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Introduction

The following report covers the results for the Infrastructure 2014 survey of decision makers in
the public and private sectors who impact real estate investment in cities and towns in the U.S.
and around the world conducted for the Urban Land Institute and EY. Two hundred forty one
public sector leaders in local and regional government and private organizations working on
economic development, along with 202 private developers, investors, lenders and advisors took
part in the survey between January 7 and 24, 2014.

A survey invitation was sent by email to leaders identified by ULI and EY. The public sector
invitees are high level leaders — elected, appointed and career — from large and mid-sized cities
in the United States, Europe, Asia Pacific, and elsewhere globally. The private sector mailing list
included senior-level executives and managers in real estate development, investment,
advisory or related real estate firms in the U.S. and overseas. The public respondents to the
survey are classified as global if the city or metro area where they operate is outside the U.S.
Private respondents are classified as global if the city or metropolitan area where their own
work is focused is outside the U.S., even if their firm also works inside the U.S.

Both mailing lists were built using the ULI member database, EY contacts and connections, and

other sources. For more information about the lists please refer to the Methodology at the
back of this report.
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Executive Summary

1. Infrastructure quality is seen as a key factor impacting where real estate

investment happens. Eighty-eight percent of survey respondents list infrastructure as a

top or very important consideration in determining where real estate activity happens.

a. Forthe public sector, infrastructure is seen as the most important factor, at the top of a
list of eight considerations. For the private sector, it was the second most important
factor.

b. Demographic forces—including consumer demand and workforce skills—are the other
top considerations. Government services fall in the middle of the group of factors, and
schools and recreation and cultural attractions are at the bottom.

2. Strong telecommunications systems and good roads and bridges top the list
of infrastructure categories that determine where real estate development

goes. These systems represent both the advanced and traditional infrastructure needed

for metropolitan competitiveness.

a. Four other infrastructure categories are clustered at the top of considerations
influencing real estate investment by companies: reliable and affordable energy,
convenient passenger connections, good quality water and waste water treatment, and
adequate parking.

b. Inthe middle of the pack are public transit, health care facilities, clean air, and parks and
open space.

3. When it comes to assessments of quality, pedestrian infrastructure, public

transit, bicycle infrastructure, and car sharing receive the lowest marks.

Although some respondents ranked these infrastructure aspects highly, they lag behind

other infrastructure categories.

a. Telecommunications, passenger connections, and water quality are viewed as high
guality. Roads and bridges, and freight infrastructure, receive middling marks.

b. Views of the quality of various infrastructure categories are relatively similar across the
public and private sectors, although public sector participants tend to give higher marks
to most of the elements.

4. Leaders name public transit, roads and bridges, and pedestrian infrastructure

as investment priorities. Although some respondents ranked these infrastructure

aspects highly, they lag behind other infrastructure categories.

a. Seventy-eight percent of all respondents see “improved public transit services” as a top
or high priority, 71% want improving roads and bridges to be a priority, and 63% are
looking for improved pedestrian infrastructure.

b. Transportation issues such as these are also the most frequently mentioned in an open-
ended question about the largest infrastructure-related barriers to increased real estate
investment.
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5. The public’s willingness and ability to pay for infrastructure is seen as the

most important factor shaping the future of infrastructure and real estate.

Willingness to pay is more important than most other cultural and technological changes

with a potential to influence infrastructure and development.

a. At least three quarters of respondents in both sectors say this will have a dramatic or
significant impact on investments.

b. Shifting market demands and demographic trends—including growing demand for
compact, walkable development, and the appeal of cities and metro areas to families
with children—are seen as the next two most powerful factors.

6. Funding for new infrastructure over the next decade will depend in large part

on cooperation between developers and local governments.

a. Fully three quarters of the public and private leaders in the poll identify joint
development or cooperation between the public and private sectors as playing an
extremely or very significant role in finding the funding for infrastructure.

b. Other strategies that require collaboration between real estate and civic leaders —
including value capture and negotiated exactions — also lead the list of expected funding
sources.

7. ldentifying resources for long-term operations and maintenance of

infrastructure is seen as a concern, especially by real estate leaders.

a. While neither group is very sanguine about the attention being paid to long-term
operations and maintenance, private sector respondents are more likely than public
ones to worry that cities and metro areas are not taking these needs into account.

b. Only 18% of private sector leaders, compared to 32% of public sector leaders, say that
long-term needs are usually a part of decision making in the areas in which they work.

8. Transportation is the issue most likely to be cited in open-ended responses

as holding back real estate investment.

a. Issues surrounding public transit, and roads and bridges top the list of complaints.

b. The second most common restraints identified by the leaders in the survey are financial
or funding and political issues.

9. Infrastructure is critical to both U.S.-based and global respondents.

a. American leaders are more likely to be concerned with finding a skilled workforce and
schools, whereas the leaders working overseas are more likely to focus on government
and regulatory factors.

b. Global respondents are more likely than U.S. ones to give high marks ratings to roads
and bridges and public transit. Nevertheless, looking to the future, both sets of leaders
put high priority on improving public transit.
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c. While both groups see most of the factors influencing investment over the next decade
similarly, the global leaders are more likely to identify climate change as influential.

d. Finally, leaders in both groups see joint development as key, although the global

respondents say government funding will play an important role more often than the
Americans.
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Findings
A. Findings Summary

1. Infrastructure quality is seen as a key factor impacting where real estate

investment happens. Infrastructure leads the list of factors that influence where real estate
investment dollars go. Eighty-eight percent of survey respondents list infrastructure as a top or
very important consideration. Infrastructure leads the list of eight possible factors influencing
the flow of real estate dollars.

Ninety-one percent of the public and 86% of real estate leaders rated the quality of
infrastructure, including transportation, utilities, telecommunications, etc., as a top or very
important consideration when decisions are made about where real estate investments are
made.

Demographic forces—including consumer demand and workforce skills—are the other top
drivers of real estate activity. Of private sector leaders, 90% rated consumer demand as top or
very important (compared to 78% of public sector respondents). City leaders were more likely
to see the availability of a skilled workforce as a key driver; 89% call workforce a top or very
important consideration, compared to 64% of the private sector.

Factors relating to government services—including the regulatory environment, tax structure,
and the quality of government—are in the middle of the pack of factors that drive where real
estate dollars go. Tax structure is much more likely to be seen as a top or very important factor
by the public sector than the private sector.

Perhaps surprisingly, the quality of schools was near the bottom of the list, followed by the
recreation and cultural attractions that are available in an area.

Public vs. Private As discussed above, the public and private respondents diverged most around
the importance of a skilled workforce and tax structure, with the public sector more likely to
rank those factors as important. Private sector leaders ranked consumer demand and
government quality more highly than city leaders.

Global vs. U.S. Comparing leaders who work in the U.S. only and those whose work is overseas,
we find convergence around the importance of infrastructure when it comes to determining
where real estate investments are made. Some other differences do emerge.

The U.S. respondents are more likely to say availability of a skilled workforce (80% say “a top
consideration” or “very important”) and quality of schools are important (61%), while the global
respondents put more priority on the regulatory framework (81%) and the quality of
government (71%).
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Important Factors in Real Estate Investment Decisions
Among all Respondents

% saying "A top consideration" or "Very important"
B Total
Quality of infrastructure, including

transportation, utilities,
telecommunications, etc.

88%

Consumer demand 83%

Availability of a skilled workforce 77%

Regulations that encourage or
. 74%
discourage development
Tax structure, including development
incentives, ongoing tax burden, etc.

Quality of government, including
transparency, accountability, and
service delivery

Quality of schools

Availability of recreation and cultural

0,
attractions 34%

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

Q10. Public: In your experience, how important are the following factors in influencing where companies
make real estate investments? Private: In your experience, how important are the following factors in
influencing where your company makes real estate investments? [Options: A top consideration, Very
important, Somewhat important, Not very important, Not a factor at all, Don’t know] [RANDOMIZED]
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% saying "A top consideration" or "Very important"

Public

Quality of infrastructure, including
transportation, utilities,
telecommunications, etc.

Consumer demand

Availability of a skilled workforce

Regulations that encourage or
discourage development

Tax structure, including development
incentives, ongoing tax burden, etc.

Quality of government, including
transparency, accountability, and
service delivery

Quality of schools

Availability of recreation and cultural
attractions

M Private
91%
78%
89%
70%
74%
53%
62%

52%

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

Q10. Public: In your experience, how important are the following factors in influencing where companies
make real estate investments? Private: In your experience, how important are the following factors in
influencing where your company makes real estate investments? [Options: A top consideration, Very
important, Somewhat important, Not very important, Not a factor at all, Don’t know] [RANDOMIZED]

[n=241 public; 202 private]
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Important Factors in Real Estate Investment Decisions:
U.S. vs. Global Presence

% saying "A top consideration" or "Very important"

u.s. B Global
80%

Availability of a skilled workforce

Regulations that encourage or 72%

Quality of government, including 57%

transparency, accountability, and

service delivry I -

61%
Quality of schools
0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

Q10. Public: In your experience, how important are the following factors in influencing where companies
make real estate investments? Private: In your experience, how important are the following factors in
influencing where your company makes real estate investments? [Options: A top consideration, Very
important, Somewhat important, Not very important, Not a factor at all, Don’t know] [RANDOMIZED]
[n=348 U.S.; 58 global]

Note: The charts comparing U.S. and global leaders’ answers that appear here and in
subsequent sections include only the categories where we found differences between the two
sets.
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2. Strong telecommunications systems and good roads and bridges top the list
of infrastructure categories that determine where real estate development

goes. A number of infrastructure systems need to be strong in order to make metro areas
attractive for development. The importance of telecommunications and connectivity and roads
and bridges illustrates the need for both advanced and traditional infrastructure for
metropolitan competiveness.

With telecommunications and roads and bridges, four other infrastructure categories are
clustered at the top of considerations influencing real estate investment by companies.
Telecommunications and roads and bridges are followed closely by reliable and affordable
energy, along with good passenger connections to other cities, high quality water and
wastewater systems, and sufficient parking.

Categories that that are in the middle of the pack include public transit, health care facilities,
clean air, parks and open space, and freight infrastructure.

At the bottom of the list are characteristics that might make for more livable cities. Sidewalks
and other pedestrian infrastructure, bicycle infrastructure, and car sharing or other new
mobility infrastructure are seen as the least important elements of infrastructure when
decisions are made about investing overall. Although near the bottom of the list, half of private
sector respondents said that sidewalks are important or very important to decisions about
where to invest. And as shown below, many of these elements are considered priority
investment areas.

Public vs. Private While there is general agreement about the most to least important parts of
infrastructure, the private sector participants tend to identify more areas as important to the
investment decisions than do the public sector respondents. These include public transit, health
care facilities, clean air, parks and open space and sidewalks.

Public sector participants are much more likely to say that good freight infrastructure is a key
driver of real estate development than private sector leaders are.

Global vs. U.S. U.S. respondents are more likely than those elsewhere to prioritize parking. For

the global respondents, public transit rises to the top tier. Non-U.S. leaders are more likely to
say intercity connections and clean air are important.
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Important Infrastructure-Related Factors in Real Estate Investment Decisions
Among all Respondents

% saying "A top consideration" or “Very important”
B Total

Strong telecommunications systems

0,
and connectivity 75%

Sufficient, well-maintained roads and

o,
bridges 71%
Reliable and affordable energy 67%
Good passenger connections to other
cities via airplane, train, intercity bus, 63%
etc.
High quality water and wastewater
systems
Sufficient parking 61%

Sufficient public transit services (bus
and/or rail)

Quality health care facilities such as
hospitals and medical providers

Clean air

Sufficient parks and open space
Good freight infrastructure including
ports and rail

Sufficient, well-maintained sidewalks
and pedestrian infrastructure

Sufficient, well-maintained bicycle
infrastructure

Available car sharing or other new

0,
mobility services 11%

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

Q11. Public: And in your experience, how important are the following infrastructure-related factors in
influencing where companies make real estate investments? Private: And in your experience, how
important are the following infrastructure-related factors in influencing where your company makes real
estate investments? [Options: A top consideration, Very important, Somewhat important, Not very
important, Not a factor at all, Don’t know] [RANDOMIZED]
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Important Infrastructure-Related Factors in Real Estate Investment Decisions:
Public vs. Private Sectors

% saying "A top consideration" or “Very important”

Public M Private

Strong telecommunications systems 78%
and connectivity 71%

Sufficient, well-maintained roads and | 74%

bridges N 67%
. 72%
Reliable and affordable energy _ 60%

Good passenger connections to other | 66%
cities via airplane, train, intercity bus, o °
etc. N 550
High quality water and wastewater 60%
systems N 629%
- . 60%
Sufficient parklng _ 61%
Sufficient public transit services (bus 43%
and/or rail) N 529
Quality health care facilities such as a42%
hospitals and medical providers || NN 51%
Clean air 35%
L E¥
36%

Sufficient parks and open space _ 549%

Good freight infrastructure including 58%
ports and rail B 27%
Sufficient, well-maintained sidewalks 36%

and pedestrian infrastructure || 50%

Sufficient, well-maintained bicycle | 16%
infrastructure B 16%

Available car sharing or other new 9%,
mobility services - 13%

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

Q11. Public: And in your experience, how important are the following infrastructure-related factors in
influencing where companies make real estate investments? Private: And in your experience, how
important are the following infrastructure-related factors in influencing where your company makes real
estate investments? [Options: A top consideration, Very important, Somewhat important, Not very
important, Not a factor at all, Don’t know] [RANDOMIZED] *Good passenger connections to other cities via
airplane, train, intercity bus, etc. [n=241 public; 202 private]
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Important Infrastructure-Related Factors in Real Estate Investment Decisions:
U.S. vs. Global Presence

% saying "A top consideration" or “Very important”
U.S. mGlobal

Good passenger connections to other 61%
cities via airplane, train, intercity bus,

etc. 74%

63%
Sufficient parking
50%

Sufficient public transit services (bus 42%

and/or rail) 72%

40%

Clean air
59%

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

Q11. Public: And in your experience, how important are the following infrastructure-related factors in
influencing where companies make real estate investments? Private: And in your experience, how
important are the following infrastructure-related factors in influencing where your company makes real
estate investments? [Options: A top consideration, Very important, Somewhat important, Not very
important, Not a factor at all, Don’t know] [RANDOMIZED] [n=348 U.S.; 58 global]
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3. Pedestrian infrastructure, public transit, bicycle infrastructure, and car

sharing receive the lowest marks when it comes to assessments of quality.
Although about half of respondents said that sidewalks and pedestrian infrastructure were very
good or good, these infrastructure categories are at the bottom of the overall quality
assessment list, lagging behind health care facilities, water quality, telecommunications, etc.
Similarly, public transit gets high marks from about half of the respondents, but is near the
bottom of the quality pack.

Health care facilities such as hospitals and medical providers, water quality and wastewater
treatment, and telecommunications top the list of infrastructure categories viewed as good or
very good.

These highly regarded categories are closely followed by passenger connections to other cities,
and environmental aspects of urban life including parks and open space as well as air quality
and energy utilities. Parking, roads and bridges, and freight infrastructure receive middling
marks.

The weakest ratings go to aspects of infrastructure that deal with pedestrians, transit, bicycles,
and car sharing or new mobility services.

Public vs. Private Views about infrastructure quality by sector are relatively similar across the
private and public sectors. When it comes to assessing infrastructure quality, public and private
sector respondents are in general agreement about which are the best and the worst. This is
true from top to bottom, although the public sector participants tend to give higher marks to
most of the elements.

Global vs. U.S. Comparing leaders from the U.S. and abroad on the quality of infrastructure
where they work, the U.S. respondents are generally more positive on health care, water
quality and wastewater treatment, energy utilities, and parking. Global respondents are more
positive about roads and bridges and public transit in their cities and metro areas.
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Ranking the Current Quality of Infrastructure
Among all Respondents

% saying "Very good" or “Good”

H Total

Health care facilities such as hospitals

1)
and medical providers 90%

Water quality and wastewater

[\
treatment 83%

Telecommunications infrastructure 82%

Energy utilities 75%

Parks and open space 73%

Passenger connections to other cities

. L . 709
via airplane, train, intercity bus, etc. 0%

Parking 64%

Air quality 65%

Roads and bridges 60%

Freight infrastructure including ports

0,
and rail 60%

Sidewalks and pedestrian

0,
infrastructure e

Public transit services (bus and/or

. 48%
rail)

Bicycle infrastructure 39%

Car sharing/new mobility services 27%

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

Q12. Public: Thinking about the city or metropolitan area where you work, how would you rank rate the
current quality of the following aspects of its infrastructure? (Please answer for your city/county if you work
at that level -- and for the metropolitan area if you work regionally.) Private: Thinking specifically about the
city or metropolitan area where your own work is most concentrated (the place you identified above), how
would you rate the current quality of the following aspects of its infrastructure? [Options: Very good, Good,
Moderate, Poor, Very poor, Don’t know] [RANDOMIZE]

[ ]
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Ranking the Current Quality of Infrastructure:
Public vs. Private Sector

% saying "Very good" or “Good”
Public ® Private

Health care facilities such as 92%
hospitals and medical providers 87%

Water quality and wastewater 88%

treatment I 76%
84%

Tel icati infrastruct
elecommunications infrastructure _ 78%
afeg, 82%
Ener tilities
SYUHSS N o2
Park d
Bhtadhal @ 020202 [EY

Passenger connections to other cities 65%

via airplane, train, intercity bus, etc. _ 74%
0,
Parking _ 559 72%
0
AT O s
(]

64%

Roads and brldges _ 55%

Freight infrastructure including 60%

ports and rail N 60%
Sidewalks and pedestrian 49%
infrastructure R 53%
Public transit services (bus and/or 47%
rail) N 51%
41%

Bicycle infrastructure
Y N 36%

| o 31%
C h b | t
ar sharing/new mobility services _ 23%

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

79%

71%

Q12. Public: Thinking about the city or metropolitan area where you work, how would you rank rate the
current quality of the following aspects of its infrastructure? (Please answer for your city/county if you work
at that level -- and for the metropolitan area if you work regionally.) Private: Thinking specifically about the
city or metropolitan area where your own work is most concentrated (the place you identified above), how
would you rate the current quality of the following aspects of its infrastructure? [Options: Very good, Good,
Moderate, Poor, Very poor, Don’t know] [RANDOMIZE] [n=241 public; 202 private]
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Ranking the Current Quality of Infrastructure:
U.S. vs. Global Presence

% saying "Very good" or “Good”
U.S. mGlobal
Health care facilities such as hospitals 93%
and medical providers 71%

Water quality and wastewater 85%
treatment 67%

78%
66%

Energy utilities

69%
Parking

40%

58%
Roads and bridges

72%

Public transit services (bus and/or 45%

rail) 67%

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

Q12. Public: Thinking about the city or metropolitan area where you work, how would you rank rate the
current quality of the following aspects of its infrastructure? (Please answer for your city/county if you work
at that level -- and for the metropolitan area if you work regionally.) Private: Thinking specifically about the
city or metropolitan area where your own work is most concentrated (the place you identified above), how
would you rate the current quality of the following aspects of its infrastructure? [Options: Very good, Good,
Moderate, Poor, Very poor, Don’t know] [RANDOMIZE] [n=348 U.S.; 58 global]
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4. Leaders name public transit, roads and bridges, and pedestrian infrastructure

as investment priorities. Seventy-eight percent of all respondents see “improved public
transit services” as a top or high priority, 71% want improving roads and bridges to be a
priority, and 63% are looking for improved pedestrian infrastructure.

Public sector leaders are especially concerned about transit, roads and bridges, and pedestrian
infrastructure, with seven in ten or more calling each a top or high priority. Seven in ten of the
private sector respondents also place top billing on improving public transit services and roads
and bridges, but are less concerned about pedestrian infrastructure. For private leaders,
telecommunications and passenger connections outweigh pedestrian infrastructure.

Looking at other elements, water, energy, and air quality are top or high priorities for about half
in both sectors. Additional concerns, including bicycle infrastructure and services, parks and
open space, health care facilities, freight, management of parking and other transportation
services like car sharing are likely to be seen as lower priorities.

Global vs. U.S. U.S. respondents put a slightly higher priority on improving the roads than do

their international counterparts, but both U.S. and global leaders put their highest priority on
improved public transit.
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Priority That Should Be Given to Infrastructure Improvements
Among all Respondents

% saying "One of the very top priorities" or “High priority”

W Total
Improved public transit services (bus
provedp ) ( 78%
and rail)
Improved roads and bridges 71%
Improved pedestrian infrastructure 63%
Improved telecommunications
infrastructure
Better passenger connections to other
cities via airplane, train, intercity bus,
etc.
Better water and wastewater
infrastructure
More reliable or high quality energy
infrastructure
Improved air quality
More parks and open space
Improved bicycle infrastructure and
services (such as bike share systems)
Improved health care facilities
Better freight infrastructure including
ports and rail
Improved management of parking 37%
More car sharing or other
. . 32%
transportation services
0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

Q13. Public: Thinking again about the city/metropolitan area where you work, how high a priority do you
think should be given to each of these infrastructure improvements over the next ten years? (Please
answer for your city/county if you work on that level or the metropolitan area if you work regionally.)
Private: Thinking again about the city or metropolitan area where your work is most concentrated, how high
a priority do you think should be given to each of these infrastructure improvements over the next ten
years? [Options: One of the very top priorities, High priority, Middle priority, Low priority, Bottom priority,
Don’t know] [RANDOMIZE]

[ ]
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% saying "One of the very top priorities" or “High priority”

Public M Private

Improved public transit services (bus 84%
and rail) 71%

73%

Improved roads and bridges I 6o
o 70%
Improved pedestrian infrastructure _ 54%

Improved telecommunications 56%

infrastructure R 61%

Better passenger connections to other | 58%
cities via airplane, train, intercity bus, _ 58%
etc. i °
Better water and wastewater 52%

infrastructure R 53

More reliable or high quality energy | 49%

infrastructure R 52
. . 43%

I I

mproved air quality _ 529%
46%

M k
ore parks and open space _ 46%

Improved bicycle infrastructure and 55%
services (such as bike share systems) || NN 35%

el 37%
Improved health care facilities I 20%

Better freight infrastructure including 44%

ports and rail R 35%

Improved management of parking T :783)
()

More car sharing or other 30%

transportation services [N 33%

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

Q13. Public: Thinking again about the city/metropolitan area where you work, how high a priority do you
think should be given to each of these infrastructure improvements over the next ten years? (Please
answer for your city/county if you work on that level or the metropolitan area if you work regionally.)
Private: Thinking again about the city or metropolitan area where your work is most concentrated, how high
a priority do you think should be given to each of these infrastructure improvements over the next ten
years? [Options: One of the very top priorities, High priority, Middle priority, Low priority, Bottom priority,
Don’t know] [RANDOMIZE] [n=241 public; 202 private]
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Priority That Should Be Given to Infrastructure Improvements:
U.S. vs. Global Presence

% saying "One of the very top priorities" or “High priority”

U.S. mGlobal
Improved public transit services (bus 78%
and rail) 84%
. 74%
I d roads and brid
mproved roads and bridges 60%
0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

Q13. Public: Thinking again about the city/metropolitan area where you work, how high a priority do you
think should be given to each of these infrastructure improvements over the next ten years? (Please
answer for your city/county if you work on that level or the metropolitan area if you work regionally.)
Private: Thinking again about the city or metropolitan area where your work is most concentrated, how high
a priority do you think should be given to each of these infrastructure improvements over the next ten
years? [Options: One of the very top priorities, High priority, Middle priority, Low priority, Bottom priority,
Don’t know] [RANDOMIZE]. [n=348 U.S.; 58 global]
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5. The public’s willingness and ability to pay for infrastructure are seen as the

most important factors shaping the future of infrastructure and real estate.
Looking to the future, the survey suggests that the biggest external influence on shaping
infrastructure and real estate development is the public’s appetite for paying for investments in
infrastructure.

In next ten years, both the private and public sector respondents identified the public’s
willingness or ability to pay for infrastructure as the one thing that will have the most impact on
shaping infrastructure and real estate investment in their own cities and metro areas. At least
three quarters in both sectors say this will have a dramatic or significant impact on investments.

Shifting market demands and demographic trends—including growing demand for compact,
walkable development, and the appeal of cities and metro areas to families with children—are
seen as the next most powerful factors. Around two thirds identify these two as major
influences that may reshape metropolitan areas where they work.

The survey tells us there are several other factors that will have impacts over the next decade,
in the view of both private and public sector actors. About six in ten identify the use of pricing
innovations to manage, operate, and pay for infrastructure as powerful. These might include
dynamic and variable pricing of roadways, smart meters, etc.

Also, about half of the public and private leaders say significant or dramatic inputs will be the
cost and availability of energy and increased technology. Fewer see climate change or extreme
weather and the rise of car sharing as so important to investments in the next decade.

Global vs. U.S. While the respondents in the U.S. and overseas generally see the factors
influencing investment over the next decade similarly, the global leaders are more likely than
the U.S. leaders to see climate and weather as well as energy as influential in the areas where
they work.
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Factors Shaping Investments in the Next Ten Years
Among all Respondents

% saying "Dramatic impact" or “Significant impact”

H Total

The public’s willingness or ability to

0,
pay for infrastructure 82%

Growing demand for compact,
walkable development

Families with children choosing to
live in your city or area

Cost and availability of energy

Use of pricing innovations to
manage, operate, and pay for
infrastructure*

Increase and advances in
technology**

Innovative or flexible parking
policies***

Climate change or extreme weather
events

Rise of car-sharing systems

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

Q14. Public: And over the next ten years, how much of an impact do you think each of the following factors will have in
shaping infrastructure and real estate investments in the city or metropolitan area where you work? Private: And over
the next ten years, how much of an impact do you think each of the following factors will have in shaping infrastructure
and real estate investments in the city or metropolitan area where your work is most concentrated? [Options: Dramatic
impact, Significant impact, Some impact, Little impact, No impact, Don’t know] [RANDOMIZE] *FULL QUESTION
WORDING: Use of pricing innovations to manage, operate, and pay for infrastructure (such as dynamic or variable pricing
of roadways, smart meters with dynamic pricing, etc.); ** Increase and advances in technology (such as real time
information for bus or train arrivals, remote payment systems, real time monitoring of energy usage, etc.); *** Innovative
or flexible parking policies (such as easing of minimum parking requirements, shared parking, ability to flex car parking for
bike parking, etc.)
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Factors Shaping Investments in the Next Ten Years:
Public vs. Private Sector

% saying "Dramatic impact" or “Significant impact”
Public ® Private

The public’s willingness or ability to 87%
pay for infrastructure 76%

Growing demand for compact, 76%
walkable development 64%

65%
62%

Families with children choosing to live
in your city or area

57%

Cost and availability of energy 66%
0

Use of pricing innovations to manage, 56%
operate, and pay for infrastructure* 63%

Increase and advances in 55%
technology** 51%

Innovative or flexible parking 50%
policies*** 43%

Climate change or extreme weather 41%
events 34%

20%
25%

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

Rise of car-sharing systems

Q14. Public: And over the next ten years, how much of an impact do you think each of the following factors
will have in shaping infrastructure and real estate investments in the city or metropolitan area where you
work? Private: And over the next ten years, how much of an impact do you think each of the following
factors will have in shaping infrastructure and real estate investments in the city or metropolitan area
where your work is most concentrated? [Options: Dramatic impact, Significant impact, Some impact, Little
impact, No impact, Don’t know] [RANDOMIZE] *FULL QUESTION WORDING: Use of pricing innovations to
manage, operate, and pay for infrastructure (such as dynamic or variable pricing of roadways, smart meters
with dynamic pricing, etc.); ** Increase and advances in technology (such as real time information for bus
or train arrivals, remote payment systems, real time monitoring of energy usage, etc.); *** Innovative or
flexible parking policies (such as easing of minimum parking requirements, shared parking, ability to flex car
parking for bike parking, etc.)
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Factors Shaping Investments in the Next Ten Years:
U.S. vs. Global Presence

% saying "One of the very top priorities" or “High priority”

U.S. mGlobal
A 58%
Cost and availability of ener
Yy gy 71%
Climate change or extreme weather 34%
events 60%
0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

Q14. Public: And over the next ten years, how much of an impact do you think each of the following factors
will have in shaping infrastructure and real estate investments in the city or metropolitan area where you
work? Private: And over the next ten years, how much of an impact do you think each of the following
factors will have in shaping infrastructure and real estate investments in the city or metropolitan area
where your work is most concentrated? [Options: Dramatic impact, Significant impact, Some impact, Little
impact, No impact, Don’t know] [RANDOMIZE] [n=348 U.S.; 58 global]
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6. Funding for new infrastructure over the next decade will depend in large part

on cooperation between developers and local governments. Fully three quarters of
the public and private leaders in the poll identify joint development or cooperation between
the public and private sectors as playing an extremely or very significant role in finding the
funding for infrastructure.

Other strategies that require collaboration between real estate and civic leaders also top the
list of likely infrastructure finding sources. Six in ten respondents expect value-capture
strategies, such as tax increment financing and special assessments to play a significant role.
More than half think that negotiated exactions—in which development rights are tied to the
delivery of infrastructure projects—will also be an important infrastructure funding source.

About half also calls each of the following extremely or very significant: user fees, contributions
from national government, and contributions from state or provincial governments.

Although about half think income and property taxes will be a significant or very important
source, they constitute the least important source for funding infrastructure, the leaders
suggest.

By giving each of these sources relatively high marks, respondents seem to be suggesting that a
variety of funding sources will be necessary to fund infrastructure in the coming decade.

Global vs. U.S. While the U.S. and global respondents agree that joint development is key, their
views diverge in some other aspects — especially about the role of government contributions.
The global leaders are considerably more likely to believe federal or national and state or
provincial government contributions will have very or extremely significant impacts, putting
these contributions on par with the importance of cooperation between sectors.
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Funding for New Infrastructure in the Next Ten Years
Among all Respondents

% saying "Extremely significant” or “Very significant”
W Total

Joint development or cooperation
between developers and local
government

74%

Value capture strategies (for
example, tax increment financing and
special assessments)

Negotiated exactions (for example,
development rights tied to
infrastructure delivery)

User charges or fees

Contributions from federal/national
government

Contributions from state or provincial
government

Income taxes or property taxes

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

Q15. Public: How significant a role do you think each of the following will play in funding new infrastructure
investments over the next ten years in the city or metropolitan area where you work? Private: How
significant a role do you think each of the following will play in funding new infrastructure investments over
the next ten years in the city or metropolitan area where your work is concentrated? [Options: Extremely
significant, Very significant, Somewhat significant, Not very significant, Not significant at all, Don’t know]
[RANDOMIZE]

BELDEN

RUSSONELLO

STRATEGISTS ue




Infrastructure 2014 Survey Page 27

Funding for New Infrastructure in the Next Ten Years
Public vs. Private Sectors

% saying "Extremely significant" or “Very significant”
Public ® Private

Joint development or cooperation 75%
between developers and local
o,
government I >
Value capture strategies (for 61%
example, tax increment financing and
O,
cpecial assessments) I <o
Negotiated exactions (for example, 52%
development rights tied to
[+)
infrastructure delivery) _ 62%
54%
User charges or fees
Contributions from federal/national 58%
Contributions from state or provincial 54%
48%
Income taxes or property taxes
0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

Q15. Public: How significant a role do you think each of the following will play in funding new infrastructure
investments over the next ten years in the city or metropolitan area where you work? Private: How
significant a role do you think each of the following will play in funding new infrastructure investments over
the next ten years in the city or metropolitan area where your work is concentrated? [Options: Extremely
significant, Very significant, Somewhat significant, Not very significant, Not significant at all, Don’t know]
[RANDOMIZE] [n=241 public; 202 private]
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Funding for New Infrastructure in the Next Ten Years
U.S. vs. Global Presence

% saying "Extremely significant" or “Very significant”

U.S. mGlobal
Joint development or cooperation 76%
between developers and local

government I -
Contributions from federal/national 52%
Contributions from state or provincial 53%

government 69%
0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

Q15. Public: How significant a role do you think each of the following will play in funding new infrastructure
investments over the next ten years in the city or metropolitan area where you work? Private: How
significant a role do you think each of the following will play in funding new infrastructure investments over
the next ten years in the city or metropolitan area where your work is concentrated? [Options: Extremely
significant, Very significant, Somewhat significant, Not very significant, Not significant at all, Don’t know]
[RANDOMIZE] [n=348 U.S.; 58 global]
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7. ldentifying resources for long term operations and maintenance of

infrastructure is seen as a concern, especially by real estate leaders. Neither public
nor private leaders are very sanguine about enough attention being paid to identifying
resources for the long term operations and maintenance of infrastructure, with less than a third
of both groups saying that it’s usually an integrated part of decision making.

In fact, the overall the picture is not positive. A plurality in both sets says adequate
infrastructure planning is considered some of the time (39% public, 45% private). Twenty-seven
percent of the public respondents and 34% of the private ones say the costs for operations and
maintenance are usually neglected.

Public vs. private While the public and private leaders in the survey agree on many of the
ingredients that go into real estate development decision-making, they disagree about whether
there is adequate attention being paid to allocation of resources to deal with long term
maintenance and operations. Private sector leaders are much more likely to worry that the
cities and metro areas where they work are not taking long term operations and maintenance
of infrastructure into consideration.

Only 18% of the private sector leaders but 32% of the public sector leaders say that in the city
of metro area where their work is concentrated, attention to identifying resources for long-
term operation and maintenance of infrastructure is usually an integrated part of decision
making. Still, even among the public sector, a large majority are not willing to say enough is
being done.

Global vs. U.S. Global leaders are more likely to say allocating resources for long-term
operations and maintenance of infrastructure is usually an integrated part of decision making
(34%) than are U.S. leaders (24%). However, global leaders are just as likely to say such
considerations are either not made (33% global, 29% U.S.) or only made some of the time (33%
global, 44% U.S.). U.S. leaders are most likely to say allocating resources for long-term
operations occurs some of the time.
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Attention Paid to Long-Term Infrastructure Operations and Maintenance

M Total

No, the costs for operations and

) 30%
maintenance are usually neglected
Some of the time 42%
Yes, it's usually an integrated part of
. . 25%
decision making
0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

Q16. Public: In the city or metropolitan area where you work, do you think enough attention is being paid to
allocating resources for long-term operations and maintenance of infrastructure? Private: In the city or
metropolitan area where your work is concentrated, do you think enough attention is being paid to
allocating resources for long-term operations and maintenance of infrastructure?

Attention Paid to Identifying Resources for Long-Term Infrastructure
Operations and Maintenance: Public vs. Private Sectors

Public MW Private

No, the costs for operations and 27%
maintenance are usually neglected [N 34%

39%

Some of the time
N 45

Yes, it's usually an integrated part of 32%

decision making - 18%

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

Q16. Public: In the city or metropolitan area where you work, do you think enough attention is being paid to
allocating resources for long-term operations and maintenance of infrastructure? Private: In the city or
metropolitan area where your work is concentrated, do you think enough attention is being paid to
allocating resources for long-term operations and maintenance of infrastructure? [n=241 public; 202
private]
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Attention Paid to Identifying Resources for Long-Term Infrastructure
Operations and Maintenance: U.S. vs. Global Presence

U.S. EGlobal

No, the costs for operations and 29%
maintenance are usually neglected _ 33%

0,
Some of the time 44%
N 3%

Yes, it's usually an integrated part of 24%

decision making _ 34%

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

Q16. Public: In the city or metropolitan area where you work, do you think enough attention is being paid to
allocating resources for long-term operations and maintenance of infrastructure? Private: In the city or
metropolitan area where your work is concentrated, do you think enough attention is being paid to
allocating resources for long-term operations and maintenance of infrastructure? [n=348 U.S.; 58 global]
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8. Transportation is the issue most likely to be cited in open-ended responses as

holding back real estate investment. We asked the survey respondents to name which
infrastructure-related barriers to increased real estate investments they saw. Issues
surrounding public transit, and roads and bridges top the list of challenges.

The second most common restraints identified by the leaders in the survey are financial or
funding and political issues.

Most Important Infrastructure-Related Barrier (cont.)
Open-ended responses (additional analysis)

Total Public Private U.S. Global

Transportation: Public transportation;
roads, bridges, traffic; bicycle/pedestrian; 42% 43% 41% 40% 50%
airport/inter-city; parking; other/general

Cost: General; not enough funding; solutions;

. . . 21% 25% 16% 23% 14%
financing suggestions

Political and planning: Lack of leadership/willingness

to pay; lack of long-term planning; need regional

collaboration; sprawl, poor land use decisions, lack 21% 23% 18% 22% 16%
of density; bad regulation/overregulation; high

taxes/fees; environmental regulations

Environmental/water: Groundwater, sewer, water
utility issues, water availability, pollution, other 9% 9% 9% 9% 9%
environmental issues

Other: Maintenance; aging infrastructure; education;

schools; land (values, availability, readiness for

development); affordable housing;

internet/connectivity; freight/goods movement; 20% 20% 19% 20% 21%
keeping up with growth; economy, poverty, lack of

jobs; energy costs; all other

Q17. Public: In your opinion, what is the most important infrastructure-related barrier to increased real estate investment in
the city or metropolitan area where you work? [n=241] Private: In your opinion, what is the most important infrastructure-
related barrier to increased real estate investment in the metropolitan area where your work is concentrated? [n=202]
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B. Analysis of selected infrastructure categories

Looking across the series of questions that were put to the public and private leaders, it is
helpful to compare responses across questions in certain infrastructure categories.

Telecommunications systems and connectivity: Essential and already of high quality
Telecommunications and connectivity are among the very top considerations that are seen as
influencing where real estate companies decide to invest. However, telecommunications
infrastructure as it exists today receives high marks from both sectors. Perhaps as a result,
respondents see telecommunications as only middling in importance for investment in the next
ten years.

These findings suggest that the leaders see telecommunications systems, which are largely
owned and operated as private companies, as keeping up with needs.

Roads and bridges: Essential and in need of investment

Sufficient, well-maintained roads and bridges are seen as essential for real estate development,
and they are also most likely to need help. The quality of roads and bridges is one of the very
top influences on decisions companies make about where to invest, from the perspective of
both those people making decisions for their own enterprises and those observing them in
public positions— but both private and public leaders see problems that need attention.

The leaders give roads and bridges weaker scores on current quality than many other aspects of
infrastructure in their own cities and metro areas, and seven in ten in both sectors say
improving these should get top priority when decisions are made about where to put resources.

Public transit: Low quality marks, high investment priority

Although the public and private sector leaders do not believe that public transit is a key driver
of where real estate investment goes, they see investing in this aspect of infrastructure as a
high priority for the next ten years. Global and U.S. leaders agree on this point.

Most rate the current quality of public transit in their cities and metro areas as low, and they
see demand for compact, walkable development as high. This kind of development often needs
the support of adequate public transportation to succeed.

Pedestrian infrastructure: Low quality marks, high investment priority

When asked about the most important infrastructure-related barrier to increased real estate
investment in the area where they work, leaders in all sectors, domestic and across the globe,
are most concerned about transportation issues, such as public transportation, traffic, and
parking. Private sector leaders and those around the world are slightly less concerned with the
costs of infrastructure and the political and planning barriers to such investments than their
public and domestic cohorts.
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Methodology

Two hundred forty one public sector leaders in local and regional government and private
organizations working on economic development, along with 202 private developers, investors,
lenders and advisors took part in the Infrastructure 2014 survey in January 2014.

A survey invitation was sent by email to leaders identified by ULl and EY.

The list of potential respondents to the survey was constructed using contacts and connections
developed by ULl and EY, and augmented by a search of publicly available information for
senior public officials in major cities around the world.

The public sector invitees are high level leaders — elected, appointed and career — from large
and mid-sized cities in the United States, Europe, Asia Pacific, and elsewhere globally. The
public representatives who received the survey have responsibilities for overall city affairs,
transportation, public works, planning, economic development, and other city functions. Also
included in the public sector list were leaders from regional bodies, such as metropolitan
planning organizations, chambers of commerce and other entities set up to promote city and
metropolitan development. The location of the metropolitan region where a respondent had
official duties was used to classify respondents for analysis purposes as U.S. or global. Officials
from the state/province or national/federal levels were not included in the survey.

The private sector mailing list included senior-level executives and managers in real estate
development, investment, advisory or related real estate firms in the U.S. and overseas. The
real estate industry recipients are based in countries around the world, with concentrations in
the United States, Europe, and Asia Pacific. Regardless of where they are based, private sector
respondents could identify multiple global regions as places where their companies undertake
business activities. Private sector respondents were asked to identify a metropolitan region that
they are familiar when responding to certain questions, and the location of the region they
listed classified them for response analysis purposes as U.S. or global.

Infrastructure investors and other private sector people typically involved in infrastructure
delivery (such as engineering or construction firm executives) were excluded.

An emailed letter from ULI CEO Patrick Phillips and EY Global Real Estate Leader Howard Roth
invited the leaders to take part in the survey, and asked them to click on a link to the
guestionnaire. Several reminders were sent to non-responders and questionnaires were
returned between January 7 and 24, 2014. The findings were analyzed by Belden Russonello
Strategists and responses treated confidentially. Some respondents volunteered to be re-
contacted for a follow up interview.
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Composition of Public Sector Respondents

Number Percent
Total 241 100%
All: Employed/Elected by 208 86%
Local government
Regional government organization 26 11
Private organization 7 3
All: United States 216 90%
Canada 9 4
Other North America 1 *
Europe 6 2
Asia Pacific and/or Australia 5 2
Middle East/Africa 1 *
Local government: Elected 38 18%
Appointed 54 26
Staff/career 106 51
Local government: Transportation 81 39%
Public works 60 29%
Economic development 101 49%
Housing 82 39%
Planning 132 63%
Local government: City size
57 279

<100,000 people %
100,000-500,000 63 30
500,000-1 million 57 27
>1 million 30 14
Regional or private organization: Metropolitan area size

. 6 18%
<1 million people
1-5 million 13 39
5-10 million 14 42
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Composition of Private Sector Respondents

Number Percent

Total 202 100%
All: Real estate development or property company 135 67%
Equity investor or investment manager 28 14
Lender 11 5
Real estate services company 24 12
All: United States 171 85%
Canada 16 8%
Other North America 10 5%
Europe 39 19%
South America 2 1%
Asia Pacific and/or Australia 37 18%
Middle East/Africa 7 3%
All: Residential for rent 88 44%
Residential for sale 93 46%
Office 115 57%
Retail 101 50%
Hotel and lodging 65 32%
Industrial 56 28%
Land 66 33%
All: I\/_Ie_tropolltan area size 10 5%
<1 million people

1-5 million 63 31
5-10 million 48 24
>10 million 43 21
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Factors Influencing Real Estate Investments

Q10. Public: In your experience, how important are the following factors in influencing where
companies make real estate investments? Private: In your experience, how important are the following
factors in influencing where your company makes real estate investments? [RANDOMIZED]

. Regulations that
% saying “a top g

f . mw Quality of Availability of a encourage or
consideration” or “very . Consumer demand . .
. ” infrastructure skilled workforce discourage
important
development
Total 88% 84% 77% 73%
Public 90% 78% 89% 70%
Private 86% 91% 63% 77%
u.S. 88% 83% 80% 72%
International 88% 86% 69% 81%
Public: Local
[s) 0, 0, 0,
Government 89% 77% 89% 68%
Elected/appointed 89% 73% 89% 74%
Staff 90% 80% 92% 65%
Publ!c: Transporta’Flon/ 86% 28% 89% 20%
public works/housing
Planning/ economic 91% 26% 91% 20%
development
Private: Real estate
0, 0, 0, 0,
development 87% 95% 61% 80%
Other 84% 82% 67% 72%
:ir:{(ate: Residential for 83% 92% 67% 72%
Residential for sale 85% 91% 61% 80%
Commercial 85% 87% 69% 71%
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Factors Influencing Real Estate Investments (cont.)

Q10. Public: In your experience, how important are the following factors in influencing where
companies make real estate investments? Private: In your experience, how important are the following
factors in influencing where your company makes real estate investments? [RANDOMIZED]

% saying “a top Quality of Availability of
consideration” or “very Tax structure overnr‘r,\ent Quality of schools recreation and
important” 8 cultural attractions
Total 64% 60% 59% 54%
Public 73% 53% 62% 52%
Private 52% 68% 54% 56%

u.S. 64% 57% 61% 53%
International 66% 71% 43% 48%
Z‘;E’/gin:]’eczlt 72% 50% 63% 52%
Elected/appointed 71% 67% 69% 57%
Staff 72% 37% 58% 47%
Public: Transportation/ 23% 559 64% 579
public works/housing

vane':g;)gn/q s;snomic 73% 51% 63% 54%
Private: Real estat

dg\‘,’;spmzites ate 53% 70% 56% 63%
Other 51% 64% 52% 43%
'I?er:’:icate: Residential for 49% 69% 56% 56%
Residential for sale 55% 69% 65% 62%
Commercial 55% 69% 56% 54%
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Importance of Infrastructure-Related Factors in Investments

Q11. Public: And in your experience, how important are the following infrastructure-related factors in
influencing where companies make real estate investments? Private: And in your experience, how
important are the following infrastructure-related factors in influencing where your company makes real
estate investments? [RANDOMIZED]

Strong tele- Sufficient, Good passenger
% saying “a top commusications well- Reliable and connections to Sufficient
consideration” or “very maintained affordable other cities via .
. L, systems and . . parking
important connectivit roads and energy airplane, train,

¥ bridges intercity bus, etc.

Total 75% 71% 66% 63% 60%
Public 78% 74% 72% 66% 60%
Private 71% 67% 60% 58% 61%
U.S. 75% 71% 66% 61% 63%
International 71% 69% 71% 74% 50%
Public: Local
G‘(‘)V;m::it 77% 72% 70% 65% 61%
Elected/appointed 84% 80% 73% 74% 62%
Staff 74% 69% 69% 57% 61%
Public: T tati
el e e ex o
Zf\,ner;g;,g,{, sﬁi’”om'c 79% 74% 72% 65% 64%
Zg\‘/’:lt;:;an'te“ate 72% 69% 61% 56% 60%
Other 72% 64% 58% 63% 63%
:lr:/tate: Residential for 73% 64% 579% 61% 60%
Residential for sale 75% 63% 60% 59% 49%
Commercial 76% 67% 65% 65% 65%
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Importance of Infrastructure-Related Factors in Investments (cont.)

Q11. Public: And in your experience, how important are the following infrastructure-related factors in
influencing where companies make real estate investments? Private: And in your experience, how
important are the following infrastructure-related factors in influencing where your company makes real
estate investments? [RANDOMIZED]

Quality health

High lit faciliti
% saying “a top vlvgat:ru:nl dy Sufficient car:ucal:: Ials es Sufficient
consideration” or “very public transit . Clean air parks and
. ,, wastewater . hospitals and
important systems services medical open space

providers

Total 61% 47% 46% 44% 44%
Public 60% 43% 42% 35% 36%
Private 62% 52% 51% 56% 54%
us. 60% 42% 46% 40% 44%
International 59% 72% 43% 59% 41%
Public: Local 61% 43% 43% 34% 37%
Elected/appointed 66% 46% 52% 41% 48%
Staff 57% 38% 36% 26% 25%
Publ!c: Transporta'Flon/ 61% 45% 45% 329% 1%
public works/housing
Planning/ economic 63% 39% 46% 33% 37%
development
Private: Real estate 65% 50% 51% 56% 59%
development
Other 58% 57% 51% 57% 45%
:lr:/tate: Residential for 68% 64% 55% 58% 59%
Residential for sale 65% 54% 52% 57% 61%
Commerecial 67% 63% 57% 59% 52%
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Importance of Infrastructure-Related Factors in Investments (cont.)

Q11. Public: And in your experience, how important are the following infrastructure-related factors in
influencing where companies make real estate investments? Private: And in your experience, how
important are the following infrastructure-related factors in influencing where your company makes real
estate investments? [RANDOMIZED]

Good freight Sufficient, well-

% saying “a top . maintained Sufficient, well- Available car sharing
. oy w infrastructure . . .

consideration” or “very including ports and sidewalks and maintained bicycle or other new

important” fa?l pedestrian infrastructure mobility services

infrastructure

Total 44% 42% 16% 11%

Public 59% 36% 15% 10%

Private 27% 50% 16% 13%

u.S. 46% 39% 17% 11%

International 50% 43% 10% 14%

Public: Local 56% 36% 16% 10%

Government

Elected/appointed 63% 46% 20% 14%

Staff 49% 28% 11% 6%

Publ!c: Transporta’Flon/ 56% 38% 0% 11%

public works/housing

Planning/ economic 56% 359 15% 8%

development

Private: Real estate 249% 529 179% 12%

development

Other 34% 48% 15% 16%

::/tate: Residential for 249% 539% 16% 14%

Residential for sale 24% 54% 18% 13%

Commercial 31% 50% 17% 15%
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Quality of Infrastructure Aspects

Q12. Public: Thinking about the city or metropolitan area where you work, how would you rank rate the
current quality of the following aspects of its infrastructure? (Please answer for your city/county if you
work at that level -- and for the metropolitan area if you work regionally.) Private: Thinking specifically
about the city or metropolitan area where your own work is most concentrated (the place you identified
above), how would you rate the current quality of the following aspects of its infrastructure?
[RANDOMIZE]

Health care Water qualit
. ” facilities such 9 y Tele-
% saying “very good” or . and N - Parks and
" - as hospitals communications Energy utilities
good and medical wastewater infrastructure open space
providers treatment
Total 90% 82% 81% 76% 72%
Public 93% 88% 84% 82% 79%
Private 87% 75% 78% 68% 65%
U.S. 93% 85% 83% 78% 74%
International 71% 67% 74% 66% 66%
Public: Local
G‘(‘)V;m::it 92% 89% 83% 83% 79%
Elected/appointed 94% 90% 77% 85% 81%
Staff 91% 88% 88% 81% 77%
Publ!c: Transporta'Flon/ 929% 86% 85% 84% 829%
public works/housing
vane':g;gr{] :;i’”om'c 93% 90% 84% 84% 81%
Zg\‘/’:lt;:;an'te“ate 87% 81% 81% 72% 68%
Other 85% 63% 73% 61% 58%
:lr:/tate: Residential for 97% 77% 839% 67% 69%
Residential for sale 84% 73% 80% 67% 60%
Commercial 88% 75% 78% 67% 61%
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Quality of Infrastructure Aspects (cont.)

Q12. Public: Thinking about the city or metropolitan area where you work, how would you rank rate the
current quality of the following aspects of its infrastructure? (Please answer for your city/county if you
work at that level -- and for the metropolitan area if you work regionally.) Private: Thinking specifically
about the city or metropolitan area where your own work is most concentrated (the place you identified
above), how would you rate the current quality of the following aspects of its infrastructure?
[RANDOMIZE]

Passenger Freight
% saying “very good” or . . . . infrastructure Roads and
" . connections to Air quality Parking . . .
good other cities including ports bridges
and rail
Total 69% 65% 64% 60% 60%
Public 65% 71% 72% 60% 64%
Private 74% 58% 55% 59% 54%
U.S. 68% 66% 69% 59% 58%
International 71% 60% 40% 62% 72%
Public: Local
G‘(‘)V;m::it 64% 73% 70% 58% 65%
Elected/appointed 63% 80% 63% 61% 61%
Staff 65% 67% 79% 56% 69%
Public: Transportation/ o o o 0 0
public works/housing 62% 72% 73% >5% 67%
Z'ef"v”e';(')lgn/q :;i’”om'c 64% 75% 71% 58% 67%
Private: Real estate 749% 61% 549% 61% 559%
development
Other 73% 52% 58% 55% 52%
:lr:/tate: Residential for 75% 64% 61% 56% 45%
Residential for sale 71% 56% 49% 59% 51%
Commercial 73% 59% 57% 55% 47%
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Quality of Infrastructure Aspects (cont.)

Q12. Public: Thinking about the city or metropolitan area where you work, how would you rank rate the
current quality of the following aspects of its infrastructure? (Please answer for your city/county if you
work at that level -- and for the metropolitan area if you work regionally.) Private: Thinking specifically
about the city or metropolitan area where your own work is most concentrated (the place you identified
above), how would you rate the current quality of the following aspects of its infrastructure?
[RANDOMIZE]

Sidewalks and

% saying “very good” or . Public transit Bicycle Car sharing/new

" ” pedestrian . . o .
good . services infrastructure mobility services

infrastructure

Total 51% 48% 39% 27%

Public 49% 46% 41% 31%

Private 53% 50% 36% 23%

u.S. 50% 45% 40% 28%

International 50% 67% 33% 26%

Public: Local 50% 47% 43% 29%

Elected/appointed 46% 49% 45% 34%

Staff 55% 44% 37% 23%

Public: Transportation/

0, 0, 0, 0,

public works/housing >1% 45% 45% 31%
Planning/ economic 529 45% 40% 29%
development

Private: Real estate 53% 50% 38% 22%
development

Other 52% 52% 31% 27%
'I?er::cate: Residential for 59% 57% 45% 34%
Residential for sale 56% 53% 35% 22%
Commercial 53% 48% 36% 23%
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Priority of Infrastructure Improvements

Q13. Public: Thinking again about the city/metropolitan area where you work, how high a priority do
you think should be given to each of these infrastructure improvements over the next ten years?
(Please answer for your city/county if you work on that level or the metropolitan area if you work
regionally.) Private: Thinking again about the city or metropolitan area where your work is most
concentrated, how high a priority do you think should be given to each of these infrastructure
improvements over the next ten years? [RANDOMIZE]

Better
passenger
% saying “a top Improved Improved Improved Improved tele- connections to
priority” or “high public transit roads and pedestrian communications other cities via
priority” services bridges infrastructure infrastructure airplane, train,
intercity bus,

etc.
Total 78% 71% 63% 58% 58%
Public 84% 72% 70% 56% 58%
Private 71% 69% 53% 61% 58%
U.S. 78% 74% 64% 58% 56%
International 84% 60% 60% 64% 66%
(Pal;?/gin:::fnlt 83% 71% 71% 54% 55%
Elected/appointed 80% 76% 74% 58% 59%
Staff 86% 63% 67% 53% 54%
Publ!c: Transporta'Flon/ 829% 70% 66% 579% 59%
public works/housing
vanerl'(')':)gn/q :;i’”om'c 84% 70% 71% 57% 56%
Zg\‘/’;t;:fe"’:te“ate 68% 70% 56% 64% 60%
Other 78% 67% 49% 54% 55%
Private: Residential f
re”r:'ta e nesidentiatfor 78% 63% 50% 55% 57%
Residential for sale 69% 70% 53% 56% 53%
Commercial 81% 67% 52% 59% 58%
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Priority of Infrastructure Improvements (cont.)

Page 10

Q13. Public: Thinking again about the city/metropolitan area where you work, how high a priority do
you think should be given to each of these infrastructure improvements over the next ten years?
(Please answer for your city/county if you work on that level or the metropolitan area if you work
regionally.) Private: Thinking again about the city or metropolitan area where your work is most
concentrated, how high a priority do you think should be given to each of these infrastructure
improvements over the next ten years? [RANDOMIZE]

% saying “a top
priority” or “high
priority”

Total

Public
Private

u.S.
International

Public: Local
Government
Elected/appointed
Staff

Public: Transportation/
public works/housing
Planning/ economic
development

Private: Real estate
development
Other

Private: Residential for
rent

Residential for sale
Commercial

Better water
and
wastewater
infrastructure

52%

52%
53%

53%
55%

48%

56%
43%

53%

53%

54%

49%

53%

54%
52%

More reliable
or high quality
energy
infrastructure

51%

49%
53%

49%
59%

47%

43%
49%

48%
48%
51%
58%

50%

56%
56%

Improved air
quality

47%

43%
52%

45%
55%

39%

39%
44%

46%
39%
53%
52%

53%

60%
53%

More parks
and open
space

47%

46%
47%

46%
52%

48%

57%
39%

51%
48%
47%
46%

41%

56%
48%

Improved
bicycle
infrastructure
and services
(such as bike
share systems)

46%

55%
36%

47%
48%

57%

59%
56%

55%
55%
38%
31%

35%

37%
37%
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Priority of Infrastructure Improvements (cont.)

Q13. Public: Thinking again about the city/metropolitan area where you work, how high a priority do
you think should be given to each of these infrastructure improvements over the next ten years?
(Please answer for your city/county if you work on that level or the metropolitan area if you work
regionally.) Private: Thinking again about the city or metropolitan area where your work is most
concentrated, how high a priority do you think should be given to each of these infrastructure
improvements over the next ten years? [RANDOMIZE]

Better freight Improved More car sharing

% saying “a top priority” Improved health infrastructure P or other

s C e n . . . management of .
or “high priority care facilities including ports . transportation

X parking .
and rail services

Total 42% 40% 37% 32%
Public 37% 44% 38% 30%
Private 49% 35% 37% 34%
u.S. 38% 38% 36% 31%
International 62% 55% 48% 41%
Public: Local Government 35% 39% 38% 32%
Elected/appointed 40% 46% 38% 38%
Staff 34% 35% 38% 26%
Public: Transportation/ o 0 0 o
public works/housing 37% 43% 37% 30%
vane':g;)gn/q src]?”omic 39% 41% 39% 30%
Private: Real estate 519% 34% 38% 30%
development
Other 46% 36% 36% 42%
:Ir:{(ate: Residential for 42% 24% 36% 319%
Residential for sale 51% 35% 35% 26%
Commerecial 50% 35% 39% 34%
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Impact on Infrastructure and Real Estate Investments

Q14. Public: And over the next ten years, how much of an impact do you think each of the following
factors will have in shaping infrastructure and real estate investments in the city or metropolitan area
where you work? Private: And over the next ten years, how much of an impact do you think each of the
following factors will have in shaping infrastructure and real estate investments in the city or
metropolitan area where your work is most concentrated? [RANDOMIZE]

Use of pricing

The public’s Growing Families with innovations to
% saying “a dramatic willingness or demand for children Cost and manage
impact” or “significant ability to pay compact, choosing to availability of o eratega'n d
impact” for walkable live in your energy P a f:)r
infrastructure development city or area . pay
infrastructure

Total 82% 70% 64% 61% 59%
Public 87% 76% 65% 58% 56%
Private 76% 64% 62% 66% 63%
u.S. 84% 71% 63% 58% 57%
International 79% 72% 72% 71% 66%
Public: Local

ublic: Foca 87% 77% 66% 57% 54%
Government
Elected/appointed 91% 80% 66% 53% 55%
Staff 83% 73% 68% 59% 53%
Publ!c: Transporta'Flon/ 86% 749% 70% 579% 59%
public works/housing
Planning/ economic 88% 75% 69% 57% 55%
development
Private: Real estate 79% 63% 63% 63% 63%
development
Other 72% 67% 63% 72% 64%
:lr:/tate: Residential for 80% 70% 61% 61% 65%
Residential for sale 74% 61% 62% 68% 61%
Commerecial 76% 68% 66% 67% 63%
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Impact on Infrastructure and Real Estate Investments (cont.)

Q14. Public: And over the next ten years, how much of an impact do you think each of the following
factors will have in shaping infrastructure and real estate investments in the city or metropolitan area
where you work? Private: And over the next ten years, how much of an impact do you think each of the
following factors will have in shaping infrastructure and real estate investments in the city or
metropolitan area where your work is most concentrated? [RANDOMIZE]

% saying “a dramatic Increase and Innovative or Climate change or Rise of car-sharin
impact” or “significant advances in flexible parking extreme weather svstems &
impact” technology policies events ¥
Total 53% 47% 38% 23%
Public 55% 50% 41% 21%
Private 51% 43% 34% 25%
u.S. 53% 48% 34% 20%
International 60% 50% 60% 38%
Public: Local Government 54% 50% 39% 19%
Elected/appointed 58% 56% 42% 23%
Staff 50% 42% 38% 14%
Publ!c: Transporta’Flon/ 599 46% 39% 18%
public works/housing

Planning/ economic 539% 49% 42% 16%
development

Private: Real estate 599 43% 28% 9%
development

Other 51% 43% 46% 31%
'I?er:’:icate: Residential for 539 519% 35% 259
Residential for sale 51% 40% 35% 27%
Commercial 52% 48% 36% 28%

BELDEN

RUSSONELLO

STRATEGISTS uc




Infrastructure 2014 Survey: Appendix A Page 14

Role in Funding New Infrastructure Investments

Q15. Public: How significant a role do you think each of the following will play in funding new
infrastructure investments over the next ten years in the city or metropolitan area where you work?
Private: How significant a role do you think each of the following will play in funding new infrastructure
investments over the next ten years in the city or metropolitan area where your work is concentrated?
[RANDOMIZE]

Joint development

% saying “extremely or cooperation .
significant” or “very between Value carfture Negotl_ated User charges or

o ” strategies exactions fees
significant developers and

local government

Total 74% 60% 56% 56%
Public 74% 61% 51% 54%
Private 74% 60% 62% 58%
u.S. 76% 62% 55% 55%
International 74% 53% 69% 62%
Public: Local Government 75% 60% 53% 54%
Elected/appointed 74% 57% 54% 59%
Staff 74% 62% 50% 50%
Publ!c: Transporta’Flon/ 239% 58% 58% 559
public works/housing
Planning/ economic 24% 62% 51% 529
development
Private: Real estate 75% 60% 62% 54%
development
Other 73% 61% 64% 66%
:lr:/tate: Residential for 77% 65% 63% 63%
Residential for sale 72% 63% 61% 59%
Commercial 73% 66% 64% 63%
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Role in Funding New Infrastructure Investments (cont.)

Q15. Public: How significant a role do you think each of the following will play in funding new
infrastructure investments over the next ten years in the city or metropolitan area where you work?
Private: How significant a role do you think each of the following will play in funding new infrastructure
investments over the next ten years in the city or metropolitan area where your work is concentrated?

[RANDOMIZE]

% saying “extremely
significant” or “very
significant”

Total

Public
Private

u.S.
International

Public: Local Government
Elected/appointed
Staff

Public: Transportation/
public works/housing
Planning/ economic
development

Private: Real estate
development
Other

Private: Residential for
rent

Residential for sale
Commercial

Contributions from
federal/national
government

55%

59%
50%

52%
74%

58%
59%
58%

60%
59%
49%
55%

49%

54%
55%

Contributions from state
or providence
government

55%

54%
56%

53%
69%

53%
53%
54%

50%
57%
55%
58%

57%

60%
58%

Income taxes or property
taxes
50%

48%
51%

50%
53%

50%
55%
46%

53%
52%
52%
51%

52%

53%
50%
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Enough Attention to Allocating Resources

Q16. Public: In the city or metropolitan area where you work, do you think enough attention is being
paid to allocating resources for long-term operations and maintenance of infrastructure? [n=241]
Private: In the city or metropolitan area where your work is concentrated, do you think enough attention
is being paid to allocating resources for long-term operations and maintenance of infrastructure? [n=202]
No, the costs for
operations and
maintenance are usually

Yes, it’s usually an
integrated part of Some of the time
decision making

neglected

Total 25% 42 30
Public 32% 39 27
Private 18% 45 34
u.s. 24% 44 29
International 34% 33 33
Public: Local Government 35% 40 24
Elected/appointed 34% 39 26
Staff 33% 41 24
Publ!c: Transporta’Flon/ 36% 36 26
public works/housing

Planning/ economic 36% 41 2
development

Private: Real estate 0% 43 31
development

Other 13% 48 34
rP:r:ltate: Residential for 0% a7 31
Residential for sale 20% 44 31
Commercial 19% 50 29

BELDEN

RUSSONELLO

STRATEGISTS uc




Infrastructure 2014 Survey: Appendix A Page 17

Most Important Infrastructure-Related Barrier
Open-ended responses

Q17. Public: In your opinion, what is the most important infrastructure-related barrier to increased real
estate investment in the city or metropolitan area where you work? [n=241] Private: In your opinion,
what is the most important infrastructure-related barrier to increased real estate investment in the
metropolitan area where your work is concentrated? [n=202]

Transportation Cost Political

Total 42% 21% 21%
Public 43% 25% 23%
Private 41% 16% 18%
u.S. 40% 23% 22%
International 50% 14% 16%
Public: Local Government 41% 25% 22%
Elected/appointed 45% 23% 20%
Staff 39% 24% 23%
Public: Transportation/

459 239 239
public works/housing % % %
Planning/ economic 40% 259% 23%
development
Private: Real estate 42% 16% 17%
development
Other 39% 18% 21%
rP(l:lr:/tate: Residential for 329% 17% 25%
Residential for sale 39% 15% 23%
Commercial 40% 15% 18%
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Most Important Infrastructure-Related Barrier (cont.)
Open-ended responses

Q17. Public: In your opinion, what is the most important infrastructure-related barrier to increased real
estate investment in the city or metropolitan area where you work? [n=241] Private: In your opinion,
what is the most important infrastructure-related barrier to increased real estate investment in the
metropolitan area where your work is concentrated? [n=202]

Environment Other Don’t Know/Refused

Total 9% 20% 21%
Public 9% 20% 17%
Private 9% 19% 26%
u.S. 9% 20% 22%
International 9% 21% 12%
Public: Local Government 9% 21% 18%
Elected/appointed 10% 17% 19%
Staff 8% 23% 19%
Publ?c: Transporta’Fion/ 6% 18% 20%
public works/housing

Planning/ economic 11% 20% 18%
development

Private: Real estate 9% 199% 249%
development

Other 9% 18% 31%
rP(l:lr:/tate: Residential for 8% 20% 319%
Residential for sale 8% 20% 27%
Commercial 6% 19% 30%

BELDEN

RUSSONELLO

STRATEGISTS uc




Infrastructure 2014 Survey: Appendix A Page 19

Most Important Infrastructure-Related Barrier (cont.)
Open-ended responses (additional analysis)

Q17. Public: In your opinion, what is the most important infrastructure-related barrier to increased real
estate investment in the city or metropolitan area where you work? [n=241] Private: In your opinion,
what is the most important infrastructure-related barrier to increased real estate investment in the
metropolitan area where your work is concentrated? [n=202]

Total Public Private u.S. Global
Transportation: Public transportation;

roads, bridges, traffic; bicycle/pedestrian; 42% 43% 41% 40% 50%
airport/inter-city; parking; other/general

Cost: General; not enough funding; solutions;
financing suggestions

21% 25% 16% 23% 14%

Political and planning: Lack of leadership/willingness

to pay; lack of long-term planning; need regional

collaboration; sprawl, poor land use decisions, lack 21% 23% 18% 22% 16%
of density; bad regulation/overregulation; high

taxes/fees; environmental regulations

Environmental/water: Groundwater, sewer, water
utility issues, water availability, pollution, other 9% 9% 9% 9% 9%
environmental issues

Other: Maintenance; aging infrastructure; education;
schools; land (values, availability, readiness for
development); affordable housing;
internet/connectivity; freight/goods movement;
keeping up with growth; economy, poverty, lack of
jobs; energy costs; all other

20% 20% 19% 20% 21%
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Appendix B: Additional Crosstab Tables



Public or Private

TOTAL

Public

Private

NO ANSVER

Tabl e SURVEYTYPE

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US @bl Gwvt Qhr Apptd Staff Pubvk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

A B (O (O B FH @@ H O O W L M (N (O @

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

54% 100% - 63% 40% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% - - - - -
E
46% - 100% 37% 60% - - - - - - 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
D

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent Z-Test for Percentages

Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

QL. [IF PUBLIC SECTCR Are you enpl oyed by/ el ected or appointed to:

LI ST

TOTAL Publ c Privt

(A
PUBLI C 100%
Local governnent (city, county) 86%
State or national governnent -
Regi onal gover nnent al 11%
organi zation
Private organi zati on worki ng on 3%

pl anni ng and econoni c devel opnent
i ssues

NO ANSWER -

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP
I ndependent Z-Test for Percentages

(B
100%

86%

11%

3%

(9

REG ON

s dhl

(D
100%

85%

11%

3%

Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .

(8
100%

96%
D

4%

WIN
Local
Govt

(P
100%

100%

PUB
Q hr
(9

100%

79%
H

21%

WIN LOCAL GVT

Table QL

PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR

Hctd Trans Pan RE
Apptd Staff PubVk Ec Dv Devt
(@ A D B ) B VA )
100% 100% 100% 100% -
99% 98% 100% 98% -
k

1% 1% - 1% -
- 1% - 1% -

Res
Qhr Rent
(M (N

Res
Sale

nm
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Q. [IF BEWPLOYED I N LOCAL GOVERNMENT] Wi ch of the fol | owi ng best describes your position?

PUBLI O LOCAL

H ected

Appoi nt ed

S af f/ car eer

Q her
N& DK/ REF

NO ANSWER

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP
I ndependent Z-Test for Percentages

LI ST

TOTAL Publ c Privt

100%

18%

26%

51%

5%

26% -

51% -

5% -

REG ON

s dhl

(D
100%

16%

27%

52%

5%

Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .

(8
100%

36%
d
18%

41%

5%

WIN
Local
Govt

(P
100%

18%

26%

51%

5%

PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT
BHctd
Q hr

@ B 0 O
- 100% 100% 100%

- 41% - 28%

F

- 59% - 26%

100% 46%

Table Q

PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR

Trans Pan RE
Apptd Staff PubVk Ec Dv Devt

27% -

52% -

1% -

Res Res
Ghr Rent Sale Comm

™M (N (9 (P



Table B
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@B.[I F LOCAL GOVERN\MENT] Pl ease check the areas for which you are responsibl e

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US @bl Gwvt Qhr Apptd Staff Pubvk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

A B (O (O B FH @@ H O O W L M (N (O @

LOCAL GOVERNMENT 100% 100% - 100% 100% 100% - 100% 100% 100% 100% - - - - -

Transportation 39% 39% - 37% 55% 39% - 53% 30% 68% 40% - - - - -
Fl K

Publ i ¢ wor ks 29% 29% - 26% 50% 29% - 48% 15% 50% 30% - - - - -

D | Fl K

Uilities (V) 1% 1% - 1% 5% 1% - 3% - 3% 1% - - - - -

Housi ng 39% 39% - 38% 50% 39% - 50% 34% 69% 46% - - - - -
fl K

Econoni ¢ devel opnent 49%  49% - 49% 45% 49% - 62% 41% 62% 60% - - - - -
Fl

P anni ng 63% 63% - 63% 68% 63% - 70% 63% 70% 79% - - - - -

j

Envi ronmental  (VQL) 3% 3% - 3% 9% 3% - 3% 4% 2% 2% - - - - -

Pernmits, enforcing, building, code 5% 5% - 5% - 5% - 1% 8% 7% 5% - - - - -

(va) H H

Parks (VQ.) ¥ Y% - 1% - *% - - 1% 1% 1% - - - - -

Q her 10% 10% - 8% 23% 10% - 12% 8% 12% 10% - - - - -

NA/ DK/ REF 5% 5% - 5% 5% 5% - - - - 1% - - - - -

NO ANSWER 1% 1% - 2% - 1% - 2% 1% - - - - - - -

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent Z-Test for Percentages

Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .
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Q4. Popul ation of jurisdiction

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US @bl Gwvt Qhr Apptd Staff Pubvk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

A B (O (O B FH @@ H O O W L M (N (O @

LOCAL GOVERNMENT 100% 100% - 100% 100% 100% - 100% 100% 100% 100% - - - - -
<100, 000 27% 27% - 30% 5% 27% - 28% 27% 26% 30% - - - - -
E
100, 000 to 500, 000 30% 30% - 34% - 30% - 23% 38% 27% 34% - - - - -
H

500, 000 to 1, 000, 000 27% 27% - 25% 45% 27% - 32% 22% 29% 24% - - - - -
d

1, 000, 000+ 14% 14% - 10% 50% 14% - 16% 13% 18% 11% - - - - -
D

NO ANSWER *% *% - 1% - *% - 1% - - 1% - - - - -

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent Z-Test for Percentages

Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .
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. Metropolitan area popul ation -- PUBLIC

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US @bl Gwvt Qhr Apptd Staff Pubvk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

A B (O (O B FH @@ H O O W L M (N (O @

PUBLI C REG ONAL 100% 100% - 100% 100% - 100% 100% 100% - 100% - - - - -
<1 mllion 18% 18% - 19% - - 18% - 100% - 67% - - - - -
G
1to5mllion 39% 39% - 41% - - 39% - - - - - - - - -
5to 10 million 42% 42% . 41% 100% = 42% 100% - = 33% - - = . -
D G

10 mllion+ - - - - - - - - - - - - R - - _

NO ANSVER - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent Z-Test for Percentages

Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .
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@B. Metropolitan area popul ation -- PR VATE

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US @bl Gwvt Qhr Apptd Staff Pubvk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

A B (O (O B FH @@ H O O W L M (N (O @

PR VATE 100% - 100% 100% 100% - - - - - - 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
<1 nillion 5% - 5% 1% 3% - - - - - - 6% 3% 6% 5% 5%
1to 5 nillion 31% - 31% 40% 31% - - - - - - 36% 22% 30% 30% 28%
M
5to 10 mllion 24% - 24% 34% 11% - - - - - - 22% 27% 31% 23% 26%
E
10 nillion+ 21% - 21% 19% 51% - - - - - - 18% 27% 16% 22% 23%
D
NO ANSVER 9% - 19% - 3% - - - - - - 18% 21% 18% 20% 17%

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent Z-Test for Percentages

Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



®.

TOTAL

Real estate devel opnent or
property conpany

Equity investor or investnent
nmanager

Lender

Real estate services conpany
(managenent, advi sory,
accounting, brokerage, etc.)

Q her

NO ANSVER

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP
I ndependent Z-Test for Percentages

Ul

LI ST

TOTAL Publ c Privt

14%

5%

12%

2%

(9
100%

67%

14%

5%

12%

2%

REG ON
s abl
(D (B
100% 100%
68% 66%
12% 17%
8% -
W%  17%
2% -

Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .

WIN PUB

Local
Govt

(P

Q hr

(9

Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

[IF PR VATE EMPLOYEE] Wiat is the prinmary nature of your conpany[s business activity or activities?

WIN LOCAL GVT

Hctd Trans Pan RE
Apptd Staff PubVk Ec Dv Devt
MmO (K

(L
100%

100%

Qhr

M

100%

42%

16%

36%

6%

Res
Rent

(N
100%

63%

14%

8%

14%

2%

Table B

PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR

Res

Sale GConm

(9 (P
100% 100%
68% 55%

p

10% 19%
(0]
6% 7%
13% 17%
3% 3%



Table Q7

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

Q7. Check the real estate sectors on which your conpany focuses.

TOTAL

Resi dential for rent

Resi dential for sale

Gfice

Retai |

Hotel and | odgi ng

Industri al

Land

Heal th care/ nuni ci pal / publ i c
bui | di ngs (VQL)

M xed use/ pl anned communi ties
(va)

Infrastructure (VQL)

Q her

NO ANSWER

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US @bl Gwvt Qhr Apptd Staff Pubvk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

A B (O (O B FH @@ H O O W L M (N (O @

100% - 100% 100% 100% - - - - - - 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
4% - 4% 49% 23% - - - - - - 4% 49% 100% 55% 57%
E fod
6% - 46% 42% 60% - - - - - - 4T% 45% 58% 100% 52%
D NP

57% - 51% 58% 60% - - - - - - 4T% 8% T75% 65% 100%

L NO

50% - 50% 52% 46% - - - - - - 4% 63% 59% 57% 67%
L

32% - 3% 2% 3% - - - - - - 26% 45% 48% 44% 50%
L

28% - 28% 30% 23% - - - - - - 18% 48% 36% 28% 44%

L o

33% - 33% 35% 29% - - - - - - 32% 34% 33% 40% 40%

% - 3% 3% - - - - - - - 2% 4% 3% 3% 3%

% - 4% 5% - - - - - - - % 1% 1% - 3%

m

3% - 3% 4% 3% - - - - - -3 1% 2% 2% 3%

% - 3% 2% - - - - - - - 1% % 2% 2% 3%
|

% - *% - - - - - - - - - 1% - - -

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent Z-Test for Percentages

Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Table Q@

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

@. [PWBLIC Were are you | ocated/ [ PR VATE] Were is your firminvolved in real estate activities?

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US @bl Gwvt Qhr Apptd Staff Pubvk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

A B (O (O B FH @@ H O O W L M (N (O @

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
United States 87% 90% 85% 99% 14% 88% 97% 86% 91% 87% 89% 85% 84% 94% 78% 85%
E FHF cP

Canada 6% 4% 8% 3% 22% 4% 3% 5% 3% 6% 4% 2% 19% 13% 6% 10%
b D L

Qher North Anerica 2% *% 5% 2% 7% *% - 1% - 1% 1% 1% 12% 5% 5% 7%
B L

Eur ope 10% 2% 19% 5% 38% 3% - 2% 3% 3% 2% 13% 31% 25% 19% 26%
B D L

South Anerica *% - 1% *% - - - - - - - - 3% 1% 1% 2%

Asia/Pacific and/or Australia 9% 2% 18% 3% 52% 2% - 3% 2% 3% 2% 16% 24% 14% 24% 23%
B D n n

Mddl e East/Africa 2% *% 3% 1% 7% *% - - 1% 1% - 2% 6% 3% 3% 5%
B d

NO ANSWER 2% 1% 2% 1% 5% 1% - 2% 1% 1% 2% 2% 3% - 3% 2%

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent Z-Test for Percentages

Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QLOA

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

QlOa. Quality of infrastructure, including transportation, utilities, telecommunications, etc...ln your experience, how
inportant are the follow ng factors in influencing where [PUBLIC conpani es nmake/ Private: your conpany nakes] real
estate investnents

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
DK/ REF 2% 2% 1% 2% 2% 2% - 1% 2% 3% 1% 1% 1% 1% 2% 1%

Not a factor at all - - - - - - - - - - - - R R R -

Not very inportant 1% - 2% 1% 3% - - - - - - 1% 3% 2% 1% 1%

Sonewhat i nport ant 9% 8% 11% 9% 7% 9% - 10% 8% 12% 8% 10% 12% 14% 12% 13%

Very i nport ant 50% 51% 50% 51% 52% 54% 30% 51% 56% 50% 56% 51% 49% 52% 49% 50%

&G G G

A top consideration 38% 40% 36% 37% 36% 35% 70% 39% 33% 35% 35% 37% 34% 31% 35% 36%
FHF

NET VERY/ TCP 88% 90% 86% 88% 88% 89% 100% 89% 90% 86% 91% 87% 84% 83% 85% 85%
FHF

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



QLOb. Quality of governnent, i
are the following factors ini
i nvest nent s

TOTAL
DK/ REF
Not a factor at all
Not very i nportant

Somewhat i npor t ant

Very inportant

A top consideration

NET VERY/ TGP

NO ANSWER

Tabl e QLOB

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

ncl udi ng transparency, accountability, and service...In your experience, how i nportant
nfl uenci ng where [PUBLIC conpani es nake/ Private: your conpany nakes] real estate

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

2% 3% 2% 3% 3% 3% - 2% 5% 5% 2% 1% 3% 1% 3% 2%

1% *% 1% 1% *% - 1% - 1% 1% 2% 1% 1%

5% 5% 5% 5% 3% 5% 3% 3% % 3% 5% 5% 6% % 3% 5%

32% 39% 23% 34% 22% 41% 27% 28% 50% 37% 42% 22% 27% 20% 24% 23%
C e H &

44% 42% 46% 43% 53% 41% 48% 53% 32% 45% 41% 52% 34% 47% 47% 45%
fl M

16% 11% 22% 14% 17% 9% 21% 14% 5% 11% 10% 18% 30% 23% 22% 23%
B [ | |

60% 53% 68% 57% 71% 50% 70% 67% 37% 55% 51% 70% 64% 69% 69% 69%
B D | FI F Fl

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QLOC

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

c. Qality of schools...In your experience, howinportant are the follow ng factors in influencing where [ PUBLIC

conpani es nake/ Privat e:

TOTAL
DK/ REF

Not a factor at all

Not very i nportant

Somewhat i npor t ant

Very inportant

A top consideration

NET VERY/ TCP

NO ANSWER

your conpany nakes] real estate investnents

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US @bl Gvt Ghr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt Qhr Rent Sale CGomm

@ B (@ (MO B FH @ H @O O W L M (N (9 @
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

3% 3% 2% 3% 3% 3% 6% 1% 5% 4% 2% 2% 3% 1% 2% 2%

3% 1% 6% 3% 3% *% 3% - - - - 5% 6% 3% 2% 4%
B

6% 6% 5% 5% 9% 6% 9% 5% 5% 5% 6% 6% 3% 2% 1% 3%

30% 27% 32% 28% 41% 28% 21% 25% 32% 27% 29% 31% 36% 38% 30% 35%

36% 39% 33% 36% 41% 41% 30% 43% 41% 39% 43% 31% 36% 36% 34% 41%

22% 23% 22% 25% 2% 22% 30% 26% 18% 24% 20% 25% 16% 19% 30% 15%
E nP

59% 62% 54% 61% 43% 63% 61% 69% 58% 64% 63% 56% 52% 56% 65% 56%

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QLOD

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

QLOd. Availability of recreation and cultural attractions...In your experience, howinportant are the follow ng factors
in influencing where [PUBLIC conpani es nake/ Private: your conpany nakes] real estate investnents

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US @bl Gvt Ghr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt Qhr Rent Sale CGomm

@ ®B @ (MO B B @G H @O G W LB M (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
DK/ REF 2% 3% 2% 3% 2% 3% 3% 2% 4% 4% 2% 1% 4% 1% 2% 2%
Not a factor at all 2% - 3% 1% - - - - - - - 2% 4% 2% - 3%
Not very i nportant 8% 8% 7% 7% 14% 9% 6% 9% 7% 8% 8% 6% 9% 2% 2% 4%
Sonewhat i nport ant 35% 37% 32% 36% 36% 36% 42% 32% 42% 30% 36% 28% 39% 39% 33% 37%
Very inportant 42% 42% 42% 41% 41% 42% 42% 46% 39% 47% 44% 47% 33% 47% 49% 45%
M
A top consideration 12% 10% 14% 13% 7% 10% 6% 11% 8% 10% 10% 16% 10% 9% 13% 9%
NET VERY/ TCP 54% 52% 56% 53% 48% 52% 48% 57% 47% 57% 54% 63% 43% 56% 62% 54%
M

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QLOE

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

QlOe. Tax structure, including devel opnent incentives, ongoing tax burden, etc....ln your experience, howinportant are
the following factors in influencing where [ PUBLIC conpanies nmake/ Private: your conpany nakes] real estate investments

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US @bl Gvt Ghr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt Qhr Rent Sale CGomm

@ ®B @ (MO B B @G H @O G W LB M (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
DK/ REF 2% 2% 2% 2% 2% 2% - 2% 2% 3% 1% 1% 4% 2% 2% 3%
Not a factor at all *% - 1% *% - - - - - - - 1% 1% 2% 1% 2%
Not very i nportant 6% 2% 11% 6% 2% 1% 3% 2% 1% 2% 2% 12% 10% 17% 12% 9%
B E p
Sonewhat i nport ant 28% 23% 33% 27% 31% 25% 12% 25% 25% 22% 24% 33% 33% 30% 30% 32%
B &G g g
Very i nportant 42% 46% 38% 41% 55% 45% 52% 44% 48% 42% 48% 40% 34% 34% 35% 40%
D
A top consideration 21% 28% 14% 24% 10% 27% 33% 27% 24% 31% 25% 13% 16% 15% 19% 15%
C E
NET VERY/ TCP 64% 73% 52% 64% 66% 72% 85% 71% 72% 73% 73% 53% 51% 49% 55% 55%
C fhif

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QLOF

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

QLOf . Regul ations that encourage or discourage devel opnent....In your experience, how inportant are the fol | owi ng
factors in influencing where [ PUBLIC conpani es nake/ Private: your conpany nakes] real estate investnents

TOTAL

DK/ REF

Not a factor at all
Not very i nportant

Somewhat i npor t ant

Very inportant

A top consideration

NET VERY/ TCP

NO ANSWER

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US @bl Gvt Ghr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt Qhr Rent Sale CGomm

@ B (@ (MO B FH @ H @O O W L M (N (9 @
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

2% 2% 2% 2% 2% 2% - 1% 4% 4% 1% 1% 3% 1% 2% 2%
k

X - 1% % - - - oo 1% - - 1%

2% 3% 2% 3% 2% 3% 3% 1% 5% 2% 3% 1% 3% 2% 1% 3%

22% 25% 18% 23% 16% 26% 15% 24% 27% 24% 27% 17% 21% 25% 17% 23%

48% 48% 47% 48% 50% 47% 58% 49% 47% 44% 49% 47% 48% 44% 45% 44%

26% 22% 30% 24% 31% 22% 24% 25% 18% 26% 20% 33% 24% 27% 34% 27%

73% 70% T77% T72% 81% 68% 82% 74% 65% 70% 70% 80% 72% 72% 80% 71%
fIf

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QLOG

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

QL0g. Availability of a skilled workforce....In your experience, howinportant are the follow ng factors in influencing
where [PUBLI C conpani es nake/ Private: your conpany nakes] real estate investnents

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US @bl Gvt Ghr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt Qhr Rent Sale CGomm

@ ®B @ (MO B B @G H @O G W LB M (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

DK/ REF 2% 2% 2% 2% 5% 1% 3% 1% 1% 2% 1% 2% 3% 3% 5% 2%

Not a factor at all 1%  *% 2%  *% 2% *% - 1% - 1% 1% 2% 1% 2% 1% 3%

Not very inportant % 3% 6% 4% 5% 3% 3% 1% 3% 2% 2% 7% 4% 3% 3% 2%

Somewhat i npor t ant 15% 6% 26% 14% 19% 6% 6% 8% 5% 7% 6% 28% 24% 24% 29% 25%

B

Very i nport ant 1% 40% 43% 40% 47% 41% 33% 40% 44% 39% 40% 42% 43% 41% 41%  45%

A top consi deration 36% 49% 21% 40% 22% 48% 55% 49% 48% 50% 51% 19% 24% 26% 20% 23%
C E

NET VERY/ TCP 77% 89% 63% 80% 69% 89% 88% B89% 92% 89% 91% 61% 67% 67% 61% 69%
c e

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QLOH

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

QLOh. Consurner dermand....In your experience, howinportant are the follow ng factors in influencing where [ PUBLIC
conpani es nake/ Private: your conpany nakes] real estate investnents

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US @bl Gvt Ghr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt Qhr Rent Sale CGomm

@ ®B @ (MO B B @G H @O G W LB M (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
DK/ REF % 5% 2% 4% 3% 5% 3% 6% 5% 7% 4% 2% 1% 1% 3% 3%
Cc
Not a factor at all 1%  *% 1% 1% - - 3% - - - - 3% 1% 1% 2%
Not very inportant 1% 2% - 1% - 1% 3% 2% 1% 3% 2% - - - - -
Somewhat i npor t ant 11% 15% 6% 11% 10% 16% 12% 18% 15% 13% 18% 3% 13% 6% 4% 9%
c L
Very i mportant 32% 41% 21% 34% 31% 3% 52% 44% 34% 42% 39% 19% 25% 18% 14% 26%
c i o
A top consi deration 51% 37% 69% 49% 55% 38% 27% 29% 45% 36% 37% 75% 57% 74% T77% 61%
B & M P P
NET VERY/ TCP 84% 78% 91% 83% 86% 77% 79% 73% 80% 78% 76% O95% 82% 92% 91% 87%
B M

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Qlla. Sufficient, well-maintained
infrastructure-related factors in
i nvest ment s?

TOTAL
DK/ REF
Not a factor at all
Not very i nportant

Somewhat i npor t ant

Very inportant

A top consideration

NET VERY/ TGP

NO ANSWER

Tabl e QL1A
Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

roads and bridges...And in your experience, howinportant are the follow ng
influenci ng where [PUBLIC conpani es nake/ PR VATE your conpany nakes] real estate

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

2% 2% 2% 2% 5% 2% - 2% 3% 3% 2% 1% 3% 1% 3% 3%

2% 2% 3% 3% 2% 2% - 2% 2% 3% 2% 4% 1% 5% 5% 2%

24% 22% 27% 24% 24% 24% 12% 16% 27% 18% 22% 25% 31% 31% 28% 29%
g9 Ch

47% 50% 43% 47% 47% 50% 52% 60% 43% 52% 53% 45% 40% 41% 38% 44%
fl

24% 24% 24% 24% 22% 23% 36% 19% 26% 24% 21% 25% 24% 23% 26% 23%

1% 74% 67% 71% 69% 72% 88% 80% 69% 76% 74% 69% 64% 64% 63% 67%
FI F i

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Qllb. Sufficient, well-maintained
infrastructure-related factors in
i nvest ment s?

TOTAL
DK/ REF

Not a factor at all

Not very i nportant
Sonewhat i nport ant

Very inportant

A top consideration

NET VERY/ TCP

NO ANSWER

Tabl e QL1B
Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

bicycle infrastructure...And in your experience, howinportant are the follow ng
influenci ng where [PUBLIC conpani es nake/ PR VATE your conpany nakes] real estate

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
3% 4% 2% 3% 2% 3% 6% 2% 5% 4% 3% 1% 3% 1% 3% 1%

10% 8% 11% 10% 10% 9% 3% 13% 6% 10% 10% 12% 10% 7% 10% 6%
99 G

32% 34% 30% 32% 34% 33% 39% 30% 36% 32% 33% 31% 25% 30% 26% 34%
40% 39% 41% 38% 43% 38% 42% 34% 42% 34% 40% 38% 46% 47% 43% 42%

13% 12% 14% 13% 10% 13% 6% 18% 6% 16% 11% 15% 12% 13% 15% 17%
i a

3% 4% 2% 3% - 4% 3% 2% 5% 4% 4% 2% 3% 3% 3% 1%

16% 15% 16% 17% 10% 16% 9% 20% 11% 20% 15% 17% 15% 16% 18% 17%
gi

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL1C

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

Qllc. Sufficient, well-maintained sidewal ks and pedestrian infrastructure...And in your experience, howinportant are
the following infrastructure-related factors in influencing where [PUBLIC conpani es nake/ PRI VATE your conpany nakes]
real estate investm

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
DK/ REF 2% 2% 2% 2% 3% 2% 6% 1% 3% 3% 1% 1% 3% 1% 2% 2%
Not a factor at all 2% 2% 3% 3% 2% 1% 3% 2% 1% 3% 2% 3% 3% 2% 2% 2%
Not very i nportant 13% 17% 9% 15% 14% 17% 18% 14% 19% 14% 16% 7% 12% 7% 8% 7%
C
Sorewhat i npor t ant 40% 43% 36% 41% 38% 44% 39% 37% 50% 43% 47% 37% 34% 36% 34% 39%
h
Very i nport ant 32% 29% 350% 28% 36% 29% 30% 38% 23% 30% 29% 35% 36% 40% 40% 37%
!
A top consi deration 11% 7% 15% 11% 7% 7% 3% 9% 5% 8% 5% 17% 12% 14% 14% 14%
B
NET VERY/ TCP 42% 36% 50% 39% 43% 36% 33% 46% 28% 38% 35% 52% 48% 53% 54% 50%
B fl

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL1D
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Qlld. Sufficient public transit services (bus and/or rail)...And in your experience, howinportant are the follow ng
infrastructure-related factors in influencing where [ PUBLIC conpani es nake/ PR VATE your conpany nakes] real estate
i nvest ment s?

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

DK/ REF 2% 2% 2% 3% 2% 2% 3% 1% 4% 3% 1% 1% 4% 1% 2% 1%

Not a factor at all 1% 1% 2% 1% -  *% 3% - 1% 1% 1% 3% - - - -

Not very inportant 13% 12% 14% 14% 9% 12% 15% 12% 11% 13% 12% 15% 10% 7% 12% 9%

Somewhat i npor t ant 37% 42% 30% 40% 17% 43% 36% 41% 46% 38% 47% 31% 28% 28% 32% 27%

c E

Very i mportant 31% 31% 31% 29% 41% 30% 33% 32% 28% 32% 28% 30% 33% 38% 30% 38%
d

A top consi deration 16% 12% 21% 13% 31% 13% 9% 14% 10% 13% 11% 20% 24% 26% 24% 25%
B D

NET VERY/ TCP 47% 43% 52% 42% 2% 43% 42% 46% 38% 45% 39% 50% 57% 64% 54% 63%
b D

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

Qlle. Sufficient parking...And in your experience, howinportant are the followi ng infrastructure-related factors in
i nfluenci ng where [ PUBLIC conpani es nake/ PR VATE your conpany nakes] real estate investnents?

TOTAL
DK/ REF
Not a factor at all

Not very i nportant

Sonewhat i nport ant
Very i nport ant

A top consideration

NET VERY/ TCP

NO ANSWER

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

LI st

TOTAL Publ c Privt

100%

3%

1%

8%

27%

44%

17%

60%

(B)
100%
4%
*%

%

29%
45%

15%

60%

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances),
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .

(9
100%
2%
2%

10%

24%
42%

19%

61%

REG ON

s abhl

(D
100%
4%
1%

%

26%
46%

17%

63%

(B
100%
2%
3%

12%

33%
38%

12%

50%

WIN
Local
Govt

(F)
100%
3%
*%

%

29%
44%

17%
G

61%

PUB
Qhr
(9
100%

6%

6%

30%
55%

3%

58%

WIN LOCAL GQOVT
Trans Pl an
Apptd Staff PubVk Ec Dv Devt

Hctd

(H

100%
3%
1%

6%

27%
48%

14%

62%

I ndependent Z- Test for Percentages

(M
100%

4%

6%

29%

44%

18%

61%

100%

4%

1%

%

28%

46%

14%

61%

100%

2%

1%

%

26%

48%

16%

64%

PRV TYPE

RE

(L
100%
1%
2%

13%
M

23%
42%

19%

60%

Qhr
(M
100%
4%
1%

4%

27%
42%

21%

63%

Tabl e QL1E

PR VATE SECTCR

Res
Rent

(N
100%
3%
1%

%

28%
45%

15%

60%

Res
Sale Comm

(O
100%
4%
3%

11%

32%
42%

8%

49%

100%

3%

1%

6%

24%

43%

22%

65%



Tabl e QL1F
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QL1f. Available car sharing or other new nobility services...And in your experience, howinportant are the follow ng
infrastructure-related factors in influencing where [ PUBLIC conpani es nake/ PR VATE your conpany nakes] real estate

i nvest ment s?

TOTAL

DK/ REF

Not a factor at all

Not very i nportant

Sonewhat i nport ant

Very inportant

A top consideration

NET VERY/ TCP

NO ANSWER

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

4% 6% 2% 5% 2% 6% 3% 4% 8% 5% 5% 1% 4% 2% 3% 2%
Cc

14% 14% 15% 14% 14% 14% 9% 12% 17% 10% 16% 16% 13% 10% 16% 10%

39% 41% 37% 41% 38% 40% 48% 32% 44% 40% 41% 41% 28% 36% 39% 42%
h m

31% 30% 32% 29% 33% 29% 33% 38% 24% 34% 30% 29% 37% 38% 29% 31%
|

8% 7% 9% 8% 12% 8% 6% 13% 4% 9% 6% 10% 9% 9% 11% 11%
|

3% 2% 4% 3% 2% 2% - 1% 3% 2% 2% 2% % 5% 2% 3%

11% 10% 13% 11% 14% 10% 6% 14% 6% 11% 8% 12% 16% 14% 13% 15%
i

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .
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Qllg. Good passenger connections to other cities via airplane, train, intercity bus, etc....And in your experience, how
inportant are the following infrastructure-related factors in influencing where [PUBLIC conpani es nmake/ PR VATE your
conpany nakes] rea

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

DK/ REF 2% 3% 1% 2% 2% 3% - 2% 5% 4% 4% 1% 1% 1% 2% 1%

Not a factor at all 2% 1% 3% 2% - 1% - - 2% 1% 1% 3% 3% 1% - 2%

Not very i nportant 5% 3% 7% 5% 7% 4% - 3% 4% 3% 4% 7% 6% 9% 6% 3%

b p
Sorewhat i npor t ant 28% 26% 31% 29% 17% 26% 24% 20% 32? 24% 27% 34% 27% 27% 32% 30%
E

Very i nport ant 42% 46% 37% 42% 47% 46% 45% 54% 40% 51% 46% 37% 37% 3% 42%  46%
¢ !

A top consi deration 21% 20% 21% 20% 28% 19% 30% 20% 18% 17% 19% 19% 25% 23% 17% 19%

NET VERY/ TCP 63% 66% 58% 61% 74% 65% 76% 74% 57% 68% 65% 56% 63% 61% 5% 65%
c D Ifl

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Qllh. Good freight infrastructure
infrastructure-related factors in
i nvest ment s?

TOTAL
DK/ REF

Not a factor at all

Not very i nportant

Sonewhat i nport ant

Very inportant

A top consideration

NET VERY/ TCP

NO ANSWER

Tabl e QL1H

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

including ports and rail....And in your experience, howinportant are the foll ow ng
influenci ng where [PUBLIC conpani es nake/ PR VATE your conpany nakes] real estate

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

3% 4% 2% 3% 3% 5% - 4% 6% 5% 5% 1% 4% 2% 3% 2%
6% 2% 11% 5% 3% 2% - 2% 2% 3% 2% 16% 1% 9% 13% 7%
B M

19% 9% 30% 18% 17% 9% 9% 5% 11% 9% 8% 31% 27% 31% 31% 25%
B

28% 26% 30% 27% 26% 27% 18% 25% 32% 27% 29% 28% 33% 34% 29% 35%
9

30% 39% 19% 30% 45% 38% 45% 44% 34% 39% 40% 18% 21% 17% 18% 23%
C D

14% 19% 8% 16% 5% 18% 27% 19% 15% 17% 15% 6% 13% 7% 5% 8%

44% 59% 27% 46% 50% 56% 73% 63% 49% 56% 56% 24% 34% 24% 24% 31%
C fIf |

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL1I

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

Qlli. Hgh quality water and wastewater systens....And in your experience, how inportant are the follow ng
infrastructure-related factors in influencing where [ PUBLIC conpani es nake/ PR VATE your conpany nakes] real estate
i nvest ment s?

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
DK/ REF 2% 2% 2% 2% 2% 3% - 2% 4% 5% 2% 1% 4% 1% 3% 2%
Not a factor at all 1%  *% 1% 1% - *% - - 1% 1% - 1% 1% 3% 1% 3%
Not very i nportant 5% 5% 5% 6% 2% 4% 6% 5% 4% 3% 4% 4% 6% 6% 2% 3%
E
Sorewhat i npor t ant 31% 33% 28% 30% 38% 31% 42% 27% 34% 30% 31% 28% 30% 22% 29% 25%
Very i mport ant 43% 43% 43% 43% 40% 43% 42% 48% 39% 38% 46% 43% 43% 48% 41% 49%
Atop consi deration 18% 17% 19% 17% 19% 18% 9% 17% 19% 23% 18% 22% 15% 20% 24% 18%
NET VERY/ TCP 61% 60% 62% 60% 59% 61% 52% 66% 57% 61% 63% 65% 58% 68% 65% 67%

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL1J

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

Qllj. Strong tel ecomuni cations systens and connectivity....And in your experience, howinportant are the follow ng
infrastructure-related factors in influencing where [ PUBLIC conpani es nake/ PR VATE your conpany nakes] real estate

i nvest ment s?

TOTAL
DK/ REF
Not a factor at all

Not very i nportant

Sonewhat i nport ant

Very inportant

A top consideration

NET VERY/ TGP

NO ANSWER

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

2% 2% 1% 2% 2% 3% - 1% 5% 5% 2% 1% 1% 2% 2% 1%

% % % 1% - *% - - 1% 1% - - 1% - - -

2% 1% 3% 2% 2% *% 3% - 1% - 1% 3% 3% 2% 3% 3%
b

21% 18% 23% 20% 26% 19% 15% 15% 19% 16% 18% 24% 22% 23% 19% 21%

48% 51% 43% 51% 36% 51% 52% 63% 44% 53% 53% 43% 45% 42% 48% 48%
[ E Fl

27% 27% 28% 25% 34% 26% 30% 20% 31% 25% 26% 29% 27% 31% 27% 28%

5% 78% T71% T75% T71% T77% 82% 84% 74% T78% T79% T72% T72% T73% T75% 76%

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL1K
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Qllk. Qean air....And in your experience, howinportant are the following infrastructure-related factors in
i nfluenci ng where [ PUBLIC conpani es nake/ PR VATE your conpany nakes] real estate investnents?

TOTAL
DK/ REF
Not a factor at all

Not very i nportant

Somewhat i npor t ant

Very inportant

A top consideration

NET VERY/ TGP

NO ANSWER

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US @bl Gvt Ghr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt Qhr Rent Sale CGomm

@ B (@ (MO B FH @ H @O O W L M (N (9 @
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
3% 3% 3% 3% 2% 3% 3% 2% 4% 3% 2% 3% 3% 1% 3% 1%
4% 3% 5% 4% 5% 3% 3% 2% 4% 4% 3% 6% 4% 2% 4% 3%
10% 13% 7% 12% 9% 14% 6% 10% 17% 14% 13% 7% 6% 8% 6% 5%
c g
38% 46% 28% 42% 26% 46% 48% 45% 50% 47% 49% 28% 30% 31% 29% 32%
32% 25% 39% 28% 47% 24% 33% 30% 17% 18% 23% 40% 39% 39% 42% 43%

13% 10% 17% 11% 12% 10% 6% 11% 9% 13% 10% 16% 18% 19% 15% 16%

44% 35% 56% 40% 59% 34% 39% 41% 26% 32% 33% 56% 57% 58% 57% 59%

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL1L
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Qlll. Reliable and affordabl e energy....And in your experience, howinportant are the follow ng infrastructure-rel ated
factors in influencing where [ PUBLIC conpani es nake/ PR VATE your conpany nakes] real estate investnents?

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US @bl Gvt Ghr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt Qhr Rent Sale CGomm

@ ®B @ (MO B B @G H @O G W LB M (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
DK/ REF 2% 3% 1% 3% 2% 4% - 3% 4% 3% 2% 1% 3% 1% 2% 1%
Not a factor at all 1% 1% 1% 1% - 1% - - 2% 1% 1% 1% - 2% - 1%
Not very i nportant 5% 2% 8% 4% 5% 2% 3% 2% 2% 2% 2% 8% 6% 7% 8% 3%
B
Sonewhat i nport ant 26% 22% 30% 26% 22% 23% 15% 22% 24% 23% 23% 28% 33% 33% 30% 30%
b
Very i nportant 44% 45% 43% 43% 48% 43% 55% 49% 40% 45% 44% 46% 36% 41% 45% 4T%
A top consideration 23% 27% 17% 22% 22% 27% 27% 24% 29% 27% 27% 15% 22% 16% 15% 18%
C
NET VERY/ TCP 66% 72% 60% 66% 71% 70% 82% 73% 69% 71% 72% 61% 58% 57% 60% 65%
C i

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QLM
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Qllm Sufficient parks and open space....And in your experience, howinportant are the follow ng infrastructure-rel ated
factors in influencing where [ PUBLIC conpani es nake/ PR VATE your conpany nakes] real estate investnents?

TOTAL

DK/ REF

Not a factor at all

Not very i nportant

Sonmewhat i nport ant

Very inportant

A top consideration

NET VERY/ TCP

NO ANSWER

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US @bl Gvt Ghr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt Qhr Rent Sale CGomm

@ B (@ (MO B FH @ H @O O W L M (N (9 @
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

3% 5% 1% 4% 2% 4% 9% 1% 6% 4% 2% 1% 3% 1% 2% 1%
c H

3% 2% 4% 2% 3% 2% - 4% 2% 2% 4% 4% 1% 1% 3%

14% 18% 9% 15% 12% 17% 24% 14% 19% 14% 17% 10% 6% 5% 2% %
C [o]

36% 40% 32% 35% 41% 41% 33% 37% 46% 39% 42% 27% 42% 34% 33% 37%
c L

37% 31% 43% 36% 36% 31% 33% 40% 22% 34% 32% 46% 37% 50% 47% 45%
B i |

8% 5% 11% 7% 5% 6% - 9% 3% 7% 6% 13% 7% 9% 14% 7%
B :

44% 36% 54% 44% 41% 37% 33% 48% 25% 41% 37% 59% 45% 59% 61% 52%
B | fl m

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QLIN
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QLOn. Quality health care facilities such as hospitals and nedical providers....And in your experience, how inportant
are the following infrastructure-related factors in influencing where [PUBLIC conpani es nake/ PR VATE your conpany
nmakes] real estate inv

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
DK/ REF % 5% 2% 4% 3% 5% 6% 2% 7% 5% 4% 2% 1% 1% 3% 1%
c h

Not a factor at all 1% - 2% 1% 2% - - - - - - 4% - - - 1%

Not very i nportant 9% 9% 8% 9% 10% 9% 9% 8% 8% 6% 8% T T% T% 3% %

Sonewhat i nport ant 40% 44% 37% 41% 41% 43% 48% 39% 48% 45% 42% 35% 40% 38% 42% 35%

Very i nportant 37% 36% 38% 37% 36% 37% 33% 42% 33% 36% 40% 40% 34% 43% 40% 46%

A top consideration 9% 6% 13% 9% 7% 6% 3% 10% 3% 8% 6% 11% 16% 11% 12% 10%
B |

NET VERY/ TCP 46% 42% 51% 46% 43% 43% 36% 52% 36% 45% 46% 51% 51% 55% 52% 57%
b |

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL2A
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Ql2a. Roads and bridges. .. Thinking about the city or netropolitan area where [PUBLIC you work PR VATE your own work is
nost concentrated (the place you identified above)], how would you rate the current quality of the follow ng aspects of
its infrastructu

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

DK/ REF 1% *% 1% 1% - *% - 1% - 1% 1% - 4% 2% 2% 3%

Very poor 2% 1% 2% 2% 2% 1% - 2% 1% 1% 1% 2% 1% 1% 3% 2%

Poor 9% 10% 9% 10% 3% 10% 9% 15% 6% 9% 8% 8% 12% 11% 10% 10%

E |
Moder at e 28% 24% 33% 30% 22% 24% 30% 20% 25% 22% 23% 34% 30% 40% 34% 39%
b

®od 44% 45% 43% 43% 41% 45% 45% 46% 45% 46% 47% 43% 40% 40% 38% 37%

Very good 16% 19% 12% 14% 31% 20% 15% 15% 23% 21% 19% 12% 12% 6% 13% 10%
C D n

NET QOO VERY GOD 60% 64% 54% 58% T72% 65% 61% 61% 69% 67% 67% 55% 52% 45% 51% 47%
C D

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e Q2B
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Ql2b. Bicycle infrastructure...Thinking about the city or metropolitan area where [ PUBLIC you work PR VATE your own
work is nost concentrated (the place you identified above)], how would you rate the current quality of the follow ng
aspects of its infrast

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
DK/ REF 2% 1% 2% 1% 2% 1% - 2% 1% 3% 1% 1% 4% 1% 1% 3%
Very poor 6% 5% 8% 5% 17% 4% 9% 5% 4% 2% 3% 6% 12% 6% 8% 9%
D
Poor 14% 14% 14% 14% 16% 13% 15% 13% 13% 8% 15% 15% 13% 11% 16% 14%
i
Mbder at e 39% 39% 40% 40% 33% 38% 42% 34% 45% 43% 40% 40% 39% 36% 40% 38%
Good 27% 28% 26% 28% 24% 29% 21% 34% 24% 32% 27% 27% 24% 34% 27% 29%
Very good 12% 13% 10% 12% 9% 13% 12% 11% 13% 13% 13% 11% 7% 11% 9% 7%
NET GOCIY VERY GOID 39% 41% 36% 40% 33% 43% 33% 45% 37% 45% 40% 38% 31% 45% 35% 36%

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL2C
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Ql2c. Sidewal ks and pedestrian infrastructure...Thinking about the city or netropolitan area where [ PUBLIC you work
PR VATE: your own work is nost concentrated (the place you identified above)], how would you rate the current quality of
the foll ow ng aspec

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
DK/ REF 2% 1% 2% 1% 2% 1% - 2% 1% 2% 2% 2% 3% 2% 2% 3%
Very poor 3% 2% 3% 2% 9% 3% - 3% 3% 3% 2% 3% 4% 1% 5% 2%
d
Poor 11% 12% 9% 10% 17% 11% 21% 11% 9% 8% 8% 7% 12% 8% 10% 10%
Moder at e 34% 35% 32% 36% 22% 35% 39% 38% 32% 36% 36% 34% 28% 30% 27% 33%
E
@od 37% 36% 38% 36% 38% 37% 33% 37% 38% 35% 39% 39% 36% 42% 43% 38%
Very good 14% 13% 15% 14% 12% 14% 6% 10% 17% 16% 13% 14% 16% 17% 13% 15%
g
NET GOOD VERY GOOD 51% 49% 53% 50% 50% 50% 39% 46% 55% 51% 52% 53% 52% 59% 56% 53%

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e Q12D

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

Ql2d. Public transit services (bus and/or rail)...Thinking about the city or netropolitan area where [ PUBLIC you work
PR VATE: your own work is nost concentrated (the place you identified above)], how would you rate the current quality of

the foll ow ng asp

TOTAL
DK/ REF
Very poor

Poor

Moder at e

Good

Very good

NET GOCOD VERY GOXD

NO ANSWER

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
1% *% 1% *% - *% - 1% - 1% 1% - 3% 1% 1% 2%
3% 3% 3% 4% 2% 3% 6% 2% 4% 3% 2% 4% 3% - 2% 1%

15% 15% 15% 16% 10% 15% 12% 17% 14% 16% 16% 16% 13% 9% 16% 17%
n

33% 35% 30% 34% 21% 35% 36% 30% 39% 34% 36% 31% 28% 33% 28% 32%
E

32% 33% 31% 31% 43% 33% 30% 40% 29% 30% 34% 31% 30% 33% 33% 23%
d i

16% 14% 20% 15% 24% 13% 15% 10% 15% 15% 11% 19% 22% 24% 19% 24%
b

48% 46% 50% 45% 67% 47% 45% 49% 44% 45% 45% 50% 52% 57% 53% 48%

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL2E

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

Ql2e. Parking...Thinking about the city or netropolitan area where [PUBLIC you work PR VATE your own work is nost
concentrated (the place you identified above)], how would you rate the current quality of the follow ng aspects of its
i nfrastructure?

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
DK/ REF 2%  *% 3% 1% - *% - - 1% - 1% 1% 6% 3% 2% 3%
B
Very poor 1% 1% 1% 1% 2% 1% - 1% 1% - 1% 1% 1% - - 1%
Poor 8% 4% 13% 5% 28% 4% - 6% 1% 3% 4% 15% 10% 7% 20% 13%
B D | | N
Moder at e 25% 23% 27% 24% 31% 25% 15% 29% 19% 24% 24% 28% 24% 28% 28% 25%
gi
Good 48% 54% 41% 53% 26% 50% 76% 48% 56% 50% 53% 39% 45% 45% 37% 41%
c E FH F
Very good 16% 18% 14% 16% 14% 20% 9% 15% 23% 23% 18% 15% 13% 16% 13% 17%
99 G
NET GOD VERY GOCD 64% 72% 55% 69% 40% 70% 85% 63% 79% 73% 71% 54% 58% 61% 49% 57%
C E FHF fH

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL2F

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

QL2f. Car sharing/new nobility services...Thinking about the city or netropolitan area where [PUBLIC you work
PR VATE: your own work is nost concentrated (the place you identified above)], how would you rate the current quality of
the foll owi ng aspects of

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
DK/ REF 7% 4% 10% 7% 5% 3% 6% 3% 4% 3% 3% 10% 12% 6% 6% 10%
B
Very poor 10% 11% 8% 9% 16% 12% 6% 9% 15% 8% 12% 7% 10% 3% 9% 10%
N
Poor 27% 26% 28% 26% 24% 25% 30% 16% 33% 24% 27% 31% 22% 23% 33% 25%
h H
Moder at e 29% 29% 30% 29% 29% 30% 18% 38% 25% 34% 28% 31% 28% 34% 30% 31%
a
Good 18% 19% 17% 18% 22% 19% 18% 23% 16% 19% 19% 15% 21% 23% 15% 18%
Very good 9% 12% 6% 11% 3% 11% 21% 12% % 12% 11% % 6% 11% 6% 5%
C E i
NET GO VERY GOCD 27% 31% 23% 28% 26% 29% 39% 34% 23% 31% 29% 22% 27% 34% 22% 23%
c i i op

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL2G

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

Ql2g. Passenger connections to other cities via airplane, train, intercity bus, etc....Thinking about the city or
netropol itan area where [PUBLIC you work PR VATE your own work is nost concentrated (the place you identified above)],
how woul d you rate the

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

DK/ REF 1% 1% 1% 1% - 1% 3% - 2% 1% 1% 1% 3% 2% 1% 2%

Very poor 2% 2% 1% 2% - 3% - 2% 3% 3% 3% - 3% 1% - 1%

Poor 6% 6% 5% 5% 7% 5% 9% 3% 7% 4% 5% 5% 6% 7% 6% 8%

Moder at e 22% 25% 18% 23% 22% 27% 15% 31% 23% 29% 27% 20% 15% 15% 22% 17%

c fo]e] G

Good 35% 37% 32% 35% 34% 38% 30% 39% 39% 39% 39% 34% 27% 32% 30% 32%

Very good 35% 28% 42% 33% 36% 26% 42% 25% 26% 24% 26% 40% 46% 43% 41% 41%
B fhif

NET GOD VERY GOCD 69% 65% 74% 68% 71% 64% T73% 63% 65% 62% 64% 74% T73% T75% 71% 73%
B

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL2H

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

Ql2h. Freight infrastructure including ports and rail....Thinking about the city or netropolitan area where [PUBLIC
you work PR VATE your own work is nost concentrated (the place you identified above)], how woul d you rate the current
quality of the follow

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

DK/ REF 6% 4% 8% 7% 2% 5% - 3% 6% 6% 4% 7% 12% 9% 5% 10%
b E

Very poor 1% 1% *% 1% - 1% - 1% 1% 2% 1% 1% - 1% - 1%

Poor 4% 2% 7% 3% 10% 2% 3% 2% 1% 2% 2% 5% 10% 3% 9% 7%
B d

Moder at e 29% 33% 25% 30% 26% 34% 27% 32% 36% 35% 35% 26% 22% 31% 27% 28%

C

Good 36% 38% 33% 37% 31% 37% 45% 39% 35% 31% 40% 35% 27% 33% 38% 33%

Very good 24% 22% 27% 22% 31% 21% 24% 23% 20% 24% 18% 26% 28% 23% 22% 22%

NET 0D VERY GOD 60% 60% 59% 59% 62% 58% 70% 61% 56% 55% 58% 61% 55% 56% 59% 55%

NO ANSWER - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL2I

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

Ql2i . Water quality and wastewater treatnent....Thinking about the city or netropolitan area where [ PUBLIC you work
PR VATE: your own work is nost concentrated (the place you identified above)], how would you rate the current quality of
the foll ow ng aspec

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
DK/ REF 2% 2% 2% 2% 2% 2% 3% 2% 2% 3% 2% - 6% 1% 2% 3%
Very poor % *% - - 2% *% - 1% - 1% 1% - - - - -
Poor 2% *% 3% 1% 7% *% - - 1% 1% 1% 2% 6% 1% 4% 5%
B d n
Moder at e 14% 9% 19% 12% 22% 8% 15% 6% 9% 9% 7% 16% 25% 20% 20% 17%
B d
Good 41% 38% 44% 43% 31% 37% 45% 39% 36% 33% 37% 49% 33% 43% 33% 43%
e M
Very good 42% 50% 32% 43% 36% 52% 36% 52% 52% 53% 53% 33% 30% 34% 40% 31%
c 99
NET GOCOD VERY GOXD 82% 88% 75% 85% 67% 89% 82% 90% 88% 86% 90% 81% 63% 77% 73% 75%
C E M

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL2J

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

QL2j . Tel ecommuni cations infrastructure....Thinking about the city or metropolitan area where [PUBLIC you work
PR VATE: your own work is nost concentrated (the place you identified above)], how would you rate the current quality of
the foll owi ng aspects of

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
DK/ REF 2% 2% 2% 3% - 2% 6% 1% 3% 3% 2% 1% 6% 2% 2% 3%
|

Very poor *p %06 - %06 - ¥ - 1% - 1% 1% - - - - -

Poor 1% 1% 2% 1% 5% 1% - 2% - 1% 1% 1% 3% 1% 3% 3%

Moder at e 15% 12% 17% 13% 21% 13% 6% 18% 9% 11% 13% 16% 18% 14% 15% 16%

e

Good 48% 50% 45% 49% 43% 50% 48% 44% 56% 54% 53% 48% 40% 45% 46% 44%
h

Very good 34% 34% 33% 34% 31% 33% 39% 33% 31% 31% 31% 34% 33% 38% 33% 34%

NET GOCIY VERY GOD 81% 84% 78% 83% 74% 83% 88% 77% 88% 85% 84% 81% 73% 83% 80% 78%
H

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL2K

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

Ql2k. Air quality....Thinking about the city or netropolitan area where [ PUBLIC you work PR VATE your own work i s nost
concentrated (the place you identified above)], how would you rate the current quality of the follow ng aspects of its

i nfrastructure?

TOTAL
DK/ REF
Very poor

Poor

Moder at e

Good

Very good

NET 0D VERY GOD

NO ANSWER

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ B (9 (O B H @@ H O G W L M (N (O @
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
2% 1% 2% 1% - 1% - - 3% 2% 1% 2% 3% 1% 3% 2%
1% 1% *% *% 3% 1% - 1% 1% - 1% 1% - - - -

6% 6% 6% 5% 14% 5% 12% 4% 6% 6% 5% 6% 7% 5% 11% 8%
d

26% 21% 32% 28% 22% 20% 30% 15% 24% 20% 18% 30% 37% 31% 30% 31%
B h

44% 47% 41% 45% 40% 48% 39% 48% 49% 50% 48% 43% 37% 47% 38% 43%
21% 24% 17% 21% 21% 25% 18% 31% 18% 23% 27% 19% 15% 17% 18% 17%

65% 71% 58% 66% 60% 73% 58% 80% 67% 72% 75% 61% 52% 64% 56% 59%
C [os] a

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL2L

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

Ql2I. Energy utilities....Thinking about the city or netropolitan area where [PUBLIC you work PR VATE your own work is
nost concentrated (the place you identified above)], how would you rate the current quality of the follow ng aspects of

its infrastructu

TOTAL

DK/ REF

Very poor

Poor

Moder at e

Good

Very good

NET GOCOD VERY GOXD

NO ANSWER

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

3% 2% 4% 3% - 2% - 2% 2% 3% 1% 2% 9% 2% 3% 4%
b |
2% 1% 4% 1% 9% 1% - 1% - 1% 1% 4% 4% 2% 5% 5%

19% 15% 24% 18% 26% 14% 21% 12% 18% 13% 15% 22% 25% 28% 25% 23%

47% 51% 43% 50% 36% 50% 58% 52% 50% 45% 53% 46% 37% 43% 38% 45%

28% 31% 25% 28% 29% 32% 21% 33% 31% 39% 31% 26% 24% 24% 29% 22%

76% 82% 68% 78% 66% 83% 79% 85% 81% 84% 84% T72% 61% 67% 67% 67%

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL2M

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

Ql2m Parks and open space. ... Thinking about the city or netropolitan area where [PUBLIC you work PR VATE your own
work is nost concentrated (the place you identified above)], how would you rate the current quality of the follow ng
aspects of its infrastr

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

DK/ REF 1% 1% 2% 1% - 1% - - 2% 1% 1% 1% 3% 1% 1% 2%

Very poor *% - 1% - 2% - - - - - - 1% - 1% 1% 1%

Poor 4% 3% 6% 3% 16% 2% 6% - 5% 3% 2% 4% 9% 3% 9% 7%

D
Moder at e 21% 17% 26% 22% 17% 18% 15% 19% 17% 15% 16% 25% 30% 25% 29% 30%
B
od 40% 39% 41% 39% 34% 37% 52% 39% 35% 34% 37% 45% 31% 38% 35% 34%
i m

Very good 33% 40% 24% 35% 31% 42% 27% 42% 42% 48% 44% 23% 27% 32% 25% 27%
C 99

NET GO0 VERY GOCD 72% 79% 65% 74% 66% 79% 79% 81% 77% 82% 81% 68% 58% 69% 60% 61%
C

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL2N

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

Ql2n. Health care facilities such as hospitals and nedical providers....Thinking about the city or metropolitan area
where [PUBLIC you work PR VATE your own work is nost concentrated (the place you identified above)], how woul d you
rate the current qualit

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

DK/ REF 1% 1% 1% 1% - 1% - 1% 2% 3% - - 4% 1% 2% 3%

Very poor - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Poor 1% - 2% *% 5% - - - - - - 1% 3% - 2% 2%
d

Moder at e 8% 6% 10% 5% 24% 7% 3% 5% 7% 5% 7% 11% 7% 2% 12% 8%
D N n

Good 37% 36% 37% 39% 29% 36% 39% 30% 39% 35% 37% 37% 36% 40% 37% 3%

Very good 53% 56% 50% 54% 41% 56% 58% 63% 52% 57% 56% 50% 49% 57% 47% 51%

e i
NET GOOD VERY Q0D 90% 93% 87% 93% 71% 92% 97% 94% 91% 92% 93% 87% 85% 97% 84% 88%
C E (o3}

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL3A

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

Ql3a. Inproved roads and bridges. .. Thinki ng agai n about [PUBLICthe city/netropolitan area where you work/ PR VATE wher e
your work is nost concentrated], how high a priority do you think shoul d be given to each of these infrastructure

i nprovenents over the

TOTAL

DK/ REF
Bottompriority
Low priority

Mddli e priority

Hgh priority

e of the very top priorities

NET TOPPH CH

NO ANSWER

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

1% 1% 1% 1% - 1% - 2% - 2% 1% - 4% 1% 1% 2%
K% % - *% - - % - - - - - - - - -
% 3% 4% 3% 9% 3% - 4% 3% 4% 4% 4% 4% 5% 2% 6%

24% 24% 25% 23% 31% 25% 15% 17% 34% 24% 26% 26% 24% 32% 27% 25%
fcaH
36% 41% 30% 36% 34% 41% 39% 38% 41% 37% 41% 32% 27% 28% 33% 34%

35% 32% 39% 38% 26% 30% 42% 39% 22% 33% 29% 38% 40% 34% 37% 33%

1% 72% 69% 74% 60% 71% 82% 76% 63% 70% 70% 70% 67% 63% 70% 67%

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL3B

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

QL3b. Inproved bicycle infrastructure and services (such as bike share systens)... Thinking again about [PUBLICthe city/
netropol itan area where you work/ PR VATE where your work is nost concentrated], how high a priority do you think shoul d
be given to each

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
DK/ REF 1%  *% 2% 1% - *% - S 1% 1% 1% 1% 4% 1% 1% 2%
Bot tom pri ority 3% 3% 3% 3% 3% 3% - 5% 2% 4% 4% 3% 3% 1% 1% 2%
Low priority 14% 11% 17% 15% 14% 11% 12% 11% 11% 10% 10% 18% 16% 18% 18% 17%
b
Mddl e priority 36% 30% 42% 35% 34% 28% 42% 25% 31% 29% 31% 40% 45% 44% 43% 43%
B h
Hgh priority 30% 34% 25% 30% 26% 34% 33% 34% 36% 32% 35% 27% 22% 27% 27% 29%
C
Qe of the very top priorities 16% 21% 10% 16% 22% 23% 12% 25% 19% 24% 20% 11% 9% 8% 10% 8%
C ]
NET TCP/ H GH 46% 55% 36% A47% 48% 57% 45% 59% 56% 55% 55% 38% 31% 35% 37% 37%
c

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL3C

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

QL3c. Inproved pedestrian infrastructure... Thinking again about [PUBLICthe city/netropolitan area where you work/
PR VATE where your work i s nost concentrated], how high a priority do you think should be given to each of these

infrastructure inprovenents o

TOTAL
DK/ REF
Bottompriority

Low priority

Mddl e priority

Hgh priority

e of the very top priorities

NET TOPPH CH

NO ANSWER

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

1% 1% 2% 1% - - 6% - 1% - 1% 1% 4% 2% 1% 3%
1% 1% 1% 1% - 1% - 2% - 2% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1%
5p 2% 8% 5% 3% 2% - 3% 2% 3% 3% 7% 9% 10% 8% 10%

B

30% 26% 36% 29% 36% 26% 27% 20% 31% 29% 25% 35% 36% 36% 38% 35%
B h

40% 42% 38% 41% 40% 41% 45% 41% 44% 39% 43% 40% 34% 36% 35% 37%

23% 28% 16% 24% 21% 29% 21% 33% 23% 27% 28% 16% 15% 14% 17% 15%
C

63% 70% 53% 64% 60% 71% 67% 74% 67% 66% 71% 56% 49% 50% 53% 52%
C

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL3D

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

QL3d. Inproved public transit services (bus and rail)...Thinking again about [PUBLICthe city/netropolitan area where
you wor k/ PR VATE where your work is nost concentrated], how high a priority do you think shoul d be given to each of

these infrastructure i

TOTAL

DK/ REF
Bottompriority
Low priority

Mddli e priority

Hgh priority

e of the very top priorities

NET TOPPH CH

NO ANSWER

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

1% *% 1% *% - *% - 1% - 1% 1% - 3% 1% 1% 2%

1% 1% *% 1% - 1% - 2% - 2% 1% 1% 1% 1% -
4% 3% 4% 3% 3% 3% 3% 2% 5% 2% 4% 5% 1% 5% 3% 3%

17% 11% 23% 17% 12% 12% 9% 15% 9% 14% 10% 27% 16% 15% 26% 15%
B m nP
33% 32% 34% 35% 22% 31% 36% 24% 37% 31% 32% 34% 34% 39% 34% 39%

45% 52% 37% 43% 62% 52% 52% 56% 49% 50% 53% 34% 43% 40% 34% 42%

78% 84% T71% 78% 84% 83% 88% 80% 86% 82% 84% 68% 78% 78% 69% 81%

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL3E

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

QL3e. Inproved nmanagenent of parking... Thinking again about [PUBLIC the city/netropolitan area where you work/ PR VATE
where your work i s nost concentrated], how high a priority do you think shoul d be given to each of these infrastructure

i nprovenents over

TOTAL
DK/ REF
Bottompriority

Low priority

Mddl e priority

Hgh priority

(ne of the very top priorities

NET TOPPH CH

NO ANSWER

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
2% 1% 3% 2% 2% 1% - - 3% 1% 2% 2% 6% 3% 4% 4%
4% 4% 3% 4% 2% 4% 3% 3% 6% 5% 5% 3% 3% 3% 2% 1%

15% 17% 12% 15% 7% 18% 15% 12% 23% 19% 16% 15% 6% 13% 15% 10%
c E H M

42% 39% 45% 42% 41% 38% 48% 47% 31% 38% 39% 42% 49% 44% 43% 45%

26% 25% 28% 25% 38% 25% 24% 23% 28% 24% 25% 30% 25% 30% 29% 32%
d

11% 13% 9% 11% 10% 13% 9% 15% 10% 13% 13% 8% 10% 7% 6% 7%

37% 38% 37% 36% 48% 38% 33% 38% 38% 37% 39% 38% 36% 36% 35% 39%
d

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL3F

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

QL3f. Mre car sharing or other transportation services...Thinking agai n about [PUBLICthe city/netropolitan area where
you wor k/ PR VATE where your work is nost concentrated], how high a priority do you think shoul d be given to each of
these infrastructure

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
DK/ REF 3% 2% 4% 3% 2% 1% 6% - 2% - 1% 3% 6% 3% 4% 5%
Bottompriority 4% 5% 3% 5% - 5% 3% 3% 6% 6% 5% 4% 3% 2% 4% 3%
Low priority 20% 20% 20% 21% 9% 19% 27% 17% 21% 14% 21% 25% 12% 16% 14% 17%
E M
Mddl e priority 41% 43% 39% 40% 48% 43% 45% 42% 44% 50% 42% 39% 37% 48% 52% 42%
Hgh priority 24% 22% 26% 22% 38% 23% 15% 28% 19% 23% 22% 25% 28% 23% 22% 25%
D
e of the very top priorities 8% 8% 7% 9% 3% 9% 3% 10% 6% 8% 9% 4% 13% 8% 4% 9%
e [es] L
NET TOPP H CH 32% 30% 34% 31% 41% 32% 18% 38% 26% 30% 30% 30% 42% 31% 26% 34%
g9 a |

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL3G

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

QL3g. Better passenger connections to other cities via airplane, train, intercity bus, etc....Thinking agai n about
[PUBLI C the city/netropolitan area where you wor k/ PRI VATE where your work is nost concentrated], how high a priority do

you think shoul d be g

TOTAL
DK/ REF
Bottompriority

Low priority

Mddl e priority

Hgh priority

e of the very top priorities

NET TOPPH CH

NO ANSWER

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
% 2% 1% 1% - 1% 3% 2% 1% 2% 1% - 3% 1% 1% 2%
% 1% - 1% 1% 2% 2% -

1% 1% 1% 1% 1% -

8% % 8% 8% 3% 8% 3% 6% 10% 8% 8% 9% 7% 10% 9% 10%
€ 9

32% 32% 31% 33% 31% 34% 21% 32% 34% 31% 35% 30% 33% 30% 35% 30%
99

36% 34% 38% 35% 31% 33% 42% 33% 33% 33% 32% 41% 31% 33% 39% 39%

22% 24% 20% 21% 34% 23% 30% 26% 20% 26% 24% 19% 24% 24% 14% 19%
D o]

58% 58% 58% 56% 66% 55% 73% 59% 54% 59% 56% 60% 55% 57% 53% 58%
FIF

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL3H

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

QL3h. Better freight infrastructure including ports and rail...Thinking again about [PUBLICthe city/metropolitan area
wher e you wor k/ PR VATE where your work is nost concentrated], how high a priority do you think shoul d be given to each

of these infrastru

TOTAL
DK/ REF

Bottomopriority

Low priority

Mddl e priority

Hgh priority

e of the very top priorities

NET TP/ H &H

NO ANSWER

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ B (9 (O B H @@ H O G W L M (N (O @
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
5% 5% 6% 5% 3% 5% 3% 2% 6% 4% 5% 6% 6% 6% 3% 7%

3% 5% 1% 4% - 6% - 4% 6% 6% 6% 2% - - 2% 2%
C

15% 14% 16% 15% 12% 14% 12% 10% 19% 13% 13% 18% 12% 19% 19% 15%
h

37% 32% 42% 38% 29% 36% 9% 38% 33% 34% 35% 40% 46% 51% 40% 42%
B &G G G

30% 32% 27% 28% 43% 28% 58% 30% 27% 29% 31% 26% 27% 22% 29% 29%
D FHF

11% 12% 8% 10% 12% 12% 18% 16% 8% 13% 10% 8% 9% 2% 6% 6%
i

40% 44% 35% 38% 55% 39% 76% 46% 35% 43% 41% 34% 36% 24% 35% 35%
C D FHF n n

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL3I

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

QL3i. Better water and wastewater infrastructure...Thinking again about [PUBLIC the city/ metropolitan area where you
wor k/ PR VATE where your work is nost concentrated], how high a priority do you think shoul d be given to each of these

infrastructure inprov

TOTAL

DK/ REF

Bottompriority

Low priority

Mddl e priority

Hgh priority

Qne of the very top priorities

NET TCP/H GH

NO ANSWER

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

2% 1% 2% 1% 2% 1% - 1% 2% 3% 1% 1% 6% 3% 1% 3%
|

%% *% 1% - *% 1% 1% . 1% - = 1% -

11% 12% 9% 11% 9% 13% 3% 11% 15% 14% 12% 9% 10% 11% 9% 12%
&G g G

35% 34% 35% 34% 34% 37% 21% 32% 40% 29% 33% 35% 34% 32% 35% 33%
99 G

35% 34% 37% 36% 33% 29% 61% 34% 27% 29% 33% 40% 31% 39% 41% 39%
FHF

17% 18% 16% 16% 22% 19% 15% 22% 16% 24% 20% 15% 18% 15% 13% 13%

520 52% 53% 53% 55% 48% 76% 56% 43% 53% 53% 54% 49% 53% 54% 52%
FHF [

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL3J

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

QL3j. Inproved tel ecommuni cations infrastructure...Thinking again about [PUBLIC the city/ metropolitan area where you
wor k/ PR VATE where your work is nost concentrated], how high a priority do you think shoul d be given to each of these

infrastructure inprov

TOTAL

DK/ REF

Bottompriority

Low priority

Mddl e priority

Hgh priority

Qne of the very top priorities

NET TCP/H GH

NO ANSWER

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

4% 5% 2% 3% 3% 3% 12% 4% 3% 4% 3% 1% 6% 1% 2% 2%
|

1% 2% *% 1% 2% 2% . 1% 2% 2% 1% 1% - = 1% -

6% 5% 6% 6% 3% 5% 6% 1% 9% 3% 5% 6% 6% 8% 5% 6%
H H

31% 32% 30% 31% 28% 35% 12% 35% 33% 34% 34% 28% 34% 36% 35% 33%
&G G G

38% 39% 37% 39% 36% 36% 58% 40% 34% 39% 37% 37% 36% 35% 35% 41%
Fhl F

20% 17% 24% 18% 28% 18% 12% 18% 19% 18% 20% 27% 18% 19% 20% 18%

58% 56% 61% 58% 64% 54% 70% 58% 53% 57% 57% 64% 54% 55% 56% 59%
fif

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL3K

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

QL3k. Inproved air quality...Thinking again about [PUBLICthe city/metropolitan area where you work/ PR VATE where your
work is nost concentrated], how high a priority do you think shoul d be given to each of these infrastructure

i nprovenents over the next t

TOTAL

DK/ REF
Bottompriority
Low priority

Mddli e priority

Hgh priority

e of the very top priorities

NET TOPPH CH

NO ANSWER

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
2% 2% 3% 2% 3% 1% 3% 2% 1% 2% 2% 2% 6% 5% 3% 3%
2% 2% 2% 2% 3% 3% - 2% 3% 2% 2% 3% - - 2% -

11% 13% 8% 12% 7% 13% 9% 12% 13% 11% 12% 7% 10% 8% 6% 10%

37% 40% 34% 38% 31% 43% 24% 45% 40% 39% 45% 34% 31% 34% 28% 33%
G G g

34% 32% 36% 33% 38% 29% 48% 24% 36% 32% 27% 41% 27% 41% 44% 3%
FHF h M

14% 11% 16% 13% 17% 11% 15% 15% 7% 14% 11% 12% 25% 13% 16% 14%

47% 43% 52% 45% 55% 39% 64% 39% 44% 46% 39% 53% 52% 53% 60% 53%
B FHF

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL3L

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

QL3l. Mre reliable or high quality energy infrastructure... Thinking again about [PUBLICthe city/netropolitan area
wher e you wor k/ PR VATE where your work is nost concentrated], how high a priority do you think shoul d be given to each

of these infrastructu

TOTAL

DK/ REF
Bottompriority
Low priority
Mddl e priority

Hgh priority

e of the very top priorities

NET TGP/ H CGH

NO ANSWER

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
3% 3% 2% 3% 2% 3% 6% 2% 4% 3% 3% 1% 4% 1% 3% 1%

% % % 1% *% - - - - - 1% - - - -

8% % 8% 8% % 9% - 10% 8% % 8% 9% 7% 10% 8% 9%
38% 40% 36% 39% 33% 41% 36% 45% 39% 43% 42% 38% 30% 39% 33% 35%

34% 32% 37% 35% 31% 30% 42% 26% 32% 30% 32% 35% 40% 35% 41% 41%

17% 17% 17% 14% 28% 17% 15% 17% 17% 18% 16% 16% 18% 15% 15% 15%

51% 49% 53% 49% 59% 47% 58% 43% 49% 48% 48% 51% 58% 50% 56% 56%

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL3M

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

QL3m More parks and open space. .. Thinki ng again about [PUBLIC the city/netropolitan area where you work/ PR VATE where
your work is nost concentrated], how high a priority do you think shoul d be given to each of these infrastructure

i nprovenents over the n

TOTAL
DK/ REF
Bottompriority

Low priority

Mddl e priority

Hgh priority

e of the very top priorities

NET TOPPH CH

NO ANSWER

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ B (9 (O B H @@ H O G W L M (N (O @
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
3% 2% 3% 3% 2% 2% 3% 3% 2% 4% 2% 1% 6% 2% 2% 3%
3% 1% 2% 1% - - - 1%

1% 2% *% 1% 2% -

9% 11% 7% 11% 2% 13% 3% 10% 16% 12% 13% 9% 4% 6% 3% 6%
E &G G

40% 38% 43% 39% 45% 35% 58% 30% 41% 32% 35% 42% 43% 51% 39% 43%
FHF o

34% 34% 33% 34% 36% 34% 33% 38% 30% 36% 34% 34% 33% 28% 40% 37%

13% 12% 13% 12% 16% 14% 3% 19% 9% 15% 14% 13% 13% 13% 16% 11%
&G a

47% 46% 47% 46% 52% 48% 36% 57% 39% 51% 48% 47% 46% 41% 56% 48%

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL3N

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

QL3n. Inproved health care facilities...Thinking again about [PUBLICthe city/netropolitan area where you work/ PR VATE
where your work i s nost concentrated], how high a priority do you think shoul d be given to each of these infrastructure

i nprovenents over

TOTAL

DK/ REF

Bottompriority

Low priority

Mddl e priority

Hgh priority

Qne of the very top priorities

NET TCP/H GH

NO ANSWER

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

5% 5% 3% 4% 3% 5% 6% 9% 3% 9% 4% 1% 7% 3% 2% 4%
i k |

2% 2% 1% 2% 1% 3% 2% 1% 1% 2% 2% - = 1% 2%

10% 12% 7% 11% 7% 11% 15% 6% 16% 13% 11% 7% 7% 5% 6% 6%
42% 45% 39% 45% 28% 48% 27% 43% 46% 40% 44% 38% 39% 50% 40% 38%
E fee] g G p

31% 28% 36% 28% 45% 25% 42% 28% 27% 28% 29% 37% 34% 34% 37% 40%
b D ff

11% 9% 13% 9% 17% 9% 6% 12% % 9% 9% 14% 12% 8% 14% 10%

42% 37% 49% 38% 62% 35% 48% 40% 34% 37% 39% 51% 46% 42% 51% 50%

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL4A

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

Ql4a. Families with children choosing to live in your city or area...And over the next ten years, how nuch of an inpact
do you think each of the following factors will have in shaping infrastructure and real estate investnments in the city
or netropolitan a

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
DK/ REF 2% 1% 3% 2% 2% 1% 3% - 2% 2% 1% 1% 6% 2% 2% 4%
No i npact *% - *%  *% - - - - - - - 1% - - 1% -

Little I mpact 5% 5% 5% 6% 2% 5% 9% 2% 6% 5% 5% 6% 3% 1% 4% 3%

e

Sone i npact 28% 28% 29% 29% 24% 28% 27% 32% 24% 24% 25% 29% 28% 35% 30% 26%
Signi ficant inpact 46% 48% 43% 45% 55% 48% 48% 47% 51% 48% 51% 43% 43% 42% 47% 49%
Dramatic i npact 18% 17% 19% 18% 17% 18% 12% 18% 17% 22% 18% 19% 19% 19% 15% 17%
NET DRAMATI O SI GN FI CANT 64% 65% 62% 63% 72% 66% 61% 66% 68% 70% 69% 63% 63% 61% 62% 66%

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL4B

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

Ql4b. G owi ng denand for conpact, wal kabl e devel opnent...And over the next ten years, how nuch of an inpact do you
think each of the following factors will have in shaping infrastructure and real estate investnents in the city or
netropol i tan area [ PUBLI C

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
DK/ REF 1% - 3% 1% - - - - - - - 1% 6% 1% 2% 3%
|
No i npact 6 - 1% % - - - - - - - 1% - - 1% -
Little I npact 4% 5% 3% 5% 2% 5% 6% 5% 5% 5% 5% 3% 3% 2% 1% 3%
Sore i npact 24% 19% 29% 24% 26% 18% 24% 15% 22% 21% 19% 32% 24% 26% 34% 25%
B
Significant inpact 42% 41% 45% 40% 50% 40% 42% 42% 39% 39% 40% 42% 51% 48% 44% 56%
(o]
Dramati ¢ i npact 28% 35% 19% 31% 22% 37% 27% 38% 34% 35% 36% 21% 16% 23% 17% 12%
C P
NET DRAMATI O SI N FI GANT 70% 76% 64% 71% T72% 77% 70% 80% 73% 74% 75% 63% 67% 70% 61% 68%
c

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL4C

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

Ql4c. Ainmate change or extreme weather events...And over the next ten years, how nuch of an inpact do you think each
of the followng factors will have in shaping infrastructure and real estate investnents in the city or netropolitan
area [PUBLIC where y

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
DK/ REF 2% 1% 3% 2% - 1% - - 3% - 2% 1% 4% 1% 2% 3%
No i npact 7% 5% 9% 7% 2% 5% 9% 6% 4% 5% 5% 12% 4% 7% 10% 4%
E M
Little I npact 18% 17% 20% 19% 14% 18% 12% 16% 17% 17% 16% 22% 15% 26% 26% 21%
Sore i npact 350 36% 34% 38% 24% 37% 30% 35% 39% 39% 36% 36% 30% 31% 27% 36%
E
Significant inpact 20% 34% 24% 27% 45% 32% 42% 37% 30% 34% 34% 19% 34% 26% 25% 26%
C D L
Dramati ¢ i npact 8% 7% 10% 7% 16% 7% 6% 5% 8% 4% 8% 9% 12% 9% 11% 10%
d
NET DRAMATI O SI N FI GANT 38% 41% 34% 34% 60% 3% 48% 42% 38% 39% 42% 28% 46% 35% 35% 36%
D L

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL4D

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

Ql4d. Cost and availability of energy...And over the next ten years, how much of an inpact do you think each of the
following factors will have in shaping infrastructure and real estate investnents in the city or netropolitan area

[PUBLI C where you work/P

TOTAL
DK/ REF
No i npact

Little I npact

Sone i npact

S gni ficant inpact

Dramati c i npact

NET DRAVATI T SI OGN FI CANT

NO ANSWER

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

A B (9 O B A @G H O O KW B M (N (O (P
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
2% 2% 2% 2% - 2% - 1% 3% 2% 2% - 4% 1% 1% 3%
xop - - - - - 1%

% % % 1% 1% - -

6% 5% 6% % 2% 4% 12% 3% 6% 3% 4% 9% 1% 9% 10% 6%
E M

30% 35% 25% 32% 28% 37% 24% 43% 32% 38% 3% 27% 22% 27% 22% 24%
C G

46% 45% 48% 46% 45% 45% 45% 44% 45% 47% 46% 46% 52% 48% 49% 50%

15% 12% 18% 12% 26% 12% 18% 9% 14% 10% 11% 18% 19% 14% 18% 17%
b D

61% 58% 66% 58% 71% 57% 64% 53% 59% 57% 57% 63% 72% 61% 68% 67%
b d

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL4E

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

Ql4e. Innovative or flexible parking policies (such as easing of mni num parking requirenents, shared parking, ability
to flex car parking for bike parking, etc.)...And over the next ten years, how nuch of an inpact do you think each of

the follow ng facto

TOTAL

DK/ REF

No i npact

Little I npact

Sone i npact

Signi ficant inpact

Dramati c i npact

NET DRAVATI T SI GN FI CANT

NO ANSWER

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

2% 1% 3% 2% 3% 1% - 1% 2% 1% 2% 1% 7% 1% 2% 4%
L
2% 2% 1% 1% 3% 2% - 3% 2% 3% 3% 1% 1% = 1% -

12% 12% 13% 13% 10% 12% 12% 11% 13% 15% 12% 15% 9% 10% 20% 12%

37% 35% 40% 36% 33% 35% 36% 29% 42% 34% 35% 40% 39% 38% 37% 36%

h

36% 40% 31% 37% 36% 40% 42% 46% 32% 36% 40% 32% 28% 39% 28% 36%
C |

11% 10% 12% 11% 14% 10% 9% 10% 9% 10% 9% 11% 15% 13% 12% 12%

47% 50% 43% 48% 50% 50% 52% 56% 42% 46% 49% 43% 43% 51% 40% 48%

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL4F

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

QL4f. R se of car-sharing systens...And over the next ten years, how nuch of an inpact do you think each of the
following factors will have in shaping infrastructure and real estate investnents in the city or netropolitan area

[PUBLI C where you work/ PR VA

TOTAL

DK/ REF

No i npact

Little I npact

Sone i npact

Signi ficant inpact

Dramati c i npact

NET DRAVATI T SI OGN FI CANT

NO ANSWER

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

3% 2% 5% 3% 3% 1% 3% - 3% 1% 2% 3% 7% 2% 3% 5%
b
5% 6% 4% 5% 3% 6% 6% 5% 7% 5% 8% 4% 3% = 4% 1%

24% 25% 22% 26% 14% 26% 18% 19% 32% 24% 26% 25% 15% 24% 20% 22%
E gH m

45% 46% 44% 45% 41% 47% 42% 53% 44% 52% 48% 45% 43% 49% 45% 44%

19% 17% 22% 17% 36% 16% 27% 20% 11% 15% 15% 20% 25% 23% 24% 25%
D i i

3% 3% 3% 4% 2% 3% 3% 2% 3% 3% 1% 2% 6% 2% 3% 3%

23% 21% 25% 20% 38% 19% 30% 23% 14% 18% 16% 22% 31% 25% 27% 28%
D i

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QI4G

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

Ql4g. Increase and advances in technol ogy (such as real time information for bus or train arrivals, renote paynent
systens, real tine nonitoring of energy usage, etc.)...And over the next ten years, how nmuch of an inpact do you think
each of the follow ng

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
DK/ REF 3% 2% 4% 2% - 1% 3% 2% 1% 1% 1% 1% 7% 3% 2% 5%
I
No i npact % 1% - 1% - 1% - - 1% - 1% - - - - -
Little Inpact 8% 10% 6% 9% 5% 10% 9% 9% 12% 10% 11% 7% 4% 5% 4% 3%
Sone i npact 35% 32% 39% 35% 34% 34% 24% 31% 36% 37% 34% 40% 37% 39% 43% 40%
Significant inpact 38% 42% 32% 39% 40% 41% 48% 45% 37% 37% 40% 32% 33% 34% 35% 35%
c
Dramati ¢ i npact 16% 13% 19;& 14% 21% 13% 15% 13% 13% 15% 13% 20% 18% 19% 15% 17%
NET DRAVATI O SI GN FI CANT 53% 55% 51% 53% 60% 54% 64% 58% 50% 52% 53% 52% 51% 53% 51% 52%

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL4H

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

Ql4h. Wse of pricing innovations to manage, operate, and pay for infrastructure (such as dynamc or variable pricing of
roadways, snmart neters with dynamc pricing, etc.)...And over the next ten years, how nuch of an inpact do you think

each of the fol | ow

TOTAL
DK/ REF
No i npact

Little I npact

Sone i npact
Significant inpact
Dramati c i npact

NET DRAMATI ' SI GN FI CANT

NO ANSWER

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
2% 2% 2% 2% - 2% - 1% 3% 1% 2% - 4% 1% 1% 3%
3% 6% 2% 5% 3% 4% 2%

3% 4% 1% 3% 1% 1% 1%

8% 10% 6% 9% 5% 11% 6% 12% 10% 12% 12% 8% 1% 6% 9% 3%

28% 29% 28% 29% 29% 30% 18% 30% 30% 25% 27% 27% 30% 27% 28% 30%
42% 39% 46% 41% 47% 38% 48% 41% 36% 42% 39% 48% 42% 43% 43% 43%
17% 17% 17% 17% 19% 16% 21% 14% 17% 17% 16% 15% 22% 22% 18% 21%

59% 56% 63% 57% 66% 54% 70% 55% 53% 59% 55% 63% 64% 65% 61% 63%
fif

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

Ql4i . The publicllk willingness or ability to pay for infrastructure...And over the next ten years, how much of an
inpact do you think each of the following factors will have in shaping infrastructure and real estate investnents in

the city or netropolitan

TOTAL

DK/ REF

No i npact
Little I npact

Sone i npact

Signi ficant inpact

Dramati c i npact

NET DRAVATI T SI GN FI CANT

NO ANSWER

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

LI st

TOTAL Publ c Privt

100%

1%

*%

1%

15%

42%

40%

82%

(B
100%

*%

2%

11%

38%

49%

87%

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances),
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .

(9

100%

2%
b

*%
*%

20%

46%

30%

76%

REG ON

s Qahl

(D

100%

1%

1%

14%
41%
43%

E

84%

(B

100%

2%
3%

16%

50%

29%

79%

WIN
Local
Govt

(F)

100%

*%

1%

12%

39%

47%

87%

PUB
G hr

(G

100%

3%

6%

30%

61%

91%

WIN LOCAL GOVT
Trans P an
Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt

Hctd

(H

100%

1%

8%
43%
48%

91%

I ndependent Z- Test for Percentages

(1
100%

1%

2%

14%

36%

47%

83%

(9
100%

1%

1%

13%

35%

50%

86%

100%

2%

11%

37%

50%

88%

PRV TYPE

RE

(L
100%

1%

1%

19%

46%

34%

79%

Qhr

(M

100%

4%

1%

22%

48%

24%

2%

Tabl e QL4I

PR VATE SECTCR

Res
Rent

(N

100%

1%

19%

49%

31%

80%

Res
Sale Gomm

(0

100%

1%

1%

24%

42%

32%

74%

100%

3%

1%

21%

47%

29%

76%



Tabl e QL5A

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

Ql5a. Wser charges or fees...How significant a role do you think each of the following will play in funding new
infrastructure investments over the next ten years in the city or netropolitan area where [ PUBLIC you work/ PR VATE
your work is concentrated?

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
DK/ REF 2% 2% 2% 3% 2% 2% 3% 2% 3% 3% 2% 1% 3% 1% 1% 2%
Not significant at all 1% 1% 1% 1% 2% 1% - 1% 1% 2% 1% 1% - - 1% -

Not very significant 9% 12% 5% 9% 10% 12% 18% 5% 15% 7% 12% 4% % 2% 5% 4%

C h h H
Sorewhat  si gni fi cant 32% 30% 33% 32% 24% 31% 24% 32% 31% 33% 33% 38% 24% 34% 33% 30%
M

Very significant 40% 40% 40% 39% 47% 40% 39% 46% 36% 43% 40% 38% 45% 41% 41% 41%
Extrenel y significant 16% 14% 18% 16% 16% 14% 15% 13% 14% 13% 12% 16% 21% 22% 18% 23%
NET VERY/ EXTREMELY 56% 54% 58% 55% 62% 54% 55% 59% 50% 55% 52% 54% 66% 63% 59% 63%

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



QL5b. Val ue capture strategies (for exanple,
do you think each of the followng will

city or netropolita

TOTAL
DK/ REF
Not significant at all

Not very significant

Sorewhat si gni fi cant

Very significant

Extrenel y significant
NET VERY/ EXTREMELY

NO ANSWER

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

LI st

TOTAL Publ c Privt

100%

2%

2%

%

29%

37%

23%

60%

(B
100%
1%
2%

9%
c

27%

36%

25%

61%

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances),
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .

(9

100%
2%
1%

5%

31%

39%

21%

60%

REG ON

s Qahl

(D

100%
1%
1%

6%

29%

38%

24%

62%

(B

100%
3%
5%

14%

24%

33%

21%

53%

WIN
Local
Govt

(A

100%

1%
2%

9%

28%

34%

26%

60%

tax increnent financing and speci al

PUB
G hr

(G

100%

12%

24%

48%

15%

64%

WIN LOCAL GOVT
Trans P an
Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt

Hctd

(H

100%
2%
2%

8%

31%

29%

28%

57%

I ndependent Z- Test for Percentages

(1
100%
1%
2%

9%

26%

40%

22%

62%

(9
100%
3%
3%

8%

28%

30%

28%

58%

100%

1%

2%

10%

25%

35%

27%

62%

PRV TYPE

RE

(L
100%
1%
1%

4%

33%

38%

22%

60%

Qhr
(M
100%
3%
1%

6%

28%

42%

19%

61%

assessnents)...Howsignificant a role
play in funding newinfrastructure investments over the next ten years in the

Tabl e QL5B

PR VATE SECTCR

Res
Rent

(N

100%

1%

3%

31%

36%

28%

65%

Res
Sale Gomm

(0

100%
2%
1%

4%

29%

42%

22%

63%

100%

3%

5%

26%

44%

22%

66%



Tabl e QL5C

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

QL5c. Joint devel opnent or cooperation between devel opers and | ocal governnent...How significant a role do you think
each of the following will play in funding newinfrastructure investnments over the next ten years in the city or
netropol itan area where [P

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
DK/ REF 1% 1% 1% 1% 2% 1% - 2% - 2% 1% - 3% 1% 1% 2%
Not significant at all *%  *%  *% 1% - *% - 1% - - 1% 1% - - - -
Not very significant 5% 6% 4% 5% 5% 4% 15% 4% 5% 6% 5% 4% 4% 6% 5% 3%
f hf
Sorewhat si gni fi cant 19% 19% 19% 18% 19% 20% 12% 18% 21% 19% 20% 19% 19% 16% 22% 22%
Very significant 42% 39% 47% 43% 50% 40% 30% 38% 43% 39% 39% 49% 43% 48% 48% 45%
b
Extrenel y significant 32% 36% 28% 33% 24% 35% 42% 37% 31% 34% 35% 27% 30% 30% 24% 28%
c
NET VERY/ EXTREMELY 4% T74% T74% T76% T4% T75% T73% T74% T74% T73% T74% T5% T73% T7% T72% T73%

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e Q5D

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

QL5d. Negotiated exactions (for exanple, developnent rights tied to infrastructure delivery)...Hwsignificant a role
do you think each of the following will play in funding newinfrastructure i nvestnents over the next ten years in the
city or netropolitan

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

DK/ REF 2% 2% 3% 2% 3% 1% 3% 2% 2% 2% 2% 2% 3% 2% 2% 2%

Not significant at all 1% 1% - 1% - 1% 3% 1% 1% 1% 1% - - - - -

Not very significant 10% 13% 6% 10% 9% 13% 15% 10% 16% 13% 13% 6% 6% 6% 5% 5%

C
Sorewhat  si gni fi cant 31% 32% 29% 32% 19% 31% 39% 33% 31% 27% 32% 30% 27% 30% 31% 29%
E

Very significant 43% 41% 45% 42% 50% 42% 33% 43% 39% 46% 40% 46% 43% 48% 44% 49%

Extrenel y significant 14% 11% 17% 13% 19% 12% 6% 11% 11% 12% 11% 16% 21% 15% 17% 16%
B

NET VERY/ EXTREMELY 56% 51% 62% 55% 69% 53% 39% 54% 50% 58% 51% 62% 64% 63% 61% 64%
B D

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL5E

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

Ql5e. Incone taxes or property taxes...Howsignificant a role do you think each of the following will play in funding
new i nfrastructure investnents over the next ten years in the city or netropolitan area where [PUBLIC you work/

PR VATE your work is conc

TOTAL
DK/ REF
Not significant at all

Not very significant

Sonewhat si gni fi cant

Very significant

Extrenel y significant

NET VERY/ EXTREMELY

NO ANSWER

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ B (9 (O B H @@ H O G W L M (N (O @
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
2% 1% 3% 1% 3% 1% - 2% 1% 3% 1% 1% 4% 3% 3% 3%
3% 2% 3% 3% 3% 3% - 2% 4% 3% 4% 4% 1% 5% 3% 2%

15% 19% 10% 15% 10% 19% 21% 12% 25% 18% 19% 10% 9% 8% 12% 9%
C H

31% 29% 33% 30% 29% 27% 42% 29% 24% 24% 25% 32% 34% 32% 29% 36%
fif
36% 34% 38% 36% 43% 37% 21% 43% 31% 40% 37% 37% 39% 40% 42% 37%
99 a
14% 14% 14% 15% 10% 13% 15% 12% 15% 13% 15% 15% 12% 13% 11% 13%

50% 48% 51% 50% 53% 50% 36% 55% 46% 53% 52% 52% 51% 52% 53% 50%
9

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL5F

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

QI5f. Contributions fromfederal/national governnent ...How significant a role do you think each of the followng wll
play in funding newinfrastructure investrments over the next ten years in the city or netropolitan area where [PUBLIC
you wor k/ PR VATE:

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
DK/ REF 2% 1% 2% 1% 2% 1% - 2% 1% 3% 1% 1% 3% 1% 1% 2%
Not significant at all 3% 2% 3% 3% - 2% 3% 4% 1% 2% 3% 3% 3% 3% 4% 1%
Not very signifi cant 11% 10% 13% 12% 7% 10% 9% 13% 8% 13% 12% 13% 13% 13% 14% 13%
Somewhat si gni fi cant 30% 28% 32% 32% 17% 28% 27% 22% 31% 23% 25% 35% 25% 34% 27% 30%
E
Very signi ficant 34% 32% 36% 32% 47% 34% 24% 32% 35% 33% 33% 34% 39% 35% 40% 40%
D
Extrenely significant 21% 26% 15% 20% 28% 25% 36% 27% 23% 27% 26% 14% 16% 14% 14% 15%
C
NET VERY/ EXTREMELY 550 59% 50% 52% 74% 58% 61% 5% 58% 60% 59% 49% 55% 49% 54% 55%
¢ D

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QI5G

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

Ql5g. Contributions fromstate or provincial governnent...How significant a role do you think each of the follow ng
will play in funding newinfrastructure investnents over the next ten years in the city or netropolitan area where
[PUBLI C you wor k/ PR VATE

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
DK/ REF 2% 2% 2% 2% 2% 3% - 4% 2% 5% 3% - 4% 2% 2% 3%
Not significant at all 3% 2% 3% 3% 2% 2% 3% 2% 3% 3% 2% 4% - 3% 4% 2%
Not very significant 12% 12% 12% 14% 3% 12% 12% 14% 11% 13% 13% 11% 15% 14% 14% 11%
E
Sonewhat si gni fi cant 28% 29% 27% 28% 24% 29% 24% 27% 31% 29% 25% 29% 22% 24% 19% 26%
Very significant 38% 35% 42% 38% 47% 36% 30% 30% 39% 30% 36% 40% 46% 43% 45% 45%
Extrenely significant 17% 19% 14% 16% 22% 17% 30% 23% 15% 19% 20% 15% 12% 14% 15% 13%
I
NET VERY/ EXTREMELY 55% 54% 56% 53% 69% 53% 61% 53% 54% 50% 57% 55% 58% 57% 60% 58%
D

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances), |ndependent Z-Test for Percentages
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e QL6

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

Q6. [Public: Inthe city or netropolitan area where you work/Private: In the city or metropolitan area where your
work is concentrated], do you think enough attention is being paid to allocating resources for |ong-termoperations and
mai ntenance of infra

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US dbl Gvt QGhr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

@ ® © d B B G H O @O W OB MM (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
DK/ REF 3% 2% 3% 3% - 1% 6% 1% 2% 2% 2% 3% 4% 2% 4% 3%
No, the costs for operations and 30% 27% 34% 29% 33% 24% 52% 26% 24% 26% 22% 34% 34% 31% 31% 29%
nai nt enance are usual |y negl ect ed FH F

Sone of the tine 42% 39% 45% 44% 33% 40% 30% 39% 41% 36% 41% 43% 48% 47% 44% 50%

e

Yes, it(s usually an integrated 25% 32% 18% 24% 34% 35% 12% 34% 33% 36% 36% 20% 13% 20% 20% 19%
part of decision nmaki ng C G G G

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent Z-Test for Percentages

Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Q.

Ul

I'n your opinion, what is the nost inportant infrastructure-related barrier to increased real

Tabl e QL7

Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

estate investnent in

PUBLIC the city or netropolitan area where you work/ PR VATE where your work is concentrated?

TOTAL

TRANSPCRTATI ON GOMBI NED

Transportation:

tranportation

Transportati on:

traffic

Transportation:

pedestri al

Transportation:

city

Transportation:

Transportation:

QOST QOMBI NED
Cost: general,
Cost :

suggest i onss

Public

Roads/ bri dges/

Bi cycl e/

Arport/inter-

Par ki ng

Q her/ gener al

not enough fundi ng

sol utions, financing

PCLI TI CAL COMBI NED

Political:

| ack of | eader ship/

w | lingness to pay

Political: lack of |ong-term

pl anni ng

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US @bl Gvt Ghr Apptd Staff PubWk Ec Dv Devt Qhr Rent Sale CGomm
A B (9 O B A @G H O O KW B M (N (O (P
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
42% 43% 41% 40% 50% 41% 55% 45% 39% 45% 40% 42% 39% 32% 39% 40%
23% 26% 20% 22% 26% 24% 36% 28% 22% 26% 25% 19% 22% 18% 23% 22%
17% 16% 18% 16% 21% 15% 21% 18% 14% 18% 16% 22% 10% 13% 14% 17%
M
3% 5% *% 4% - 6% - 6% 5% 6% 4% 1% - 1% - -
C
3% 2% 4% 1% 10% 2% 3% 3% 2% 3% 2% 3% 6% 5% 4% 6%
D
2% 2% 2% 2% 3% 3% - 2% 4% 5% 3% 3% 1% 3% 1% 2%
5% 4% 5% 5% 3% 4% 3% 4% 4% 3% 4% 2%  12% 2% 4% 5%
L
21% 25% 16% 23% 14% 25% 30% 23% 24% 23% 25% 16% 18% 17% 15% 15%
C e
18% 21% 14% 20% 10% 20% 27% 18% 20% 18% 21% 13% 16% 16% 14% 14%
c E
3% 4% 2% 3% 3% 4% 3% 4% 4% 4% 4% 2% 3% 1% 1% 2%
21% 23% 18% 22% 16% 22% 27% 20% 23% 23% 23% 17% 21% 25% 23% 18%
6% 7% 5% 7% - 6% 12% 5% 7% 8% 6% 7% 3% 8% 6% 6%
5% 4% 5% 4% 7% 4% 6% 2% 5% 3% 5% 6% 4% 7% 4% 5%

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances),
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .

| ndependent Z- Test

for Percentages



QL7. In your opinion, what is the nost inportant infrastructure-related barrier to increased real

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

PUBLIC the city or netropolitan area where you work/ PR VATE where your work is concentrated?

Political: need regional
col | aborati on

Political: spraw/poor |and use
deci si ons/l ack of density

Political: bad regul ation/
overregul ation

Political: high taxes/fees

Political: environnental
regul ati ons

ENVI RONMENTAL/ WATER QOMBI NED

Environnmental : G oundwat er,
sewer, water utility issues

Environnmental : Water availability
Environnental : Pol | ution, other
envi ronnent al i ssues

OMHER COMBI NED

Q her: Mintenance, agi ng
infrastructure

QG her: Education, schools
Qher: Land (val ues,

avail ability, readiness for
devel opnent)

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

TOTAL Publ c Privt

WIN
Local
Govt

PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT

estate investnent in

Table QL7
(Gont i nued)

PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR

Qhr

Res
Rent

7%

3%

1%

1%

9%

6%

3%

1%

20%

7%

3%

1%

LI sT REG ON
s ahl
(B (9 (O (B
2% 4% 3% -
10% 2% 8% 2%
c E
2% 3% 3% 5%
1% 1% 1% 2%
1% *% 1% -
9% 9% 9% 9%
% 3% 6% 3%
c
2% 5% 3% 2%
b
% 1% - 7%
20% 19% 20% 21%
% 6% 7% 2%
E
2% 4% 3% -
b
1% 1% 1% 3%

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances),
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .

(F)
*%

12%
@

3%

1%

1%

9%

8%

1%

*%

21%

7%

2%

1%

Hctd Trans Pan RE
CGhr Apptd Staff PubVk Ec Dv Devt
e M 1 & (K (b
9% 2% - - 1% 3%
ff
3% 9% 14% 13% 11% 1%
G
- 3% 2% 3% 2% 3%
- 1% 2% 2% 2% 1%
- 1% 1% 1% 1% -
9% 10% 8% 6% 11% 9%
6% 9% 7% 5% 9% 4%
3% 1% 2% 2% 2% 5%
- - 1% - 1% 1%
15% 17% 23% 18% 20% 19%
12% 5% 8% 8% 6% 6%
- 2% 2% 2% 2% 4%
- 1% 1% - 1% 1%

I ndependent Z- Test for Percentages

(M

6%

3%

3%

3%

1%

9%

3%

4%

3%

18%

6%

4%

3%

(N
8%

3%

3%

1%

1%

8%

3%

3%

2%

20%

6%

3%

2%

Res
Sale Comm
(9 (P
5% 3%
1% 2%
6% 2%
p
1% 2%
- 1%
8% 6%
2% 3%
1% 3%
2% 2%
20% 19%
6% 5%
5% 3%
2% 2%



QL7. In your opinion, what is the nost inportant infrastructure-related barrier to increased real

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

PUBLIC the city or netropolitan area where you work/ PR VATE where your work is concentrated?

Q her: Affordabl e housi ng

QGher: Internet/connectivity
Qher: Freight/goods novenent
Qher: Keeping up wth growht

Q her: Econony/ poverty/ | ack of
j obs

Q her: Energy costs

Gher: Al other

DK/ REF

NO ANSWER

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

LI st

TOTAL Publ c Privt

1%

1%

1%

1%

*%

6%

21%

*%

(B
1%
1%
1%
*%

*%

7%

17%

*%

I ndependent T-Test for Means (equal variances),
Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .

(9
*%
*%
*%
2%

1%

1%

5%

26%
B

REG ON
s ahl
(D (B
1% 2%
1% -
1% 3%
1% 3%
1% 2%
1% -
6% 10%
22%  12%
E
‘g -

WIN
Local
Govt

(F)
1%
1%
1%
*%

*%

8%

18%

*%

PUB

Q hr

3%

9%

WIN LOCAL GOVT

estate investnent in

Table QL7
(Gont i nued)

PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR

B ctd Trans Pan RE
Apptd Staff PubVk Ec Dv Devt
M @ (K (D
1% - 1% 1% -
1% 2% 2% 1% -
2% 1% 2% 2% 1%
- 1% - 1% 2%
- 1% 1% 1% 1%
- - - - 1%
6% 8% 7% T% 1%
M
19% 19% 20% 18% 24%
- 1% 1% 1% -

I ndependent Z- Test for Percentages

Res
Qhr Rent

(M (N
1% 1%

1% -
- 1%
- 2%
1% 1%
- 2%
1% 6%

31% 31%

Res
Sale Comm
(9 (P
- 1%
1% 1%
3% 2%
- 3%
2% 2%
1% 7%
27% 30%



Tabl e Bl

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

Bl. Public/Private

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US @bl Gwvt Qhr Apptd Staff Pubvk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

A B (O (O B FH @@ H O O W L M (N (O @

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Publ i ¢ 54% 100% - 63% 40% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% - - - - -
E
Private 46% - 100% 37% 60% - - - - - - 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
D

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent Z-Test for Percentages

Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e REG ON

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

Regi on
LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US @bl Gwvt Qhr Apptd Staff Pubvk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm
@ B» (9 MO (B AH @G H O @ KW B (M (N (O (P
TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Nort heast US 8% 9% 7% 10% - 8% 15% 13% 6% % 9% 6% 9% 13% 8% 10%
i
M dwest US 13% 17% 7% 16% - 15% 30% 16% 17% 15% 16% 7% 6% 6% 2% 7%
C ff [o]
South US 31% 37% 23% 39% - 36% 48% 34% 38% 38% 35% 28% 15% 30% 23% 22%
C M
Vést US 27% 27% 27% 34% - 30% 3% 24% 31% 28% 30% 25% 31% 25% 26% 26%
G G G
I nternati onal 13% 10% 17% - 100% 11% 3% 13% 8% 13% 10% 17% 18% 9% 23% 18%
B G G N n
NO ANSVER 8% - 18% - - - - - - - - 17% 21% 18% 19% 17%

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent Z-Test for Percentages

Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e B2

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

B2. Regi on

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR

Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US @bl Gwvt Qhr Apptd Staff Pubvk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm
@ B» (9 MO (B AH @G H O @ KW B (M (N (O (P

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
us 79% 90% 64% 100% - 89% 97% 87% 92% 87% 90% 66% 61% 73% 58% 65%

C FHF (e}
I nternational 13% 10% 17% - 100% 11% 3% 13% 8% 13% 10% 17% 18% 9% 23% 18%

B &G G N n

NO ANSVER 8% - 18% - - - - - - - - 17% 21% 18% 19% 17%

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent Z-Test for Percentages

Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e B3

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

B3. Public Local vs. Regional

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US @bl Gwvt Qhr Apptd Staff Pubvk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

A B (O (O B FH @@ H O O W L M (N (O @

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Local gover nrent 47% 86% - 53% 38% 100% - 99% 98% 100% 98% - - - - -
E k

Regi onal / Private % 14% - 9% 2% - 100% 1% 2% - 2% - - - - -
E H

NO ANSVER 46% - 100% 37% 60% - - - - - - 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent Z-Test for Percentages

Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e B4

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

B4. Public: Position

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US @bl Gwvt Qhr Apptd Staff Pubvk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

A B (O (O B FH @@ H O O W L M (N (O @

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
B ect ed/ appoi nt ed 21% 39% - 23% 21% 44% 3% 100% - 54% 47% - - - - -
&G FG
Saff 24% 45% - 28% 16% 51% 6% - 100% 46% 52% - - - - -
E &G FG
NO ANSWER 55% 17% 100% 48% 64% 5% 91% - - - 1% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent Z-Test for Percentages

Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e B5A

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

B5a. Public: Rol e=Transportation/ Housi ng/ Public Wrks

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US @bl Gwvt Qhr Apptd Staff Pubvk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

A B (O (O B FH @@ H O O W L M (N (O @

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Yes 27% 49% - 30% 26% 57% - 69% 51% 100% 57% - - - - -
F K

NO ANSWER 73% 51% 100% 70% 74% 43% 100% 31% 49% - 43% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent Z-Test for Percentages

Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e B5B

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

B5b. Public: Rol e=P anni ng/ Econom ¢ Devel oprent

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US @bl Gwvt Qhr Apptd Staff Pubvk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

A B (O (O B FH @@ H O O W L M (N (O @

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Yes 39% 71% - 44% 29% 81% 9% 86% 82% 82% 100% - - - - -
E &G G G J

NO ANSWER 61% 29% 100% 56% 71% 19% 91% 14% 18% 18% - 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent Z-Test for Percentages

Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e B6

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

B6. Private: Prinary business activity

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US @bl Gwvt Qhr Apptd Staff Pubvk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

A B (O (O B FH @@ H O O W L M (N (O @

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Real Estate Devel opnent 30% - 66% 25% 40% - - - - - - 100% - 63% 68% 55%
D p
Q her 15% - 33% 12% 21% - - - - - - - 100% 38% 32% 45%
(0]
NO ANSVER 55% 100% *% 63% 40% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% - - - - -

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent Z-Test for Percentages

Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e B7A

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

B7a. Private: Sector=Residential for rent

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US @bl Gwvt Qhr Apptd Staff Pubvk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

A B (O (O B FH @@ H O O W L M (N (O @

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Yes 20% - 4% 18% 14% - - - - - - 41% 49% 100% 55% 57%
(0

NO ANSWER 80% 100% 56% 82% 86% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 59% 51% - 45% 43%

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent Z-Test for Percentages

Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e B7B

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

B7b. Private: Sector=Residential for sale

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US @bl Gwvt Qhr Apptd Staff Pubvk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

A B (O (O B FH @@ H O O W L M (N (O @

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Yes 21% - 46% 16% 36% - - - - - - 47% 45% 58% 100% 52%
D NP

NO ANSWER 79% 100% 54% 84% 64% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 53% 55% 42% - 48%

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent Z-Test for Percentages

Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .



Tabl e B7C

Wl Infrastructure Belden Russonello Strategists January 2014

B7c. Private: Sector=Comercial

LI ST REG ON WIN PUB WIN LOCAL GOVT PRV TYPE PR VATE SECTCR
Local Hctd Trans Pan RE Res Res
TOTAL Publc Privt US @bl Gwvt Qhr Apptd Staff Pubvk Ec Dv Devt QGhr Rent Sale Comm

A B (O (O B FH @@ H O O W L M (N (O @
TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

NO ANSWER 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Conpari son G oups: BQ DE/ FG FCH / JK/ LM NCP

I ndependent Z-Test for Percentages

Woper case letters indicate significance at the 95%l evel .
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90%] evel .
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