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Table 2 Comparison of Number of Variable and Zoning by % of
Correctly Classified Data
Distance Difference|Distance Diff.
Variables }Time Difference Time Diff. Dist. Diff.| Time Diff.
Income
Existing 91 83 75 74
zoning
Time diff.
grouplag 34 82 [} 77
systen
Distance
difference 82 81 £3 78
grouping
system

Figure 4 Time Difference zonal Aggregation
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