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CRC Ballot Measure Scoring Distribution (Highest to Lowest Average Score)
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How to Read the Chart:

e Each box represents one draft ballot measure, ordered from highest average score (left) to lowest average score (right).

e Individual dots represent the actual score submitted by each commissioner.

e The triangle marker represents the average (mean) score for each ballot measure.

e The box reflects the middle 50% of scores (interquartile range). Smaller boxes indicate stronger commissioner consensus.

e The horizontal line inside each box represents the median score.
e Measures with both high average scores and tight clustering generally demonstrated the strongest overall consensus among commissioners.



