ATTACHMENT A: CAC MEMBER RESPONSE TO SEPTEMBER 6
TRADEOFF EXERCISE

The numbers underneath each bar reflect degree of support for each of the
tradeoffs with zero being an equal balance between the two. The numbers on
the top of each bar reflect how many CAC members marked it as their priority.
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Maintain transit grid vs.
More frequency on high demand routes
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Close route spacing vs.
More limited/express routes
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New modes/types of service vs.
Current modes
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Low fares for all vs.
Increasing/ premium fares
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