Results of Jim's 2012 Study Issue Survey

The survey was conducted between January 12th and January 29rd, 2012. 84 responses were received. Note that OCA 12-
02 (Whistleblower Ordinance) was added to the list of potential study issues by staff after some participants had already
voted. This should be taken into account when viewing the results for the study issues for the Office of the City Attorney.

The survey attempted to follow the voting mechanism that Council uses in ranking study issues. Participants were provided
with the study issue overviews, as described in the council overview sheets, with links to the full study issue write-ups.
Participants were first asked to indicate which study issues should be dropped. Of what remained, participants were asked to
indicate which study issues should be deferred until next year. Of what remained, participants were asked to rank their top
four choices (or fewer, if a department had less than four study issues). The raw votes cast are on the final page of the
summary. The survey may be viewed at http://www.dweeb.org/cgi-bin/survey.pl.

Each department is broken down into four results. The first set of results shows the study issues ordered by respondents'
preference for dropping issues, with items most favored to be dropped listed first. The second set shows the preference for
deferring issues, with items most favored to be deferred listed first. Note that since respondents first voted for dropping issues
and then deferring, items favored to be dropped score low on the deferral list. As such, the best measure of a study issue's
unpopularity is its drop percentage plus its deferral percentage, resulting in a "rank/do not rank" value. Towards that end, the
"Don't Rank %" provided in the raw results may be useful as a measure of a study issue's public support.

The third and fourth sets indicate the preferred ranking order of the study issues, in two ways.

In the "drop-weighted ranking", study issues are ranked, but "drop" and "defer" votes are applied as a negative value. As
such, the "drop-weighted ranking" attempts to represent the collective opinion of all survey participants.

In the "rank only" ranking, study issues are ranked ignoring all "drop" and "defer" votes. As such, the "ignore drop/defer votes"
ranking is best described as "when participants value an issue, how strongly they value it".

Overall trends

Respondents clearly favored dropping or deferring study issues to a much greater extent than in past years. 20 of 39 study
issues received responses where half or more votes were to drop or defer the issues. Only a few study issues garnered
strong overall support.

Overall most popular issues

#1 CDD12-09 Pedestrian Plans for ITR Areas

#2 CDD12-06 Regulations for Telecommunication Facilities Located in the Public Right of Way
#3 (tie) CDD12-05 Food Truck Locations and Operation Requirements

#3 (tie) DPW12-05 Downtown Parking and Maintenance Management Program

#5 CDD12-10 Consideration of Non-residential Parking Requirements

Overall least popular issues

#1 (tie) CDD12-01 Requiring Solar Panel Installation as Part of Re-roofing Projects

#1 (tie) LCS09-01 Explore Opportunities to Develop a Community Theatre Based in Downtown Sunnyvale

#3 CDD12-02 Possible Nomination of Non-Residential Properties to the Heritage Resource Inventory

#4 (tie) OCM12-01 Consider the Viability of Developing a Financial/economic Based Sister City Relationship with an
Overseas Entity

#4 (tie) CDD12-04 Recognition of the Technological Events and Innovations of Sunnyvale




Community Development Department

Overview
By far, CDD12-09 "Pedestrian Plans for ITR Areas" was the most popular of CDD issues (in fact, it was the
highest-rated of any study issue). CDD12-05, CDD12-06, and CDD12-10 all demonstrated support (and were in
the top five, overall). By far, CDD12-01 was the least popular of all CDD issues (in fact, it was the tied with LCS09-
01 for the least popular of any study issue). Only 7% of respondents ranked CDD12-01 as one of their top four
CDD issues, with 2/3 recommending dropping the issue.
Top Preferences for CDD Study Issues to Drop
Rank Pct Issue Description

1 64.29%|CDD12-01 |Requiring Solar Panel Installation as Part of Re-roofing Projects

2 44.05%|CDD12-04 [Recognition of the Technological Events and Innovations of Sunnyvale

3 42.86%|CDD12-08 |[Use of Redwood Trees Relative to Water Conservation

4 33.33%|CDD09-11 _|Review of the Housing Mitigation Fee

5 32.14%|CDD12-02 |Possible Nomination of Non-Residential Properties to the Heritage Resource Inventory

6 30.95%|CDD12-11 |Consider Adding Criminal Background Checks to Below Market Rate (BMR)

Qualification Process

7 27.38%|CDD12-03 |Cultural Heritage of Sunnyvale

8 25.00%|CDD11-02 |Downtown Development Policies for Parking

9 15.48%[CDD12-10 |Consideration of Non-residential Parking Requirements

10 15.48%|CDD12-05 |Food Truck Locations and Operation Requirements

11 8.33%|CDD12-06 [Regulations for Telecommunication Facilities Located in the Public Right of Way

12 7.14%|CDD12-09 |Pedestrian Plans for ITR Areas

Top Preferences for CDD Study Issues to Defer

Description

34.52%|CDD12-02 |Possible Nomination of Non-Residential Properties to the Heritage Resource Inventory
2 29.76%|CDD09-11 |Review of the Housing Mitigation Fee
3 26.19%|CDD12-03 |Cultural Heritage of Sunnyvale
4 20.24%|CDD12-04 |Recognition of the Technological Events and Innovations of Sunnyvale
5 19.05%|CDD11-02 |Downtown Development Policies for Parking
6 10.71%|CDD12-08 |Use of Redwood Trees Relative to Water Conservation
7 9.52%|CDD12-11 |Consider Adding Criminal Background Checks to Below Market Rate (BMR)
Qualification Process
8 7.14%|CDD12-10 |Consideration of Non-residential Parking Requirements
9 5.95%|CDD12-06 |Regulations for Telecommunication Facilities Located in the Public Right of Way
10 5.95%|CDD12-05 |Food Truck Locations and Operation Requirements
11 5.95%|CDD12-01 |Requiring Solar Panel Installation as Part of Re-roofing Projects
12 0.00%|CDD12-09 |Pedestrian Plans for ITR Areas

Top Preferences for CDD Study Issues to Rank, Weighted by Drops/Defers

Score Issue Description

CDD12-09 |Pedestrian Plans for ITR Areas
2 3.99|CDD12-06 |Regulations for Telecommunication Facilities Located in the Public Right of Way
3 4.54{CDD12-05 |Food Truck Locations and Operation Requirements
4 4.65(CDD12-10 |Consideration of Non-residential Parking Requirements
5 4.96/CDD12-11 |Consider Adding Criminal Background Checks to Below Market Rate (BMR)

Qualification Process

6 5.10{CDD11-02 |Downtown Development Policies for Parking
7 5.60]CDD12-03 |Cultural Heritage of Sunnyvale
8 5.80{CDD12-08 |Use of Redwood Trees Relative to Water Conservation
9 5.80/{CDD09-11 |Review of the Housing Mitigation Fee
10 5.88/CDD12-04 |Recognition of the Technological Events and Innovations of Sunnyvale
11 5.94|CDD12-02 |Possible Nomination of Non-Residential Properties to the Heritage Resource Inventory
12 6.14/CDD12-01 |Requiring Solar Panel Installation as Part of Re-roofing Projects




Top Preferences for CDD Study Issues to Rank, Ignoring Drops/Defers

Score

Issue

Description

1 1.76/CDD12-09 |Pedestrian Plans for ITR Areas

2 2.11|CDD12-06 |Regulations for Telecommunication Facilities Located in the Public Right of Way

3 2.26(CDD12-11 |Consider Adding Criminal Background Checks to Below Market Rate (BMR)
Qualification Process

4 2.50{CDD11-02 |Downtown Development Policies for Parking

5 2.57|CDD12-04 |Recognition of the Technological Events and Innovations of Sunnyvale

6 2.67|CDD12-08 |Use of Redwood Trees Relative to Water Conservation

7 2.82|CDD12-10 |Consideration of Non-residential Parking Requirements

8 2.88|CDD12-01 |Requiring Solar Panel Installation as Part of Re-roofing Projects

9 2.88|CDD12-05 |Food Truck Locations and Operation Requirements

10 4.61|CDD12-02 |Possible Nomination of Non-Residential Properties to the Heritage Resource Inventory

11 4.51|CDD09-11 [Review of the Housing Mitigation Fee

12 4.92|CDD12-03 |Cultural Heritage of Sunnyvale




Department of Public Safety

Overview

Both DPS issues were moderately popular, relative to other issues.

Top Preferences for DPS Study Issues to Drop

Issue Description
1 29.76%|DPS12-02 |Explore Tools for Resolving Interior Hoarding Conditions at Residential Properties
2 17.86%|DPS12-01 |Taxicabs: Franchises, Regulation and Enforcement
Top Preferences for DPS Study Issues to Defer
Rank Pct Issue Description
1 19.05%|DPS12-01 [Taxicabs: Franchises, Regulation and Enforcement
2 13.10%|DPS12-02 |Explore Tools for Resolving Interior Hoarding Conditions at Residential Properties

Top Preferences for DPS Study Issues to Rank, Weighted by Drops/Defers

Score Issue Description
1 2.95|DPS12-01 |Taxicabs: Franchises, Regulation and Enforcement
2 3.24|DPS12-02 |Explore Tools for Resolving Interior Hoarding Conditions at Residential Properties

Top Preferences for DPS Study Issues to Rank, Ignoring Drops/Defers

Score

1.36

Issue
DPS12-02

Description
Explore Tools for Resolving Interior Hoarding Conditions at Residential Properties

1.39

DPS12-01

Taxicabs: Franchises, Regulation and Enforcement




Department of Public Works

Overview

DPW12-05 was clearly the most popular, with almost half of respondents recommending to rank the issue.
DPW12-04 was clearly the least popular, with only 5% of respondents recommending to rank the issue. A majority
of respondents recommended dropping or deferring all but DPW12-05 and DPW12-02

Pct
51.19%

Issue
DPW09-04

Top Preferences for DPW Study Issues to Drop

Description
Impacts of Traffic Calming Devices on Cyclists

48.81%

DPW12-04

Expansion of Bicycle Violation Diversion Classes

44.05%

DPW12-01

Bicyclist Anti-Harassment Ordinance

42.86%

DPW12-03

Conditions for the Installation of Colored Bicycle Lanes
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40.48%

DPW09-01

Comprehensive School Traffic Study (Combined Sl's School TDM Opportunities &
School Zone Traffic Controls and Enforcement)

34.52%

DPW11-09

Community Bus Feasibility Study

33.33%

DPWQ09-07

Sunnyvale Cyclovia Event

22.62%

DPW12-02

Establishment of 15 Miles Per Hour School Zones and Flashing Warning Signs
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15.48%

DPW10-09

Reliable Electrical Power Options
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14.29%

DPW12-05

Downtown Parking and Maintenance Management Program

Rank Pct

27.38%

Issue
DPW10-09

Top Preferences for DPW Study Issues to Defer

Description
Reliable Electrical Power Options

22.62%

DPWO09-07

Sunnyvale Cyclovia Event

17.86%

DPW12-03

Conditions for the Installation of Colored Bicycle Lanes

15.48%

DPW11-09

Community Bus Feasibility Study

14.29%

DPW12-04

Expansion of Bicycle Violation Diversion Classes
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14.29%

DPW09-01

Comprehensive School Traffic Study (Combined Sl's School TDM Opportunities &
School Zone Traffic Controls and Enforcement)

7 13.10%

DPW12-02

Establishment of 15 Miles Per Hour School Zones and Flashing Warning Signs

8 9.52%

DPW12-01

Bicyclist Anti-Harassment Ordinance

9 8.33%

DPWO09-04

Impacts of Traffic Calming Devices on Cyclists

7.14%

DPW12-05

Downtown Parking and Maintenance Management Program

Top Preferences for DPW Study Issues to Rank, Weighted by Drops/Defers

Score

Issue

Description

4.04|DPW12-05 |Downtown Parking and Maintenance Management Program

2 4.87|DPW10-09 |Reliable Electrical Power Options

3 4.95|DPW12-02 |Establishment of 15 Miles Per Hour School Zones and Flashing Warning Signs

4 5.23|DPW09-01 |Comprehensive School Traffic Study (Combined Sl's School TDM Opportunities &
School Zone Traffic Controls and Enforcement)

5 5.30|DPW11-09 |Community Bus Feasibility Study

6 5.36|DPW12-01 |Bicyclist Anti-Harassment Ordinance

7 5.62[DPW09-07 |Sunnyvale Cyclovia Event

8 5.69|DPW12-03 |Conditions for the Installation of Colored Bicycle Lanes

9 5.71|DPW09-04 |Impacts of Traffic Calming Devices on Cyclists

10 6.02[DPW12-04 |Expansion of Bicycle Violation Diversion Classes




Top Preferences for DPW Study Issues to Rank, Ignoring Drops/Defers

Score Issue Description
1 1.73[DPW10-09 |Reliable Electrical Power Options
2 1.83|DPW12-05 |Downtown Parking and Maintenance Management Program
3 1.91|DPW12-02 |Establishment of 15 Miles Per Hour School Zones and Flashing Warning Signs
4 1.94|DPW12-01 |Bicyclist Anti-Harassment Ordinance
5 2.06(DPW11-09 |Community Bus Feasibility Study
6 2.23| DPW09-01 |Comprehensive School Traffic Study (Combined Sl's School TDM Opportunities &

School Zone Traffic Controls and Enforcement)
2.46|DPW09-04 |Impacts of Traffic Calming Devices on Cyclists
2.50|DPW09-07 |Sunnyvale Cyclovia Event

9 2.58|DPW12-03 |Conditions for the Installation of Colored Bicycle Lanes
10 3.00|DPW12-04 |Expansion of Bicycle Violation Diversion Classes
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Environmental Services Department

Overview
ESD12-04 and ESD11-01 were generally supported for ranking this year, ESD12-02 and ESD12-03 were
generally not supported for ranking this year.
Top Preferences for ESD Study Issues to Drop
Rank Pct Issue Description
1 41.67%|ESD12-02 [Sustainability Demonstration Fund
2 33.33%|ESD12-03 |Impact of Sea Level Rise on Land Use
3 29.76%|ESD11-01 |Ban the Use of Expanded Polystyrene (ESP) Food Containers
4 16.67%|ESD12-04 |[Community Solar Program
Top Preferences for ESD Study Issues to Defer
Rank Pct Issue Description
1 26.19%|ESD12-03 |Impact of Sea Level Rise on Land Use
2 17.86%|ESD12-02 [Sustainability Demonstration Fund
3 11.90%|ESD11-01 [Ban the Use of Expanded Polystyrene (ESP) Food Containers
4 8.33%|ESD12-04 |[Community Solar Program

Top Preferences for ESD Study Issues to Rank, Weighted by Drops/Defers

Score

Issue

Description

ESD12-04 |Community Solar Program
2 4.35/ESD11-01 |Ban the Use of Expanded Polystyrene (ESP) Food Containers
3 5.33|ESD12-03 |Impact of Sea Level Rise on Land Use
4 5.60|ESD12-02 [Sustainability Demonstration Fund

Score

Top Preferences for ESD Study Issues to Rank, Ignoring Drops/Defers

Issue

Description

ESD11-01 |Ban the Use of Expanded Polystyrene (ESP) Food Containers
2 2.05(ESD12-04 |Community Solar Program
3 2.06|ESD12-03 |Impact of Sea Level Rise on Land Use
4 2.50/ESD12-02 |Sustainability Demonstration Fund




Library and Community Services

Overview
Only LCS12-02 was supported for ranking, while LCS09-01 was tied with CDD12-01 as the least popular of all
study issues.
Top Preferences for LCS Study Issues to Drop
Rank Pct Issue Description
1 46.43%[LCS12-01 |Consideration of a Veterans' Memorial Honoring Sunnyvale Veterans Who Gave Their
Lives in Service to the Country in Afghanistan, Iraq and Vietnam Wars
2 45.24%|LCS09-01 [Explore Opportunities to Develop a Community Theatre Based in Downtown Sunnyvale]
3 19.05%[LCS12-02 |Review Effectiveness of Existing Art in Private Development Policies and
Practices

Top Preferences for ESD Study Issues to Defer

Description
25.00%|LCS09-01 |[Explore Opportunities to Develop a Community Theatre Based in Downtown Sunnyvale
2 15.48%|LCS12-02 [Review Effectiveness of Existing Art in Private Development Policies and
Practices
3 9.52%|LCS12-01 [Consideration of a Veterans' Memorial Honoring Sunnyvale Veterans Who Gave Their
Lives in Service to the Country in Afghanistan, Iraq and Vietnam Wars

Top Preferences for LCS Study Issues to Rank, Weighted by Drops/Defers

Score Issue Description

LCS12-02 |Review Effectiveness of Existing Art in Private Development Policies and
Practices
2 4.52|LCS12-01 |Consideration of a Veterans' Memorial Honoring Sunnyvale Veterans Who Gave Their
Lives in Service to the Country in Afghanistan, Iraq and Vietnam Wars
3 4.86|LCS09-01 |Explore Opportunities to Develop a Community Theatre Based in Downtown Sunnyvale]

Top Preferences for LCS Study Issues to Rank, Ignoring Drops/Defers

Score Issue Description

LCS12-02 |Review Effectiveness of Existing Art in Private Development Policies and
Practices
2 1.67|LCS12-01 |Consideration of a Veterans' Memorial Honoring Sunnyvale Veterans Who Gave Their

Lives in Service to the Country in Afghanistan, Iraq and Vietnam Wars
3 1.73|LCS09-01 |Explore Opportunities to Develop a Community Theatre Based in Downtown Sunnyvale]




Overview

Rank

Office of the City Attorney

OCA12-01 was supported for ranking.

Top Preferences for OCA Study Issues to Drop

Pct Issue Description
1 35.19%|OCA12-02 |Consideration of Whistleblower Ordinance For Board and Commission Members
2 21.43%|OCA12-01 |Consideration of Ordinance Barring Councilmembers From Voting on Issues
Involving Individuals or Organizations Contributing To Councilmember's Election
Campaign
Top Preferences for OCA Study Issues to Defer
Rank Pct Issue Description
1 2.38%|0OCA12-01 [Consideration of Ordinance Barring Councilmembers From Voting on Issues
Involving Individuals or Organizations Contributing To Councilmember's Election
Campaign
2 1.85%|OCA12-02

Consideration of Whistleblower Ordinance For Board and Commission Members

Top Preferences for OCA Study Issues to Rank, Weighted by Drops/Defers

Score

Issue

2.56|0CA12-01

Description
Consideration of Ordinance Barring Councilmembers From Voting on Issues

Involving Individuals or Organizations Contributing To Councilmember's Election
Campaign

3.43|OCA12-02

Consideration of Whistleblower Ordinance For Board and Commission Members




Office of the City Manager

Overview

OCM12-02 and OCM12-03 were supported, while OCM11-01 and OCM12-01 were not.

Issue

Top Preferences for OCM Study Issues to Drop

Description

1 55.95%|0OCM12-01 |Consider the Viability of Developing a Financial/economic Based Sister City
Relationship with an Overseas Entity
2 46.43%|[0OCM11-01 [Consideration of Transitioning to All-Mail Ballot Elections
3 27.38%|0OCM12-02 |Consider Moving From Odd-Year Elections to Even-Year Elections
4 15.48%[OCM12-03 |Consider Elimination of Numbered Council Seats
Top Preferences for OCM Study Issues to Defer
Rank Pct Issue Description
1 9.52%|0OCM12-02 [Consider Moving From Odd-Year Elections to Even-Year Elections
2 8.33%|0OCM12-01 [Consider the Viability of Developing a Financial/economic Based Sister City
Relationship with an Overseas Entity
3 8.33%|0CM12-03 [Consider Elimination of Numbered Council Seats
4 4.76%|OCM11-01 |Consideration of Transitioning to All-Mail Ballot Elections

Top Preferences for OCM Study Issues to Rank, Weighted by Drops/Defers

Score
3.87]

Issue
OCM12-03

Description
Consider Elimination of Numbered Council Seats

4.37

OCM12-02

Consider Moving From Odd-Year Elections to Even-Year Elections

5.19

OCM11-01

Consideration of Transitioning to All-Mail Ballot Elections

5.88

OCM12-01

Consider the Viability of Developing a Financial/economic Based Sister City
Relationship with an Overseas Entity

Score
1.43

Top Preferences for OCM Study Issues to Rank, Ignoring Drops/Defers

Issue
OCM12-02

Description
Consider Moving From Odd-Year Elections to Even-Year Elections

1.72

OCM12-03

Consider Elimination of Numbered Council Seats

2.00

OCM11-01

Consideration of Transitioning to All-Mail Ballot Elections

BIWIN
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OCM12-01

Consider the Viability of Developing a Financial/economic Based Sister City
Relationship with an Overseas Entity




Raw Results

1 2 3 4 Unranked Defer Drop Drop-weighted Ranked-only Rank % Don't Defer % Consensus
Score Score Rank %

CDD09-11 1 11 2| 3 24 25 28 5.80 3.00 8.33%| 91.67%| 29.76%| 33.33%|Drop or defer

CDD11-02 5] 4] 7] 4 27 16 21 5.10 2.50 23.81%| 76.19%| 19.05%| 25.00%]|Drop or defer

CDD12-01 11 2 2 3 17 5 54 6.14 2.88 9.52%| 90.48%| 5.95%| 64.29%|Strongest drop

CDD12-02 0] Of 2 O 26 29 27 5.94 3.00 2.38%| 97.62%| 34.52%| 32.14%|Drop or defer

CDD12-03 1 1] 3] 5 29 22 23 5.60 3.20 11.90%| 88.10%]| 26.19%| 27.38%|Drop or defer

CDD12-04 2 1 2| 2 23 17 37 5.88 2.57 8.33%| 91.67%| 20.24%| 44.05%|Drop or defer

CDD12-05 4 71 11 11 33 5 13 4.54 2.88 39.29%| 60.71%| 5.95%| 15.48%|[Mixed, leaning towards rank
CDD12-06 1] 15| 5] 5 36 5 7 3.99 2.11 42.86%| 57.14%| 5.95%| 8.33%|Rank high

CDD12-08 0] 2[ 4 O 33 9 36 5.80 2.67 7.14%| 92.86%| 10.71%| 42.86%]Strong drop

CDD12-09 26| 14/ 8| 3 27 0 6 3.18 1.76 60.71%| 39.29%| 0.00%| 7.14%]|Rank high

CDD12-10 1 9] 12| 6 37 6 13 4.65 2.82 33.33%| 66.67%| 7.14%]| 15.48%|Mixed, leaning towards rank
CDD12-11 10] 3] 4] 6 27 8 26 4.96 2.26 27.38%| 72.62%| 9.52%| 30.95%[Mixed

DPS12-01 19| 12 22 16 15 2.95 1.39 36.90%| 63.10%| 19.05%)| 17.86%|Mixed

DPS12-02 16| 9 23 11 25 3.24 1.36 29.76%| 70.24%| 13.10%| 29.76%|Mixed

DPW09-01 71 7 4] 4 16 12 34 5.23 2.23 26.19%| 73.81%]| 14.29%| 40.48%|Drop or defer

DPW09-04 2| 5| 4] 2 21 7 43 5.71 2.46 15.48%| 84.52%| 8.33%| 51.19%|Strong drop

DPWQ09-07 2[ 4] 1] 3 26 19 29 5.62 2.50 11.90%| 88.10%]| 22.62%| 34.52%|Drop or defer

DPW10-09 | 12| 5/ 4| 1 20 23 19 4.87 1.73 26.19%| 73.81%| 27.38%| 22.62%]|Mixed, leaning towards drop
DPW11-09 5 7] 4] 1 23 13 31 5.30 2.06 20.24%| 79.76%| 15.48%| 36.90%|Drop or defer

DPW12-01 7] 5] 4 1 22 8 37 5.36 1.94 20.24%| 79.76%| 9.52%| 44.05%|Drop

DPW12-02 | 10| 7 4| 2 22 11 28 4.95 1.91 27.38%| 72.62%]| 13.10%| 33.33%|Mixed

DPW12-03 2| 3] 5] 2 21 15 36 5.69 2.58 14.29%| 85.71%| 17.86%| 42.86%|Drop or defer

DPW12-04 0] 1 2| 1 27 12 41 6.02 3.00 4.76%| 95.24%| 14.29%)| 48.81%|Strong drop

DPW12-05 | 17] 10 5] 3 31 6 12 4.04 1.83 41.67%| 58.33%| 7.14%| 14.29%]|Rank high

ESD11-01 211 5[ 71 2 14 10 25 4.35 1.71 41.67%| 58.33%| 11.90%| 29.76%|Mixed and polarized
ESD12-02 1 71 4] 2 20 15 35 5.60 2.50 16.67%| 83.33%| 17.86%| 41.67%]|Drop

ESD12-03 9] 2| 2 4 17 22 28 5.33 2.06 20.24%| 79.76%)| 26.19%| 33.33%|Drop or defer

ESD12-04 16/ 14| 10| 4 19 7 14 3.87 2.05 52.38%| 47.62%| 8.33%| 16.67%|Rank high

LCS09-01 6] 2| 3 14 21 38 4.86 1.73 13.10%| 86.90%| 25.00%| 45.24%)|Drop

LCS12-01 8] 8] 2 19 8 39 4.52 1.67 21.43%| 78.57%| 9.52%| 46.43%]|Strong drop

LCS12-02 19| 6[ 2 28 13 16 3.69 1.37 32.14%| 67.86%| 15.48%| 19.05%|Rank

OCA12-01 35| 5 24 2 18 2.56 1.13 47.62%| 52.38%| 2.38%| 21.43%|Rank high

OCA12-02 2| 12 20 1 19 3.43 1.86 25.93%| 74.07%| 1.85%| 35.19%]|Mixed, leaning towards drop
OCM11-01 10| 4] 6] 2 19 4 39 5.19 2.00 26.19%| 73.81%| 4.76%| 46.43%|Drop

OCM12-01 2[ 3] 3] 4 18 7 47 5.88 2.75 14.29%| 85.71%| 8.33%| 55.95%|Strong drop

OCM12-02 | 17] 13| O O 23 8 23 4.37 1.43 35.71%| 64.29%| 9.52%| 27.38%|Mixed

OCM12-03 | 19] 13] 6 1 25 7 13 3.87 1.72 46.43%| 53.57%| 8.33%| 15.48%]|Rank




