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METHODOLOGY 

This Survey is based on information gathered from 

one thousand, three hundred and ninety-four "in home" 

interviews with a representative cross-section of 

adult residents residing within the Southern California 

Rap id Transit District, State of California. 

The interviews were conducted during the period 

July 24-28, 1968 by field personnel of OPINION RESEARCH 

OF CALIFORNIA. 

The sample design allowed for the selection of 

p rimary sample units (p recincts) by probability method, 

with the s y stematic selection of the respondents, 

registered voters, within each p rimary sample unit. 

The interviews were conducted by fifteen OPINION 

RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA interviewers. The interviewers 

were under the direct supervision of five field super-

visors and one senior field supervisor. The field 

supervisors were responsible for the direction of daily 
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work sche.dules and verification .of interviews.. The 

senior field supervisor reported directly to the Field 

Director of OPINION RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA. 

Tabulition of the Survey was under the direction of 

the Chier Tab~i.ator; the Field Director a_nd a S~nior • 

Associate of OPJ;NION RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA. · .The data 
,. 

was analyzed by the Senior Associate in charge .of the 

project and reviewed by the Chairman of the Board. 

All working papers and data deck from this Stud~ are 

the property of OPINION RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA and are 

available for inspection and use by the client at 

OPINION RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA offices. 

The results of this Study are the property of the 

client ; however, · if any information is to be released 

for publication·, OPINION RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA reserves 

the right to review the material prior to its release 

for accuracy, interpretation and liability. 
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,INTRODUCTION 

The Southern California Rapid Transit District 

has been charged by the State Legislature with the 

responsibility to· plan and engineer a modern mass 

rapid . transit system and to bring the total program 

to the voters of the District for their approval. 

A key element of this ove~all responsibility is the 

task of informing and educating the voters regarding 

th~ project s6 that they may cast an informed and 

intelligent vote on the issue when they go to the 

polls. 

Fundamental to an effective public information 

effort is an agency's need to ·know the public's 

attitude toward and its level of c~rrent knowledge 

and understanding of the project in question. Careful 

consideration : also must be given to the identification 

of ' the means by which various segments (ethnic, 

geographic, socioeconomic status, etc.) of the pop­

ulation normally receive .information regarding :- ; 
·. 

public matters such as the rapid transit issue, · i.e. , 

··whether via newspapers or radio or TV or public meetings; 

etc. Such knowledge enables an agency to direct its 

I 
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information through the appropriate channels to reach 

particular segments of the community, thereby insuring 

·broidest possib1e public awareness and participation 

in the ballot decision. 

To meet these needs the Southern California' Rapid 

Transit District called upon OPINION RESEARCH OF 

CALIFORNIA to conduct this study. 

In the interests of c!arity and comprehension, ' 

the Report is div1ded into separate sections, each 

having the following characteristics: 

1) First, the backgrounds, both demographic 

• and socio-economical, of the respondents in the · sample· 

universe are examined. 

2) Second, information is developed . relative 

to the respondents' present pattern of meeting their 

transportation needs. 

3) Third, the attitudes of the public toward 

public . transportation are examined. Both presently es­

tablished and currently proposed transportation systems 

are considered. 

4) Finally, public attitudes toward pro­

posals for financing. a rapid transit system in the 

II 
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Southern Californi~ area are examine~. 

In addition to analyses made on the basis of the 

response of the entire sample of respondents, particular 

group s of respondents are examined separately where their 

responses show a significant. variation from those of the 

respondent~ as a whole. 
.. 

.. 

Two such groups are dealt with: 

1) Re~pondents are grouped geograp hically, 

according to the area of their residence. 

2) Respondents are grouped according to their 

ethnic/racial c haracter. 

,-
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THE RESPONDENTS 

AREA OF RESIDENCE 

,l;. '• ·, 
Respondents were grouped into ten distinct area s of 

r e sidence, (se·e a t tached map f -Or approximate bound aries 

of each area) each o·f which comprised the following· pro­

portion of the samp le population: 

~ 
.. Area I 15% ,; • 

-· ♦ -;. \'~ 

Area II 6% 

Area III 22% 

Area IV 8% 

Area V • 10% 

Area VI 10% 

Area VII 5% 

Area VIII 10% 

Area IX 6% 

Area X 8% 

Each of the Areas have the following ethnic/racial 

characteristics: 

1) Area I respondents were ninety- eight percent-

Caucasian. 
~ 

.. 

2) Area II respondents were also alrno·st totally 

Caucasian (96%) . 

v, 



an OPINION RESEARCH OF CALl!=ORNIA survey 

~ . 

3) Area III respondents were eighty-seven per-

cent Caucasian, eight percent N~gro, the remainder 

scattered among Mexican- Americans (3%) and Oriental 

respond ents (2%). 

4) In Area I V Caucasians were again in the 

heavy majority (96%). 

5) The majority of Area V respondents were 

Negro (53%), an additional thirty-eight percent Caucasian. 

6) ... Ar~a VI respondents were eighty -two percent 

Caucasian, eighteen percent Mexican- American. 

7) Area .VII ~espondents were overwhelming1.y 

Caucasian (97%). 

8) Area VIII respondents were ninety percent 

Caucasian ~ seven percent Negro, with the balance scattered 

among Mex ican- American and Or i ental g roups . 

9) Area IX was totally Caucasian respondents. 

10) Area X respondents were ninety- eight per~ent 

Caucasian . 

The ethnic/racial makeup of the various Areas is as 

follows : 

•. - 2-
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1) Six of these Areas (I, II, IV , VII, 

IX , X) could be characterized as being almost totally 

Caucasian Areas, (ninety- five percent or more). 

2) Of the four remaining Areas (III, V, 

VI, · VIII) , are in some significant part non- Caucasian. 

ADDITIONAL DEMOGRAPHI'C CHARACTERISTICS 

The mean age of all Study respondents was forty­

six. The largest sing le group (24%) of respondents 

were in the age category forty-to- fifty- nine years. 

Respondents to this Study were fifty-one percent 

male, and forty-nine percent female. 

The "average" respondent would have completed 

his high school training and has had a minimum college 

experience without having received a college degree. 

The mean income of Study respondents and their 

immediate families was $9,632 annually. Mean income 

among Area I ($11,983) and Area II ($10,766) respondents 

was ;:mbstantially higher than that of t.he total 

sample . Mean income in Area V ($7,464) was very sub­

stantially lower. 

Respondents were asked to indicate th~ir occupation. 

- 3-
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Thirty -ei-ght percent, t h e largest single group , would 

be in the general category which includes ~tudent, 

housewives and the unemployed. Fourteen percent of 

the respondents indicated they are retired. 

Other frequently mentioned occupations were 

skilled laborers (10%), professional groups (9%), 

the service occupations (7%), white collar workers (5%), 

and less frequently mentioned occupations. 

Sixty-four. perc~nt of the Study respondents said 

they have lived in Los Angeles for more than fifteen 

years. An additional six percent have lived in the 

county six-to- fifteen years. 

Exactly three quarters of the respondents (or a 

member of respondent's immediate family ) said they 

own their own homes, one quarter renting them. 

Owners were particularly frequent in Areas I, II, 

and X, while repter,s w'ere more freq uent in Areas III 

and V than among respondents generally. 

Caucasian home owners were found at about the 

same frequency as among _respondents as a whole. Among 

Negroes·, s i x t y -six p ercent said they own their homes, . 

- 4-
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while amo~g Mexican-Americans (59%) and among Orientals 

(53%). indicated they are home owners. 

POLITICAL CHARACTERISTICS 

Respondents were asked whether they had voted in 

the Primary Election in June. Eighty-two percent 

answe~ed that they had ~oted. 

Although .there were individual variations in 

response to this question from Area to Area, in no Area 

did less than three quarters of the respondents answer 

p mHtively. 

Caucasians and Orientals (according to their re- ···: 

sp onses) voted at about the same rate as did respondents 

as a whole. Negro respondents said they voted more 

frequently and Mexican- American respondents less fre-

quently than did respondents generally. 

Resp ondents were asked,"Generally, how interested 

would you say you are in local political affairs? " , 

with the following results: 

T • 

Highly · interested 34% 

Pretty interested 28% 

Somewhat interested 23% 

Not very interested 15% 

- 5-
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Next, respondents were asked to estimate the 

frequency wi~h which• ~hey have voted in the past in 
• ' 

'' 

elections at the local level (County, City, Special 

Districit~~ et -cetera). 

; Sixt~-o~e pe~cent of all respondents answered 
' • .I- ; ,. • ... , ... ,•· ~~- 'f ·, 

. ' 

that they have alwa y s voted in local ele ctions, while 

~n a dditi onal t w~nty -four percent said they have 

voted "most of the time". 

Responses to the last two questions were cross­

tabulated . to -characterize re~pondents as to their gen-.. • 

eral interest- motivation in local ~olitics. 

Forty -four percent of the Study respondents could 

be 
0
desc.ribed as being very highly motivc;l.ted politically ~ 

An additio~al twenty-five percent were close to the 

first group ih pol~tical interest- motivation, ~o that 

substantially more than half of all the respondents . 

could be described . as being seriously interested and 

involved in local level politic s . 

A~though there were some variation~ on this q ues­

ti6n · from g roup to group , the general ·characteristic 

to be noted is a broad homogen~ity of interest­

motivation in local politics among respondents' 'groups. 

.. 
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MEMBERSHIP IN CLUBS AND ·ORGANIZATIONS 

OPINION RESEARCH OF · CALIFORNIA asked the respondents 

to what clubs or organizations they belonged. Almost 

two-thirds (65%) of the respondents were not associated 

with any type of club or organization. 

Among the individuals who do belong to some group, 

social, civic • or fraternal organizations were the most 

frequently mentioned affiliations (38%). 

Fourteen pe~cent of all respondents said they 

.belonge~ to the Pirent-Teachers Association and an 

additional thirtee~ percent •indicated membership in 

church organizations. 

Other less frequently mentioned groups were Health, 

Youth and Welfare (6%), Veterans groups (6%), and other 

miscell~neous groups . 

Although there is some variation by Area residence, 

~ocial, civic or fraternal groups were mentioned first in 

each Area. Parent-Teachers Association membership varied 

significantly in each Area , while Church club membership 

·appeared to. f luxuate somewhat from Area to 'Area. · 

Only in Areas III and V was there any mention of 

membership in Civil Rights groups like the N.A.A.C.P. 

-7-
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This r ·esponse was consistent with the ethnic complex of 

the Areas. 

~ RESPONDENTS AND THE MEDIA 

In order to determine how respondents normaliy 

obtain information about local affairs, ~espondents 

were presented with a list of alternative sources and 

asked · to indicate how much information was received 

from each source (from "quite a lot" to "none"). 

The following graph depicts the amount of information 

respondents indicated they receive from each source of 

communication. (T~ese results ar~ mean ·averages. See 

the section of tables for separate reportings for each 

9 • information source.) 

• .. ..-_J: • 

Television News 1.55 
Newspaper 

stories 1.59 

Newspaper 
editori­
als 

Radio news 
2.11 
2.11 

Conversations 
with friends 
and neigh-
bors 2.49 

Group meetings 
• (PTA etc.) 3.43 

(1) Quite a lot 

.. ., 

(Some) 

(Not very much) 

• -8-
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CURRENT TRANSPORTATION PATTERNS 

In this section information is develop ed . relative 

to current respondent usage of available public trans­

portation and usage of privately owned vehicles. 

Respondents were asked how many cars there are 

in their i mmediate household, with the following result: 

None 

One 

Two 

More · than two 

10% 

33% 

44% 

13% 

The results revealed that respondents in Areas I 

and II are more frequently members of a multip le car 

0 household than respondent~ in geneial. ·Areas III and 

V (predominantly Negro) have a relatively high number 

of respo~dent households ~ n which no c~rs are presently 

owned. . . 
Caucasian households resembled the s ample as a 

whole on the matter of _cars owned, but Mexican- American 

and Negro respondents showed a markedly greater t~nd.ency 

,: for hot1·seholds • in which no cars .. are presently owne·d. 

In a related area, respondents were asked if they 

-9 -
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presently possess a driver's license, with the following 

results: 

Yes 

No 

83% 

16% 

Although there were individual variations on 

this question from group to group · (notably among 

• Mexican-Americans and Negroes, among whom there was a 

tendency to answer affirmatively less frequently), 

in no case did less than three-quarters of any group 

respond positively. 

In order to determine the relative economic . 

importance to each respondent of a privately, owned 

car or the pub+ic . transportation currently available, _. 

OPINION RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA asked respondents, "How 

do you usually travel to work?" 

An overwhelming number, eighty-five percent, 

answered that t~ey travel to work in their personal car. 

Three percent said they take ~he bus, three p~rcent 

indicated they use a car pool, and the balance of 

responses was divided among · other methods of ·getting ' to .. 

work (4%) and those who did not have to travel to work 

( 5%) • 
.. 

-10-
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No significant v a riation was a pparent in ~ethods · 

of getting to work based on Area of resid ence , e~hnic/ 

racial group~ or political affiliation. All group s 

surv ey ed were overwhelming·ly dependent on a car to 

g et them to work . 

Next ,_ OPI,NION RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA turne9 . to . 
an investigation of the general bus-riding habits of 

all res pondents. Respondents were asked, "Do you ride 

' the bus?" 

Yes 

No 

25% 

75% 
• > 

Respondents in Area III were very decidedly more 

likely, and those in Area V marginally more likely, to 

answer this q~estion affirmatively, than were respondents 

as a whole. 

Mexican-American, Negro, and Oriental respondents 

(in that ord~t) were ~ore likely than we~e respondents 

g enerally to be bus riders. 

Res pondents were asked if, " ... any other members 

of thi~ household ride the bus," with the following 

results: 

-11-
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Yes 

No 

20% 

80% 

Among Negro res pondents, "other" members of the 
. ' 

respondent's family were likely to be bus riders 

markedly more frequently than was true among other 

group s. 

Those twenty percent of respondents who answered 

that other members of their family do ride the bus 

were then .asked to indicate which other members, with 

the following results: 

·' 

Husband/Wife 46% 

Child/Children 37% 

Other 9% 

Husband, Wife, Children 8% 

Respondents were then asked how often other members 

of their family ride . the bus, and they answered as 

follows: 

Several Several Several 
Times/ T'imes/ Times/ 

Daily Week Month Year 

Husband/Wife 15% 22% 38_% 25% 

Child/Children 37% 29% 19% 15% 

Other 35 % 38% 17% 10% 

-12-

. ; 



,. '.r-• 

I t ~n OPINIPN ~ESEARCH OF C~LIFORNIA survey . 

Two ~thirds of the childien who are bus riders 

nearly three-quarters of the 11 others.•i, ride the ". 

bu's frequently each week. In contrast, relatively 

•",:· few hea,'ds of households (hu;ban'ds or wives) can be 

descri:b_ed as riding freq,uently ea,ch week. 

SUMMARY 

The most signifi.cant aspect of the responses to . 

the qbest;ons asked in this section a~pe~rs to be ,thi 

relatively small· r~liance pl·aced by most respondents 

.on tpe currently .; avai1able public transpol'."tation. 

Most respondent households ·are in possession, of 

~ car, most resp6ndents have a dri~er's license; 

con~eq~e~tly, even amens minority groups, the ~use of 

privat~ cars for transportation at present far -outweighs 

in i:fnportance . t.~e . use of the public bus syste~~ 

f 

-13-
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PUBLIC ATTITUDES TOWARD TRANSPORTATION 

In this section OPINION RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA 

makes a comprehensive examination of attitudes of 

respondents relating to public transportation in general 

and to rap id transit in particular. In addition, 

respondent knowledge of the present public transportation 

situation and of proposals for rapid transit are 

measured. 

Initially, OPINION RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA measured 

responses to questions about general attitudes toward 

the Southern California area in order to provide a 

background against which to evaluate .questions dealing 

specifically with transport~tion problems. 

Respondents were asked, "What would you say_ 

you like most about living in Southern California?" 

The overwhelming largest single group, sixty-one 
•· 

percent, of all respondents made some mention of the 

Southern C~lifornia qlimate or weather in response 

to this question. Another seven _percent of the residents 

mentioned climate together with some other concept. 

The balance of responses were scattered among such 
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various sub j ects as job opportunities (mentioned by 

t h ree percent), recreational and cultural facilities 

;( 2%), the "casual ·way of liv ing" (2%), and many other 

scattered responses. • 

Next, resp ondents ·were asked, "What would you 
... 

say you like least about living in Southern California ?" 

... ·Smog was the most frequently named p roblem in 

this connection. Forty-six percent of all respondents 

named it as the aspect of the area. they liked least and 

another ten percent of the respondents mentioned smog 

and some other concep t. 

Other relatively frequently mentioned criticisms 

-
of Southern California include overpopulation (7%) , 

traffic (6%), p ublic transportation (4%), traffic and 

smog (4%), and a variety of less frequent~y mentioned 

criticisms. 

It is interesting to note (considering s mog to 

be a transportation-related problem in this connection) 

that transportation-related problems take precedence 

over all others in the responses to this question. 

Althoug h respondents in all Areas considered smog 

-15-
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to be the aspect of Southern California living they 

liked least~ there ·was more emphasis placed on this 

problem in some .areas than in others .. Residents in 

Areas II·, V, :. and X were noticeably more coi;icerned over 

·' ;'smog than were respondents generally; whi .!'e "respondents .. 
• ' .: • • ~ .;'ij.,_,· :' '.. . . 

in Areas VII ~ VIII, and IX were less ~oncern~d. 

Traffic is · more frequently men,t'ioned by ~esidents 
..,, 

" 'in A:r:~as VII a 'nd IX and overpopulation is more frequently 

mentioned by ~rea VIII respondents than is true of 

respo.ndents in the other areas. 

Negro respondents indicated less concern over smog 

than did r~spondents as a whole, altho'ugh even ' among 

Negroes, ; s~.og ~ a -s by . far the most frequently mentioned 

problem. 
'·. 

, .-

-16-
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ATTITUDES TOWARD PRESENT TRANSPORTATION 

' OPINION RESEARCH ·oF CALIFORNIA next examined 

respondent beliefs about the current transportation 

situation in Southern California. Respondents were 

asked, "Generally, would you say that you ar~ satisfied 
~ ----- ... _ -' j.- :A ,,;,1';'..afilcJ • ~ .:'--' l'A:'"~ •· • ~ ~,~, • .:,' .~~,/i'~~ 

or dissatisfied with transportation in L9s Ange_t~s :. 
. ...i;. • : - __ .., -.. ,,. •• i ~.",r ,e-• • •• r~:.:•. -!: .- . • • • 

County? That i~, - your ability to go from one point 

to another?" 
~ . 

Satisfied 

Dissatisfied 

Don't Know 

·:, ... ,...~ ,..,, ~· , ·~ -..p: f-........ :..,_ 

35% 

54% 

11% 

Respondents as a wholei it is clear, are decidedly 

dissatisfied with the present transportation situation. 

When resp ondents are grouped by Area, strong 

variations appear. Respondents in Area~ I through V 

range from a~ frequently critical to much more frequenfly 

critical of pr~sent transportation than were responden~s 

as a whole. Respondents in Areas .. VI through X, however::, 

were very nearly evenly split in approval ~nd disapproval 

of pre~ent transp~rtation. 

Caucasi~n respondents were critical and supportive 

- 17-
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of present transportation in the Southern California 

area at about the -same rate as respondents as a whole. 

Mexican-Americans by a~most five to three, and Orientals 

at better than two to one, were satisfied with present 

transportation; Negroes by a ratio approaching three to 

one, however, indicated that they are dissatisfied. 

Those respondents who said they were satisfied in 

response to the previous question were then ~sked to 

give reasons for their attitudes of satisfaction. 

Thirty percent, the l~rgest single group of these 

respondents, evinced general approval of the present 

transportation situation. 

Twenty-five percent said, "With a car one can get 

anywhere easily." 

,. Seventeen percent commented on what th~y consider 

to be the adequate bus service in the area, while 

eleven percent commended the freeway system in general. 

A wide variety of less frequently mentioned reasons 

for approval of current transportation was also given. 

Dissatisfied respondents were then asked to indicate 

-18-
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reasons for their attitudes. 

Nineteen percent of these respondents , the largest 

single group, mentioned congested, crowded traffic 

situations. 

Seventeen percent criticized what they consider to 

be the inadequate or poor public transportation 

facilities presently available. An additional twelve 

percent of these respondents made specific criticisms 

of public transportation, mentioning infrequent service, 

long waits, p oor schedules, etc. 

Collectively, more than half of the respondents 

voiced criticism of some aspect of public transportation 

specifically. 

Those respondents who were dissatisfied with the 

present transportation situation were also asked, 

"Can you think of anything that should be done to 

improve the (transportation) situation?" 

The largest single groups of responses to this 

questio1; were those involving the idea that a new, 

faster transit (rap id transit)system is needed (30%). 

Nineteen percent of these dissatisfied respondents 

-19.:.. 
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u. 

-• ,., ;. " b 
,. r 

rep~y that they did not know what should be done · to , 

improve the situation. 

Additional responses included the suggestion for 

more and better busses (15%), a monorail system (7%), 

,., and_ various . suggestions for improved bus service, a _n 

improved freeway system, a subway, and other items. 

.- . 

A notable varjation in response to this questiori 

occurs among Negro respondents. Nearly three times as 

many of these respondents mentioned the need for more 
-

, and better busses as is mentioned by respondents as a 

whole. 

Next, OPINION RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA presented 

respondents with _. a series of statements concerning the 

c~rrent transporhation situatio~ in Sout~er~ California 

and asked them to indicate the extent of their agreement 

or· 'di_sagreement with each~ 

Respondents were -presented with the statement that, 

"T:raff•iq congesti,on- is someti1::_1es _!_!2ro~~m_, b ~ gil!.ler';..~ ly 

we c;:an . travel pretty well on our streets and freeways." 

There was g·eneraI resp'ondent agreement with this 

-20-
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statement, as follows: 

• ._ Strongly agree 24% 
... 

Tend to agree 46% 

Tend to disagree 19% 

Strongly disagree 8% 

Don't Know 3% 

Areas II, IV, and VIII residents were more strongly 

supportive of the bresent situation 6n the streets ·and 

freeways than are respondents as a whole. Predominantly 

Negro Area V respondents were substantially less in 

.agreement than are respondents as a whole. 

Respondents were asked for their reactio~s to the 

statement that, "Most of our transportation problems 

here in Los Angeles County can be solved by expanding 

our £reeway system." 
' .. ,:· 

Strongly agree 14% 

Tend to agree 26% 

Tend to disagree 31% 

Strbngly disagree 23% 

Don't Know 6% 

Respondents in Areas VI, IX, and x; in contrast to the 

-21-
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response generally, were in the majority in agreement 

with the statement. ':Areas II and IV respondents ' ~ere 

more strongly in disagreement with the above than are 

respondents as a whole. • 

A majority of Mexican-American respondents agreed 

thqt our problems can be solved by freeway expansion. 

Considering the two previous questions together, 

what seems to emerge is the disposition on the part 

of respondents to a feeling of satisfaction with the 

present situation on our streets and highways. But 

that ~eeling is mitigated ·by the belief that ,solution 

of existing and future trans_portation problems cannot 

be solved by merely improving on the present _(satisfacto~y) 

situation. 

Consistent with that attitude was the response to 

the next question: "People and cars are increasing - ·---
so rapidly that the freeways will completely choke up 

in ten years 

' • 

Strongly agree 55% 

Tenq · to agree 

Tend to disagree 

26% 

9% 

Strongly disagree 4% 

Don't Know 6% 

-22-
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There was across-the-board strong agreem~nt from 

all respondent groups with the above statement. 

Respo~~ents were presented with a similar ~tatement, 

a!sking- judgment on the merits of rapid transit irrespective 

of the rapid increase in human and auto population. 

; _Respondents were a?ked to indicate the extent of their 

agreement or disagreement with the statement that, "Th e --
only way to solve ·our transportation p roblems is with 

,,,.- ..... .-,.n,,--""""" .,- .. •'lQ'""" . 
a Rapid ';I'_ran_si·t System. " Respondents replied as follows: 

. Strongly a g ree 35% -. 

Tend to agree 32% 

.. 
Tend to disagree 16% 

Strongly disagree 10% 

Don't Know 7% 

Again in response to this question, there was 

strong across~the-board agreement with this statement 

among a11· respondent group s. 

It can be concluded , from the respons e to the 
. . 

last three q uestions, ·that there is strong feeling among 

respondents tnat · a rapid transit system is necessary for 

the solution of Southern California transportation 

problems in the future. 
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Respondents were asked if they believe i;:hat these 

p r ,oblems can b,e solved alternatively. by another. means 

when· they we~e a?ke~d · to · indicate . ag1:eement/di,sagreemerit 

with the statement:. ~hat, "Our p ub l i c transportation 

needs ca.n be met by e ;Xpanding existing bus service. " 

Strong_ly ·agree · 

Tend to agree 

Tend to disagree 

Stiongly disagree 

• Don I t -Knqw 

14% 

23% 

'29% 

26% 

. ·txcept for resporidents in ~rea ·vi and 

American resp ondents, · in no . respondent group did a 

majority agre.e with the above statement. -And, ,in ' 
' ' 

geri.e:i:::al, responde~?s · rey~aled substantial _rejection 

of the idea·· that ·b u s.'" service expa.nsfon would meet 

area Is ,publ,i.c 't:r-ans
0

portati~-n ' requirements. 

Finally', there is overwhelming agreement wi i;:.h . the 
. ., 

idea -that, · ."What we. need is a balanced transportation 
...__...,.. ... ..--: ,,e•,, -,.-~-..- ~ . ~--"'-

system wit~ adequate bus service supp lementing ._ a Rapid · 
..._ SM I b l@tOl,,.c • _.,,_.,, ""~ •"""~ ·"}~-·• >•· - ""' ,,., >-"'-1,·• .~ 
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Strongly agree 47% 

Tend to agree 36% 

Tend t .o disagree 8% 

Strongly disagree 4% 

Don't Know 5% 

There was across-the-board agreement · that what 

the area needs is a ·balanced transportation system, 

.one which includes provision for Rapid Transit. 

' ,. 
Respondents w~re asked if they agteed/di~agreed 

. with the statement· that, "A Rapid ':]:'ransit system wquld 
~:.C.O.J,.~>; , ; c,• O'fi~;;-~ , ,;,;·."i' . '"f'.~~;;:.--1: 

be good for . the community becaµs'e it. would 
7 , ', -'; •. _ .. 

'' . 
Strongly agree ·49% '• 

.34% .• .,.,, Tend to agree 
.~ · l l ~ ~,1; .;~ T 

Tend to disagree 

Strongly disagree 

Don't Know 

8% 

· 6% 

3% 

1 

t 

There _was again across-the-board agreement with this 

statement . on the part of all respondent groups Jwi th ' • 

Negroes almost unanimous in support of the statement). 

It would appear that one prime motivation for the support 

' ' -25-
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of Rapid Transit on the part of respondents in general 

is the exp ectation of the ameliorative effect it would 

have in minority communities. 

Finally, respondents were asked to indicate their 

ag:i::-eement/disagree~ent with the idea that, "A Rapid 
• 11 ,..,... -

. ' 

Tra·nsi t system is need,~9,.J n L9 ~.}:.~~,~l,_es Ccmnt~ , _, e u.:t , 
\"',<~""" ; ~c;o,A, :,<te•~• •• ,, • 

there are other things . the community- needs a lot more. " 

-~ Strongly agree 22 % ; . 

Tend to agree 30% 

Tend to disagree 26% 

Strongly disagree 16% 

Don't Know 6% 

Although a majority of res p ondents indicated there 

are other_ necessi t~es for 'the cornmuni ty which take 

precedence over the need for Rapid Transit, a very 

substantial group of respondents (42%) nevertheless 

indicated that Rapid Transit is the greatest need. 

Mexican-American and Negro respondents both were 

more strongly supp ortive than we+e respondents as a 

4 ·• ·whole of the idea that there are other community needs 

which should take precedence over the need for Rapid 

·Transit. 

,.., . 

,-:. ... 
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. 
l 

It can be co_ncluded from the responses to the 

·abov~ series of guestions that the general attitude 

among re.spondents is the necessity for expanded 

transportation facilities in the Southern California 

area, together with a general (if not primary) belief 

in the necessity for Rapid Transit~ 

RAPID · TRANSIT 

OPINION RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA next developed 

information relative to respondent attitudes toward 

rapid transit in general. 

Re~ p ondents were first asked to indicate how 

important or unimportant they believe a rapid transit 

is for Los Angeles County, on a scale rai::iging from 

"very important" to "very unimportant." 

Fifty- six percent of all resp ondents replied that 

rapid transit is very important. Additionally 1 seventy­

seven percent of all respondents indicated that rapid 

transit is in some degree important. Only twelve 

percent of all respondents said that rapid transit is 

unimportant. 
,. 

These results indicate that there is substantial 

-27-
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tqe idea · t:hat ._rapi? transit ~±q'.. i~p0rta.nt 
/!! ~➔~ .... : ~:: I; ;· : ;,.·'l' ':, ·,,· 'JJ .- .. ·:, t ' , 

for .. :tos ·,Ahgelest c9,l.inty fr6m all respondent ~_ groups •' 

• -~ l Marrt~o \ res i?oljd~n-ts (whc, / constituf~ e~ghty " 
• •• ,, i~ ' ... . " • 

. ,,,_ .percent. of :a.1-1 .:res12ondents) we.re-· a s ked 

impo~tant/ un-importa~t • r ·ap.ia. translt:. is 
. , . . -.,,, ~ "' 

-..: 

• J {"ves/husb.ands. • 
·; • ,~. •• ' • '!' ~- J~ 

. p~d . transit _ is relatively ur:iimportant to~ 
,;J:: 

~pauses~ .i:~ent/-nine ,-p_~rp ,~nt consic:l'ered. rapid . 
. •" 

·' 

relativ~ l y ~tnp9~t :?.-·nt. 

Mexi,s:an.::.Am~ri~~.ri~ t:o -' a l&~s-e:r; , extent , :;' ;t::he importahc~ 
.,.. 

o~ < r~.p,fd · transit to , wi ve·_s/husbands was consider.a.ply 

more · prevaleri t. 
~- ~ . . ., ; _,;., 

:; {: 

·.t_ • 

ail respondents . wer e ;· asked 
. . -· ·' •• -. : . •·,:~ "·· . ., .. . -. 

) ., .. , 

·, unimportant . ·:r;a p id , trarrsi;t ~, is :to ·:i;:: esl?on'clen ts 

• ; . :: ~ '.~ :. ' ~· - : )• ... '. $• . 

. Fo:r;:t:y-:- s ~x . pe-:tcent ·of all' f espcS°:n:den~s an·s wered • 

that :r:apid tra'r1si t . .' is :~el a ti vely 
,Y 

selves· or .tfreir' • .famili.ee ; forty-c:m~- percent of 

.. r6;spondents answered that rapid is 
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Once .again, among Mexican-~..meric~ris and to a greater 

extent Regrbe~ rapid transit was seen as -being of 

trnportance with. -substantially greater frequency 'than 

did respondents as a whole . . 

Next, OPINION RESEARGH OF 'cALIFORNIA ·turned to 

an 
,. .. : . . ;, 

examination of respondent opinion in relation to 

the proposed Rap id Transit System currently before 

the community. 

Res·pondents were asked, "As you may 'know, a 
. ' . 

· rap:j.d t;r-ansit system has been prO:posedfor Los Angeles 

County. Can you tell me anything about the system?" 

The majority of all reipondents, £i~ty~severi 
. 

percent, replie~ that th~y did not know anythirig 

about the proposed rapid transit system. 

Of those respondents who made some response to 
, 

this question, eight percent described the proposed 

sys.tern as "monorail wi_th feeder. lines"; othe_r re­

sponses included t~ose showing general knowledge of 

the iocation of main corridors, feeder lines~ arid 

stations · (7%); those who have l'read about it in the 

newspaper'' (4%); those who stated it would b~ tax 

support,,ed ( 4%) ; those who' described it_ as a "modern 
' ·1 
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System with electiic cars, feeder lines, via subways and 

o~erheads" (4%); those who said, "there are too many 

conflicting plans, rapid transit never gets anywhere" 

(2%); and a wide variety of other responses receiving 

less frequent mention. 

It can be concisely stat~d that few residents of 

Metropolitan Lo~ ~ngeles have more '. than cursory kpowle~ge 

about the proposed Rapid Transit Sy~tem. 

Next, respondents were given information concerning 

the Rapid ·Transit System proposed .by the Southern Calif­

. ornia Rapid Transit. District. • rn add_i tion, they were· 

given hand maps with routes, descriptions, and cost 

information. They were then asked to describe what 

they like about the proposed system. 

Sixteen percent' of all respondents voiced general 

approval of the proposed system. , An additional sixteen 

percent approved_ of the fact that the system would 

cover the major areas of the County, serve most of the 

people . 

. Other relatively f .requently mentioned reasons for 

approval of the system inc-luded approval f~r the 

fact that the system is"quicker, safer, goes more directly 
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to the cities" (5%), that it would eliminate most 

heavy traffic on the freeways (4%), that the. syste~ 

would serve "basic needs where the trains are needed 11 

(4%), a pproval of the routes and connect{ons (4%i, 

a pproval for the fact that the system would provide 

direct access to the central city area (4%). 

Oth~r, l:es.s frequently meI').tioned positive statements 

included approval of the kinds of trains proposed, for 

reducing smog and traffic, and a variety of other 

·approving responses. 

'Twenty percent of all respondents said they did not 

know wha~ they like about the proposed system, while- -

a~ addit!onal ' nine percent a~swered there is nothing 

they like about it. 

Respondents in Areas VI , VIII, and, particularly 

Area X were more inclined to say ther~ was nothing 

they like about the . system than was true of residents 

of the other areas. Additionally~ resp ondents in Area 

VI and Area IV were more incline4 to sai they did not 

know what they like about the system. 

These results indicate that there is approximately 

one- fourth of the residents who can not identify any 

-31-
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positive aspect 6f the proposed syste~. 

Respondents were next asked what they dislike 

about the proposed Rapid T.ransi t S.ystem. 

Twenty-eight · percent of ali- re·spondents said they 

don't know what they dislike about the proposed 

system. In addition, fully twenty-four percent of ·ail 

~espondents said there is nothing they dislike about 

the system. 

Twenty-fiv~. percent of all respondents mentioned 

that the system doesn't extend far enough in various 

outlying areas. Residents of Areas IV, VI, VIII, and 

X were particularly critical on this point. 

Other reasons respondents give in criticism of 

the system include concern over its cost or method 

of financing (7%), a belief that there should be more 

, feeder lines to the system (3%), and a variety of less 

frequently mentioned criticisms. 

In general, in response to the previous tw6 

questions concerning like/dislike of the proposed 

I' I' 

' 

Rapid Transit system , a major variation in response 

occurred among Negro r~spondents. Among these respondents 

-32-
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there was· noticeably stronger disposition to '. be 

approving, a noticeab-iy ],ess strong dispo;:,i tion to be • •, .,, 

disapproving of rapid transit, than among respond~rits: 

. . 
Next, respondents were a_sked, "How often do you ,. 

think you would use a -system like the one :·described? II 

Daily {wo~king days) 

.s~veral times _pe.r . week 12% 

Seveial - times per month 13% 

Several times per year 21% 

Never 

Don't Know 

.. 

In · response to this question, then, ~ubstantiaT!y 

.more than hall of_ all resp_ondents indicated they 

would . not make frequent use of a rapid transit system. 

Mor~o_ver, the largest single groµp of .. , respondents 

indicated they would not use the system at all. · 

' In most . of t,ti.e geograp!'1ic Are_?-s of the Surv~y, 
•' 

the proportidn of those respon~ents who . indicated they 

would -.. never use the propdsed rapid transit _ system is 

even higher i~~n ~it was among respondents as a whole. 

-33-

' . · . ... ; 
·f. '~~;f 

, . 
. . 



; _ an OPINION RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA . s_urvey • 

It is -- chiefly among respondents in ].\r~.as III and V 

. {where minority groups are in substantial representation) 

f~at ' ihe _proportion of those who s~i4 they would 

never use the system is lower than among re·spondents. • 

as a ' whole . 

.,. 

There were . some distinct variations in response 

t ·o this q ues~ion • among the various ethnic/racial groups 
.r 

in this Survey. 

Caucasian respondents tended to indicate rapid 

transit s y stem use at about the same fr~quency as do 

. respondents generally. 

Among Mexican-Americans, the proportion of those 
--

who would use the sys"t:em daily 'is twice as· high as 

among respondents as a whole. 

Among Negro respon¢ents· , more than twice as many 

individuals indicated daily use of the syst;em as am~ng_ 

~esp ondents generally. There was also a significant 

' increase, amonq this respondent group , of those who 

would use the system several _times a week. At . the 

other end of the scale, only fourteen p e r cent of Negro 

respondents indicated they would never use the system, 

an overwhelmingly· lower proportion giving this answer 
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than among respondents as a whole. 

SMOG 

OPINION RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA next examined 

respondent attitudes toward what they consider to be 

the major Southern California problem, relating the 

question of smog to attitudes toward Rapid Trans±~. 

Respondents were first asked to indicate the degree 

of their agreement/disagreement with the statement 

that, "The elimination of smog is the number one 

problem facing Southern California." The results are 

as follows: 

Strongly agree 47% 

Tend to agree 26% 

Tend to disagree 17% 

Strongly disagree 7% 

Don't Know . 3% -~-

There was substantial and homogeneous supp?rt 

from all respondent groups for this statement (although 

there are some minor variations in response; Areas IV 

and X indicated particular concern ~ bout smog, N~gro · 

- 35-
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respondents were marginally less concerned than were 

respondents as a whole). 

Respondents ·were next presented with the statement 

that_, "Air pollution is simply one of the prices we 

must pay for living in a large urban area like Los Angeles." 

Strongly agree 19% 

Tend to agree 22% 

Tend to disagree 24% · 

Strongly disagree 32% 

Don't Know 3% 

It is evident, from the response to this statement, 

that there was relatively little disposition on the 

part · of the majority of the Southern California ·commu1,1i ty 

to accept air pollution as the price for urban living. 

As in the previous question, a majority in most 

respondent groups rejected the above statement. 

However, among Mexican-American respondents a 

majority agreed that air pollution is inevitable in 

a large urban area; Negro respondents w,ere marginally 

less convinced that air pollution can be dealt with than 

are respondents as a whole. 
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Responses to the next question, "If you had to 

name ju~t ori~, what do you believe is the chief · source . 

of smog in ~he Los Angeles area?'', furth~r ~ndicate 

that a correlation may be made by respondents between 

smog reduction and a rapid transit system. 

Fifty-?ix p ercent of all responden~s maintained 

that cars are the chief source ·of smog in the area. 

Twenty-seven percent indicated they believe industry 

' p lays that role. There was little significant variation 

in this response based on the various res pondent group ings, ~ 

among all of whom automobiles were named as the principle 

culp rit, with industry named second most frequently. ' 

It is obvious, then, that since automobiles are 

g enerally thought of as the major smog source, any 

institution such as a rapid transit system - - which 

would serve to reduce automobile use, would potentially 

appeal ~o the community as an important attack on smog 

and air' pollution. 

MISCELLANEOUS 

·' 
OPINION RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA examined past 

respondent experience with rapid transit systems. All 

respondents were a~ked , "Have you ever lived i~ a city 
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which has a Rapid Transit system?", ·. with the following 

results: 

Yes 

No 

Don't Know 

34% 

65% 

1% 

. .. . 

Respondents in Areas I, II, and III indicated 

~ubstanti~lly more experience with rapid transit in 

another city than respondents as a whole; those in 

Areas V, VI, and VIII indicated less such experience. 

.- .... 

Mexican-American respondents have had overwhelm­

ingly less previous experience .with a rapid transit 

system when compared with respondents generally. Among 

Mexican-Americans only nine percent said they have 
• I 

lived previously in a city which had a rapid transit 

system. 

Next, those respondents who had had experieµce 

with ra.pid transit in another city were asked to in- . 

dicate which city, with the following results: 

New York City 32% 

Chicago 20% 

New York -·& Chicago 4% 

-38-
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Los Angeles (red cars) 4% 

Cleveland 4% 

San Francisco 4% 

];3oston 3% 

All others 29% 

Finally, OPINION RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA examined 

the extent .to which the Southern California community 

identifies the Southern Cal~fornia · Rapid Tr~nsit 

-.. 

· District as the agency dealing· with public transportation. 

First , respondents were asked ; "Can you tell me · 
I 

the name of t~e organization which ?perates the bus 

system throughout the Los Angeles metropolitan area?" 

Southern California 
Rapid Transit District • 

M·etropoli tan Transit 
Authority 

Other 

Don't Know 

.. 
42% 

. 

20% 

3% 

35% 

Although there were variations from Area to Area 

i ·n respondents' ability to correctly identify the Southern 

C~lif~rnia ~apid Transit District _as the bus~operating 
• .. 

agency, in all Areas more respondents so identified the 

-39- ' 

, t::.' .·.,.r 

. 
' 

' -

.. 



I••• 

an OPINION RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA survey 

District than any alternative agency. 

There was -. little significant variation on this 

question on the basis of ethnic/racial or political 

-affiliation groupings. 

Finally, resp ondents were informed of the identity 

of the ~apid Transit District (those respondents who 

had not p reviously correctly .identified _i t), and 

all respondents were asked to rate the District's 

past performance on a sev_en.:..point scale., with the number 

"one " rep resenting the best performance, the number 

"seven" the worst. The following scale indicates the 

mean results of respondent answers. 

ALL RESPONDENTS 4.58 

( 1) 

2 

,3 

4 

5 

6 

Mexican-Americans 3.57 

Orientals 4.16 
Negroes 4.58 
Caucasians 4.63 

-------(?---------
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• 

This negative attitude · perhaps is in direct 

correlation with the negative attitude respondents 

. have about current -transpoitation generally~ 

It is evident that at: present the -rating the 

District receives was essentially a negative one. 

Arr\o~g the vario~s respondent groups questioned, only 

Mexican-Americans gave the District a rating which 

rises into the positive area of the scale . 

. . . 

.. 4 

., 
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SUMMARY 

It can be concluded that existing public trans­

portation generally is not accep ted as meeting current 

transportation needs and that a form of p ublic trans­

portab,on (preferably rapid transit) is necessary to · 

keep p ace with growth. 

Also a ppatent is the fact that, at the prese~t time, 

a majority of residents ·do not look upon a rapid 

transit s y stem for p ersonal usage, but instead identify 

its importance to the community at large. 

. . 
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RAPID TRANSIT AND FINANCING 

GENERAL CONSIDERATIONS 

OPINION RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA first sought to 

' establish some basic respondents' attitudes relating 

to the general problem area of financing of a rapid 
', ' 
I transit system. 

Respondents ·were first requested to indicate 

their attitude in general toward governmental "financing. 

They w~re asked to indicate the extent of their agree- . 

mentor disagreement with the statement that, "Gen~rally 

speakin~, government is efficient and as taxpayers 

we get a lot for our money." 

Strongly agree 7% 

Tend to agree 25% 

Tend to disagree 22% 

Strongly disagree .39% 

Don't Know 7% 

It is evident that a · consensus exists among the 

majority of respon_dents ·in disagreement with the above 

statement . .Although there were variations in response 

to this question from group to group, in all respondent 
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groups there was a substantial majority which said that 

government is not efficient. 

Respondents were asked if, despite that con­

clusion, ':' The cornmuni ty should · support with taxes a 

good public transportation system. " 

Strongly agree 25% 

Tend to agree 34 % 

Tend to disagree 16% 

Strongly disagree 21 % 

Don't Know 4 % 

Although on this question,too, variations of 

response exist (Area X showed respondents only a bare 

majority in ag reement ; Oriental respondents on the 

other hand were overwhelmingly in agreement with the 

sti tement), in all respondent group s a majority was 

in agreement with the idea that there should be tax 

support for public transportation. 

Finally , OPINION RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA sought to 

determine the image of the Southern California Rapid 

Transit District in terms of its posit i on as a tax­

supported institution. Re~ po;ndents were asked, " Is 

(the) Southern California Rapid Transit Distrtct tax 

- 44 -
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... . <\, ·.•, 

supported or not?" 

Yes 29% 

No 23% 

Other 1% 

Don't Know 47% 

Those who "don't know" outnumbered any other 

single group of respondents among all respondent groups. 

Otherwise, there was a tendency among the various "' •I-. 

respondent groups for those who believed that the 

District is tax supported to somewhat outnumber those· 

believ~d it ls not. 

Evideritly, however, there is at present no strong 
< 

public attitude toward viewing the S_outhern California 

~ Rapid Transit cistrict as a major tax user. 

RAPID TRANSIT AND FINANC.ING 

F~rst, OPINION RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA examined the 
. . 

attitude of iespondents toward rapid . transit in general, · 

without its being related to the question of financing. 

All respondents were asked, "Generally, would you 

favor or oppose the construction of a Rapid Transit 

System in Lo9 Angel~s County?" _ 
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Respondents were also asked to indicate how 

strongly they felt about their answer to the question. 

The an$wers were then cross-correlated, with the f?-llowing 

results: 

Favor Rapid Transit 
Very Strongly 

Fairly Strongly 

Not Very Strongly 

About Equally Favorable 
and Opposed 

Not Very Strongly 

Fairly Strongly 

Oppose Rapid Transit 
Very Strongly 

Don't Know 

46% 

•. 
25% 

4% 

13% 

1% 

2% 

6% 

3% 

It is evident that there is overwhelming support, 

in general terms, for t~e construction of ·a . rapid 

transit system in Southern California. 

~he idea of a rapid transit system received across­

the-board support f:i;om all group·s of respondents (~~ th • 

~~peci,ally strong support from Mexican-Americans and 

Negroes). 

Next, OPINION RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA asked respondents, 

-46-
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"It has been estimated that the Rapid Transit System 

will c6st approxim~tely 2-1/2 billion dollars. Would 

you favor or oppose a 2-1/2 billion dollar bonq issue 
' . 

for the construction of a Rapid Transit System?" 

Once again, the answer to this question was 

cross-correlated with respond~?t indications of t~e 

strength of their feeling on this issue, with the 

following results: 

Favor Bond Issue 
Very Strongly 

Fairly Strongly 

Not Very Strongly 

28% 

., , 24% 

4% 

About Equally Favorable 
and Opp0sed 2% 

Not Very ·Strongly 2% 

Fairly Strongly 7% 

Oppose Bond Issue 
Very Strongly 19% 

Don't Know 14% 

,,,., 
·. 
' "' 

"- . 
t; 
,;'J, 

,,, 
• -• 

Support for passage of the bond issue from all 

' 

~-
' 

·,, 

respondents was almost exactly two-to-one. There was 

, ... 

':, 

a majority in favor of the bond issue ~mo~g all respondent 
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groups (with particularly heavy support among Negro 

respondents) 

Those respondents who indicated support for the 

passage of the bond issue were qsked to give their 

reasons .for their position, with the following results: 

1) Thirty percent, the 0 largest single 

group of these resppnd~nts, favored the bond 

issue because of the belief that "the (Rapid 

' , 

Transit) system is needed, it will be advantageous.'" 

I • 

2) Fifteen percent favored bond issue 

passage because they believe such a bond issue 

is a good way to · finance a rapid transit system. 

3) Thirteen percent or. t h ese respondents 

expressed general appr~val. 

4) Other, less frequently mentioned 

reasons for bond i ssue support included the 

belief that it will provide for better, i m­

p roved transportation (9%) , it worild eliminate 

traffic congestion (7%), the bond issue is 

needed to begin construction (of a rapid transit 
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system) ( 6 % ) , that such a bond issue would- save 

tax dollars (5%), and a variety of other, less 

frequent reasons. 

Respondents who expressed opposition t6 the bona · 

issue proposal were asked to give reasons for that 

opposition. 
1_;. 

l ' • 

1) Forty-five percent of these respondents 

opposed the bo~d issue, equating it with a tax 
' .·. ' 

increase or ~xpressing the idea that financial 

burdens are already too high. 

2) Other reasons for opposition to the 

bond issue included the belief that theie are 

too many bonds already (12%), opposition be~ause 

the respondent concerned ·considers that he would 

receive no use from a rapid transit system (9%), 

gene~al disapproval (6%), the belief t~at property 

owners would be the ones to pay for the bond 

issue (-5%), the belief that the system . should 

be priv~tely financed and/or owned (5%), t~at 

only r~pid transit users should . pay for the 

system (5%), 1;md the belief that there is no need 

-49- . 
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for such a system (5%) . There is a wide scattering 

of other, less frequently ment1oned reasons for 

oppo~itiRn to the bill. 

Next, OPINION RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA questioned 
' ' 

respondents about a proposal for a sales tax increase. 

Respondents were asked, "It has been suggested, t~at 

1/2 of 1% increase in the sales tax in Los An~eles 

County be used to finance a Rapid Transit System. 

Would you approve or dis~pprove of such · a~ increase 

to finance construction of a · Rapid Transit System?" 

Once more, answers to this question were correlated 

with the strength of belief ·respondents indicated on 

this issue, . with the following results: 

Favor Tax Increase 
Very Strongly 

Fairly Strongly 

Not Very Strongly 

About Equally Favorable 
and Opposed 

Not Very Strongly 

Fairly Strongly 

Opp ose Tax Increase~ 
·, Very Strongly 

,Don't Know 

- 50-

22% 

21% 

4% 

2% 

2% 

11% 
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Respondent opinion in favor of and opposed to 

a tax increase is almost evenly divided (those in 

favor have a slight (3%) advantage). Opinion is 

' sufficiently evenly divided on this issue for the 

movement of a substantial portion of the "don't know" 

respondents to have a decisive effect on the result of 

any confrontation between the other two groups. 

Examination of the responses from the various 

respondent groups indicates • the following: 

1) Respondents in Areas I, II, . III, V, 

VI, VII, and IX indicated a favorable response 

... 
' 

to the tax increase . proposal; those in Areas IV, 

VIII, and X were somewhat unfavorable. 

2) Caucasians' responses were very similar · 

to that of respondents as a whole. Negro re­

s pondents were marginally more favorable to the· 

idea of a tax increase than respondents generally; 

Mexican- American and Oriental respondents were 

much more heavily supportive of a tax increase £or 

rapid transit than are respondents as a whole. 

3) Respondents who favored passage of the 

- 51-
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Rapid Transit System Bond Issue also favored a 

tax increase for rapid transit by better than 

two- to-one. Those who o~posed the bond issue 

opposed the tax increase at between three and 

four-to-one. · 

Respondents who said they "don't know" 

whether they favor or oppose the bond • issue: 

proposal are marginally opposed (40% to 36%) 

to the tax increase proposal. 

Finally, respondents were aske~, "If Rapid . 

Transit could be . financed only by one of the following 

means, which one would you choose -- an increase in 

the sales tax or an increase in property tax?" 

Sales tax 

Property tax 

Neither 

Don't Know 

65% 

6% 

24% 

5% 

There was, obviously, virtually no support for 

an increase in property tax to finance construction of 

a rapid transit system. Rejection of . such a propertr 

-tax increase was found as an ··across-the-board position 

-52- . . 
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among respon.dents of all group s. 

Support for the sales tax increase in response 

to this question (that is, given the above choice), 
.. 

occurred in a majo~ity of·· ;espondeQts in virtually all 

responde~t groups. 

BALLOT 

Because some individual's responses show significant 

changes when asked to make public expression of thei·r 

·op inions, OPINION RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA exaririned all 

r~sp onses on the bond issue - and tax increaseJ proposals 

through secret ballot as well as the more or_dinary 

.sampling technique. 

All respondents were given a samp le ballot for the 

bond election in November on Rapid Transit. They were 

as ked to ma~k the ballot , fbld it, and place it in a 

' ballot box provided for this purpose. 

Respondents were asked to vote the following 

ballot : "To .construct a modern rail Rapid Transit 

System and expanded bus system, shall a bonded 

indebtedness of $2 . 5 billion be incurred supported by 

- 53 -
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1/2~ sales tax?" 

Yes 

No 

(Don't Know -­
does not appear 

58.5% 

35.3% 

on ballot) 6.2% 

There was a very substantial variation in response 

to the sales tax proposal when it was presented on a 

secret ballot from that when it was presented in the 

ordina~y questioning technique. 

By secret ballot, support for the tax proposal 

increased by more than eleven percent; opposition was 

reduced by more than nine percent . 

Considering only the res~o~se by secret ballot, 

analysis reveals the following: 

1) All Areas shown were substantially 

more supportive of the t~x increase than .opposed 

to it (with the exception of Area IV, which 

supported the tax increase by a bare one and one­

half percent; this Area is consistent in its 

relative lack of enthusiasm for any kind of rapid 

transit funding). 
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2) Caucasian respondents , were approx­

imately as s'upportive as respondents as a whole. 

Negro and Mexican- American ·.respondents supported 
. . 

the tax increase at better than three-to-one 

(although Mexican-Americans did not support the 

bond issue). 

SUMMARY 

What appears to clearly emerge is a generally 

favorable attitude on the part of responden~s ,toward 

the concep t of a ·Rapid Transit Sys~em. 

Overwhelming support is given to the idea of 

rapid transit when it is not tied to any necessity 

for considering methods of financing. But equally 

important, there is a consistent majority_of re­

spondents who support rapid transit p roposals even 

when made to consider funding methods . 

, .. , .. , It must be recognized, howeve.r, that there i-s 

latent opposition to any proposals which affects the 

tax dollars and this opposition frequently i~ voiced at 
,. 

th"e 'P~()lls. ,, ••. 
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The proponents f~r developing a rapid transit 

system must concisely state the necessity of· such a 

system to help solve some of the present and future 

probiems of the Metropolitan Los Angeles Area. 

\. 
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\ 

I. How long have you lived in Los Angeles County? 

Area Area Area •;Area · Area Area 
I II III IV V ...YL' 

Less than 1 year .5% 1 . 2% 2.2% 
( 

Oo0% 0.0% 0.0% 
---..., '· 

' One-five years 13.7% 4.9% 11.3% 11. 8% 9.7% 8.0% 

'• Six-f if·teen years 33 ., 8% 20 .7% 23'.l°/o l9.1% 27.8% l9 . 7% . ' 
'· !;, 

More than 15 years 52.0% 73.2% 63. 4% 69 . 1% 62.5% 72.3% 

n= 204 82 320 110 11.j-4 137 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total . 

Less than 1 year 1.4% l. LJ.% 2.5% 0. 0% 1 . 0% 

One-five years 8.7% 9.7% ( 6'''3%" 
' ·• · 0 

9.6% 10.1% 

Six-fifteen years 24.6% 18.1% 28. 8% 26. 9% 21.j .. 5% 
! 

More than 15 years '65.2% 70.8% 62.5% 63 0 5% 6l~.3% 

n= 69 144 80 lOLJ. 11394 
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IIi~I Do you own your home or are you renting? 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
': I :, _IL III ..1Y... _;_5f_ VI 

Own 86~8% 87. 8% 62.2% 7306% 62.5% 78. 8% 

Renting (Leasing) 13.2% 12~2% 37 .·8% 26-.1~% 37.5% 21.2% 

n= 201+ 82 320 110 lr+r+ 137 

Area Area Area Area 
VIL: VIII • IX X Total 

, , 

Own 69.,6% 80.6% 8lo3% 85.6% 75.0% 

Renting (Leasing) 30. r+% 19. r+% 18.8% 14-. r+% 25.0% 

n= 69 lr+r+ 80 101+ 1391+ 



I II. How many cars are there in this household? 

Area Area Ar ea Area Area Area 
'l II III . -1.Y.... V VI - ;· ··-

None 3 . 4-% 7. 3% 15. 3% 11.8% 16.0% 8. 8% 

One 26 . 5% ' 28 0 0% 35. 0% 32. 7%. • 36.1% 32. 1% 

Two 55. 9% 56.,1% 37 .5% 4-6 0 4% 38. 9% 46 .7% 

Three or more 14. 2% 8 . 5% 12.2% 9.1% 9.0% 12. 4-% 

n= 204 82 320 110 1 4-4- 137 

Area Area Area Ar ea 
VI I VI II IX X Total 

None 10.1% 9. 0% 5.0% 8.7% 10.3% 

One 31. 9% 38 . 9% 4-0 0 0% 32.7% 33 . 4-% 

Two 39.1% 4-1. 7% 37.5% 40. 4-% 4-3.8% 

Three or more 18.8% 10. 4% 17.5% 18.3% 12.6% 

n= 69 1 44- 80 104 139 4-

. ~ ----
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IV. What is your occupation? 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

Miscellaneous 9 . 3% 13 04-% 11 . 9% 8.2% 5. 6% 3. 6% 

Retired 1.5% 7.3% 4-.4-% L~,;-5% 2.1% 3 . 6% 

Labor skilled 5.4% 11.0% 4.1% 16.4% 11. 8% 19 .0% 

Professional 1. 0% 3o7% .3% 2.7% 5.6% 9 . 5% 

Services 0. 0% 2. LI-% 1. 3% . 9% 2. 8% 3 . 6% 

Skilled white collar 6. 4% 13. 4% 16. 3% 20 . 9% 1 2.5% 13 . 1% 

Clerical - secretarial 2. 9% 6.1% 5.0% 0. 0% 2. 8% 6. 6% 

Managerial, supervisorial 3. 4% 8.5% 5 . 3% 3.6% 6. 9% 4- . ll-% 

Sales 1 2.7% 3.7% 4-.4-% 10.0% 8.3% 2. 9% 

Labor semi-skilled 1.5% 9. 8% 3.4% 4-. 5% L 4-% .7% 

Labor unskilled 2. 9% 4o9% 1. 6% 1 .8% 2.1% .7% 

Owner, self-employed 52.9% 15. 9% 4-2.2% 26.4% 38.2% 32. 1% 

n= 204 82 320 110 144- 137 
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IV. (Continued) 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Miscellaneous 10.1% 7.6% 7o5% 11.5% 37o7% 

Retired 2.9% .7% 1.3% 10, .. 6%(•/ 
o' 0 1 , 1 13o9% 

Labor skilled 5.8% 6.3% 11.3% 15. 4-% 9.5% 

Professional 1.4-% 3.5% 2.5% 4-o 8% 9.0% 

Services 1 . 4-% 3.5% 1.3% 3.8% 7.0% 

Skilled white collar 13.0% 19o 4% 10.0% 13.5% 4.9% 

Clerical - secretarial 2.9% 3.5% 6.3% 3.8% 4.0% 

Managerial, supervisorial 4-.3% 4-.2% 1.3% 7.7% 3.7% 

Sales 4-. 3% 7.6% 10.0% 5.8% 3.3% 

Labor serni ... skilled 0.0% 4-.2% 5.0% 5.8% 3.1% 

Labor unskilled 1.4-% 2.1% 0.0% 1.9% 1. 9% I 
Owner» self-employed 52.2% 37.5% 4-3.8% 15. 4-% 1.9% I 
n= 69 144- 80 104- 1394-



Vo What would you say you l ike most about living i n Southern Californi a? 

Climate 

Everything 

General approval 

Job opportunities/ 
working conditions 

Nothing 

Climat e and recreational 
access and f acilities 
(cultural) 

Casual way of living, 
modern tempo 

Scenery/near beaches, 
mountains, deserts 

Climate and job oppor­
tunities/salaries 

Recreat ional facilities 
general (cultural) 

Home state 

Availability of needs 
(good roads, shopping 
facilities) 

Climate and people 

Climate and easy living 

Climate, availability of 
needs, shopping centers 

People (family, 
friendliness) 

Income level, higher wages 

Good educational system 

~ . r ,... • 

Ar ea 
I 

62 .3% 

0.0% 

2.0% 

1.0% 

2.5% 

3. 4% 

3.4% 

5.0% 

2.0% 

1.5% 

.5% 

0.0% 

2.9% 

2.5% 

.5% 

1.5% 

.5% 

Area 
II 

59 .8% 

3.7% 

6.1% 

0.0% 

4.9% 

1 .2% 

1.2% 

2.4% 

2 .4% 

2 .4% 

3.6% 

1.2% 

0.0% 

1.2% 

1.2% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Area 
I I I 

59.1% 

6.6% 

2.5% 

2.2% 

2.8% 

3.8% 

2.2% 

1.6% 

2.2% 

.6% 

0.0% 

2.8% 

1.6% 

.9% 

1.2% 

0.0% 

.9% 

Area 
IV 

69.1% 

4.5% 

3.6% 

1.8% 

.9% 

1.8% 

.9% 

1.8% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

.9% 

.9% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Area 
V 

Ar ea 
VI 

55.6% 55.5% 

9.7% 8.0% 

8.3% 2.2% 

7. 6% 3. 6% 

4-.2% 3.6% 

.7% 2.2% 

0. 0% 3. 6% 

0.0% 2.2% 

2.1% .7% 

.7% .7% 

Q .0% I LJ..LJ.% 

.7% 2.9% 

. 7% . 7% 

0.0% 0.0% 

.7% 0.0% 

. 7% . 7% 

1.4-% 1.5% 

0.0% .7% 
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v. Continued) 

' 
Area .Area Area Area Total! 

VII VIII IX X 

Climate 58 00% 68.8% 71.3% 57o7% 61.1% 

Everything 1.4% 2.8% 1.3% 6.7% 4.8% 

General approval 5.8% 2.8% 5.0% 3.8% 4.2% 

Job opportunities/ 
working conditions 508% 3.5% 3.8% l;.0% 3 .• 0% 

Nothing 1.4% 3.5% 2.5% 3.8% 2.9% 

Climate & recreational 
access & facilities 
(cultural) 5.8% 2.1% 1.3% 3.8% 2.4% 

Casual way of living, 
modern tempo 0.0% 0.0% 1.3% 1.0% 1.9% 

Scenery/near beaches, 
mountains, deserts 7.2% 2.1% 2 .. 5% 1.9% 1.8% 

I 
Climate & job opportuni-

I 

ties/salaries 0.0% 2.8% 0.0% 1.9% 1.7% 

Recreational facilities 
general (cultural) 1.4% .. 7% 0. 0% 1.9% 1.7% 

Home state 2.9% 4~2% 1~3% 0.0% 1.6% 

Availability of needs 
. (good roads, shopping 
facilities) 2.9% 1.4% 2. 5% 2.0% 1.2% 

Climate & people 1.4% .7% 1.3% o.·0% 1.1% 

Climate and easy living 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% .9% 

Climate, availability of 
needs, shopping centers 0.0% .7% 0 .0% 0.0% .9% 

People (family, friendliness) .4% 0. 0% 2.5% 0 0 0% .8% 

Income level; higher wages 0.0% .7% 1.3% 0.0% .6% 

Good educational system 0 .0% 0.0% o·. 0% 3.8% .5% 
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v. (Continued) 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV . • V VI - - - -

Climate & educational 
opportunities 0. 00/o l:~2% .9% 0.0% 0.;0% 0o0% 

t 
Nice homes, area 0.0% 0.0% .3% 0.0% 2~1% 0.0% 

Don't know 5o9% 7.3% 2o5% 11.8% 4-.9% 6.6% 

n= 204- 82 320 110 14-4- 137 
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v. (Continued) 
., 

Area Area Area Area 
.• VII VIII ..12L •. X Total 

Climate & educational 
opportunities 0o0% 0.0% o.·0% 0;.0% .3% 

Nice homes, area 0.0% 0o0% 0;.0% 0.0% .3% 

Don 1 t know 4-.3% 3· .. s% 2 .. 5% 10.6% 5.5% 

n= 69 14-4- 80 104- 1394-
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VL What would you say you like least about living in Southern California? 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
_L II III E.. , · V ...:ll.... -

Smog 4-2. 6% 58o5% 39 0 0% 58.2% 37.5% 4-4-.5% 

Nothing 3.9% 3.7% 1006% 5~5% 14-06% 9.5% 

Overpopulation 6.9% 6.1% 4-o7% 2.7% 5.5% 7.3% 

Traffic 3,,(4-% 6.1% Lj.o 4-% 2.7% 4-. 9% 6.6% 

. Public transportation 8.8% 1.2% 3 .. 1% 1.8% 8.3% 2.9% 

Traffic & Smog 6.9% 3.7% 5 .. 3% 5.5% 0.0% 2~9% 

Overpopulation & smog 2~0% 1~2% 4-. 4-% 4-~5% 0.0% 2.2% 
I 

High jtaxes, increasing taxes 0~0% 3~7% 1:9% 0~0% lo4-% 2 .. 9% 
I 

Caliber of people 
(unfriendly) 2:0% 1.2% 2.2% 1.9% .7% 1.5% 

Smog & transportation 
~7% (f reeways) 4.9% 2:LJ.% 2.2% 0 .. 0% 0;.0% 

Urban cris:is,.lack of 
pl anning, overcentral-
i zation ~5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% .8% Oo0% 

Weat her (hot, monotonous, 
lack of rai n) 2~0% 1~2% 1.9% .9% 1 ·~4-% lo5% 

Social problems general-
racial, demonstrations, 
riots 0.0% 2.,4-% 2:2% 1~8% lo4-% 1.5% 

Transportation/freeway 
system (congestion, lack 
of planning) o5% 0·~0% 1.9% 0.0% .7% 0.0% 

Miscellaneous 1·~s% 1~2% 1.9% o·.0% 1:4-% L.7% 

Traffic & overpopulation 15% 1.,2% ~7% 0 .. 0% ~7% 0.0% 

Vastness of the area/ 
distance to travel to 
get anywhere 1~5% 0·~0% 1~3% 0:0% 2~8% 0~0% 

; 
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VI. (Continued) 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII··· :IL · x Total -

Smog 23.2% 33.3% 30.0% 62o5% 4-6~2% 

Nothing 20.3% 11;.1% 17 ~·5% 4-.8% 10.4% 

Overpopulation 8.7% 13.9% 6~3% 8.7% 7 ~4-% 

Traffic 8~7% 9~0% 15~0% 3.8% 6.2% 

Public transportation 0~0% 2~1% 2~5% 1 ·09% 4-.2% 

Traffic & smog 4-;.°3% 0~0% 1.3% 1 .• 9% 3.9% 

Overpopulation& smog 4-;.°3% 2.1% 2~5% 3·~8% 3o0% 

High1 taxes, increasing taxes 4-.3% 6.3% 2.5% 1.0% 3~0% 

Caliber of people 
(unfriendly) 2·~9% 2.8% 2~5% 1~0% lo9% 

Smog & transportation 
(freeways) 1~4-% 0;.0% 0·~0% 1~0% 1.7% 

Urban crisis-lack of 
planning , overcentralization o·;.0% 0.0% 0;.°0% 0~0% lo4-% 

Weather (hot, monotonous, 
lack of rain) 2 .• 9% 0.0% 0.0% o. 00/4 1~4-% 

Social problems general-
racial, demonstrations, 
riots 0~0% 1~7% 2i5% 0~0% 1 .• 4-% 

Transportation/freeway 
system (congestion, lack 
of planning) 0~0% 0~0% 0~0% 0·;0% 1~2% 

Miscellaneous o·io% li4-% 2;.°5% 0~0% 1.1% 

Traffic & overpopulation 4-o3% 2~1% 2.5% 1.0% 1.1% 

Vastness of the area/ 
distance to travel to 
get anywhere 0~0% •. 7% 1~3% o·;.0% 1.1% 

. •,:-,: ·:· ,•, . ~~ ' .. 
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VI~ (Continued) 

Area Area Area Area Area_ Area 
--,r :..1L. III -1.Y... :.; .. v - ' VI -

Dishonest officials/ o: ·0% 1~2% 1.3% 1~8% ~7% 0.0% 
Governor Reagan 

Crime/poor police 
protection 1:0% 0~0% .9% li9% 1'~4-% ;.7% 

Taxes & smog 1 ·~0% o·;.0% :9% i9% ·;.7% ;7% 

Climate general (winds; 
earthquakes, fog) 0~·0% 0·~0% ·;3°/4 0·;;0% o·~ 00/o o·.·0% 

High cost of living-rent 
property, etc. :s°/4 0~00/o .0 3% 0~0% 0~0% 0·~0% 

Dontt know s ·;4% 3·;.7% 6-;.3°/o lL.8% 12~5% 10·.9% 

n= +,93 79 300 97 126 122 

Area Area Area Area 
· VII VIII • 'I~ . X . Total· -

Dishonest officials/ 
Governor Reagan 0~0% 1 ·i4-% 0~0% 1. 00/o ·:9% 

Crime/poor police 
o ~·0% o:·0% protection li3% 0".;.'0% ~ 8% 

Taxes & Smog 0:0% 0~0% 0.0% 0. 00/o 0 6°/4 

Climate general (winds, 
earthquakes, fog) o·:0% ~7% o·;.0% o·.0% ·;;·s% 

High cost of living-rent 
property, • etc~ 1.4% ·2~·1% 0 -~ 0% 0;.0% • 5% 

Dontt know 11.· 6°/4 4·~ 2% 17.5% 6;.7% 7;.7% 

n= 61 138 74 97 1287 

:· :r , 



VII~ Generally,' would you say that you are 
transportation in Los Angeles Co nty? '. 
one point to another? 

Area Area 
~ :..1L 

Satisfied 24. 0% 32~9% 

Dissatisfied 63;.7% 51.2% 

Don:'.t Know 12~3% 15~9% 

n= 204 82 

Area Area 
VII V'IIT 

I 
Satisfied 42:0% 47 .2% 

Di s s at isf ied 44~9% 45·~·8% 

Dori ! t Know i 3i 0% 5'~9% 

n= 69 1 41+ 
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satisfied 
That is, 

Area 
; III 

29.7% 

59o7% 

10 0 6% 

320 

Area 
·- j:~ 

46.3% 

43 •. 8% 

10;.0% 

80 

~-' ·: :') 
• ':' :_1 

· .. .. 

or dissatisfied with 
your ability to go from 

Area Area Area 
'· IV ' , •, -~l ' , VI' 

33;.6% 30~6% 40.1% 

52;.7% 62.5% 43 .. 8% 

13~6% 6~9% 16.1% 

110 144 137 

Area 
X · T'ot :al, 

43 -~3% 34.9% 

47.;.1% 53 -~ 9% 

9;. 6% 11 .. 2% 

lO L~ 1394 

I 
I, 
I 

I 

I . 

i. 
I 
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VII ·: (Continued) 

(If satisfied,' ask:) 

a. Why do you feel this way? 

Area Ar.ea Area Area Area Area 
,,; 11.:, , ... a:1·: ' ··III ·· IV ' i ·; :v \7IL 1 
~ 

General approval 27:·JYo · 7.4% 28:4% 37.8% 29.5% 34.5% 

With car can get anywhere 
easily/own car 25:0% 18.5% 28.4% 29.7% 27.3 18.2% 

Adequate bus service/public 
transportation 6:3% 22:2% 28:4% 13:·5% 25.0% 12.7% 

I 

Freeways are good/easy con-
tact with the freeways 25.0% 25:9% 6~'3% 13,~5% 6:8% 12.7% 

Stre~ts & Freeways adequate~· 
o:n% good 2~'1% 2:1% 0.0% 2:13% 12·.7% 

Dontt have to use the bus/ 
hearsay 2:·JYo 3·:7% 3.2% 5o4% 4:5% 1.8% 

Travel at non-rush hours 0:0% 0.0% 0.0% o;n% 0~'0% 0~0% 

Not affected by heavily 
congest areas 4·: •2% o:·0% Oo0% Oo0% 0:0% 5.5% 

Satisf ied because don't 
want more t axes 2~·1% 0:0% 0:0% o:·0% 2:·3% 1:8% 

Personal contact with trans-
por:tation system (employee) 2:1% 0:0% 1.1% 0~0% o:001o o·.0% 

Availability of needs (work, 
shopping) 0:0% o·:0% 0:0% 0·~0% 0:0% o:0% 

Don 1 t know 2:1% 11·i1% 2:1% 0:0% · 2o3% 0.0% 

n= 48 27 95 37 4-4- 55 
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VIIi a .. (Continued) 

Area Area Area Area 
, _. f ' 

,-t~ ·-' l;i\X . Total' ~ VITI 

General approval 24-·~·1% 27.9% 54-.1% 20~'0% 29 ~5% 

With car can get anywhere 
easily/own car 31·.0% 14-~7% 27~·0% 31:·1% 24-.7% 

Adequate bus service/public 
transportation 2 4-~ 1% 16~2% 2:7% 4-:4-% 16.5% 

Freeways are good/easy contact 
with the freeways 3 ~4-% · 5 i '9% 5~4-% 15~ 6°/o 11.1% 

Streets & freeways adequate, good o:,o°/4 : 8:8% 2~7% 0:0% 4-. 9% 
I 

Don 1 t have to use the bus/ 
hearsay 10 -~·3% s:s°/o 

I 
5~4-% 4-·~4-°/4 4-.7% 

I 

2~7% Travel at non-rush hours 3:4% 14-~7% 0·~·0% 2 ••• 5% 

Not affected by heavily 
congested areas 0~0% 1.5% o·;:0% o·.;:0% 1. 2% 

Satisfied because don't 
want more taxes 0~·0% 0:0% o·~o°/o 2:2% :8% 

Personal contact with trans-
portation system (employee) o:o°/4 0 :001o 0:0% 0:0% :4-% 

Availability of needs (work , 
shopping) 0~0% 1. 5% 0: 10% 2:2% ~ 6% 

Don'lt know 3 ~-4-% o :u% 0·~0% 13:3% 2i9% 

n= 29 68 37 45 4-85 



VII. (Continued) 

(If dissatisfied, ask:) 

b. Why do you feel this way? 

Traffic too heavy, conges-

Area 
I - \ 

A_rea 
II 

tion, too many cars 15.4% 11.9% 

Overall poor service, poor 
public transportation 20.8% 0.0% 

Too infrequent in service/ 
wait 1too long/poor 
schedules 6. 2% 11. 9% 

Inadequate transportation 
in/ g~neral 9 . 2% 7 .1% 

Too slow/takes too much time/ 
too tiring 6. 2% 2. 4% 

Quality of bus service (not 
enough buses, stops) 7.7% 7.1% 

Personal transportation only 
way to get around 10.8% 11.9% 

Poor routes, canrt get any-
where 5. 4% ci. 0% 

Poor transfer system, lack 
of connections 2.3% 4.8% 

Poor freeway system (lack of 
planning, congestion) 3.1% 9.5% 

Too expensive . 8% 2. L~% 

Poor service and too expensive 6.9% 

Miscellaneous dissatisfaction 
w~th transportation .8% 

Miss the big red cars 0.0% 

4.8% 

4.8% 
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Area 
-111. 

12.5% 

1.0% 

18.8% 

9.9% 

12.6% 

l.J..1% 

3.7% 

1.0% 

l.J.. 7% 

2.6% 

l.J.. 7% 

1.0% 

Area 
IV 

32.8% 

0. 00/o 

3.LJ.% 

5.2% 

5.2% 

15.5% 

3.4% 

0.0% 

3.4% 

3.4% 

1. 7% 

1. 7% 

Area 
V -

Area 
VI -

11.1% 1.7% 

ll.J..4% 20.0% 

5.6% 15.0% 

13 .3% • 6. 7% 

3.3% 0.0% 

2.2% 10.0% 

1.1% 1.7% 

2.2% 0.0% 

3.3% 

2.2% 

1.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

1. 7% 



VII. b. (Continued) 

Traffic too heavy, conges-

Area 
VII 

tion, too many rn.rs 29. 0% 

Overall poor service, poor 
public transportation 3.2% 

Too infrequent in service/ 
wait too long/poor 
schedules 9.7% 

Inadequate transportation 
in general 12o9% 

Too sldw/takes too much time/ 
I 

too tiring 3.2% 
I 

Quality of bus service (not 
enough buses, stops) 0.0% 

Personal transportation only 
way to get around Oo0% 

Poor routes, canrt get any­
where 

Poor transfer system, lack 
of connections 

Poor freeway system (lack of 
planning, congestion) 

Too expensive 

12.9 

3.2% 

Poor service and too expensive 0.0% 

Miscellaneous dissatisfaction 
with transportation 0.0% 

Miss the big red cars 0 ~: 0% 
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Area 
VIII 

Area 
IX 

9 .1% 14-. 3% 

3.0% 5.7% 

4-.5% 2.9% 

1306% 

1.5% 

3.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

1.5% 

11.4-% 

2.9% 

2.9% 

2.9% 

0.0% 

I 

Area 
X 

22. 4-% 

4-.1% 

10.2% 

0.0% 

8.2% 

12.2% 

0.0% 

0. 00/a 

2.0% 

0.0% 

Total 

18.8% 

17.3% 

12. 4-% 

6.7% 

3.5% 

1.2% 

1.1% 
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VII. b. (Continued) 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI -

Undependable schedules 2.3% 0.0% .5% 3. I.J.% 0.0% 1.7% 

Use example of other cities' 
transit system 0. 00/4 0.0% 2.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0 0 00/4 

Poor weekend, holiday, 
night service .8% 0. 00/4 1.5% 0. 00/4 2.2% 0 0 00/4 

Don 1t know 1.5% 7.1% 1.0% (). 00/4 0.0% 1. 7% 

n= 130 4-2 191 58 90 60 

Area Area Area Area 
XII VIII IX X Total -

Undependable schedules 0.0% 1.5% 0. 00/4 0.0% 1.1% 

Use example of other cities' 
transit system 6.5% 0.0% 2.9% 0.0% .9% 

Poor weekend, holiday, 
night service 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.0% .9% 

Don't know 0.0% 0.0% 2.9% 0 0 00/4 1.2% 

n= 31 66 35 4-9 752 
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VII. (Continued) 

(If dissatisfied, ask:) 

c. Can you think of anything that should be done to improve the 
situation? 

New transit system needed 
(better, rapid) 

More buses needed 

Monorail 

Need better bus service 
(holidays and weekends, 
better organization) 

More frequent bus service 
I 

Extended bus service 
(within an area, and 
to an area) 

Improved freeway system -
(larger, better, more) 

Subway (like New York) 

Improved transportation 
system needed -
miscellaneous 

Less cars 

Red cars/street cars. 
back in service 

Need better connections 

Monorail and/or subway, 
and/or more freeways 

Improve traffic and 
road conditions 

Area 
I 

25. 4-% 

12 .3% 

9.2% 

6.9% 

6.9% 

8.5% 

.8% 

1.5% 

3.0% 

1.6% 

0.0% 

2.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Area 
II 

38.1% 

11.9% 

2 .4-% 

2 .4-% 

2 .4-% 

7 .2% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

4-. 8% 

2. 4-% 

2. 4-% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Area 
III 

32.5% 

17 .8% 

4- .2% 

5.2% 

6.3% 

1.6% 

1.6% 

6.3% 

1.5% 

0.0% 

2.6% 

.5% 

.5% 

.5% 

: ;;..; • ,'.' ~ ... . :: , 
.'• 

Area 
IV 

39.6% 

12.1% 

10.3% 

1.7% 

1.7% 

0. 00/o 

1.7% 

5.1% 

5.2% 

3 .4-% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

Area 
V 

27.8% 

27.7% 

lJ.. l~% 

6. 6% 

0.0% 

5.5% 

2.2% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

1.1% 

1.1% 

1.1% 

3.3% 

Area 
VI 

21.7% 

11.7% 

8.3% 

6.7% 

8.3% 

5.5% 

3 .4-% 

1.7% 

1. 7% 

3.3% 

0.0% 

3.3% 

3.3% 

0.0% 



VII. Co (Continued) 

New transit system needed 
(better, rapid) 

More buses needed 

Monorail 

Need better bus service (holiday 
& weekends, better organization 

More frequent ~us service 
i \ 

Extend~d bus service (within 
area !and to an area) 

Improved freeway system 
(larger, better, more) 

Subway (like New York) 

Improved transportation 
system needed-misco 

Less cars 

Red cars/street cars back 
in service 

Need better connections 

Monorail and/orsubway, and/or 
more freeways 

an 

Improve traffic & road conditions 

Area 
VII 

29.0% 

12.9% 

6.5% 

3.2% 

3.2% 

9.7% 

3.2% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

3.2% 

0.0% 

0.0% 
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Area 
VIII 

28.8% 

12.1% 

4-.5% 

9.1% 

3.0% 

0.0% 

Oo0% 

6.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

1.5% 

Area 
.11L . 

20.0% 

11.4-% 

8.7% 

2.9% 

2.9% 

0.0% 

5.8% 

5.7% 

2.9% 

2.9% 

0.0% 

Area 
·x -

4-0 .8% 

12.2% 

6.1% 

2.0% 

16.3% 

2.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

2o0% 

Total 

30.1% 

13.8% 

5.5% 

5.3% 

3.2% 

3.0% 

2.7% 

2.0% 

1.9% 

1.3% 

1.1% 

.9% 
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VIL c. (Continued) 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV · V VI 

Finance transit system 
through government aid 
(federal, state ,, funds) 2.3% 0.0% 1.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 

Stop influx of people into 
California 0.0% 2. 4% 0 5% 0 0 00/o 0.0% 0 0 00/o 

Reduce cost 0. 00/o 0. 00/o 0.0% 0.0% 1.1% 1.7% 

Don 1 t know 20.0% 23.8% 17.3% 17.2% 12.2% 21.7% 

n= 130 4-2 191 58 90 60 
Area Area Area Area 
• VII VIII :. IX X Total 

I 

FirancJ transit system 
through government aid 
(federal, state funds) 0. 00/o 0. 00/o 0.0% 0.0% . 7% 

Stop influx of people into 
Cali fornia 3. 2% 1.5% 0.0% 0. 00/o . 5% 

Reduce cost 0.0% 1.5% 0.0% 0.0% . 4-% 

DonYt know 16.1% 18.2% 28.6% 18. 4-% 18.5% 

n= 31 66 35 4-9 752 
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VIII. (All respondents) 

Can you tell me the name of the organization which operates the bus 
system throughout the Los Angeles metropolitan area? 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI -

Southern California Rapid 
Transit District 4-1. 7% 62.2% 4-1+.1% 4-4-. 5% 36.1% 38.0% 

Metropolitan Transit 
Authority 22.5% 17.1% 23.1% 14-.. 5% 19. 4-% 22.6% 

Other 4-. 4-% 1.2% 5.0% 3 .. 6% 2.8% .7% 

Don 1 t know 31. 4-% 19.5% 27.8% 37.3% 4-1. 7% 38.7% 

n= 204 82 320 110 144- 137 

Area Area Area Area 
...Y11. VIII ..ll...: X Total 

Southern California Rapid 
Transit District 34-. 8% 29 .. 2% 4-3 0 8% 4-6.2% 4-1. 5% 

Metropolitan Transit Authority 17.4% 12.5% 17.5% 24.0% 19.9% 

Other 0.0% L~. 9% L3% 1.9% 3.2% 

Don 1 t know 4-7.8% 53.5% 37.5% 27.9% 35.3% 

n= 69 144 80 104- 1394 

~•,•'} ' ' II '• ~ 

,•·· 
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IXo Is Southern California Rapid Transit District tax supported or not? 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

Yes 34-/3% 50.0% 27.8% . 31.8% 17. 4-% 22.6% 

No 22o5% 22.0% 26 0 9% 19.1% 16o7% 24-ol% 

Other lo5% 0.0% o3% 2o7% 2~1% o7% 

Dontt know 4-1. 7% 28.0% 4-5.0% 4-6. 4-% 63.9% 52.6% 

n= 20 ~~ 82 320 110 14-4- 137 

Are.a Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Yes 2Oo3% 22.9% 4-0. 0% 30.8% 28.8% 

No 2Qo3% 23.6% 23.8% 21.2% 22o7% 

Other DoO% . 7% DoO% 2o9% lol% 

Don 1 t know 59 0 lJ-% 5208% 36.3 4-5 0 2% 4-703% 

n= 69 14-4- 80 104- 1394-
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X. The Southern California Rapid Transit District operates the major bus 
system in the Los Angeles area. Using this card, would you give me 
the number which best describes your attitude regarding the Southern 
California Rapid Transit Districto 

Area Ar.ea Area Area Area Area 
I i II III IV V VI - - -

Approve 

1 6.9% 6.1% 7 .8% 8.2% 3.5% 8.0% 

2 3. 4-% 9.8% 10.3% 9ol% 11.1% 2o2% 

3 4-o 9% 6.1% 8.8% 7.3% 12.5% 8. 00/4 

4- 22.1% 17.1% 17.5% 15.5% 14-o 6% 25.5% 

5 llo3% 9.8% 14-. 4-% 6. 4-% 11.8% 9 .. 5% 

6 15.2% 8.5 llo3% 20.9% 17.4-% 9.5% 

7 25.5% 24-.4-% 2Do0% 14-. 5% 18.1% 17 0 5% 
Disapprove 

Donrt know 1008% 18.3% 10.0% 18o2% 11.1% 19.7% 

n= 204- 82 320 110 14-4- '. 137 
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x. (Continued) 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX :.: X Total 

Approve 

1 7.2% 706% 1Qo0% 8.7% 7.3% 

2 7.2% 7a6% 11.3% 6.7% 7.8% 

3 5.8% 8.3% 308% 4-. 8% 7.5% 

4- 18.8% 15o3% 35 00% 17a3% 19.3% 

5 15.9% 603% 10o0% 
' 

10.6% lloO% 

6 11.6% 11.8% 8.8% 9.6% 12.7% 

7 17 o L~% 14-. 6% 8.8% 26.0% 19o3% 
Disapprove 

Don 1t know 15.9% 28.5% 12o5% 16.3% 15ol% 

n= 69 1 4-4- 80 104 1394-
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XI. As you may know, a rapid transit system has been proposed for Los Angeles 
County. Can you tell me anything about the proposed system? 

Monorail system (with 
f eeder lines) 

General knowledge of 
location of main corri­
dors, feeder lines, 
s tations 

Read about it in newspaper- , 
heard about it 

To be 
1

tax supported 

Modern system (electric 
cars, feeder l ines) via 
subway , overhead 

Gener.al approval 

Too many conf licting plans, 
t oo many problems, never 
gets anywhere 

Want a lot of money/it will 
be expensi ve 

Dispute over method of 
financing 

General di sapproval (poor 
sys tem) 

Acquaintance with bond issue 

Impr oved bus service 

Mi scellaneous concepts -of 
transportation (hook-up 
wit h f r eeway s ys tem , 
planes, helicopter) 

Area 
I 

8.3% 

2. 5% 

3. 5% 

2. 5% 

2. 5% 

5.9% 

1. 5% 

2. 0% 

1. 5% 

. 5% 

. 5% 

3. 5% 

Area 
• II 

12. 2°/4 

7.3% 

2. 4-% 

3.7% 

1.2% 

2.4-% 

1.2% 

1 .. 2% 

1.2% 

Area 
I II 

10.9% 

4- . 7% . 

1.5% 

1.3% 

1.2% 

2.5% 

0.0% 

Area 
_1Y_ 

4-. 5% 

10.8% 

4-. 5% 

4-. 5% 

2.7% 

1.8% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

2.7% 

Area 
· V 

4-.2% 

1. 4-% 

2.8% 

1., 4-% 

Area 
VI 

4-. 4-% 

2.2% 

5.1% 

2.2% 

4-. 4-% 

1.5% 

.7% 

2.1% 

1. 5% 

0.0% 



XL (Continued) 

Monorail system (with 
feeder lines) 

General knowledge of 
location of main corri­
dors, feeder lines, 
stations 

Read about it in newspaper­
heard about it 

To be tax supported 

Mode~n system)electric 
cars, feeder l ines) via 
subway, overhead 

General approval 

Too many conflicting plans, 
t oo many problems, never 
gets anywhere 

Want a lot of money/it will 
be expensive 

Dispute over method of 
financing 

General disapproval (poor 
system) 

Acquaintance with bond issue 

Improved bus service 

Miscellaneous concepts of 
transportation (hook-up 
with freeway system, 
planes, helicopter) 

Area 
VII 

5.8% 

5.8% 

2.8% 

LJ.oLJ.% 

2.9% 

2.8% 

2o9% 

l.LJ.% 

0.0% 

1. LJ.% 
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Area 
VIII 

2.1% 

2.8% 

2.8% 

2ol% 

lo LJ.% 

LJ..2% 

2.8% 

2.1% 

o7% 

l.LJ.% 

0.0% 

Area 
IX . -

3.8% 

8 .. 8% 

1.3% 

2.6% 

2.6% 

2.5% 

3.8% 

6.3% 

1.3% 

0o0% 

0.0% 

0~0% 

Area 
X -

12.5% 

7.6% 

LJ.. 8% 

5 ' · 80/·1 ' 
. l /Q/Q 

1.0% 

2o9% 

0.0% 

1.9% 

1 .. 9% 

0 .. 0% 

0.0% 

2.9% 

Total 

6.7% 

LJ..1% 

LJ..0% 

2.8% 

2 oLJ.% 

1.6% 

1.1% 

1.0% 

(._ • 
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XI. (Continued) 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
_L ..1L III ..1L V VI -

Miscellaneous concepts of 
original plan (private 
enterprise, experimental 
pilots) 1.0% 1.2% .6% 0. 00/o 0 ~00/4 0.0% 

Sales tax financing-1/2 of 
1% L.5% 0.0% -. . 9% .9% 0.0% 0.0% 

Faster service 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% .9% .7% Oo0% 

Don't know 56.9% 4-8 0 8% 50~3% 57.3% 69 0 4-% 67.2% 

n= 204- 82 320 110 14-4- 137 

_;; ~ ~ ....... ,., .. ~ 
. .'•·,' . ,:•, 

',•: I •; 
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XL (Continued) 

Area Area Area Area 
. VII VIII I)C . X Tot'al 

Miscellaneous concepts of original 
plan (private enterprise, 
experimental pilots) 4.3% .7% 0.0% 2.0% . 9% 

Sales tax financing-1/2 of 1% 0.0% 0.0% 1.3% 1.0% 0 6% 

Faster service 2.9% .7% 0.0% 0.0% .4% 

Don 1 t know 59.4% 61.1% 57.5% 50.0% 57.3% 

n= 69 144 80 104 1394 
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XII. Generally, we would like to know how important or unimportant you feel 
a Rapid Transit System is for Los Angeles County. Please give me the 
number on this card which best describes your feelings. 

- , 
Area Area Area Area Area Area 

I ..1.L III· IV . . V VI - -
Important 

1 55.9% 48.8% 58.4% 52.7% 55.6% 51.8% 

2 17.2% 12a2% 15o9% 21.8% 23.6% 1301% 

3 5.4% 7a3% 3a4% 4a5% 4.9% 7.3% 

4- 5.9% 8.5% So3% 5.5% 7.6% 8.0% 

5 1.0% 4.9% 2.8% 1.8% 1.4-% 1.5% 

6 2.5% 6.1% 5.0% L~.5% .7% 3.6% 

,7, ' 9.3% 7.3% 5.6% 4-. 5% 2.8% 8.0% 
Unimpor tant 

Don 't know 2 0 9% 4.9% 3 .4% 4.5% 3~5% 6.6% 

n= 204 82 320 110 14-4 137 

Area Area Area Area 
VI I VITI IX X Total 

I mportant 

1 59.4% 60. 4-% 6~.3% 4-8.1% 55.7% 

2 10.1% 12.5% 16.3% 13.5% 16~1% 

3 7.2% 4.9% 3.8% 7.7% 5.2% 

4 7.2% 2.8% 7.5% 5.8% 6.1% 

5 0.0% 2.1% 0.0% 2.9% 1.9% 

6 1. 4% 3.5% 2.5% 1.9% 3. 4-% 

7 7.2% 7.6% 6.3% 9.6% 6.7% 
Unimportant 

~-; .':", .~ . ' 

Don't know 
" ' ',' 7.2% 6.3% · 2. 5% 10.6% 4-.8% 
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a. Now, we would like to know how important or unimportant Rapid Transit 
is to you and your family. Using the same card, please give me the 
number which best describes the importance of Rapid Transit to you 
personally. 

Area Area Area Area Area A.flea 
I · -1..L. III IV ; . . V VI -

Important 

1 28. 4-% 19 .. 5% 26 .. 3% 18.2% 27.1% 27.0% 

2 8 .. 3% 9 .. 8% 12.8% 12.7% 17. 4-% 8 .. 8% 

3 8.8% 12~2% 8.1% 12.7% 6.9% 3 .. 6% 

I 
9~3% 7.3% 7 .. 5% 11.8% 11 .. 8% 8 .. 8% 4-

5 4-. 9% 0.0% 5 .. 0% 2 .. 7% 2.1% 4-. 4-% 

6 8 .. 3% 8~5% 10.9% 7.3% 13.2% 12. L~% 

7 29 0 4-% 31~7% 24-.7% 30 .. 9% 19 0 4-% 30.7% 
Unimportant 

Don't know 2.5% 11.0% 4-.7% 3 .. 6% 2.1% 4-. 4-% 

n= 204- 82 320 110 14-4- 137 

, • I, 
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XII. a. (Continued) 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX . X• , Tot::al' 

IrnJ2ortant 

1 18.8% 15.3% 20.0% 14-. 4-% 23~0% 

2 4-.3% 7 .. 6% 8.8% 6.7% 10 .. 4-% 

3 5.8% 9.0% 3.8% 6.7% 7 .. 9% 

4- 7.2% 11.1% 15.0% 6.7% 9.4-% 

5 10~1% 2.1% 7 :.'5% 4-.8% 4-.2% 

6 8.7% 6.3% 5.0% 9.6% 9·.s% 
I 

7 39.1% 4-7. 2% 37.5% 4-8.1% 31 .. 9% 
Uni mportant 

Don't know 5.8% 1·~1.J% 2.5% 2~9% 3.8% 

n= 69 14-4- 80 104- 1394-
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XII. (Continued) 

b. Are you married? 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I IT ·· • III iy_ ; v VI -

Married 83.3% 92.7% 69~7% 83.6% 72 .. 2% 83.9% 

Single 9.3% 2.4% 14. lJ.% 8 .. 2% 11.1% 5.8% 

Divorced 2 .. 9% 1.2% 3.4% 1.8% 4.9% 2 .. 9% 

Widowed 4.4-% 2~4-% 11.9% 5~5% 7 .. 6% 5.8% 

Separated 0~0% 1.2% .6% ~9% 4.2% 1.5% 

n= 204- 82 320 110 . llJ.4 137 
Area Area Area Area 

VII VITI · IX X Total 

Marr:i.ed 73.9% 84 .0% 86.3% 91.3% 80.1% 

Single 10.0 6.9% 2.5% 2.9% 8 .. 8% 

Divorced 2.9% .. 7% 2.5% 1. 00/o 2.7% 

Widowed 10.0% 7.6% 8.8% 4.8% 7 .. 5% 

Separated 2 .• 9% .7% 0 .. 0% 0.0% 1 .. 1% 

n= 69 llJ.lJ. 80 104 1394 

(-' : · · 
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XII.. (Continued) 

(If married, ask:) 

C., Using the card I gave you, please tell me the number which you 
think best describes the importance of Rapid Transit to your 
(husband/wife) o 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I '', II , III IV , v VI - -

IrnEort'ant 

1 18 0 2% 19.7% 23.3% 8.7% 22.1% 18.3% 

2 7.1% 7.9% 12.6% 13.0% 15. 4-% 7.0% 

3 4-., 7% 2;6%"' , 6.,3% 13~0% 5 .8%'1 4-.3% 

4- 9 0 4-% 3.9% 6., 7% 13.0% 5.8% 7.0% 

5 4-. 7% 2·~6% 3.6% 4-.,3% 0.0% 4-.3% 

6 10.0% 5·~6% 9.9% 10.9% 19 0 2% 9.6% 

. ,7 ' , 4-4-.1% 4-8. 7% 32.3% 35.9% 29.8% 4-7. 8% 
Unimportant 

Don 1 t know 1.8% 7.9% 5o4-% 1.1% 1.,9% 1~7% 

n= 170 76 223 92 104- 115 

',, .'._ . .. 
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XIL c. (Continued) 

Area Area Area Area 
VI-I' VIII I X ·. X Total 

Im:eortan1t 

l 5~9% 9. 1% 11.6% 13.7% 16.6% 

2 11.8% 6.6% 2.9% 9.5% 9.6% 

3 3.9% 13.2% 1001% 2ol% 6.6% 

4- 7.8% 10 07% 13.0% 5.3% 8.2% 

5 9. 8% 1.7% 508% 6.3% 3.9% 

6 15o7% 7 0 4-% 7,.2% 7. 4-% 10.2% 

7 j • 1.·.: ; 39.2% 4-9. 6% 4-7. 8% 54-.7% 4-1. 9% 
Unimportant 

Don 1 t know 5.9% 1~7% l.~% 1.1% 3.0% 

n= 51 1 21 69 95 1116 

] 
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XIII. (All respondents) 

Here is some information concerning a Rapid Transit System proposed 
by the Southern California Rapid Transit District. 

What do you particularly like about the proposed system? 

Area 
I 

General approval 7.4-% 

Covers major areas, serves 
most of the county, people 18.7% 

Nothing 5. 4-% 

Quicker, safer, more direct 
to lcities 3. 4-% 

Eliminate most heavy traffic, 
frees traffic on freeways 5.5% 

Basic needs (where trains 
needed) 3. 0% 

Good coverage of my area, work 8.4% 

Routes & connections (easy 
access) 4. 5% 

Direct to central area 
(downtown) 4.5% 

Overhead trains-monorails/ 
underground-subway 2.5% 

Start in right direction 4.4% 

Cuts smog & traffic 2.0% 

To airport & other specific 
areas 

Easy transportation, 
comfortable 

Covers main busy streets 
(downtown) 

Ji: 
I 

2.5% 

2.0% 

1.5% 

Area 
TI1 

19.5% 

11.0% 

4-.9% 

7.3% 

2.4% 

8.5% 

1.2% 

9.7% 

8.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

3.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

3.7% 

Area 
III 

15.6% 

8.1% 

8.1% 

4. 7% 

4.1% 

2.5% 

3.4% 

4.8% 

3.4% 

1.6% 

2.2% 

1.8% 

Area 
IV• -

14.5% 

3.6% 

10.9% 

2.7% 

7.2% 

4-.5% 

4-.5% 

5.5% 

1.8% 

2.7% 

1.8% 

1.8% 

1.8% 

.9% 

Area 
, v 

20.8% 

23.0% 

1.4-% 

6.3% 

6.3% 

0 0 0% 

2.8% 

4.2% 

.7% 

1.4-% 

0.0% 

2.8% 

1.4-% 

Area 
VI 

15.3% 

18.2% 

13.1% 

2.9% 

2.9% 

1. 4-% 

2.2% 

.7% 

2.2% 

2.2% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

2.2% 



XIII. (Continued) 

General approval 

Covers major areas, serves 
most of the county, people 

Nothing 

Quicker, safer, more direct to 
cities 

Eliminate most heavy traffic, frees 
traffic on freeways 

Basid needs (where trains needed) 
I 

Good !coverage of my area, work 

Routes & connections (easy access) 

Direct t o central area (downtown) 

Overhead trains-monorails/under-
ground-subway 

Start in right direction 

Cuts smog & traffic 

To airport & other specific areas 

Easy transportation, comfor table 

Covers main busy streets (downtown) 

••· ·r , .. 
. , 

Area 
VII 

2L7% 

8.7% 

8.7% 

4-. 3% 

7.2% 

1. 4-% 

0.0% 

1. 4-% 

5. 7% 

0.0% 

4-. 3% 

1. 4-% 

2.9% 

0.0% 

1. 4-% 

an OPfNION RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA survey 

Area 
VIII 

22.2% 

18.8% 

14-. 6% 

,.:,: ,·-

2.8% 

3.5% 

3.5% 

2.1% 

4-. 2% 

1. 4-% 

.7% 

1. LJ-% 

0. 00/4 

3.5% 

Area 
IX 

20.0% 

16.3% 

1.3% 

6.4-% 

5.0% 

6.3% 

3.8% 

5.1% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

1.3% 

2.5% 

0.0% 

1.3% 

Area 
X 

17.3% 

21.2% 

2.0% 

1.0% 

6.7% 

0.0% 

3.0% 

2.9% 

1.9% 

6.7% 

5.7% 

0. 00/o 

0.0% 

0 0 00/4 

Total 

16. 4-% 

15.9% 

4-. 7% 

4-. 3% 

3.9% 

3.8% 

3.8% 

3.6% 

2.8% 

2.1% 

1.6% 

1.2% 

1.0% 



.... u: 

an OPINION RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA survey 

XIII. (Continued) 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III ..IL V IV -

Economical-self-supporting/ 
won '.t cost tax dollars 1.5% 0.0% .6% 2.1% . 7% 0.0% 

Help older people-non-drivers 0.0% 0.0% .6% 0.0% .. 7% .7% 

Plan to improve bus service 0.0% 0.0% .3% 0.0% 3.5% 0.0% 

Dontt know 23.0% 19.5% 16.9% 28.2% 18.1% 29.9% 

n= 204- 82 320 110 14-4- 137 

Ar.ea Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Ecoj omical-self-supporting/ 
won't cost tax dollars 0.0% .7% 0.0% 0. 0"/4 1.0% 

Help older people-non-drivers 1. 4-% .7% 0.0% 1.0% .5% 

Plan to improve bus service 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% . 4-% 

Dontt know 24-.6% 13.2% 23.8% 13.5% 20 0 4-% 

n= 69 14-4- 80 104- 1394-

..,1 , ;, ;-. ... .. 
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XIV. What do you particularly disl'ike about the proposed system? 

Doesn't extend far enoughenot 
close enough to my area 

Nothing 

Personal inconvenience (too 
noisy, construction take out 

Area 
--1.. 

16. 7% 

17.6% 

homes, have to walk up stairs) 1.00/o 

Cost/financing by taxes 5.9% 

More / feeder lines needed 2.5% 

Gene ~al disapproval/not adequate 3.0% 

Incohvenience of system/ 
transportation to corridor 

Have to go to Central LoA. to 
get any place/routes not 
direct 

No personal use 

Not planning far enough ahead 

Routes sh.ould follow freeways 

Impractical/won 1t be used/ 
won't be any faster 

Quality of system (monorails, 
subways unsafe) 

Should be privately owned 

Don't know 

n= 

3.0% 

1.5% 

1.0% 

.5% 

1.0% 

1.0% 

33o3% 

20L~ 

Area 
II 

0.0% . 

3.7% 

2.4% 

2.4% 

2.4% 

0.0% 

2.4% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

1.2% 

31.7% 

82 

Area 
.JB.. 

Area 
IV -

26.6% 15.5% 

1.8% 

7.5% 

4.4% 

4.4% 

0. 00/o 

6.3% 

2.7% 

2.7% 

Area 
V 

36.8% 

4.2% 

3.5% 

3.5% 

3.1% 2.7% 3.5% 

2.5% .9% .7% 

.6% .9% 2.1% 

.6% .9% 0.0% 

.6% .9% 0.00/o 

.3% 0.00/o 1.4% 

.3% 0.00/o 0.0% 

320 110 144 

Area 
VI -

35.8% 

.7% 

2.9% 

1.5% 

2.2% 

.7% 

1.5% 

0.0% 

.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

29.2% 

137 



XlV. (Continued) 

Doesn 1 t extend far enough-not 
close enough to my area 

Nothing 

Personal inconvenience (too noisy, 
construction take ' out homes, 
have to walk up stairs) 

Cost/financing by taxes . 

More feeder lines needed 

General disapproval/not adequate 

Inco~venience Of system/ 
tr

1
ansportation to corridor 

• Have to go to Central L.A. to get 
any place/routes not direct 

No personal use 

Not planning.far enough ahead 

Routes should follow freeways 

Impractical/won't be used/ 
won 1 t be any faster 

Quali-ty of system (monorails, 
subw;;:1ys unsafe) 

Should be privately owned 

Don 1 t know 

n= 

., 

Area 
.211. 

30 0 4-% 

24-. 6% 

5.8% 

0.0% 

2.9% 

2.8% 

1.4% 

1.4-% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

29.0% 

69 

I 
\ 
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• Area 
Y111. 

34-.1% 

32.6% 

0. 0% 

4-. 2% 

1.3% 

1.4-% 

0. 00/4 

Oa0% 

.7% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

. 14-4-

Area 
...£L 

26.3% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

8.8% 

2.5% 

2.0% 

2.6% 

Area 
X -

4-1.3% 

Total 

25. 4-% 

20.2% • 23.9% 

0.0% 8.6% 

8.6% 6.9% 

7. 7% 3 •. 4-% 

0.0% 3 .. 3% 

4-.8% 

3 . 8% 0 0 00/4 1. 7% 

1.6% 

0.0% 1.0% 

0.0% 0.0% 

1.3% 0.0% 

0. 00/4 

1.3% 

18.8% 

80 

0 nD/ ~ ·, 110/ 
0 U/0 , , • '-t/0 

0. 00/4 

12.5% 

104-

I ' 

1394-

·I 

l 
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xv .. How often do you think you would use a system like the one described? 

Area Area i Area Area Ar.ea Area 
I II III IV V VI -

Daily 10.8% 18.3% 16.3% 6. 4-% 17. 4-% 14-. 6% 

Several times/week 12.7% 4-. 9% 17.5% 9.1% 18.8% 8.8% 

Several times/month 14-. 7% 6.1% 14-. 4-% 17.3% 13.2% 10.9% 

Several times/year 23.5% 23.2% 18 0 4-% 18.2% 20.8% 14-. 6% 

Never use it 35.8% 4-1. 5% 30.0% 4-0. 9% 22.9% 4-7. 4-% 

Don't know 2.5% 6.1% 3 0 4-% 8.2% 609% 3.6% 
n= 204- 82 320 110 14-4- 137 

Area Area Area Area 

I 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Daily 2.9% 4-. 2% 7.5% 13.5% 12.1% 

Several times/week 4-o3% 9.7% 8.8% 7.7% 12.0 

Several times/month 17. LJ.% 13.2% 11.3% 10.6% 13.3% 

Several times/year 24-. 6% 22.9% 26.3% 21.2% 20.7% 

Never use it 4-6. 4% 4-6.5% 4-3. 8% 4-1. 3% 37.5% 

Donft know 4-.3% 3.5% 2.5% 5.8% L~. 4-% 

n= 69 14-4- 80 104- 1394-
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XVL Generally, would you favor or oppose the construction of a 
Rapid Transit System in Los Angeles County? 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

Favor 78.9% 69.5% 80.3% 73 .6% 82.6% 65.0% 

Oppose 10.3% 805% 9 .4-% 7.3% 4-. 2% 10o9% 

Conditional 
response 9.3% 15.9% 7.8% 10.9% 11.8% 15.3% 

Don't Know 1.5% 6.1% 2o5% 8.2% 1.4-% 808% 

n:::: 204- 82 320 110 14-4- 137 

Area Area Area Area Total 
VII VIII IX X 

Favor 72.5% 70.8% 73.8% 66.3% 74.9% 

Oppose 2.9% 13.9% 808% 7.7% 8.9% 

Conditional 
response 2Qo3% 12.5% 12.5% 18 .3% 12 .1% 

Don't Know 4-. 3% 2.8% 5.0% 7o7% 4.2% 

n= 69 14-4- 80 104- 1394-

I . 

I 
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XVI. (Continued) 

ao How strongly do you feel about _your answer? 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

Favor very strongly 4-9. 0% 34-.1% 54-. 4-% 4-4-.5% 55.6% 4-2 .3% 

Favor fairly strongly 26.0% 32.9% 21 . 6% 25.5% 25.0% 16.8% 

Favor somewhat 
strongly 3.9% 2 o4-% 4-. 4-% 2.7% 2.1% 5.1% 

Very weak position 
favor/oppose 9.3% 15.9% 8 .4-% 11.8% 1108% 16.1% 

Oppose , somewhat 
' strongly 1.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% .7% 2.2% 

bppose fairly strongly 2.5% 0.0% 2.2% 1.8% 1.4-% .7% 

Oppose very strongly 6 . 9% 8 .5% 6.6% 5.5% 2.1% 8.0% 

Don 1 t Know 1.5% 6.1% 2.5% 8.2% 1.4-% 8.8% 

n= 204- 82 320 110 14-4- 137 
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XVI. a. (Continued) 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Favor very strongly 4-7.8% 38.9% 3lo3% 38.5% 4-6.1% 

Favor fairly strongly 20.3% 26 olJ.% 38.8% 23.1% 24-06% 

Favor somewhat 
strongly 2.9% 5.6% 3.8% 308% 3.9% 

Very weak position 
favor/oppose 21. 7% 12.5% 12.5% 19 .2% 12.5% 

Oppose somewhat 
strongly 0.0% 2.1% 0.0% lo9% .8% 

Oppose 
I 

fairly strongly 0.0% 4-o 2% 308% Oo0% lo9% 

Oppose very strongly 2.9% 7.6% 5.0% 5.8% 6.1% 

Dontt Know 4- .3% 208% 5.0% 7.7% 4-o2% 

n= 69 14-4- 80 104- 1394-
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XVII. It has been estimated that the Rapid Transit System will cost 
approximately 2\ billion dollars. Would you favor or oppose 
a 2\ billion dollar bond issue for the construction of a 
Rapid Transit System? 

Area Area Area Anea .. Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

Favor 57.8% 57.3% 62.2% 4-8.2% 59.0% 51.1% 

Oppose 30 .4-% 30.5% 23.8% 37.3% 28.5% 28.5% 

Don1 t Know 11.8% 12 .2% 14-.1% 14-. 5% 12 .5% 20 .4-% 

n= 204- 82 320 110 "· 14-4- 137 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

-Favor 56.5% 54-.9% 52.5% 56.7% 56.7% 

Oppose 29.0% 27.8% 35.0% 33.7% 29.2% 

Don 1 t Know 14-. 5% 17.4-% 12.5% 9.6% ll.J .. 1% 

n= 69 14-4- 80 • 104- 1394-
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XVII. (Continued) 

(IF ttfAVORtt OR "OPPOSE") 

a. How strongly do you feel about your answer? 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

Favor very strongly 28.4-% 23.2% 29. L~% 25.5% 34-. 0% 28.5% 

Favor fairly strongly 25 .0% 25.6% 28.1% 18 .2% 22.9% 16.8% 

Favor somewhat strongly 3.9% 6.1% 3. 4-% 3.6% 2.1% 3.6% 

Very weak position 
favor/oppose 1.5% 3.7% 1.3% 1.8% .7% 4-. 4-% 

oJ pose somewhat strongly 1.5% 1.2% 1.6% 5.5% 1.4-% 2.2% 

I OJ?pose fairly strongly 5. 9% 6.1% 6.3% 11.8% 10.4-% 5.1% 

Oppose very strongly 22.1% 22.0% 15.9% 19.1% 16.0% 19.0% 

Don't Know 11.8% 12.2% 14-.1% 14-.5% 12.5% 20.4-% 

n= 204- 82 320 110 14-4- 137 

l . 



XVII. a. (Continued) 

Area 
VII --

Favor very strongly 30 .4-% 

Favor fairly strongly 24-.6% 

Favor somewhat strongly l.L~% 

Very weak position 
favor/oppose 0.0% 

Oppose somewhat 
strongly 2.9% 

I Oppose fairly strongly 5.8% 
I 

Oppose very strongly 20.3% 

Dontt Know 14-. 5% 

n= 69 

.~.: • ... ; 'i< ;• 

:, 
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Area Area Area 
VIII IX X Total 

21.5% 15 .0% 30.8% 27 .5% 

22.9% 27.5% 20.2% 23.7% 

9.0% 8.8% 4-.8% 4-. 4-% 

2.1% 1.3% 1.0% 1.7% 

2.1% 1.3% 2.9% 2.1% 

4-. 9% 12.5% 7.7% 7.2% 

20.1% 21.3% 23.1% 19.2% 

17 .4-% 12.5% 9.6% 14-.1% 

14-4- 80 104- 1394-

'',·, 
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XVII. (Continued) 

(IF nFAVOR1t') 

b. Why would you favor the 2~ billion dollar bond issue? 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

System needed, will be 
advantageous 35.5% 14-. 9% 29.6% 37.7% 4-0.0% 32.9% 

Good way to finance the 
system · 7.6% 17 .0% 14-.1% 20.8% 7.1% 20.0% 

General approval (only 
way, if needed) 13.6% 14-. 9% 13.1% 5.7% 5.9% 7.1% 

Better1, improved 
transportation 

I 
6.8% 8.5% 14-.1% 5.7% 12 .9% 10.0% 

Eliminate traffic, 
freeway congestion 5.9% 8.5% t~.5% 11.3% 11.8% 1.4-% 

Needed to start 
construction 8.5% 12.8% 6 .5% 7.5% 0.0% 7.1% 

Would not use tax dollars/ 
cheaper - save taxes 1. 7% 2.1% 7.0% 5.7% 4-. 7% 1.4-% 

Beneficial to the 
community/increase 
property values 2.5% 4- .3% 3.5% 0.0% 3.5% 10.0% 

Traffic congestion relief 
and smog 2.5% 4-.3% 1.0% 1.9% 1.2% 1.4-% 

Could become self-support-
ing-those who use it 
would pay for it 1.7% 8.5% .5% 0.0% 1.2% 1.4-% 

Save people money/car 
and gas cost 2.5% 0.0% .5% 0.0% 2 .4-% 0.0% 

I Private company can't I afford to build/operate/ 
should be government owned .8% 0.0% 1.0% 0.0% 1.2% 0.0% 
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XVII. b. (Continued) 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

System needed, will be 
advantageous 38.5% 27.8% . 11.9% 20.3% 30.2% 

Good way to finance 
the system 23.1% 20 .3% 9.5% 16.9% 14-.5% 

General approval (only 
way, if needed) l0.3% 13 .9% 28.6% 16.9% 12.5% 

Better, improved 
transportation 2.6% 5.1% 14-.3% 3 .4-% 9 .4-% 

Eliminate traffic/ 
freeway congestion 10.3% 2.5% 9.5% 8.5% 6.6% 

Neededl to start 
construction 2.6% 1.3% 4-.8% 6.8% 5.8% 

Would not use tax dollars/ 
cheaper - save taxes 0.0% 10.1% 11.9% 6.8% 5 .. 3% 

Beneficial to the community/ 
increase property values 5.1% 6.3% 0.0% 3 .4-% 3.9% 

Traffic congeition relief 
and smog 2.6% 0.0% 4-.8% 5.1% 2.0% 

Could become self-support-
ing - those who use it 
would pay for it 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 5.1% 1.5% 

Save people money/car 
and gas cost 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% .8% 

Private company cant t 
afford to build/operate/ 
should be government 
owned 0.0% 3.0% 0.0% 0.0% .8% 

,•,-. ,,·•.' ~ _I I)-

1, t ·,1,, 
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XVII. b. (Continued) 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

Cut smog 2.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 

WouldnTt raise property 
taxes 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% • 4- .. 7% 0.0% 

Quick financing at 
fixed cost 0.0% 0.0% 0~0% 0.0% 2 .4-% 2.9% 

Safer travel/fewer 
accidents 1. 7% 0.0% .5% 0 .. 0% 0.0% 0.0% 

Voters would have the say 0.0% 0.0% 1.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 

Cut pet sonnel expenses 
and smog .8% 0.0% .5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 

. I 
Help i ndustry/business .8% 2.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 

Don 1 t Know 4-. 2% 2.1% 2.5% 3.8% 1.2% 4-.3% 

n.::: 118 4-7 199 53 85 70 

;,; ·' •• / 1:, >> 
' ,•,,· 
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XVII. b. (Continued) 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Cut smog 0.0% 0.0% 2 o4-% 1. 7% .6% 

Wouldnrt raise 
property taxes 0.0% 0.0% 2 olJ.% 0.0% .6% 

Quick financing at 
fixed cost 0.0% 1.3% 0.0% 0.0% .6% 

Safer travel/fewer 
accidents 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% olJ.% 

Voters would have the say 2.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% .4-% 

I 1 . Cut personne expenses 
and I smog 0.0% Oo0% 0.0% 0.0% .3% 

Help industry/business 0 . 0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% o3% 

Dontt Know 2.6% 7.6% 0.0% 5.1% 3 .4-% 

n= 39 79 4-2 59 791 



XVII Q (Continued) 

(IF UQPPOSE") 

an OPINION RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA survey 

c. Why would you oppose the 2~ billion dollar bond issue? 

Tax increase/burden -

Area 
I 

Area 
II 

already too high 4-3.5% 32.0% 

Too much money/too many 
bonds now 14-.5% 12 o0% 

No benefit to respondent -
would not use it 4-.8% 800% 

GenerL. dis approval (won't 
work, find other ways to 
finance it) 3.2% 8.0% 

Property owners would foot 
bill/property tax increase 11.3% 0.0% 

Users of the system should 
pay for it - should be 
self-supporting 1.6% 12.0% 

ShotLld be built/financed/ 
privately owned 8.1% 16.0% 

No need for it/people 
wouldntt use it 4-.8% 4-.0% 

Not economically feasible/ 
would lose money 4-. 8% 0 o0% 

"· , nri-roval of proposed 
:.. em (inadequate) 1.6% 4-.0% 

Should be tax-supported 
(sales tax) 0 . 0% 4- . 0% 

Should be Federally 
financed 1.6% 0.0% 

Don't Know 0 .0% 0 .0% 

n= 62 25 

Area 
III 

4-0.8% 

11.8% 

10.5% 

6.6% 

7.9% 

5.3% 

3.9% 

7.9% 

1.3% 

0 .. 0% 

0.0% 

1.3% 

76 

Area 
IV 

36.6% 

14-. 6% 

12.2% 

7.3% 

7.3% 

2 .4-% 

4-. 9% 

2 .4-% 

7.3% 

2 .4-% 

0.0% 

2 .4-% 

4-1 

Area 
V 

Area 
VI 

0.0% 12.8% 

7o3% 0.0% 

7.3% 7.7% 

0.0% 0.0% 

4-1 39 



........ ,.:., 
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an OPlNlON RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA survey 

XVII. Co (Continued) 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Tax increase/burden -
already too high 55.0% 4-5.0% 4-6. 4-% 4-5.7% 4-4-. 5% 

Too much money/too 
many bonds now 10.0% So0% 21.5% 8.6% 11. 7% 

No benefit to respondent 
would not use it 0.0% 17 o5% 10.7% llo4-% 9ol% 

General disapproval (wontt 
work, find other ways to 
finance it) Oo0% So0% 10~7% 2.9% 506% 

Propel ty owners would foot 
bili1-/property tax increase 0.0% 2o5% 0.0% 2o9% 5.2% 

Users of the system should 
pay for it - should be 
s elf-supporting 5.0% 2.5% 3.6% 5.7% 4-. 9% 

Should be built/financed/ 
privately owned 10 .0% 2o5% Oo0% 8.6% 5.1% 

No need for it/people 
wouldntt use it 0.0% 5.0% 3.6% 5.7% Sol% 

Not economically feasible/ 
would lose money 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2o9% 2.2% 

Disapproval of proposed 
system (inadequate) 5.0% 7.5% 0.0% 0.0% 2.9% 

Should be tax-supported 
(sales tax) 0.0% 2o5% 306% 2.9% .9% 

Should be Federally 
f i nanced 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.9% .5% 

Dontt Know 15.0% 5.0% 0.0% Oo0% 1.9% 

n= 20 4-0 28 35 l~Q7 



an OPINION RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA survey 

ALL RES POND EN TS 

XVIII. It has been suggested that a\ of 1% increase in the sales tax 
in Los Angeles County be used to finance a Rapid Transit System. 
Would you approve or disapprove of such an increase to finance 
construction of a Rapid Transit System? 

Approve 

Disapprove 

Dontt Know 

n= 

Approve 

Disapprove 

Don't Know 

n= 

Area 
I 

4-7.1% 

4-3.6% 

9.3% 

204-

Area 
VII 

4-7.8% 

4-2.0% 

10ol% 

69 

Area Area 
II III 

4-8 0 8% 4-8.8% , 

4-6.3% 4-1.3% 

4-o9% 10.0% 

82 320 

Area Area 
VIII IX 

4-308% 51.3% 

50.0% 4-5.0% 

6.3% 3.8% 

14-4- 80 

Area Area Area 
-1.Y... V ...YI_ 

4-207% 4-9 .3% 4-8.2% 

4-9.1% 4-1.0% 4-3. 8% 

8.2% 9.7% 8.0% 

110 14-4- 137 

Area 
X Total 

4-5. 2% 4-7 .3% 

4-9.0% 4-4-. 5% 

5.8% 802% 

104- 1394-



•• I 

an OPINION RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA survey 

XVIIL (Continued) 

(IF 't:APPROVE" OR ttDISAPPROVE") 

ao How strongly do you feel about your answer? 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

Favor very strongly 23.5% 23.2% 25.9% 18o2% 23.6% 27.7% 

Favor fairly strongly 19.1% 22.0% 18.4-% 21.8% 25.0% 14-. 6% 

Favor somewhat 
strongly 3. 4-% 3.7% 3.1% 1.8% .7% 4-. 4-% 

VJ ry weak position 
favor/oppose 1.5% 3.7% 1.9% .9% 2.1% 1.5% 

0 pose somewhat 
jstrongly 2.0% 2 olJ-% 1.9% 1.8% . 7% 3.6% 

Oppose fairly 
I . strongly 9.3% 4-. 9% 11.3% 17 .3% 9.7% 11.7% 

Oppose very strongly 31.9% 35.4-% 27.5% 30.0% 28.5% 28.5% 

Dontt Know 9.3% 4-. 9% 10.0% 8.2% 9. 7% 8.0% 

n= 204- 82 320 110 14-4- 137 

,_) '. ' 1· • ..,., 

,•', I. ·, :::.•:· 



an o :,rNION RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA survey 

XVIII. a. (Continued) 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII ...12L X Total 

Favor very strongly 17. 4-% 17. 4-% 15.0% 19.2% 22.3% 

Favor fairly strongly 29.0% 18.1% 30.0% 21.2% 20.7% 

Favor somewhat 
strongly 1.4-% 7.6% 5.0% 3.8% 3.5% 

Very weak position 
favor/oppose 0.0% 1 .. 4-% 1.3% 1.9% 1.6% 

Oppose somewhat 
i strongly 2.9% 2.1% 1.3% 2.9% 2.1% 

o! pose fairly 
I strongl y 7.2% 13.9% 18.8% 4-.8% 11.0% 
I 

Oppose very strongly 31.9% 33.3% 25.0% 4-0. 4-% 30.6% 

Don1 t Know 10.1% 6.3% 3.8% 5.8% 8.2% 

n= 69 14-4- 80 104- 1394-
·j 

,•.l 



an OPINION RESEARCH OF CAUFORNIA survey 

(ALL RESPONDENTS) 

XIX. If Rapid Transit could be financed only by one of the following 
means, which~ would you choose - an increase in the sales tax 
or an increase in property tax? 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV --51_ VI 

Sales tax 66.2% 65.9% 63. 4-% 63.6% 61.8% 63.5% 

Property tax 7.8% 4-.9% 6.9% 5.5% 6.9% 5.8% 

Neither 22.1% 23.2% 24-.4-% 26 .4-% 27ol% 26.3% 

Dontt Know 3.9% 601% 5.3% 4-.5% 4-o2% 4- .4-% 

I 204- 82 320 110 14-4- 137 n= 
I 

.Area .Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total -

Sales tax 59 .4-% 62 .5% 76.3% 75.0% 65ol% 

Property tax 7.2% 5.6% 1.3% 1.9% 5.9% 

Neither 26.1% 25 .0% 20o0% 18.3% 24-.0% 

Dontt Know 7.2% 6 .9% 2.5% 4-.8% lJ.o9% 

n= 69 14-4- 80 104- 1394- I 
I • 



an OPIN!ON RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA survey 

XXo Do you ride the bus? 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

Yes 2lol% 19 .5% 4-0.6% 24-. 5% 28.5% 16 . 8% 

No 78o9% 80.5% 59. 4-% 75.5% 71.5% 83o2% 

n= 204- 82 320 110 14-4- 137 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Yes 17.4-% 1808% 13.8% 14-o 4-% 24-. 7% 

No 82.6% 81.3% 86.3% 85.6% 75o3% 

n= 69 1 4-4- 80 104- 1394-



an OPlNION RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA survey 

XX. (Continued) 

a. Do any other members of this household ride the bus? 

Area Area Area Area .Area Area 
_I_ II III IV V VI 

Yes 17. 6% • 15.9% 27.8% 23.6% 26 .4-% 11. 7% 

No 82.4-% 84-.1% 72.2% 76 .4-% 73.6% 88.3% 

n= 204- 82 320 110 14-4- 137 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Yes 11.6% 20.1% 11.3% 19 . 2% 20 . 4-% 

No 88 .4-% 79. 9% - 88.8% 80 .8% 79.6% 

n= 69 ll~'--1- 80 104- 1394-



an OPINION RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA survey 

xx. (Continued) 

(IF ttYES 11
) 

b. Who? 

• Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

Husband/wife 27.8% 4-6.2% 4-2.7% 4-6.2% 39.5% 62.5% 

Child/children 52.8% 38.5% 36.0% 26.9% 4-7. 4-% 18.8% 

Other 5. 6% 15. 4-% 12.4-% 11.5% 7.9% 0.0% 

Husb anrVwife/ 
13 .9% 0.0% 9.0% 11.5% 2.6% 12.5% 

Hysband/wif e/ 
1 

other 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.6% 0.0% 
I . 

Children and 
other 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 3.8% 0.0% 6.3% 

n= 36 13 89 26 38 16 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Husband/wife 87.5% 4-4- 0 8% 33.3% 60.0% 4-4- 0 4-% 

Child/children 0.0% 4-1.LJ-% 4-4-. 4-% 30.0% 37.3% 

Other 12.5% 6.9% 11.1% 5.0% 9.2% 

Husband/wife/ 
children 0.0% 6.9% 11.1% 5.0% 8.1% 

Husband/wife/ 
other 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0 4-% 

Children and 
other 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% . 7% , 

n= 8 • 29 9 20 284-

' : -~ '. 



an OPINION RESEARCH Of CALIFORNIA survey 

xx. (Continued) 

(IF HUSBAND OR WIFE) 

Co How often does your husband/wife ride the bus? 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

Daily (work days) 6.7% 0.0% 21. 7% 6.7% 29 .4-% 25.0% 

·cal times/week 13 .3% 16. 7% 26.1% 26.7% 35 .3% 8.3% 

Several times/month 4-6.7% 50.0% 28.3% 53.3% 23.5% 33.3% 

Several times/year 33.3% 33.3% 23 .. 9% 13.3% 11.8% 33.3% 

i 
n= I 15 6 4-6 15 17 12 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Daily (work days) 14-.3% 6.7% 0.0% 7.7% 15.3% 

Several times/week 28.6% 20.0% 0.0% 15. 4-% 22.0% 

Several times/month 28.6% 60.0% 50 .0% 38.5% 38.0% 

Several times/year 28.6% 13.3% 50.0% 38.5% 24-. 7% 

n= 7 15 4- 13 150 



'. J, • 

an OPINION RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA survey 

xx. (Continued) 

(IF CHILDREN) 

do How often do your children ride the bus, other than the 
school bus? 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V · VI 

Daily (work days) 4-1.7% 60.0% 30.0% 36. 4-% 57.9% 33 .3°/o 

Several times/week 16. 7% 20.0% 35.0% 4-5. 5% 26 .3% 33.3% 

Several times/month 12.5% 20.0% 22.5% 18 .2% 15.8% 16. 7% 

Several times/year 29.2% 0.0% 12.5% 0.0% 0 .0% 16. 7% 

n= 24- 5 '+O 11 19 6 

I 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Daily (work days) 0. 0% 21.4-% 4-0. 0% l'+.3% 3 6. 6% 

Several times/week 0.0% 35.7% 0.0% 28.6% 29.0% 

Several times/month 0. 0% 2 8 . 6% 20.0% l'+. 3% 19.1% 

Several times/year 0.0% 14.3% 4-0 .0% 42 .9% 15.3% 

n= !_O HI- s 13 7. 131 



an OPINION RESEARCH Of CALIFORNIA survey 

xx. (Continued) 

(IF "OTHER") 

e. How often do others in your household ride the bus? 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

Daily (work days) 100.0% 50.0% 27.3% 50.0% 25.0% 0.0% 

Several times/week 0.0% 0.0% 63.6% 25.0% 25.0% 0.0% 

Several times/month 0.0% 50.0% 0.0% 0.0% 25.0% 100 .0% 

Several times/year 0.0% 0.0% 9.1% 25.0% 25.0% 0.0% 

6= 2 2 11 4- 4- l 

I 
Area Area Area Area 

VII VIII IX X Total 

Daily (work days) 0.0% 0.0% : 100.0% 0.0% 34- .5% 

Several times/week 0.0% ioo .0% 0.0% 0 .0% 3z -;9%,·-G 

Several times/month 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 17.2% 

Several times/year 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 10.3% 

n= 1 2 1 1 29 

'' 
. .' ,I 
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an OPINION RESEARCH OF CALIFORNIA survey 

(ALL RESPONDENTS) 

XXI. Now, I am going to read a series of statements and I would like 
to have you tell me how much you agree or disagree with each 
statement by using the alternatives on this card. (Hand card) 

Here is first statement. 

A. Most of our transportation problems here in Los Angeles 
County can be solved by expanding our freeway system. Do 
you strongly agree, tend to agree, tend to disagree or 
strongly disagree? 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

Strongly agree 12 .3% . 19 . 5% 11.3% 7.3% 10.4-% 20.4-% 

Tend to agree 30 .4-% 14-. 6% 22.5% 20.9% 27.8% 27.7% 
I 

Tbnd to disagree 2 9. 4-% 35.4-% 29.7% 30.0% 34-. 0% 29.9% 

Strongly disagree 24-.5% "29.3% 28.4-% 34-.5% 21.5% 15 .3% 

Dontt Know 3. 4-% 1.2% 8.1% 7.3% 6.3% 6.6% 

n= 204- 82 320 110 14-4- 137 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Strongly agree 15 .9% 14-. 6% 16.3% 16.3% 13 .6% 

Tend tci agree 29.0% 20.1% 33.8% 32.7% 25.6% 

Tend to disagree 27.5% 4-1.7% 25.0% 30.8% 31.4-% 

Strongly disagree 23.2% 18.1% 20.0% 10.6% 23.2% 

Dontt Know 4- .3% 5.6% 5.0% 9.6% 6.1% 

n= 69 14-4- 80 104- 1394-

I . 

\ . 

j . 

I I . 



C i~ F.i 'iA survey 

XXI. (Continued) 

B. A Rapid Transit System is needed in Los Angeles County , 
but there are other things which the c.ommuni ty needs a 
lot more . 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

Strongly agree 18.6% 29 .3% 24-.1% 1 4- . 5% 25.7% 24- . 8% 

Tend to agree 25. 0% 34- .1% 27.5% 4-0 . 0% 36 .8% 31.4% 

Tend to disagree 25.5% 20"7% 23.1% 22.7% 22.2% 24u8% 

Strongly disagree 22.1% 14-. 6% 20.6% 17 . 3% 11. 8% 10 . 9% 

Dontt Know 8.8% 1.2% l'.-. 7% 5.5% 3.5% 8.0% 

n= 20 1+ 82 320 110 1 4-4- 137 

Area Area Area Area 
_yf_]_ v:;:11 IX _ x_ Total 

Strongly a:gree l '.5% 23. 6% 17 .5% 21.2% 22. 0% 

Tend to agree 33 .3% 27 .l% 28.8% 25. 0% 30. 0% 

Ted to disagree 31 . 9% 29"2% 38 .8% 33 . 7% 26 . 1% 

Strongly disagree 10.1% L_. 8% 11 .3% 11.5% 15. 7% 
'· . . 

Dontt Know 10.1% 8 .3% 3.8% 8.7% 6 . 2% 

n= 69 1 4-4- 80 104- 13 94- --------



i 

an Ofl'INION illESIEA!iCH 0-f CAUfO~NBA survey 

XXI. (Continued) 

C. Air pollution is simply one of the prices we must pay for 
living in a large urban area like Los Angeles. 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

Strongly agree 16. 7% 24- .4-% 19. 7% 15 . 5% 18.8% 23 . 1+% 

Tend to agree 17 .2% 17 .1% 21 .9% 23.6% 22.9% 2!.J- .8% 

Tend to disagree 17 .2% 24-o 4% 22o5% 26 .LJ.% 29.9% 27.7% 

Strongly disagree 45.1% 30.5% 33.8% 33.6% 24.3% 21 .9% 

Don't Know 3.9% 3.7% 2.2% .9% 4-o 2% 2.2% 

n= 20!.J- 82 320 110 lll-1+ 137 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Strongly agree 17 .'-!·% 18.1% 18.8% 21.2% 19 .2% 

Tend to agree 2la7% 29o2% l6 a3% 19 .2% 21.7% 

Tend to disagree 10.1% 23.6% 26.3% 32.7% 23a9% 

Strongly disagree 47 . 8% 25.7% 37 .5% 21.2% 32.2% 

Don 7 t Know 2.9% 3.5% 1.3% 5.8% 3.0% 

n= 69 l '-l-'-l- 80 10'-l- 1394-



an 

XXL (Continued) 

D. The only way to solve our transportation problems is with 
a Rapid Transit System. 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

Strongly agree 35.3% 37.8% 4-0. 6% 34- . 5% 4-2. 4-% 28.5% 

Tend to agree 32.8% 22. 0% 32.2% 33.6% 28 . 5% 32.1% 

Tend to, disagree 14-.7% 13.4-% 11.9% 16. 4-% 16. 7% 20.4-% 

Strongly disagree 11.8% 22.0% 8.8% 10 .0% 2.8% 12 . 4-% 

Dontt Know 5 .4-% 4-. 9% 6.6% 5 .5% 9.7% 6.6% 

n= 204- 82 320 110 14-4- 137 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Totc1l 

Strong_y agree 31.9% 29. 9% 28.8% 32.7% 35.4% 

Tend to agree 36.2% 36. 8% 36 . 3% 2S. 8% 32.1% 

Tend to disagree 13.0% 16. 7% 25. 0% 22.1% 15 .1% 

Strongly disagree 8.7% 11._% 7.5% 9.6% 10.0% 

Dontt Know 10.1% 5.6% 2.5% 6.7% 6. 4-% 

n= 69 14-4- 80 104- 1394-



an O 11 0 lllESEA ,CM Of CAL r-or.1 A survey 

XXI. (Continued) 

E. People and c ars are increasing so rapidly t hat the freeways 
wil_ completely choke up in ten years -- unless we get 
Rapid Transito 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

Strongly agre e 58.3% 65 . 9% 5 6 . 9% 53.6% 61 . % 48 .2% 

Tend to agree 25.0% 24 . 4% 26 . 6% 23.6% 22.9% 29.2% 

Tend to dis agree 8 . 3% 7.3% 7.5% 10 . 9% 6 . 9% 12 0 4-% 

Strongly disagree 5.4% 1.2% 2.5% 7 . 3% 2.1% 5.1% 

Dontt Know 2.9% 1.2% 6 . 6% 4 .5% 6.9% 5.1% 

n= 204- 82 320 110 1 4-4- 13 7 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Strongly agree. 59. 4-% 50.0% 4-6.3% 45 . 2% 54._ 9% 

Tend to agree 29.0% 27.1% 26.3% 30 . 8% 26.3% 

Tend to disagree 1. 4% 11 . ..c.% 15 . 0% 13 . 5% 9 . 3% 

Strongly disagree 2 . 9% 4.9% 5.0% 3 . 8% 3.9% 

Donrt Know 7.2% 6.9% 7.5% 6 .7% 5 .6% 

rt= 69 14-4 80 104- 1394 



.;. .. an 

XXL (Continued) 

F. A Rapid Transit System would be good for the co mmunity 
because it would help people i n poverty areas to get around . 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II I II IV V VI --

Strongly c1gree 50.5% 4-1. 5% 56 . 9% 36 .4-% 62.5% 41.6% 

Tend to agree 32. 4-% 36 .6% 32.8% 42 .7% 28.5% 35. 0% 

Tend to disagree 8.3% 11.0% 3 . 8% 10.9% 2.1% 10 .2% 

Strongly disagree 5 ~4-% 8.5% 1.6% 4.5% 5. 6% 10 .2% 

Don 1 t Know 3 . '-!-% 2 .4-% 5 .·0% 5.5% 1. 4-% 2.9% 

n= 201.J. 82 320 110 14-4- 137 

Area. Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Strongly agree 6 . 9% 4-1. 7% ~-1 . 3% L!-1 . 3% ·g .1% 

Tend t o agree 26 .1% 36.8% 33 . 3% 32.7% 33 . 5% 

Tend t o disaaree ,::, 2.9% 9.0% l].. . 3% 13 . 5% 7 . 5% 

St rongly dis agree 4 . 3% . 1+.9% 8 . 8% 8 . 7% 5 . 5% 

Do Tt Know 5 .8% 7.6% 5. 0% 3. 8% '-!-. 3% 

69 14-l!- 80 101.- 1391+ 
........... ___ 

n= 



survey 

• XXI . (Continued) 

Go What we need is a bal anced transportation system with 
adequate bus service supplementing a Rapid Transit line . 

Area Area Area Are a Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

Strongly agree 1+6. 6% 59.8% 51 . 9% 1+1+ . 5% 1+7 . 2% 31+ .3% 

Tend to agree ' 39.7% 24-.4-% 30o9% 36 . 4-% 38.2% 4-0.1% 

Tend to disagree 5.9% 601% 7 . 5% 9.1% 803% 10 . 9% 

Strongly disagree 5 . L!-% 2 . 1+% 4-.1% 4-. 5% 20 8% 50 8% 

Dontt Know 2o5% 7. 3% 5.6% 5 . 5% 3.5% 8 . 8% 

n= 204- 82 320 110 1L~4- 137 

' 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Strongly agree 4-5. 4-% 4-6.5% 4-0 .0% 4-4- 0 2% 4-6 . 7% 

Tend to agree 39.1% 37 .5% 4-_ . 3% 29 . 8% 35.5% 

end to disagree 0.0% __ 0. L!-% 7.5% 12 .5% 8.0% 

Strongly disagree 2.9% .2.1% 5.0% 6. 7% 4- .2% 

Dontt Know 11. 6% 3.5% 6.3% 60 7% 5.5% 

69 11+L!- 80 l0 L!- 1394- ' n= .....____ __ 
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XXI. (Continued) 

R. Traffic congestion is sometimes a problem, but generally 
we can t ravel pretty well on our s treets and freeways. 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

Strongly agree 21.1% 4-5 . 1% 19 . 7% 18 . 2% 11 . 8% 20. 4-% 

Tend to agree 4-8 .5% 37. 8% 4-2 . 8% 60 . 0% 4-5.8% 54-. 7% 

Tend to disagree 19 .1% 11. 0% 22.8% 10.9% 32.6% 17.5% 

Strongly disagree 10.3% 6.1% 10.0% 7. 3% 5 . 6% 5.1% 

Don 1 t Know 1.0% 0 . 0% 4- . 7% 3.6% 4- .2% 2.2% 

n= 204- 82 320 110 14-4- 137 

Area Are a Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Strongly agree 26 .1% 34.7% 28. 8% 31.7% 23.8% 

Tend to agree 40.6% 4-4 . 4-% 40 . 0% 40 . 4% 4-5. 9% 

Tend to disagree 20.3% 13 .9% 17 .5% 16 . 3% 19 . 3% 

Strongly disagree 8 .7% 6 . 3% 13. 8% 9 . 6% s·.4% 

Donrt Know 4- .3% . 7% 0.0% 1.9% 2 0 6% 

n= 69 144 80 104 13 94 
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XXI. (Continued) 

,I o The elimination of smog is the number one problem facing 
Southern California. 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

Strongly agree 4-9 .0% 57o3% 46 .9% 44.5% 45.1% 4-8 .9% 

Tend to agree 25. 0% 18 .3% 24.4% 35.5% 26 .4-% 26.3% 

Tend to disagree 1 9.1% 17 .1% 19.1% 15.5% 12 .5% 14.6% 

~trongly disagree 4 . 4-% 7.3% 8.4% 1.8% 12 .5% 6. 6% 

Dontt Know 2.5% 0.0% 1.3% 2.7% 3.5% 3.6% 

n= 204 82 320 110 14-4- 137 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Strongly agree 36.2% 4-7 . 9% 37 . 5% 52.9% 4-7.1% 

Tend to agree 37 . 7% 20. 1% 32.5% 26 .0% 26 .2% 

Tend to disagree 18 . 8% 19.4-% 18 .8% 14- . 1+% 17 . 2% 

Strongly disagree 4- .3% 6 . 9% 11 .3% 5.8% 7 .1% 

Dontt Know 2.9% 5.6% 0.0% 1.0% 2 0 4-% 

n= 69 14-4- 80 104- 1394-



XXL (Continued) 

Jo Our public transportation needs c an be met by expanding 
existing bus service. 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

Strongly agree 14- . 7% 19 . 5% 15. 6% 10 .9% 9 . 0% 17 . 5% 

Tend to agree 21 .1% 19 . 5% 21. 3% 29.1% 24-.3% 32.1% 

Tend to disagree 23.5% 23 . 2% 29 . 7% 22 . 7% 29 .2% 27.0% 

Strongly disagree 32 .LJ-% 29.3% 26 . 3% 30.9% 29 . 9% 16.1% 

Don 1 t Know 8 . 3% 8 . 5% 7 . 2% 6 0 4-% 7 . 6% 7.3% 

n= 204- 82 320 110 14-4- 137 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Strongly agree 13 .0% 12. 5% 11.3% 14- . 4-% 14-.1% 

Tend to agree 13 .0% 23. 6% 27 .5% 15 0 4-% 22.9% 

Tend to disagree 31._% 4-0 .3% 28.8% 35.6% 29.1% 

Strongly disagree 21.7% 18.1% 23.8% 23 .1% 25.6% 

Don1 t Know 20.3% 5. 6% 8.8% 11 . 5% 8 . 3% 

n= 69 14-4- 80 104- 1391+ 



an O N O ! f?ES A CH OF CA IC:O ,N 

XXI. (Continued) 

K. Generally speaking, government is efficient and as t axpaye r s 
we get a lot for our money. 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

Strongly agree 2 . 9% 12.2% 6 . 6% 3. 6% LJ. . 9% 10 . 9% 

Tend to agree 25 . 0% lLJ..6% 25 . 3% 21.8% 25 . 7% 25 . 5% 

Tend to disagree . 19 .1% 25.6% 23 . LJ.% 20 . 9% 25 . 7% 22 . 6% 

Strongly disagree LJ.3 .1% LJ.6 .3% 37 . 5% LJ.9 . 1% 38 .2% 3 4- 0 3% 

Donrt Know 9.8% 1.2% 7 .2% 4- . 5% 5. 6% 6 . 6% 

n= 20 '-l- 82 320 110 144- 137 

Area Area Area Area 
!II VIII IX X Total 

Strongly agree 10.1% 8 . 3% 5. 0% 1 0 . 6% 7.0% 

Tend to agree 27.5% 25. 0% 30 .0% 27 . 9% 25 . 0% 

Tend to disagree 18 .8% 20.1% 25.0% 22.1% 22 . 3% 

Strongly disagree 36 .2% 39.6% 37.5% 32.7% 39 . 3% 

Don 1 t Know 7.2% 6.9% 2.5% 6 . 7% 6 . 5% 

n= 69 14-4- 80 104- 1394-



an ·Ar1C O CAl r=or. A survey 

XXL (Continued) 

L;: The community should support with taxes a good public 
transportation system . 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

Strongly agree 24-.0% 18 .3% 29.1% 20 . 0% 28 .5% 27 . 0% 

Tend to agree 38.2% 34-.1% ?,3 .1% 3 6 . 4-% 36 . 1% 32.1% 

Tend to disagree 13 .2% 14-.6% 15.0% 19 . 1% 12 .5% 13.1% 

Strongly 1isagree 21.6% 28 .0% 17 .5% 20.0% 18 . 8% 21.9% 

Dontt Know 2.9% 4-.9% 5 . 3% 4-.5% 4-.2% 5.8% 

i 
n= 204- 82 320 110 14-4- 137 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Strongly agree 20.3% 2LJ-. 3% 16 .3% 23.1% 2LJ-. 6% 

Tend to agree 34 . 8% 29 .2% 37.5% 26 . 9% 33. 9% 

Tend to disagree 10.1% 22.2% 16 .3% 22.1% 15 . 7% 

Strongly disagree 23.2% 21.5% 27.5% 23.1% 21 . 2% 

on 1 t Know 11 .6% 2 . 8% 2.5% 4- . 8% 1+. 7% 

n= 69 1 4-l!- 80 104- 1391.!-



an 0 1 RES -A,.C OF CA 

XXII. Have you ever l ived in a city which has a Rapid Transit System? 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

Yes LJ-1. 7% 4-1.5% 39.1% 34- . 5% 29.9% 24-. 8% 

No 58.3% 58.5% 59.7% 65 . 5% 70.1% 75.2% 

Don 1 t Know 0.0% 0.0% 1.3% 0.0% 0 . 0% 0 . 0% 

n= 204- 82 320 110 14-4- 137 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Yes 30 . 4-% 22. 9% 35.0% 36.5% 34- . 4-% 

No 69 . 6% 75.7% 65 . 0% 63 .5% 65.2% 

Dontt Know 0<,0% 1.4-% 0 . 0% 0 . 0% . 4-% 

n= 69 14-LJ- 80 104- 1394-



)CGI. (Continued) 

(IF ·1·YE~·•) • ' ,......, I, 
..t...r •-...' 

a . What city is t :ia-:::? 

Area Area Area Area Area Arca 
I II III IV V VI 

New York City 32.9% 32. 4-% r+t+ . 8% 21.1% 20.9% 32 . 4-% 

Chicago 18 . 8% 11.7% 15 .2% 28 . 9% 27.9% 20 . 5% 

Miscellaneous 
Easte:rn Cities 6.0% 5. 9% 6.l.J-% 2.6% 13. 9% 11. 6% 

Cl'licago and New York 7.1% 8.8% 6 . LI-% 0.0% 2 . 3% 0 . 0% 

Los Angel es (rec. cars) l.J- . 7% 2 . 9% 1.6% 5 . 3% 0 . 0% 5.9% 

I San F:rancisco 2 .r+% 5.9% Li- . 8% 0 . 0% LO% 2.9% 

Cleveland 2 . 4% 2,,9% 1.6% 7.9% Lk7% 5.9% 

Boston 2. ll-% 5. 9% 1 . 6% 7 . 9% 2 . 3% 0 . 0% 

i:'.'.iscellaneous 
l:'.ddwes tern Cities L!-. 7% 0 . 0% 0.0% 0 . 0% 7. 0% 2.9% 

New York and mis -
cellaneous 
Uni-tecl States . ..... . 

Cl LJ.es 1.2% 2.9% '-1- .8% 2 . 6% 0 . 0% 2 .. 9% 

~iscellaneous :Coreign 
cities 1.2% 0.0% 1 . 6% 10 .5% 2 ':)% 0 _; 0 2.9% 

Mi scellaneous Gr eat 
Lake cities 2 0 L:-% 2. 9% 0.0% 0.0% 0 . 0% 2.9% 

De troit l.J- . 7% 2 . 9% 1.6% 2 . 6% 0 . 0% 2.9% 

London~ Paris 1. 2% 2 . 9% LJC • 8% 0 . 0% 0 . 0% 0 . 0% 

Philadelphia 0 .0% 2. 9% 3 . 2% 5. 3% 2 ':)% • ..: v 0.0% 

Miscellaneous 
Weste rn citi es 2 .4-% 2o9% .8% 2 . 6% 4- . 7% 0 . 0% 

New York a:::id. miscell -
aneous Euro:9e an c:i.tie s L~. 8% 0. 0% ,, nro 

~ ••• V 0 0.0% 0 . 0% 0.0% 



XXII. a o (Continued) 

Area Area Area Area Area Are a 
I II III IV V VI 

Miscellaneous 
Southern cities 1.2% 0.0% 0 . 0% 0 . 0% 11 . 6% 2 .9% 

No answer, don 7 t know 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 5o 9% 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

New York City 22.7% 33 .3% 17o9% 18 0 4-% 31.5% 

Chicago 22.7% 12 . 1% 35o7% 13 .2% 1906% 

Miscellaneous 
Eastern cities 4-o5% 9oO% 7.2% 5.2% 7.9% 

Chicago and New York 0 . 0% 6.1% OoO% 2.6% 4-. 4-% 

Los Angeles (red cars) 0 .0% 6 .1% OoO% 13.2% 3.8% 

San Francisco OoO% 3.0% 0.0% 18 .5% 3.7% 

Cleveland 0.0% 3oO% 10 0 7% 2.6% 3.5% 

Boston 4- .5% 3oO% 3. 6% 5o3% 3.1% 

Miscellaneous Mid-
western cities 9.0% OoO% 7.2% 0.0% 2.5% 

New York and mis -
cellaneous United 
States cities U.5% 3oO% 3 .6% 5.2% 3.1% 

Miscellaneous foreign 
cities 0 .0% 0.0% 0 .0% 7.9% 2.5% 



X)C:I. ~ (Continued) a. 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

l!riscellaneous Great 
Lake cities 0.0% 9. % , 3 . 6% 5o3% 2.1% 

------

Detroit 0.0% 3.0% 0.0% 2.6% 2.3% 

London, Paris 9o0% 3.0% 0 .0% Oo0% 2.3% 

Philadelphia 4.5% 3.0% 0 . 0% 0.0% 2 . 1% 

Miscellaneous 
Western cities Lj. _ 5% 3.0% 0 . 0% 0.0% 1.8% 

New York and mis -
cellaneous 
European cities 4.5% 0.0% 0 . 0% 0 . 0% 2.1% 

l!riscellaneous 
Southern cities 4.5% 0.0% 3 0 6% 0 . 0% 1.8% 

No answer , don 1 t know 4 . 5% 3.0% 0 .0% Oo0% . 8% 



(ALL RESPONDENTS) 

XXIII. If you had to name just one, what do you believe is the 
chief s ource of smog in the Los Angeles area? 

Automobiles 

Trucks/buss es 

Airplanes 

Industry 

Other 

Donrt Know 

n= 

Automobiles 

Trucks/buss es 

Airplanes 

I _dustry 

Other 

DonTt Know 

n= 

Area 
I 

5 6. 4-% 

8.3% 

0.0% 

27.5% 

1.0% 

6.9% 

204-

Area 
VII 

53.5% 

4-.3% 

20.3% 

1. % 

5.8% 

69 

Area 
II 

59.8% 

6.1% 

1.2% 

28.0% 

0.0% 

Lj.. 9% 

82 

Area 
VIII 

50.0% 

8.3% 

31.3% 

3.5% 

5.6% 

Area 
III 

58 . 4-% 

10 . 0% 

.3% 

22.2% 

6. 6% 

320 

Area 
IX 

51.3% 

8.8% 

3.8% 

27.5% 

1.3% 

80 

Area 
IV 

60 . 9% 

8.2% 

0.0% 

2 6. 4-% 

l .8% 

2 . 7% 

110 

Area 
X 

51.9% 

9.6% 

0.0% 

29.8% 

1.9% 

6. 7% 

101+ 

Area 
V 

4-8. 6% 

7.6% 

. 7% 

31.3% 

3.5% 

8 .3% 

Total 

55.5% 

8.6% 

1.0% 

26 . 9% 

13 9LJ-

Area 
VI 

59 .1% 

5 .1% 

2 .2% 

28.5% 

1.5% 

3.6% 

137 



XXI V. To what clubs or organizations do you belong? 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

Social, Cl VlC, 
frate r nal 29.8% 4-8 . 9% 30 . 6% 51.1% 39 .5% 31 . 5% 

Par ent-Te achers 
As soc i2,t ion 23 .4-% 1 2 .2% 1 6 . 5% 2.1% 4- . 7% 11.1% 

Church 22 .3% 8.2% 9 . 4-% 14.9% 14.0% 11 . 1% 

Mi s cellaneous 9.6% L~ .1% 9 . 4% 10 . 6% 9 . 3% 5 . 6% 

Youth , health, 
welfare 2 .2% 8.2% 2.9% 2 .1% 9.3% 11 .1% 

Union 5 . 3% 2.0% 5.2% 6 . 4-% 1q._0% 1q __ 8% 

Veterans 1.1% 8.2% L~ . 7% I+ . 3% 4. 7% 9 . 3% 

Professional, 
business 3 .2% 6.1% 8 .2% 8 . 5% 0 . 0% 3.7% 

Polit ical 2.1% 2.0% 5. 3% 0 . 0% 0.0% 1 . 9% 

NAACP and other 
civil rights groups 0.0% 0.0% 2. 9% 0.0% 4. 7% 0.0% 

Homeowners 1.1% 0.0% 2 . 4-% 0 . 0% 0.0% 0.0% 

Quasi political 0.0% 0.0% 2 . 4-% 0. 0% 0.0% 0 . 0% 

n = 9 L~ q.g 1 70 4-7 43 54-



an 

XXIV. (Continued) 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X • Total 

Social, Cl VlC , 
fraternal 67. 9% 46.4% 30 . 3% 44 . 4% 38 .7% 

Parent- Teachers 
Association 0.0% 14 . 2% 21.2% 11 .1% 13 . 7% 

Church 14. 9% 11.9% 21.2% 11 .1% 13 . 3% 

Mis cell aneous 0 . 0% 4 .8% 0.0% 1 . 9% 6 0 7% 

Youth, health, 
welfare 7.1% 10 . 7% 9 .1% 5 . 6% 5 . 9% 

Union 3 . 8% 1.2% 6 .1% 3 . 7% 5.8% 

Veterans 0 . 0% 6 . 0% 6.1% 13.0% 5 . 5% 

Professional , 
business 0 . 0% 3 . 6% 3.0% 9 . 3% 5 . 3% 

Political 7 . :...% 1.2% 0 . 0% 0 . 0% 2 .4-% 

rJAACP c1nd other 
civil rights groups 0 . 0% 0. 0% 0.0% 0 . 0% 1.1% 

Homeowners 0.0% 0. 0% 3 . 0% 0.0% .9% 

Quasi political 0 . 0% 0.0% 0 . 0% 0.0% .6% 



RESt::ARC , O:= CA !r- ~' ' A survey 

XXV. Do you have a driver 1 s license? 

Area Area Area Ar ea Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

Yes 88. 7% 92.7% 79 . 7% 79 .1% 76 . 4-% 81 . 0% 

No 10.3% 7 .3% 20 . 0% 20 . 0% 23.6% 18 . 2% 

Don 1 t Know 1.0% 0.0% . 3% . 9% 0 . 0% 0 7% 

n= 201+ 82 320 110 lt+t+ 137 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Yes 85.5% 82"6% 83.8% 93 . 3% 83 . 1.J-% 

No 14.5% 17. L~% 16.3% 6.7% 16 . 3% 

Don 1 t Know 0 . 0% 0 .0% 0 . 0% 0 . 0% . t+% 

n= 69 llJ-4- 80 101+ 1391+ 



an 

(ALL RESPONDENTS) 

XXVI . Now, I'd like to find out the various way s tha t you get 
info r mation about local affairs . Please tell me ab o ut 
how much information you receive from ea c h o f these 
sources . (Ha nd Ca rd) 

Area Area Area Ar ea Are a Area 
Newspaper stories: I II III IV V VI 

Quite a lot 55.4% 69.5% 60 . 6% 58.2% 61. 1% 59 . 9% 

Some 27.5 % 20.7 % 24 . 7% 27 . 3% 26 . 4% 19 . 0% 

Not very mu c h 8.8 % 7. 3% 6. 9% 10 . 0% 4 . 9% 13.1% 

No ne 8.3% 2.4% 7.8% 4 . 5% 7. 6% 8 . 0% 

n= 204 8 2 320 110 144 137 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VI I I IX X Total 

Qui t e a lot 72. 5% 59. 0% 76.3% 72 . 1% 62 . 3% 

So me 1 8 .8% 20 .1 % _ 8 .8 % 20 . 2% 23 . 2% 

Not v e ry much 4 . 3% 1 1 . 8% 2. 5% 3 . 8% 7 . 7% 

None 4 . 3% 9.0% 2. 5% 3 . 8% 6 . 7 % 

n= 69 1 4 4 8 0 104 1394 



an OP , N IE !:ARCH Or- CA 0~1 ' A survey 

XXVI 0 (Continued) 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
Newspaper editorials: I II III IV V VI 

Quite a l ot 35 .3% 39 .0% 4-2.2% 4-0.9% 34- .0% 34-.3% 

Some 32.4-% 30 . 5% 27 . 8% 32.7% 34- . 0% 19 . 0% 

Not very much 14-. 2% 19 . 5% 15.3% 14-.5% 16. 7% 21. 9% 

None 18.1% 11.0% 14-.7% 11.8% 15 . 3% 24-. 8% 

n= 204- 82 320 110 14-4- 137 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Quite a lot L~4-. 9% 4-5 .1% 37 . 5% 33.7% 38.8% 

Some 31.9% 19.4-% 30.0% 30 . 8% 28.5% 

Not very much 5.8% 16.7% 7.5% 16 .3% 15 . l.J-% 

None 17 .LJ.% 18e8% 25.0% 19 . 2% 17 . 3% 

n= 69 1 44- 80 104- 1394-



survey 

XXVI 0 (Continued) 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
Radio news stories: I I I III IV V VI 

Quite a lot 30.4% 43 . 9% 42 .5% 38o2% 43 . 8% 43.8% 

Some 27o9% 34.1% 25.0% 35.5% 31.9% 21 . 9% 

Not very much 11.8% 11. 0% 14-. 7% 12.7% 14-. 6% 16.8% 

None 29. 9% llo0% 17 .8% 13 . 6% 9 . 7%, 17 .5% 

n= 204 82 320 110 144 137 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Quite a lot 39 . 1% 36 . 8% 43.8% 40.4% 39 . 9% 

Some 21. 7% 22. 9% 31.3% 24. 0% 27.1% 

Not very much 20 .3% 2 .5% 7.5% 20 . 2% 15.1% 

one 18.8% 18 .8% 17.5% 15 . 4% 17.9% 

n= 69 1 44 80 104 1391.j. 



an 0 , ir ' ON r-ESEA~C r;:: CAl ;:or., ~:1-. survey 

XXVI -o (Continued) 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
Television news: I II III IV V VI 

Quite a lot 61 . 8% 62 o2% 61.3% 63 . 6% 71.5% 69.3% 

Some 27o5% 2608% 23.1% 28.2% 18 .1% 15 .3% 

Not very much 5. 9% 601% 6 . 9% 4- .5% 7.6% 10 . 2% 

None 4- . 9% 4-. 9% 808% 3. 6% 2.8% 5.1% 

n= 204- 82 320 110 14-4- 137 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Quite a lot 62 .3% 65 . 3% 62.5% 66 03% 6'-1-.3% 

Some 21 . 7% 20.8% 28 . 8% 18.3% 22.7% 

Not very much 8. 7% 8 . 3% 3 08% 6.7¢ 7.0% 

None 7.2% 5 . 6% 5.0% 8 . 7% 6 . 0% 

n= 69 l'-1-'-I- 80 104- 1394-



an O. iN N :ESEA~ H F CAU~ ~1 •;A survey 

XXVI . (Continued) 

Group meetings, Parent- Area Area Area Area Area Area 
Teachers Association, I II III IV V VI 
et cetera: 

Quite a tot 5.9% 7 .3% 9 0 4-% 4- . 5% 7 . 6% 5.8% 

Some · 15.2% 8 .5% 13.1% 10 . 0% ll .1% 10.2% 

Not very much 10 .3% 15. 9% 10.0% 11 . 8% 17 . 4-% 16 .8% 

None 68.6% 68 .3% 67.5% 73 . 6% 63.9% 67.2% 

20LJ. 82 320 ' 110 14-4- 137 n= 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Quite a lot 2.9% 6.3% 8.8% 8.7% 7.1% 

Some 7.2% 9 .7% 13.8% 9 . 6% 11.5% 

Not very much 8 .7% 11.8% 15 .0% 12 . 5% 12 . 6% 

None 8- .2% 72.2% 62 .5% 69 . 2% 68.8% 

n= 69 14-L/- 80 104- 1394-



an p •to l t:Si:A C Of CA !'."0':., 1: survey 

XXVI . (Continued) 

Conversations with Area Area Area Area Area Area 
fr i ends and neighbors: II III IV V VI 

Quite a lot 17 0 6% 20.7% 22.2% 20.9% 20.1% 16.1% 

Some 3707% 30 .5% 3lJ. . 7% 34.5% I.J-3 .8% 38.7% 

Not very much 16 0 7% 25 . 6% 18 .8% 22.7% 22.9% 19.7% 

None 27 . 9% 23.2% 24- 0 I.J.% 21. 8% 13 . 2% 25.5% 

n= 201.J. 82 320 110 llJ.lJ. 137 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VII I IX X Total 

Quite a lot 20 .3% 18 .1% 15 . 0% 19.2% 19 . lJ.% 

Some 31 . 9% 3 4- 0 7% 30 . 0% 31.J-. 6% 35.8% 

Not ve r y much 23 . 2% 22.2% 22.5% 26 . 9% 21.1% 

None 2lJ..6% 25. 0% 32.S% 19 .2% 23.7% 

n= 69 l lJ.LJ. 80 lOlJ. 139 q. 



an F CA or:i ' /\ survey 

XXV r . With which political Party are you register ed? 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

Democrat 52.9% LJ.1.5% 59 . 7% LJ.O . 9% 77. 8% 70.8% 

Republican 38.7% SLJ. o 9% 30.9% 50 . 9% 16 . 7% 2LJ. . 8% 

Other party 2 . 9% 2 .LJ.% 3.8% 3 . 6% l . LJ.% 2 . 2% 

Didn 1 t say 5 .LJ.% 1.2% LJ. . LJ.% LJ..5% 2 . 8% 1.5% 

Refused to answer 0.0% 0.0% 1.3% 0 . 0% l .L~% . 7% 

n= 20LJ. 82 320 110 1 Lf.lj. 137 

Area Area Area Ar ea 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Democrat 56.5% 55.6% 57 . 5% 51 . 9% 57.8% 

Republican 39.1% 38.2% 36.3% 38 . 5% 35.0% 

Other party 2.9% 2.8% 5.0% 1.9% 2.9% 

Didnrt say l.LJ.% 2.8% 0 . 0% 7 . 7% 3.6% 

Refused to answer 0.0% .7% 1.3% 0.0% .6% 

n= 69 llJ.LJ. 80 lOLJ. 139Lf-



an 

XXVIII , Did you vote in the Primary Election in June? 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

Yes 81.4-% 84-.1% 82.5% 75.5% 82 . 6% 77. 4-% 

rro 17.2% 15 . 9% 16 .6% 21 . 8% 16.7% 21. 9% 

Dontt Know/ 
Refused Answer 1.5% 0.0% . 9% 2o7% .7% .7% 

n= 204- 82 320 110 14-4 137 

Area. Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Yes 88 . % 81.9% 85.0% 81 . 7% 81. 7% 

r10 1.6% 16. 7% 13 .8% 16 . 3% 17 .1% 

Dontt Know/ 
Re fused Answer 0.0% 1.4-% 1.3% 1.9% l ol% 

n= 69 14.q. 80 104 1394 



r., 1:A su•ve.y 

XXI • Generally, how interested would you say you are in local political 
affairs? 

Area Area Ar.ea Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

Highly interested 33.8% 25.6% 4-0 0 3% 3D o9% 340 7% 24.1% 

Pretty interested 27 o5% 3606% 27.2% 3D o9% 26u LJ-% 3Do7% 

Somewhat :i;nterested 26.0% 2608% 19. LJ-% 2L~o 5% 22o9% 21 .. 9% 

Not very interested 11.3% 11.0% 12o2% 11 . 8% 14-. 6% 2L 9% 

Don 1 t know/no response lo5% OoO% . 9% 1.8% lo 4-% 1.5% 

n= 204- 82 320 110 11.J.L~ 137 

Area Area Area Area 
V_ I VIII IX X Total 

Highly interested 3~ ?% _, • J-0 35.4-% 33.8% 28.2% 33.5% 

Pretty interested 3lo9% 2306% 28.8% 26.2% 28o2% 

Somewhat interested 20 .. 3% 19 .. LJ-% 26.3% 23o3% 22o 5% 

rJot very interested 14-.o 5% 20.8% 11.3% 2Ll!-% 1 4- 08% 

Don 1 t know/no response 0 . 0% .7% DoO% 1.0% 1.0% 

n= 69 lt.:-4- 80 103 1393 



an O iNlON RlESiEAi;?C!-l Cf CAtmo~:l!l tA survey 

XXX 0 About how often would you say you vote in elections at the local 
level (County, (' • t-~l-Y, Special District, et cetera)? 

Area Area Area Area Area Area. 
I _II III IV V VI 

Always 65 o2% 63 0 4-% 62 02% 50.0% 55.6% 52. 6% 

Most of the time 22o1% 22.0% 19.4% 34 0 5% 25 0 0% 26.3% 

About half . of the time 3 .4% 8.5% 7.2% 7.3% 11.1% 800% 

Occasionally 2o9% 2.4% 506% 4.5% 506% 5.8% 

Seldom 3. 4% 3e7% 3.1% 2., 7% .7% 2 .. 2% 

Never 2o 9% 0 . 0% 2.5% .. 9% 2.1% 5.1% 

n= 20 4 82 320 110 1 4-l~ 13 7 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Always 66. 7% 6808% 67.5% sr+. 8% 60~8% 

Most of the time 24.6% 18.,8% 22.,5% 28.,8% 23.,5% 

About ha_f of the time 0.,0% 305% 3.8% 3e8% 6.0% 

Occasionally L+~ 3% 6.3% 0.0% 3.8% r+.5% 

Seldom 2.9% 2.8% 5. 0% 3.8% 2o9% 

Never 1. 4-% 0.0% le3% 4 . 8% 2.3% 

n= 69 144 80 104 139l~ 



XXXI . ow, her e is a sample ballot for a b o nd e lect i o n in November 

Yes 

No 

o n Rapid Tra n sit . Wil l you please mark this ballot, fold 
it, and place it in this ballot box? 

To construct a mo dern rail Rapid Transit System and expanded 
bus system, s hall a oonded indeb tedness o f $2 . 5 bill i on be 
incurred supp or ted by a 1/2¢ Sales Tax? 

Area Area Area Area Ar ea Area 
I II III IV V VI 

SL 6% 5 6 . 1% 62.5 % 47 .7 % 73 . 1% 54.9 % 

35.8% 39.0% 30 . 0% 46 . 2% 25 . 4% 38 . 0% 

Don't know 12 . 6% 4.9% 7 . 5% 6 . 2% 1.5% 7 . 0% 

n= 95 41 160 65 67 71 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Yes 63.3% 56.7% 62 .2% 56 . 9% 58.5% 

No 36 . 7% 38 . 8% 33.3% 39 . 2% 35.3% 

Don't know 0.0% 4.5% 4.4% 3 . 9% 6 . 2% 

n= 30 67 45 51 692 



XXXII. How old are you? 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

21 - 29 17.2% 13.'+% 16.6% 13.6% 11.1% 16.8% 

30 - 39 27.0% 15.9% 15.3% 18.2% 29.9% 19a7% 

'-l-0 - L~9 29. L~% 30.5% 17.2% 17.3% 19. 4-% 27a7% 

50 - 59 14-. 7% 22.0% 19 . 1% 16 0 4-% 21.5% 16.1% 

60 and over 11.8% 18 .. 3% 3L9% 34-. 5% 18.1% 19.7% 

n= 20'+ 82 320 110 l'+'+ 137 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

21 - 29 20.3% 15.3% 15.0% 6. 7% l'+. 9% 

30 - 39 15.9% 15~3% 2L3% 19.2% 19.9% 

0 - LJ-9 17.~% 20.1% 35.0% 39.4% 2LJ-. 0% 

50 - 59 15.9% 14.6% 603% llJ-. '+% 16. 6% 

60 and over 30.LJ.% 3LJ.o 7% 22.5% 20.2% 2LJ-. 5% 

n= 69 14-4 80 104 139LJ-



XXXIII. How many grades of school did you complete? 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

0 - 8 grades 4o9% 7o3% 6.9% 9.1% 15.3% llo7% 

9 - 11 grades 5o9% 6.,1% 10.0% 10.,9% 19. Lf.% 19.0% 

12 grades 3408% 45ol% 28.4% 32o7% 3006% 39 .4% 

Some college 28.9% 17 ml% 28.4% 28.2% 2l~. 3% 21.9% 

College graduate 1806% 12.2% is:9% ll.J-.5% 6.3% 6.6% 

Graduate work 5.,9% 908% 9ol% 2.7% 4.2% 0.0% 
I 

Refused answer 1.0% 2o4% 1.3% 108% 0.0% 1.5% 

n= 204 82 320 110 ll~l!- 137 

Area Area. Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

0 - 8 grades 4.3% lle8% 12.5% 1006% 9 . 1% 

9 - 11 grades 5.8% 13.2% 8.8% 13"5% 11.4% 

12 grades 37 .7% 3608% 33.8% 36.5% 34-o 2% 

Some college 27.5% 22.,9% 28.8% 19.2% 25.5% 

College graduate 17 .4% 9.0% 11.3% 13.5% 13.0% 

Graduate work 7.2% 6.3% 2.5% 607% 5.8% 

Refused answer 0.0% 0.0% 2.5% 0.0% 1.0% 

n= 69 llf.l~ 80 104 l39l!-



XXXIV. About what do you think your income will be this year for yourself 
and your immediate fa~ily? That is income before taxes. Please 
call off the letter on this card .in :':ront of the correct amount. 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

Less than $5, 000 8 . 3% 13o4% 21 06% 17 o3% 25.0% 17.5% 

$5,000 - $10,000 22.1% 23.2% 32o2% 30.0% 54.9% 35.0% 

$10,000 - $15,000 3Q o4% 36.6% 16. 6% 23 . 6% 13o2% 29 02% 

More than $15 , 000 29 0 4-% 18.3% 2QoO% 20.9% 5.6% 7.3% 

Refuse answer/Don 1 t know 9.8% 8.5% 9.7% 8.2% 1. 4-% 10.9% 

n= 204- 82 320 110 11-J.q. 137 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Le:::s than $5,000 1808% 24-. 3% 12.5% 13.5% 17.8% 

$5,000 - $10,000 24. 6% 2 ll. 3% 38.8% 31.7% 31.8% 

$10,000 - $15,000 29 0 0% 29.2% 32.5% 3lo7% 2502% 

More than $15,000 lW-.5% 9.0% 3.8% 10.6% 15.6% 

Refuse answer/Don 7 t know 13.0% 13.2% 12.5% 12.5% 9.7% 

n= 69 1q.4 80 1oq. 1391-J-



an 

XXXV 0 Sex 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

Male 3 2o 4% f 6e8% 41.6% 7Oe9% 50.7% 56. 9% 

Female 67.,6% 23.,2% 58. 4-% 29ol% LJ-9 0 3% 43 . 1% 

n= 20 4- 82 320 110 14-LJ- _37 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

Male 4-3 05% 54.2% 36o3% 77o9% 50.9% 

Female 56~5% 1+5e 8% 63.8% 22.1% 4-9 al% 

n= 69 14LJ- 80 104 1394 



XXXVI . Race 

Ar ea Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

Caucas ian 98.0% 96.3% 86 .9% 96. 4% 37 . 5% 82 . 5% 

Mexican-American LS% 2.4% 3 ol% 2.7% 6.3% 1 7 0 5% 

Negro .5% 0.0% 8 . 1% o9% 52 . 8% 0.,0% 

Oriental 0.0% 1.2% 1 . 9% 0 . 0% 3 . 5% 0.0% 

n= 204 82 320 110 J_q.4 137 

Area Area Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Tot al 

Caucasi an 97.1% 89.6% 100% 98.1% 86 . 7% 

r-1exican-Ameri can lo4% 2._% 0 . 0% 1. 0% 4.0% 

Negro 0.0% 6.9% 0 .0% 1 . 0% 8 02% 

Oriental 2..4% L !.J% Oo0% 0 . 0% 1.1% 

n== 69 lll-4 80 104 1394 



, l m:St'2ARCH := CA ro;:_, 'IA su rvey 

XX.XVII .. Area: 

Area Area Area Area Area Area 
I II III IV V VI 

14-., 6% 5o9% 23.0% 7 . 9% 10.3% 908% 

n = 20lJ- 82 320 , 110 ll.J-4 137 

Area Arec:. Area Area 
VII VIII IX X Total 

n= 69 144 80 lOLI- 139 !.J-
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