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Introduction

In August 2026, the A.L. Burruss Institute of Public Service and Research at Kennesaw State University
conducted the “Metro Atlanta Speaks” survey on behalf of the Atlanta Regional Commission (ARC). A
total of 4,136 adult residents across eleven counties® in the metro area were included in the survey. The

multi-mode survey incorporated both landline and cellphone samples in addition to an online panel

component. The online panel
consisted of a total of 1,516
respondents across eleven
counties and the City of Atlanta
(see Table 1), accounting for
36.7% of the sample. The
remaining interviews (2620;
63.3%) were conducted using
phone samples. Table 1
illustrates the response type by
county. Web surveys were
completed in 7.10 minutes on
average. Phone interviews had
a median length of 13.92
minutes. A total of 1,992,838
calls were made resulting in
100,282 contacts (5%). A rate
of cooperation/response
calculated using the formula
below results in a rate of 5.4%
for the combined landline and
cell telephone sample.

Telephone Sample
Response Rate Formula

(Completes+ Partial
Completes)/ (Completes +
Partial Completes +
Refusals + Other
Dispositions)

Table 1: Interview Type by County

Phone | Percent | Web | Percent | Total

Cherokee 260 86.7 40 13.3 300
Clayton 246 81.5 56 18.5 302
Cobb 182 45.3 220 54.7 402
Dekalb 70 17.2 336 82.8 406
(not in Atlanta)

Douglas 261 86.7 40 13.3 301
Fayette 290 95.1 15 4.9 305
Forsyth 271 90.0 30 10.0 301
Fulton

1 26. 2 A

(not in Atlanta) 06 6.0 30 74 408
Gwinnett 165 40.7 240 59.3 405
Henry 261 86.4 41 13.6 302
Rockdale 282 93.4 20 6.6 302
City of Atlanta 226 56.2 176 43.8 402
Total 2620 63.3 1516 36.7 4136

This response calculation is similar to the Response Rate #4 in standards established by the American

Association of Public Opinion Research (AAPOR). Web respondents were selected and recruited from an
established internet panel maintained by the data collector. Respondents in DeKalb and Fulton counties
were oversampled to obtain a sub-sample of residents of the City of Atlanta (n = 402). The final

Lincluded in the survey were the 11 counties in the ARC'’s service region: Cherokee, Clayton, Cobb, DeKalb,
Douglas, Fayette, Forsyth, Fulton, Gwinnett, Henry and Rockdale counties.
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respondent total for DeKalb County was 513 (107 in the city of Atlanta), while the final respondent total
for Fulton County was 703 (295 in the city of Atlanta).

Thus, a subset of Atlanta residents is available for separate analysis. Analyses of the metro wide data, as
well as the individual results for Fulton and DeKalb counties, treat Atlanta residents as members of their
respective counties. The results for the City of Atlanta included in the accompanying tables are based on
a separate analysis of the subset of respondents from those two counties.

The results for Cobb and Gwinnett Counties (with over 400 responses) as well as those for the city of
Atlanta, have margins of error (MOE) within each of those entities of + 5%. For DeKalb County, the MOE
is + 4.3%,; in Fulton the MOE is + 3.7. For the metro region, the MOE is + 1.5%. Counties with fewer total
respondents have MOEs exceeding 5%.

Table 2 Within each individual
Calculation of Weighting Variables county, data were weighted

Weighting Categories Recoded Imputation to reflect the county’s adult
variable from (N) population distribution on
response gender, age, race, education
Age 18-24 years Recoded Missing value and whether the
24-34 years fromyearof | imputationto | respondentis Hispanic or
35-44 years birth median age Latino®. Weights were
45-54 years (117) calculated for each county
55-64 years individually, for residents of
65 years and older the city of Atlanta/ non-
Race Black/ African American Recoded Missing value | Atlanta residents, and for
White from detailed | imputationto | theentire 11 counties
Other race modal category | combined. Weights
categories (99) included adjustments for
Latino Latino Missing value | 238® race, sex, Latino
Not Latino imputation to ethnicity and education.

modal category The categories used for the
(51) weighting are presented in
Table 2. The total number

Education High school or less Recoded Missing value _ :
Some college from level of | imputation to of l.mpl.Jtatlon.s for the
College graduate education modal category weighting variables ranged
Advanced/ prof degree (22) from 1'17 for age to '22 for
Sex Male Missing value | education. Imputation was
Female Jout of range only used when

imputation to respondents hatfi not
modal category ans‘wered'questlons on ‘
(85) which weights were derived
or selected characteristics
which could not be matched to population totals available from the Census. All imputations were set to
the modal category for the respective variable. For example, if a respondent refused to answer the
guestion on education, their imputed education level was set to high school graduate.

2 In some instances, insufficient numbers of Latino residents were interviewed and weights for some counties did
not include Latino as a control variable. These counties included Cherokee, Clayton, Fayette, Forsyth, Douglas,
Henry and Rockdale.
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Weighting variables were not used to create tabular comparisons but were created to match available
control weights from the Census for each geography and to include respondents who did not answer
qguestions on which weighting variables are based. In some cases, categories of variables were collapsed
to ensure that enough respondents were in each category of the combined sets of variables. No
categories were collapsed for overall weights nor for the City of Atlanta weights.

After the data for all the counties were weighted for
these factors, the data were combined and then
Table 3: Weights by Geographic weighted to reflect the relative distribution of the
Jurisdiction population across the eleven counties. For the
Weight variable | Geographic separate analyses of city of Atlanta residents, the
name Jurisdiction data were weighted for the same characteristics as
Cherokee the individual counties with an additional weighting
cherokeewt . , .
County factor to reflect the City of Atlanta’s relative
claytonwt Clayton County population distribution across DeKalb and Fulton
cobbwt Cobb County counties. Table 3 provides the weighting variable
dekalbwt DeKalb County names which should be used in analysis by the
douglaswt Douglas County geographic distribution associated with each weight.
fayettewt Fayette County Data users should understand that percentages will
be adjusted when examining geographies which
forsythwt Forsyth County include responses from more than one county as is
fultonwt Fulton County the case for the Flty of Atlanta and thg Fomblned
Gwinnett county, metro wide area. When examining the
gwinnettwt C metro area by county, metrowt should be used.
ounty o ’
Individual county weights should be used when
henrywt Henry County . oo L
Rockdale examining demographic differences within single
rockdalewt Count county jurisdictions. As was stated on page 5,
Stlantawt Cit ofyAtIanta counties with fewer than 400 respondents will not
y meet the statistical criteria for £5% and care should
Metro Atlanta . . N
metrowt . be taken when interpreting results from individual
Counties .
counties.
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Table 4. Demographic Characteristics by Interview Type (unweighted)

Gender Length of Residence in Metro Area
Web Telephone Total Web Telephone Total
Man 41.3% 46.9% 44.8% 0-5 years 20.3% 6.1% 11.2%
Woman 57.5% 50.9% 53.3% 6-10 years 15.2% 7.8% 10.5%
Some other 0.9% 0.8% 0.8% 11-20 years 22.7% 17.9% 19.7%
DNK/Refused 0.3% 1.5% 1.0% 21-30 years 18.1% 23.0% 21.2%
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% |{ 31 years or 23.7% 45.1% 37.4%
more
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Latino Homeowner
Web Telephone Total Web Telephone Total
Yes 7.0% 5.1% 5.8% Own 56.6% 78.5% 70.4%
No 93.0% 94.9% 94.2% [ Rent 43.4% 21.5% 29.6%
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% | Total 100% 100% 100%
Employment Status Racial Groups
Web Telephone | Total Web Telephone Total
Working full 52.6% 42.9% 46.4% | African 40.9% 37.5% 38.8%
time American
Black
Working part 13.5% 7.8% 9.9% White 50.1% 49.5% 49.7%
time
Unemployed & 10.9% 4.3% 6.7% Asian Pacific 3.9% 2.3% 2.9%
looking for Islander
work
Unemployed & 2.8% 2.6% 2.7% American 0.5% 1.4% 1.0%
not looking for Indian
work
Retired 13.8% 37.8% 28.9% Multi-racial 3.5% 7.8% 6.2%
Student 2.9% 2.0% 2.4% Other 1.2% 1.5% 1.4%
Disabled 3.4% 2.6% 2.9% Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Education Level Income Level (Household)
Web Telephone Total Web Telephone Total
11 grade or 1.2% 1.6% 1.4% Less than 12.3% 7.7% 9.5%
less $25,000
High school 20.4% 13.1% 15.8% [ $25,000 - 30.2% 21.1% 24.7%
graduate or $60,000
GED
Some college 25.1% 26.1% 25.7% | $60,000 - 33.1% 34.6% 34.0%
$120,000
College 34.3% 32.8% 33.4% | $120,000 - 20.4% 26.2% 23.9%
Graduate $250,000
Graduate or 18.7% 25.6% 23.1% Over 3.9% 10.3% 7.8%
Professional $250,000
Degree
DNK/Refused 0.2% 0.8% 0.6% Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
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Total | 100.0% |  100.0% | 100.0%
Age Group

18-34 30.3% 14.8% 20.6%

35-49 32.1% 18.6% 23.7%

50-64 22.8% 25.1% 24.2%

65 and older 14.9% 41.6% 31.5%

Total 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0%
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Comparison of Demographic Characteristics of Online and Telephone

Respondents

Not surprisingly, a comparison of online and telephone respondents on selected demographic
characteristics reveals that the online panel component provides significantly better access to

younger respondents than does the telephone component (see Table 4). Online respondents were also
less likely to be homeowners, and more likely to report lower income levels. Telephone respondents
were more likely to be retired and had a longer average tenure of residence within the Metro Atlanta
Area.

The next section provides a series of tables comparing the responses to each substantive question by
various demographic subgroups. Comparisons of demographic subgroups (county, length of residence in
metro area, age, racial group, Latino ethnicity, income, education level, sex, homeownership,
employment status and type of interview) indicate that most of the results are statistically significant at
the .01 level. When making comparisons of findings by demographic characteristics, respondents who
did not answer are not included. We collected responses from an array of demographic subgroups with
the hope of reporting each crosstabulation. However, some of the response counts for certain
demographic subgroups were too small (often with n <=100 of unweighted responses) to report onin a
statistically accurate and reliable manner. Therefore, such groups responses' have either been collapsed
into other categories or are not displayed in crosstabulations. Note that some cells may still have small
counts in the “Do Not Know”, “Refused to Answer” columns for the dependent variable presented in the
columns. The total number of responses for each group (provided under each subsection) varies
depending upon missing responses. Findings for the City of Atlanta are tested for significance against all
other respondents (who report living outside the city limits) and are not comparisons against each of the
counties individually. Any comparison which does not reflect statistical significance is noted by Not
significant in the table subheading. Statistical significance indicates the probability that observed
differences between subgroups on any given question are not likely to be a function of chance. All tests
of significance were conducted at the .01 level indicating that there is only a 1% probability that the
observed differences are a function of random chance. Since the variables used in the analysis are
categorical, Chi Square values were used to test significance in all tables. The survey instrument is
provided in Appendix A at the end of this document. Also included with this report are weighted
frequencies distributions for each question (Appendix B), and an unweighted frequency distribution for
all variables (Appendix C). Appendix D is included to illustrate responses to open ended questions which
were included in the survey. Appendix E is the codebook for the final dataset, including variables which
were calculated to achieve weights or collapsed categories. Also included with submission to this report
is the final dataset including direct response and calculated variables used in preparation of the tables.
All variables which were created from responses are characterized by variable names that begin with the
“@” character.
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Table 5. 3-4 Year Outlook

As you look ahead to the next 3 or 4 years,
do you think living conditions in Metro Atlanta will be...
better worse or about the same DK/ No Answer
TOTAL 26.5% 36.5% 33.1% 3.8%
(N=4136)
County As you look ahead to the next 3 or 4 years,
(N=4133) do you think living conditions in Metro Atlanta will be...
better worse or about the same DK/ No Answer
Cherokee 14.5% 40.6% 41.5% 3.4%
Clayton 24.1% 40.6% 31.7% 3.6%
Cobb 24.2% 34.1% 37.6% 4.1%
DeKalb 34.6% 34.0% 29.0% 2.3%
Douglas 19.4% 40.3% 35.5% 4.8%
Fayette 14.5% 38.6% 39.8% 7.2%
Forsyth 19.9% 37.9% 37.4% 4.9%
Fulton 38.0% 27.1% 31.5% 3.5%
Gwinnett 17.6% 47.0% 32.0% 3.4%
Henry 23.3% 42.2% 27.7% 6.8%
Rockdale 18.3% 39.0% 35.4% 7.3%
City of Atlanta 31.4% 31.9% 33.2% 3.6%
Age Group As you look ahead to the next 3 or 4 years,
(N=4135) do you think living conditions in Metro Atlanta will be...
better worse or about the same DK/ No Answer
18-34 30.1% 37.7% 29.8% 2.4%
35-49 29.9% 36.7% 30.6% 2.8%
50-64 20.9% 39.1% 35.6% 4.4%
65 and older 22.6% 31.2% 39.9% 6.3%

10

Demographic subgroups with small unweighted sample sizes, typically fewer than 100 responses, are collapsed into “other” or combined with other subgroups and relabeled to

ensure the validity of statistical tests.
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Length of Atlanta

As you look ahead to

the next 3 or 4 years,

Residence do you think living conditions in Metro Atlanta will be...
(N=4008) better worse or about the same DK/ No Answer
0-5 years 36.5% 30.2% 29.4% 3.9%
6-10 years 30.8% 37.0% 29.8% 2.5%
11-20 years 23.8% 37.9% 35.1% 3.2%
21-30 years 25.5% 39.8% 31.0% 3.7%
31 years or more 20.8% 38.2% 37.0% 3.9%
Latino As you look ahead to the next 3 or 4 years,
(N=4135) do you think living conditions in Metro Atlanta will be...
Not significant better worse or about the same DK/ No Answer
Yes 25.9% 39.8% 31.7% 2.6%
No 26.6% 36.1% 33.4% 4.0%
Sex As you look ahead to the next 3 or 4 years,
(N=4137) do you think living conditions in Metro Atlanta will be...
better worse or about the same DK/ No Answer
Male 32.4% 33.3% 31.4% 2.9%
Female 21.0% 39.5% 34.7% 4.7%
Income As you look ahead to the next 3 or 4 years,
(N=3798) do you think living conditions in Metro Atlanta will be...
better worse or about the same DK/ No Answer
Less than $25,000 27.1% 37.1% 30.2% 5.7%
$25,000 - $60,000 24.6% 39.8% 33.3% 2.3%
$60,000 - $120,000 27.3% 39.0% 31.0% 2.6%
$120,000 - $250,000 30.2% 31.2% 35.1% 3.5%
Over $250,000 31.4% 26.4% 38.6% 3.6%
Homeownership As you look ahead to the next 3 or 4 years,
(N=4004) do you think living conditions in Metro Atlanta will be...
better worse or about the same DK/ No Answer

11

Demographic subgroups with small unweighted sample sizes, typically fewer than 100 responses, are collapsed into “other” or combined with other subgroups and relabeled to

ensure the validity of statistical tests.
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Own your own home 27.7% 33.9% 33.9% 4.5%
Rent 25.0% 39.9% 32.4% 2.6%
Education Level As you look ahead to the next 3 or 4 years,
(N=4112) do you think living conditions in Metro Atlanta will be...
better worse or about the same DK/ No Answer
HS or less 27.2% 37.7% 31.2% 3.9%
Some college 22.1% 40.6% 33.0% 4.4%
College Graduate 29.7% 35.0% 31.8% 3.4%
Graduate or 26.4% 31.1% 38.8% 3.6%
Professional Degree
Racial Group As you look ahead to the next 3 or 4 years,
(N=4036) do you think living conditions in Metro Atlanta will be...
better worse or about the same DK/ No Answer
Black/ African 30.9% 35.0% 30.3% 3.8%
American
White 24.3% 35.4% 36.5% 3.7%
Multiracial 20.0% 46.8% 30.5% 2.7%
Other 23.2% 41.1% 31.2% 4.6%

Employment Categories As you look ahead to the next 3 or 4 years,

Group do you think living conditions in Metro Atlanta will be...

(N=4098) better worse or about the same DK/ No Answer
Working full time 31.2% 36.5% 30.1% 2.2%
Working part time 20.9% 40.0% 35.6% 3.5%
Unemployed & 22.4% 43.6% 29.4% 4.6%
looking for work
Unemployed & not 22.6% 46.1% 28.7% 2.6%
looking for work
Retired 20.9% 30.6% 40.9% 7.6%
Other 22.7% 32.5% 39.5% 5.2%

Interview Type

As you look ahead to

do you think living conditions in Metro Atlanta will be...

the next 3 or 4 years,

12

Demographic subgroups with small unweighted sample sizes, typically fewer than 100 responses, are collapsed into “other” or combined with other subgroups and relabeled to

ensure the validity of statistical tests.
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(N=4135) better worse or about the same DK/ No Answer
Web 34.0% 34.5% 29.0% 2.5%
Telephone 18.4% 38.7% 37.6% 5.3%

Total

13

Demographic subgroups with small unweighted sample sizes, typically fewer than 100 responses, are collapsed into “other” or combined with other subgroups and relabeled to
ensure the validity of statistical tests.
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Table 6. Problems Facing Metro Atlanta Residents

In your opinion, which of the following is the biggest problem facing residents in the Metro Atlanta area today? Is it...
Traffic Housing The Crime | Quality of | Environmental Public Local tax Something DK/ No
affordability | economy local pollution health increases else Answer
schools
TOTAL 21.9% 29.5% 16.1% 13.4% 2.8% 2.4% 2.5% 4.7% 5.3% 1.3%
(N=4136)
County In your opinion, which of the following is the biggest problem facing residents in the Metro Atlanta area today? Is it...
(N=4136) Traffic Housing The Crime | Quality of | Environmental Public Local tax Something DK/ No
affordability economy local pollution health increases else Answer
schools
Cherokee 28.2% 27.7% 9.2% | 11.2% 2.9% 1.0% 1.0% 9.7% 7.3% 1.9%
Clayton 16.1% 24.5% 23.3% 11.6% 2.4% 1.2% 1.6% 6.0% 12.4% 0.8%
Cobb 24.2% 36.0% 13.6% | 11.3% 1.8% 2.1% 1.7% 5.0% 3.9% 0.5%
DeKalb 18.0% 31.1% 15.6% | 19.2% 1.8% 3.6% 3.2% 3.5% 2.9% 1.1%
Douglas 13.7% 29.8% 18.5% | 14.5% 3.2% 1.6% 2.4% 6.5% 8.1% 1.6%
Fayette 21.4% 22.6% 19.0% | 10.7% 4.8% 2.4% 3.6% 4.8% 8.3% 2.4%
Forsyth 28.5% 21.7% 15.0% 14.0% 2.9% 1.9% 2.4% 4.8% 6.8% 1.9%
Fulton 25.3% 30.3% 15.7% | 11.5% 4.2% 2.4% 2.9% 3.8% 3.1% 0.9%
Gwinnett 20.2% 26.9% 18.5% | 13.3% 3.2% 2.8% 3.0% 3.9% 5.8% 2.4%
Henry 18.4% 29.0% 14.5% | 15.9% 1.9% 1.4% 2.4% 5.3% 9.2% 1.9%
Rockdale 18.5% 24.7% 16.0% 9.9% 3.7% 1.2% 2.5% 9.9% 11.1% 2.5%
City of 17.3% 34.3% 15.3% | 14.8% 4.9% 2.0% 1.3% 4.0% 4.7% 1.4%
Atlanta
Age Group In your opinion, which of the following is the biggest problem facing residents in the Metro Atlanta area today? Is it...
(N=4133) Traffic Housing The Crime | Quality of | Environmental Public Local tax Something DK/ No
affordability | economy local pollution health increases else Answer
schools
18-34 22.4% 28.8% 17.7% | 11.0% 3.3% 4.5% 2.4% 4.1% 4.8% 0.9%
35-49 22.5% 33.5% 15.2% 12.7% 3.0% 1.9% 3.3% 3.7% 3.7% 0.6%
14

Demographic subgroups with small unweighted sample sizes, typically fewer than 100 responses, are collapsed into “other” or combined with other subgroups and relabeled to
ensure the validity of statistical tests.
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50-64 19.1% 31.5% 15.2% 14.4% 2.6% 1.2% 1.9% 6.8% 5.5% 1.8%
65 and older 24.2% 22.0% 16.8% | 17.1% 2.4% 0.9% 2.3% 4.9% 7.6% 1.9%
Length of In your opinion, which of the following is the biggest problem facing residents in the Metro Atlanta area today? Is it...
Atlanta Traffic Housing The Crime | Quality of | Environmental Public Local tax Something DK/ No
Residence affordability economy local pollution health increases else Answer
(N=4004) schools
0-5 years 21.2% 32.8% 16.2% | 12.6% 2.0% 4.8% 3.4% 2.6% 3.4% 0.9%
6-10 years 19.1% 31.0% 16.6% | 16.4% 2.1% 2.3% 2.3% 4.9% 4.7% 0.6%
11-20 years 25.8% 30.7% 14.9% | 11.6% 3.4% 2.3% 2.0% 4.7% 3.9% 0.8%
21-30 years 21.6% 28.0% 17.6% | 10.9% 3.7% 2.2% 3.4% 4.9% 6.8% 1.0%
31 years or 22.0% 28.5% 15.5% 15.3% 2.0% 1.1% 1.6% 5.9% 6.6% 1.6%
more
Latino In your opinion, which of the following is the biggest problem facing residents in the Metro Atlanta area today? Is it...
(4135) Traffic Housing The Crime | Quality of | Environmental Public Local tax Something DK/ No
affordability | economy local pollution health increases else Answer
schools
Yes 19.2% 27.0% 19.4% | 10.7% 5.2% 5.4% 2.8% 5.8% 4.2% 0.2%
No 22.3% 29.8% 15.6% | 13.8% 2.5% 2.0% 2.5% 4.6% 5.5% 1.5%
Sex In your opinion, which of the following is the biggest problem facing residents in the Metro Atlanta area today? Is it...
(N=4135) Traffic Housing The Crime | Quality of | Environmental Public Local tax Something DK/ No
affordability economy local pollution health increases else Answer
schools
Male 25.5% 25.3% 15.9% | 12.2% 2.8% 2.8% 3.1% 5.8% 5.6% 1.0%
Female 18.6% 33.4% 16.2% | 14.6% 2.8% 2.0% 2.0% 3.7% 5.1% 1.6%
Income In your opinion, which of the following is the biggest problem facing residents in the Metro Atlanta area today? Is it...
(N=3799) Traffic Housing The Crime | Quality of | Environmental Public Local tax Something DK/ No
affordability economy local pollution health increases else Answer
schools
Less than 15.7% 32.5% 18.8% | 13.3% 3.1% 2.2% 2.5% 3.3% 6.1% 2.4%
$25,000
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$25,000 - 15.6% 34.0% 18.0% | 17.6% 2.2% 2.9% 1.4% 3.8% 4.0% 0.5%
$60,000
$60,000 - 25.1% 28.5% 15.7% | 12.9% 2.0% 2.6% 3.1% 4.9% 4.5% 0.5%
$120,000
$120,000 - 28.9% 26.4% 13.7% | 10.0% 4.3% 2.1% 3.2% 5.4% 5.1% 0.9%
$250,000
Over 31.2% 29.9% 8.6% | 10.0% 4.1% 1.8% 2.3% 5.0% 5.9% 1.4%
$250,000
Homeowner In your opinion, which of the following is the biggest problem facing residents in the Metro Atlanta area today? Is it...
-ship Traffic Housing The Crime | Quality of | Environmental Public Local tax Something DK/ No
(N=4004) affordability | economy local pollution health increases else Answer
schools
Own your 24.5% 25.1% 15.5% | 13.6% 3.3% 2.4% 3.0% 5.8% 5.6% 1.2%
own home
Rent 18.7% 36.4% 17.1% | 13.7% 2.2% 1.9% 1.9% 2.9% 4.2% 1.0%
Education In your opinion, which of the following is the biggest problem facing residents in the Metro Atlanta area today? Is it...
Level Traffic Housing The Crime | Quality of | Environmental Public Local tax Something DK/ No
(N=4113) affordability economy local pollution health increases else Answer
schools
HS or less 18.9% 28.8% 16.9% | 16.1% 1.9% 2.7% 2.6% 5.1% 5.3% 1.7%
Some 17.6% 30.4% 17.6% | 15.1% 3.0% 2.3% 1.7% 5.6% 5.7% 1.0%
college
College 25.1% 30.3% 15.5% | 11.1% 3.3% 2.2% 1.8% 3.8% 5.8% 1.2%
Graduate
Graduate or 29.5% 29.0% 12.8% 9.4% 3.2% 2.4% 4.7% 4.4% 3.6% 1.1%
Professional
Degree
Racial Group In your opinion, which of the following is the biggest problem facing residents in the Metro Atlanta area today? Is it...
(N=4040) Traffic Housing The Crime | Quality of | Environmental Public Local tax Something DK/ No
affordability | economy local pollution health increases else Answer
schools
16
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Black/ 18.0% 33.3% 17.6% 14.2% 2.2% 2.1% 2.5% 4.2% 4.4% 1.5%

African

American

White 27.2% 27.3% 14.3% 13.0% 2.7% 2.2% 2.6% 5.1% 4.3% 1.2%

Multiracial 13.6% 26.5% 18.4% | 13.3% 3.7% 3.7% 1.4% 6.1% 12.6% 0.7%

Other 23.5% 25.3% 15.4% | 11.6% 7.4% 2.1% 2.8% 4.6% 6.3% 1.1%

Employment In your opinion, which of the following is the biggest problem facing residents in the Metro Atlanta area today? Is it...

Categories Traffic Housing The Crime | Quality of | Environmental Public Local tax Something DK/ No

(N=4106) affordability | economy local pollution health | increases else Answer
schools

Working full 23.6% 30.1% 16.6% | 12.5% 2.4% 2.6% 3.0% 4.1% 4.6% 0.4%

time

Working part 17.1% 31.0% 15.5% | 15.5% 3.7% 3.1% 2.2% 7.3% 4.1% 0.6%

time

Unemployed 17.5% 32.4% 17.7% 12.5% 2.6% 2.6% 2.4% 4.6% 5.0% 2.6%

& looking for

work

Unemployed 26.1% 29.6% 9.6% 13.0% 6.1% 3.5% 0.9% 2.6% 4.3% 4.3%

& not

looking for

work

Retired 24.3% 23.8% 15.1% | 16.2% 2.5% 1.2% 2.2% 5.2% 7.3% 2.2%

Other 17.4% 34.1% 16.4% 11.8% 3.1% 1.4% 1.4% 4.9% 7.3% 2.1%

Interview In your opinion, which of the following is the biggest problem facing residents in the Metro Atlanta area today? Is it...

Type Traffic Housing The Crime | Quality of | Environmental Public Local tax Something DK/ No

(N=4138) affordability economy local pollution health increases else Answer
schools

Web 23.4% 31.1% 15.7% 16.0% 2.2% 2.9% 2.7% 3.2% 1.5% 1.2%

Telephone 20.3% 27.8% 16.5% 10.7% 3.5% 1.8% 2.3% 6.4% 9.4% 1.5%
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Table 7. Financial Situation Compared to Last Year

Regarding your household financial situation, would you say you are...
Better off now than you Worse off now than About the same as DK/ No Answer
were a year ago you were a year ago | you were a year ago
TOTAL 27.0% 35.2% 36.7% 1.1%
(N=4136)
Regarding your household financial situation, would you say you are...
County Better off now than you Worse off now than About the same as DK/ No Answer
(N=4136) were a year ago you were a year ago | you were a year ago
Cherokee 29.5% 29.0% 41.1% 0.5%
Clayton 19.4% 37.1% 43.1% 0.4%
Cobb 24.0% 33.6% 40.3% 2.1%
DeKalb 30.4% 37.8% 30.3% 1.5%
Douglas 24.2% 40.3% 35.5%
Fayette 23.2% 30.5% 46.3%
Forsyth 24.6% 31.9% 42.0% 1.4%
Fulton 31.9% 33.0% 34.3% 0.8%
Gwinnett 26.4% 38.1% 34.2% 1.2%
Henry 21.3% 34.8% 43.5% 0.5%
Rockdale 20.5% 38.6% 41.0%
City of Atlanta 29.4% 36.1% 33.2% 1.3%
(not significant)
Age Categories Regarding your household financial situation, would you say you are...
(N=4134) Better off now than you Worse off now than About the same as | DK/ No Answer
were a year ago you were a year ago you were a year ago
18-34 35.2% 30.7% 32.2% 1.9%
35-49 29.5% 36.7% 32.8% 1.1%
50-64 20.3% 41.9% 37.2% 0.5%
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‘ ‘ 65 and older

18.1% |

32.2% |

49.3% |

0.4%

Length of Atlanta

Regarding your household financial situation, would you say you are...

Residence Better off now than you Worse off now than About the same as DK/ No Answer
(N=4010) were a year ago you were a year ago | you were a year ago
0-5 years 33.6% 31.0% 33.8% 1.6%
6-10 years 32.6% 41.1% 25.3% 0.9%
11-20 years 27.9% 35.5% 36.0% 0.6%
21-30 years 25.5% 34.3% 39.2% 1.0%
31 years or more 20.7% 36.0% 42.5% 0.7%
Latino Regarding your household financial situation, would you say you are...
(N=4136) Better off now than you Worse off now than About the same as | DK/ No Answer
(not significant) were a year ago you were a year ago you were a year ago
Yes 30.0% 34.4% 34.0% 1.6%
No 26.6% 35.3% 37.1% 1.1%
Sex Regarding your household financial situation, would you say you are...
(N=4135) Better off now than you Worse off now than About the same as | DK/ No Answer
were a year ago you were a year ago | you were a year ago
Male 34.7% 30.8% 33.5% 1.0%
Female 19.9% 39.2% 39.7% 1.3%
Income Regarding your household financial situation, would you say you are...
(N=3797) Better off now than you Worse off now than About the same as | DK/ No Answer
were a year ago you were a year ago | you were a year ago
Less than $25,000 18.8% 49.1% 29.7% 2.3%
$25,000 - $60,000 22.3% 40.7% 36.2% 0.7%
$60,000 - 28.7% 35.1% 36.1% 0.1%
$120,000
$120,000 - 36.3% 26.6% 36.4% 0.7%
$250,000
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| over $250,000 41.4% | 20.5% | 37.7% | 0.5%
Regarding your household financial situation, would you say you are...
Homeownership Better off now than you Worse off now than About the same as DK/ No Answer
(N=4005) were a year ago you were ayear ago | you were a year ago
Own your own 28.2% 31.0% 40.4% 0.4%
home
Rent 26.0% 40.8% 31.6% 1.7%
Regarding your household financial situation, would you say you are...
Education Level Better off now than you Worse off now than About the same as DK/ No Answer
(N=4113) were a year ago you were a year ago | you were a year ago
HS or less 25.3% 35.8% 36.6% 2.3%
Some college 23.6% 38.5% 37.2% 0.7%
College Graduate 29.7% 33.3% 36.3% 0.6%
Graduate or 30.7% 31.9% 37.1% 0.3%
Professional
Degree
Regarding your household financial situation, would you say you are...
Racial Group Better off now than you Worse off now than About the same as | DK/ No Answer
(N=4038) were a year ago you were a year ago | you were a year ago
Black/ African 25.5% 37.3% 35.4% 1.8%
American
White 29.3% 32.3% 37.7% 0.6%
Multiracial 25.5% 45.6% 28.6% 0.3%
Other 24.1% 30.1% 44.8% 1.0%
Employment Regarding your household financial situation, would you say you are...
Categories Better off now than you Worse off now than About the same as DK/ No Answer
(N=4098) were a year ago you were a year ago | you were a year ago
Working full time 35.7% 31.6% 32.1% 0.6%
Working part time 23.0% 35.0% 40.5% 1.6%
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Unemployed & 12.8% 55.8% 29.0% 2.4%
looking for work
Unemployed & 20.0% 33.9% 42.6% 3.5%
not looking for
work
Retired 15.4% 33.0% 51.1% 0.6%
Other 23.4% 36.7% 36.7% 3.1%
Regarding your household financial situation, would you say you are...
Interview Type Better off now than you Worse off now than About the same as DK/ No Answer
(N=4135) were a year ago you were a year ago | you were a year ago
Web 30.6% 38.8% 29.1% 1.5%
Telephone 23.1% 31.3% 44.9% 0.7%
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Table 8. Means to Address $400 Financial Need

Suppose you have to come up with $400 for an emergency.
Which of the following best describes how you would handle such a situation?
Pay for it Put it on your credit Put it on your Borrow Sell or pawn Not be able to DK/ No
with cash, card and pay it off in credit card and money from something get the money Answer
check or full at the next pay it off over someone right now
debit card statement time
TOTAL 40.6% 19.1% 15.2% 8.6% 4.4% 10.4% 1.7%
(N=4136)
County Suppose you have to come up with $400 for an emergency.
(N=4140) Which of the following best describes how you would handle such a situation?
Pay for it Put it on your credit Put it on your Borrow Sell or pawn Not be able to DK/ No
with cash, card and pay it off in credit card and money from something get the money Answer
check or full at the next pay it off over someone right now
debit card statement time
Cherokee 53.8% 22.1% 11.1% 2.9% 2.4% 5.3% 2.4%
Clayton 35.5% 17.7% 14.5% 10.5% 7.7% 12.5% 1.6%
Cobb 39.1% 18.3% 15.6% 8.5% 3.9% 13.1% 1.5%
DeKalb 34.1% 20.5% 14.6% 12.8% 4.8% 10.4% 2.7%
Douglas 42.3% 16.3% 17.1% 5.7% 3.3% 13.0% 2.4%
Fayette 45.8% 27.7% 14.5% 3.6% 2.4% 4.8% 1.2%
Forsyth 48.1% 28.6% 9.7% 2.9% 3.9% 4.4% 2.4%
Fulton 45.1% 17.7% 14.1% 9.0% 3.0% 10.0% 1.2%
Gwinnett 36.9% 17.3% 18.4% 9.4% 6.8% 10.2% 0.9%
Henry 40.4% 16.8% 19.7% 5.3% 3.4% 12.0% 2.4%
Rockdale 42.2% 16.9% 15.7% 7.2% 2.4% 13.3% 2.4%
City of Atlanta 37.5% 17.5% 14.4% 10.6% 4.2% 13.7% 2.0%
(not
significant)
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Age Categories Suppose you have to come up with $400 for an emergency.
(N=4138) Which of the following best describes how you would handle such a situation?
Pay for it Put it on your credit Put it on your Borrow Sell or pawn Not be able to DK/ No
with cash, card and pay it off in credit card and money from something get the money Answer
check or full at the next pay it off over someone right now
debit card statement time
18-34 41.0% 17.2% 13.5% 10.2% 6.8% 9.9% 1.3%
35-49 36.5% 18.5% 16.6% 10.2% 5.4% 11.3% 1.4%
50-64 42.5% 17.1% 15.5% 8.2% 3.2% 12.0% 1.5%
65 and older 45.2% 24.0% 15.2% 4.3% 0.9% 8.6% 1.9%
Length of Atlanta Suppose you have to come up with $400 for an emergency.
Residence Which of the following best describes how you would handle such a situation?
(N=4010) Pay for it Put it on your credit Put it on your Borrow Sell or pawn Not be able to DK/ No
with cash, card and pay it off in credit card and money from something get the money Answer
check or full at the next pay it off over someone right now
debit card statement time
0-5 years 37.3% 18.0% 15.2% 10.9% 5.3% 11.0% 2.2%
6-10 years 38.6% 16.4% 15.8% 11.3% 4.3% 12.1% 1.5%
11-20 years 41.7% 20.2% 14.3% 8.2% 6.8% 8.3% 0.7%
21-30 years 42.2% 19.1% 16.5% 7.1% 3.7% 10.1% 1.2%
31 years or 43.4% 19.7% 14.8% 6.5% 2.8% 10.7% 2.1%
more
Latino Suppose you have to come up with $400 for an emergency.
(N=4137) Which of the following best describes how you would handle such a situation?
Pay for it Put it on your credit Put it on your Borrow Sell or pawn Not be able to DK/ No
with cash, card and pay it off in credit card and money from something get the money Answer
check or full at the next pay it off over someone right now
debit card statement time
Yes 39.6% 18.1% 17.1% 12.7% 5.8% 5.8% 0.8%
No 40.7% 19.2% 15.0% 8.1% 4.2% 11.0% 1.8%
Sex Suppose you have to come up with $400 for an emergency.
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(N=4135) Which of the following best describes how you would handle such a situation?
Pay for it Put it on your credit Put it on your Borrow Sell or pawn Not be able to DK/ No
with cash, card and pay it off in credit card and money from something get the money Answer
check or full at the next pay it off over someone right now
debit card statement time
Male 47.5% 20.5% 13.0% 6.1% 3.6% 8.3% 1.1%
Female 34.3% 17.7% 17.3% 11.0% 5.2% 12.3% 2.2%
Income Suppose you have to come up with $400 for an emergency.
(N=3797) Which of the following best describes how you would handle such a situation?
Pay for it Put it on your credit Put it on your Borrow Sell or pawn Not be able to DK/ No
with cash, card and pay it off in credit card and money from something get the money Answer
check or full at the next pay it off over someone right now
debit card statement time
Less than 21.6% 9.4% 15.7% 13.3% 9.6% 27.5% 2.9%
$25,000
$25,000 - 29.4% 14.3% 18.6% 13.9% 6.9% 15.6% 1.4%
$60,000
$60,000 - 47.5% 20.5% 17.4% 7.0% 2.6% 4.6% 0.4%
$120,000
$120,000 - 56.3% 25.7% 11.3% 3.1% 0.9% 2.5% 0.1%
$250,000
Over $250,000 59.3% 29.0% 6.8% 0.9% 0.9% 1.8% 1.4%
Homeownership Suppose you have to come up with $400 for an emergency.
(N=4006) Which of the following best describes how you would handle such a situation?
Pay for it Put it on your credit Put it on your Borrow Sell or pawn Not be able to DK/ No
with cash, card and pay it off in credit card and money from something get the money Answer
check or full at the next pay it off over someone right now
debit card statement time
Own your own 48.8% 23.6% 14.3% 4.2% 2.2% 5.7% 1.2%
home
Rent 30.0% 13.2% 16.6% 15.0% 6.9% 16.4% 1.9%
Education Level Suppose you have to come up with $400 for an emergency.
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(N=4114) Which of the following best describes how you would handle such a situation?
Pay for it Put it on your credit Put it on your Borrow Sell or pawn Not be able to DK/ No
with cash, card and pay it off in credit card and money from something get the money Answer
check or full at the next pay it off over someone right now
debit card statement time
HS or less 34.9% 13.1% 14.2% 12.3% 6.9% 16.5% 2.1%
Some college 37.2% 15.7% 16.7% 11.3% 4.4% 13.0% 1.8%
College 45.3% 24.6% 16.5% 5.2% 3.4% 4.4% 0.7%
Graduate
Graduate or 49.5% 26.7% 12.5% 3.2% 1.5% 4.5% 2.0%
Professional
Degree
Racial Group Suppose you have to come up with $400 for an emergency.
(N=4039) Which of the following best describes how you would handle such a situation?
Pay for it Put it on your credit Put it on your Borrow Sell or pawn Not be able to DK/ No
with cash, card and pay it off in credit card and money from something get the money Answer
check or full at the next pay it off over someone right now
debit card statement time
Black/ African 36.4% 13.6% 14.6% 12.9% 5.0% 15.3% 2.1%
American
White 46.2% 23.1% 14.1% 5.7% 3.2% 6.4% 1.2%
Multiracial 36.9% 15.6% 20.3% 7.8% 7.5% 11.5% 0.3%
Other 31.2% 28.8% 21.4% 4.2% 6.7% 5.6% 2.1%
Employment Suppose you have to come up with $400 for an emergency.
Category Which of the following best describes how you would handle such a situation?
(N=4099) Pay for it Put it on your credit Put it on your Borrow Sell or pawn Not be able to DK/ No
with cash, card and pay it off in credit card and money from something get the money Answer
check or full at the next pay it off over someone right now
debit card statement time
Working full 46.6% 20.2% 13.9% 8.0% 3.0% 7.3% 1.0%
time
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Working part 35.4% 18.5% 18.5% 9.8% 4.3% 12.4% 1.2%
time
Unemployed & 22.7% 7.7% 17.4% 17.6% 12.3% 21.5% 0.7%
looking for
work
Unemployed & 40.5% 19.8% 6.9% 6.9% 9.5% 12.1% 4.3%
not looking for
work
Retired 43.6% 24.6% 15.2% 3.7% 1.9% 8.2% 2.8%
Other 25.9% 15.4% 18.5% 11.9% 7.3% 17.1% 3.8%
Interview Type Suppose you have to come up with $400 for an emergency.
(N=4135) Which of the following best describes how you would handle such a situation?
Pay for it Put it on your credit Put it on your Borrow Sell or pawn Not be able to DK/ No
with cash, card and pay it off in credit card and money from something get the money Answer
check or full at the next pay it off over someone right now
debit card statement time
Web 36.4% 18.1% 15.6% 10.9% 5.6% 12.0% 1.4%
Telephone 45.1% 20.1% 14.9% 6.2% 3.1% 8.7% 2.0%
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Housing costs

A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
TOTAL 51.0% 20.3% 23.4% 4.2% 1.0%
(N=4136)
Housing costs
County A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
(N=4134)
Cherokee 37.2% 17.4% 41.5% 3.4% 0.5%
Clayton 54.4% 16.5% 25.8% 2.8% 0.4%
Cobb 54.8% 17.2% 22.2% 4.4% 1.4%
DeKalb 53.8% 24.6% 16.9% 3.8% 0.9%
Douglas 57.7% 10.6% 29.3% 2.4%
Fayette 31.7% 13.4% 48.8% 3.7% 2.4%
Forsyth 37.7% 12.6% 44.4% 4.3% 1.0%
Fulton 50.7% 24.3% 19.2% 4.7% 1.1%
Gwinnett 54.3% 22.4% 16.8% 5.2% 1.2%
Henry 47.8% 17.4% 29.0% 4.8% 1.0%
Rockdale 50.0% 12.2% 36.6% 1.2%
City of Atlanta 50.4% 22.0% 21.3% 4.5% 1.8%
(not significant)
Age Categories Housing costs
(N=4137) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
18-34 64.2% 21.5% 9.6% 3.2% 1.5%
35-49 54.2% 23.6% 18.4% 2.9% 0.9%
50-64 47.6% 20.1% 27.4% 4.5% 0.4%
65 and older 29.7% 14.7% 48.1% 6.8% 0.7%
Length of Atlanta Housing costs
Residence A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
(N=4012)
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0-5 years 59.5% 25.5% 12.3% 1.1% 1.7%
6-10 years 61.1% 20.9% 15.1% 2.8%
11-20 years 53.0% 22.4% 19.8% 4.0% 0.8%
21-30 years 53.6% 19.5% 21.4% 4.3% 1.1%
31 years or more 38.7% 16.3% 38.8% 5.7% 0.6%

Latino Housing costs

(N=4136) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Yes 57.3% 23.8% 12.7% 4.2% 2.0%
No 50.2% 19.8% 24.9% 4.2% 0.9%

Sex Housing costs

(N=4136) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Male 48.4% 21.9% 25.6% 3.4% 0.8%
Female 53.4% 18.8% 21.4% 5.0% 1.3%

Income Housing costs

(N=3799) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Less than $25,000 67.6% 12.7% 14.1% 3.3% 2.2%
$25,000 - $60,000 63.3% 18.7% 13.7% 3.8% 0.5%
$60,000 - $120,000 50.2% 23.5% 21.9% 3.7% 0.7%
$120,000 - $250,000 36.8% 25.8% 33.1% 4.1% 0.1%
Over $250,000 24.9% 19.5% 53.4% 2.3%

Homeownership Housing costs

(N=4005) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Own your own home 37.4% 22.4% 34.2% 5.2% 0.8%
Rent 69.2% 18.3% 8.5% 2.8% 1.2%

Education Level Housing costs

(N=4113) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
HS or less 63.1% 16.4% 14.5% 4.3% 1.8%
Some college 52.3% 19.0% 23.1% 4.7% 0.9%
College Graduate 45.0% 23.7% 27.4% 3.3% 0.5%
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Graduate or 36.6% 24.2% 34.2% 4.7% 0.3%
Professional Degree

Racial Group Housing costs

(N=4036) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Black/ African 57.5% 19.2% 18.2% 3.8% 1.3%
American
White 42.9% 22.1% 29.9% 4.5% 0.6%
Multiracial 61.9% 12.6% 22.8% 1.7% 1.0%
Other 49.6% 27.8% 15.5% 6.7% 0.4%

Employment Category Housing costs

(N=4097) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Working full time 52.7% 24.0% 20.5% 2.1% 0.7%
Working part time 58.9% 20.6% 17.1% 2.6% 0.8%
Unemployed & 69.2% 15.9% 8.7% 6.0% 0.2%
looking for work
Unemployed & not 42.6% 16.5% 26.1% 13.9% 0.9%
looking for work
Retired 28.5% 13.9% 48.8% 8.0% 0.8%
Other 62.8% 17.2% 10.9% 5.6% 3.5%

Interview Type Housing costs

(N=4134) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Web 55.7% 25.7% 12.4% 4.7% 1.4%
Phone 46.1% 14.4% 35.3% 3.7% 0.5%
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Lack of Job Opportunities

A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
TOTAL 34.5% 22.3% 31.0% 11.3% 0.8%
(N=4136)
County Lack of Job Opportunities
(N=4133) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Cherokee 16.9% 18.4% 49.3% 14.5% 1.0%
Clayton 34.7% 21.0% 32.3% 11.7% 0.4%
Cobb 33.4% 21.3% 30.7% 13.6% 0.9%
DeKalb 39.0% 25.0% 23.6% 11.2% 1.2%
Douglas 33.1% 15.3% 37.9% 12.9% 0.8%
Fayette 19.3% 19.3% 48.2% 10.8% 2.4%
Forsyth 23.7% 16.4% 45.4% 13.5% 1.0%
Fulton 35.3% 29.3% 23.8% 11.0% 0.7%
Gwinnett 41.7% 20.4% 29.4% 7.9% 0.5%
Henry 33.5% 11.7% 42.7% 11.7% 0.5%
Rockdale 26.5% 16.9% 45.8% 9.6% 1.2%
City of Atlanta 38.1% 22.0% 27.3% 11.4% 1.3%
(not significant)
Age Categories Lack of Job Opportunities
(N=4134) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
18-34 44.4% 29.4% 22.9% 2.9% 0.3%
35-49 39.1% 25.5% 28.6% 6.1% 0.7%
50-64 31.3% 20.2% 34.4% 12.8% 1.4%
65 and older 15.2% 9.3% 42.8% 31.8% 0.9%
Length of Atlanta Lack of Job Opportunities
Residence A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
(N=4009)
‘ 0-5 years 41.5% 27.0% 22.8% 8.1% 0.6%
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6-10 years 40.4% 25.3% 26.6% 7.0% 0.8%
11-20 years 36.7% 26.9% 28.6% 7.3% 0.6%
21-30 years 34.0% 22.9% 31.8% 10.4% 0.8%
31 years or more 25.6% 14.1% 40.3% 19.0% 1.1%

Latino Lack of Job Opportunities

(N=4137) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Yes 43.9% 20.9% 29.8% 5.2% 0.2%
No 33.2% 22.5% 31.2% 12.2% 0.9%

Sex Lack of Job Opportunities

(N=4138) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Male 31.9% 24.7% 33.3% 9.7% 0.3%
Female 36.9% 20.0% 28.9% 12.8% 1.3%

Income Lack of Job Opportunities

(N=3795) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Less than $25,000 53.2% 18.4% 15.9% 10.8% 1.8%
$25,000 - $60,000 44.6% 23.3% 20.6% 11.0% 0.5%
$60,000 - $120,000 32.1% 24.8% 32.2% 10.3% 0.7%
$120,000 - $250,000 18.9% 24.4% 45.0% 11.0% 0.7%
Over $250,000 14.2% 21.5% 53.9% 10.5%

Homeownership Lack of Job Opportunities

(N=4003) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Own your own home 24.1% 23.4% 37.4% 14.5% 0.6%
Rent 47.9% 21.3% 22.6% 7.2% 1.1%

Education Level Lack of Job Opportunities

(N=4115) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
HS or less 43.3% 20.8% 24.9% 10.1% 0.9%
Some college 36.6% 20.0% 31.1% 11.6% 0.7%
College Graduate 29.7% 25.8% 32.2% 11.2% 1.1%
Graduate or 22.5% 23.6% 40.1% 13.5% 0.3%

Professional Degree
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Racial Group Lack of Job Opportunities

(N=4039) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Black/ African 42.3% 20.5% 26.5% 9.7% 0.9%
American
White 25.1% 24.4% 35.9% 13.8% 0.7%
Multiracial 38.4% 24.1% 29.9% 7.5%
Other 41.6% 23.8% 24.8% 8.4% 1.4%

Employment Category Lack of Job Opportunities

(N=4098) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Working full time 30.2% 26.6% 36.9% 5.7% 0.6%
Working part time 40.2% 30.8% 23.3% 5.5% 0.2%
Unemployed & 74.2% 17.8% 5.5% 1.9% 0.5%
looking for work
Unemployed & not 36.5% 20.0% 23.5% 19.1% 0.9%
looking for work
Retired 14.1% 9.4% 40.9% 34.1% 1.5%
Other 48.3% 17.8% 16.4% 15.4% 2.1%

Interview Type Lack of Job Opportunities

(N=4136) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Web 41.5% 28.1% 18.8% 10.8% 0.8%
Phone 27.0% 16.1% 44.2% 11.8% 0.9%
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Table 11. Transportation Costs and Access as a Challenge

Transportation Costs or Access

A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
TOTAL 27.6% 30.4% 36.9% 4.3% 0.8%
(N=4136)
County Transportation Costs or Access
(N=4136) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Cherokee 19.3% 24.2% 50.7% 5.3% 0.5%
Clayton 29.7% 22.9% 43.0% 4.4%
Cobb 29.6% 31.7% 32.0% 5.4% 1.2%
DeKalb 32.2% 32.2% 30.0% 4.7% 0.9%
Douglas 28.2% 23.4% 39.5% 8.1% 0.8%
Fayette 15.7% 27.7% 53.0% 2.4% 1.2%
Forsyth 21.3% 23.7% 52.2% 2.9%
Fulton 29.2% 32.5% 33.5% 4.0% 0.8%
Gwinnett 24.6% 34.3% 36.6% 3.4% 1.2%
Henry 26.2% 26.7% 43.2% 3.9%
Rockdale 28.9% 24.1% 43.4% 3.6%
City of Atlanta 32.9% 24.7% 35.7% 5.2% 1.4%
Age Categories Transportation Costs or Access
(N=4137) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
18-34 29.7% 37.0% 30.0% 2.5% 0.7%
35-49 30.0% 32.5% 33.6% 3.2% 0.6%
50-64 27.5% 27.0% 39.4% 4.6% 1.5%
65 and older 20.0% 21.0% 50.6% 8.0% 0.4%
Length of Atlanta Transportation Costs or Access
Residence A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
(n=4010)
0-5 years 29.8% 36.6% 30.0% 3.3% 0.3%
6-10 years 32.8% 29.1% 35.1% 2.3% 0.8%
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11-20 years 30.6% 30.6% 32.4% 6.1% 0.3%
21-30 years 26.7% 32.1% 37.9% 2.5% 0.8%
31 years or more 22.2% 25.9% 45.5% 5.7% 0.8%

Latino Transportation Costs or Access

(N=4135) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Yes 31.9% 33.3% 30.6% 4.2%
No 27.0% 30.0% 37.7% 4.3% 0.9%

Sex Transportation Costs or Access

(N=4135) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Male 25.4% 32.0% 38.2% 3.4% 0.9%
Female 29.7% 28.9% 35.6% 5.2% 0.7%

Income Transportation Costs or Access

(N=3795) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Less than $25,000 44.7% 27.6% 22.2% 2.5% 2.9%
$25,000 - $60,000 32.6% 33.3% 28.7% 5.2% 0.1%
$60,000 - $120,000 25.5% 33.6% 36.2% 4.2% 0.5%
$120,000 - $250,000 19.2% 29.2% 47.9% 3.1% 0.7%
Over $250,000 12.8% 21.5% 62.1% 3.7%

Homeownership Transportation Costs or Access

(N=4005) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Own your own home 22.2% 28.4% 43.8% 4.9% 0.6%
Rent 34.4% 33.5% 27.8% 3.3% 1.0%

Education Level Transportation Costs or Access

(N=4115) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
HS or less 36.0% 28.5% 29.8% 4.2% 1.5%
Some college 27.0% 32.4% 35.3% 4.9% 0.4%
College Graduate 22.6% 31.5% 41.0% 4.3% 0.5%
Graduate or 20.5% 30.1% 45.5% 3.6% 0.3%
Professional Degree

Racial Group Transportation Costs or Access
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(N=4037) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Black/ African 32.2% 30.0% 32.9% 4.3% 0.6%
American
White 22.5% 30.7% 41.3% 4.5% 0.9%
Multiracial 36.7% 31.3% 29.6% 2.4%

Other 22.5% 34.4% 38.9% 3.5% 0.7%

Employment Category Transportation Costs or Access

(N=4098) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Working full time 25.8% 31.9% 38.8% 3.0% 0.4%
Working part time 32.4% 36.7% 27.9% 2.6% 0.4%
Unemployed & 42.4% 31.1% 22.4% 3.4% 0.7%
looking for work
Unemployed & not 23.5% 35.7% 33.0% 7.8%
looking for work
Retired 17.7% 21.7% 50.4% 8.9% 1.2%
Other 37.2% 29.5% 24.9% 5.3% 3.2%

Interview Type Transportation Costs or Access

(N=4137) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Web 29.9% 36.8% 27.6% 4.5% 1.2%
Phone 25.1% 23.6% 46.8% 4.1% 0.4%
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Eligibility for Public Assistance as a Challenge

A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
TOTAL 25.9% 20.7% 27.9% 22.3% 3.2%
(N=4136)
County Eligibility for Public Assistance as a Challenge
(N=4137) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Cherokee 11.1% 13.5% 40.1% 29.5% 5.8%
Clayton 32.1% 17.3% 28.1% 18.5% 4.0%
Cobb 29.0% 17.2% 23.9% 25.1% 4.8%
DeKalb 29.7% 27.5% 21.9% 18.9% 2.0%
Douglas 28.0% 14.4% 28.0% 24.8% 4.8%
Fayette 18.1% 10.8% 44.6% 22.9% 3.6%
Forsyth 16.9% 12.1% 40.1% 26.1% 4.8%
Fulton 25.5% 25.4% 26.0% 21.4% 1.6%
Gwinnett 25.6% 21.1% 27.7% 22.0% 3.6%
Henry 22.7% 18.8% 35.3% 21.3% 1.9%
Rockdale 32.1% 11.1% 33.3% 19.8% 3.7%
City of Atlanta 30.5% 21.1% 26.0% 20.2% 2.2%
(not significant)
Age Categories Eligibility for Public Assistance as a Challenge
(N=4137) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
18-34 27.0% 28.4% 25.6% 16.5% 2.4%
35-49 30.1% 22.5% 25.2% 18.6% 3.7%
50-64 26.0% 15.7% 27.4% 28.1% 2.8%
65 and older 18.1% 11.1% 36.5% 30.2% 4.2%
Length of Atlanta Eligibility for Public Assistance as a Challenge
Residence A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
(N=4007)
‘ 0-5 years 27.1% 25.7% 25.5% 18.2% 3.6%
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6-10 years 32.3% 26.1% 21.4% 17.0% 3.2%
11-20 years 25.1% 24.1% 28.5% 20.5% 1.8%
21-30 years 25.6% 19.1% 26.9% 25.3% 3.1%
31 years or more 23.3% 13.3% 32.8% 27.0% 3.6%

Latino Eligibility for Public Assistance as a Challenge

(N=4135) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer

(not significant)
Yes 25.4% 25.0% 24.2% 22.6% 2.8%
No 26.0% 20.1% 28.4% 22.3% 3.3%

Sex Eligibility for Public Assistance as a Challenge

(N=4135) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Male 23.4% 20.5% 30.8% 22.5% 2.8%
Female 28.2% 20.8% 25.2% 22.1% 3.7%

Income Eligibility for Public Assistance as a Challenge

(N=3798) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Less than $25,000 44.3% 25.9% 17.5% 8.6% 3.7%
$25,000 - $60,000 32.3% 27.6% 21.8% 14.7% 3.6%
$60,000 - $120,000 23.9% 20.7% 28.2% 24.2% 3.0%
$120,000 - $250,000 13.5% 13.8% 36.3% 33.6% 2.8%
Over $250,000 9.5% 8.2% 46.8% 33.2% 2.3%

Homeownership Eligibility for Public Assistance as a Challenge

(N=4006) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Own your own home 20.0% 16.5% 32.7% 27.8% 3.1%
Rent 33.9% 26.5% 20.8% 15.6% 3.2%

Education Level Eligibility for Public Assistance as a Challenge

(N=4113) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
HS or less 33.7% 26.9% 21.7% 13.6% 4.1%
Some college 30.7% 18.4% 28.4% 20.0% 2.5%
College Graduate 19.1% 18.6% 29.9% 28.8% 3.6%
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Graduate or 15.3% 15.6% 35.2% 31.9% 2.0%
Professional Degree
Racial Group Eligibility for Public Assistance as a Challenge
(N=4038) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Black/ African American 34.2% 22.5% 24.5% 17.0% 1.8%
White 17.3% 19.5% 31.2% 28.1% 4.0%
Multiracial 33.3% 21.1% 26.2% 13.6% 5.8%
Other 20.4% 21.1% 29.1% 25.6% 3.9%
Employment Category Eligibility for Public Assistance as a Challenge
(N=4097) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Working full time 23.4% 20.2% 28.8% 24.5% 3.1%
Working part time 29.7% 28.5% 24.8% 14.9% 2.2%
Unemployed & 41.1% 26.3% 16.9% 12.3% 3.4%
looking for work
Unemployed & not 30.4% 13.0% 25.2% 27.8% 3.5%
looking for work
Retired 16.9% 11.8% 36.1% 30.8% 4.4%
Other 37.2% 27.4% 21.8% 10.9% 2.8%
Interview Type Eligibility for Public Assistance as a Challenge
(N=4136) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Web 28.8% 27.3% 19.4% 21.7% 2.8%
Phone 22.9% 13.5% 37.0% 23.0% 3.7%
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Table 13. Cost/ Access to Job Training as a Challenge

Cost of/ Access to Job Training
A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
TOTAL 19.1% 24.5% 34.6% 19.2% 2.7%
(N=4136)
County Cost of/ Access to Job Training
(N=4135) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Cherokee 11.7% 16.0% 47.6% 23.8% 1.0%
Clayton 23.3% 23.3% 34.5% 16.9% 2.0%
Cobb 19.1% 20.4% 33.4% 24.2% 2.9%
DeKalb 21.0% 28.5% 29.1% 18.1% 3.3%
Douglas 18.5% 24.2% 33.1% 22.6% 1.6%
Fayette 18.3% 13.4% 47.6% 18.3% 2.4%
Forsyth 11.7% 15.0% 46.6% 25.2% 1.5%
Fulton 19.6% 26.6% 33.4% 18.3% 2.1%
Gwinnett 21.1% 30.4% 29.8% 14.5% 4.2%
Henry 13.5% 22.6% 43.8% 18.8% 1.4%
Rockdale 19.3% 13.3% 47.0% 16.9% 3.6%
City of Atlanta 24.1% 22.3% 31.2% 19.3% 3.1%
(not significant)
Age Categories Cost of/ Access to Job Training
(N=4138) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
18-34 22.4% 34.6% 32.3% 9.1% 1.7%
35-49 21.0% 28.0% 33.8% 14.3% 2.9%
50-64 19.4% 18.8% 35.4% 22.8% 3.6%
65 and older 10.1% 9.3% 39.4% 39.1% 2.2%
Length of Atlanta Cost of/ Access to Job Training
Residence A big challenge A small challenge ‘ Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
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(N=4011)
0-5 years 20.3% 30.4% 30.4% 15.8% 3.1%
6-10 years 23.5% 29.9% 30.1% 13.7% 2.6%
11-20 years 20.4% 26.3% 36.2% 15.8% 1.2%
21-30 years 18.8% 27.6% 34.2% 17.2% 2.2%
31 years or more 15.4% 14.9% 38.3% 28.3% 3.0%

Latino Cost of/ Access to Job Training

(N=4136) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Yes 26.6% 29.6% 30.0% 11.5% 2.2%
No 18.0% 23.8% 35.2% 20.2% 2.7%

Sex Cost of/ Access to Job Training

(N=4137) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Male 17.3% 27.6% 36.2% 17.0% 1.8%
Female 20.7% 21.7% 33.0% 21.2% 3.4%

Income Cost of/ Access to Job Training

(N=3798) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Less than $25,000 27.0% 25.0% 25.6% 17.6% 4.7%
$25,000 - $60,000 23.7% 29.6% 27.1% 17.1% 2.4%
$60,000 - $120,000 20.0% 24.1% 35.4% 18.1% 2.5%
$120,000 - $250,000 11.0% 22.3% 42.9% 21.8% 2.0%
Over $250,000 3.6% 18.6% 56.4% 20.0% 1.4%

Homeownership Cost of/ Access to Job Training

(N=4005) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Own your own home 14.6% 20.8% 39.7% 22.9% 2.1%
Rent 25.1% 29.1% 27.5% 14.7% 3.6%

Education Level Cost of/ Access to Job Training

(N=4116) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
HS or less 24.0% 29.5% 27.8% 14.8% 3.8%
Some college 21.3% 23.1% 35.6% 17.9% 2.2%
College Graduate 15.1% 23.3% 37.6% 21.6% 2.4%
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Graduate or 13.1% 19.6% 40.6% 25.2% 1.4%
Professional Degree

Racial Group Cost of/ Access to Job Training

(N=4038) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Black/ African 22.1% 28.5% 32.1% 14.7% 2.7%
American
White 14.2% 20.3% 38.3% 24.5% 2.6%
Multiracial 25.1% 28.1% 32.9% 12.2% 1.7%
Other 23.2% 26.7% 27.4% 18.9% 3.9%

Employment Category Cost of/ Access to Job Training

(N=4098) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Working full time 17.3% 27.3% 38.5% 14.4% 2.5%
Working part time 23.4% 28.1% 31.6% 14.5% 2.4%
Unemployed & 34.1% 33.6% 21.5% 8.5% 2.4%
looking for work
Unemployed & not 18.1% 16.4% 36.2% 26.7% 2.6%
looking for work
Retired 9.7% 8.2% 37.7% 41.7% 2.8%
Other 27.0% 32.3% 20.4% 16.5% 3.9%

Interview Type Cost of/ Access to Job Training

(N=4136) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Web 20.8% 29.6% 26.4% 20.0% 3.2%
Phone 17.2% 19.0% 43.3% 18.3% 2.1%
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Table 14. Access to Banking and Credit as a Challenge

Access to Banking and Credit
A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
TOTAL 15.9% 22.5% 55.2% 5.2% 1.3%
(N=4136)
County Access to Banking and Credit
(N=4136) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Cherokee 5.3% 17.4% 70.5% 5.3% 1.4%
Clayton 18.5% 23.0% 52.0% 5.6% 0.8%
Cobb 15.7% 20.8% 55.7% 6.2% 1.5%
DeKalb 18.4% 27.2% 47.1% 5.4% 1.8%
Douglas 16.9% 22.6% 51.6% 8.1% 0.8%
Fayette 12.0% 13.3% 69.9% 4.8%
Forsyth 12.6% 13.1% 66.0% 7.3% 1.0%
Fulton 17.7% 25.9% 50.8% 4.6% 1.0%
Gwinnett 14.4% 21.6% 59.1% 3.2% 1.7%
Henry 15.5% 18.8% 58.9% 6.3% 0.5%
Rockdale 19.3% 21.7% 55.4% 3.6%
City of Atlanta 19.9% 22.6% 50.7% 5.4% 1.4%
(not significant)
Age Categories Access to Banking and Credit
(N=4136) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
18-34 15.9% 28.9% 50.9% 3.5% 0.7%
35-49 18.1% 22.4% 53.1% 5.1% 1.3%
50-64 17.0% 21.4% 54.6% 5.0% 1.9%
65 and older 11.8% 13.6% 67.0% 6.9% 0.7%
Length of Atlanta Access to Banking and Credit
Residence A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
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(N=4009)
0-5 years 16.9% 28.5% 49.0% 4.0% 1.6%
6-10 years 19.3% 23.8% 52.0% 4.7% 0.2%
11-20 years 16.4% 24.3% 54.9% 3.9% 0.6%
21-30 years 15.1% 24.0% 55.1% 4.6% 1.3%
31 years or more 13.8% 16.4% 61.8% 6.6% 1.4%

Latino Access to Banking and Credit

(N=4136) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Yes 22.4% 21.2% 51.8% 4.4% 0.2%
No 15.0% 22.6% 55.7% 5.2% 1.4%

Sex Access to Banking and Credit

(N=4137) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer

Not significant
Male 16.2% 23.3% 55.3% 4.3% 0.9%
Female 15.6% 21.7% 55.1% 6.0% 1.6%

Income Access to Banking and Credit

(N=3793) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Less than $25,000 24.3% 30.4% 37.1% 5.1% 3.1%
$25,000 - $60,000 19.9% 22.2% 51.8% 5.2% 1.0%
$60,000 - $120,000 14.4% 25.1% 55.4% 3.8% 1.3%
$120,000 - $250,000 9.5% 19.7% 65.6% 5.0% 0.1%
Over $250,000 4.1% 13.6% 76.8% 5.0% 0.5%

Homeownership Access to Banking and Credit

(N=4005) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Own your own home 13.0% 19.0% 61.6% 5.6% 0.9%
Rent 19.2% 27.0% 47.4% 4.7% 1.7%

Education Level Access to Banking and Credit

(N=4114) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
HS or less 20.5% 27.0% 45.6% 4.6% 2.3%
Some college 16.7% 21.4% 55.9% 5.1% 0.9%
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College Graduate 12.6% 20.8% 60.5% 5.2% 0.9%
Graduate or 11.6% 18.7% 63.1% 6.0% 0.5%
Professional Degree

Racial Group Access to Banking and Credit

(N=4037) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Black/ African 20.9% 24.4% 48.3% 4.9% 1.5%
American
White 9.5% 21.8% 62.7% 4.8% 1.2%
Multiracial 20.7% 22.1% 52.0% 5.1%
Other 17.2% 20.7% 53.0% 7.7% 1.4%

Employment Category Access to Banking and Credit

(N=4098) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Working full time 15.8% 23.3% 55.9% 4.2% 0.7%
Working part time 16.7% 27.8% 51.0% 3.5% 1.0%
Unemployed & 23.6% 24.6% 43.9% 5.8% 2.2%
looking for work
Unemployed & not 18.3% 20.9% 49.6% 11.3%
looking for work
Retired 9.6% 13.4% 67.6% 7.9% 1.5%
Other 19.6% 26.9% 45.5% 4.5% 3.5%

Interview Type Access to Banking and Credit

(N=4136) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Web 17.0% 25.5% 50.1% 5.5% 1.9%
Phone 14.7% 19.2% 60.7% 4.8% 0.7%
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Caregiver Respon

sibilities for Child(ren)

A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer

TOTAL 22.1% 15.9% 30.3% 29.8% 1.9%

(N=4136)

County Caregiver Responsibilities for Child(ren)

(N=4136) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Cherokee 15.9% 11.1% 45.4% 25.6% 1.9%
Clayton 31.0% 11.3% 33.1% 21.4% 3.2%
Cobb 17.9% 11.5% 26.0% 40.5% 4.1%
DeKalb 22.5% 16.9% 22.7% 36.1% 1.8%
Douglas 25.8% 12.9% 34.7% 25.0% 1.6%
Fayette 20.5% 13.3% 42.2% 22.9% 1.2%
Forsyth 20.8% 11.1% 41.5% 24.6% 1.9%
Fulton 21.4% 22.7% 26.3% 28.8% 0.8%
Gwinnett 25.8% 17.3% 29.7% 25.8% 1.5%
Henry 20.4% 10.2% 47.1% 21.8% 0.5%
Rockdale 20.5% 13.3% 42.2% 22.9% 1.2%
City of Atlanta 25.4% 17.5% 27.6% 27.2% 2.3%
(not significant)

Age Categories Caregiver Responsibilities for Child(ren)

(N=4139) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
18-34 27.8% 20.9% 24.3% 25.0% 2.0%
35-49 28.2% 20.8% 28.7% 20.2% 2.1%
50-64 15.1% 11.6% 34.6% 36.5% 2.2%
65 and older 12.2% 5.2% 37.7% 43.8% 1.1%

Length of Atlanta Caregiver Responsibilities for Child(ren)

Residence A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer

(N=4009)

‘ 0-5 years 25.5% 19.1% 23.4% 30.3% 1.7%
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6-10 years 27.2% 21.0% 28.5% 21.2% 2.1%
11-20 years 24.7% 15.8% 29.8% 28.2% 1.5%
21-30 years 20.6% 17.4% 31.4% 27.9% 2.6%
31 years or more 16.8% 10.2% 35.8% 35.8% 1.3%

Latino Caregiver Responsibilities for Child(ren)

(N=4135) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Yes 34.9% 14.1% 23.2% 24.6% 3.2%
No 20.4% 16.1% 31.3% 30.5% 1.7%

Sex Caregiver Responsibilities for Child(ren)

(N=4135) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Male 21.2% 18.8% 31.2% 26.5% 2.3%
Female 23.0% 13.2% 29.6% 32.7% 1.5%

Income Caregiver Responsibilities for Child(ren)

(N=3795) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Less than $25,000 28.6% 9.2% 25.3% 31.2% 5.7%
$25,000 - $60,000 25.8% 16.5% 23.1% 33.2% 1.4%
$60,000 - $120,000 22.9% 19.1% 29.6% 26.8% 1.5%
$120,000 - $250,000 16.0% 17.7% 38.1% 27.6% 0.7%
Over $250,000 11.4% 17.3% 44.5% 26.8%

Homeownership Caregiver Responsibilities for Child(ren)

(N=4003) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Own your own home 18.2% 16.3% 33.7% 30.3% 1.5%
Rent 27.1% 15.5% 25.4% 30.0% 2.0%

Education Level Caregiver Responsibilities for Child(ren)

N=4114) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
HS or less 27.9% 16.8% 26.0% 26.0% 3.4%
Some college 21.0% 12.1% 31.3% 33.7% 2.0%
College Graduate 20.3% 16.1% 30.8% 31.6% 1.2%
Graduate or 15.7% 19.9% 36.6% 27.6% 0.2%

Professional Degree
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Racial Group Caregiver Responsibilities for Child(ren)

(N=4036) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Black/ African 25.1% 15.8% 30.2% 27.1% 1.8%
American
White 16.0% 16.6% 30.6% 35.2% 1.6%
Multiracial 34.7% 11.6% 29.3% 21.8% 2.7%
Other 24.3% 20.4% 26.8% 24.6% 3.9%

Employment category Caregiver Responsibilities for Child(ren)

(N=4096) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Working full time 22.8% 20.6% 30.2% 25.2% 1.3%
Working part time 23.0% 16.9% 29.7% 28.9% 1.4%
Unemployed & 34.3% 12.8% 20.3% 28.7% 3.9%
looking for work
Unemployed & not 22.8% 15.8% 33.3% 27.2% 0.9%
looking for work
Retired 10.7% 5.7% 39.5% 42.7% 1.5%
Other 26.6% 10.5% 24.1% 33.6% 5.2%

Interview Type Caregiver Responsibilities for Child(ren)

(N=4134) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Web 21.7% 20.3% 19.4% 36.3% 2.2%
Phone 22.6% 11.1% 42.0% 22.8% 1.6%
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Table 16. Caregiver Responsibilities for Aging Parent as a Challenge

Caregiver Responsibilities for Aging Parent

A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer

TOTAL 26.1% 19.0% 26.4% 26.7% 1.7%

(N=4136)

County Caregiver Responsibilities for Aging Parent

(N=4138) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Cherokee 20.3% 17.9% 36.7% 24.6% 0.5%
Clayton 30.2% 14.9% 31.9% 21.4% 1.6%
Cobb 27.4% 14.2% 22.2% 33.3% 2.9%
DeKalb 23.1% 22.2% 22.7% 30.4% 1.7%
Douglas 33.9% 15.3% 28.2% 21.8% 0.8%
Fayette 24.1% 19.3% 38.6% 16.9% 1.2%
Forsyth 24.2% 15.5% 34.8% 23.2% 2.4%
Fulton 24.5% 23.5% 24.1% 26.1% 1.8%
Gwinnett 28.1% 19.6% 24.0% 27.0% 1.3%
Henry 28.0% 16.9% 35.7% 18.8% 0.5%
Rockdale 32.5% 13.3% 34.9% 18.1% 1.2%
City of Atlanta 25.8% 22.6% 23.5% 24.9% 3.2%

Age Categories Caregiver Responsibilities for Aging Parent

(N=4135) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
18-34 26.4% 26.2% 22.5% 23.6% 1.3%
35-49 30.0% 19.2% 27.3% 21.2% 2.3%
50-64 27.4% 16.3% 25.9% 28.1% 2.3%
65 and older 19.4% 9.9% 33.0% 37.1% 0.6%

Length of Atlanta Caregiver Responsibilities for Aging Parent

Residence A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer

(N=4008)
0-5 years 28.1% 19.4% 21.4% 29.8% 1.2%
6-10 years 25.7% 18.5% 29.7% 23.4% 2.6%
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11-20 years 26.0% 20.1% 26.0% 26.4% 1.6%
21-30 years 29.4% 21.1% 24.8% 23.0% 1.7%
31 years or more 23.9% 16.0% 29.8% 28.9% 1.4%

Latino Caregiver Responsibilities for Aging Parent

(N=4137) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Yes 25.3% 22.2% 27.6% 23.0% 1.9%
No 26.9% 16.0% 25.2% 30.2% 1.6%

Sex Caregiver Responsibilities for Aging Parent

(N=4137) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Male 25.3% 22.2% 27.6% 23.0% 1.9%
Female 26.5% 16.1% 25.1% 30.6% 1.6%

Income Caregiver Responsibilities for Aging Parent

(N=3796) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Less than $25,000 34.5% 16.9% 17.1% 26.1% 5.5%
$25,000 - $60,000 27.6% 18.0% 23.9% 29.0% 1.5%
$60,000 - $120,000 27.4% 19.9% 26.1% 25.6% 1.1%
$120,000 - $250,000 19.3% 23.6% 30.5% 26.0% 0.5%
Over $250,000 21.7% 17.2% 38.9% 22.2%

Homeownership Caregiver Responsibilities for Aging Parent

(N=4004) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Own your own home 24.5% 19.5% 28.6% 26.3% 1.2%
Rent 27.6% 18.1% 23.9% 28.3% 2.0%

Education Level Caregiver Responsibilities for Aging Parent

(N=4115) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
HS or less 29.6% 21.8% 22.9% 22.4% 3.3%
Some college 27.5% 15.9% 26.6% 28.7% 1.2%
College Graduate 24.0% 18.2% 27.7% 29.3% 0.9%
Graduate or 20.8% 19.6% 31.0% 27.9% 0.6%

Professional Degree
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Racial Group Caregiver Responsibilities for Aging Parent
(N=4036) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Black/ African American 28.7% 17.8% 26.4% 25.4% 1.8%
White 21.8% 21.6% 26.0% 29.3% 1.4%
Multiracial 32.4% 21.5% 23.9% 19.1% 3.1%
Other 30.5% 11.6% 28.8% 27.7% 1.4%
Employment Category Caregiver Responsibilities for Aging Parent
(N=4098) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Working full time 26.0% 21.7% 27.6% 23.6% 1.1%
Working part time 26.3% 21.2% 25.3% 26.1% 1.0%
Unemployed & 39.6% 16.9% 15.2% 23.7% 4.6%
looking for work
Unemployed & not 26.3% 10.5% 30.7% 32.5%
looking for work
Retired 18.3% 10.7% 31.7% 38.5% 1.0%
Other 27.3% 21.7% 21.7% 23.8% 5.6%
Interview Type Caregiver Responsibilities for Aging Parent
(N=4136) A big challenge A small challenge Not a challenge | Not Applicable No Answer
Web 22.6% 22.5% 17.8% 34.3% 2.8%
Phone 29.9% 15.3% 35.6% 18.6% 0.6%
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Among Friends, How Many Have Different Household Income
Most of them Several One or two None DK/ No
Answer
TOTAL 21.5% 33.9% 30.2% 8.8% 5.6%
(N=4136)
County Among Friends, How Many Have Different Household Income
(N=4137) Most of them Several One or two None DK/ No
Answer
Cherokee 18.4% 29.6% 32.5% 14.1% 5.3%
Clayton 22.6% 29.4% 27.8% 14.1% 6.0%
Cobb 23.0% 33.4% 30.3% 6.7% 6.7%
DeKalb 20.7% 36.9% 30.2% 7.9% 4.4%
Douglas 29.0% 30.6% 31.5% 6.5% 2.4%
Fayette 26.5% 30.1% 22.9% 13.3% 7.2%
Forsyth 20.3% 28.0% 30.9% 13.5% 7.2%
Fulton 19.1% 36.8% 32.9% 6.6% 4.6%
Gwinnett 20.7% 35.3% 29.1% 8.1% 6.8%
Henry 26.0% 28.8% 27.4% 11.5% 6.3%
Rockdale 27.7% 28.9% 24.1% 13.3% 6.0%
City of Atlanta 22.4% 30.3% 31.4% 9.2% 6.7%
(not significant)
Age Categories Among Friends, How Many Have Different Household Income
(N=4136) Most of them Several One or two None DK/ No
Answer
18-34 19.4% 33.7% 36.0% 7.3% 3.5%
35-49 20.3% 37.7% 32.1% 6.0% 3.9%
50-64 22.8% 34.0% 27.3% 10.2% 5.6%
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| 65 and older 25.4% | 28.3% | 23.7% | 13.4% 9.2%
Length of Atlanta Among Friends, How Many Have Different Household Income
Residence Most of them Several One or two None DK/ No
(N=4010) Answer
0-5 years 17.7% 35.9% 36.5% 7.0% 2.8%
6-10 years 20.4% 35.1% 32.6% 7.2% 4.7%
11-20 years 22.0% 33.4% 31.0% 8.3% 5.3%
21-30 years 21.4% 36.6% 28.5% 8.2% 5.4%
31 years or more 25.2% 30.4% 26.6% 10.9% 6.9%
Latino Among Friends, How Many Have Different Household Income
(N=4135) Most of them Several One or two None DK/ No
Answer
Yes 20.8% 36.5% 34.5% 4.2% 4.0%
No 21.6% 33.8% 29.7% 9.3% 5.6%
Sex Among Friends, How Many Have Different Household Income
(N=4136) Most of them Several One or two None DK/ No
(not significant) Answer
Male 21.7% 34.7% 29.0% 9.2% 5.3%
Female 21.3% 33.7% 31.0% 8.2% 5.8%
Income Among Friends, How Many Have Different Household Income
(N=3797) Most of them Several One or two None DK/ No
Answer
Less than $25,000 25.5% 27.6% 29.4% 8.0% 9.4%
$25,000 - $60,000 21.8% 33.1% 33.5% 7.5% 4.2%
$60,000 - $120,000 20.0% 37.8% 31.1% 8.4% 2.7%
$120,000 - $250,000 20.0% 36.1% 32.6% 7.6% 3.8%
Over $250,000 25.8% 34.8% 25.3% 11.3% 2.7%
Homeownership Among Friends, How Many Have Different Household Income
(N=4005) Most of them Several One or two None DK/ No
Not significant Answer
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Own your own home 21.2% 35.1% 28.8% 9.4% 5.5%
Rent 21.9% 32.6% 33.0% 7.7% 4.8%
Education Level Among Friends, How Many Have Different Household Income
(N=4113) Most of them Several One or two None DK/ No
Answer
HS or less 23.1% 28.1% 32.5% 9.4% 6.9%
Some college 22.1% 33.1% 30.8% 7.8% 6.2%
College Graduate 19.0% 39.4% 30.5% 7.3% 3.8%
Graduate or 21.9% 37.3% 25.1% 11.0% 4.7%
Professional Degree
Racial Category Among Friends, How Many Have Different Household Income
(N=4038) Most of them Several Most of them None Most of them
Black/ African 21.8% 31.1% 32.4% 8.2% 6.5%
American
White 21.8% 37.6% 27.3% 9.4% 3.9%
Multiracial 20.1% 34.4% 34.7% 7.1% 3.7%
Other 19.2% 26.2% 36.7% 10.1% 7.7%
Employment Category Among Friends, How Many Have Different Household Income
(N=4100) Most of them Several Most of them None Most of them
Working full time 20.8% 37.5% 31.5% 7.2% 3.0%
Working part time 16.3% 33.5% 36.6% 8.1% 5.5%
Unemployed & 29.9% 27.0% 29.9% 7.7% 5.5%
looking for work
Unemployed & not 27.6% 26.7% 25.9% 12.1% 7.8%
looking for work
Retired 23.7% 27.7% 24.1% 13.4% 11.2%
Other 15.4% 39.9% 28.3% 10.1% 6.3%
Interview Type Among Friends, How Many Have Different Household Income
(N=4136) Most of them Several One or two None DK/ No
Answer
‘ Web 16.9% 38.9% 33.6% 5.5% 5.1%
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| | Phone | 26.4% | 28.5% | 26.6% | 12.3% | 6.2%
Table 18. Support for Duplex in the Neighborhood
Support for Duplex in the Neighborhood
Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
TOTAL 22.9% 34.0% 16.5% 21.0% 5.7%
(N=4136)
County Support for Duplex in the Neighborhood
(N=4136) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
Cherokee 11.6% 22.2% 18.8% 39.1% 8.2%
Clayton 23.8% 29.8% 13.7% 26.2% 6.5%
Cobb 21.3% 35.0% 17.4% 19.0% 7.3%
DeKalb 32.5% 39.4% 14.2% 9.8% 4.1%
Douglas 17.7% 32.3% 15.3% 30.6% 4.0%
Fayette 14.5% 21.7% 18.1% 41.0% 4.8%
Forsyth 14.5% 34.3% 14.5% 32.4% 4.3%
Fulton 28.3% 39.6% 15.0% 12.7% 4.5%
Gwinnett 20.0% 31.5% 19.2% 22.0% 7.3%
Henry 13.0% 25.0% 20.7% 36.1% 5.3%
Rockdale 13.4% 19.5% 17.1% 46.3% 3.7%
City of Atlanta 32.8% 37.1% 13.0% 11.2% 5.9%
Age Categories Support for Duplex in the Neighborhood
(N=4137) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
18-34 26.9% 39.2% 18.1% 10.4% 5.4%
35-49 27.7% 36.6% 13.9% 16.7% 5.0%
50-64 19.8% 32.6% 13.8% 28.7% 5.1%
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| 65 and older 13.6% | 24.8% | 20.7% | 33.9% 7.0%
Length of Atlanta Support for Duplex in the Neighborhood
Residence Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
= oppose oppose
(N=4010) pp PP
0-5 years 28.8% 40.6% 17.4% 10.4% 2.8%
6-10 years 26.7% 38.9% 14.2% 12.9% 7.4%
11-20 years 25.1% 36.1% 17.1% 15.9% 5.9%
21-30 years 23.3% 30.6% 15.4% 25.0% 5.7%
31 years or more 16.4% 29.2% 16.4% 32.5% 5.4%
Latino Support for Duplex in the Neighborhood
(N=4135) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
Not significant oppose oppose
Yes 24.6% 32.9% 19.6% 17.3% 5.6%
No 22.6% 34.1% 16.1% 21.5% 5.7%
Sex Support for Duplex in the Neighborhood
= trongly support omewhat support omewhat trongly on't Know
(N=4136) S | S h S h S I Don’t K
(not significant) oppose oppose
Male 22.2% 36.5% 15.6% 20.3% 5.4%
Female 23.5% 31.6% 17.3% 21.6% 6.0%
Income Support for Duplex in the Neighborhood
(N=3796) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
Less than $25,000 23.3% 38.7% 13.3% 15.7% 9.0%
$25,000 - $60,000 28.5% 34.8% 17.2% 15.0% 4.6%
$60,000 - $120,000 23.4% 35.3% 17.3% 19.6% 4.3%
$120,000 - $250,000 20.1% 33.6% 15.5% 26.8% 3.9%
Over $250,000 16.4% 29.1% 14.5% 35.0% 5.0%
Homeownership Support for Duplex in the Neighborhood
(N=4004) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
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Own your own home 19.7% 29.9% 17.4% 27.7% 5.3%
Rent 27.3% 40.2% 15.4% 11.7% 5.3%
Education Level Support for Duplex in the Neighborhood
(N=4111) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
Not significant oppose oppose
HS or less 23.0% 33.3% 17.6% 19.0% 7.0%
Some College 23.4% 34.4% 17.5% 19.4% 5.4%
College Graduate 22.7% 34.3% 15.7% 23.0% 4.3%
Graduate or 22.5% 34.8% 13.6% 23.6% 5.4%
Professional Degree
Racial Group Support for Duplex in the Neighborhood
(N=4039) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
Black/ African American 26.2% 35.4% 15.3% 18.3% 4.8%
White 21.4% 33.1% 17.0% 23.1% 5.4%
Multiracial 21.8% 33.0% 18.4% 21.4% 5.4%
Other 15.1% 35.4% 22.1% 18.6% 8.8%
Employment Category Support for Duplex in the Neighborhood
(N=4096)) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
Working full time 26.3% 35.9% 13.8% 19.9% 4.0%
Working part time 23.6% 36.8% 18.1% 13.0% 8.5%
Unemployed & 25.6% 39.9% 15.0% 12.3% 7.2%
looking for work
Unemployed & not 15.8% 37.7% 18.4% 21.9% 6.1%
looking for work
Retired 13.0% 24.5% 20.1% 35.4% 7.1%
Other 23.4% 31.5% 24.5% 14.3% 6.3%
Interview Type Support for Duplex in the Neighborhood
(N=4136) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
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Web

27.3%

40.0%
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10.8%
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Phone

18.1%
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Demographic subgroups with small unweighted sample sizes, typically fewer than 100 responses, are collapsed into “other” or combined with other subgroups and relabeled to

ensure the validity of statistical tests.
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Support for Triplex/ Quadplex in the Neighborhood
Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
TOTAL 17.8% 27.4% 18.3% 29.2% 7.4%
(N=4136)
County Support for Triplex/ Quadplex in the Neighborhood
(N=4136) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
Cherokee 8.7% 12.6% 20.9% 48.1% 9.7%
Clayton 15.3% 24.5% 17.3% 35.7% 7.2%
Cobb 15.7% 27.7% 20.6% 25.7% 10.3%
DeKalb 26.8% 35.0% 16.1% 15.8% 6.2%
Douglas 13.7% 18.5% 16.9% 45.2% 5.6%
Fayette 9.8% 13.4% 19.5% 53.7% 3.7%
Forsyth 11.6% 21.3% 16.9% 45.9% 4.3%
Fulton 23.8% 33.4% 17.5% 19.2% 6.0%
Gwinnett 14.7% 26.2% 19.9% 31.0% 8.2%
Henry 7.7% 20.8% 17.9% 45.4% 8.2%
Rockdale 7.2% 13.3% 12.0% 62.7% 4.8%
City of Atlanta 27.0% 31.9% 15.0% 18.2% 7.9%
Age Categories Support for Triplex/ Quadplex in the Neighborhood
(N=4138) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
18-34 21.2% 35.7% 20.2% 16.3% 6.5%
35-49 24.5% 29.2% 15.5% 24.0% 6.7%
50-64 13.5% 24.1% 17.8% 37.2% 7.3%
65 and older 7.7% 16.5% 19.9% 47.1% 8.8%
Support for Triplex/ Quadplex in the Neighborhood
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Length of Atlanta Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
Residence oppose oppose
(N=4010)
0-5 years 24.4% 35.1% 17.4% 18.5% 4.7%
6-10 years 21.7% 28.9% 19.4% 20.9% 9.1%
11-20 years 19.4% 31.4% 19.5% 23.1% 6.6%
21-30 years 16.9% 26.3% 17.1% 33.1% 6.6%
31 years or more 11.7% 20.8% 18.1% 41.7% 7.7%
Latino Support for Triplex/ Quadplex in the Neighborhood
(N=4136) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
Not significant oppose oppose
Yes 20.6% 26.4% 20.8% 27.0% 5.2%
No 17.4% 27.6% 17.9% 29.5% 7.6%
Sex Support for Triplex/ Quadplex in the Neighborhood
(N=4136) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
Not significant oppose oppose
Male 17.9% 29.3% 18.3% 27.7% 6.7%
Female 17.7% 25.7% 18.2% 30.6% 7.9%
Income Support for Triplex/ Quadplex in the Neighborhood
(N=3800) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
Less than $25,000 19.0% 28.0% 18.2% 20.5% 14.3%
$25,000 - $60,000 20.9% 29.5% 19.0% 23.6% 6.9%
$60,000 - $120,000 18.6% 29.5% 18.3% 27.5% 6.1%
$120,000 - $250,000 15.7% 26.6% 17.3% 36.4% 4.0%
Over $250,000 13.6% 21.7% 18.1% 42.5% 4.1%
Homeownership Support for Triplex/ Quadplex in the Neighborhood
(N=4006) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
‘ Own your own home 14.7% 24.2% 17.4% 37.6% 6.1%
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| Rent 22.0% | 32.7% | 18.7% | 17.9% 8.8%
Education Level Support for Triplex/ Quadplex in the Neighborhood
(N=4115) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
HS or less 18.2% 25.9% 20.7% 25.6% 9.7%
Some College 18.6% 28.8% 17.2% 28.6% 6.8%
College Graduate 17.1% 27.7% 17.6% 31.8% 5.8%
Graduate or 16.9% 28.3% 16.3% 32.5% 5.9%
Professional Degree
Racial Group Support for Triplex/ Quadplex in the Neighborhood
(N=4038) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
Black/ African 21.2% 28.9% 18.1% 24.5% 7.3%
American
White 15.4% 27.7% 18.5% 32.1% 6.2%
Multiracial 20.4% 23.1% 19.7% 29.9% 6.8%
Other 10.5% 25.6% 20.4% 33.3% 10.2%
Employment Category Support for Triplex/ Quadplex in the Neighborhood
(N-4100) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
Working full time 20.9% 31.7% 15.6% 26.3% 5.5%
Working part time 17.5% 28.5% 21.9% 24.2% 7.9%
Unemployed & 20.7% 28.0% 20.5% 20.2% 10.6%
looking for work
Unemployed & not 16.5% 25.2% 13.9% 37.4% 7.0%
looking for work
Retired 7.9% 15.1% 20.7% 46.9% 9.4%
Other 18.5% 26.8% 22.3% 23.0% 9.4%
Interview Type Support for Triplex/ Quadplex in the Neighborhood
(N=4134) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
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Demographic subgroups with small unweighted sample sizes, typically fewer than 100 responses, are collapsed into “other” or combined with other subgroups and relabeled to

ensure the validity of statistical tests.
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Table 20. Support for Small Apartment Building in the Neighborhood

Support for Small Apartment Building in the Neighborhood
Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
TOTAL 21.6% 29.7% 15.2% 29.8% 3.7%
(N=4136)
County Support for Small Apartment Building in the Neighborhood
(N=4136) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
Cherokee 12.0% 17.8% 17.8% 49.0% 3.4%
Clayton 24.2% 19.0% 14.1% 39.1% 3.6%
Cobb 22.2% 31.3% 17.4% 24.5% 4.7%
DeKalb 30.8% 35.2% 14.2% 16.0% 3.8%
Douglas 18.5% 20.2% 16.9% 42.7% 1.6%
Fayette 10.8% 15.7% 14.5% 56.6% 2.4%
Forsyth 13.5% 16.9% 16.4% 49.3% 3.9%
Fulton 23.4% 38.3% 14.7% 19.5% 4.1%
Gwinnett 20.1% 30.6% 13.3% 32.5% 3.5%
Henry 13.5% 19.3% 17.4% 47.3% 2.4%
Rockdale 8.5% 18.3% 13.4% 57.3% 2.4%
City of Atlanta 31.6% 32.4% 10.8% 19.3% 5.8%
Age Categories Support for Small Apartment Building in the Neighborhood
(N=4136) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
18-34 28.7% 37.1% 16.9% 15.0% 2.4%
35-49 25.4% 34.1% 12.9% 22.6% 4.9%
50-64 17.4% 25.3% 14.7% 39.3% 3.3%
65 and older 10.2% 16.5% 17.2% 51.4% 4.6%
Support for Small Apartment Building in the Neighborhood
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Length of Atlanta Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
Residence oppose oppose
(N=4010)
0-5 years 31.2% 34.6% 15.8% 15.7% 2.6%
6-10 years 26.2% 35.7% 14.5% 19.6% 4.0%
11-20 years 20.7% 36.7% 15.6% 23.7% 3.2%
21-30 years 21.8% 27.6% 12.8% 34.5% 3.3%
31 years or more 14.7% 20.8% 16.0% 44.8% 3.7%
Latino Support for Small Apartment Building in the Neighborhood
(N=4135) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
Yes 26.2% 34.5% 15.1% 21.8% 2.4%
No 21.0% 29.0% 15.2% 30.9% 3.9%
Sex Support for Small Apartment Building in the Neighborhood
(N=4135) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
Not significant oppose oppose
Male 21.5% 30.6% 15.4% 29.0% 3.5%
Female 21.8% 28.8% 14.9% 30.6% 3.9%
Income Support for Small Apartment Building in the Neighborhood
(N=3796) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
Less than $25,000 28.0% 31.2% 12.7% 20.8% 7.3%
$25,000 - $60,000 28.5% 31.1% 13.9% 23.8% 2.6%
$60,000 - $120,000 20.2% 32.5% 16.7% 27.9% 2.7%
$120,000 - $250,000 16.1% 28.3% 15.7% 36.9% 3.1%
Over $250,000 11.4% 22.8% 15.1% 47.9% 2.7%
Homeownership Support for Small Apartment Building in the Neighborhood
(N=4004) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
| own your own home 14.8% 25.7% 16.8% 39.4% 3.3%
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Demographic subgroups with small unweighted sample sizes, typically fewer than 100 responses, are collapsed into “other” or combined with other subgroups and relabeled to
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| Rent 30.6% | 35.7% | 13.0% | 16.3% 4.3%
Education Level Support for Small Apartment Building in the Neighborhood
(N=4113) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
HS or less 25.0% 32.0% 13.2% 25.6% 4.2%
Some College 23.1% 28.2% 17.1% 28.3% 3.3%
College Graduate 20.1% 29.5% 15.3% 31.5% 3.6%
Graduate or 15.7% 28.2% 15.7% 37.0% 3.3%
Professional Degree
Racial Group Support for Small Apartment Building in the Neighborhood
(N=4036) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
Black/ African 25.9% 29.6% 14.5% 26.2% 3.7%
American
White 17.3% 29.9% 16.3% 33.0% 3.5%
Multiracial 26.9% 25.5% 13.6% 29.3% 4.8%
Other 20.0% 32.3% 16.1% 28.1% 3.5%
Employment Category Support for Small Apartment Building in the Neighborhood
(N=4100) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
Working full time 23.0% 33.8% 14.1% 26.1% 3.0%
Working part time 23.2% 26.9% 22.2% 23.8% 3.9%
Unemployed & 33.6% 31.4% 11.4% 18.6% 5.1%
looking for work
Unemployed & not 13.8% 32.8% 8.6% 41.4% 3.4%
looking for work
Retired 9.7% 16.9% 16.5% 52.8% 4.1%
Other 26.7% 35.4% 13.7% 18.9% 5.3%
Interview Type Support for Small Apartment Building in the Neighborhood
(N=4137) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
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ensure the validity of statistical tests.
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Table 21. Support for Cottage/ Tiny Home Development in the Neighborhood

Support for Cottage/ Tiny Home Development in the Neighborhood
Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
TOTAL 30.0% 34.1% 14.7% 16.2% 5.1%
(N=4136)
County Support for Cottage/ Tiny Home Development in the Neighborhood
(N=4136) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
Cherokee 28.5% 29.5% 15.0% 22.7% 4.3%
Clayton 30.2% 31.0% 14.9% 20.2% 3.6%
Cobb 36.4% 33.7% 14.4% 12.4% 3.2%
DeKalb 34.7% 35.8% 14.8% 9.2% 5.4%
Douglas 28.2% 27.4% 16.9% 22.6% 4.8%
Fayette 18.3% 28.0% 15.9% 34.1% 3.7%
Forsyth 21.7% 32.4% 17.9% 23.7% 4.3%
Fulton 31.6% 36.8% 15.4% 11.5% 4.6%
Gwinnett 25.4% 34.6% 13.0% 18.1% 8.9%
Henry 21.4% 34.5% 13.6% 26.7% 3.9%
Rockdale 24.1% 28.9% 12.0% 32.5% 2.4%
City of Atlanta 32.3% 33.9% 15.0% 12.6% 6.1%
(not significant)
Age Categories Support for Cottage/ Tiny Home Development in the Neighborhood
(N=4138) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
18-34 35.9% 39.5% 13.2% 7.7% 3.7%
35-49 33.4% 34.7% 13.7% 13.4% 4.8%
50-64 27.3% 32.6% 15.2% 18.8% 6.1%
65 and older 19.5% 26.4% 18.2% 29.5% 6.3%
Support for Cottage/ Tiny Home Development in the Neighborhood
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Length of Atlanta Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
Residence oppose oppose
(N=4011)
0-5 years 33.5% 37.8% 15.3% 9.5% 3.9%
6-10 years 34.0% 36.4% 12.5% 11.5% 5.7%
11-20 years 31.1% 37.8% 14.9% 12.0% 4.3%
21-30 years 32.0% 31.2% 13.9% 18.0% 4.9%
31 years or more 24.9% 29.7% 16.3% 23.8% 5.2%
Latino Support for Cottage/ Tiny Home Development in the Neighborhood
(N=4136) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
Yes 33.5% 38.9% 12.3% 12.7% 2.6%
No 29.5% 33.4% 15.0% 16.6% 5.4%
Sex Support for Cottage/ Tiny Home Development in the Neighborhood
(N=4136) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
Male 27.0% 35.8% 15.2% 17.2% 4.8%
Female 32.7% 32.5% 14.2% 15.2% 5.4%
Income Support for Cottage/ Tiny Home Development in the Neighborhood
(N=3797) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
Less than $25,000 34.6% 30.9% 13.1% 12.9% 8.4%
$25,000 - $60,000 36.0% 32.2% 12.9% 14.0% 4.9%
$60,000 - $120,000 30.7% 37.8% 14.7% 13.6% 3.2%
$120,000 - $250,000 24.9% 35.5% 17.7% 18.1% 3.8%
Over $250,000 17.6% 34.4% 17.2% 24.4% 6.3%
Homeownership Support for Cottage/ Tiny Home Development in the Neighborhood
(N=4004) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
| own your own home 24.1% 34.9% 16.4% 20.6% 4.0%
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| Rent 38.8% | 33.4% | 11.9% | 9.4% 6.5%
Education Level Support for Cottage/ Tiny Home Development in the Neighborhood
(N=4114) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
HS or less 30.9% 33.0% 14.4% 16.2% 5.5%
Some College 33.3% 34.1% 12.6% 14.5% 5.5%
College Graduate 29.4% 35.8% 14.6% 15.8% 4.5%
Graduate or 24.0% 34.1% 18.3% 19.0% 4.5%
Professional Degree
Racial Group Support for Cottage/ Tiny Home Development in the Neighborhood
(N=4035) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
Black/ African 31.2% 31.8% 14.9% 16.0% 6.1%
American
White 28.4% 36.7% 15.7% 14.9% 4.3%
Multiracial 39.9% 27.3% 11.6% 19.1% 2.0%
Other 23.5% 38.6% 13.7% 18.2% 6.0%
Employment Category Support for Cottage/ Tiny Home Development in the Neighborhood
(N=4099) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
Working full time 31.3% 37.6% 13.9% 13.1% 4.0%
Working part time 34.2% 32.8% 15.5% 12.8% 4.7%
Unemployed & 37.3% 31.1% 11.6% 12.3% 7.7%
looking for work
Unemployed & not 29.6% 33.9% 11.3% 21.7% 3.5%
looking for work
Retired 19.1% 27.1% 18.0% 30.2% 5.7%
Other 30.5% 34.4% 15.4% 12.3% 7.4%
Interview Type Support for Cottage/ Tiny Home Development in the Neighborhood
(N=4137) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
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Table 22. Support for Backyard Apartment/ In-law Suite in the Neighborhood

Support for Backyard Apartment/ In-law Unit in the Neighborhood
Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
TOTAL 27.9% 36.3% 15.0% 14.7% 6.1%
(N=4136)
County Support for Backyard Apartment/ In-law Unit in the Neighborhood
(N=4136) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
Cherokee 26.1% 33.8% 13.5% 20.3% 6.3%
Clayton 31.3% 27.3% 16.1% 19.7% 5.6%
Cobb 26.5% 40.2% 14.8% 13.2% 5.3%
DeKalb 29.8% 41.5% 13.3% 8.8% 6.6%
Douglas 26.6% 34.7% 13.7% 21.8% 3.2%
Fayette 32.5% 28.9% 16.9% 18.1% 3.6%
Forsyth 24.6% 32.4% 17.4% 20.8% 4.8%
Fulton 31.4% 34.6% 15.3% 13.4% 5.3%
Gwinnett 23.5% 36.3% 17.5% 13.4% 9.3%
Henry 27.7% 37.9% 11.2% 18.9% 4.4%
Rockdale 26.5% 31.3% 8.4% 30.1% 3.6%
City of Atlanta 31.8% 38.1% 11.4% 12.6% 6.1%
Age Categories Support for Backyard Apartment/ In-law Unit in the Neighborhood
(N=4135) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
18-34 26.5% 39.7% 17.3% 11.2% 5.3%
35-49 33.2% 34.2% 17.2% 9.5% 5.9%
50-64 30.1% 38.1% 9.9% 16.2% 5.7%
65 and older 20.9% 32.1% 14.5% 24.7% 7.8%
Support for Backyard Apartment/ In-law Unit in the Neighborhood
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Length of Atlanta Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
Residence oppose oppose
(N=4007)
0-5 years 27.8% 38.8% 17.2% 11.8% 4.3%
6-10 years 30.8% 34.8% 17.0% 11.9% 5.5%
11-20 years 27.2% 38.9% 14.6% 12.4% 6.8%
21-30 years 29.9% 35.1% 12.7% 15.9% 6.4%
31 years or more 26.7% 35.5% 13.3% 19.0% 5.6%
Latino Support for Backyard Apartment/ In-law Unit in the Neighborhood
(N=4136) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
(not significant) oppose oppose
Yes 26.0% 41.5% 13.3% 15.5% 3.6%
No 28.2% 35.6% 15.2% 14.6% 6.5%
Sex Support for Backyard Apartment/ In-law Unit in the Neighborhood
(N=4135) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
Male 25.5% 38.2% 14.6% 15.6% 6.1%
Female 30.1% 34.5% 15.3% 13.9% 6.1%
Income Support for Backyard Apartment/ In-law Unit in the Neighborhood
(N=3798) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
Less than $25,000 25.1% 35.0% 15.3% 14.7% 9.8%
$25,000 - $60,000 31.9% 34.8% 13.4% 13.3% 6.7%
$60,000 - $120,000 28.0% 39.3% 15.4% 13.4% 3.9%
$120,000 - $250,000 27.4% 38.7% 13.9% 15.9% 4.0%
Over $250,000 28.5% 34.4% 14.9% 17.6% 4.5%
Homeownership Support for Backyard Apartment/ In-law Unit in the Neighborhood
(N=4006) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
‘ Own your own home 27.3% 36.1% 14.8% 16.7% 5.1%
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| Rent 29.5% | 36.9% | 15.3% | 11.4% 6.9%
Education Level Support for Backyard Apartment/ In-law Unit in the Neighborhood
(N=4113) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
HS or less 23.2% 35.8% 17.5% 15.0% 8.5%
Some College 30.8% 36.1% 14.6% 13.7% 4.8%
College Graduate 30.1% 38.0% 13.0% 13.8% 5.1%
Graduate or 29.2% 35.2% 14.2% 16.3% 5.0%
Professional Degree
Racial Group Support for Backyard Apartment/ In-law Unit in the Neighborhood
(N=4098) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
Black/ African 27.1% 33.8% 15.6% 17.0% 6.5%
American
White 29.4% 38.3% 14.4% 12.8% 5.0%
Multiracial 32.7% 36.7% 16.0% 10.2% 4.4%
Other 21.8% 37.5% 16.5% 14.4% 9.8%
Employment Category Support for Backyard Apartment/ In-law Unit in the Neighborhood
(N=4098) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
Working full time 30.4% 38.3% 14.3% 12.1% 4.9%
Working part time 25.8% 35.8% 18.3% 11.2% 8.9%
Unemployed & 29.9% 36.1% 15.2% 11.8% 7.0%
looking for work
Unemployed & not 30.2% 34.5% 16.4% 15.5% 3.4%
looking for work
Retired 21.6% 33.0% 13.7% 25.4% 6.2%
Other 29.0% 33.6% 14.3% 14.3% 8.7%
Interview Type Support for Backyard Apartment/ In-law Unit in the Neighborhood
(N=4137) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
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Web

27.0%

38.4%

17.0%

10.0%

7.6%

Phone

29.0%

34.0%

12.8%

19.7%

4.5%
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Table 23. Support for Subsidized Apartment Building in the Neighborhood

Support for Subsidized Apartment Building in the Neighborhood
Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
TOTAL 21.3% 26.6% 16.0% 31.7% 4.5%
(N=4136)
County Support for Subsidized Apartment Building in the Neighborhood
(N=4132) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
Cherokee 10.2% 16.0% 14.1% 56.3% 3.4%
Clayton 25.0% 16.5% 19.4% 36.3% 2.8%
Cobb 20.9% 28.1% 19.4% 26.2% 5.4%
DeKalb 30.1% 31.1% 16.9% 17.8% 4.1%
Douglas 18.5% 17.7% 13.7% 47.6% 2.4%
Fayette 11.0% 14.6% 12.2% 59.8% 2.4%
Forsyth 12.5% 14.9% 13.9% 54.3% 4.3%
Fulton 23.6% 35.5% 12.9% 23.1% 4.9%
Gwinnett 20.2% 25.8% 17.6% 30.9% 5.5%
Henry 14.6% 20.0% 14.6% 48.3% 2.4%
Rockdale 7.3% 13.4% 11.0% 64.6% 3.7%
City of Atlanta 30.5% 32.9% 10.8% 20.6% 5.2%
Age Categories Support for Subsidized Apartment Building in the Neighborhood
(N=4136) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
18-34 29.2% 36.6% 17.7% 12.4% 4.3%
35-49 25.2% 29.1% 15.5% 25.9% 4.4%
50-64 16.5% 20.4% 16.1% 42.4% 4.6%
65 and older 8.6% 14.5% 14.9% 56.6% 5.3%
Support for Subsidized Apartment Building in the Neighborhood
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Length of Atlanta Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
Residence oppose oppose
(N=4011)
0-5 years 29.3% 32.8% 18.6% 15.4% 3.9%
6-10 years 25.8% 30.0% 16.0% 22.8% 5.3%
11-20 years 22.9% 31.6% 16.4% 24.8% 4.3%
21-30 years 21.6% 24.7% 14.9% 34.8% 4.0%
31 years or more 14.1% 18.7% 14.0% 49.1% 4.2%
Latino Support for Subsidized Apartment Building in the Neighborhood
(N=4137) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
Yes 25.2% 27.8% 17.1% 24.8% 5.0%
No 20.7% 26.4% 15.8% 32.6% 4.4%
Sex Support for Subsidized Apartment Building in the Neighborhood
(N=4136) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
(Not significant) oppose oppose
Male 19.3% 28.4% 16.4% 31.8% 4.1%
Female 23.1% 24.9% 15.6% 31.6% 4.8%
Income Support for Subsidized Apartment Building in the Neighborhood
(N=3798) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
Less than $25,000 29.7% 31.3% 14.9% 18.2% 5.9%
$25,000 - $60,000 29.5% 28.4% 13.8% 22.5% 5.8%
$60,000 - $120,000 17.8% 29.6% 19.4% 31.0% 2.3%
$120,000 - $250,000 14.3% 22.0% 16.9% 43.3% 3.5%
Over $250,000 11.8% 22.7% 10.9% 51.8% 2.7%
Homeownership Support for Subsidized Apartment Building in the Neighborhood
(N=4004) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
‘ Own your own home 14.0% 22.1% 16.8% 43.2% 4.0%
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| Rent 31.4% | 33.0% | 14.9% | 15.7% 5.0%
Education Level Support for Subsidized Apartment Building in the Neighborhood
(N=4113) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
HS or less 24.1% 29.4% 16.7% 24.3% 5.5%
Some College 23.6% 24.9% 15.6% 31.2% 4.7%
College Graduate 18.5% 25.7% 15.8% 35.6% 4.3%
Graduate or 16.5% 25.4% 15.6% 39.8% 2.7%
Professional Degree
Racial Group Support for Subsidized Apartment Building in the Neighborhood
(N=4036) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
Black/ African 26.9% 27.7% 15.5% 25.4% 4.4%
American
White 15.6% 26.4% 16.1% 37.5% 4.4%
Multiracial 26.6% 25.3% 16.4% 29.7% 2.0%
Other 18.6% 24.2% 19.3% 31.6% 6.3%
Employment Status Support for Subsidized Apartment Building in the Neighborhood
(N=4097) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
Working full time 22.4% 29.1% 15.3% 29.9% 3.3%
Working part time 23.2% 29.3% 18.5% 20.5% 8.5%
Unemployed & 33.3% 32.0% 14.5% 16.6% 3.6%
looking for work
Unemployed & not 13.9% 26.1% 15.7% 39.1% 5.2%
looking for work
Retired 8.6% 14.4% 15.1% 57.1% 4.7%
Other 26.6% 27.3% 22.4% 17.1% 6.6%
Interview Type Support for Subsidized Apartment Building in the Neighborhood
(N=4137) Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat Strongly Don’t Know
oppose oppose
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Web

26.7%

34.0%

16.4%

17.3%

5.6%

Phone

15.5%

18.6%

15.5%

47.2%

3.3%
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Table 24. How Often Skip Going Somewhere Due to Lack of Transportation

How often skip going somewhere because lack transportation
Often Sometimes Never DK/ No Answer
TOTAL 13.4% 28.8% 57.1% 0.6%
(N=4136)
County How often skip going somewhere because lack transportation
(N=4136) Often Sometimes Never DK/ No Answer
Cherokee 5.3% 15.9% 78.7%
Clayton 11.7% 29.4% 58.9%
Cobb 14.4% 22.5% 62.6% 0.5%
DeKalb 18.0% 40.5% 41.2% 0.3%
Douglas 8.9% 19.4% 71.8%
Fayette 4.8% 12.0% 81.9% 1.2%
Forsyth 5.8% 12.6% 81.6%
Fulton 16.2% 36.0% 46.6% 1.2%
Gwinnett 14.1% 30.9% 54.1% 0.9%
Henry 6.8% 19.8% 72.9% 0.5%
Rockdale 8.4% 15.7% 75.9%
City of Atlanta 15.9% 32.7% 50.2% 1.3%
Age Group How often skip going somewhere because lack transportation
(N=4137) Often Sometimes Never DK/ No Answer
18-34 21.3% 41.2% 37.2% 0.4%
35-49 13.1% 32.9% 53.5% 0.4%
50-64 9.9% 20.2% 68.7% 1.2%
65 and older 5.6% 13.2% 80.7% 0.4%
Length of Atlanta How often skip going somewhere because lack transportation
Residence Often Sometimes Never DK/ No Answer
(N=4008)
0-5 years 18.0% 40.5% 41.3% 0.2%
6-10 years 19.8% 32.3% 47.0% 0.9%
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11-20 years 14.6% 33.1% 51.6% 0.6%
21-30 years 12.5% 26.5% 60.7% 0.2%
31 years or more 7.2% 17.4% 74.7% 0.6%

Latino How often skip going somewhere because lack transportation

(N=4136) Often Sometimes Never DK/ No Answer
Yes 21.6% 34.1% 43.3% 1.0%
No 12.3% 28.1% 59.0% 0.5%

Sex How often skip going somewhere because lack transportation

(N=4135) Often Sometimes Never DK/ No Answer
Male 13.0% 28.9% 57.9% 0.2%
Female 13.9% 28.7% 56.4% 1.0%

Income How often skip going somewhere because lack transportation

(N=3799) Often Sometimes Never DK/ No Answer
Less than $25,000 35.2% 37.5% 26.9% 0.4%
$25,000 - $60,000 16.3% 39.3% 43.5% 1.0%
$60,000 - $120,000 9.6% 26.4% 63.6% 0.4%
$120,000 - $250,000 7.1% 20.1% 72.8%
Over $250,000 3.2% 9.0% 87.3% 0.5%

Homeownership How often skip going somewhere because lack transportation

(N=4006) Often Sometimes Never DK/ No Answer
Own your own home 9.0% 21.5% 69.1% 0.4%
Rent 19.7% 38.2% 41.2% 0.9%

Education Level How often skip going somewhere because lack transportation

(N=4113) Often Sometimes Never DK/ No Answer
HS or less 20.5% 36.5% 42.4% 0.6%
Some College 13.3% 28.6% 57.1% 1.0%
College Graduate 8.1% 25.4% 66.1% 0.4%
Graduate or 9.1% 20.5% 70.4%

Professional Degree

Racial Group

How often skip going somewhere because lack transportation
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(n=4036) Often Sometimes Never DK/ No Answer
Black/ African 16.3% 32.3% 50.5% 0.8%
American
White 10.9% 26.3% 62.4% 0.3%
Multiracial 13.3% 29.6% 57.1%

Other 11.3% 28.9% 58.8% 1.1%

Employment Category How often skip going somewhere because lack transportation

(N=4099) Often Sometimes Never DK/ No Answer
Working full time 10.1% 28.9% 60.7% 0.3%
Working part time 16.7% 42.2% 39.7% 1.4%
Unemployed & 29.6% 37.6% 32.3% 0.5%
looking for work
Unemployed & not 18.3% 20.9% 59.1% 1.7%
looking for work
Retired 4.8% 13.2% 81.3% 0.7%
Other 26.9% 35.7% 37.1% 0.3%

Interview Type How often skip going somewhere because lack transportation

(N=4136) Often Sometimes Never DK/ No Answer
Web 19.3% 40.9% 38.7% 1.1%
Telephone 7.1% 15.9% 76.9% 0.1%
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Table 25. How Many Good Opportunities in Commuting Distance

How many good opportunities are within a reasonable commuting distance?
A lot Some Very Few None Currently not DK/ No Answer
working/ looking
for work
TOTAL 15.4% 28.6% 26.3% 5.4% 22.0% 2.2%
(N=4136)
County How many good opportunities are within a reasonable commuting distance?
(N=4131) Alot Some Very Few None Currently not DK/ No Answer
working/ looking
for work
Cherokee 23.7% 23.7% 15.0% 4.8% 31.9% 1.0%
Clayton 16.1% 22.6% 23.0% 4.0% 31.9% 2.4%
Cobb 17.2% 30.6% 22.7% 5.6% 22.8% 1.1%
DeKalb 11.6% 31.7% 35.0% 5.0% 15.0% 1.7%
Douglas 10.6% 26.0% 26.0% 4.9% 30.1% 2.4%
Fayette 19.3% 21.7% 16.9% 2.4% 38.6% 1.2%
Forsyth 22.0% 21.0% 18.0% 6.3% 31.2% 1.5%
Fulton 17.4% 30.8% 27.7% 5.2% 16.7% 2.2%
Gwinnett 11.2% 30.4% 31.3% 5.9% 17.5% 3.8%
Henry 14.1% 24.3% 18.0% 6.8% 33.5% 3.4%
Rockdale 15.7% 21.7% 16.9% 6.0% 38.6% 1.2%
City of Atlanta 17.5% 25.5% 28.2% 8.5% 17.5% 2.7%
Age Categories How many good opportunities are within a reasonable commuting distance?
(N=4134) Alot Some Very Few None Currently not DK/ No Answer
working/ looking
for work
‘ 18-34 16.2% 35.9% 33.3% 5.6% 8.1% 1.0%
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35-49 19.3% 31.0% 33.1% 5.5% 9.2% 1.9%
50-64 16.1% 29.0% 23.9% 6.1% 22.2% 2.9%
65 and older 7.3% 12.9% 8.9% 4.2% 63.2% 3.4%
Length of Atlanta How many good opportunities are within a reasonable commuting distance?
Residence Alot Some Very Few None Currently not DK/ No Answer
(N=4008) working/ looking
for work
0-5 years 14.4% 34.8% 33.7% 3.9% 12.1% 1.1%
6-10 years 17.4% 31.7% 31.1% 7.0% 11.7% 1.1%
11-20 years 15.4% 33.9% 30.7% 4.0% 13.9% 2.0%
21-30 years 18.2% 29.2% 23.1% 5.9% 21.9% 1.7%
31 years or 13.1% 19.6% 19.4% 4.7% 39.8% 3.5%
more
Latino How many good opportunities are within a reasonable commuting distance?
(N=4137) Alot Some Very Few None Currently not DK/ No Answer
working/ looking
for work
Yes 12.3% 33.0% 32.8% 10.9% 10.1% 1.0%
No 15.8% 28.0% 25.6% 4.7% 23.6% 2.3%
Sex How many good opportunities are within a reasonable commuting distance?
(N=4136) A lot Some Very Few None Currently not DK/ No Answer
working/ looking
for work
Male 18.7% 30.4% 25.0% 4.5% 19.1% 2.2%
Female 12.3% 27.0% 27.6% 6.1% 24.7% 2.3%
Income How many good opportunities are within a reasonable commuting distance?
(N=3798) Alot Some Very Few None Currently not DK/ No Answer
working/ looking
for work
Less than 11.0% 22.2% 33.9% 8.0% 22.0% 2.9%
$25,000
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$25,000 - 11.4% 31.1% 31.3% 5.1% 19.2% 1.9%
$60,000
$60,000 - 15.9% 31.2% 26.1% 4.9% 20.4% 1.6%
$120,000
$120,000 - 21.4% 32.0% 22.1% 5.0% 16.9% 2.7%
$250,000
Over $250,000 28.2% 24.1% 17.3% 3.6% 24.1% 2.7%
Homeownership How many good opportunities are within a reasonable commuting distance?
(N=4003) A lot Some Very Few None Currently not DK/ No Answer
working/ looking
for work
Own your own 17.0% 25.7% 21.0% 4.9% 28.6% 2.7%
home
Rent 13.5% 32.9% 33.5% 6.3% 12.2% 1.6%
Education Level How many good opportunities are within a reasonable commuting distance?
(N=4116) A lot Some Very Few None Currently not DK/ No Answer
working/ looking
for work
HS or less 14.4% 26.5% 31.0% 6.3% 19.3% 2.4%
Some College 14.3% 28.5% 25.4% 5.4% 24.2% 2.2%
College 15.3% 31.7% 25.0% 4.5% 21.4% 2.1%
Graduate
Graduate or 19.5% 27.9% 21.6% 4.4% 24.7% 2.0%
Professional
Degree
Racial Group How many good opportunities are within a reasonable commuting distance?
(N=4037) Alot Some Very Few None Currently not DK/ No Answer
working/ looking
for work
Black/ African 13.6% 26.2% 32.3% 6.4% 18.7% 2.8%
American
White 17.6% 30.6% 20.5% 2.8% 26.7% 1.8%
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Multiracial 15.6% 30.3% 28.2% 6.5% 17.7% 1.7%

Other 11.9% 30.2% 28.4% 12.3% 15.8% 1.4%
Employment How many good opportunities are within a reasonable commuting distance?
Category A lot Some Very Few None Currently not DK/ No Answer
(N=4098) working/ looking

for work

Working full 21.8% 36.4% 28.2% 4.9% 6.7% 2.0%

time

Working part 11.0% 36.3% 38.3% 5.1% 7.7% 1.6%

time

Unemployed & 11.1% 18.5% 43.8% 7.9% 18.8%

looking for

work

Unemployed & 5.3% 15.8% 21.1% 8.8% 46.5% 2.6%

not looking for

work

Retired 5.8% 10.8% 6.4% 3.7% 70.0% 3.3%

Other 12.6% 26.6% 18.9% 7.0% 31.8% 3.1%
Interview Type How many good opportunities are within a reasonable commuting distance?
(N=4135) A lot Some Very Few None Currently not DK/ No Answer

working/ looking
for work
Web 13.0% 35.8% 34.0% 4.7% 10.4% 2.1%
Telephone 17.9% 20.9% 18.1% 6.1% 34.5% 2.4%
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Table 26. Transportation Ideas That Would Benefit

Which transportation ideas would benefit you?
More Improving Improving Adding/ Creating bike lanes | DK/ No Answer
routes, stops frequency roads and repairing
and on and reliability highways sidewalks
demand of existing
services services
TOTAL 28.4% 18.0% 36.9% 8.3% 4.4% 4.0%
(N=4136)
County Which transportation ideas would benefit you?
(N=4136) More Improving Improving Adding/ Creating bike lanes | DK/ No Answer
routes, stops frequency roads and repairing
and on and reliability highways sidewalks
demand of existing
services services
Cherokee 26.6% 7.2% 52.2% 4.3% 2.4% 7.2%
Clayton 30.2% 16.5% 32.3% 10.5% 4.4% 6.0%
Cobb 30.3% 15.7% 39.2% 7.0% 4.5% 3.3%
DeKalb 29.3% 29.0% 27.7% 7.9% 3.8% 2.3%
Douglas 32.8% 14.4% 40.8% 6.4% 1.6% 4.0%
Fayette 20.5% 13.3% 45.8% 7.2% 6.0% 7.2%
Forsyth 19.3% 9.7% 51.7% 8.7% 3.9% 6.8%
Fulton 30.3% 17.6% 33.6% 9.5% 5.4% 3.6%
Gwinnett 28.2% 21.2% 32.9% 9.3% 5.0% 3.4%
Henry 22.1% 10.1% 52.9% 6.7% 2.4% 5.8%
Rockdale 26.5% 9.6% 45.8% 9.6% 2.4% 6.0%
City of Atlanta 32.7% 17.2% 26.2% 11.8% 7.2% 4.9%
Age Categories Which transportation ideas would benefit you?
(N=4137) More Improving Improving Adding/ Creating bike lanes | DK/ No Answer
routes, stops frequency roads and repairing
and on and reliability highways sidewalks
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demand of existing
services services
18-34 32.1% 21.6% 29.5% 9.1% 5.5% 2.1%
35-49 30.3% 17.5% 36.8% 7.5% 4.7% 3.1%
50-64 26.8% 15.5% 41.5% 8.4% 3.9% 3.8%
65 and older 22.0% 17.1% 42.2% 7.8% 2.7% 8.2%
Length of Atlanta Which transportation ideas would benefit you?
Residence More Improving Improving Adding/ Creating bike lanes | DK/ No Answer
(N=4009) routes, stops frequency roads and repairing
and on and reliability highways sidewalks
demand of existing
services services
0-5 years 28.3% 23.1% 31.8% 5.9% 7.9% 3.0%
6-10 years 32.5% 21.7% 29.9% 10.2% 3.8% 1.9%
11-20 years 32.0% 16.4% 35.9% 7.7% 4.5% 3.4%
21-30 years 28.6% 17.0% 37.8% 8.3% 5.2% 3.1%
31 yearsor 23.7% 14.9% 44.0% 9.1% 2.2% 6.0%
more
Latino Which transportation ideas would benefit you?
(N=4135) More Improving Improving Adding/ Creating bike lanes | DK/ No Answer
routes, stops frequency roads and repairing
and on and reliability highways sidewalks
demand of existing
services services
Yes 34.1% 21.4% 26.6% 11.3% 3.8% 2.8%
No 27.6% 17.6% 38.3% 7.9% 4.4% 4.2%
Sex Which transportation ideas would benefit you?
(N=4136) More Improving Improving Adding/ Creating bike lanes | DK/ No Answer
(not significant) routes, stops frequency roads and repairing
and on and reliability highways sidewalks
demand of existing
services services
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Male 27.3% 18.4% 38.1% 7.5% 5.1% 3.7%
Female 29.4% 17.7% 35.7% 9.1% 3.7% 4.4%
Income Which transportation ideas would benefit you?
(N=3798) More Improving Improving Adding/ Creating bike lanes | DK/ No Answer
routes, stops frequency roads and repairing
and on and reliability highways sidewalks
demand of existing
services services
Less than 36.3% 24.1% 20.2% 9.2% 4.5% 5.7%
$25,000
$25,000 - 31.0% 22.6% 30.8% 7.0% 5.3% 3.3%
$60,000
$60,000 - 26.7% 16.1% 42.3% 7.8% 4.4% 2.7%
$120,000
$120,000 - 27.3% 15.8% 42.8% 8.8% 2.5% 2.7%
$250,000
Over $250,000 24.9% 12.2% 41.6% 9.5% 7.7% 4.1%
Homeownership Which transportation ideas would benefit you?
(N=4005) More Improving Improving Adding/ Creating bike lanes | DK/ No Answer
routes, stops frequency roads and repairing
and on and reliability highways sidewalks
demand of existing
services services
Own your own 24.9% 15.3% 42.5% 8.2% 4.5% 4.7%
home
Rent 34.1% 21.9% 28.7% 8.3% 4.1% 3.0%
Education Level Which transportation ideas would benefit you?
(N=4112) More Improving Improving Adding/ Creating bike lanes | DK/ No Answer
routes, stops frequency roads and repairing
and on and reliability highways sidewalks
demand of existing
services services
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HS or less 28.4% 18.0% 34.1% 8.8% 6.2% 4.5%
Some College 29.8% 20.4% 34.7% 9.0% 1.8% 4.3%
College 27.5% 16.6% 40.2% 7.4% 4.7% 3.5%
Graduate
Graduate or 28.1% 16.6% 39.8% 7.9% 4.1% 3.5%
Professional
Degree
Racial Group Which transportation ideas would benefit you?
(N=4035) More Improving Improving Adding/ Creating bike lanes | DK/ No Answer
routes, stops frequency roads and repairing
and on and reliability highways sidewalks
demand of existing
services services
Black/ African 31.4% 20.7% 30.7% 9.0% 4.4% 3.7%
American
White 23.7% 16.8% 43.2% 7.2% 4.8% 4.3%
Multiracial 37.4% 16.3% 29.6% 10.9% 3.4% 2.4%
Other 30.2% 14.7% 39.6% 7.7% 2.8% 4.9%
Employment Which transportation ideas would benefit you?
Category More Improving Improving Adding/ Creating bike lanes | DK/ No Answer
(N=4098) routes, stops frequency roads and repairing
and on and reliability highways sidewalks
demand of existing
services services
Working full 27.2% 17.5% 40.3% 7.4% 4.8% 2.7%
time
Working part 30.5% 21.0% 29.9% 9.6% 5.1% 3.9%
time
Unemployed & 38.6% 23.1% 22.9% 9.2% 5.1% 1.2%
looking for
work
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Unemployed & 34.8% 10.4% 33.0% 7.8% 7.8% 6.1%
not looking for
work
Retired 22.2% 14.7% 43.9% 7.9% 2.6% 8.7%
Other 33.3% 19.6% 28.8% 11.9% 2.5% 3.9%
Interview Type Which transportation ideas would benefit you?
(N=4136) More Improving Improving Adding/ Creating bike lanes | DK/ No Answer
routes, stops frequency roads and repairing
and on and reliability highways sidewalks
demand of existing
services services
Web 29.9% 23.1% 32.5% 6.6% 5.2% 2.8%
Telephone 26.9% 12.6% 41.6% 10.1% 3.5% 5.4%
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Appendix A

Survey Questionnaire
1. Are you at least 18 years of age or older?

YES
NO [THANK AND TERMINATE]

2. In which Georgia County do you reside?

Cherokee

Clayton

Cobb

DeKalb

Douglas

Fayette

Forsyth

Fulton

Gwinnett

Henry

Rockdale

OTHER [THANK AND TERMINATE]
DON’T KNOW/REFUSED [THANK and TERMINATE]

[PROGRAMMING NOTE: IF ANSWER TO 2. IS DEKALB OR FULTON ASK 3., ALL OTHERS SKIP TO 4.]

3. Do you live within the city limits of Atlanta, or do you live in another part of [READ COUNTY NAME
RESPONSE FROM 2.] county?

Lives in city of Atlanta
Does not live in Atlanta
DON’T KNOW/REFUSED

First, I'd like to ask you about issues facing Metro Atlanta.
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4. As you look ahead to the next 3 or 4 years, do you think living conditions in Metro Atlanta will be...
[RANDOMIZE BETTER AND WORSE OPTIONS]

better,

worse,

or about the same as today?
DON’T KNOW/REFUSED

5. In your opinion, which of the following is the biggest problem facing residents in the Metro Atlanta are
today? Is it... [ROTATE FIRST 8 OPTIONS]

Traffic

Housing affordability
The economy

Crime

Quality of local schools
Environmental pollution
Public health

Local tax increases

Or is it something else?
DON’T KNOW/REFUSED

Next, I'd like to ask you some questions about the economy.

6. Regarding your household financial situation, would you say you are... [RANDOMIZE BETTER AND
WORSE OPTIONS ORDER]

Better off now than you were a year ago...
Worse off now than you were a year ago...
or about the same as you were a year ago?
DON’T KNOW/REFUSED

7. We'd like to get a feel for how people would deal with an unexpected financial emergency. Suppose
you have to come up with $400 for an emergency. Which of the following best describes how you would
handle such a situation?

91



A.L. BURRUSS INSTITUTE OF PUBLIC SERVICE AND RESEARCH

You would pay for it with cash, check or debit card...

You would put it on your credit card and pay it off in full at the next statement...
You would put it on your credit card and pay it off over time...

You would borrow money from someone...

You would sell or pawn something to get the money, or...

You would not be able to get the money right now?

DON’'T KNOW/REFUSED

8. Next, I’'m going to name some things that can make it hard for people to get ahead financially. For
each one, please let me know how much, if at all, it limits your ability to get ahead. [READ FIRST ITEM]
Would you say that [READ FIRST ITEM] poses a big challenge, a small challenge, or is not a challenge for
you? How about [READ NEXT ITEM]

Housing costs

Lack of job opportunities [CODE AS NOT APPLICABLE IF R VOLUNTEERS]

Transportation costs or access

Eligibility for public assistance [CODE AS NOT APPLICABLE IF R VOLUNTEERS]

Cost of or access to job training [CODE AS NOT APPLICABLE IF R VOLUNTEERS]

Access to banking and credit

Caregiving responsibilities for a child [CODE AS NOT APPLICABLE IF R VOLUNTEERS]
Caregiving responsibilities for an aging parent [CODE AS NOT APPLICABLE IF R VOLUNTEERS]

9.Among your friends — not family — how many would you say have a household income very different
from yours, either much higher or much lower? [RANDOM REVERSE ORDER OPTIONS]

Most of them

Several

One or two

None

DON'T KNOW/REFUSED

Next, I'd like to ask you about housing.

10. I'm going to list different types of homes that could address housing affordability. For each one,
please tell me if you would support or oppose having this type of housing built in your neighborhood.
The first one is [READ FIRST ITEM]. Would you strongly support, somewhat support, somewhat oppose,
or strongly oppose having [READ FIRST ITEM] built in your neighborhood? How about [READ NEXT
ITEM]? [RECORD DON'T KNOW/NO OPINION IF R VOLUNTEERS]
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A duplex

A triplex or quadplex

A small apartment building with five to nine units
A cottage home or tiny home development

A backyard apartment or in-law unit

A subsidized apartment building

Next, I'm going to ask you some questions about transportation.

11. In the past year, how often did you skip going somewhere important because you lacked the
transportation you needed to get there? Would you say it was... [RANDOM REVERSE ORDER OPTIONS]

Often,

Sometimes, or

Never?

DON’T KNOW/REFUSED

12. Thinking about jobs that match your skills and experience, how many good opportunities are within a
reasonable commuting distance from your home? Would you say... [RANDOM REVERSE ORDER OPTIONS
WHILE KEEPING THE “NOT WORKING OR LOOK FOR WORK” OPTION LAST IN ORDER]

Alot,

Some,

Very few,

None,

or are you currently not working or looking for work?
DON’T KNOW/REFUSED

13. How important for Metro Atlanta's future is an improved public transit system, including buses and
trains? Would you say an improved public transit system is... [RANDOM REVERSE ORDER OPTIONS]

Very important...

Somewhat important, or...

Not important at all...for Atlanta's future?
DON’T KNOW/REFUSED
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14. Which one of these ideas for improving transportation and mobility in and around Metro Atlanta
would most benefit you? Would it be... [ROTATE ITEMS]

Adding more public transportation routes, stops, and on-demand services
Improving the frequency and reliability of existing public transportation service
Improving roads and highways

Adding and repairing sidewalks

Creating more bike lanes

DON’T KNOW/REFUSED

We have almost completed the survey. The last few questions are used for statistical purposes only.

15. In what year were you born?
[INTERVIEWERS: RECORD YEAR OF BIRTH. DON’T KNOW/REFUSED = 2009]

16. What is the highest level of education you completed? Was it...

11 grade or less [WITHOUT GRADUATING]

High school graduate or GED...

Some college [ASSOCIATE’S DEGREE, TECH OR VOCATIONAL]
College Graduate [BA, BS]

Graduate or Professional Degree [MA, MS, PHD, MD, LAW, ETC]
DON’T KNOW/REFUSED

17. Do you consider yourself to be Latino/Latina or Hispanic?

Yes
No
DON’T KNOW/REFUSED

18. What best describes your race? Are you...

African American/Black...
Caucasian/White...
Asian/Pacific Islander...
American Indian, or...
Multi-racial?

OTHER [SPECIFY]

DON’T KNOW/REFUSED
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19. Which of the following best describes your current employment status? Are you...

Working full time

Working part time

Unemployed & looking for work
Unemployed & not looking for work
Retired, or...

Student full time

DISABLED

DON’T KNOW/REFUSED

20. Do you...

Own your own home [INCLUDES LIVING WITH SOMEONE ELSE WHO OWNS/PAYS MORTGAGE]
Rent [INCLUDES LIVING WITH SOMEONE ELSE WHO PAYS RENT OR SOME OTHER ARRANGEMENT]
DON’T KNOW/REFUSED

21. How long have you lived in the Metro Atlanta area?

[CODE NUMBER OF YEARS. CODE 0-11 MONTHS AS “1” YEAR. CODE DON’T KNOW/REFUSED = 999]

22. 1 am going to read a number of income ranges; please stop me at the one that best describes your
household income in 2025...

Less than $25,000...
$25,000 - $60,000...
$60,000 - $120,000...
$120,000 - $250,000, or...
Over $250,000?

DON’T KNOW

REFUSED

23. Do you describe yourself as a man, a woman, or in some other way?
Man
Woman

Some other way [NON-BINARY,TRANSGENDER, GENDERFLUID, ETC]
DON’T KNOW/REFUSED
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Appendix B
Weighted Frequency Distributions

The tables below illustrate weighted frequency distributions for all variables in the dataset including
direct response and calculated variables. A calculated variable is noted by a variable name that begins
with the character” @”. Calculated variables are derived from direct responses. For example, age
categories are calculated from the variable on year of birth. Variables with large numbers of responses
(such as weights, year of birth, age in years) are not presented here.

‘In which Georgia County do you reside?’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid  ‘Cherokee’ 207 5.0 5.0 5.0
‘Clayton’ 248 6.0 6.0 11.0
‘Cobb’ 662 16.0 16.0 27.0
‘DeKalb’ 662 16.0 16.0 43.0
‘Douglas’ 124 3.0 3.0 46.0
‘Fayette’ 83 2.0 2.0 48.0
‘Forsyth’ 207 5.0 5.0 53.0
‘Fulton’ 910 22.0 22.0 75.0
‘Gwinnett’ 744 18.0 18.0 93.0
‘Henry’ 207 5.0 5.0 98.0
‘Rockdale’ 83 20 20 100.0

Total 4136 100.0 100.0

‘Do you live within the city limits of Atlanta’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘Lives in city of Atlanta’ 554 13.4 35.2 35.2
‘Does not live in Atlanta’ 987 23.9 62.8 98.1
‘DONT KNOW 30 e 1.9 100.0
REFUSED’
Total 1572 38.0 100.0
Missing System 2564 62.0
Total 4136 100.0
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‘Atlanta or Non-Atlanta’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘Atlanta’ 554 13.4 13.4 13.4
‘Non-Atlanta’ 3582 86.6 86.6 100.0

Total 4136 100.0 100.0

‘As you look ahead to the next 3 or 4 years, do you think living conditions in
Metro Atlanta will be...’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid  ‘better’ 1095 26.5 26.5 26.5

‘worse’ 1512 36.5 36.5 63.0

‘or about the same’ 1371 33.1 33.1 96.2

‘DONT KNOW 158 3.8 3.8 100.0

REFUSED’

Total 4136 100.0 100.0

‘In your opinion, which of the following is the biggest problem facing
residents in the Metro Atlanta area today? Is it...’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid  ‘Traffic’ 907 21.9 21.9 21.9
‘Housing affordability’ 1220 29.5 29.5 51.4
‘The economy’ 664 16.1 16.1 67.5
‘Crime’ 555 13.4 13.4 80.9
‘Quality of local schools’ 117 2.8 2.8 83.7
‘Environmental pollution’ 98 2.4 2.4 86.1
‘Public health’ 104 2.5 2.5 88.6
‘Local tax increases’ 196 4.7 4.7 93.3
‘ something else’ 221 53 5.3 98.7
‘DONT KNOW 54 1.3 1.3 100.0
REFUSED’
Total 4136 100.0 100.0
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‘Regarding your household financial situation, would you say you are...’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid  ‘Better off now than you 1116 27.0 27.0 27.0

were a year ago’

‘Worse off now than you 1454 35.2 35.2 62.1

were a year ago’

‘about the same as you 1519 36.7 36.7 98.9

were a year ago’

‘DONT KNOW REFUSED’ 46 1.1 1.1 100.0

Total 4136 100.0 100.0

‘Suppose you have to come up with $400 for an emergency. Which of the
following best describes how you would handle such a situation?’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid  ‘Pay for it with cash, check 1679 40.6 40.6 40.6
or debit card’
‘Put it on your credit card 788 19.1 19.1 59.6
and pay it off in full at the
next statement’
‘put it on your credit card 630 15.2 15.2 74.9
and pay it off over time’
‘ borrow money from 358 8.6 8.6 83.5
someone’
‘ sell or pawn something’ 183 44 4.4 87.9
‘ not be able to get the 429 10.4 10.4 98.3
money right now’
‘DONT KNOW REFUSED’ 70 1.7 1.7 100.0
Total 4136 100.0 100.0
‘ Housing costs’
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘A big challenge’ 211 51.0 51.0 51.0
‘A small challenge’ 838 20.3 20.3 71.3
‘Not a challenge’ 969 23.4 23.4 94.7
‘Not applicable’ 175 4.2 4.2 99.0
‘DONT KNOW 42 1.0 1.0 100.0
REFUSED’
Total 4136 100.0 100.0
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‘Lack of job opportunities’
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘A big challenge’ 1428 34.5 34.5 34.5
‘A small challenge’ 922 22.3 22.3 56.8
‘Not a challenge’ 1284 31.0 31.0 87.9
‘Not applicable’ 469 11.3 11.3 99.2
‘DONT KNOW 34 .8 8 100.0
REFUSED’
Total 4136 100.0 100.0
‘Transportation costs or access’
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘A big challenge’ 1142 27.6 27.6 27.6
‘A small challenge’ 1257 30.4 30.4 58.0
‘Not a challenge’ 1525 36.9 36.9 94.9
‘Not applicable’ 179 4.3 4.3 99.2
‘DONT KNOW 33 .8 8 100.0
REFUSED’
Total 4136 100.0 100.0
‘Eligibility for public assistance’
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘A big challenge’ 1072 25.9 25.9 25.9
‘A small challenge’ 854 20.7 20.7 46.6
‘Not a challenge’ 1152 27.9 27.9 74.4
‘Not applicable’ 923 22.3 22.3 96.8
‘DONT KNOW 134 3.2 3.2 100.0
REFUSED’
Total 4136 100.0 100.0
‘Cost of or access to job training’
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘A big challenge’ 789 19.1 19.1 19.1
‘A small challenge’ 1014 24.5 24.5 43.6
‘Not a challenge’ 1429 34.6 34.6 78.2
‘Not applicable’ 794 19.2 19.2 97.3
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‘DONT KNOW 110 2.7 27 100.0
REFUSED’
Total 4136 100.0 100.0
‘Access to banking and credit
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘A big challenge’ 658 15.9 15.9 15.9
‘A small challenge’ 929 22.5 22.5 38.4
‘Not a challenge’ 2283 55.2 55.2 93.6
‘Not applicable’ 213 5.2 5.2 98.7
‘DONT KNOW 53 1.3 1.3 100.0
REFUSED’
Total 4136 100.0 100.0
‘Caregiving responsibilities for a child’
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘A big challenge’ 914 22.1 22.1 22.1
‘A small challenge’ 656 15.9 15.9 38.0
‘Not a challenge’ 1255 30.3 30.3 68.3
‘Not applicable’ 1232 290.8 29.8 98.1
‘DONT KNOW 79 1.9 1.9 100.0
REFUSED’
Total 4136 100.0 100.0
‘Caregiving responsibilities for an aging parent’
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘A big challenge’ 1081 26.1 26.1 26.1
‘A small challenge’ 786 19.0 19.0 45.1
‘Not a challenge’ 1092 26.4 26.4 71.5
‘Not applicable’ 1106 26.7 26.7 98.3
‘DONT KNOW 70 1.7 1.7 100.0
REFUSED’
Total 4136 100.0 100.0
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‘Among your friends how many would you say have a household income very
different from yours’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid  ‘Most of them’ 889 21.5 21.5 21.5

‘Several’ 1401 33.9 33.9 55.4

‘One or two’ 1250 30.2 30.2 85.6

‘None’ 363 8.8 8.8 94.4

‘DONT KNOW 233 5.6 5.6 100.0

REFUSED’

Total 4136 100.0 100.0

‘Would you strongly support, somewhat support, somewhat oppose, or
strongly oppose having a duplex built in your neighborhood?’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid  ‘Strongly support’ 946 22.9 22.9 229
‘Somewhat support’ 1404 34.0 34.0 56.8
‘Somewhat oppose’ 682 16.5 16.5 73.3
‘Strongly oppose’ 868 21.0 21.0 94.3
‘DONT KNOW 235 5.7 5.7 100.0

Total 4136 100.0 100.0

‘Would you strongly support, somewhat support, somewhat oppose, or
strongly oppose having triplex or quadplex built in your neighborhood?’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid  ‘Strongly support’ 735 17.8 17.8 17.8
‘Somewhat support’ 1134 27.4 27.4 45.2
‘Somewhat oppose’ 755 18.3 18.3 63.4
‘Strongly oppose’ 1208 29.2 29.2 92.6
‘DONT KNOW 304 7.4 7.4 100.0

Total 4136 100.0 100.0

‘Would you strongly support, somewhat support, somewhat oppose, or
strongly oppose having a small apartment building with five to nine units
built in your...?’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid  ‘Strongly support’ 894 21.6 21.6 21.6
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‘Somewhat support’ 1228 29.7 29.7 51.3
‘Somewhat oppose’ 627 15.2 15.2 66.5
‘Strongly oppose’ 1233 29.8 29.8 96.3
‘DONT KNOW 154 3.7 3.7 100.0
Total 4136 100.0 100.0

‘Would you strongly support, somewhat support, somewhat oppose, or
strongly oppose having a cottage home or tiny home development built
in your neighborhood?’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid  ‘Strongly support’ 1239 30.0 30.0 30.0
‘Somewhat support’ 1409 34.1 34.1 64.0
‘Somewhat oppose’ 607 14.7 14.7 78.7
‘Strongly oppose’ 669 16.2 16.2 94.9
‘DONT KNOW 21 5.1 5.1 100.0

Total 4136 100.0 100.0

‘Would you strongly support, somewhat support, somewhat oppose, or
strongly oppose having a backyard apartment or in-law unit built in your
neighborhood?’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid  ‘Strongly support’ 1155 27.9 27.9 27.9
‘Somewhat support’ 1502 36.3 36.3 64.2
‘Somewhat oppose’ 619 15.0 15.0 79.2
‘Strongly oppose’ 608 14.7 14.7 93.9
‘DONT KNOW 253 6.1 6.1 100.0

Total 4136 100.0 100.0

‘Would you strongly support, somewhat support, somewhat oppose, or
strongly oppose having a subsidized apartment building built in your

neighborhood?’
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid  ‘Strongly support’ 880 21.3 21.3 21.3
‘Somewhat support’ 1098 26.6 26.6 47.8
‘Somewhat oppose’ 661 16.0 16.0 63.8
‘Strongly oppose’ 1311 31.7 31.7 95.5
‘DONT KNOW 185 4.5 4.5 100.0
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Total 4136 100.0

100.0

‘In the past year, how often did you skip going somewhere important because
you lacked the transportation you needed to get there?’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid  ‘Often’ 556 13.4 13.4 13.4

‘Sometimes’ 1193 28.8 28.8 42.3

‘Never’ 2362 57.1 571 99.4

‘DONT KNOW 25 .6 .6 100.0

REFUSED’

Total 4136 100.0 100.0

‘How many good opportunities are within a reasonable commuting distance
from your home?’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘Alot’ 637 15.4 15.4 15.4
‘Some’ 1184 28.6 28.6 44.0
‘Very few’ 1089 26.3 26.3 70.4
‘None’ 222 54 5.4 75.7
‘currently not working or 912 22.0 22.0 97.8
looking for work’
‘DONT KNOW REFUSED’ 91 22 22 100.0
Total 4136 100.0 100.0

‘Which one of these ideas for improving transportation and mobility in and
around Metro Atlanta would most benefit you?’ *

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid  ‘Adding more public 1175 28.4 28.4 28.4

transportation routes,

stops, and on-demand

services’

‘Improving the frequency 746 18.0 18.0 46.5

and reliability of existing

public transportation

service’

‘Improving roads and 1524 36.9 36.9 83.3

highways’
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‘Adding and repairing 343 8.3 8.3 91.6
sidewalks’

‘Creating more bike lanes’ 180 44 4.4 96.0
‘DONT KNOW REFUSED’ 167 4.0 4.0 100.0
Total 4136 100.0 100.0

‘In what year were you born?’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid 1 117 2.8 100.0 100.0
Missing System 4019 97.2
Total 4136 100.0

‘What is the highest level of education you completed?’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘11 grade or less 93 2.3 23 23
[WITHOUT
GRADUATING]
‘High school graduate or 1189 28.7 28.7 31.0
GED’
‘Some college’ 1053 25.5 25.5 56.5
‘College Graduate’ 1117 27.0 27.0 83.5
‘Graduate or Professional 662 16.0 16.0 99.5
Degree’
‘DONT KNOW REFUSED’ 22 5 5 100.0
Total 4136 100.0 100.0
‘Do you consider yourself to be Latino
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘Yes’ 496 12.0 12.2 12.2
‘No’ 3588 86.8 87.8 100.0
Total 4085 98.8 100.0
Missing ‘DONT KNOW 51 1.2
REFUSED’
Total 4136 100.0
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‘What best describes your race?’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid ‘African American Black’ 1696 41.0 42.0 42.0
‘White’ 1762 42.6 43.7 85.7
‘Asian Pacific Islander’ 138 3.3 3.4 89.1
‘American Indian’ 53 1.3 1.3 90.4
‘Multi-racial’ 294 71 7.3 97.7
‘OTHER’ 95 2.3 2.3 100.0
Total 4037 97.6 100.0

Missing ‘DONT KNOW 99 2.4
REFUSED’

Total 4136 100.0

‘Which of the following best describes your current employment status?’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid ‘Working full time’ 2052 49.6 50.1 50.1
‘Working part time’ 508 12.3 12.4 62.5
‘Unemployed & looking for 415 10.0 10.1 72.6
work’
‘Unemployed & not looking 115 2.8 2.8 75.4
for work’
‘Retired’ 722 17.5 17.6 93.0
‘Student’ 141 3.4 3.4 96.5
‘Disabled’ 144 3.5 3.5 100.0
Total 4098 99.1 100.0

Missing ‘DONT KNOW REFUSED’ 38 9

Total 4136 100.0

‘Do you...’
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid ‘Own your own home’ 2334 56.4 58.3 58.3
‘Rent’ 1671 40.4 41.7 100.0
Total 4005 96.8 100.0

Missing ‘DONT KNOW 131 3.2
REFUSED’

Total 4136 100.0
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‘household income’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘Less than $25,000° 510 12.3 13.4 13.4
‘$25,000 - $60,000’ 1107 26.8 29.2 42.6
‘$60,000 - $120,000’ 1213 29.3 31.9 74.5
‘$120,000 - $250,000’ 746 18.0 19.7 94.2
‘Over $250,000’ 220 5.3 5.8 100.0
Total 3797 91.8 100.0
Missing ‘DONT KNOW’ 100 24
‘REFUSED’ 239 5.8
Total 339 8.2
Total 4136 100.0

‘Do you describe yourself as a man, a woman, or in some other way?’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘Man’ 1985 48.0 48.0 48.0
‘Woman’ 2066 49.9 49.9 97.9
‘Some other’ 52 1.3 1.3 99.2
‘DONT KNOW 33 .8 8 100.0
REFUSED’
Total 4136 100.0 100.0
Age Group for weighting and analysis
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid 18-24 491 1.9 11.9 11.9
25-34 778 18.8 18.8 30.7
35-44 778 18.8 18.8 49.5
45-54 737 17.8 17.8 67.3
55-64 655 15.8 15.8 83.2
65 or older 696 16.8 16.8 100.0
Total 4136 100.0 100.0
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Imputed Latino for weighting

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid 1.00 496 12.0 12.0 12.0
2.00 3640 88.0 88.0 100.0
Total 4136 100.0 100.0
Imputed sex for weighting
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Male 1985 48.0 48.0 48.0
Female 2151 52.0 52.0 100.0

Total 4136 100.0 100.0

Recoded Imputed Education Categories for weighting

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid HSorless 1282 31.0 31.0 31.0
Some College 1075 26.0 26.0 57.0
College Grad 1117 27.0 27.0 84.0
Grad/ Prof Degree 662 16.0 16.0 100.0
Total 4136 100.0 100.0
Race categories for weighting
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid  Black/African American 1696 41.0 41.0 41.0
White 1861 45.0 45.0 86.0
Other 579 14.0 14.0 100.0
Total 4136 100.0 100.0
Type of Interview
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Web 2141 51.8 51.8 51.8
Telephone 1995 48.2 48.2 100.0

Total 4136 100.0 100.0
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Length of residence in Atlanta Metro

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid 0-5 years 644 15.6 16.1 16.1
6-10 years 530 12.8 13.2 29.3
11-20 years 882 21.3 22.0 51.3
21-30 years 829 20.1 20.7 72.0
31 years or more 1124 27.2 28.0 100.0
Total 4009 96.9 100.0
Missing System 127 3.1
Total 4136 100.0
Age categories in four groups
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid 18-34 1269 30.7 31.6 31.6
35-49 1113 26.9 27.7 59.3
50-64 940 22.7 23.4 82.7
65 and older 696 16.8 17.3 100.0
Total 4019 97.2 100.0
Missing System 117 2.8
Total 4136 100.0
Sex categories suppressed small groups
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Male 1985 48.0 48.0 48.0
Female 2151 52.0 52.0 100.0

Total 4136 100.0 100.0

Education categories suppressed small groups

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid HS or less 1282 31.0 31.2 31.2
‘Some college’ 1053 25.5 25.6 56.8
‘College Graduate’ 1117 27.0 271 83.9
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‘Graduate or Professional 662 16.0 16.1 100.0
Degree’
Total 4114 99.5 100.0

Missing System 22 5

Total 4136 100.0

Race categories suppressed small groups

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid Black/ African American 1696 41.0 42.0 42.0
White 1762 42.6 43.7 85.7
Multiracial 294 7.1 7.3 92.9
Other 285 6.9 7.1 100.0
Total 4037 97.6 100.0

Missing 7.00 99 24

Total 4136 100.0

Employment categories suppressed small groups

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘Working full time’ 2052 49.6 50.1 50.1
‘Working part time’ 508 12.3 12.4 62.5
‘Unemployed & looking for 415 10.0 10.1 72.6
work’
‘Unemployed & not looking 115 2.8 2.8 75.4
for work’
‘Retired’ 722 17.5 17.6 93.0
Other 286 6.9 7.0 100.0
Total 4098 99.1 100.0
Missing System 38 9
Total 4136 100.0
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Appendix C
Unweighted Frequency Distributions

The tables below illustrate unweighted frequency distributions for all variables in the dataset including
direct response and calculated variables. A calculated variable is noted by a variable name that begins
with the character” @”. Calculated variables are derived from direct responses. For example, age
categories are calculated from the variable on year of birth. Variables with large numbers of responses
(such as weights, year of birth, age in years) are not presented here.

‘In which Georgia County do you reside?’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid  ‘Cherokee’ 300 7.3 7.3 7.3
‘Clayton’ 302 7.3 7.3 14.6
‘Cobb’ 402 9.7 9.7 24.3
‘DeKalb’ 513 12.4 12.4 36.7
‘Douglas’ 301 7.3 7.3 44.0
‘Fayette’ 305 7.4 7.4 51.3
‘Forsyth’ 301 7.3 7.3 58.6
‘Fulton’ 703 17.0 17.0 75.6
‘Gwinnett’ 405 9.8 9.8 85.4
‘Henry’ 302 7.3 7.3 92.7
‘Rockdale’ 302 7.3 7.3 100.0

Total 4136 100.0 100.0

‘Do you live within the city limits of Atlanta’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘Lives in city of Atlanta’ 402 9.7 33.1 33.1
‘Does not live in Atlanta’ 792 19.1 65.1 98.2
‘DONT KNOW 22 5 1.8 100.0
REFUSED’
Total 1216 29.4 100.0
Missing System 2920 70.6
Total 4136 100.0
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‘Atlanta or Non-Atlanta’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid  ‘Atlanta’ 402 9.7 9.7 9.7
‘Non-Atlanta’ 3734 90.3 90.3 100.0
Total 4136 100.0 100.0

‘As you look ahead to the next 3 or 4 years, do you think living conditions in Metro
Atlanta will be...’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid  ‘better’ 995 241 241 241

‘worse’ 1499 36.2 36.2 60.3

‘or about the same’ 1448 35.0 35.0 95.3

‘DONT KNOW 194 4.7 4.7 100.0

REFUSED’

Total 4136 100.0 100.0

‘In your opinion, which of the following is the biggest problem facing residents in the
Metro Atlanta area today? Is it...’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid  ‘Traffic’ 921 22.3 22.3 22.3
‘Housing affordability’ 1144 27.7 27.7 49.9
‘The economy’ 666 16.1 16.1 66.0
‘Crime’ 543 13.1 13.1 79.2
‘Quiality of local schools’ 122 2.9 2.9 82.1
‘Environmental pollution’ 78 1.9 1.9 84.0
‘Public health’ 103 2.5 2.5 86.5
‘Local tax increases’ 217 5.2 5.2 91.7
‘ something else’ 282 6.8 6.8 98.5
‘DONT KNOW REFUSED’ 60 1.5 1.5 100.0
Total 4136 100.0 100.0

‘Regarding your household financial situation, would you say you are...’
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Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid  ‘Better off now than you 1028 24.9 24.9 24.9

were a year ago’

‘Worse off now than you 1424 34.4 34.4 59.3

were a year ago’

‘about the same as you 1654 40.0 40.0 99.3

were a year ago’

‘DONT KNOW REFUSED’ 30 Ve e 100.0

Total 4136 100.0 100.0

‘Suppose you have to come up with $400 for an emergency. Which of the following
best describes how you would handle such a situation?’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘Pay for it with cash, check 1799 43.5 43.5 43.5
or debit card’
‘Put it on your credit card 896 21.7 21.7 65.2
and pay it off in full at the
next statement’
‘put it on your credit card 617 14.9 14.9 80.1
and pay it off over time’
‘ borrow money from 259 6.3 6.3 86.3
someone’
‘ sell or pawn something’ 132 3.2 3.2 89.5
‘ not be able to get the 358 8.7 8.7 98.2
money right now’
‘DONT KNOW REFUSED’ 75 1.8 1.8 100.0
Total 4136 100.0 100.0
‘ Housing costs’
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘A big challenge’ 1807 43.7 43.7 43.7
‘A small challenge’ 756 18.3 18.3 62.0
‘Not a challenge’ 1362 32.9 32.9 94.9
‘Not applicable’ 178 4.3 4.3 99.2
‘DONT KNOW 33 .8 8 100.0
REFUSED’
Total 4136 100.0 100.0
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‘Lack of job opportunities’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘A big challenge’ 1157 28.0 28.0 28.0
‘A small challenge’ 802 19.4 19.4 47 .4
‘Not a challenge’ 1544 37.3 37.3 84.7
‘Not applicable’ 594 14.4 14.4 99.1
‘DONT KNOW 39 .9 .9 100.0
REFUSED’
Total 4136 100.0 100.0
‘Transportation costs or access’
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘A big challenge’ 1011 24.4 24.4 24.4
‘A small challenge’ 1136 27.5 27.5 51.9
‘Not a challenge’ 1767 42.7 42.7 94.6
‘Not applicable’ 199 4.8 4.8 99.4
‘DONT KNOW 23 .6 .6 100.0
REFUSED’
Total 4136 100.0 100.0
‘Eligibility for public assistance’
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘A big challenge’ 919 22.2 22.2 22.2
‘A small challenge’ 687 16.6 16.6 38.8
‘Not a challenge’ 1345 32.5 32.5 71.3
‘Not applicable’ 1042 25.2 25.2 96.5
‘DONT KNOW 143 2 3.5 100.0
REFUSED’
Total 4136 100.0 100.0
‘Cost of or access to job training’
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘A big challenge’ 655 15.8 15.8 15.8
‘A small challenge’ 815 19.7 19.7 35.5
‘Not a challenge’ 1624 39.3 39.3 74.8
‘Not applicable’ 948 22.9 22.9 97.7
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‘DONT KNOW 94 2.3 2.3 100.0
REFUSED’
Total 4136 100.0 100.0

‘Access to banking and credit

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘A big challenge’ 561 13.6 13.6 13.6
‘A small challenge’ 808 19.5 19.5 33.1
‘Not a challenge’ 2493 60.3 60.3 93.4
‘Not applicable’ 234 5.7 5.7 99.0
‘DONT KNOW 40 1.0 1.0 100.0
REFUSED’
Total 4136 100.0 100.0
‘Caregiving responsibilities for a child’
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘A big challenge’ 792 191 19.1 19.1
‘A small challenge’ 551 13.3 13.3 32.5
‘Not a challenge’ 1481 35.8 35.8 68.3
‘Not applicable’ 1255 30.3 30.3 98.6
‘DONT KNOW 57 1.4 1.4 100.0
REFUSED’
Total 4136 100.0 100.0
‘Caregiving responsibilities for an aging parent’
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘A big challenge’ 1031 24.9 24.9 24.9
‘A small challenge’ 692 16.7 16.7 41.7
‘Not a challenge’ 1265 30.6 30.6 72.2
‘Not applicable’ 1099 26.6 26.6 98.8
‘DONT KNOW 49 1.2 1.2 100.0
REFUSED’
Total 4136 100.0 100.0

‘Among your friends how many would you say have a household income very
different from yours’
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Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid  ‘Most of them’ 940 22,7 22.7 22.7

‘Several’ 1362 32.9 32.9 55.7

‘One or two’ 1163 281 28.1 83.8

‘None’ 430 10.4 10.4 94.2

‘DONT KNOW 241 5.8 5.8 100.0

REFUSED’

Total 4136 100.0 100.0

‘Would you strongly support, somewhat support, somewhat oppose, or
strongly oppose having a duplex built in your neighborhood?’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid  ‘Strongly support’ 809 19.6 19.6 19.6

‘Somewhat support’ 1268 30.7 30.7 50.2
‘Somewhat oppose’ 694 16.8 16.8 67.0
‘Strongly oppose’ 1141 27.6 27.6 94.6
‘DONT KNOW 224 5.4 54 100.0
Total 4136 100.0 100.0

‘Would you strongly support, somewhat support, somewhat oppose, or
strongly oppose having triplex or quadplex built in your neighborhood?’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid  ‘Strongly support’ 595 14.4 14.4 14.4

‘Somewhat support’ 967 23.4 23.4 37.8
‘Somewhat oppose’ 727 17.6 17.6 55.3
‘Strongly oppose’ 1571 38.0 38.0 93.3
‘DONT KNOW 276 6.7 6.7 100.0
Total 4136 100.0 100.0

‘Would you strongly support, somewhat support, somewhat oppose, or
strongly oppose having a small apartment building with five to nine units built

in your...?’
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid  ‘Strongly support’ 707 17.1 17.1 17.1
‘Somewhat support’ 997 241 24 1 41.2
‘Somewhat oppose’ 648 15.7 15.7 56.9
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‘Strongly oppose’ 1642 39.7 39.7 96.6
‘DONT KNOW 142 34 34 100.0
Total 4136 100.0 100.0

‘Would you strongly support, somewhat support, somewhat oppose, or
strongly oppose having a cottage home or tiny home development built in your
neighborhood?’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid  ‘Strongly support’ 1094 26.5 26.5 26.5
‘Somewhat support’ 1326 32.1 32.1 58.5
‘Somewhat oppose’ 642 15.5 15.5 74.0
‘Strongly oppose’ 871 21.1 21.1 95.1
‘DONT KNOW 203 4.9 4.9 100.0

Total 4136 100.0 100.0
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‘Would you strongly support, somewhat support, somewhat oppose, or
strongly oppose having a backyard apartment or in-law unit built in your
neighborhood?’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid  ‘Strongly support’ 1158 28.0 28.0 28.0
‘Somewhat support’ 1436 34.7 34.7 62.7
‘Somewhat oppose’ 585 14.1 14.1 76.9
‘Strongly oppose’ 726 17.6 17.6 94.4
‘DONT KNOW 231 5.6 5.6 100.0

Total 4136 100.0 100.0

‘Would you strongly support, somewhat support, somewhat oppose, or
strongly oppose having a subsidized apartment building built in your
neighborhood?’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid  ‘Strongly support’ 686 16.6 16.6 16.6
‘Somewhat support’ 890 21.5 21.5 38.1
‘Somewhat oppose’ 627 15.2 15.2 53.3
‘Strongly oppose’ 1767 42.7 42.7 96.0
‘DONT KNOW 166 4.0 4.0 100.0

Total 4136 100.0 100.0

‘In the past year, how often did you skip going somewhere important because you
lacked the transportation you needed to get there?’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid  ‘Often’ 395 9.6 9.6 9.6

‘Sometimes’ 910 22.0 22.0 31.6

‘Never’ 2812 68.0 68.0 99.5

‘DONT KNOW 19 .5 5 100.0

REFUSED’

Total 4136 100.0 100.0

‘How many good opportunities are within a reasonable commuting distance from your

home?’
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘Alot 624 15.1 15.1 15.1
‘Some’ 1030 24.9 24.9 40.0
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‘Very few’ 888 21.5 21.5 61.5
‘None’ 197 4.8 4.8 66.2
‘currently not working or 1307 31.6 31.6 97.8
looking for work’

‘DONT KNOW REFUSED’ 90 22 22 100.0
Total 4136 100.0 100.0

‘Which one of these ideas for improving transportation and mobility in and around
Metro Atlanta would most benefit you?’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid  ‘Adding more public 1093 26.4 26.4 26.4

transportation routes,

stops, and on-demand

services’

‘Improving the frequency 647 15.6 15.6 421

and reliability of existing

public transportation

service’

‘Improving roads and 1700 411 411 83.2

highways’

‘Adding and repairing 332 8.0 8.0 91.2

sidewalks’

‘Creating more bike lanes’ 157 3.8 3.8 95.0

‘DONT KNOW REFUSED’ 207 5.0 5.0 100.0

Total 4136 100.0 100.0

‘What is the highest level of education you completed?’
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid  “11 grade or less 59 1.4 1.4 1.4

[WITHOUT

GRADUATING]

‘High school graduate or 653 15.8 15.8 17.2

GED’

‘Some college’ 1064 25.7 25.7 42.9

‘College Graduate’ 1380 33.4 33.4 76.3

‘Graduate or Professional 956 23.1 23.1 99.4

Degree’

‘DONT KNOW REFUSED’ 24 .6 .6 100.0

Total 4136 100.0 100.0
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‘Do you consider yourself to be Latino

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘Yes’ 236 5.7 5.8 5.8
‘No’ 3839 92.8 94.2 100.0
Total 4075 98.5 100.0
Missing ‘DONT KNOW 61 1.5
REFUSED’
Total 4136 100.0
‘What best describes your race?’
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘African American Black’ 1561 37.7 38.8 38.8
‘White’ 2001 48.4 49.7 88.5
‘Asian Pacific Islander’ 116 2.8 29 91.4
‘American Indian’ 42 1.0 1.0 92.4
‘Multi-racial’ 249 6.0 6.2 98.6
‘OTHER’ 56 14 1.4 100.0
Total 4025 97.3 100.0
Missing ‘DONT KNOW 111 2.7
REFUSED’
Total 4136 100.0

‘Which of the following best describes your current employment status?’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid ‘Working full time’ 1903 46.0 46.4 46.4
‘Working part time’ 404 9.8 9.9 56.3
‘Unemployed & looking for 276 6.7 6.7 63.0
work’
‘Unemployed & not looking 111 2.7 2.7 65.8
for work’
‘Retired’ 1186 28.7 28.9 94.7
‘Student’ 97 2.3 24 97.1
‘Disabled’ 120 29 29 100.0
Total 4097 99.1 100.0

Missing ‘DONT KNOW REFUSED’ 39 9

Total 4136 100.0
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‘Do you...’
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘Own your own home’ 2835 68.5 70.4 70.4
‘Rent’ 1192 28.8 29.6 100.0
Total 4027 97.4 100.0
Missing ‘DONT KNOW 109 26
REFUSED’
Total 4136 100.0
‘Household income’
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘Less than $25,000° 356 8.6 9.5 9.5
‘$25,000 - $60,000’ 922 22.3 24.7 34.3
‘$60,000 - $120,000’ 1269 30.7 34.0 68.3
‘$120,000 - $250,000’ 893 21.6 23.9 92.2
‘Over $250,000° 291 7.0 7.8 100.0
Total 3731 90.2 100.0
Missing ‘DONT KNOW’ 81 20
‘REFUSED’ 324 7.8
Total 405 9.8
Total 4136 100.0

‘Do you describe yourself as a man, a woman, or in some other way?’

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid ‘Man’ 1854 44.8 44.8 44.8

‘Woman’ 2204 53.3 53.3 98.1

‘Some other’ 35 .8 .8 99.0

‘DONT KNOW 43 1.0 1.0 100.0

REFUSED’

Total 4136 100.0 100.0
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Age Group for weighting and analysis

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid 18-24 324 7.8 7.8 7.8
25-34 500 12.1 12.1 19.9
35-44 594 14.4 14.4 34.3
45-54 785 19.0 19.0 53.3
55-64 674 16.3 16.3 69.6
65 or older 1259 30.4 30.4 100.0
Total 4136 100.0 100.0
Imputed Latino for weighting
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid 1.00 236 5.7 5.7 5.7
2.00 3900 94.3 94.3 100.0
Total 4136 100.0 100.0
Imputed sex for weighting
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Male 1854 44.8 44.8 44.8
Female 2282 55.2 55.2 100.0

Total 4136 100.0 100.0

Recoded Imputed Education Categories for weighting

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid HSorless 712 17.2 17.2 17.2
Some College 1088 26.3 26.3 43.5
College Grad 1380 33.4 33.4 76.9
Grad/ Prof Degree 956 23.1 23.1 100.0
Total 4136 100.0 100.0
Race categories for weighting
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid  Black/African American 1561 37.7 37.7 37.7
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White 2112 51.1 51.1 88.8
Other 463 11.2 11.2 100.0
Total 4136 100.0 100.0

Type of Interview

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid  Web 1516 36.7 36.7 36.7
Telephone 2620 63.3 63.3 100.0
Total 4136 100.0 100.0
Length of residence in Atlanta Metro
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid 0-5 years 453 11.0 11.2 11.2
6-10 years 423 10.2 10.5 21.7
11-20 years 793 19.2 19.7 41.4
21-30 years 857 20.7 21.2 62.6
31 years or more 1507 36.4 37.4 100.0
Total 4033 97.5 100.0
Missing System 103 2.5
Total 4136 100.0
tenureage
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid .00 4136 100.0 100.0 100.0
Age categories in four groups
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid 18-34 824 19.9 20.6 20.6
35-49 947 22.9 23.7 44.3
50-64 967 23.4 24.2 68.5
65 and older 1259 30.4 31.5 100.0
Total 3997 96.6 100.0
Missing System 139 3.4
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Total 4136 100.0
Sex categories suppressed small groups
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Male 1854 44.8 44.8 44.8
Female 2282 55.2 55.2 100.0
Total 4136 100.0 100.0
Education categories suppressed small groups
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid HS or less 712 17.2 17.3 17.3
‘Some college’ 1064 25.7 25.9 43.2
‘College Graduate’ 1380 33.4 33.6 76.8
‘Graduate or Professional 956 23.1 23.2 100.0
Degree’
Total 4112 99.4 100.0
Missing System 24 .6
Total 4136 100.0
Race categories supressed small groups
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Black/ African American 1561 37.7 38.8 38.8
White 2001 48.4 49.7 88.5
Multiracial 249 6.0 6.2 94.7
Other 214 5.2 53 100.0
Total 4025 97.3 100.0
Missing 7.00 111 2.7
Total 4136 100.0
Employment categories supressed small groups
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘Working full time’ 1903 46.0 46.4 46.4
‘Working part time’ 404 9.8 9.9 56.3
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‘Unemployed & looking for 276 6.7 6.7 63.0
work’
‘Unemployed & not looking 111 2.7 2.7 65.8
for work’
‘Retired’ 1186 28.7 28.9 94.7
Other 217 5.2 5 100.0
Total 4097 99.1 100.0

Missing System 39 9

Total 4136 100.0
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Appendix D Responses to Open Ended Questions

The table below summarizes responses on the most important issue facing the metro area. To see full
set of responses verbatim, please refer to the full dataset. Not all respondents offered open ended
comments. The categories below are taken from the first issue presented by the respondents. Therefore,
if a respondent indicated that affordability and education were the most important issue, only
affordability is coded in the table below. Many respondents indicated that all the issues offered were
equally important and they are coded in the table as “all of the above”.

Open Ended Responses to Most Important Issue Facing
Metro Area

Type of Response Number of Responses
All of the above 114
Affordability 27

Traffic 12
Homelessness

Crime

Transportation
Government
Development/ Overpopulation
Family Values

Data Centers

Corruption

Trump

Illegal immigration
Racism

Jobs/ Job Opportunity
Housing

Government Surveillance
Education

Leadership

Infrastructure

HOAs

Facism

Environment
Communication

[
N
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Open Ended Responses to What Best Describes Your Race

The table below presents open-ended comments to the question “What best represents your race?”.
These respondents may have answered “other” or refused to answer the original question and then
offered comments on their race. The table summarizes their comments into groups. To see the full
verbatim comments please refer to the dataset.

Type of Response Number of Responses

Hispanic 25

Latino / Latino American 18

[E
)]

Mexican/ Mexican American
Caribbean

American Black

Mixed

Native American

Black Mexican
Middle Eastern

Puerto Rican

Haitian American

Pk ww|w b |u|n e

Indian
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Appendix E

Data Codebook

status
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 1
Label ‘status’
Type String
Format A20
Measurement Nominal
Role Input
Valid Values complete 4136 100.0%
ql
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 2
Label ‘Are you at least
18 years of age
or older?’
Type Numeric
Format F1
Measurement Nominal
Role Input
Valid Values ‘YES’ 4136 100.0%
‘NO’ 0 0.0%
‘Refused’ 0 0.0%

127



A.L. BURRUSS INSTITUTE OF PUBLIC SERVICE AND RESEARCH

q2
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position
Label ‘In which Georgia
County do you
reside?’
Type Numeric
Format F2
Measurement Nominal
Role Input
Valid Values 1 ‘Cherokee’ 300 7.3%
2 ‘Clayton’ 302 7.3%
3 ‘Cobb’ 402 9.7%
4 ‘DeKalb’ 513 12.4%
5 ‘Douglas’ 301 7.3%
6 ‘Fayette’ 305 7.4%
7 ‘Forsyth’ 301 7.3%
8 ‘Fulton’ 703 17.0%
9 ‘Gwinnett’ 405 9.8%
10 ‘Henry’ 302 7.3%
11 ‘Rockdale’ 302 7.3%
12 ‘OTHER’ 0 0.0%
13 ‘DONT KNOW 0 0.0%
REFUSED’
q3
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position
Label ‘Do you live
within the city
limits of Atlanta’
Type Numeric
Format F1
Measurement Nominal
Role Input
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Valid Values 1 ‘Lives in city of 402 9.7%
Atlanta’
2 ‘Does not live in 792 19.1%
Atlanta’
3 ‘DONT KNOW 22 0.5%
REFUSED’
Missing Values System 2920 70.6%
Atlanta
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position
Label ‘Atlanta or Non-
Atlanta’
Type Numeric
Format F1
Measurement Nominal
Role Input
Valid Values ‘Atlanta’ 402 9.7%
2 ‘Non-Atlanta’ 3734 90.3%
hgcounty_p
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position
Label ‘Dummy for
QCOUNTY —
phone’
Type Numeric
Format F2
Measurement Nominal
Role Input
Valid Values 1 ‘Cherokee’ 260 6.3%
2 ‘Clayton’ 246 5.9%
3 ‘Cobb’ 182 4.4%
4 ‘DeKalb’ 70 1.7%
5 ‘Douglas’ 261 6.3%
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6 ‘Fayette’ 290 7.0%
7 ‘Forsyth’ 271 6.6%
8 ‘Fulton’ 106 2.6%
9 ‘Gwinnett’ 165 4.0%
10 ‘Henry’ 261 6.3%
11 ‘Rockdale’ 282 6.8%
12 ‘City of Atlanta’ 226 5.5%
Missing Values System 1516 36.7%
hgcounty_w
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position
Label ‘Dummy for
QCOUNTY -web’
Type Numeric
Format F2
Measurement Nominal
Role Input
Valid Values 1 40 1.0%
2 56 1.4%
3 220 5.3%
4 336 8.1%
5 40 1.0%
6 15 0.4%
7 30 0.7%
8 302 7.3%
9 240 5.8%
10 41 1.0%
11 20 0.5%
12 176 4.3%
Missing Values System 2620 63.3%
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hqcounty_t
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position
Label ‘Dummy for
QCOUNTY —
TOTAL
Type Numeric
Format F2
Measurement Nominal
Role Input
Valid Values 1 ‘Cherokee’ 300 7.3%
2 ‘Clayton’ 302 7.3%
3 ‘Cobb’ 402 9.7%
4 ‘DeKalb’ 406 9.8%
5 ‘Douglas’ 301 7.3%
6 ‘Fayette’ 305 7.4%
7 ‘Forsyth’ 301 7.3%
8 ‘Fulton’ 408 9.9%
9 ‘Gwinnett’ 405 9.8%
10 ‘Henry’ 302 7.3%
11 ‘Rockdale’ 302 7.3%
12 ‘City of Atlanta’ 402 9.7%
q4
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position
Label ‘As you look
ahead to the
next 3 or 4 years,
do you think
living conditions
in Metro Atlanta
will be...
Type Numeric
Format F1
Measurement Nominal
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Role Input
Valid Values ‘better’ 995 24.1%
‘worse’ 1499 36.2%
‘or about the 1448 35.0%

same’

4 ‘DONT KNOW 194 4.7%
REFUSED’
q5

Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 10

Label ‘In your opinion,
which of the
following is the
biggest problem
facing residents
in the Metro
Atlanta area
today? Is it...

Type Numeric

Format F2

Measurement  Nominal

Role Input

Valid Values 1 “Traffic’ 921 22.3%

2 ‘Housing 1144 27.7%
affordability’

3 ‘The economy’ 666 16.1%

4 ‘Crime’ 543 13.1%

5 ‘Quality of local 122 2.9%
schools’

6 ‘Environmental 78 1.9%
pollution’

7 ‘Public health’ 103 2.5%
‘Local tax 217 5.2%
increases’

9 “ something else’ 282 6.8%

10 ‘DONT KNOW 60 1.5%
REFUSED’
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q5_9_other
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 11

Label ‘Orisit

something else?

(In your opinion,

which of the

following is the

biggest problem

facing residents

in the Metro

Atlanta area

today? Is it...
Type String
Format A1000
Measurement Nominal
Role Input

Valid Values 3854 93.2%

Democrats 1 0.0%
“Lack of communication 1 0.0%
between the government and
people of Georgia. a lot of
changes are being made
without our approval."
2,4,8 1 0.0%
5,4,1 1 0.0%
7,3,5 1 0.0%
Affordability in general 1 0.0%
all 3 0.1%
All 4 0.1%
ALL 1 0.0%
all the above 1 0.0%
all of that above 1 0.0%
all above 3 0.1%
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All Above 1 0.0%
ALL ABOVE 1 0.0%
All Applies 1 0.0%
all apply 1 0.0%
All but traffic 1 0.0%
all of them 1 0.0%
all of above 2 0.0%
All of Above 1 0.0%
all of it 1 0.0%
All of it 2 0.0%
All of it after reading the 1 0.0%
choices

all of the above 29 0.7%
All of the above 35 0.8%
All of the Above 2 0.0%
ALL OF THE ABOVE 1 0.0%
all of the above except for the 1 0.0%
first one

all of the above options 1 0.0%
All of the above the ts place 1 0.0%
sucks

All of the above. | cannot 1 0.0%
choose.

all of thee above 1 0.0%
all of them 10 0.2%
All of them 3 0.1%
All of them, biggest problem 1 0.0%
housing affordability

All of these. These things are 1 0.0%
intertwined

All of those. It's costing too 1 0.0%
much for housing.

all the above 5 0.1%
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All the above 4 0.1%
All the Above 1 0.0%
As | was reading the choices 1 0.0%
he said everything

both 2 and 3 (could not 1 0.0%
decide after probing)

Car Insurance rates 1 0.0%
Cheating in elections 1 0.0%
combination of all 1 0.0%
corrupt public officials 1 0.0%
Corruption 2 0.0%
cost of living 3 0.1%
Cost of living 2 0.0%
COURPT POLITICIANS 1 0.0%
Crime & housing disparity 1 0.0%
crime & traffic 1 0.0%
crime and public health 1 0.0%
crime and traffic 1 0.0%
Crime and traffic 1 0.0%
Crime and Traffic 1 0.0%
crime, mistreatment of 1 0.0%
people and traffic

data centers 1 0.0%
Data Centers 1 0.0%
Data centers and block 1 0.0%

cameras (or flock could not
understand respondent)

Data centers and rampant 1 0.0%
corruption in Georgia General

assembly

data centers, all the above 1 0.0%
dc fascism 1 0.0%
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depends on county different 1 0.0%
for different ones but

affordability over all North

Carolina crazy taxes

Development 1 0.0%
Disease 1 0.0%
Diversity 1 0.0%
division among people 1 0.0%
donald trump 1 0.0%
Economy and housing 1 0.0%
affordability

economy and the crime 1 0.0%
Employers not paying people 1 0.0%
enough for cost of living.

Enviromental pollution & 1 0.0%
traffic

Everything 1 0.0%
everything, traffic, health, 1 0.0%
taxes

fatherless children 1 0.0%
Flock camera 1 0.0%
food shortage 1 0.0%
Funding transportiation 1 0.0%
expanding pass the

city(Marta)

Gas prices 1 0.0%
general Goverment 1 0.0%
Government Incopatence 1 0.0%
Government overreach 1 0.0%
Health -- Beyond public 1 0.0%
health

Health care 1 0.0%
healthcare, traffic, 1 0.0%
affordability

home owners association 1 0.0%
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homeless 2 0.0%
homeless, not enough to do, 1 0.0%
streets need to be cleanded

up a little

homelessness 1 0.0%
Housing affordability & 1 0.0%
economy

housing affordability and 2 0.0%
traffic

Housing affordability, 1 0.0%
economy

housing affordability, crime, 1 0.0%
tax increases

housing and lack of jobs in 1 0.0%
area & traffic

housing and quality of life 1 0.0%
housing and traffic 1 0.0%
Housing, Traffic, Taxes, 1 0.0%
| think a combination of all of 1 0.0%
the choices

i think its a mixture of lack of 1 0.0%

resources for those who
need them, who then turn to
crime. The traffic is genuinely

an issue

illegal immigration 1 0.0%
Illegal Immigration 1 0.0%
Increase of inflation 1 0.0%
infatration of muslims 1 0.0%
inflation 1 0.0%
Inflation 1 0.0%
it is a lot of issues crime, 1 0.0%
traffic, schools

Its them, everyone is different 1 0.0%
Jobs, housing 1 0.0%
Jobs. 1 0.0%
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Lack of Hospitals 1 0.0%
Lack of parental guidance 1 0.0%
lack of prosecution of crimes. 1 0.0%
Leadership 1 0.0%
Leadership Issues the city has 1 0.0%
local gov't 1 0.0%
mass surveillance 1 0.0%
Migrants, both from other 1 0.0%
states and illegal

more churches 1 0.0%
need to overcome the welfare 1 0.0%
mindset

Over population 1 0.0%
Over-Development 1 0.0%
overpopulation 1 0.0%
Overpopulation 1 0.0%
overpopulation of Atlanta 1 0.0%
People coming from different 1 0.0%
states

People with no home 1 0.0%
People's attitude towards 1 0.0%
everything

political crime 1 0.0%
POLITICIANS 1 0.0%
Politics 1 0.0%
Population growth outpacing 1 0.0%
road infrastructure

Poverty 1 0.0%
Presidencals tarrism 1 0.0%
property taxes 1 0.0%
Public Education 1 0.0%
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Public transportation 1 0.0%
Public Transportation 1 0.0%
Public transportation needs 1 0.0%
to go further out from the city

quality of life 1 0.0%
Quiality of Life 1 0.0%
Racism 2 0.0%
republican state government, 1 0.0%

they won't properly fund all
of the above

responded stated all of the 1 0.0%
above

school affordability 1 0.0%
Schools & crime 1 0.0%
schools and crime 1 0.0%
Sin 1 0.0%
something esle 1 0.0%
Squatters 1 0.0%
stated all of them 1 0.0%
substructure sewer , atl sewer 1 0.0%

is terrible , not appropriate
septic for the city

The amount of illegal aliens 1 0.0%
The cost of living, economy, 1 0.0%
and crime.

The economy and housing 1 0.0%
affordability

The economy and Housing 1 0.0%
Affordability

The infrastructure behind the 1 0.0%
growth

The intentions of Metro 1 0.0%
Atlanta

The lack of family fun 1 0.0%

opportunities that don't cost
$40 to park and drive all the
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way across town, places to go
and fly a Frisbee or whatever
for free, more family-friendly

activities.

The Republicans 1 0.0%
Titles; we go up under 1 0.0%
political titles: dem, rep, etc

Too many people 2 0.0%
Too much growth 1 0.0%
traffic & crime 1 0.0%
traffic & housing affordability 2 0.0%
Traffic and quality of local 1 0.0%
schools

Traffic housing affordability 1 0.0%

economy school quality
healthcare and being proper
stewards of the environment

traffic, housing affordability, 1 0.0%
quality of local schools and

crime

traffic, availibity of home 1 0.0%
buying, and environment

TRAFFIC, CRIME, PUBLIC 1 0.0%
SAFETY

Traffic, Housing Affordability, 1 0.0%
Taxes

Traffic, housing affordability, 1 0.0%
the economy

transportation 1 0.0%
Transportation 1 0.0%
Transportation, especially 1 0.0%
public transit

Trump administration activity 1 0.0%
Unchecked housing 1 0.0%

developments/international
investors/property taxes
Uncontrolled growth 1 0.0%
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utilities, food, and gas, 1 0.0%
inflation
voting republican 1 0.0%
we all need to get along, End 1 0.0%
racism.
white people 1 0.0%
work availability 1 0.0%
q6
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 12
Label ‘Regarding your
household
financial
situation, would
you say you
are...
Type Numeric
Format F1

Measurement  Nominal

Role Input
Valid Values 1 ‘Better off now 1028 24.9%
than you were a
year ago’
2 ‘Worse off now 1424 34.4%
than you were a
year ago’
3 ‘about the same 1654 40.0%
as you were a
year ago’
4 ‘DONT KNOW 30 0.7%
REFUSED’
q7
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 13
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Valid Values

Label

Type

Format
Measurement
Role

1

‘Suppose you
have to come up
with $400 for an
emergency.
Which of the
following best
describes how
you would
handle such a
situation?’
Numeric

F1
Nominal
Input

‘Pay for it with 1799
cash, check or

debit card’

‘Put it on your 896
credit card and

pay it off in full at

the next

statement’

‘put it on your 617
credit card and

pay it off over

time’

‘borrow money 259
from someone’

“sell or pawn 132
something’

‘not be able to 358
get the money

right now’

‘DONT KNOW 75
REFUSED’

43.5%

21.7%

14.9%

6.3%

3.2%

8.7%

1.8%

q9_1
Value Count

Percent

Standard Attributes

Position

14
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Label ‘ Housing costs’
Type Numeric
Format F1
Measurement Nominal
Role Input
Valid Values 1 ‘A big challenge’ 1807 43.7%
2 ‘A small 756 18.3%
challenge’
3 ‘Not a challenge’ 1362 32.9%
4 ‘Not applicable’ 178 4.3%
5 ‘DONT KNOW 33 0.8%
REFUSED’
q9_2
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 15
Label ‘Lack of job
opportunities’
Type Numeric
Format F1
Measurement Nominal
Role Input
Valid Values ‘A big challenge’ 1157 28.0%
2 ‘A small 802 19.4%
challenge’
3 ‘Not a challenge’ 1544 37.3%
4 ‘Not applicable’ 594 14.4%
5 ‘DONT KNOW 39 0.9%
REFUSED’
q9_3
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 16
Label ‘Transportation

costs or access’
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Type Numeric
Format F1
Measurement Nominal
Role Input
Valid Values 1 ‘A big challenge’ 1011 24.4%
2 ‘A small 1136 27.5%
challenge’
3 ‘Not a challenge’ 1767 42.7%
4 ‘Not applicable’ 199 4.8%
5 ‘DONT KNOW 23 0.6%
REFUSED’
q9 4
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 17
Label ‘Eligibility for
public assistance’
Type Numeric
Format F1
Measurement Nominal
Role Input
Valid Values 1 ‘A big challenge’ 919 22.2%
2 ‘A small 687 16.6%
challenge’
3 ‘Not a challenge’ 1345 32.5%
4 ‘Not applicable’ 1042 25.2%
5 ‘DONT KNOW 143 3.5%
REFUSED’
q9_5
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 18
Label ‘Cost of or access
to job training’
Type Numeric
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Format F1
Measurement Nominal
Role Input
Valid Values ‘A big challenge’ 655 15.8%
2 ‘A small 815 19.7%
challenge’
3 ‘Not a challenge’ 1624 39.3%
4 ‘Not applicable’ 948 22.9%
5 ‘DONT KNOW 94 2.3%
REFUSED’
q9_6
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 19
Label ‘Access to
banking and
credit
Type Numeric
Format F1
Measurement Nominal
Role Input
Valid Values 1 ‘A big challenge’ 561 13.6%
2 ‘A small 808 19.5%
challenge’
3 ‘Not a challenge’ 2493 60.3%
4 ‘Not applicable’ 234 5.7%
5 ‘DONT KNOW 40 1.0%
REFUSED’
q9_7
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 20
Label ‘Caregiving
responsibilities
for a child’
Type Numeric
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Format F1

Measurement Nominal

Role Input
Valid Values 1 ‘A big challenge’ 792 19.1%
2 ‘A small 551 13.3%
challenge’
3 ‘Not a challenge’ 1481 35.8%
‘Not applicable’ 1255 30.3%
5 ‘DONT KNOW 57 1.4%
REFUSED’
q9_8
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 21
Label ‘Caregiving
responsibilities
for an aging
parent’
Type Numeric
Format F1

Measurement Nominal

Role Input
Valid Values 1 ‘A big challenge’ 1031 24.9%
2 ‘A small 692 16.7%
challenge’
3 ‘Not a challenge’ 1265 30.6%
‘Not applicable’ 1099 26.6%
5 ‘DONT KNOW 49 1.2%
REFUSED’
ql0
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 22
Label ‘Among your
friends how
many would you
say have a
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household
income very
different from
yours’

Type Numeric
Format F1
Measurement Nominal
Role Input
Valid Values 1 ‘Most of them’ 940 22.7%
2 ‘Several’ 1362 32.9%
3 ‘One or two’ 1163 28.1%
4 ‘None’ 430 10.4%
5 ‘DONT KNOW 241 5.8%
REFUSED’
qll_1
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 23
Label ‘Would you
strongly support,
somewhat
support,
somewhat
oppose, or
strongly oppose
having a duplex
built in your
neighborhood?’
Type Numeric
Format F1
Measurement  Nominal
Role Input
Valid Values 1 ‘Strongly 809 19.6%
support’
2 ‘Somewhat 1268 30.7%
support’
3 ‘Somewhat 694 16.8%
oppose’
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‘Strongly oppose’ 1141 27.6%
5 ‘DONT KNOW 224 5.4%

qll 2
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 24

Label ‘Would you
strongly support,
somewhat
support,
somewhat
oppose, or
strongly oppose
having triplex or
guadplex built in

your

neighborhood?’
Type Numeric
Format F1

Measurement  Nominal
Role Input

Valid Values 1 ‘Strongly 595 14.4%
support’

2 ‘Somewhat 967 23.4%
support’

3 ‘Somewhat 727 17.6%
oppose’

‘Strongly oppose’ 1571 38.0%

5 ‘DONT KNOW 276 6.7%

qll_3
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 25

Label ‘Would you
strongly support,
somewhat
support,
somewhat
oppose, or
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strongly oppose
having a small
apartment
building with five
to nine units built

inyour...?’
Type Numeric
Format F1

Measurement  Nominal
Role Input

Valid Values 1 ‘Strongly 707 17.1%
support’

2 ‘Somewhat 997 24.1%
support’

3 ‘Somewhat 648 15.7%
oppose’

‘Strongly oppose’ 1642 39.7%

5 ‘DONT KNOW 142 3.4%

qll 4
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 26

Label ‘Would you
strongly support,
somewhat
support,
somewhat
oppose, or
strongly oppose
having a cottage
home or tiny
home
development
built in your
neighborhood?’

Type Numeric

Format F1

Measurement Nominal
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Role Input
Valid Values 1 ‘Strongly 1094 26.5%
support’
2 ‘Somewhat 1326 32.1%
support’
3 ‘Somewhat 642 15.5%
oppose’
4 ‘Strongly oppose’ 871 21.1%
5 ‘DONT KNOW 203 4.9%
qll 5
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 27
Label ‘Would you
strongly support,
somewhat
support,
somewhat
oppose, or
strongly oppose
having a
backyard
apartment or in-
law unit built in
your
neighborhood?’
Type Numeric
Format F1
Measurement Nominal
Role Input
Valid Values 1 ‘Strongly 1158 28.0%
support’
2 ‘Somewhat 1436 34.7%
support’
3 ‘Somewhat 585 14.1%
oppose’
4 ‘Strongly oppose’ 726 17.6%
5 ‘DONT KNOW 231 5.6%
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qll 6
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 28

Label ‘Would you
strongly support,
somewhat
support,
somewhat
oppose, or
strongly oppose
having a
subsidized
apartment
building built in
your
neighborhood?’

Type Numeric
Format F1
Measurement  Nominal
Role Input

Valid Values 1 ‘Strongly 686 16.6%
support’

2 ‘Somewhat 890 21.5%
support’

3 ‘Somewhat 627 15.2%
oppose’

‘Strongly oppose’ 1767 42.7%

5 ‘DONT KNOW 166 4.0%

ql2
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 29

Label ‘In the past year,
how often did
you skip going
somewhere
important
because you
lacked the
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Valid Values

Type
Format
Measurement

Role

A W N -

transportation
you needed to
get there?’

Numeric
F1
Nominal
Input

‘Often’
‘Sometimes’
‘Never’
‘DONT KNOW
REFUSED’

395
910
2812
19

9.6%
22.0%
68.0%

0.5%

ql3

Value

Count

Percent

Standard Attributes

Valid Values

Position

Label

Type
Format
Measurement

Role

u A W N -

30

‘how many good
opportunities are
within a
reasonable
commuting
distance from
your home?’
Numeric

F1
Nominal
Input

‘Alot’

‘Some’

‘Very few’
‘None’

‘currently not
working or
looking for work’

‘DONT KNOW
REFUSED’

624
1030
888
197
1307

90

15.1%
24.9%
21.5%

4.8%
31.6%

2.2%
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ql5
Value

Count

Percent

Standard Attributes

Valid Values

Position

Label

Type

Format
Measurement
Role

1

31

‘Which one of
these ideas for
improving
transportation
and mobility in
and around
Metro Atlanta
would most
benefit you?’
Numeric

F1
Nominal
Input

‘Adding more
public
transportation
routes, stops,
and on-demand
services’
‘Improving the
frequency and
reliability of
existing public
transportation
service’
‘Improving roads
and highways’
‘Adding and
repairing
sidewalks’
‘Creating more
bike lanes’
‘DONT KNOW
REFUSED’

1093

647

1700

332

157

207

26.4%

15.6%

41.1%

8.0%

3.8%

5.0%

ql6

Value
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Standard Attributes Position 32
Label ‘In what year
were you born?’
Type Numeric
Format F4
Measurement Scale
Role Input
N Valid 3997
Missing 139
Central Tendency and Mean 1973.08
Dispersion Standard Deviation 19.033
Percentile 25 1958.00
Percentile 50 1972.00
Percentile 75 1988.00
ql6_dk
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 33
Label ‘In what year
were you born?’
Type Numeric
Format F1

Measurement Nominal

Role Input
Valid Values 1 139 3.4%
Missing Values System 3997 96.6%
ql7
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 34
Label ‘What is the

highest level of
education you

completed?’
Type Numeric
Format F1
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Measurement Nominal

Role Input
Valid Values 1 ‘11 grade or less 59 1.4%
[WITHOUT
GRADUATINGY'
2 ‘High school 653 15.8%
graduate or GED’
3 ‘Some college’ 1064 25.7%
‘College 1380 33.4%
Graduate’
5 ‘Graduate or 956 23.1%
Professional
Degree’
6 ‘DONT KNOW 24 0.6%
REFUSED’
latino
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 35
Label ‘Do you consider
yourself to be
Latino
Type Numeric
Format F1

Measurement Nominal

Role Input
Valid Values 1 ‘Yes’ 236 5.7%
‘No’ 3839 92.8%
Missing Values 3 ‘DONT KNOW 61 1.5%
REFUSED’
ql9
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 36
Label ‘What best
describes your
race?’
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Type Numeric

Format F1

Measurement Nominal

Role Input
Valid Values 1 ‘African American 1561 37.7%
Black’
‘White’ 2001 48.4%
3 ‘Asian Pacific 116 2.8%
Islander’
4 ‘American Indian’ 42 1.0%
5 ‘Multi-racial’ 249 6.0%
6 ‘OTHER’ 56 1.4%
Missing Values 7 ‘DONT KNOW 111 2.7%
REFUSED’
q19_6_other
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 37
Label ‘What best
describes your
race?’
Type String
Format A1000
Measurement Nominal
Role Input
Valid Values 4080 98.6%
American Black 1 0.0%
American hispanic 1 0.0%
Asian and african american 1 0.0%
Black American 1 0.0%
black mexican 1 0.0%
Black Native American 1 0.0%
Black/Cherokee Indian 1 0.0%
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Caribbean 2 0.0%
CARIBBEAN 1 0.0%
Carribbean black 1 0.0%
Carribeans 1 0.0%
Egyptian 1 0.0%
FBA Foundational Black 1 0.0%
American

Haitian American 1 0.0%
hispanic 3 0.1%
Hispanic 10 0.2%
Indian 2 0.0%
Indigenous American 1 0.0%
Jamaican 1 0.0%
Jamaican American 1 0.0%
latina 1 0.0%
Latina 1 0.0%
Latino 3 0.1%
latino american 1 0.0%
Mexican 5 0.1%
Mexican American 1 0.0%
Middle eastern 1 0.0%
Middle Eastern 1 0.0%
Mixed 1 0.0%
muti-racial except white 1 0.0%
Native American 2 0.0%
Puerto Rican 1 0.0%
Puerto Rican/Italian 1 0.0%
Puertorriquefa 1 0.0%
spanish 1 0.0%
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White and Latino 1 0.0%
q20
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 38
Label ‘Which of the

following best
describes your

current

employment

status?’
Type Numeric
Format F1

Measurement Nominal

Role Input
Valid Values 1 ‘Working full 1903 46.0%
time’
2 ‘Working part 404 9.8%
time’
3 ‘Unemployed & 276 6.7%
looking for work’
4 ‘Unemployed & 111 2.7%
not looking for
work’
5 ‘Retired’ 1186 28.7%
6 ‘Student’ 97 2.3%
7 ‘Disabled’ 120 2.9%
Missing Values 8 ‘DONT KNOW 39 0.9%
REFUSED’
q21
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 39
Label ‘Do you..!
Type Numeric
Format F1
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Measurement Nominal

Role Input
Valid Values 1 ‘Own your own 2835 68.5%
home’
‘Rent’ 1192 28.8%
Missing Values 3 ‘DONT KNOW 109 2.6%
REFUSED’
q22
Value
Standard Attributes Position 40
Label ‘How long have
you lived in the
Metro Atlanta
area?’
Type Numeric
Format F3
Measurement Scale
Role Input
N Valid 4041
Missing 95
Central Tendency and Mean 28.76
Dispersion Standard Deviation 21.842
Percentile 25 13.00
Percentile 50 25.00
Percentile 75 40.00
q22_dk
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 41
Label ‘How long have

you lived in the
Metro Atlanta

area?’
Type Numeric
Format F1

Measurement Nominal
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Role Input
Valid Values 1 95 2.3%
Missing Values System 4041 97.7%
q23
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 42
Label ‘household
income’
Type Numeric
Format F1
Measurement Nominal
Role Input
Valid Values 1 ‘Less than 356 8.6%
$25,000’
2 ‘$25,000 - 922 22.3%
$60,000’
3 ‘S60,000 - 1269 30.7%
$120,000’
4 ‘$120,000 - 893 21.6%
$250,000’
5 ‘Over $250,000’ 291 7.0%
Missing Values 6 ‘DONT KNOW’ 81 2.0%
7 ‘REFUSED’ 324 7.8%
sex
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 43
Label ‘Do you describe
yourself as a
man, a woman,
or in some other
way?’
Type Numeric
Format F1
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Measurement Nominal

Role Input
Valid Values 1 ‘Man’ 1854 44.8%
2 ‘Woman’ 2204 53.3%
3 ‘Some other’ 35 0.8%
4 ‘DONT KNOW 43 1.0%
REFUSED’
@agecat
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 44
Label Age Group for
weighting and
analysis
Type Numeric
Format F8.2
Measurement Nominal
Role Input
Valid Values 1.00 18-24 324 7.8%
2.00 25-34 500 12.1%
3.00 35-44 594 14.4%
4.00 45-54 785 19.0%
5.00 55-64 674 16.3%
6.00 65 or older 1259 30.4%
@Ilatino
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 45
Label Imputed latino
for weighting
Type Numeric
Format F8.2

Measurement Nominal

Role Input
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Valid Values 1.00 236 5.7%
2.00 3900 94.3%
@sex
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 46
Label Imputed sex for
weighting
Type Numeric
Format F8.2
Measurement Nominal
Role Input
Valid Values 1.00 Male 1854 44.8%
2.00 Female 2282 55.2%
@educ
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 47
Label Recoded
Imputed
Education
Categories for
weighting
Type Numeric
Format F8.2
Measurement Nominal
Role Input
Valid Values 2.00 HS or less 712 17.2%
3.00 Some College 1088 26.3%
4.00 College Grad 1380 33.4%
5.00 Grad/ Prof 956 23.1%
Degree
@race
Value Count Percent
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Standard Attributes  Position
Label race categories
for weighting
Type Numeric
Format F8.2
Measurement  Nominal
Role Input
Valid Values 1.00 Black/African 1561 37.7%
American
2.00 White 2112 51.1%
3.00 Other 463 11.2%
cherokeewt
Value
Standard Attributes Position 49
Label Raked Weight
Type Numeric
Format F8.2
Measurement Scale
Role Input
N Valid 300
Missing 3836
Central Tendency and Mean .6893
Dispersion Standard Deviation .52822
Percentile 25 .3508
Percentile 50 .5512
Percentile 75 .8910
claytonwt
Value
Standard Attributes Position 50
Label Raked Weight
Type Numeric
Format F8.2
Measurement Scale
Role Input
N Valid 302
Missing 3834
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Central Tendency and Mean 1.0000
Dispersion Standard Deviation .95634
Percentile 25 .3340
Percentile 50 .6874
Percentile 75 1.2197
cobbwt
Value
Standard Attributes Position 51
Label Raked Weight
Type Numeric
Format F8.2
Measurement Scale
Role Input
N Valid 402
Missing 3734
Central Tendency and Mean 1.0000
Dispersion Standard Deviation 42689
Percentile 25 .6732
Percentile 50 .8873
Percentile 75 1.1851
Dekalbwt
Value
Standard Attributes Position 52
Label Raked Weight
Type Numeric
Format F8.2
Measurement Scale
Role Input
N Valid 513
Missing 3623
Central Tendency and Mean 1.0000
Dispersion Standard Deviation .31598
Percentile 25 .7818
Percentile 50 .9236
Percentile 75 1.1427

douglaswt
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Value
Standard Attributes Position 53
Label Raked Weight
Type Numeric
Format F8.2
Measurement Scale
Role Input
N Valid 301
Missing 3835
Central Tendency and Mean 1.0000
Dispersion Standard Deviation 1.18412
Percentile 25 .3261
Percentile 50 .6276
Percentile 75 1.1630
fayettewt
Value
Standard Attributes Position 54
Label Raked Weight
Type Numeric
Format F8.2
Measurement Scale
Role Input
N Valid 305
Missing 3831
Central Tendency and Mean 1.0000
Dispersion Standard Deviation 1.03860
Percentile 25 .3602
Percentile 50 .7599
Percentile 75 1.1198
forsythwt
Value
Standard Attributes Position 55
Label Raked Weight
Type Numeric
Format F8.2
Measurement Scale
Role Input
N Valid 301
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Missing 3835
Central Tendency and Mean 1.0000
Dispersion Standard Deviation .68030
Percentile 25 .5340
Percentile 50 .8290
Percentile 75 1.1688
fultonwt
Value
Standard Attributes Position 56
Label Raked Weight
Type Numeric
Format F8.2
Measurement Scale
Role Input
N Valid 703
Missing 3433
Central Tendency and Mean 1.0000
Dispersion Standard Deviation 42148
Percentile 25 .7152
Percentile 50 .8803
Percentile 75 1.1608
gwinnettwt
Value
Standard Attributes Position 57
Label Raked Weight
Type Numeric
Format F8.2
Measurement Scale
Role Input
N Valid 405
Missing 3731
Central Tendency and Mean 1.0000
Dispersion Standard Deviation .56592
Percentile 25 .6355
Percentile 50 .8327
Percentile 75 1.1285
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Henrywt
Value
Standard Attributes Position 58
Label Raked Weight
Type Numeric
Format F8.2
Measurement Scale
Role Input
N Valid 302
Missing 3834
Central Tendency and Mean 1.0000
Dispersion Standard Deviation .87782
Percentile 25 4287
Percentile 50 .7315
Percentile 75 1.2256
rockdalewt
Value
Standard Attributes Position 59
Label Raked Weight
Type Numeric
Format F8.2
Measurement Scale
Role Input
N Valid 302
Missing 3834
Central Tendency and Mean 1.0000
Dispersion Standard Deviation 1.30013
Percentile 25 .3021
Percentile 50 .5703
Percentile 75 1.1315
atlantawt
Value
Standard Attributes Position 60
Label Raked Weight
Type Numeric
Format F8.2
Measurement Scale
Role Input
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N Valid 402
Missing 3734
Central Tendency and Mean 1.0000
Dispersion Standard Deviation .61898
Percentile 25 .6020
Percentile 50 .8358
Percentile 75 1.1136
metrowt
Value
Standard Attributes Position 61
Label Raked Weight
Type Numeric
Format F8.2
Measurement Scale
Role Input
N Valid 4136
Missing 0
Central Tendency and Mean 1.0000
Dispersion Standard Deviation .74638
Percentile 25 14539
Percentile 50 .8165
Percentile 75 1.2929
phoneweb
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 62
Label Type of Interview
Type Numeric
Format F8.2

Measurement Nominal

Role Input
Valid Values .00 Web 1516 36.7%
1.00 Telephone 2620 63.3%
age

Value
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Standard Attributes Position 63
Label <none>
Type Numeric
Format F8.2
Measurement Scale
Role Input
N Valid 3997
Missing 139
Central Tendency and Mean 52.9167
Dispersion Standard Deviation 19.03307
Percentile 25 38.0000
Percentile 50 54.0000
Percentile 75 68.0000
resident
Value
Standard Attributes Position 64
Label Length of ATL
residency
Type Numeric
Format F8.2
Measurement Scale
Role Input
N Valid 4033
Missing 103
Central Tendency and Mean 28.3337
Dispersion Standard Deviation 19.24839
Percentile 25 13.0000
Percentile 50 25.0000
Percentile 75 40.0000
tenure
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 65
Label Length of
residence in
Atlanta Metro
Type Numeric
Format F8.2
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Measurement Nominal
Role Input
Valid Values .00 0 0.0%
1.00 0-5 years 453 11.0%
2.00 6-10 years 423 10.2%
3.00 11-20 years 793 19.2%
4.00 21-30 years 857 20.7%
5.00 31 years or more 1507 36.4%
Missing Values System 103 2.5%
tenureage
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 66
Label <none>
Type Numeric
Format F8.2
Measurement Nominal
Role Input
Valid Values .00 4136 100.0%
@agecatdgroup
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 67
Label Age categories in
four groups
Type Numeric
Format F8.2
Measurement Nominal
Role Input
Valid Values 1.00 18-34 824 19.9%
2.00 35-49 947 22.9%
3.00 50-64 967 23.4%
4.00 65 and older 1259 30.4%
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Missing Values System 139 3.4%
@sexcollapsed
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 68
Label Sex categories
suppressed small
groups
Type Numeric
Format F8.2
Measurement Nominal
Role Input
Valid Values 1.00 Male 1854 44.8%
2.00 Female 2282 55.2%
@educcollapsed
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 69
Label Education
categories
supressed small
groups
Type Numeric
Format F8.2
Measurement Nominal
Role Input
Valid Values 1.00 ‘11 grade or less 0 0.0%
[WITHOUT
GRADUATING]’
2.00 HS or less 712 17.2%
3.00 ‘Some college’ 1064 25.7%
4.00 ‘College 1380 33.4%
Graduate’
5.00 ‘Graduate or 956 23.1%

Professional
Degree’
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6.00 ‘DONT KNOW 0 0.0%
REFUSED’

Missing Values System 24 0.6%

@racecollapsed

Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position 70
Label Race categories
supressed small
groups
Type Numeric
Format F8.2
Measurement Nominal
Role Input
Valid Values 1.00 Black/ African 1561 37.7%
American
2.00 White 2001 48.4%
5.00 Multiracial 249 6.0%
6.00 Other 214 5.2%
Missing Values 7.00 111 2.7%
@employcollapsed
Value Count Percent
Standard Attributes  Position
Label Employment
categories
supressed small
groups
Type Numeric
Format F8.2
Measurement  Nominal
Role Input
Valid Values 1.00 ‘Working full 1903 46.0%
time’
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Missing Values

2.00

3.00

4.00

5.00
6.00
7.00
8.00
System

‘Working part
time’
‘Unemployed &
looking for work’
‘Unemployed &
not looking for
work’

‘Retired’
‘Student’
‘Disabled’
Other

404

276

111

1186

217
39

9.8%

6.7%

2.7%

28.7%
0.0%
0.0%
5.2%
0.9%
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