page 7
K. Region
Total WestKern Central Valley Mountains East Kern
Natural resources (outdoor 30 3 1 10 6
recreation, rivers, trees,
wildli 2.5% 1.5% 1.8% 5.2% 2.8%
121 28 57 12 24
lity of job.
Quality of jobs 101% | 14.0% 9.6% 6.0% 11.9%
13 1 7 3 2
S f i
SIS CH G 1.1% 3% 1.2% 1.7% 1.0%
Streets, roads, freeways g3 < & s E
’ § o 5.3% 4.6% 4.6% 6.7% 6.5%

4. The population of Kern Wat 56 8 20 12 16

County is expected to grow  "ater resources 47% | 42% 3.3% 6.1% 8.1%

significantly within the next 39 2 2 5 0

20 years. With this in mind,

what do you think is the Well-planned growth 32% | 1.2% 3.6% 25% 4.8%

single, most important issue 22 s s 2 2

for the future of Kern . :

County? Hllegal Immigration 20% | 42% 1.3% 1.9% 2.0%
Unique attractions (parks, 7 0 2 3 2
restaurants, shopping, and
museums) 6% .0% 3% 1.5% 1.0%
Better leaders / Local 13 3 3 6 1
government 1.1% 1.4% 6% 2.9% 7%

33 2 17 5 9
Oth
er 27% | 1.0% 2.8% 2.6% 4.3%
104 15 55 20 14
DKINA
8.7% 7.5% 9.2% 10.1% 6.9%
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c

- . b

Comparisons of Column Proportions
K. Region
West Kern Central Valley Mountains East Kern
(A) (B) (C) (D)

Crime rate / Gang violence /
Better law enforcement
Diversifying the local
economy / More
infrastructure
Economic stability / Inflation
| Cost of living / Lower
Taxes
Education
Environmental issues (air
pollution, water CD
contamination)
Farming and agriculture
Healthcare / Hospitals

Housing

County is expected to grow Itmprovelzti ‘t’.”blic
significantly within the next ransportation
20 years. With this in mind, Increasing local job c c
what do you think is the opportunities

single, most important issue  Natural resources (outdoor

for the f,;‘t“’e of Kern recreation, rivers, trees,
County? wildli

4. The population of Kern

Quality of jobs (o3
Sense of community

Streets, roads, freeways

Water resources B
Well-planned growth
lllegal Immigration

Unique attractions (parks,
restaurants, shopping, and
museums)

Better leaders / Local B
government

Other
DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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 9

K. Region
Total WestKern Central Valley Mountains East Kern

5A. Preserving farm lands
and open space and -5 -5 -5 -5 -3
managing urban growth
5B. Improving air quality -5 -5 -.6 -4 -2
5C. Improving local flood
protection, water supply, -5 -5 -5 -5 -4
and water quality
5D. Reducing traffic
congestion and improving -5 -5 -6 -4 -4
public transportation
5E. Supporting new
businesses and industries, -7 -7 -7 -7 .7
education programs and job . . ’ ’ .
opportunities

5F. Improving housing
affordability and
encouraging the -4 -6 -4 -2 -4
development of more
housing options

5G. Improving services,
such as police and fire
services and local -5 -5 -5 -4 -4
healthcare and social
services

b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means
K. Region
West Kern Central Valley Mountains East Kern
(A) (B) (C) (D)

5A. Preserving farm lands

and open space and

managing urban growth

5B. Improving air quality

5C. Improving local flood

protection, water supply,

and water quality

5D. Reducing traffic

congestion and improving

public transportation

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest
integers before performing pairwise comparisons.

Page 10




,b

. a
Comparisons of Column Means

K. Region
West Kern Central Valley Mountains East Kern
(A) (B) (C) (D)

5E. Supporting new
businesses and industries,
education programs and job
opportunities

5F. Improving housing
affordability and
encouraging the A AB A
development of more
housing options

5G. Improving services,
such as police and fire
services and local B
healthcare and social
services

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

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

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest
integers before performing pairwise comparisons.

K. Region
Total West Kern Central Valley Mountains East Kern

600 200 200
385 114 91
6. Do you or a member of 64.2% 57.1% 45.5%
e e s 215 8 106
activities? 35.8% 42.5% 53.0%
0 1 &
1% 4% 1.5%

Page 11

,C

Comparisons of Column Proportionsb

K. Region
West Kern Central Valley Mountains East Kern

(B) (C) (D)

6. Do you or a member of Yes

your household participate No

in fitness, athletic, or sports

activities? DK/NA . 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.

K. Region
Total WestKern Central Valley Mountains East Kern
el 696 106 114 91
Aerobics or group exercise 47 9 6 7
classes 6.7% 8.9% 6.5% 5.0% 7.4%
161 25 111 14 12
Basketball 23.1% | 23.4% 28.7% 12.0% 13.3%
Baseball 150 29 80 28 13
21.5% 27.5% 20.7% 24.8% 13.9%
Biking or cycling, outside 79 10 30 17 22
only 11.3% 9.2% 7.9% 14.5% 24.1%
Dance 4 L v L !
7. What fit!u?s_s, athletic, or 5% 1.1% 1% 1.1% 1.1%
L | % s 2 |
participate in? 16.8% 25.0% 14.3% 19.2% 15.2%
Gymnastics 7 2 i 4 !
2.5% 1.9% 2.5% 3.7% 1.6%
Hiking 59 0 4 36 19
8.5% .0% 1.1% 31.2% 20.9%
Martial arts i 2 ! 2 !
1.6% 1.5% 1.8% 1.9% 6%
Roller hockey .75:/., .02/0 .62% .61% 1 .:%
Running or jogging, outside [IRFZ 15 7 10 26
only 17.5% 14.4% 18.4% 8.8% 28.0%
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K. Region

Total West Kern Central Valley Mountains East Kern
6 1 8 0 1
Skateboardi
R 9% 1.4% 8% 0% 1.5%
Soccer 158 20 94 26 19
22.7% 18.7% 24.4% 22.4% 20.4%
65 19 34 7 5]
Softball
orba 9.3% | 18.3% 8.8% 6.3% 5.2%
Swimmin 53 7 28 12 6
- 7.6% 6.2% 7.2% 10.8% 6.3%
S 29 0 22 4 4
4.2% .0% 5.6% 3.1% 4.6%
31 6 19 3 4
Volleyball
el 45% | 53% 4.8% 2.3% 4.6%
107 16 55 23 13
Walking, outside only o o o o o
7. What fitness, athletic, or 15;; e 14'77 & 143'2 e 20'85 e 14f &
sports activities do you or a i geoint
member of your household  Veight-training 7.0% |  6.3% 7.9% 6.6% 4.2%
participate in? 23 7 8 2 5
Golf
© 3.3% 6.2% 2.1% 3.4% 5.0%
13 2 2 8 1
Hunti d fishif
I L 19% | 1.8% 5% 7.2% 1.1%
23 3 13 4 3
Going to thi 1 E: i
cingtothe gym fExercise e M) 3.3% 3.6% 31%
13 6 5 3 0
Track and field
rackandtie 1.9% | 53% 1.3% 2.2% 0%
9 0 8 2 0
Wrestli
R 1.3% 0% 2.0% 1.5% 0%
49 6 23 15 5]
Oth
er 7.0% | 57% 5.9% 13.0% 5.8%
3 1 2 0 0
DKINA
5% 1.4% 5% .0% .0%
Page 13
. - b,c
Comparisons of Column Proportions
K. Region
West Kern Central Valley Mountains East Kern
(A) (B) (C) (D)
Aerobics or group exercise
classes
Basketball CD
Baseball
Biking or cycling, outside
only AB
Dance
Football
Gymnastics
Hiking 2 B B
ELENER S
Roller hockey 2
Running or jogging, outside
only (0]
7. What fitness, athletic, or . a
sports activities do you ora Skateboarding .
member of your household Soccer
A S
partcpateing Softball BCD
Swimming
Tennis 2
Volleyball
Walking, outside only
Weight-training
Golf
Hunting and fishing B
Going to the gym / Exercise
Track and field B 2
Wrestling 2 2
Other
DKINA : :

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

correction.

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

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

column proportions tests.
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K. Region
Total WestKern Central Valley Mountains East Kern

8A. Sidewalks and walking

paths 3.1 3.2 3.3 26 29
8B. Bike lanes and paths 2.8 2.8 3.0 2.4 2.6
8C. Outdoor sports fields

A Al 3.2 3.1 a3 3.0 2.8
8D. A toddlers' and

children's playground area 32 33 33 2.8 3.0
8E. A park 3.4 &3 815 3.2 3.1

. a,b
Comparisons of Column Means
K. Region
West Kern Central Valley Mountains East Kern
(B) (C) (D)

8A. Sidewalks and walking
paths

8B. Bike lanes and paths

8C. Outdoor sports fields
and courts
8D. A toddlers' and
children's playground area
8E. A park
Results are based on two-sided tests assuming equal variances with significance level
0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the smaller category appears under the
category with larger mean.
a. Tests are adjusted for all pairwise comparisons within a row of each innermost
subtable using the Bonferroni correction.

b. Cell counts in some subtables are not integers. They were rounded to the nearest
integers before performing pairwise comparisons.

K. Region

Total WestKern Central Valley Mountains East Kern

Total 200 200
e 65 41
Very satisfied 32.5% 20.6%
9. Generally speaking are Somewhat satisfied £ 82
you satisfied or dissatisfied 31.4% 41.2%
with the availability and 28 28
maintenance of sidewalks Somewhat dissatisfied
and walking paths in your 13.8% 14.2%
community? 26 31
Very dissatisfied 13.3% 15.3%
.3% .3%
18 17
DK/NA
9.0% 8.7%

Page 15

a,b

Comparisons of Column Proportions
K. Region

West Kern Central Valley Mountains East Kern
(A) (B) (C) (D)

9. Generally speaking are Very satisfied

you satisfied or dissatisfied Somewhat satisfied
with the availability and
maintenance of sidewalks
and walking paths in your Very dissatisfied
community? DK/NA

Somewhat dissatisfied

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

K. Region
Total WestKern Central Valley Mountains East Kern

Total 600 200 200
e 180 59 43
Very satisfied 29.9% 29.6% 21.5%
: 253 68 85
10. Generally speaking are h isfi
you satisfied or dissatisfied S iE e e 42.2% 33.8% 42.7%
with the availability and 78 21 22
maintenance of bike lanes S hat dissatisfied
and paths in your omewhat dissatistie 13.0% 10.6% 11.2%
community? 70 35 27
Very dissatisfied 11.6% 17.4% 13.3%
19 17 23
DKI/NA
3.2% 8.5% 11.4%
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10. Generally speaking are

you satisfied or dissatisfied
with the availability and
maintenance of bike lanes
and paths in your
community?

Comparisons of Column Proportions

West Kern

Very satisfied
Somewhat satisfied
Somewhat dissatisfied
Very dissatisfied
DKINA

(A)

K. Region
Central Valley Mountains
(B) (C)

East Kern
(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 600 200 200
299 101 117
More than once a week 49.9% 50.5% 58.2%
90 18 24
k
Once a wee 15.0% 9.2% 121%
Few ti th 77 20 15
11. How often do you or a ewtimes a mon 12.9% 9.8% 7.5%
member of your household 32 8 10
walk or bicycle in your O th
community? nee amon 5.3% 4.0% 4.9%
Few times a year or less £ 2 i
U 6.3% 4.6% 6.7%
Never 62 42 20
10.4% 21.1% 10.2%
2 2 1
DKINA
3% 9% .3%

Total WestKern Central Valley Mountains

K. Region

East Kern
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11. How often do you or a
member of your household
walk or bicycle in your
community?

a,b

Comparisons of Column Proportions

More than once a week
Once a week

Few times a month
Once a month

Few times a year or less
Never

DK/NA

West Kern
(A)

K. Region
Central Valley Mountains
(B) (C)

East Kern

(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.

K. Region
Total WestKern Central Valley Mountains East Kern
Total 1036 166 536 156 179
93 18 53 11 12
Travel to / f hool
RIS 9.0% | 10.9% 9.8% 6.7% 6.4%
42 5 28 2 7
Travel to / f K
ravelfo firom wor 40% | 31% 5.3% 1.0% 3.8%
Dining out 2 € ® 2 2
L 2.0% 1.9% 2.5% 1.4% 1.3%
Errands or personal 93 18 4 13 21
business 9.0% 10.6% 7.6% 8.5% 11.8%
12. | h h Fitness or exercise o8 S 525 & e
. In these cases, what is
the putnose of the tring 61.5% | 70.2% 60.7% 51.7% 64.6%
Recreation or pla; &9 & oS & s
FE 32.3% | 19.8% 35.1% 43.8% 25.5%
Shoopin 57 8 33 7 9
A 55% |  4.9% 6.1% 4.3% 5.1%
Visiting friends, family, or 60 10 36 9 6
neighbors 5.8% 6.2% 6.6% 5.6% 3.3%
25 4 7 10 4
h
e 24% | 2.4% 1.3% 6.2% 2.4%
9 3 4 0 2
DKINA
! 9% 2.0% 7% 0% 1.0%
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12. In these cases, what is
the purpose of the trip?

Comparisons of Column Proportionsh

Travel to / from school
Travel to / from work
Dining out

Errands or personal
business

Fitness or exercise
Recreation or play
Shopping

Visiting friends, family, or
neighbors

Other
DKINA

West Kern
(A)

c

K. Region
Central Valley Mountains East Kern
(B) (C) (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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13. Is there anything that

prevents your household
from walking or bicycling in
your community more
often?

Total

Elderly, disabled, or health
reasons

Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

Poorly maintained
sidewalks / lanes / paths

Prefer other activities

Too busy / Not enough time

Weather

Too many dogs and other
animals wandering loose

Just lazy
Nothing
Other

DKINA

Total WestKern Central Valley Mountains East Kern

K. Region

1036 166 156 179
35 14 7 4
3.4% 8.4% 2.0% 4.3% 2.5%
58 7 34 2 15
5.6% 4.4% 6.3% 1.6% 8.3%
68 5 50 7 6
6.6% 3.0% 9.4% 4.5% 3.4%
113 6 53 25 28
10.9% 3.8% 9.9% 16.3% 15.6%
59 9 38 4 8
5.7% 5.3% 7.0% 2.6% 4.6%
4 0 3 1 0
4% 0% 6% 8% .0%
55 9 26 8 1
5.3% 5.6% 4.8% 5.1% 6.4%
88 8 33 32 15
8.5% 4.9% 6.2% 20.7% 8.2%
34 5 22 5 2
3.3% 2.9% 4.2% 3.0% 1.2%
8 1 0 3 3
8% 6% A% 2.1% 1.9%
64 12 38 5 10
6.2% 7.0% 7.0% 3.3% 5.5%
39 4 20 9 6
3.7% 2.3% 3.7% 5.9% 3.4%
470 89 246 54 82
45.4% 53.5% 45.8% 34.8% 45.6%
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13. Is there anything that
prevents your household
from walking or bicycling in
your community more
often?

Comparisons of Column Proportionsh

Elderly, disabled, or health
reasons

Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

Poorly maintained
sidewalks / lanes / paths

Prefer other activities
Too busy / Not enough time
Weather

Too many dogs and other
animals wandering loose

Just lazy
Nothing
Other
DKINA

West Kern

(A)

Central Valley Mountains

c

K. Region
East Kern

(B) (C) (D)
c
A
A A
a
ABD
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 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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14. What are the main
reasons your household
does not walk or bicycle in
your community?

Total

Elderly, disabled, or health
reasons

Feel unsafe due to crime

Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

Poorly maintained
sidewalks / lanes / paths

Prefer other activities

Too busy / Not enough time

Weather

Live too far away for
walking and biking

Hills are unsafe for walking
and biking

Other

DKINA

K. Region
Total West Kern Central Valley Mountains East Kern
158 33 62 42 20
54 16 14 14 10
34.1% 47.4% 22.4% 33.2% 50.2%
11 1 9 0 2
6.8% 1.9% 13.9% .0% 7.6%
11 2 5] 2 2
7.2% 6.6% 8.1% 4.6% 10.9%
13 1 3 6 2
8.0% 2.6% 5.5% 14.4% 10.8%
2 0 1 0 1
1.2% .0% 2.1% .0% 2.8%
8 2 6 0 1
5.2% 5.6% 9.1% 0% 3.1%
24 6 11 5] 1
14.9% 18.0% 18.0% 12.1% 6.5%
0 0 0 0 0
3% .0% T% .0% .0%
12 B 0 7 3
7.6% 7.8% 2% 15.7% 12.9%
5 1 0 4 0
3.2% 4.1% 0% 8.9% .0%
18 2 10 & 2
11.2% 6.8% 16.8% 6.8% 10.3%
11 1 7 3 1
7.1% 1.9% 11.2%. 7.3% 2.8%

Page 22




b,c

Comparisons of Column Proportions

K. Region
West Kern Central Valley Mountains East Kern
(A) (B) (9] (D)

Elderly, disabled, or health
reasons

Feel unsafe due to crime
Feel unsafe due to traffic /
automobiles

Not enough sidewalks /
lanes / paths

. Poorly maintained a a
14. What are the main sidewalks / lanes / paths : :
reasons your household . a
does not walk or bicycle in Prefer other activities 5
your community? Too busy / Not enough time
a a a
Weather 5
Live too far away for B B
walking and biking
Hills are unsafe for walking a a

and biking
Other
DK/NA

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

K. Region
Total West Kern Central Valley Mountains East Kern
Total

Very satisfied

15. Generally speaking are ~ Somewhat satisfied

you satisfied or dissatisfied

with the availability of fresh . e
fruits and vegetables where ~Somewhat dissatisfied
you shop?

Very dissatisfied

DK/INA
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Comparisons of Column Proportions

K. Region
West Kern Central Valley Mountains East Kern

(A) (B) (C) ()]

Very satisfied

15. Generally speaking are s
you satisfied or dissatisfied Somewhat satisfied
with the availability of fresh  Somewhat dissatisfied
fruits and vegetables where : ;o
you shop? Very dissatisfied
DK/NA 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.

K. Region
Total West Kern Central Valley Mountains

East Kern

600 200 200
236 83 67
16. Does your household 39.4% 41.4% 33.3%
grow any fruits or 364 117 133
vegetables? 60.6% 58.6% 66.2%
0 0 1
.0% .0% 5%
b,c

Comparisons of Column Proportions

K. Region
West Kern Central Valley Mountains East Kern
(A) (B) (C) (D)
16. Does your household Yes
grow any fruits or No
vegetables? DK/NA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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K. Region

Total WestKern Central Valley Mountains East Kern

Total

17. A community garden is a Very likely

piece of land that is shared
by the local community for )
growing fruits, vegetables, = Somewhat likely

herbs, and flowers. If a

community garden was .
available in your Somewhat unlikely

neighborhood, how likely

would you or a member of

your household be to use Very unlikely

it?
DKINA

a,b

Comparisons of Column Proportions

K. Region
West Kern Central Valley Mountains East Kern
(A) (] (C) (D)

17. A community garden is a
piece of land that is shared
by the local community for

Very likely

growing fruits, vegetables,  Somewhat likely

herbs, and flowers. If a

community garden was Somewhat unlikely

available in your

neighborhood, how likely Very unlikel

would you or a member of ry uniikely

%/to?ur household be to use DKINA

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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 25

K. Region
Total West Kern Central Valley

Mountains East Kern

Total 600
66 72 73
Excellent
xoetlen 11.1% 36.2% 36.7%
18. Based on your personal  Ggod 185 5 73
experience, how would you 30.9% 37.8% 36.3%
rate traffic flow in your city
or town? Is traffic flow Fair 25 &9 &7
excellent, good, fair, or 41.0% 19.5% 23.5%
(e 98 9 7
P
oor 16.4% 45% 3.5%
4 4 0
DKINA
6% 2.0% .0%

,C

K. Region
West Kern Central Valley Mountains East Kern

(B) (C) (D)

18. Based on your personal  EXxcellent
experience, how would you  Good
rate traffic flow in your city Fair

or town? Is traffic flow
excellent, good, fair, or Poor

poor? DK/NA .
Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. 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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19. What type of
transportation do you
typically use to go to work
or school?

19. What type of
transportation do you
typically use to go to work
or school?

Total
Bike
Carpool

Drive alone (car, truck,
motorcycle, scooter)

Public Transit (Bus or
shuttle)

Walk

Work from home / Don't
work outside the home

Other

DKINA

Comparisons of Column Proportionsh

Bike
Carpool

Drive alone (car, truck,
motorcycle, scooter)

Public Transit (Bus or
shuttle)

Walk

Work from home / Don't
work outside the home

Other
DKINA

Total

West Kern

K. Region
Central Valley Mountains

East Kern

200 200
1 2 3
1% 8% 1.7%
43 8 7
7.2% 3.9% 3.6%
479 141 150
79.8% 70.7% 74.8%
28 4 4
4.7% 1.8% 2.2%
11 0 4
1.8% .0% 1.9%
15 16 13
2.5% 7.9% 6.6%
0 0 2
1% .0% 8%
23 30 17
3.8% 14.9% 8.4%

West Kern

(A)

,c

K. Region

(B)

AC

Central Valley Mountains

(C)

AB

East Kern

(D)

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.

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

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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20. On average, how many
minutes do you spend
traveling to and from work
each day?

20. On average, how many
minutes do you spend
traveling to and from work
each day?

Total

Total West Kern

K. Region
Central Valley

Mountains

East Kern

10 minutes or less

11 to 20 minutes

21 to 40 minutes

41 to 60 minutes

More than 60 minutes

DK/INA

562 154 170
115 36 35
20.5% 23.1% 20.3%
109 31 33
19.4% 20.2% 19.6%
163 20 M
29.1% 13.2% 23.8%
110 30 29
19.6% 19.2% 17.0%
48 28 26
8.6% 18.3% 15.3%
16 g 7
2.8% 6.0% 4.0%

Comparisons of Column Proportionsa

10 minutes or less

11 to 20 minutes

21 to 40 minutes

41 to 60 minutes
More than 60 minutes
DK/NA

West Kern
(A)

Central Valley Mountains

(B)

,b

K. Region

()

East Kern

(D)

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.

Results are based on two-sided tests with significance level 0.05. For each significant pair, the key of the category
with the smaller column proportion appears under the category with the larger column proportion.
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K. Region
Total WestKern Central Valley Mountains East Kern

Total 562 154 170
5 miles or less K e <
21.2% 21.8% 17.8%
: 123 10 37
6 to 10 miles 21.8% 6.8% 21.7%
115 24 16
21, On average, how many i
miles do you travel to and 11to 20 miles 20.5% 15.4% 9.2%
from work each day? 104 22 32
21 to 4 ill
to 40 miles 18.6% 14.3% 18.6%
79 55 47
M than 40 mil
ore than 28 miles 14.0% 35.5% 27.8%
22 10 8
DKINA
3.9% 6.3% 5.0%

- . a,b
Comparisons of Column Proportions
K. Region
West Kern Central Valley Mountains East Kern
(A) (C) (D)

5 miles or less

6 to 10 miles
21. On average, how many 11 to 20 miles

miles do you travel to and )
from work each day? 21 to 40 miles

More than 40 miles
DK/NA

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