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Weston Community Survey 2

AREA AREA OF WESTON
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
1 303 29.6 29.6 29.6
A 238 23.2 23.2 52.8
3 240 23.4 23.4 76.2
4 244 23.8 23.8 100.0
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 1025 Missing Cases 0
LIVED LENGTH OF RESIDENCY
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
less than 10 years 0 417 40.7 40.7 40.7
10 to 19 years 10 181 17.7 17.7 58.4
20 to 29 years 20 134 13.1 13.1 71.5
30 to 39 years 30 158 15.4 15.4 86.9
40 to 49 years 40 64 6.2 6.3 93.2
50 to 59 Yyears 50 28 2.7 2.7 95.9
60 to 69 years 60 22 2.1 2.1 98.0
70 to 79 years 70 18 1.8 1.8 99.8
80 to 89 years 80 2 .2 -2 100.0
. 1 .1 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 1024 Missing Cases 1
REMAIN  "DO YOU WLSH TO MOVEz~  TTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTR
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
REMAIN 1 842 82.1 84.2 84.2
MOVE 2 158 15.4 15.8 100.0
. 25 2.4 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0
Valid Cases 1000 Missing Cases 25
HOVEl FIBST REASON FOR MOVING
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
NOISE TRAFFIC PROBLEMS 1 12 1.2 7.9 7.9
HOME UPKEEP FFI 2 3 -3 2.0 9.9
NEIG BORS RESI ENT 3 24 2.3 15.8 25.7
AREA NG DETERIORATING 4 14 1.4 9.2 34.9
CRIM DA 5 15 1.5 9.9 44.7
PERSONAL NS 6 49 4.8 32.2 77.0
PRESENT HOME NADE E 7 21 2.0 13.8 90.8
NOT WHEELCHAIR ACCESSIBLE 9 3 .3 2.0 92.8
RE g IRE SENIORS HOUSING 10 4 .4 2.6 95.4
OTHER 99 7 .7 4.5 100.0
. 873 85.2  MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 152 Missing Cases 873
HOVE2 SECOND REASON FOR MOVING
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Perceat
NOISEGTRAFFIC PROBLEMS 1 4 <4 12.5 12.5
HOME DIFFICULT 2 1 .1 3.1 15.6
NEIGHBORS /{RESIDENTS 3 5 . 15.6 31.3
AREA/HOUSING DETERIORATING 4 8 -8 25.0 56.3
CRIME/DANGER 5 7 .7 21.9 78.1
P'LSO AL REASONS 6 1 .1 3.1 8l1.3
PRESENT HOME INADEQUATE 7 5 <3 15.6 96.9
OTHER 99 1 .1 3.1 100.0
. 993 96.9 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0

Valid Cases 32 Missing Cases 993




REASONS FOR MOVING

PERSONAL REASONS
NEIGHBORS/RESIDENTS A P
PRESENT HOME INADEQUATE
AREA [HOUSING DETERIORAT
CRIME/DANGER
NOISE/TRAFFIC PROBLEMS
OTHER

HOME UPKEEP DIFFICULT
REQUIRE SENIORS HOUSING
NOT WHEELCHAIR ACCESSIB

December 4,

TOTAL
LIKE1l FIRST LIKED ASPECT OF NHOOD
Value Label Value Frequency
8 1 206
EI GHBORS RESIDENTS 2 195
FEEL COMFORTABLE IN AREA 3 50
LOCATION 4 167
RECREATIONAL SERVICE 5 29
CITY SERVICES 6 13
SCHOOLS 7 21
AREA/HOUSING 8 84
FAMILIAR WITH NEIGHBORHOOD 9 lgg
TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 850 Missing Cases 175
LIKE2 SECONRD LIKED ASPECT OF NHOOD
Value Label Value Frequency
gUI 41
EIGHBORS/RESIDENTS 2 122
E% EL OMFO TABLE IN AREA 2 %g
REC REATIONAL SERVICE 5 32
CITY ICES 6 22
SCHOO 7 24
AREA HO NG 8 40
FAMI IAR WITH NEIGBORHOOD 9 53%
TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 436 Missing Cases 589
LIKE3 THIRD LIKED ASPECT OF NHOOD
Value Label Value TFrequency
gUIET 1 3
EIGHBORSéRESIDENTS 2 20
FEEL COMFORTABLE IN AREA 3 8
LOCATION 4 21
RECREATIONAL SERVICE g 22
SCHO L 7 10
AREA /HCUSING 8 23
FAMILTAR WITHE NEIGHBORHOOD 9 96%
TOTAL 1025

Valid Cases 120 Migsing Cases 905

3
50 27.172
29 15.762
26 14.132
22 11.96%
22 11.962
16 8.702
8 4.35%
4 2.172
4 2.17%
3 1.632
184 100.00Z
Valid
Percent Percent
20.1 24.2
19.0 22.9
4.9 5.9
16.3 19.6
2.8 3.4
1.3 1.5
2-0 2.5
8.2 9.9
8.3 10.0
17.1 MISSING
"100.0 " 100.0
Valid
Percent Percent
4.0 9.4
11.9 . 28.0
3.4 8.0
7.6 17.9
3.1 7.3
2.1 5.0
2.3 5.5
3.9 9.2
4,1 9.6
57.5 MISSING
100.0 160.0
Valid
Percent Percent
.3 2.5
2.0 16.7
.8 6.7
2.0 17.5
2.0 16.7
.4 3.3
1.0 8.3
2.2 19.2
1.1 9.2
88.3 MISSING
100.0 100.0
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Weston Community Survey 4

THINGS RESIDENTS LIKED ABOUT WESTON

NEIGHBORS/RESIDENTS 337 23.972

LOCATION 266 18.922
QUILET 250 17.78%
AREA [HOUSING 147 10.462
FAMILIAR WITH NHOOD 138 9.82%
FEEL COMFORTABLE IN ARE 93 6.612
RECREATTIONAL

SERVICES/FACILITIES 81 5.76%
SCHOOLS 55 3.91%
CITY SERVICES 39 2.77%
TOTAL 1231 87.55Z

DLIKE1 FIRST DISLIKED ASPECT OF NHOOD

. Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
DELINQUENT YOUTH 1 86 8.4 12.6 12.6
NEIGH ORS/RESIDENTS 2 77 7.5 11.3 24.0
S/YARDS DETERIORATING 3 86 8.4 12.6 36.6
CRIME 4 72 7.0 10.6 47.2
TRAFFIC PROBLEMS 7 67 6.3 9.9 57.1
LACK 0 AREA MAINTENANCE 11 45 4.4 6.6 63.7
S 13 95 9.3 14.0 77.6
RENTERS/SLUM LANDLORD 17 47 4.6 6.9 84.6
OTHER 99 105 10.2 15.4 100.0
. 345 33.7 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0
Valid Cases 680 Missing Cases 345
DLIXE2 SECOND DISLIKED ASPECT OF NHOOD
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
DELINQUENT YOUTH 1 29 2.8 10.4 10.4
NEIGHBORS /[RESIDENTS 2 20 2.0 7.2 17.6
HOMES/YAR S DETERIORATING 3 33 3.2 11.9 29.5
RIME 4 35 3.4 12.6 42.1
TRAFFIC PROBLEMS 7 25 2.4 9.0 51.1
K AREA MATINTENANCE 11 34 3.3 12.2 63.3
NOISY 13 40 3.9 14.4 17.7
RENTERS/SLUM LANDLORD 17 20 2.0 7.2 84.9
THER 99 42 4.1 15.1 100.0
. 747 72.9 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0
Valid Cases 278 Missing Cases 747
DLIKE3 THIRD DISLIKED ASPECT OF NHOOD
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
DELINQUENT YOUTH 1 4 .4 5.0 5.0
NEIGHEORS /RESIDENTS 2 b e 6.3 11.3
HOMES /YARDS DETERIORATING 3 11 1.1 13.8 25.0
CRIME 4 2 2 2.3 27.3
TRAFFIC PROBLEMS 7 9 .9 11.3 38.8
LACK OF AREA MAINTENANCE 11 22 2.1 27.5 66.3
AREA TOOQ NO Y 13 13 1.3 16.3 82.5
RENTERS/SLUM LANDLORD 17 2 .2 2.3 85.0
OTHER 99 12 1.2 15.0 100.0
. 945 92.2  MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0

Valid Cases 80 Missing Cases 945
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THINGS RESIDENTS DISLIKED ABOUT WESTON

OTHER 159 15.32%
AREA TOO NOISY 148 14.262
HOMES /YARDS DETERIORATI 130 12.52%Z
DELINQUENT YOUTH 119 11.462Z
CRIME 109 10.50%
NEIGHBORS /RESIDENTS 102 9.837
TRAFFIC PROBLEMS 101 9.73Z
LACK OF AREA MAINTENANC 101 9.73Z
RENTERS /SLUM LANDLORDS 69 6.657
TOTAL 1038 100.00Z
SAFE 1s THIS A SAFE N HOOD
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
¥6° 3 226 33 521 85
SAME AS ANYWHERE ELSE 3 167 16.3 17.0 100.0
. 40 3.9 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 985 Missing Cases 40

NSAIEI FIRST REASON ITS NOT SAFE

Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
CRIMES AGAINST PERSO 1 33 3.2 15.6 15.6
P EIVED TEENAGE THR 4 21 2.0 10.0 25.6
UBLIC DRUNKENESS LOITERERS 3 18 1.8 8.5 34.1
CRIMES AGNST PROPERTY 6 120 11.7 56.9 91.0
LACK/SLOW POLICE RESPONSE 8 4 -4 1.9 92.9
OTHE 99 15 1.5 7.1 100.0
. 814 79.4 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 211 Missing Cases 814
NSAFEZ SECOND REASON ITS NOT SAFE
Valid Cum
Value Label ’ Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
CRIMES AGAINST PERSON 1 11 1.1 19.6 19.6
PERCEIVED TEENAGE THREAT 4 7 .7 12.5 32.1
PUBLIC DRUN ENESSéLOITERERS 3 11 1.1 19.6 51.8 -
CRIM AGNST_ PRO 6 2] 2.0 37.5 89.3
LACKﬁSLOW POLICE RESPONSE 8 2 -2 3.6 92.9
OTHE 99 4 o4 7.1 100.0
. 969 94.5 MISSIKG
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0
Valid Cases 56 Missing Cases 969
NSAF¥E3 THIRD BEASON ITS NOT SAFE
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
PERCEIVED TEENAGE THREAT 3 .3 33.3 33.3
PUBLIC DRUNKE ESS /LOITERERS 5 1 .1 11.1 44.
CRIMES AGNST PROPERTY 6 1 .1 11.1 55.6
LACK/SLOW POLICE RESPONSE 8 2 .2 22.2 77.8
OTHE 99 2 -2 22.2 100.0
. 1016 99.1 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0

Valid Cases 9 Missing Cases 1016




Weston Community Survey 6

WHY ISN’T IT SAFE IN WESTON

CRIMES AGNST PROP 1542 51.45%
CRIMES AGAINST PERSON 44 15.942
PERCEIVED TEENAGE THREA 31 11.232
PUBLIC DRUNKENESS/LOITE 30 10.872
OTHER 21 7.61%
LACK/SLOW POLICE RSPNSE 8 2.90Z
TOTAL 276 100.00%

SSAFEl FIRST THING TO MAKE IT SAFER

Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
POLICE SERVICE 1 239 23.3 48.8 48.8
IMPROVE PERSNL SECURITY 3 31 3.0 6.3 55.1
IMPROVE LIGHTIN 4 16 1.6 3.3 58.4
IMPROVE EIGHBORHOOD WATCH 5 95 9.3 19.4 77.8
ADDRESS NEEDS OF E 6 29 2.8 5.9 83.7
REGULATE BAR SﬁPOOL 7-ELEVEN 13 46 4.5 9.4 93.1
LAW ENFORCEME 99 34 3.3 6.9 100.0
. 535 52.2  MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 490 Missing Cases 535
SSAFE2 SECOND THING TO MAKE IT SAFER
' valid ~ _ Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
POLICE SERVIC 1 45 4ok 26.9 26.9
MPROVE PERSNL SECURITY 3 4 .4 2.4 29.3
IMPROVE LIGHTING 4 4 -4 2.4 31.7
IMPROVE NEIGHBORHOOD WATCH 5 71 6.9 42.5 74.3
ADDRESS NEEDS 6 19 1.9 11.4 85.6
REGULATE BARS&POOL/7 ELEVEN 13 19 1.9 11.4 97.0
LAW ENFORCEME 99 5 -5 3.0 100.0
. 858 83.7 MISSING
TOTAL 71025 100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 167 Missing Cases 858
SSAFE3 THIRD THING TO MAKE IT SAFER
Valid Cum
Value Label Value TFrequency Percent Percent Percent
POLICE SERVICE 1 4 -4 10.3 10.3
IMPROVE PERSNL SECURITY 3 2 .2 5.1 15.4
IMPROVE LIGHTIN 4 1 .1 2.6 17.9
IMPROVE NEIGHBORHOOD 5 21 2.0 53.8 71.8
ADDRESS NEEDS OF TEENS 6 4 4 10.3 82.1
REGULATE BARS&POOL/7 -ELEVEN 13 4 -4 10.3 92.3
LAW ENFORCEME 99 3 .3 7.7 100.0
. 986 96.2  MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0

Valid Cases 39 Missing Cases 986




WHAT COULD MAKE IT SAFER

POLICE SERVICE

IMPROVE NEIGHBORHOOD WA
REGULATE BARS/POOL/7-11
ADDRESS NEEDS OF TEENS
LAW ENFORCEMENT

ITMPROVE PERSNL SECURITY
IMPROVE LGHTING

TOTAL

288 41.387
187 26.87Z

69
52
42
37
21

9.91z2
7.472
6.032
5.32Z
3.02z2

696 100.00Z

December 4, 198

- NWATCH EVER HEARD OF N HOOD WATCH?

Value Label Value TFrequency

YES 1 971
NO 2 52

TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 1023 Missing Cases 2
WATCHE 1S N HOOD WATCH EFFECTIVE?

Value Label Value Frequency
YES 1 624

NO 2 131
DON’T KNOW 3 242
. 28
TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 997 Missing Cases 28
PARK WHERE DO YOU USE PARKS?

Value Label Value TFrequency

WESTON 1 447
OUTSIDE OF WESTON 102
BOTH 3 40
NOWHERE 4 423

TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 1017 Missing Cases 8
socc SOCCER FIELDS NEED TO BE IMPROVED?

Value Label Value Frequency

YES 1 88
N 2 123
DONT USE 3 694
DON’T KNOW 4 104
. 16

TOTAL 1025

Valid Cases 1009 Missing Cases 16

Percent

94.7
5.1

Percent
43.6
0

Valid
Percent

94.9
3.1
MISSING

Valid
Percent

62.6
13.1

24.3
MISSING

Valid
Percent

Valid
Percent

Cum
Percent

94.9
100.0

Cum
Percent

62.6
7
100.0

Cum
Percent

44,0
34.0
57.9
100.0

Cunm
Percent

8.7
20.9
8
0

[alV]a)
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Weston Community Survey 8

SOCCHW HOW IMPROVE SOCCER FIELDS?

Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
LEVELLING 1 36 3.5 55.4 55.4
MAINTENANCE/IMPROVE FACILITIES 4 22 2.1 33.8 89.2
OTHEER 99 7 -7 10.8 100.0
. 960 93.7 MISSING
TOTAL 71025 100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 65 Migsing Cases 960
HOCK HOCKEY RINKS NEED TO BE IMPROVED?
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 107 10.4 10.5 10.5
N 2 115 11.2 11.2 21.7
DONT USE 3 717 70.0 70.1 91.8
DON’T KNOW 4 84 8.2 8.2 100.0
. 2 -2  MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 1023 Missing Cases 2
HOCKHW HOW IMPROVE HOCKEY RINKS?
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
IMPROVE ICE 1 24 2.3 29.3 29.3
IMPROVE FACILITIES 2 32 3.1 39.0 68.3
MORE RINKS NEEDED 3 5 .5 6.1 74.4
INDOQR_RINK 5 8 .8 9.8 84.1
IMPROVE HOURS 7 7 .7 8.5 92.7
OTHER 99 6 .6 7.3 100.0
. 943 92.0  MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 82 Missing Cases 943
BASE BASEBALL DIAMONDS NEED TO BE IMPROVYED?
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 100 9.8 9.8 9.8
2 138 13.5 13.5 23.3
DONT USE 3 686 66.9 67.1 90.3
DON’T KNOW 4 99 9.7 9.7 100.0
. 2 .2 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 1023 Missing Cases 2
BASEHW HOW IMPROVE BASEBALL DIAMONDS?
Valild Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
IMPROVE FIELD 1 43 4.2 53.1 53.1
IMPROVE FACILITIES 2 13 1.3 16. . 69.1
NEED MORE DIAMONDS 3 6 .6 7.4 76.5
MORE BENCHES 4 18 1.8 22.2 98.8
RELOCATE AWAY FROM RES. 5 -1 1.2 100.0
. 944 92.1 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0
Valid Cases 81 Missing Cases 944
FOOT FOOTBALL FIFLDS NEED TO BE IMPROVED?
Valild Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 72 7.9 7.0 1.0
NO 2 104 10.1 10.2 17.2
DONT USE 3 748 73.0 73.2 90.4
DON'T KNOW 4 98 9.6 9.6 100.0
. 3 .3 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0
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FOOTHW HOW IMPROVE FOOTBALL FIELDS?

Value Label Value Frequency
IMPROVE FIELD 1 30
GENERAL UPGRADN 2 3
BETTER MAINTENENCE 3 6
NEED_MORE 4 6
BARRIER CPR/WESTON MEM. PRK. 5 97%

TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 48 Missing Cases 977
PARKS PARKS NEED TO BE IMPROVED?

Value Label Value Frequency
YES 1 285
NO 2 253
DONT USE 3 414
DON’T KNOW 4 62

TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 1021 Missing Cases 4
PARKHW HOW IMPROVE PARKS?

Value Label Value Frequency
BETTER MAINTENANCE 1 72
INCREASE # OF BENCHES 2 21
ADD PLAY APPARATUS 3 53
ADD_TREES 4 12
UPGRADE PASCOE PARK 5 16
UPGRADE KNOWLES PARK 6 13
UPGRADE CAMPIL PARK 7 6
CONTROL ROWDYNESS/VANDALISM 8 24
FENCES NEEDED 9 7
IMPROVE LIGHTING 10 6
BETTER SUPERVISION 11 79?

TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 234 Missing Cases 791
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WADING WADING POOLS REED TO BE IMPROVED?
Value Label Value Frequency
YES 1 127
NO 2 182
DONT USE 3 613
DON’T KNOW 4 lOg
TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 1022 Missing Cases 3

Ui
[Ya1V- L]

Valid
Percent

12.4
17.8
60.0

9.8
MISSING

Cum
Percent

12.4
30.2
90.2
100.0

WADNGHW HOW IMPROVE WADING POOLS?

Value Label Value Frequency
IMPROVE SUPERVISION 1 18
IMPROVE SANITATION 2 20
INCREASE { OF POOLS 3 22
BETTER MAINTENENCE 4 21
OPEN EARLIER IN YEAR 5 15

. 929
TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 96 Missing Cases 92

Valid
Percent
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TENN TENNIS COURTS NEED TO BE IMPROVED?
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent  Percent Percent
YES 1 77 7.5 7.5 7.5
NO 2 73 7.1 7:1 14.7
DONT USE 3 715 75.6 75. 9 90.6
DON'T KNOW 4 96 9.4 9.4 100.0
. 4 o4 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 1021 Missing Cases 4
TENNHEW HOW IMPROVE TENNIS COURTS?
’ Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
IMPROVE SURFACE 1 23 2.2 36.5 36.5
IMPROVE N 2 13 1.3 20.6 57.1
ADD _TENNIS_ COURT 3 18 1. 28.6 85.7
GENERAL MAINTENANCE 4 9 . 14.3 100.0
. 962 93.9 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 63 Missing Cases 962
PLERNK PLEASURE RINKS NEED TO BE IMPROVED?
Valid * Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 119 11.6 ll 11.6
NO 2 99 9.7 7 21.3
DONT USE 3 726 70.8 71 92.3
DON’T RNOW 4 79 7.7 7.7 100.0
. 2 .2 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 1023 Missing Cases 2
PLENKHW  HOW IMPROVE PLEASURE RINKS?
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
SHELTER/CHANGE ROOM 1 8 .8 9.0 9.0
IMPROVE MAINTENANCE 2 5 .5 5.6 14.6
N ED E 3 14 1.4 15.7 30.3
MPROVE SURFACE 4 32 3.1 36.0 66.3
ENLARGE RINKS 5 14 1.4 15.7 82.0
ENFORCE PLEASURE SKATING RULE 6 9 .9 10.1 92.1
IMPROVE HOUR 7 1 .7 7.9 100.0
. 936 91.3 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 89 Missing Cases 936
CoMC COMM. CENTRE NEED TO BE IMPROVED?
Valid Cum
Value Label Value TFrequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 295 28.8 28.9 28.9
2 96 9.4 9.4 38.3
DONT USE 3 519 50.6 50.8 89.0
DON’T RNOW 4 112 10.9 11.0 100.0
. 3 .3 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 1022 Missing Cases 3
COMCHW HOW IMPROVE COMM. CENTRE?
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
NEW CENTRE NEEDED 1 60 5.9 22.6 22.6
EXPANDéUPGRADE CEN 2 169 16.5 63.5 86.1
8UIR SU VSION OF PROGRAMS 3 23 2.2 8.6 94 .7
IMPROVE Eg MENT 4 6 .6 2.3 97.0
BETTER/ALL YEAR HOURS 5 8 .8 3.0 100.0
. 759 74.0 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0

Valid Cases 266 Missing Cases 759
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TEEN NEED FOR TENN DROP-IN CENTRE?
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 690 67.3 68.5 68.5
NO 2 122 11.9 12.1 80.6
DON’T KNOW 3 196 19.1 19.4 100.0
- 17 1.7 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 1008 Missing Cases 17
SENIOR  NEED FOR SENIORS ACTIVITY CENTREZ 77777
: Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 661 64.5 65.6 65.6
NO 2 132 12.9 13.1 78.7
DON’T KNOW 3 214 20.9 21.3 100.0
. 18 1.8 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 1007 Missing Cases 18
HORSE NEED FOR HORSESHOE PIT?
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
1ES 1 508 49.6 50.4 50.4
NO 2 220 21.5 21.8 72.2
DON'T KNOW 3 2890 27.3 27.8 100.0
. 17 1.7 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 1008 Missing Cases 17
SHUFFL NEED FOR SHUFFLEBOARD?
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 472 46.0 47.0 47.0
NO 2 231 22.5 23.0 70.0
DON’T KNOW 3 302 29.5 30.9Q 100.0
. 20 2.0 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 1005 Missing Cases 20
FACOTH1 FIRST SELECTION OF OTHER FACIL NEEDED
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
INDOOR FACILITIES 1 50 4.9 14.4 14.4
OUTDOOR FACILITIES 2 56 5.5 l6.1 3Q0.5
INDOOR SWMNG POOL 4 53 5.2 15.2 45.7
LIBRARY/PARENT-CHILD RESOURCES . 6 27 2.6 7.8 53.4
ADDIT. PARK FACILITIES 7 21 2.0 6.0 59.5
PROGRAMS R_TEENS 8 41 4.0 11.8 71.3
SENIORS PROGRAMS/FACILITIES 10 33 3.2 9.5 80.7
IMPROVE FACILITIES 11 22 2.1 6.3 87.1
INCREASED SUPERVISED 13 36 3.5 10.3 97.4
UTILIZE CECIL RHODES #1 14 7 .7 2.0 99.4
OTHER 99 2 .2 -6 100.0
. 677 66.0 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0

Valid Cases 348 Missing Cases 677
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FACOTH2 SECOND SELECTION OF OTHER FACIL. NEEDED
Valid Cum

Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
INDQOR FACILITIES 1 12 1.2 12.5 12.5
OUTDOOR FACILITIES 2 13 1.3 13.5 26.0
INDOOR SWHMNG POOL 4 12 1.2 12.5 38.5
LIBRARYéPARENT—CHILD RESOURCES 6 1 .1 1.0 39.6
ADDIT. PARK FACILITIES 7 7 -7 7.3 46.9
PROGRAMS FOR_TEENS 8 14 1.4 14.6 6l.5
SENIORS PROGRAMSAFACILITIES 10 10 1.0 10.4 71.9
IMPROVE SPORTS FACILITLES 11 14 1.4 14.6 86.5
INCREASED SUPREVISED 13 10 1.0 10.4 96.9
UTILIZE CECIL RHODES #1 14 3 .3 3.1 100.0

. 929 90.6  MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 96 Missing Cases 929

OTHER FACILITIES NEEDED IN WESTON
OUTDOOR FACILITIES 69 15.547
INDOOR SWMNG POOL 65 14.647
INDOOR FACILITIES 62 13.96%
PROGRAMS FOR TEENS 55 12.392
INCREASED SUPREVISED ;

PROGRAMMING 46 10.36%
SENIORS PROGRAMS/FACIL 43 9.687
IMPROVE SPORTS FACILITI 36 8.117
ADDIT. PARK FACILITIES 28 6.31%7
LIBRARY/PARENT-CHILD

FACILITIES 28 6.31%
UTILIZE CECIL RHODES #1 10 2.25%
OTHER 2 0.45Z
TOTAL 251 56.532

PARTIP DO YOU PARTICIPATE IN COMM. ACTIVITIES?
Valid Cum

Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 429 41.9 42.8 42.8
NO 2 544 53.1 54.2 97.0
DON’T KNOW 3 30 .9 3.0 100.0

. 22 2.1 MISSIKG . -
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 1003 Missing Cases 22
PARPRO1 FIRST PROGRAM PARTICIPATED IN
Valid Cum

Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
BINGO 1 69 6.7 15.8 15.8
COMMUNITY MEETINGS 2 32 3.1 7.3 23.1
CHURC 3 57 5.6 13.0 36.2
LEGION ACTIVITIES 4 49 4.8 11.2 47.4
SPORTS 5 69 6.7 15.8 63.2
NHOOD WATCH 6 75 7.3 17.2 80.3
SCHOOL EVENTS 7 23 2.2 5.3 85.6
COMM. CENTRE ACTIVITIES 8 46 4.5 10.5 96.1
YOUTZ DROP-IN_EVENTS 9 2 .2 .5 96.6
CUBS {GUIDES ETC. 10 12 1.2 2.7 99.3
OTHE 99 3 .3 .7 100.0

. 588 57.4 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0

Valid Cases 437 Missing Cases 588
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PARPROZ SECOND PROGRAM PARTICIPATED IN

Valid Cum
Value Label Value TFrequency Percent Percent Percent
BINGO 1 12 1.2 6.2 6.2
COMMUNITY MEETINGS 2 23 2.2 11.8 17.9
CHURC 3 35 3.4 17.9 35.9
LEGION ACTIVITIES 4 14 1.4 7.2 43.1
SPORTS 5 22 2.1 11.3 54.4
NHOOD WATCH 6 27 2.6 13.8 68.2
SCHOOL EVENTS 7 22 2.1 11.3 79.5
COMM. CENTRE ACTIVITIES 8 30 2.9 15.4 94.9
OUTH DROP~IN EVENTS 9 3 .3 1.5 96.4
cu SAGUIDES ETC. 10 5 .5 2.6 99.0
OTHE 99 2 .2 1.0 100.0
- 830 81.0 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 195 Missing Cases 830
PARPRO3 THIRD PROGRAM PARTICIPATED IN
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
BINGO 1 6 .6 11.3 11.3
COMMUNITY MEETINGS 2 8 .8 15.1 26.4
CHUR 3 8 .8 15.1 41.5
LEGION ACTIVITIES 4 2 .2 3.8 43.3
SPORTS 5 6 .6 11.3 56.6
NHOOD WATCH 6 9 .9 17.0 73.6
SCHOOL EVENTS 7 5 ) 9.4 83.0
COMM. CENTRE ACTIVITIES 8 5 .5 9.4 92.5
YOUTH DROP-IN EVENT 9 1 .1 1.9 94.3
CUBS GUIDES ETC. 10 3 -3 5.7 100.0
. 972 94.8 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 53 Missing Cases 972
PROGRAMS RESIDENTS PARTICIPATE IN
NHOOD WATCH 111 18.97Z
SPORTS 97 16.587
BINGO 87 14.87Z
COMM. CENTRE ACTIVITIES 81 13.85%
LEGION ACTIVITIES 65 11.11%
COMMUNITY MEETINGS 63 10.77Z
SCHOOL EVENTS 50 8.55%
CUBS/GUIDES ETC. 20 3.4227
YOUTH DROP-IN EVENTS 6 1.032
OTHER ] 0.857
TOTAL 585 100.00Z
RECADQ ARE RECREATION PROGRAMS ADEQUATE FOR YOU
Valid Cun
Value Label Value TFrequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 492 48.0 49.3 49.3
NO 2 186 18.1 18.7 68.0
DON’T KNOW 3 319 31.1 32.0 100.0
. 28 2.7 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0

Valid Cases 997 Migsing Cases 28
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RECSUG1 FIRST SUGGESTION FOR REC. PROGRAMS

Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
SENIORS ACTIVITIES 1 40 3.9 22.1 22.1
SOCIAL EVENTS 2 11 1.1 6.1 28.2
YOUTH ACTIVITIES 3 15 1.5 8.3 36.5
ARTS AND CRAFT 4 15 1.5 8.3 44.8
PRE-TE PROGR. 6 22 2.1 12.2 36.9
ADULT PROGRAMS 7 24 2.3 13.3 70.2
SPORTS/EXERCISE 9 43 4.2 23.8 93.9
PROGRAMMING AT WESTON C.C. 99 11 1.1 6.1 100.0
. 844 82.3 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 181 Missing Cases 844
RECSUG2 SECOND SUGGESTION FOR REC. PROGRAMS
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
SENIORS_ACTIVITIES 1 4 b 5.3 5.3
SOCIAL E 2 9 .9 12.0 17.3
YOUTH ACTIVITIES 3 8 .8 10.7 28.0
ARTS AND CRAFTS 4 8 .8 10.7 38.7
PRE-TEEN PROGRAMS 6 7 7 9.3 48.0
ADULT PROGRAMS 7 14 1.4 18.7 66.7
SPORTS /EXERCISE 9 15 1.5 20.90 86.7
PROGRAMMING AT WESTON C.C. 99 10 1.0 13.3 100.0
. 950 92.7 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0
Valid Cases 75 Missing Cases 950
SUGGESTED RECREATIONAI, PROGRAMS
SPORTS/EXERCISE 58 22.667
SENIORS ACTIVITIES 44 17.197
ADULT PROGRAMS 38 14.842
PRE-TEEN PROGRAMS 29 11.33%
ARTS AND CRAFTS 23 8.987
YOUTH ACTIVITIES 23 8.987
PROGRAMMING AT WESTON
COMMUNITY CENTRE 21 8.20Z%
SOCTAL EVENTS .20 7.81%7
TOTAL 256 100.00Z
CHILDC NEED FOR CHILD CARE?
) Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 147 14.3 14.4 14.4
NO 2 859 83.8 84.3 98.7
DON’T KNOW 3 13 1.3 1.3 100.0
. 6 .6 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100-0 100.0

Valid Cases 1019 Missing Cases 6
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CELDLY NEED FOR CARE FOR ELDERLY?

Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 174 17.0 17.1 17.1
NO 2 785 76.6 77.0 94.0
DON’T KNOW 3 61 6.0 6.0 100.0
. 5 .5 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 1020 Missing Cases 5
HLTHCR NEED FOR HEALTH CARE?
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 263 25.7 25.8 25.8
NO 2 704 68.7 69.2 95.0
DON'T KNOW 3 51 5.0 5.0 100.0
. 7 .7 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 1018 Missing Cases 7
FMLYCN NEED FOR FAMILY COUNCELLING?
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
1ES 1 100 9.8 9.8 9.8
NO 2 888 86.6 87.1 97.0
DON'T KNOW 3 31 3.0 3.0 100.
. 6 .6 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 1019 Missing Cases 6
EMPASS NEED FOR EMPLOYEE ASSISTANRCE?
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Peaercent
YES 1 221 21.6 21.7 21.7
NO 2 769 75.0 75.4 97.1
DON’T EKNOW 3 30 2.9 2.9 100.0
. 5 .5 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 1020 Missing Cases 5
WELASS NEED FOR WELFARE ASSISTANCE?
Valid Cum
Value Label Value TFrequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 132 12.9 13.0 13.0
NO 2 864 84.3 84.8 97.7
DON'T KNOW 3 23 2.2 2.3 100.0
. 6 .6 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 1019 Missing Cases 6
MAINTG KEED FOR ASSISTANCE IN MAIN. YQUR HOME?
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 242 23.6 23.8 23.8
NO 2 738 72.0 72.5 96.3
DON’T KNOQW 3 38 3.7 3.7 100.0
. 7 .7 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0

Valid Cases 1018 Missing Cases 7
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DRUGAL ARE DRUGS/ALCOHOL A TEENAGE PROBLEM?
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 510 59.8 50.1 50.1
NO 2 193 18.8 19.0 69.1
DON'T KNOW 3 315 30.7 30.9 100.0
. 7 . MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0
Valid Cases 1018 Missing Cases 7
LOITNG 1S LOITERING A TEENAGE PROBLEM?
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 650 63.4 63.9 63.9
NO 2 254 24.8 25.0 88.8
DON’T RNOW 3 114 11. 11.2 100.0
. 7 . MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 1018 Missing Cases 7
__________________________ B e E L L e SR PR P P
VRDLSM 1S VANDALISM A TEENAGE PROBLEM?
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 540 52.7 53.0 53.0
NO 2 305 29.8 30.0 83.0
DON’T KNOW 3 173 6.9 17.0 100.0
. 7 . MISSING
TOTAL 1025 1 100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 1018 Missing Cases 7
UNMPLY IS UNEMPLOYMENT A TEENAGE PROBLEM?
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 380 37.1 37.3 37.3
NO 2 109 10.6 10.7 48.0Q
DON'T KNOW 3 530 51.7 52.0 100.0
. 6 .6 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0
Valid Cases 1019 Missing Cases 6
LCKJBS IS LACK OF JOB SKILL A TEENAGE PROBLEM?
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 360 35.1 35.4 35.4
NO 2 95 9.3 9.3 44,7
DON'T KNOW 3 562 54.8 55.3 100.0
. 8 . MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0
Valid Cases 1017 Missing Cases 8
TNPREG 1S PREGNANCY A TEENAGE PROBLEM?
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 - 224 21.9 22.0 22.0
NO 2 146 14.2 14.4 36.4
DON’T KNOW 3 647 63.1 63.6 100.0
. 8 . MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0

Valid Cases 1017 Missing Cases 8
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SCHLAT 1S POOR SCHOOL ATTENDANCE A TEENAGE PROB
Valid " Cum

Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 203 19.8 20.0 20.0
NO 2 115 11.2 11.3 31.3
DON’T KNOW 3 699 68.2 68.7 100.0

. 8 .8 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 1017 Missing Cases 8
LCKREC IS LACK OF REC. ACTIVITIES A TEENAGE PRO
Valid Cum

Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 324 31.6 31.9 31.9
NO 2 228 22.2 22.4 54.3
DON'T KNOW 3 465 45.4 45.7 100.0

. 8 .8  MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 1017 Missing Cases 8
LCKAMB 1S LACK OF AMBITION A TEENAGE PROBLEM?
Valld Cum

Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 422 41.2 41.5 41.5
NO 2 104 10.1 10.2 51.7
DON’'T KNOW 3 491 47.9 48.3 100.0

. 8 .8 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 1017 Missing Cases 8
PRBLAW IS PROBLEMS WITH THE LAW A TEENAGE PROBL
Valid Cum

Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 246 24.0 24.2 24.2
NO 2 177 17.3 17.4 41.6
DON'T EKNOW 3 594 58.0 58.4 100.0

. 8 .8  MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 1017 Missing Cases 8
PRBHOM 1S PROBLEMS AT HOME A TEENAGE PROBLEM?
. Valid Cum

Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 299 29.2 29.4 29.4
NO 2 124 12.1 12.2 41.6
DON’T KNOW 3 594 58.0 58.4 100.0

. 8 .8 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0
Valid Cases 1017 Missing Cases 8
DYCR DO YOU USE DAYCARE FACILITIES?
Valid Cum

Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 39 3.8 3.8 3.8
NO 2 979 95.5 96.2 100.0

. 7 .7 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0

Valid Cases 1018 Missing Cases 7
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DRWHY1 FIRST REASON WHY NOT

Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
NO NEE 1 665 64.9 75.1 75.1
NO NEED YET 2 30 .9 3.4 78.4
FAMILY CARES FOR CHILDREN 4 131 12.8 14.8 93.2
USE_A BABYSITTER 5 33 3.2 3.7 97.0
NG ROOM 1IN LOCAL DAYCARE 6 6 .6 -7 97.6
TOO_EXPENSIVE 11 10 1.0 1.1 98.8
POOR HOURS 13 2 .2 .2 99.0
OTHER 99 9 .9 1.0 100.0
. 139 13.6 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 886 Missing Cases 139
DRWHYZ SECOND REASON WHY NOT
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
NO NEED 1 1 .1 12.5 12.5
NO_NEED YET 2 2 .2 25.0 37.5
USE_A BABYSITTER 5 2 .2 25.0 62.5
OTHER 99 3 -3 37.5 100.0
. 1017 99.2 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0
Valid Cases 8 Missing Cases 1017
WHY RESIDENTS DON’T USE DAYCARE
NO NEED 666 74.50%
FAMILY CARES FOR CHILDR 131 14.65%
USE A BABYSITTER 35 3.91%
NO NEED YET 32 3.582
OTHER 12 1.347
TOO EXPENSIVE 10 1.127
NO ROOM IN LOCAL DAYCAR 6 0.67%
POOR HOURS 2 0.227
TOTAL 894 100.00Z
DYWES IF YES DO YOU USE DAYCARE IN WESTON?
Valid Cunm .
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent .
YES 1 24 2.3 61.5 61.5 .
NO 2 15 1.5 38.5 100.0
. 986 96.2 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100-0
Valid Cases 39 Missing Cases 986
DYNWHY1 FIRST REASON WHY NOT IN WESTON
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
UNAWARE OF FACILITIES 1 2 .2 14.3 14.3
PREFER FORMER FACILITIES 2 9 .9 64.3 78.6
NO ROOM IN LOCAL DAYCARE 3 3 .3 21.4 100.0
. 1011 98.6 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0  100.0

Valid Cases 14 ¥issing Cases 1011
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DYNWHY2 SECOND REASON WHY NOT IN WESTON

Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
UNAWARE OF FACILITIES 1 1 .1 50.0 50.0
PREFER FORMER FACILITIES 2 1 .1 50.0 100.0
. 1023 99.8 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100-0 100.0
Valid Cases 2 Missing Cases 1023

WHY RESIDENTS DON'T USE DAYCARE IN WESTON

PREFER FORMER FACILITY 10 62.50%
UNAWARE OF FACILITIES 3 18.75%
NO ROOM IN LOCAL DAYCAR 3 18.75%
TOTAL 16 100.002

INFNCR USE OR REQUIRE INFANT DAYCARE?
Valid Cum

Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 84 8.2 8.3 8.3
NQ 2 897 87.5 89.1 97.4
DON'T KNOW 3 26 2.5 2.6 100.

. 18 1.8 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0
Valid Cases 1007 Missing Cases 18
PRSCHL USE OR BEQUIERE PRE-SCHOOL DAYCARK?
Valid Cum

Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 151 14.7 15.0 15.0
NO 2 834 8l.4 82.6 97.5
DON’T KNOW 3 25 2.4 2.5 100.0

. 15 1.5 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0
Valid Cases 1010 Missing Cases 15
SCHLAG USE OR REQUIRE SCHOOL AGE DAYCARE?
Valid Cum

Value Label Value Frequency Percent Perceant Percent
1ES 1 199 19.4 19.7 19.7
NO 2 783 76.4 77.5 97.2
DON'T KNOW 3 28 2.7 2.8 100.0

. 15 1.5 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0
Valid Cases 1010 Missing Cases 15
TWFRHR USE OR REQUIRE TWERTY-FOUR HOUR DAYCARE?
Valid ~ _ Cum

Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 66 6.4 6.5 6.5
NQ 2 916 89.4 90.7 97.2
DON'T KNOW 3 28 2.7 2.8 100.0

. 15 1.5 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0

Valid Cases 1010 Missing Cases 15




21 December 4, 1987

EMRGCY USE OR REQUIRE EMERGENCY DAYCARKE?

Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 113 11.0 11.2 ll
NO 2 871 85.0 86.3 5
DON'T KNOW 3 23 2.4 2.5 100 0
. 16 1.6 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0
Valid Cases 1009 Missing Cases l6
OTHRDY1 FIRST OTHER DAYCARE DESIRED
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
SPECIALIZED DAYCARE 1 10 1.0 6.1 6.1
MORE DAYCARE 2 74 7.2 44.8 50.9
AFFORDABLE DAYCARE 3 15 1.5 9.1 60.0
SCHOOL AGE DAYCARE 4 20 2.0 12.1 72.1
TWENTIFQUR HOUR DAYCARE 6 9 .9 5.5 77.6
INFANT CARE 7 19 1.9 11.5 89.1
BETTER QUALITY DAYCARE 10 9 .9 5.5 94.5
OTHER 99 9 .9 5.5 100.0
. 860 83.9 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0
Valid Cases 165 Missing Cases 860
OTHRDY2 SECOND OTHER DAYCARE DESIRED
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
SPECIALIZED DAYCARE 1 2 -2 5.9 5.9
MORE DAYCARE 2 7 .7 20.6 26.5
AFFORDABLE DAYCARE 3 5 N1 14.7 41.2
SCHOOA AGE DAYCARE 4 8 .8 23.5 64.7
NTYFQUR HOUR DAYC 6 3 -3 8.8 73.5
INF NT CARE 7 1 .1 2.9 76.5
ETTER QUALITY DAYCA 10 3 .3 8.8 85.3
99 5 .5 14.7 100.0
. 991 96.7 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 34 Migsing Cases 991

OTHER DAYCARE FACILITIES RESIDENTS WOULD LIKE TO SEE

MORE DAYCARE : 81 40.70Z
SCHOOL AGE DAYCARE 28 14.072
AFFORDABLE DAYCARE 20 10.05%
INFANT CARE 20 10.05%z
OTHER 14 7.04Z
TWENTYFOUR HOUR DAYCARE 12 6.03Z
BETTER QUALITY DAYCARE 12 6.032
SPECTALTZED DAYCARE 12 6.03%
TOTAL 199 100.00Z2

PUBTRN DO YOU USE THE PUBLIC TRANSIT SYSTEM?

Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
ES 1 698 68.1 ° 68.7 68.7
NO 2 318 31.0 31.3 100.0
. 9 .9  MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0

Valid Cases 1016 Missing Cases 9
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PUBNWY1 FIEST REASON FOR NOT USING TRANSIT
Valid Cum

Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
USE QWN VEHICLE 1 256 2540 8l.8 8l.8
USE_FRIEND'S/RELATIVE’S 2 18 1.8 5.8 87.5
HEALTH REASONS 6 13 1.3 4.2 9l.7
OTHER 99 26 2.5 8.3 100.0

. 712 69.5 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0
Valid Cases 313 Missing Cases 712
PUBNWY2 SECOND REASON FOR NOT USING TRANSIT
Valid Cum

Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
USE OWN VEHIC 1 3 -3 30.0 30.0
USE IEND’SéRELATIVE’S 2 1 .1 10.0 40.0
HEALTH 6 2 -2 20.0 60.0
OTHER 99 4 -4 40.0 100.0

. 1015 99.0 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 10 Missing Cases 1015

WHY RESTIDENTS DON’T USE THE TRANSIT SYSTEM

USE OWN VEHICLE 259 80.197
OTHER 30 9.292
USE FRIENDS/RELATIVES V 19 5.88%
HEALTH REASONS 15 4,647
TOTAL 323 100.00Z

PUBYST IF TRANSIT 1S USED ARE YOU SATISFIED?
Valid Cum

Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 541 52.8 78.1 78.1
NO 2 152 14.8 21.9 100.0

. 332 32.4 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0
Valid Cases 693 Missing Cases 332
PUBYRY WHY NOT SATISFIED?
Valid Cum

Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
DRIVERS RECKLESS/UNFRIENDLY 1 12 1.2 8.0 8.0
SCHEDULE INA 2 10 1.0 6.7 14.7
INDIRECT R UTES 5 33 3.2 22.0 36.7
INFRE%U STQPS 7 7 -7 4.7 41.3
IMPROVE/ADD SHELTERS 8 12 1.2 8.0 49.3
INFREQUENT SERVICE 9 71 6.9 47.3 96.7
OTHER 99 3 .5 3.3 100.0

. 875 85.4  MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 150 Missing Cases 875
SHPVWES DO SHOPPING IN WESTON?
Valid Cum

Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 350 34.1 34.6 34.6
NO 2 663 64.7 65.4 100.0

. 12 1.2  MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0

Valid Cases 1013 Missing Cases 12
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Valid
Percent

63.7
36.3
MISSING

Valid
Percent

December 4,

Cun
Percent

63.7
100.0

1987

FOODST DO YOU USE FOOD STORE IN WESTON?

Value Label Value TFrequency Percent
1ES 1 647 63.1
NO 2 368 35.9

. 10 1.0

TOTAL 1025 100.0
Valid Cases 1015 Missing Cases 10
ESTWYN WHY NOT USE FOOD STORE IN WESTON?

Value Label Value Frequency Percent
NONE IN AREA 1 13 1.3
POOR SELECTION 2 28 2.7
INCONVENIENT 3 3 .3
TOQ_EXPENSIVE 4 32 .1
PREFER STORE OUTSIDE WESTON 5 35 3.4

. 914 89.2
TOTAL 1025  100.0

Missing Cases

CLTHST DO YOU USE CLOTHING STORE IN WESTON?
Value Label Value Frequency Percent
YES 1 461 45
NO 2 555 .l
. 9 -
TOTAL 1025  100.0
Valid Cases 1016 Missing Cases g

Valid
Percent

45.4
54.6
MISSING

Cum
Percent

45.4
100.0

CLTWIN WHY ROT USE CLOTHING STORE IN WESTON?

Value Label Value Frequency Percent
NONE IN AREA 1 39 3.8
POOR SELECTION 2 42 4.1
POOR_QUALITY 3 14 1.4
NO_NEED . 4 10 1.0
PREFER STORE QUTSIDE WESTON 5 43 4.2

. 877 85.6
TOTAL 1025 100.¢
Yalid Cases 148 Missing Cases 877

Valid
Percent

BRDWST DO YOU USE HARDWARE STORE IN WESTON?

Value Label Value Frequency Percent
YES 1 86 8.4
NO 2 928 90.5

. 11 1.
TOTAL 1025  100.0
Valid Cases 1014 Missing Cases 11

Valid
Percent

8.5
91.5
MISSING

Cum
Percent

8.5
100.0

HEDWYN WHY NOT USE HARDWARE STORE IN WESTON?

Value Label Value Frequency Percent
NONE 1 240 23.4
POORéNO SELEC I0N 2 4 .
PREF STORE OUTSIDE WESTON 3 64 6.2
NO NEED 4 89 .

B 628 61.3
TOTAL 1025 100.0
Valid Cases 397 Missing Cases 628

Valid
Parcent

Cum
Percent

50.5
61.5

77.6
100.0
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DRUGST DO YOU USE DBUGSTORE IN WESTON?

;. Valid © Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 771 75.2 76.3 76.3
NO 2 240 23.4 23.7 100.0
. 14 l.4 MISSING
TOTAL 71025 100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 1011 Missing Cases 14
DRGWYN WHY NOT USE DRUGSTORE IN WESTON?
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
TOQ FAR 1 7 .7 5.1 5.1
TO0 EXPENSIVE 2 90 8.8 66.2 71.3
TOO INCONVENIENT 3 9 .9 6.6 77.9
NO_NE 4 8 . 5.9 83.8
PREFER DRUGSTORE OUTSIDE WESTON 5 22 2.1 16.2 100.0
. 889 86.7 MISSING
TOTAL 71025 100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 136 Missing Cases 889
CONVST DO YOU USE CONVENIENCE STORE IN WESTON?
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent -Percent Percent
YES 1 631 61.6 62.3 62.3
NO 2 382 37.3 37.7 100.0
. 12 1.2  MISSIKG
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 1013 Missing Cases 12
CONWYN WHY NOT USE CONVENIENCE STORE IN WESTON?
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
TOQ FAR .1 1.0 1.0
TOQ EXPENSIVE 2 46 4.5 47.9 49.0
HANG-OUT 3 . 4.2 53.1
NO NEED 4 38 3.7 39.6 92.7
POOR SELECTION 5 -7 7.3 100.0
. 929 90.6 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 96 Missing Cases 929
DCTROF USE DOCTORS OFFICE IN WESTON?
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 393 38.3 38.7 38.7
NO 2 622 60.7 61.3 100.0
B 10 1.0 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 1015 Missing Cases 10
DCTWIN WHY DONRT USE DOCTOR IN WESTON?
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
NO_24 HR. SERVICE 1 4 W4 1.7 1.7
PREFER DOCTOR OUTSIDE WESTON 2 176 17.2 75.5 77.3
NO NEED 3 13 1.3 5.6 82.8
NONE IN_AREA 4 10 1.0 4.3 87.1
DONT LIKE DOCTORS IN WESTON 5 30 2.9 12. 100.0
. 792 77.3 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 ' 100.0  100-0

Valid Cases 233 Missing Cases 792




DENTOF USE DENTISTS OFFICE IN WESTON?

Value Label Value Frequency
YES 1 269
NO 2 746

. 10
TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 1015 Missing Cases 10

25

Percent

Valid
Percent

26.5
73.5
MISSING

December 4,

Cum
Percent

26.3
100.0

1987

DENWYN WHY DONT USE DENTIST IN WESTON?

Percent
1.5
1428

Valid
Percent

5.5
1.5
56.
8.
22.
3.3
MISSING

o=

Cum
Percent

Value Label Value Frequency
NONE_IN_AREA 1 15
TOO_EXPENSIVE 2 4
PREFER DENTIST OUTSIDE WESTON 3 152
NO TEETH 4 23
NO_NEED *5 62
DONT LIKE DENTIST IN WESTON 6 7%2

TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 271 Missing Cases 754
BARBHR USE BARBER IN WESTON?

Value Label Value Frequency
YES 1 358
NO 2 658

. 9
TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 1016 Missing Cases 9

Percent

34.9
64.2

Valid
Percent

35.2
64.8
MISSING

Cum
Percent

35.2
100.0

BARWYN WHY NOT USE BARBAR TN WESTON?

Percent

11.4
2.3
1.2

-3
7.5
1.2

75.3

Valid
Percent

Cum
Percent

Value Label Value Frequency
OTHER/SELF CUTS HAIR 1 117
NO SELECTION 2 24
TOO EXPENSIVE 3 12
NOT_CONVE 4 3
PREFER HAIRDRESSER OUTSIDE AREA 5 77
NO NEED 6 8
POOR QUALITY 7 12

. 772
TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 253 Missing Cases 772
RESCAF USE RESTAURANT IN WESTON?

Value Label Value F¥requency
YES 1 410
NO 2 604

L. 11
TOTAL "1025
Valid Cases 1014 Missing Cases 11

Percent

40.0
58.9

Valid
Percent

40.4
59.6
MISSING

Cum
Percent

40.4
100.0

RESWYIN WHY NOT USE RESTAURANT IN WESTON?

Value Label Valua Frequency
POOR/NO SELECTION 1 75
TOQ EXPENSIVE 2 7
NONE_IN AREA 4 34

5 63
. 846
TOTAL 1025

Valid Cases 179 Missing Cases 846

Valid
Percent

Cum
Percent
41.9
45.8
64.8
100.0
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LAURMT USE LAUNDRAMAT IN WESTON?
Valid Cum

Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 20 2.0 2.0 2.G
NO 2 997 97.3 98.0 100.0

. 8 .8  MISSING .
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0
Valid Cases 1017 - Missing Cases 8
LAUWYR WHY NOT USE ;AUNDRAHAT IN WESTON? )
. Valid Cum

Value Label . Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
HAVE OWN MACHINE 1 434 42.3 83.6 83.6
NONE CLOSE BY 2 85 8.3 16.4 100.6G

. 506 49 .4 MISSING :
, TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0
Valid Cases 519 Missing Cases 506
CARPR USE CAR REPATR/GAS IN WESTON?
: Valid Cum

Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 464 45.3 45.8 45.8
NO : 2 550 53.7 54.2 100.0Q

. 11 1.1 MISSING i
TOTAL 1025° 100.0  100.0 ‘
Valid Cases 1014 Missing Cases 11
CARWIN WHY NOT USE CAR REPATR/GAS IN WESTON?
; Valid Cum

Value Label : Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
DONT_OWN VEHICLE 1 181 17.7 71.5 71.5
TOO EXPENSIVE 2 6 .6 2.4 73.9
POOR SELECTION 3 4 A 1.6 75.5
DO_OWN REPAIRS 5 19 1.9 7.3 83.0
PREFER SERVICE QUTSIDE WESTON 6 43 4.2 17.0 100.0

. 772 75.3 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 253 Missing Cases 772
BANK USE BANK IN WESTON?
Valid Cum

Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 664 64.8 65.7 65.7
NO 2 347 33.9 34.3 100.0

. 14 1.4 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 1011 Missing Cases 14
BNKWIN WHY NOT USE BANK IN RESTOR? .
Valid Cum

Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
POOR SERVICE 1 24 2.3 25.3 25.3
POOR _HOURS 2 3 -3 3.2 28.4
PREFER BANK OUTSIDE WESTON 3 68 6.6 71.6 100.0

B 930 90.7 MISSING
TOTAL 1025~ 100.0  100.0

Valid Cases 95 Missing Cases 930
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USE VETERINARIAN IN WESTON?

Vaidid
Egg?eqt
C.T

98.3
MISSING

Valid
Percent

71.0
24.6

4.4
MISSING

Valid
Percent

Valid
Percent

Valid
Percent

fecember 4, 1987

. Cum
Percent

10313

Cum
Percent

71.0
95.6
100.0

Cum
Percent

VIBRNEN

Value Label Value Frequency Percent
YES 1 17 1.7
NO 2 996 97.2

. 12 l.
TOTAL 1025  100.0
Valid Cases 1013 Missing Cases 12
VINWYN WHY NOT USE VETERINARIAN IN WESTON?

Value Label Value Frequency Percent
NO PETS 1 384 37.5
NONE IN AREA 2 - 133 13.0
PREFER VET OUTSIDE OF WESTON 3 24 2.3

. 484 47.2

TOTAL 1025  100.0
Valid Cases 541 Missing Cases 484
SER¥S1 OTHER STORES]SERVICES NEEDED (1ST)

Value Label Value Frequency Percent
MAJOR GROCERY STORE 1 296 28.9
HARDWARE STORE 2 73 7.1
OTHER SERVICES 3 40 3.9
OTHER _STORES 4 61 6.0
VETERINARIAN 7 44 4.3
LAUNDRAMAT 8 63 6.1
OTHER 98 27 2.6
NO DEVELOPMENT WANTE 99 5 ]

. 416 40.6
TOTAL 1025  100.0
Valid Cases 609 Missing Cases 416
______________________ o e e e
SERVS2 OTHER STORES/SERVICES NEEDED (ZND)

Value Label Value Frequency Percent
MAJOR GROCERY STORE 1 29 2.8
HARDWARE. STORE 2 48 4.7
OTHER SERVICES 3 31 3.0
OTHER _STORES 4 23 2.4
VETERINARIAN 7 28 2.7
LAUNDRAMAT 8 37 3.6
OTHER 98 12 1.2

. 815 79.5

TOTAL 1025  100.0
Valid Cases 210 Missing Cases 815
SERVS3 OTHER STORES|SERVICES NEEDED (3RD)

Value Label Value Frequency Percent
MAJOR GROCERY STORE 1 6 .6
HARDWARE STORE 2 6 .6
OTHER SERVICES 3 15 1.5
OTHER _STORES 4 7 .7
VETERINARIAN 7 13 1.3
LAUNDRAMAT 8 9 .9
OTH 98 4 .4

. 965 94.1
TOTAL 1025 100.0

Migsing Cages




Weston Community Survey 28

OTHER STORES OR SERVICES NEEDED IN WESTON

MAJOR GROCERY STORE 331 37.662
HARDWARE STORE 127 14.452
LAUNDRAMAT 109 12.40%
OTHER STORES 93 10.58%
OTHER SERVICES 86 9.78%
VETERINARTIAN 85 9.67%
OTHER 48 5.462
TOTAL 879 100.00%
CNDSTR IMPROVE CONDITION OF STREETS?
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 552 53.9 54.2 54.2
NO : 2 409 39.9 40.1 94.3
DON'T KNOW 3 58 5. 5.7 100.0
. 6 . MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 1019 Missing Cases 6
CHDSWK IMPROVE CONDITION OF SIDEWALK?
Valid Cun
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 430 42.0 42.2 42.2
NO 2 552 53.9 54.2 96.4
DON’T KNOW 3 37 3.6 3.6 100.0
. 6 . MISSIKG .
TOTAL “1025° 100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 1019 Missing Cases 6
STRSGN IMPROYE STEET SIGNS?
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 173 16.9 17.0 17.0
NOQ 2 745 72.7 73.3 90.4
DON'T KNOW -3 98 . 9.6 100.0
. 9 . MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 1016 Missing Cases 9
STRLGT IMPROYE STREET LIGHTING?
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 164 16.0 16.1 16.1
NO 2 831 8l. 8l.6 97.
DON’T KNOW 3 23 2. 2.3 100.
. 7 . MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0  100.0




LNLTNG IMPROVE LANE LIGHTING?

Value Label Value Frequency
YES 1 243
NO 2 709
DON’T KNOW 3 6?

TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 1018 Missing Cases 7

29

Valid
Percent

23.9
69.6

6.5
MISSING

December 4,

Cunm
Percent

23.9
93.5
100.0

1987

CONBLY IMPROVE COND. OF BOULEVARD?

Value Label Value Frequency
YES 1 340
NO 2 614
DON’T KNOW 3 6%

TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 1017 Missing Cases 8

Valid

Percent

33.4
6

6.2
MISSING

Cum
Percent

33.4
93.8
100.0

STRPAR IMPROVE STREET PARKING?

Value Label Value Frequency
YES 1 409
NO : 2 543
DON’T KNOW 3 6?

TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 1018 Missing Cases 7

Percent

39.9
53.0
6

Valid
Percent

40.2

53.%
MISSiNG

Cum
Percent

40.2
93.5
100.0

PCFLNS IMPROVE PEACEFULNESS?

2
Percent

31.1
66.8
1

Valid
Percent

31.4
67.
1.2

MISSING

Cum
Percent

31.4
98.8
100.0

Value Label Value Freqﬁency
IES 1 319
NO . 2 685
DON’T KNOW 3 l%

TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 1016 Missing Cases 9
TREES IMPROVE TREES?

Value Label Value Frequency
YES 1 331
NO 2 654
DON’T KNOW 3 32

TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 1019 Missing Cases 6

Percent

32.3
63.8
3.3

Valid
Percent

32.5
64-2

3.3
MISSING

Cum
Percent

32.5
96.7
100.0

GENAPP IMPROVE GENERAL APPEARANCE?

Value Label Value Frequency
YES 1 546
NO 2 427
DON’T KNOW 3 4g

TOTAL 1025

Valid
Percent
53.7

42.0

4.3
MISSING

Cum
Percent

53.7
95.7
100.0
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NOISE DISTURBED

Value Label
YES
NO
DON'T KNOW

DISTUBRBED

Value Label
YES
NO
DON’T KNOW

APPIND DISTURBED

Value Label
YES
NO
DON'T KNOW

Value Label
S

YE
NO
DON’T KNOW

TRECNS DISTURBED

Value Label
YES
NO
DON’T KNOW

LITTER DISTURBED

Value Label
YES
NO
DON'T KNOW

BY NOISE FROM IND?

Value Frequency

1 302

2 712

3 5

. 6

TOTAL 1025
Missing Cases 6

BY TRAFFIC FROM IND?

Value Frequency

1 214

2 801

3 4

. 6

TOTAL 1025
Missing Cases 6

BY APPEARANCE OF IND?

Value Frequency

1 122

2 866

3 30

. 7

TOTAL 1025
Missing Cases 7

BY LOOSE/NOISY PETS?

Value Frequency

1 568

2 441

3 9

. 7

TOTAL 1025
Missing Cases 7

BY TRAFFIC NOISE?

Value Frequency

1 291

2 720

3 7

. 7

TOTAL 1025
Missing Cases 7

BY LITTERING?

Value Frequency

1 556

2 447

3 14

. 8

TOTAL 1025

30

Percent

Percent

20.9
78.1

Percent

11.9
84.5

Percent

28.4
70.2

Percent
54.2

Valid

Percent
29.6
69.

MIssING

Valid
Percent

21.0
78.6

Valid
Percent

12.0
8501
2:9

_MIs§1NG

Valid
Percent

55.8
43.3

.9
MISSING

Valid
Percent

28.6
70.7

.7
MISSING

Valid

Parcent
54.7
44,0

1.4
*MISSING

Cum
Percent

29.6
99.5
100.0

Cunm
Percent

21.0
99.6
100.0

Cun
Percent

12.0
97.1
100.0

Cum
Percent

55.8
9951
100.0

Cun
Percent

28.6
99.3
100.0

Cum
Percent

54.7
98.6
100.0
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Valid
Percent

¢ 27.0
67.1

5.9
MIsSiNG

December 4,

.Cunm
Percent

27.0
94.1
100.0

1987

79.

Valid
Percent

18.0
79.8

2.2
MISSING

Cum
Percent

18.0
97.8
100.0

TRKTRF IS TRUCK TRAFFIC A PROBLEM?

Value Label Value Frequency
IES 1 274
NO 2 682
DON’T KNOW 3 68

TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 1016 Missing Cases 9
DI¥GET DIFFICULT GETTING IN/OUT OF AREA?

Value Label Value Frequency
YES 1 183
NO 2 811
DON'T ENOW 3 Z%

TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 1016 Missing Cases 9
UNSPED UNSAFE PEDESTRIAN CROSSINGS A PROB?

Value Label Value Frequency
YES 1 395
NO 2 577
DON’T KNOW 3 40

. 13
TOTAL 1025

Valid Cases 1012 Missing Cases 13

Percent

38.5
56.3

Valid
Percent

39.0.
57.0

4.0
HMISSING

Cunm
Percent

39.0
96.0
100.0

SPDRES SPEEDING ON RES STREETS A PROB?
Value Label Value Frequency
YES 1 654
NO 2 311
DON'T ENOW 3 47
. 13
TOTAL 1025

Valid Cases 1012 Missing Cases 13

Percent

63.8
30.3

Valid
Percent

64.6
7

4.6
HMISSING

Cum
Percent

64.6
95.4
100.

Percent

15.2
18.7

SRRSO

Valid
Percent

Cum
Percent

OTTRAF1 OTHER TRAFFIC PROBLEMS (1ST)
Value Label Value Frequency
SPEEDING DANGERQUS DRIVERS 1 156
AFFI ONTROLS NEEDED 4 192
TRAEYIC HAZARDS 5 65
CROSSWALKS DANGERQUS 6 34
LACK OF STREET PARKING 8 26
SNOW REMOVAL 10 20
TRUCKS ON STREET 17 27
OTHER 99 23
. 482
TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 543 Missing Cases 482
OTTRA¥2  OTHER TRAFFIC PROBLEMS (2RD)
Value Label Value Frequency
SPEEDING DANGEROUS DRIVERS 1 60
AFFI LS ED 4 65
AFEI AZ R S ] 24
CROSSWALKS DANGEROUS 6 14
LACK OF STREET PARKING 8 15
SNOW_REMOV 10 10
TRUCKS ON STREET 17 13
99 16
. 808
TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 217 Missing Cases 808

Valid
Percent

27. 6

30.0
11.1

Cum
Percent
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OTTRAF3 OTHER TRA¥FIC PROBLEMS (3RD)
Valild Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
SPEEDING DANGEROUS DRIVERS 1 21 2.0 30.0 30.0
RAFFI TROLS NEEDED 4 2] 2.0 30.0 650.0
AFFIC HA 5 7 .7 10.0 70.0
CROSSWALKS DANGERQU 6 5 1 7.1 77.1
ACK STR EET PARKING 8 3 .3 4.3 8l.4
SNOW REMOVA 10 8 .8 11.4 92.9
TRUCKS ON STREET 17 1 .1 1.4 94.3
99 4 4 5.7 100.0
B 955 93.2 MISSING '
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 70 Missing Cases 955
OTHER TRAFFIC PROBLEMS
TRAFFIC CONTROLS NEEDED 278 33.497
SPEEDING/DANGEROUS DRIV 237 28.55%
TRAFFIC HAZARDS 926 11.57Z
CROSSWALKS DANGEROUS 53 6.397
LACK OF STREET PARKING 44 5.302
OTHER 43 5.182
TRUCKS ON STREET 41 4.947
SNOW REMOVAL 38 4,582
TOTAL 830 100.00Z :
RNTOWN DO YOU RENT OR OWN?
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
RENT 1 316 30. 31.3 31.3
OWN 2 . 693 67.6 68.7 100.0
. 16 1. MISSING B
TOTAL 1025 7100.0 100.0
Valid Cases 1009 Missing Cases 16
STROWN REQUIRE STRUCTURAL REPAIRS?
: Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 234 22.8 100.0 100.0
. 791 77.2 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 234 Missing Cases 791
HTGOWR REQUIRE HEATING REPAIRS?
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 61 6.0 100.0 100.0
. 964 94.0 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0
Valid Cases 61 Missing Cases 964
ELCOWN  REQUIRE ELECTRICAL REPAIRS? 777777077777~
) Valid . Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 117 11.4 100.0 100.0
. 908 88.6 - MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0 .
Valid Cases 117 Missing Cases 908




PLMOWN REQUIRE PLUMBING REPAIRS?

Value Label Value Frequency
YES 1 111
. 914

TOTAL 1025

Valid Cases 111 Missing Cases 914

33

Percent

10.8
89.2

Valid
Percent

100.0
MISSING

December 4,

Cum
Percent

100.¢

1987

OTHOWN REQUIRE OTHER REPAIRS?

Value Label Value Frequency
YES 1 171
T 854

TOTAL 1025

Valid Cases 171 Missing Cases 854

Percent

16.7
83.3

Valid

Percent

100.0
MISSING

Cum
Percent

100.0

NONOWN DO NOT REQUIRE REPAIRS

Percent

23.1
76.9

Valid
Percent

100.0
MISSING

Cunm
Percent

100.0

Value Label Value Frequency
YES 1 237
E 788

TOTAL 1025

Valid Cases 237 Missing Cases 788

RRAP SOMEONE TO EXPLAIN BRAP TO YOU?

Value Label Value Frequency
YES 1 272
NO 2 425
. 328
TOTAL 1025

Valid Cases 697 Missging Cases 328

Valid
Percent

39.0
61.0
MISSING

Cum
Percent

39.0
100.0

SATLIY SATISFIED WITH QUARTERS?

Value Label Value Frequency
YES 1 253
NO 2 61

. 711
TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 314 Missing Cases 711

Percent
24.7

Valid
Percent

80.6
19.4
MISSING

Cum
Percent

80.6
100.0

LIVIMP QUARTERS NEED IMPROVEMENT?

Value Label Value Frequency
YES 1 154
NO 2 156

. 715
TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 310 Missing Cases 715

Valid
Percent

49.7
50.3
MISSING

Cum
Percent

49.7
100.0

STRTEN REQUIBRE STRUCTURAL REPAIRS?

Value Label Value Frequency
YES 1 86
. 939

TOTAL 1025

Valid Cases 86 Missing Cases 939

Valid
Percent

100.0
MISSING

Cum
Percent

100.0
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HIGTEN REQUIRE HEATING REPATRS?
Value Label Value Frequency
YES 1 32
. 993
TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 32 Missing Cases 993
ELCTEN REQUIRE ELECTRICAL REPATRS?
Value Label Value Frequency
YES 1 37
B 988
TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 37 Missing Cases 988
PLMTEN REQUIRE PLUMBING REFPAIRS?
Value Label Value Frequency
YES 1 42
B 983
TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 42 Missing Cases 983
OTHTENR REQUIRE OTHER REPAIRS?
Value Label Value Frequency
YES 1 105
. 920
TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 105 Missing Cases 920
NONRTER DO ROT REQUIRE REPAIRS
Value Label Value Frequency
YES 1
B 1016
TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 9 Missing Cases 1016
SERLAN RECEIVE GOOD SERVICE FROM LANDLORD?
Value Label Value Frequency
YES 1 235
NO 2 52
NO COMMENT 3 12
. 726
TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 299 Missing Cases 726
SERNOX1 1ST COMMENT ON LANDLORD
Value Label Value Frequency
IGNORES REQUESTS 1 32
DIFFICULT TOQ_CONTACT 2 7
INADEQUATE REPAIRS 3 4
SLOW KESPONSE 4 12
. 970
TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 55 Missing Cases 970

34

Percent

Percent

10.2
89.8

Valid Cum
Percent Percent
100.0 100.0

MISSING
100.0
Valid Cum
Percent Percent
100.0 100.0
MISSING
100.0
Valid Cum
Percent Percent
100.0 100.0
MISSING
100.0
Valid + Cum
Percent Percent
100.0 100.0
MISSING
100.0
Valid Cum
Percent Percent
100.0 100.0
MISSING
100.0
Valid Cumni
Percent Percent
78.6 78.6
17.4 96.0
4.0 100.0
MISSING
100.0°
Valid . Cum
Percent Percent
58.2 58.2
12.7 70.9
7.3 78.2
21.8 100.0
MISSING
100.0
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SERNOX2 2KD COMMENRT ON LANDLORD
Valid - Cum -

Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
INADEQUATE REPAIRS 3 3 -3 30:0 50.0
SLOW RKESPONSE 4 3 . . 100.0

. 1019 99.4 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 6 Missing Cases 1019

WHY RESTDENTS WHO RENT FEEL THEY DON’T GET
GOOD SERVICE FROM THEIR LANDLORD

IGNORES REQUESTS 32 52.462
SLOW RESPONSE 15 24.597
DIFFICULT TO CONTACT 7 11.48%7
INADEQUATE REPAIRS 7 11.482Z
TOTAL 61 100.00Z

SGLFAM WOULD LIKE TO SEE SING. FAM. HOME?

: Valid Cunm
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 926 90.3 9l.1 91.1
NO 2 28 2.7 . 2.8 93.9
DON’T KNOW 3 62 6.0 6.1 100.
. 9 .9 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 1016 Misgsing Cases 9
DUPLEX WOULD LIKE TO SEE DUPLEX?
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 491 47.9 48.3 48.3
NO 2 425 41.5 41.8 90.2
DON’T KNOW 3 100 .8 . 9.8 100.0
. 9 .9 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0
Valid Cases 1016 Missing Cases 9
ROWTWN WOULD LIKE TO SEE ROW OR TOWNHOUSE?
Valid Cum -
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 239 23.3 23.5 23.5
NO 2 683 66.6 67.3 90.8
DON'T KNOW 3 93 9.1 9.2 100.0
. 10 1.0 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0
Valid Cases 1015 Missing Cases 10
APTLOW WOULD LIKE TO SEE LOW-RISE APT.?
’ Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
YES 1 362 35.3 35.6 35.6
NQ 2 562 54.8 55.3 90.9
DON’T KNOW 3 92 9.0 9.1 100.0
. 9 .9 MISSIKG
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
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APTHIH WOULD LIKE TO SEE HIGH-RISE APT.?

36

Value Label Value Frequency Percent
YES 1 162 15.8
NO 2 769 75.0
DON’T KNOW 3 Sg 8.3

TOTAL 1025  100.0
Valid Cases 1016 Migsing Cases 9

Valid

Percent

15.9
75.7

8.4
MISSING

Cum
Percent

15.9
91.6
100.0

HANDIC WOULD LIKE TO SEE HOUSING FOR HANDICAPPE

Value Label Value Frequency Percent
YES 1 816 79.6
NO 76 7.4
DON’T ENOW 3 123 12.0

. 10 1.0
TOTAL 1025  100.0
Valid Cases 1015 Missing Cases 10

Valid
Percent

80.4
7.5

12.1
MISSING

Cum
Percent

80.4
87.9
100.0

GOYREN WOULD LIXE TO SEE GOVT. RENTAL?

Value Label Value Frequency Percent
YES 1 426 41.6
NO 2 458 44.7
DON'T KNOW 3 130 2.

. 11 1.1
TOTAL 1025 100.0
Valid Cases 1014 Missing Cases 11

Valid
Percent

42.0
43.2

12.8
MISSING

Cum
Percent

42.0
87.2
100.0

SENCUP WOULD LIKE TO SEE HOUSING FOR SENIOR COU

Value Label Value Frequency
YES Sl 852
NO 2 84
DON’'T KNOW 3 79

: . 10
TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 1015 Missing Cases 10

Percent
83.1

100.0

SENSGL WOULD LIKE TO SEE HOUSING FOR SINGLE SIN

Value Label Value Frequency Perceat
YES 1 840 82.0
NO 2 89 8.
DON’T KNOW 3 85 8.3

. 11 .
TOTAL ~  .1025  100.0

Valid Cases 1014 Missing Cases 11

Valid
Percent

83.9

7.8
MISSING

Valid
Percent

82.8
8.8

8.4
MISSING

Cum
Percent

83.9
92.2
100.0

Cunm
Percent

82.8
91.6
100.0
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AGE OF RESIDENTS

<13 574 8.072
13-19 . 1670 23.4827
20-24 2004 28.18%
25-34 ’ 898 12.632
35-44 694 9.762
45-54 . 243 3.422
55-59 123 1.73%
60-64 174 2.457
65-69 192 2.7QZ
70+ 539 7.582
TOTAL 7111 100.00Z

AGE1l AGE OF RESPONRDERT
Valid Cun
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
<13 0 7 -7 .7 .7
13-19 1 37 3.6 3.6 4.3
20-24 2 88 8.6 8.7 13.0
25-34 3 206 20.1 20.3 33.3
35-44 4 131 12.8 12.9 46.2
43-54 3 124 12.1 12.2 58.4
55-59 6 59 5.8 5.8 64.2
60-64 7 87 8.5 8.6 72.8
65-69 8 107 10.4 10.5 83.3
70+ 9 169 16.5 16.7 100.0
. 10 1.0 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 1015 Missing Cases 10
STATS1 STATUS OF RESPORDENT
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
FATHER /HUSBAND 1 243 23.7 23.9 23.9
MOTHER /WIFE 2 463 45.2 45.5 69.4
SON 3 27 2.6 2.7 72.1
DAUGHTER 4 27 2.6 2.7 14.7
GRANDMOTHER 5 7 .7 .7 715.4
UNCLE 8 1 .1 .-l 75.3
NGLE 9 241 23.5 23.7 99.2
BROTHER 10 2 .2 .2 99.4 .
STER 11 3 ] -3 99.7
NEPHEW 13 1 -1 .1 99.8
ER 15 2 .2 22 100.0
. 8 .8 MISSING -
TOTAL 1025 100.0- 100.0
Valid Cases 1017 Missing Cases 8
SEX1 SEX OF RESPORDENT
Valid Cum
Value Label Value TFrequency Percent Percent Percent
MALE 1 356 34:7 35.0 35.0
FEMALE 2 661 64.5 65.0 100.0
. 8 -8 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0

Valid Cases 1017 Missing Cases 8
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AGE2 AGE OF # 2
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
<13 0 72 7.0 8.9 8.9
13-19 1 33 3.2 4.1 13.0
20-24 2 66 6.4 8.2 21.2
25-34 3 157 15.3 19.5 40.7
35-44 4 124 12.1 15.4 56.1
45-54 2 87 8.5 10.8 66.9
55-59 6 49 4.8 6.1 73.0
60-64 7 67 6.5 8.3 81.3
65-69 8 73 7.1 9.1 90.3
70+ 9 78 7.6 9.7 100.0
. 219 21.4  MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 - 100.0
Valid Cases 806 Missing Cases 219
STATS2 STATUS OF # 2
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
FATHER /HUSBAND 1 337 32.9 41.8 41.8
MOTHER/WIFE 2 266 26.0 33.0 74.7
SON 3 71 6.9 8.8 83.5
DAUGHTER 4 53 5.2 6.6 90.1
GRANDMOTHER 5 1 -1 -1 90.2
GRANDFATHER 6 2 .2 .2 90.5
UNCLE 8 2 .2 .2 90.7
NGLE 9 33 3.2 4.1 94.8
BROTHER 10 14 1.4 1.7 96.5
STER 11 14 1.4 1.7 98.3
CE 12 1 .1 -1 98.4
NEPHEW 13 1 .1 .1 98.5
=LAW 14 3 <3 .4 98.9
OTHER 15 3 3 o4 99.3
GRANDCHILD 16 6 -6 .7 100.0
. 218 21.3  MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0
Valid Cases 807 Missing Cases 218
SEX2 SEX OF # 2
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
MALE 1 449 43.8 55.6 55.6
FEMALE 2 358 34.9 44.4 100.0
. 218 21.3 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0; 100.0
Valid Cases 807 Misging Cases 218
AGEZ AGE OF # 3 T TTTTTTToTTTTTTTTTTTemmmmmTmmmmmmTmmTTT
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
<13 0 23> 22.9 51.1 51.1
13-19 1 8s8 8.6 19.1 0.
20-24 2 37 3.6 8.0 78.3
25-34 3 35 3.4 1.6 85.9
35-44 4 33 3.2 7.2 93.0
45-34 5 12 1.2 2.6 95.17
55-59 6 6 .6 1.3 97.0
60-64 1 11 1.1 2.4 99.3
65-69 8 3 .3 -7 100.0
. 565 55.1 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0  100.0

Valid Cases 460 Missing Cases 565

e
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STATS3 STATUS OF # 3

Value Label Value Frequency Percent
FATHER/HUSBAND 1 27 2.6
MOTH R/WIFE 2 20 2.0

N 3 204 19.9
D GHTER 4 158 15.4
GRANDMOTHER ) 1 -1
GRANDFATHER 6 2 .2
AUNT 7 4 o4

NGLE 9 6 -6
BROTHER 10 7 .7

STER 11 10 1.0

ECE 12 2 .2
IN-LAW 14 7 .7
OTHER 15 5 .5
GRANDCHILD 16 g -8

. 564 55.0
TOTAL 1025  100.0
Valid Cases 461 Missing Cases 564
AGE4 AGE OF # 4%

Value Label Value Frequency Percent
<13 0 147 14.3
13-19 1 49 4.8
20-24 2 24 2.3
25-34 3 29 2.8
35-44 4 14 1.4
45-54 5 5 .5
55-59 [ 1 -1
60-64 7 2 .2
65-69 8 2 -2

. 752 73.4
TOTAL 1025 100.0
Valid Cases 273 Missing Cases 752

Valid Cum
Percent Percent
5.9 5.9
4.3 10.2
44 .3 54.4
34.3 88.7
.2 88.9
-4 89.4
.9 90.2
1.3 91.5
1.5 93.1
2.2 95.2
4 95.7
1.5 97.2
1.1 98.3
1.7 100.0
MISSING
100.0
Valid Cum
Percent Percent
53.8 53. 8
17.9 71.8
8.8 80.6
10.6 91.2
5.1 96.3
1.8 98.2
.4 98.5
.7 99.3
i 100.0
MISSING
100.0
Valid Cun
Percent Percent
7.4 7.4
3.3 10.7
40.1 50.7
36.0 86.8
.4 87.1
1.5 88.6
2.6 91.2
1.8 93.0
.7 93.8
.4 94 .1
1.8 96.0
2.6 98.5
1.5 100.0
MISSING
100.0
_Valid Cum
Percent ' Percent
65. 8 65. 8
12.0 77.8
2.6 80.3
4.3 84.6
5.1 89.7
1.7 9l.5
.9 92.3
1.7 94.0
1.7 95.7
4.3 100.0
MISSING
100.0

STATS4 STATUS OF # 4
Value Label Value Frequency Percent
FATHER/HUSBAND 1 20 2.0
MOTHER/WIFE 2 9 .9
SON 3 109 10.6
DAUGHTER 4 98 9.6
GRANDFATHER 6 1 .1
SINGLE 9 4 .4
BROTHER 10 7 .7
SISTER 11 5 .3
ECE 12 2 .2
NEPHEW 13 1 .1
-LAW 14 5 .5
OTHER 15 7 -7
GRANDCHILD 16 4 .4
. 753 73.5
TOTAL 1025 100.0
Valid Cases 272 Missing Cases 753
AGES AGE OF # 5
Value Label Value Frequency Percent
<13 0 77 7.5
13-19 1 14 4
20-24 2 3 .3
25-34 3 5 .5
35-44 4 6 .6
45-54 2 2 -2
55-59 6 1 .1
60-64 7 2 -2
65-69 8 2 .2
70+ 9 5 .2
- 908 88.6
TOTAL 1025 100.0
Valid Cases 117 Missing Cases 908
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STATSS STATUS OF # 5

Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
FATHER /HUSBAND 1 8 -8 6.9 6.9
MOTHER/WIFE 2 3 .3 2.6 9.5
0 3 41 4.0 35.3 44.8
HTE 4 36 3.5 31.0 75.9
GRANDMOTHER 5 3 -3 2.6 78.4
GRANDFATHER 6 2 .2 1.7 80.2
E 8 1 .1 -9 81.0
SINGLE 9 1 .1 .9 81.9
BROTH 10 6 .6 5.2 g87.1
SISTER 11 2 .2 1.7 88.8
NIECE 12 1 .1 .9 89.7
NEPHEW 13 3 .3 2.6 92.2
OTHER 15 2 .2 1.7 94.0
GRANDCHILD 16 7 .7 6.0 100.0
. 909 88.7 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100-0
Valid Cases 116 Missing Cases 909
AGE6 AGE OF # 6
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
<13 0 25 2.4 64.1 64.1
13-19 1 4 -4 10.3 714.4
20-24 2 4 . 10.3 84.6
25-34 3 1 . 2.6 87.2
35-44 4 3 -3 7.7 94.9
70+ 9 2 . 5.1 100.0
. 986 96.2  MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 39 Missing Cases 986
STATS6 STATUS OF # 6
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
FATHER /HUSBAND 1 2 .2 5.3 5.3
MOTHER/WIFE 2 1 .1 2.6 7.9
3 12 1.2 31.6 39.5
DAUGHTER 4 9 .9 23.7 63.2
GRANDMOTHER 5 1 .1 2.6 65.8
AUNT 7 1 .1 2.6 68.4
BROTHER 10 3 -3 7.9 76.3
SISTER 11 1 .1 2.6 78.9
NIECE 12 1 -1 2.6 81.6
NEPBEW 13 1 .1 2.6 84.2
OTHER 15 3 .3 7.9 92.1
GRANDCHILD 16 3 .3 7.9 100.0
. 987 96.3  MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 38 Missing Cases 987
AGE7 AGE OF # 7
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
<13 0 11 1.1 57.9 57.9
13-19 1 .3 15.8 73.7
20-24 2 1 .1 5.3 78.9
25-34 3 1 o1 3.3 84.2
35-44 4 2 .2 10.5 94.7
65-69 8 1 .1 5.3 100.0
. 1006 98.1  MISSING
TOTAL 1025~ 7100.0  100.0

Valid Cases 19 Missing Cases 1006
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STATS7 STATUS OF # 7

Value Label Value Frequency
S%EHERIHUSBAND % %
DAUGHTER 4 4
BROTHER 10 3
SISTER 11 1
NIECE 12 1
OTHER 15 2
GRANDCHILD ‘16 2

. 1005

TOTAL 1025

Valid Cases 20 Missing Cases 1005
HSINCM HOUSEHOLD INCOME

Value Label Value Frequency
<i13 000 0 275

3,000-519,999 1 211

20,000-829,999 2 203
30,000-839,999 3 92
40,000-$49,999 4 46
50,000-$59,999 5 20
60,000-569,999 6 5
ENéION& EREFIT 7 39
DON’T KNOW 8 86
. 48

TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 977 Missing Cases 48

INVLYD WOULD YOU BECOME INVOLVED?

Value Label Value Frequency
YES 1 415
NO 2 591

. 19

TOTAL 1025

Valid Cases 1006 Missing Cases 19
MONEY1 1ST IF MOREY WERE SET ASIDE

Value Label Value Frequency
SENIORS FACILITI7 éSERVICES 2 57
YOUTH ITIES/S 5 111
HOUSING 7 206
PARKS{P LIC PACILITIES 8 95
MUNICIPAL SERVICES 10 327
OTHER 99 11

. 218
TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 807 Missing Cases 218
MONEX2 2ZND IF MOREY WERE SET ASIDE

Value Label Value Frequency
SENIORS FACILITI;S SERVICES 2 35
YOUTH FACILITIES/SERVICES ; gg
PARKS /PUBLIC FACILITIES 8 87
MUNICIPAL SERVICES 10 203
OTHER 99 2

. 517
TOTAL 1025
Valid Cases 508 Missing Cases 517

Valid
Percent

Cum
Percent
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MONEY3 3RD IF¥ MONEY WERE SET ASIDE

Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
SENIORS FACILITIES SERVICES 2 18 1.8 7.9 7.9
YOUTH FACILITIES/SERVICES 5 32 . 14.0 21.9
OUSING 7 34 3.3 14.9 36.8
PARKS PUBLIC FACILITIES 8 39 3.8 17.1 53.9
MUNTI AL SERVICES 10 100 9.8 43.9 97.8
OTHER 99 3 -5 2.2 100.0
. 797 77.8 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0
Valid Cases 228 Missing Cases 797

WHAT RESIDENTS WOULD LIKE TO SPEND MONEY ON

MUNICIPAL SERVICES 630 40.837
HOUSING 338 21.91%
YOUTH FACILITIES/SERVIC 226 14.65%2
PARKS /PUBLIC FACILITIES 221 14.322
SENIORS FACILITIES/SERV 110 7.13Z
OTHER 18 1.17%
TOTAL 1543 100.00Z

COMMEN1 FIRST COMMMERT

Valid Cunm

Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent

OMMUNITY SERVICES 1 45 4.4 1.4 7.4
CRIME SAF¥ETY 2 22 2.1 3.6 11.0
MUNIC PAL IMPROVEMENTS 4 84 8.2 13.8 24.9
CHILDR & YOUTH 5 62 6.0 10.2 35.1
RECRE -6 52 5.1 8.6 43.7
QTHER 7 55 5.4 9.1 52.7
SOCIAL SERV 9 4 .4 o7 53.4
PROBLEMS WITH NOISE/TRAEF/IND 10 75 7.3 12.4 65.7
PROBLEMS WITH PETS 13 99 9.7 16.3 82.0
HQUSIN 15 49 4.8 8.1 90.1
SENIORS 22 1 .1 -2 90.3
CLEAN _UP AREA 24 38 3.7 6.3 96.5
TRAFFIC 27 21 2.0 3.5 100.0

. 418 40.8  MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0
Valid Cases 607 Missgsing Cases 418
COMMEN2Z  SECOND COMMENT .
Valid Cunm

Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
COMMUNITY SERVICES 1 13 1.3 4.4 4.4
CRIME{SAFETY 2 12 1.2 4.1 8.5
MUNICIPAL IMPROVEMENTS 4 54 5.3 18.3 26.8
CHILDREN & YOUTH 5 22 2.1 7.5 34.2
RECREATION 6 24 2.3 8.1 42.4
OTHER - 7 23 2.2 7.8 50.2

OCIAL SERVICE 9 2 -2 -7 50.8
PROBLEMS WITH NOISE/TRAFF/IND 10 40 3.9 13.6 04.4
PROBLEMS WITH PETS 13 55 5.4 18.6 83.1
HOUSING 15 20 2.0 6.8 89.8
SENIORS 22 5 -5 1.7 91.5
CLEAN UP AREA 24 17 1.7 5.8 97.3
TRAFFIC 27 8 .8 2.7 100.0

. 730 71.2 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0 100.0

Valid Cases 295 Missing Cases 730.
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COMMEN3 THIRD COMMENT

Valid ' Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
COMMUNITY SERVICES 1 11 1.1 8.4 8.4
CRIME Y 2 5 ) 3.8 12.2
MUNIC PAL IMPROVEMENTS 4 18 1.8 13.7 26.0
CHILDREN ouT 5 11 1.1 8.4 34.4
RECREA 6 12 1.2 9.2 43.5
OTHER -7 8 -8 6.1 49.6
PROBLEMS WITH NOISE/TRAFF/IND 10 17 1.7 13.0 62.6
PROBLEMS WIT ETS 13 23 2.2 17.6 80.2
HOUSI G 15 6 .6 4.6 84.7
SENIOR 22 4 -4 3.1 87-8
CLEAN UP AREA 24 10 1.0 7.6 95.4
TRAFFIC 27 6 -6 4.6 100.0
. 894 87.2  MISSING
TOTAL "1025 100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 131 Missing Cases 894
COMMEN4 FOURTH COMMENT
Valid Cun
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
COMMUNITY SERVICES 1 3 .3 5.1 5.1
MUNICIPAL IMPROVEMENTS 4 15 1.5 25.4 30.5
CHILDREN UTH 5 8 .8 13.6 44.1
RECREA 6 5 .5 8.5 52.5
OTHER 7 2 -2 3.4 55.9
SOCIAL SER 9 1 .1 1.7 57-6
PROBLEMS WITB NOISE/TRAFF/IND 10 6 .6 10.2 67.8
PROBLEMS WIT 13 5 .5 8.5 76.3
HOUS1 15 4 .4 6.8 83.1
SENIQ R 22 1 .1 1.7 84.7
CLEAN UP AREA 24 7 -7 11.9 96.6
TRAFFIC 27 2 .2 3.4 100.0
. 966 94.2  MISSING
TOTAL 1025~ 100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 59 Missing Cases 966
COMMEN5 FIFTH COMMENT
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
COMMUNITY SERVICES 1 2 .2 9.1 9.1
MUNICIPAL IMPRDVEMENTS 4 3 -3 13.6 22.7
CHILDR 5 3 .3 13.6 36.4
RECREATI N 6 1 .1 4.5 40.9
PROBLEMS WITH NOISE/TRAFF/IND 10 3 .3 13.6 54.5
PROBLEMS WITH P 13 1 .1 4.5 59.1
HOUSING 15 3 .3 13.6 12.7
CLEAN UP AREA 24 6 .6 27.3 100.0
. 1003 97.9 MISSING
TOTAL 1025 100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 22 Missing Cases 1003
COMMENG SIXTH COMMENT
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Parcent Percent
MUNICIPAL IMPROVEMENTS 4 2 -2 15.4 15.4
RECREATION 6 1 -1 1.7 23.1
OTHER 7 2 .2 15.4 38.5
SOCIAL SERVIC 9 1 -1 1.7 46.2
PROBLEMS WITH NOISE/TRAFF/IND 10 2 .2 ‘15.4 61.5
PROBLEMS PETS 13 1 .1 1.7 69.2
SENIOR 22 1 .1 1.7 76.9
CLEAN UP AREA 24 3 .3 23.1 100.0
. 1012 98.7 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0

Valid Cases 13 Missing Cases 1012
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OTHER COMMENTS

PROBLEMS WITH PETS 184 16.33%
MUNICIPAL TMPROVEMENTS 176 15.62%7
PROBLEMS WITH v
NOISE/TRAFFIC/INDUST 143 12.697
CHILDREN & YOUTH 106 9.41%7
RECREATION 95 8.437
OTHER 90 7.992
HQUSING 82 7.28%
CLEAN UP AREA 81 7.192
COMMUNITY SERVICES 74 6.57Z
CRIME/SAFETY 39 3.46Z
TRAFFIC 37 3.287
SENIORS 12 1.062
SOCIAL SERVICE 8 0.712
TOTAL 1127 100.00Z
COMP HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
NGLE 1.00 193 18.8 20.4 20.4
SHARED SINGLE 2.00 22 2.1 2.3 22.8
MARRIED COUPLES 5.00 585 57.1 61.9 84.7
SINGLE PARENT 6.00 145 14.1 15.3 100.0
. 80 7.8 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0
Valid Cases 945 Missing Cases 80
CHILD NO. OF CHILDREN IN HOUSEHOLD
Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
UNDER 13 YEARS 1.00 254 24.8 60.3 60.3
13 YEARS AND OLDER 2.00 167 16.3 39.7 100.0
. 604 58.9 MISSING
TOTAL 1025  100.0  100.0

Valid Cases 421 Missing Cases 604




WHAT WESTON RESIDENTS WOULD HAVE MONEY SPENT ON

SENTORS HOUSING

SENIORS ACTVTY CENTRE
IMPROVE SENIORS SERVICES
IMPROVED MEALS ON WHEELS
PRE-TEEN/TEEN REC. CENTRE
YOUTH EMPLY. SERVICES
HOUSING IMP. PROGS.

MAKE USE OF CECIL SCH
MAKE DAYCARE AFFORDABLE
IMPROVE STREETS

IMPROVE LANE LIGHTING
IMPROVE POLICE PATROLS
IMPROVE STREET LIGHTING
IMPROVE ST. SIGN VISIBILITY
MAINTAIN BLVDS

PLANT MORE TREES

MAINTAIN EXISTING TREES
CLEAN UP N HOOD

DEMOLISH CECIL SCHOOL
CORRIDOR AT LOGAN/ELECTA
CORRIDOR AT FLINT/NOTREDAME
TRAFF LIGHTS AT LOGAN/ELECTA
NEW COMM. CENTRE
DEMO/RENEW OLD HOUSING
YARD MAINTENANCE

IMPROVE SIDEWALKS

IMPROVE RESEVOIR PARK
EXPAND/MAINTAIN PARKS
LIBRARY

UTILIZE OLD RESEVOIR SITE
REPATIR BACK LANE
ACTIVITY CENTRE FOR WOMEN
NURSING HOME

OTHER

total

45

75
83
20
1
206
20
157
12

159
10
28
16
18
24
76
27

116
13
14
11

53
106
66
46
11
109
11

14

11

807

4.86%
5.38%
1.30Z
0.062
13.352
1.302
10.17%
0.78%
0.582
10.30%2
0.652
1.81%2
1.04%
1.172
1.56%
4,937
1.752
7.52%
0.84%
0.912
0.712
0.327
3.43%
6.872
4,282
2.982
0.712
7.062
0.71Z
0.197
0.912
0.397
0.45%
0.712

100.002

December 7, 198
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OTHER COMMENTS

COMM. INFO. SERVICES NEEDED 38 3.372
IMPROVE N HOOD WATCH INVLMENT 13 1.152
DEAL WITH CRIME 26 2.312
MORE TREES 67 5.94%
DEAL WITH TEEN PROBLEM 55 4.88%
NEED MORE/BETTER REC.

FACIL/PROG 63 5.59%
NEED MORE/BETTER COMM/RETAIL

FACIL 31 2.757
MORE DAYCARE NEEDED 29 2.57%
NEED MORE/BETTER PERSONAL/FAM.

SERVS 4 0.352
PROBLEMS WITH NOISE 11 0.98%
PROBLEMS WITH TRAFFIC 10 0.89%
PROBLEMS WITH INDUSTRY 65 5.77%
PROBLEMS WITH DOGS 75 6.65%
PROBLEMS WITH CATS 109 9.67%
HOUSING FOR SENIORS 8 0.712
SATISFIED WITH N HOOD 32 2.84%
IMPROVE MUN. INFRASTRCTR 26 2.312
TRAIN NOISE/VIBRTN/SMELL 55 4.88%
UPGRADE/DEMO HOUSING 67 5.94%
IMPROVE WHLCHR ACCESBLTY 19 1.69Z
IMPROVE TREE MAINTNCE 45 3.992
IMPROVE SEN. SERVICES 12 1.06%
HOUSING FOR LOW-INCOME 7 0.62%
CLEAN UP AREA 46 4.08%
CLEAN UP BACK LANES 35 3.112
IMPROVE SOC. SERVICES 4 0.35%
CORRIDOR/LIGHTS AT

ELECTA /LOGAN 7 0.62%
IMPROVE BLVD MAINTNCE 38 3.372
LOW COST YOUTH

EQUIP/FACIL/PROG 22 1.952
MORE PARKING FACIL. NEEDED 30 2.662
NEED COMM. VOLNTEER SERVICE 17 1.512
NOISE FROM FIREHALL BOTHERSOME 2 0.18%
BETTER COMM. CENTRE

MANGMENT / EXPAND PROGS 32 2.84%
OTHER 27 2.407

total 610 10




SELECTED CROSSTABULATIONS




PROGRAMS

Crosstabulation:

48

ARTICIPATE TH COMM. ACTIVITIES?

PARTIP DO YOU P
By AGEl AGE OF RESPORDENT

Count |<13 13-19  ]20-24  |25-34  135-44  |45-54 60-64  |65-69
AGEl-> Col Pct Row
0 1 2 3 4 5 7 Total
PARTIP , - + - 1o- 1 -
1 4 19 20 81 67 48 39 47 527
YES 57.1 51.4 23°3 39.5 51.9 39.7 | 4720 44.8 429
2 3 16 63 115 | 59 70 44 57 539
¥O 42.3 43.2 73.3 55.6 4577 57.9 53.0 543 5422
3 2 3 10 3 3 1 29
DONT KNOW 5.5 3.5 4.9 2.3 2.5 1.0 278
Colump 7 37 86 205 129 121 83 105 995
Total .7 3%y 8.6 20.5 130 1222 8.3 10.6 109.0
Crosstabulaticn: PARTIP DO YOU PARTICIPATE IN COMM. ACTIVITTES?
By COMP BOUSEHOLD COMPOSTTION
Count |SINGLE |SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP->  Col Pet INGLE  |COUPLE |ARENT Row
1.00 2. 5.00 6.00] Total .
PARTIP ] 1 1
1 66 8 268 61 403
YES 34.6 36.4 46.8 42.7 43.%
2 1 121 14 288 76 499
NO 63.% 63.6 50.3 3.1 | 537
3 1778 17 6 27
DONT KNOW 2.1 3.0 4.2 | 2.9
Column 191 22 573 143 © 929
Total  20.6 2.4 61.7 15.4  100.0
Crosstabulation: RECADQ  ARE REGREATION PROGRAMS ADEQUATE FOR YOU
By AGEL ACE OF RESPORDENT
Count [<13 13-19  ]20-24  {25-34  [35-44  |45-54 60-64  |65-69
AGE]1-> Col Pct Row
0 1 2 3 4 5 7 Total
RECADQ — 1 _ 1 1 1 " ]
1 5 16 34 87 69 67 0 49 48 489
YES 71.% 44,4 39.5 42.9 54.3 56.3 6 | 57.6 46.2 49.4
2 2 10 12 44 27 20 g | 13 21 185
NO 28.5 27.8 14.0 21.7 2173 1678 3 15.3 2022 18.7
3 10 40 72 31 32 8 23 35 315
DONT KNOW 27.8 46.5 35.5 2675 26.5 1 | 2711 3377 31.9
Column 7 35 86 203 127 119 6 85 104 989
Total 7 376 8.7 20.5 1278 12.0 7 8.5 10.5 100.0
Crosstabularion: REGADQ  ARE RECRFATION PROGRAMS ADEQUATE FOR YOU
By CQAP BOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION
Count |SINGLE |SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP-> Col Pet INGLE |COUPLE _|ARENT Row
1.00 2.00 5.00 6.00] Total
RECADQ 1 1 1
1 91 9 298 63 461
YES 58.1 42.9 52.3 44.7 50.1
2 31 3 106 30 170
NO 1674 14.3 18.6 2173 18.5
3 67 9 166 48 290
DONT RNOW 35.4_ | 42.9 25.1 34.0 3105
Column 189 21 570 141 921
Total  20.5 2.3 61.9 15.3 1000
Crosstabulations CHILDC HEED FOR CHILD CARE?
By COMP FOUSEEOLD COMPOSITION
Count |SINGLE |SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP-> Col Pot TNGLE  |COUPLE |ARENT Row,
1.00 2.00 5.00 5.00| Total
CHILDC i el | 1 1 1
1 5 1 96 37 139
YES 2.6 4.5 1625 25.5 1437
2 187 21 | 480 | 105 | 793
¥o 96.9 95.5 82.3 79,4 i1
3 1 7 3 11
DONT KNOW .5 1.2 2.1 1.2
Column 193 22 583 145 943
Total  20.5 2.3 61.8 15.4  100.0
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Crosstabulation: CFIDLY  NEXD FOR CARE FOR ELDERLY?
CodP HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION
Count |SINGLE |[SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP-> Col Pet INGLE | COUPLE Row
1.00 2.00 5.00 $.00| Total
CELDLY 1 1 1 b
1 2 2 89 20 153
YES 21.8 9.1 15.3 138 1622
2 | 133 17 468" 116 734
NO 68.9 77.3 80.3 80.0 77.8
18 3 26 | 9 56
DONT KNOW 9.3 13.8 4.5 6.2 5.9
1. 1 1 1
Column 193 22 583 145 943
Total  20.5 2.3 61.8 15.4  100.0
Crosstabulation: HLTHCR KEED FOR HEALTH CARE?
By COMP HOUSEEOLD COMPOSITLON
Count |SINGLE |SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP->  Col Pot INGLE |COUPLE |ARENT Row
1.00 2.00 5.00 6.00| Total
HLTHCR ~  ~mmmmmmebocee—eemd — 1 bk
1 63 3 134 35 235
YES 32.8 13.5 2320 2421 24739
2 | 116 17 421 105 659
NO 60.4 77.3 722 72.4 700
3 13 2 28 5 48
DONT KNOW 6.8 9.1 4.8 3.% 5.1
Column 192 22 583 145 942
Total  20.4 2.3 61.9 15.4  100.0
Crosstabulation: FMLYCN  EEED FOB FAMILY COUNCELLING?
By CiP HOGSEHOLD COMPOSITION
Count |SINGLE |SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP-> Col Pot INGLE  |COUPLE |ARENT Row,
1.00 2.00 5.00 6.00| Total
MLYCN — - 1
1 6 2 60 23 91
YES 3.1 9.1 10.3 1529 9.7
2 185 20 504 115 824
NO 95.9 9079 86.4 79.3 874
3 | 2 19 7 28
DONT KNOW 1.0 3.3 4.8 L 3.0
Column 193 22 583 145 943
Total  20.5 2.3 61.8 15.4  100.0
Crosstabulation: EMPASS  KEED FOB EMPLOYEE ASSISTANCET
By COMP BOUSEEOLD COMPOSITION
Count |SINGLE |SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP->  Col Pet INGLE | COUPLE Row
1.00 3.00 5.0 8.00| Total
EMPASS — 1 1 |
1 15 6 132 53 206
YES 7.8 27.3 226 366 21.8
L 1
2 174 15 439 84 712
NO 90.2 68.2 7523 57.9 75.5
3 5 1 12 | s 25
DONT KNOW L 2.1 L 4.5 2.1 5.5 L 2.7
Column 193 22 583 145 943
Total  20.5 2.3 61.3 15.4  100.0
Crosstabularion: WELASS  REED FOR WELFARE ASSISTANCE?
COMP BOGSEEOLD COMPOSTTION
Count |SINGLE |SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP-> Col Petr INGLE |COUPLE |AR Row
| 1.00 2.00 5.00 §.00| Total
WELASS A 1 -
1 16 2 59 40 117
YES 8.3 9.1 101 | 27.6 12.4
2 174 1 516 99 807
NO 90.2 81.8 88.5 6823 85.6
3 2 8 6 19
DONT KNOW 1.6 | 9.1 1.4 4.1 2.0
Column 193 22 383 145 943
Total  20.5 2.3 61.8 15.4  109.0
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Crosstabulation: MAINTG  NEED FOR ASSISTANCE IN MAIN. YOUR HOME?
BOUSEEOLD COMPOSITION
Count |SINGLE |SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP->  Col Pet INGLE  |COUPLE |ARENT Row
1.00 2.00 5.00 6.00| Total
MAINTG 1 1
1 73 8 102 33 216
YES 37.8 36.4 17.5 2278 22.9
2 | 112 13 458 108 691
NO 58.0 59.1 7877 74.5 7304
3 | 8 1 22 5 35
DONT KNOW 4.1 4.5 3.8 2.8 k31
Column 193 22 582 145 942
Total  20.5 273 61.8 15.%  100.0

Crosstabulation: By DROGAL ARE DRUGSéALCOHUL A TEENAGE PROBLEM?

ACE]L ACE OF
Count |[<13 13-19  |20-24  |25-34  |35-44  |45-54  |55-59  |60-64  [65-69 |70+
AGEl-—> Col Pect Row
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 | Total
DRUGAL ~~mmmm—et + + + + Feen + + + + +
. 1 7 21 66 125 82 63 20 31 37 54 506
YES 100.0 56.8 75.9 61°0 62.6 51.2 33.9 3526 3426 3271 50.0
2 | 11 11 35 17 | 20 12 19 21 36 192
NO 29.7 12.6 22.9 1320 1623 20.3 21.8 1976 2174 5.0
“+ + + + - -+ 4 + r -
3 5 10 35 32 40 27 37 49 78 313
DONT RNOW 13.5 11.5 171 24.4 | 32.5 4528 4205 45.8 46.4 31.0
- 1 bt . I 1 1 i 2
Column 7 37 87 205 131 123 59 87 107 168 1011
Total 7 377 8.6 20.3 1370 1222 5.8 8.6 10.6 16.6  100.0
Crosstabulation: DRUGAL  ARE DRUGS/ALCOBOL. & THENAGE PROBLEM?
By COMP BOUSEHOLD COMPOSITY
Count |SINGLE |SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP-> Col Pct INGLE COUPLE ARENT Row
1.00 2.00 5.00 6.00| Total
DRUGAL 1 + 1 ] 1
1 74 10 294 91 469
YES 38.3 4525 5025 62.8 49.8
2 [ 37 z 111 23 173
NO 192 | 9.1 19.1 15.5 | 18.%
3 82 10 177 31 300
DONT KNOW 42.5 45.5 30.4 21%4 31.8
Column 193 22 582 145 942
Total  20.5 2.3 61.8 15.4  100.0
Crosstabulation: LOLIRG IS LOITERING A TEENAGE PROBLEM?
By AGEL BCE OF RESPONDENT
Count [<13 13-19  ]20-24  |25-34  |35-44  |45-54  |55-59  |60-64  [65-69 |70+
AGEl-> Col Pct Row
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 | Total
LOITNG 1 1 1 - 1 | 1 . 1
1 6 24 73 152 97 75 26 52 58 83 646
YES 85.7 649 83.0 7521 74.0 61.0 4421 5928 4.2 | 49.4 63.8
2 ] 11 15 44 21| 31 21 23 33 54 253
NO 29.7 17.0 21.5 16-0 25.2 35.6 2644 3028 32-1 2520
3 1 2 9 13 17 12 12 16 31 113
DONT KNOW | 143 5.4 |4k 9.9 13.8 | 20.3 13.8 J 15.0 1855 | 11.2
Column 7 37 88 205 131 123 59 87 107 168 1012
Total 7 3.7 8.7 20.3 1279 1222 578 8.6 10.6 16.6  100.0

Crosstabulation: LOITRG IS LOITERING A TEERAGE PROBLEM?
By coMp HOUSEHOLD CORMPOSITION

Count |SINGLE |[SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP-> Col Pct INGLE  |COUPLE |ARENT Row
1.00 2.00 5.00 5.00| Total

LOITNG 1 + ot 1
1 98 16 ;3% 105 603
YES | s0.8 | 727 72.4 63.9
2 59 4 140 37 234
NO 30.6 18.2 24.0 2174 -| 24.8
3 [ 36 2 59 9 106
DONT KNOW 1817 9.1 1071 6.2 11.2
Column 193 22 583 145 943
Total  20.5 2.3 61.3 15.4  100.0
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Crosstabulations VND. IS VANDALISM A TEENAGE PROBLEM?
By AGEL ACE OF RESPORDENT
Count [<13 13-19  [20-24  |25-34  |35-44  |45-54  [55-59  |60-64 70+
AGEl-> Col Pct Row
VNDLSM 0 1 2 3 4 6 7 Total
T 17 66 126 72 24 21 73 537
YES 85.7 45.9 75.0 61.5 55.0 4027 47.1 43.5 53.1
2 16 14 58 37 17 3l 63 304
NO | 4322 15.9 28.3 2822 28.8 35.6 37.5 .0
1 4 g 21 22 18 15 32 171
DONT KNOW 14.3 10.8 9.1 1022 16.8 30.5 17.2 1920 | 16.9
Column 7 37 88 205 1 59 87 168 1012
Total 7 377 8.7 20.3 1279 5.8 8.6 16.6  100.0
Crosstabulation: VNDLSM IS VANDALISM A TEENAGE PROBLEM?
By CMP HOOSEHOLD CUMPOSITION
Count |SINGLE [SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP-> Col Pet INGLE | COUPLE Row
1.00 . 5 .00| Total
YNDLSM ot S ]
1 84 13 313 88 498
YES 43.5 59.1 53.7 60.7 52.8
2 59 6 177 40 282
NO 30.6 | 27.3 30.4 27.6 29.5
3 50 3 93 17 163
DONT KNOW 25.9 13.5 16.0 11.7 17.3
Column 193 22 533 145 943
Total  20.5 2.3 61.8 15.4  100.0
Crosstabulation: UNMPLY IS UNEMPLOYMENT A TEENAGE PROBLEM?
By AGEL ACE OF RESPONDENT
Count |<13 13-19  |20-24  |25-34  |35-44  |45-54  |55-59  [60-64 70+
AGEl-> Col Pct Row
0 1 2 3 4 6 Total
UNMPLY - - + + 1 1 4 . 1
1 3 18 49 75 61 22 35 377
YES 42.9 48.6 55.7 36.6 46.5 37.3 4022 28.0 37.3
__________ ] 1 1 l 1
2 2 7 4 34 11 8 6 108
NO 28.6 18.9 4.5 | 166 8.4 13.6 6.9 10.7
3 2 12 35 96 59 29 46 527
DONT KNOW 28.6 32.% 39.8 46.8 4520 4922 52.9 64 52.1
Column 7 37 88 205 131 59 87 1012
Total 7 3.7 8.7 20.3 1279 5.8 8.6 16.6  100.0
Crosstabulation: UNMPLY IS UNEMPLOYMENT A TEENAGE PROBLEM?
By COMP HODSEHOLD COMPOSITION
Count |SINGLE |SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP-> Col Pet NGLE  |COUPLE Row
1.00 2.00 5.00 6.00| Total
UNMPLY . S ~
1 51 10 227 61 349
YES 2644 45.5 38.9 42.1 37.0
2 19 2 60 21 102
NO 9.8 9.1 10.3 14.5 10.8
123 10 296 63 492
DONT KNOW 63.7 45.5 50.8 43.% 52.2
Column 193 22 583 145 943
Total  20.5 2.3 61.8 15.4  100.0
Crosstabulation: ICKJBS IS LACK OF JOB SKILL A TEERAGE PROBLEM?
By AGEL AGE OF RESPORDENT
Count |<13 13-19  |20-24  |25-34  |35-44 55-59  |60-64 70+
AGEl-> Col Pct Row
0 1 2 3 4 6 Total
LCKJBS + + + 1 4
1 2 19 40 83 54 24 24 22 357
YES 28.6 51.4 45.5 40.7 4172 40.7 2746 20.6 27. 35.3
2 2 10 6 21 14 5 9 9 95
NoO | 286 | 270 | 6.8 1023 10.7 8.5 10.3 8.4 9.%
2 2 2 + + + =+ t——
3 8 42 100 63 30 54 76 559
DONT KNOW | 425 21.6 47.7 45.0 | 48.1 50.8 62-1 7.0 | 6 55.3
Column 7 37 88 204 131 59 87 107 1011
Total 7 3.7 8.7 20.2 1320 5.8 8.6 10.6 1 100.0
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Crosstabulation: ICOIBS s TACK OF JoB SKILL A TERWAGE PROBLEM?
BOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION
Count |[SINGLE |SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP-> Col Pet INGLE  |COUPLE |ARENT Row
1.00 . . 6.00! Total
LCKJBS SER—— 1 1 - 1
5 8 218 57 333
YES 25.9 36.4 37.5 3973 35.4
2 15 58 17 90
NO |78 | 1020 1.7 | 9:6
3 128 14 306 71 519
DONT KNOW 66.3 63.6 52.6 49.0 55.1
+ - + + +
Column 193 22 582 145 942
Total  20.5 2.3 61.8 15.4  100.0
Crosstabulation:z TNPREG CY A TEERAGE PROBLEM?
By AGEL O OF RESPORDENT
Count |[<13 13-19  [20-24  |25-34 |35-44  [45-54  |55-59  |60-64 |65-69 |70+
AGELl-> Col Pct . Row
L 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 L Total
TNPREG -t o S - .
1 4 16 29 64 24 38 8 9 10 21 223
YEs 57.1 43.2 33.0 31.4 18.3 30.9 13.6 10.3 9.3 12.5 22.1
+ —-—— -+ + A + - 4
2 2 13 17 37 20 13 10 8 16 10 146
NO 28.6 35.1 19.3 18.1 1573 106 | 16.9 9.2 | 15.0 | 6.0 14.4
1 g 42 103 87 72 41 70 81 137 642
DONT KNOW 14.3 21.6 47.7 50.5 66.4 58.5 69.5 80.5 75.7 8l.s 63.5
Column 7 37 88 204 131 123 59 87 107 168 1011
Toral 7 377 8.7 20.2 1370 12.2 5.8 8.6 10.6 16.6  100.0
Crosstabulation: TNPREG IS PREGNANCY A TEENAGE PROBLEM?
‘ By COMP HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION
Count |SINGLE |SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP->  Col Pet INGLE |COUPLE |ARENT Row
1.00 2.00 5.00 6.00| Total
TNPREG - 1 - ] 1
1 34 3 127 43 207
YES 1776 13.8 21.8 29.7 22.
2 18 2 92 26 138
NO |93 9.1 15.8 1729 14,6
141 17 363 76 597
DONT KNOW 73.1 J 77.3 v 52-4 63.4
H —ta -+ + 3
Column 193 22 582 145 942
Total  20.5 273 61.8 15.54  100.0
Crosstabulation: SCHLAT IS POUR SCHOOL ATTENDARCE A TEENAGE PROB
By AGEL AGE OF RESPONDENT
Count [<13 13-19  [20-24  |25-34  |35-44  [45-54  ]55-59  |60-64  |65-69 _ |70+
AGEl-> Col Pct Row
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 | Total
SCHLAT - . S B ! 1 1 : 1
1 5 17 29 55 31 22 6 6 11 19 201
YES 71.% 45.9 3320 27.0 23.7 1729 10.2 6.9 10.3 | 11.3 19.9
2 2 11 8 31 16 13 | 11 8 11 115
NO 28.% 29.7 9.1 J 15.2 J 12.2 10.% 6.8 12.6 7.5 6.5 11.%
3 9 51 118 84 88 49 70 88 138 695
DONT KNOW 24.3 J 5820 57.8 64.1 71.5 g3.1 80.5 82.2 87.1 68.7
Column 7 37 88 204 131 123 59 87 107 168 1011
Total 7 3.7 8.7 20.2 1370 1222 5.8 8.6 10.6 16.6  100.0
Crosstabulations SCHLAT IS POOR SCHOOL ATTENDANCE A TEENAGE PROB
By COMP HOUS PROLDCONPOSTTTON
Count |SINGLE [SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP->  Col Pet INGLE ~|COUPLE |ARENT Row
1.00 7.00 5.00 6.00| Total
SCHLAT 4 1 !
1 24 3 112 33 182
YES 1274 13.6 19.2 29.7 19.3
2 9 3 76 22 110
NO 4.7 13.6 13.1 15,2 1.7
-t - +
3 160 16 394 80 650
DONT KNOW 82.9 72.7 | - 67.7 55.2 69.0
Column 193 22 582 145 942
Total  20.5 2.3 61.8 15.4  100.0
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Crosstabulation: LCKREC IS LACK OF BEC. ACTIVITIES A TEENAGE PRO
By AGEl BBE OF RESPORDENT
Count |<13 13-19  {20-24 . {25-34  |35-44  |45-54  |55-59  |60-64  |65-69 |70+
AGEl~-> Col Pct Row
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 | Total
LCEREC e bd i 4 -+ i 4 I L s
1 5 16 38 85 53 36 16 22 21 30 322
YES 71.% 43.2 4372 51.7 4075 2973 27.1 25.3 1976 1729 31.8
2 7771 ] 13 21 46 30 27 14 21 24 31 228
NO | 14.3 35.1 23.9 22.5 229 | 2200 23.7 241 2224 1875 22.6
B 8 29 73 48 60 29 44 62 107 461
DONT KNOW 14.3 21.6 3320 35.8 36.6 48.8 4972 50.6 57.9 63.7 45.6
Column 7 37 88 204 131 123 59 87 107 168 1011
Total .7 3.7 8.7 20.2 1370 1222 5.8 8.6 10.6 16.6  100.0
Crosstabulation: LCKREC IS LACK OF REC. ACTIVITIES A TEENRAGE PRO
<P HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION
Count |[SINGLE [SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP-> Col Pet INGLE |COUPLE |ARENT Row
1.00 . . 6.00| Total
LCKREC _— - 4o z 1 !
1 3z 204 49 293
YES 16.6 36.4 35.1 33.8 31.1
2 | 30 5 | 144 39 217
¥O 15.5 18.2 247 2629 23.0
. 131 10 234 57 432
DONT KNOW 67.9 45.5 402 3973 4579
Column 193 22° 582 145 942
Total  20.5 2.3 61.8 15.4  100.0
Crosstabulation: LCKAMB IS LACK OF AMBITION A THENAGE PROBLEM?
By AGEL AGE OF RESPQ
Co <13 13-19  120-24  [25-34  [35-44  |45-54  |55-59  |60-64  |65-69 |70+
AGEl-> Col Pct Row
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 Total
LCRAMB ~ —omeomedem i - 1 ] 24 i
1 5 15 45 96 66 56 16 35 33 52 518
57.1 40.5 51.1 5721 5044 45.5 27.1 5022 30%8 3170 51.3
2 1 10 6 20 131 14 10 7 9 14 104
14.3 27.0 6.8 9.8 9.3 4 16.9 8.0 8.4 8.3 10.3
3 ] 2 12 37 88 52 53 33 45 65 102 489
28.§ 32.% 4220 43.1 3977 5371 55.9 51.7 60.7 60.7 484
= 1 A 1..27:0 | 1 L I il
Colvmn 7 37 88 204 131 123 59 87 107 168 1011
Total .7 377 8.7 20.2 1370 1222 5.8 8.6 10.6 16.6  100.0
Crosstabulation: IS LACK OF AMBITION A TEENAGE PROBLEM?
cop HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION
ount |SINGLE |SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
CoMP->  CopBe INGLE _ |COUPLE |ARENT Row
1.00 2.0 5.00 §.00| Total
LCRAMB ~ —mmemmm—boeeoooondo 22220 DT 2T
1 63 12 254 62 391
325 | 54.5 4376 42.8 4175
2 13 1 71 15 100
6.7 4.5 12.2 10.3 10, -
3 | 117 9 257 68 451
60.6 40.9 4522 46.9 4729
Column 193 22 582 145 942
Total  20.5 2.3 61.8 15.5  100.0
Crosstabulation: PRELAW IS PROBLEMS WITH THE LAW A TEENWAGE PROBL
By AGEL ACE OF RESPORDENT }
Count [<13 13-19  120-24  {25-34  [35-44  [45-54  |55-59  160-64 |65-69  }70+
AGEl~-> Col Pct Row
0 1 2 4 5 6 7 8 9 Total
PRBLAW - ! | | 1 1 | 1 ) SO N 1
1 5 15 30 71 38 29 7 9 14 27 245
YES 71.% 40,3 3471 34.8 2920 23.6 11.9 | 10.3 13.1 1671 252
2 1 16 14 41 21 21 11 17 14 20 176
NoO 14.3 43.2 15.9 20.1 16.0 1721 18.6 19.5 13.1 1159 17.4
3 1 6 I 92 72 73 51 61 79 121 590
DONT RKNOW 14.3 16.2 50.0 45.1 55.0 { 59.3 69.5 | 70.1 73.8 72.0 5824
Column 7 37 88 204 131 123 59 87 107 168 1011
Total .7 3.7 8.7 20.2 130 12,2 5.8 8.6 10.6 16.6  100.0
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Crosstabulation:

54

PRBLAW IS PROBLEMS WITH THE LAW A TEENAGE PROBL

Row
Total
-

297
29.4

124
12.3

590
58.4

1011

100.0

By COMP HOUSEROLD COMPOSITION
Count |SINGLE |SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP-> Col Pct INGLE | COUPLE Row
1.00 .00 5.00 6.00| Total
PRBLAW + i +
1 23 8 149 45 225
YES 11.9 36.4 25.6 31.0 23.9
2 20 3| 113 32 168
¥o 1054 13.6 19.% 2221 17.8
150 11 320 68 569
DONT KNOW 7727 50.0 55.0 46.9 58.3
Column 193 22 582 145 942
Total  20.5 2.3 61.8 15.4  100.0
Crosstabulation: PRBEOM IS PROBLEMS AT BOME A TEENAGE PROBLEM?
By AGEL ACE OF RESPORDENT
Count |[<13 13-19  |20-24  |25-34  135-44  |45-54 65-69 |70+
AGEl-> Col Pct
0 1 2 3 4 5
PRBEOM ~o——ommbommcod 1 1 I 3
1 5 18 33 78 44 35 10 20 3
YES 71.% 48.6 3725 38.2 33.6 2822 16.9 1847 20-
2 | 1 13 10 ] 32 16 16 6 11
NO 14.3 | 35.1 11.4 1527 12.2 12.9§ 10.2 10.3
3 T 6 45 94 71 73 43 76
DONT KNOW | 16.3 16.2 51.1 46.1 | 54.2 | 58.9 72.9 | 7.0 | 7
Column 7 37 88 204 131 124 59 107
Total .7 37 8.7 20.2 13.0 12.3 5.8 10.6 1
Crosstabulation: PRBEGM IS PROBLEMS AT HOME A TEENAGE PROBLEM?
By COMP BOUSEBOLD COMPOSITION
Count |[SINGLE |SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP-> Col Per INGLE )COUPLE | ARENT Row
1.00} 2.00 5.00 6.00| Total
PRBHOM —— I - 1 1
1 41 3 184 45 278
YES 21.2 36.4 31.6 31.0 29.5
2 10 2 80" 25 117
NO 5.2 9.1 | 137 1773 12.4
142 12 318 75 547
DONT KNOW | 73.6 | s4.5 | 5.6 51.7 58.1
Column 193 22 582 145 942
Total  20.5 2.3 61.8 15.4  100.0
Crosstabulations PARTIP DO YOU PARTICIPATE IN COMM. ACTIVITIES?
By RECAD]  ARK RECREATION PROGRAMS ADEQUATE FOR YOU
Count |YES NO DONT KNO
RECADQ->  Col Pet W Row
1 2 3 Total
PARTIP — 4 .
1 233 105 83 421
YES 48.0 57.1 26.3 42.8
2 | 244 K272 215 | 533
NO 50.3 40.2 68.3 54.2
s 5 | 17 30
DONT KNOW 1.6 | 2.7 5.4 | 300
Column 485 184 315 984
Total  49.3 18.7 32.0  100.0
Crosstabulation: PARTIP DO YOU PARTICIPATE IN COMM. ACTIVITIES?
. By RECADQ  ARK RECREATION PROGRAMS ADEGUATE FGR YOU
trolling for COMP Value = 1.00 SINGLE
Count |YES ¥O DONT KNO
RECADG-> Col Pet W Row
1 2 3 Total
PARTIP S . s i
1 32 14 19 65
YES 35.2 45.2 28.8 34.6
2 58. 16 45 119
NO 63.7 51.6 68.2 63.3
1 1 2 4
DONT KNOW 1.1 3.2 3.0 2.1
Column 91 31 66 188
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Crosstabulation: PARTTP DO _YOU PARTICIPATE IN COMM. ACTLVITIES?T
By RECADQ ARE RECRFATION PROGRAMS ADEQUATE FUR YOU
trolling for COMP Value ~ - 0 SHARED GLE
Count |[YES NO DONT KNO
RECADQ-> Col Pct W Row
PARTIP 1 2 3 | Total
"""" T A R 7
YES 44 .4 66.7 11.1 33.3
2 5 1 8 14
NO 55.6 33.3 88.9 66.7
Column 9 3 9 21
Total 42.9 14.3 42.9 100.0
Crosstabulation: PARTIP DO YOU PARI'ICIPAJE TH COMM. ACTLVITIES?
00" CHARRYED COUBLE = 0
Controlling for COMP Value - 5.00 MARRIED
Count [YES NO DONT KNO
RECADQ~> Col Pect W Row
PARTID | 1 L 2 | 3 | Total
1 153 67 43 263
YES ] 51.9 63.8 26.2 46.6
2 138 35 111 284
NO 46.8 | 33.3 | 67.7 50.4
3 4 3 10 17
DONT KNOW ] 1.4 2.9 6.1 3.0
A et i L
Column 295 105 164 564
Total 52.3 18.6 29.1 100.0
Crosstabulation: PARTIP DO YOU PAmm 'ATE TN COMM. A 7
N _PROGRAMS ADEQUATE FOR YOU
Controlling for COMP Value - 6 00 SIKGLE P.
Count |YES NO DONT KNO
RECADQ-> Col Pct Row
PARTIP 1] 2 3 | Total
1 34 15 11 60
YES J 54.8 ] 50.0 23.4 43.2
2 27 14 32 73
NO 43.5 46.7 68.1 52.5
1 1 5 6
DONT RNOW ] 1.6 3.3 l 8.5 4.3
b 222 [ SR B AU
Column 62 39 47 139
Total 44.6 21.6 33.8 100.0
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Row
Total

88
8.8

120
12.0

688
68.8

104
10.4

1000

100.0

Crosstabulation: SOCCER FIELDS KEED TO BE IMPROVED?
By AGEL BGE OF RESPORDENT
Count |<l3 13-19  }20-24  [25-34  [35-44  |45-54 60-64 70+
AGEl-> Col Pect
0 2 3 7
SOCC W e F e + + "
1 2 6 8 21 24 11 9
YES | 28.6 16.2 9.2 1073 1876 8.9 11.0 3
z | 2] 11 15 34 19 12 3
NO 285 29.7 17.2 1677 14.7 9.8 3.7
3 3 16 55 122 73 87 60
DONT USE 42.3 43.2 J 63.2 59°8 | 6.5 70.7 73.2 | 8
i ] 4 9 27 13 13 10
DONT KNOW 4 10.8 J 10.3 13:2 | 10.1 10.% 12.2
——————————— + 1 -+ -+ r
Column 7 37 87 204 129 123 82
Total 7 3l7 8.7 20.4 1279 1273 8.7 1
Crosstabulations S0CC SOCCER FIELDS FEED TQ BE IMPROVED?
By CRAP BOUSEBOLD COMPOSITION
Count |[SINGLE |SHARED S|MARRIED [SINGLE P
COMP-> Col Pet INGLE  |COUPLE |ARENT Row,
1.00 3. g0 5.00| Total
S0OCC + - + +
1 5 2 58 18 83
YES 2.7 | 9.5 100 | 12.5 8.9
z | 18 1 76 23 118
NO 9.6 4.8 13.1 160 12.7
3 144 16 394 82 636
DONT USE 77.0 76.2 67.9 56.9 68.2
20 2 52 21 95
DORT KNOW 10.7 9.5 J 9.0 14,6 10.2
Column 187 217 580 144 932
Total  20.1 2.3 62.2 15.5  100.0
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Crosstabulations SOCCHW  HOW IMPROVE SOCCER FIELDS?
: By AGEL AGE OF RESPORDENT A
Count |<13 13-19  120-24  |25-34  |35-44  |45-54  [60-64  |65-69 |70+
AGEl-> Col Pect Row
0 1 2 3 4 5 7 8 9 | Total
SOCCHW +—— +- . r +
1 3 7 12 6 3 2 37 36
LEVELLING 60.0 | 100.0 63.2 35.3 60.0 40.0 75.0 55-
4 2 1 6 10 2 1 22
MAINTENANCE/IMPR | 100.0 20.0 | 31.6 58.8 40.0 25.0 3378
99 | 1 1 1 2 1 1 7
OTHER L L 20.0 5.3 5.9 L 40.0 L 20.0 L 100.0 L 10.8
] ] ] i ] ] .
Column 2 5 7 19 17 5 5 1 4 65
Total 3.1 7.7 10.8 29.2 26.2 7.7 7.7 1.5 6.2  100.0
Crosstabalations SOCCHW  BOW IMPROVE SOCCER FIELDST
By COR4P HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION
Count [SINGLE |SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP-> Col Pet INGLE  |COUPLE |ARENT Row
1.00 2.00 5.00| - 6.00| Total
SOCCHW =~ —mmmmmmefeccmmame 1 1 !
1 3 2 19 10 34
LEVELLING 75.0 | 100.0 48.7 58.8 548
5 1 15 6 21
MAINTENANCE/IMPR | 25.0 35.9 35.3 3379
99 | 6 1 7
OTHER J[ L 15.4 l 5.9 11.3
Column 4 7 39 7T 62
Total 6.5 3.2 6229 27,4 100.0
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HOCKEY RINKS NEED TO BE IMPROVED?

AGE OF RESPORDENT

: BOGK
By AGEL

Crosstabulation:
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FACILITIES 59
Crosstabulation: HOCKEW  HOW IMPROVE HOCKEY RINES?
By AGEL AGE OF RESPORDENT
Count |<13 13-19  [20-24  |25-34 |35-44 |45-54 |55-59  |60-64  ]65-69 |70+
AGEl1-—> Col Pct Row
0 1 2 3 4 5 8 9 | Toral
HOCREW + ] 1 -+ . + . 1 .
1 5 6 8 2 2 24
IMPROVE ICE 50.0 71.4 50.0 36.4 1.8 | 20.0 29.3
1299 1 1 1 1 ] I 1
2 1 6 7 g 5 2 3 3
IMPROVE FACILS 50.0 50.0 | 31.8 52.9 40.0 J 66.7 50.0 ] 39%
3 2 1 1
MORE RINKS NEEDE 9.1 33.3 16.7 | 50.0 6.
1 - 1 2 | 3 1
INDOOR RINKS | 4.3 4.5 11.8 30.0 16.7 9.
7 1 4 1 '
IMPROVE HOURS 14.3 18.2 5.9 50.0 | 8.
99 3 1 1 - 1
OTHER i L | 17.6 10.0 | 167 | 100.0 7.
Column 2 7 12 22 17 10 3 6 2 1 8
Total 2.4 8.5 14.6 26.8 20.7 12.2 - 3.7 7.3 2.4 1.2 100.




FACILITIES 60

Crosstabulation: HOCKHW HO® TMPROYE BOCKEY RINKS?
By COMP BOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION

Count |SINGLE |SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP-> Col Pot INGLE  {COUBLE _|ARENT Row
1.00 2.00 5.00 6.00| Total
HOCKEW 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 19 3 23
IMPROVE ICE 100.0 31.7 21.% 3073
2 1 20 7 28
IMPROVE FACILS 100.0 33,3 50.0 36.8
3 1 3 1 5
MORE RINKS NEEDE 5.0 7.1 5.3
1 7 1 8
INDOOR RIKKS 1.7 | 7.1 10.5
' 7 T 5 2 7
IMPROVE HOURS 8.3 14.3 9.2
99 6 6
OTHER 10.0 7.9
ton— + + T T+
Column 1 1 60 14 76
Total 1.3 1.3 78.9 1804  100.0
Crosstabulation: BASE BASEBALL DIAMDNDS KEED TO BE IMPROVED?
By AGEL ACE OF RESPONDENT .
Count ]<13 13-19  [20-24  |25-34  |35-44  |45-54 |55-59  |60-64  |65-69 |70+
AGEl-> Col Pet Row
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 | Total
703 S— . 1 -+ 4 1 1 1 1 : 4 —
1 3 6 | 14 26 20 11 2 8 3 7 100
YES | 42.5 16.2 15.9 12.6 153 8.9 3.4 9.3 2.8 i1 3.9
2 1 15 2 35 25 10 10 5 5|11 136
NO 14.3 | 40.5 2277 17.0 191 8.1 16.9 5.8 3.7 6.5 1304
3 3 13 5 118 76 9% 45 60 90 135 679
DONT USE 42.9 35.1 51.1- | 57.3 58.0 75.8 76.3 69.8 84.1 7929 67.0
4 3 9 27 10 9 2 13 10 16 99
DONT KNOW 8.1 10.2 1371 7.6 7.3 3.4 15.1 9.3 9.5 9.8
1 - 1l 1 1 I I 1 ! 1 1
Column 7 37 88 206 131 124 59 86 107 169 1014
Total 7 376 8.7 20.3 1329 1272 5.8 8.5 10.6 6.7 100.0




FACILITIES 61

Crosstabulation: BASE BASEBALL DIAKDNDS NEED TO BE TMPROVED?
By COMP HOOSEHOID COMPOSITION
Count |SINGLE |SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP-> €L Pot INCLE  |COUPLE |ARENT Row
1.00 2.00 5.00 6.00} Total
BASE + —t - 4+ +
1 9 2 61 18 90
YES 4.7 9.1 104 | 124 9.5
2 11 5 81 35 131
NO | 5.7 | 227 13.8 2374 1329
3 153 13 389 75 630
DONT USE - 7973 59.1 66.5 | 51.7 6627
4 20 2 54 18 94
DONT KNOW 10.4 1 9.1 1 9.2 12.4 9.9
Column 193 22 585 145 945
Total  20.4 223 61.9 15.3  100.0
Crosstabalations BASEAW  HOWY TMPROVE BASEBALYL, DIAMONDS?
By AGE1 AGE OF RESPONDERT
Count  [<13 13-19  120-24  |25-34  [35-44  |45-54  |55-59  |60-64  |65-69 |70+
AGEl-> Col Por
J 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
BASEHW - —— + + Sy + 4 s
1 2 11 14 9 2 1
IMPROVE FIELD 0.0 786 63.6 52.9 22.3 | 100.0 66.7
2 1 2 2 5 2 1 Ty
IMPROVE FACILS 50.0 40.0 14.3 18.2 11.8 11.1 25.0 J
3 1 2 1 2
NEED MORE DIAMON » 4.3 11.8 1.1 50.0
5 1 1 1 3 3 5 1 1
MORE BENCHES 50.0 20.9 7.1 13.3 17.5 556 | 100.0 25.9 33.3
5 1
RELOCATE AWAY ¥R l | 5.8
Column 2 5 1% 22 17 9 1 4 1
Toral 2.5 6.2 17.3 27232 21.0 11.1 1.2 4.9 1.2




FACILITIES 62

Crosstabulation: BASEHW BOW IMPROVE BASEBALL DIAMDNDS?

By COMP HOUSEBOLD COMPOSITION
Count |SINGLE |SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP-> Col Pet INGLE _ {COUPLE _|ARENT Row
BASERW L 1.00| 2.00| 5.00| 6.00| Total
1 2 25 11 38
IMPROVE FIELD 33.3 | 0.0 68.8 52.1
2 3 1 7 1 12
IMPROVE FACILS 50.0 100.0 14.0 6.3 16.5
3 6 6
NEED MORE DIAMON 12.0 8.2
4 1 11 4 16
MORE BENCHES | 6.7 22.0 25.0 21.9
5 1 1
RELOCATE AWAY FR 2.0 1.4
Column 6 1 50 16 73
Total 8.2 1.4 68.5 21.9 100.0
Crosstabulations: FOOT FOOTBALL FIELDS KEED TO BE IMPROVED?
By AGEl AGE OF RESPONDENT
AcELs  cSoumE, [<13 13-19 20-24  |25-34  |35-44  [45-54  |55-59 60-64 65-69 70+
- O, c
0 1 2 3] 4 5 6 7 8 9
FOOT ~  mmeewme—boe e - ! 1 ! + i L
1 1 8 9 19 14 8 1 5 1 6
YES | 4.3 21.6 10.2. 9.2 10.7 6.5 1.7 5.9 .9 6
2 1 8 17 27 12 11 8 3 4 0
NO | 14.3 21.6 19.3 13.1 9.2 8.9 13.6 3.5 3.7 9
3 4 18 55 135 92 97 46 66 92 7
DONT USE 57.1 48.6 62.5 65.5 70.2 7822 78.0 77.6 86.0 8l.1
4 1 3 7 25 13 8 4 11 10 6
DONT ENOW 14.3 8.1 8.0 12.1 9.9 6.5 6.8 12.9 9.3 5 J
Column 7 37 88 206 131 124 59 85 107 9
Total .7 3.7 8.7 20.3 12.9 12.2 5.8 8.4 10.6 16.7




FACILITIES 63
Crosstabularion: FOOT FOOTBALL FIELDS REED TO BE IMPROVEDZ
By COR{P BOUSERGLD COMPOSLTLON
Count |SINGLE S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP-> Col Pot NGLE _ |COUPLE _|ARENT Row
1.00 2.0 5.00 6.00| Total
FOOT 4 1 1
1 5 1 4 15 65
YES 2.5 4.5 7.5 10.% 6.9
2 |16 2 62 21 101
NO 8.3 9.1 10.6 1476 10.7
153 17 527 89 686
DONT USE 79.3 77.3 730 61.8 72.7
19 21752 191 92
DONT KNOW |98 9.1 8.9 13.2 | 9.f
Column 193 22 585 144 944
Total  20.4 2.3 62.0 15,3 100.0
Crosstabularion: FOOTHW  HOW IMPROVE FIEIDS?
By AGEL AGE OF RESPORDERT
Count [<13 13-19  [20-24  [25-34  |35-44  |45-54  |55-59  |60-64 |70+
AGEl-> Col Pct Row
1 2 3 4 5 7 Total
FOOTHW -4 s ! !
1 7 6 1 3 30
IMPROVE FIELD 100.0 85.7 60.0 53.8 50.0 | 100.D 50.0 75.0 62.5
2 2 1 3
GENERAL UPGRADNG | | 16.7 25.0 6.3
3 T 1 3 2 6
BETTER MAINTENEN 14.3 23.1 16.7 12.5
2 1 2 1 6
NEED MORE 50.0 7.7 16.7 | 100.0 12.5
5 2 1 3
BARRIER CER/WSTN | | |15 50.0 6.3
Column 1 5 13 12 3 1 2 'S 48
Total 2.1 14.6 10.2 27.1 25.0 6.3 2.1 5.5 8.3 100.0




FACILITIES 64
Crosstabulation: FOOTHW HOW IMPROVE FOOTBALL FIELDS?
By COMP HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION
Count |SINGLE |[SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP->  Col Pect INGLE COUPLE _|ARENRT Row,
1.00 2.00 5.00 6.00| Total
FOOTHW -+ + :
1 2 15 9 27
IMPROVE FIELD 1 100.0 100.0 53.6 75.0 62.8
2 2 2
GENERAL UPGRADNG L L \_ 7.1 4.7
3 4 2 6
BETTER MAINTENEN 14.3 16.7 14.0
- 5 1 5
NEED MORE I | 14.3 8.3 11.6
5 3 3
BARRIER CPR/WSTIN ] 10.7 ] 7.0
L L 1__ 1 |
Column 2 1 28 12 43
Total 4.7 2.3 65.1 27.9 100.0
Crosstabulation: PARKS PARKS NEED TO BE IMPROVED?
By AGEl AGE OF RESPORDENT
Count [<13 13-19 20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55~59 60-64 65-69 70+
AGELl-> Col Pet Row
o] 1 2 L 3| 4 5 Total
PARKS + . + : - +
1 4 12 26 79 55 37 15 23 10 24 285
YES ] 57.1 32.4 29.5 38.5 42.0 30.1 25.4 26.7 9.3 14.2 28.2
2 2 15 31 74 33 28 16 12 2 14 26 251
NO I 28.6 I 40.5 35.2 36.1 25.2 22.8 27.1 14.0 13.1 15.4 24.8
- -t - -+ e -
; 3 1 7 23 42 36 54 25 43 72 104 407
DONT USE ,14.3 18.9 26.1 20.5 27.5 43.9 42,4 50,0 67.3 61.5 40.2
4 3 8 10 7 4 3 8 11 15 69
DONT KNOW 8.1 9.1 4.9 | 5.3 I 3.3 5.1 i 9.3 10.3 8.9 6.8
+ +- + + 4 + + 2 =
Column 7 37 88 205 131 123 59 86 107 169 1012
Total .7 3.7 8.7 20.3 12.9 12.2 5.8 8.5 10.6 16.7 100.0




FACILITIES 65
Crosstabulations PARKS PARKS TO BE IMPROVED?
COMP HOUSEBOLD COMPOSTTION
Count |SINGLE |SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP->  COl Pet INGLE  |COUPLE |ARENT Row,
1.00 2.00 . 6.00| Total
PARKS —_—— + 4
1 32 5 186 48 270
YES 16.6 18.2 31.9 33.1 28.6
2 28 3 152 50 233
NO 145 13.5 2871 3425 26.7
115 14 211 |37 377
DONT USE 59.6 63.6 36.2 255 40.0
18 1 34 10 63
DONT KNOW 9.3 4.5 528 6.9 6.7
Column 193 22 583 145 943
Toral  20.5 273 61.8 15.5  100.0
Crosstabulation: WADING  WADIRG POOLS NEED TO BE IMPROVED?
AGEL AGE OF RESPORDENT
: Count [<13 13-19  ]20-24  |25-34  |35-4%  |45-54  |55-59  |60-64  [65-69 |70+
AGEl-> Col Pct Row
0 1 2 3 5 6 7 8 9 | Total
WADING 1 - 1 1 . i
1 3 6 11 %4 25 15 4 5 6 8 127
YES 42.9 | 16.2 12.5 21.4 191 12.1 6.8 5.8 5.6 4.8 1255
2. 1 g 24 62 36 14 7 11 4 14 181
NO 14.3 | 21.6 2723 30.1 27.5 11.3 11.9 1228 3.7 8.3 17.9
3 3 18 45 76 59 87 42 60 86 129 605
DONT USE 42.9 4826 51.1 36.9 4529 70.2 71.2 69.8 804 76°8 59.7
4 5 8 24 11 8 6 10 11 17 100
DONT RNOW L 13.5 9.1 1177 8.4 6.5 10.2 11.6 10.3 10.1 9.
Column 7 3777 s 206 131 124 59 86 107 168 1013
Total .7 377 8.7 20.3 1239 5.8 8.5 10.6 16.6  100.0

12.2




FACILITIES 66

Crosstabulaticn: WADING  WADIEG POOLS NEED TU BE IMPROVEDT
By COMP FOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION
ount |SINGLE |SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
CoMP->  CobBer INGLE  |COUPLE Row
1.00 2.00 s.ooL 6.00| Total
WADING =~ ———mmmmebemmsion 1 ] 4
1 8 1 83 26 | 118
YES 4.1 4.5 | 14.2 1779 12.5
2 |18 1] 111 40 170
) 9.3 l 4.5 19.0 27.6 18.0
3 148 19 334 63 564
DONT USE 76.7 86.4 57.2 43.54 59.7 .
5 | 19 1 56 16 92
DONT KNOW 9.8 4.5 976 11.0 9.7
Column 193 22 584 145 944
Total  20.% 273 61.9 15.4  100.0
Crosstabulation: WADNGHW  HOW IMPROVE WADING POOLS?
By AGEL ACE OF RESPORDERT
Count }<13 13-19  [20-24  {25-34  135-44  |45-54 [55-59  |60-64  |65-69 |70+
AGEl1-> Col Pct Row
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 | Total
VADNGHW = ~omm——o—bmmee e 1 1 ngll s ] ) | _ 1
1 1 I 9 4 1]~ 2 18
THPROVE SUPERVIS | 50.0 | | 10.0 22.9 22.2 12.5 33.3 18.8
2 2 11 3 1 3 20
TMPROVE SANITATI | 20.0 26.8 16.7 12.5 - 60.0 20.8
3- 4 7 1 5 5 1 1 22
INCREASE # OF PO 40.0 17.1 22.2 62.5 100.0 16.7 2275
4 1 2 177 8 6 1 2 21
BETTER MAINTENEN | 50.0 66.7 10.0 19.5 33.3 16.7 40.0 21.9
5 1 2 6 1 1 2 2 15
OPEN EARLIER IN 33.3 20.0 1.6 | 5.6 12.5 | 100.0_| | 333 | 158
Column 2 3 10 31 18 8 2 1 6 5 96
Total 2.1 3.1 1074 52.7 18.8 8.3 2.1 1.0 6.3 5.2 100.0




FACILITIES 67

Crosstabulation: WADNGEW  HOW TMPROVE WADING POOLS?
By COMP (QOUSEBOLD COMPOSITION

it
Count |SINGLE |SEARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP-> Col Pot INGLE  |COUPLE |ARENT Row
1.00 2.00 5.00 §.00| Total
WADNGHW 1 1 1 1
1 1 12 5 17
IMPROVE SUPERVIS 20.0 19.4 19.0 19.1
2 2 13 5 19
IMPROVE SANITATI | 40.0 21.0 19.0 21.3
3 15 5 20
INCREASE # OF PO 262 | 23.8 22.5
4 N 13 5 19
BETTER MAINTENEN | 20.0 21.0 23.8 21.3
5 1 1 9 3 14
OPEN EARLIER IN 20.0° | 100.0 14.5 14.3 15.7
Column 5 1 62 21 89
Total 5.6 1.1 69.7 2376 100.0
Crosstabulations TERN TERNIS COURTS REED TO BE IMPROVED?
By AGEL AGE OF RESPONDENT
Count [<13 1319 ]20-24  |25-34  [35-44  |45-54  [55-59  |60-64  ]65-69 |70+
AGEl1-> Col Pect Row
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 | Total
TENN 3 1 ot 1 1 4 1 4 1 4 3
1 3 9 10 22 14 9 1 3 3 3 77
YES { 42.9 26.3 11.4 1077 10.7 7.3 1.7 3.5 2.3 1.8 7.6
2 3 15 20 8 5 6 7 2 7 73
NO 8.1 17.0 9.8 6.1 4.0 10.3 8.1 1.5 6.1 7.2
3 3 23 58 134 98 101 47 66 93 143 766
DONT USE 429 | 62.2 6529 6524 76.8 81.5 81.0 76.7 | 86.3 84.5 75.7
4 1 2 5 29 11 9 5 10 9 16 96
DONT KNOW 14.3 | 5.4 5.7 14.1 8.4 | 7.3 6.9 1.6 | 8.4 9.5 9.5
Column 7 37 88 205 131 124 58 86 107 169 1012
Total .7 3.7 8.7 20.3 12.5 1273 5.7 8.5 10.6 16.7  100.0




FACILITIES 68

Crosstabulations: TEEN TERNIS COURTS EEED TO BE IMPROVED?
By COMP HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION .
Count |SINGLE |SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP-> Col Pect INGLE _ |COUPLE |ARENT Row
1.00L 2.00 5.00 6.00]| Total
TENN + - + +
1 2 1 54 13 70
YES 1.0 4.5 l 9.2 9.0 7.4
2 11 2 39 15 67
NO |57 9.1 1 6.7 | 1003 | 7.1
3 162 17 443 96 718
DONT USE 83.9 77.3 75.9 66.2 76.1
4 18 2 48 1 89
DONT KNOW 9.3 | 9.1 8.2 | 14.5 J 9.4
Column 193 22 584 145 944
Total 20°% 2.3 61.9 15.% 100.0
Crosstabulations: TEENOW  BOW IMPROVE TERNIS COURTS?
By AGEL AGE OF RESPORDENT
Count |<13 13-19 20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 60-64 65-69 70+
AGE1-> Col Pect -
0 1 2 3 4 5 7 8
TENNHW =~ —-—m—m——fmm e e e - - + 4 - + e
1 2 1 3 9 3 3 1 1
IMPROVE SURFACE 66.7 12.5 37.5 50.0 | 25.0 33.3 100.0 50.0
3 3 3 2 1 1
IMPROVE NET 37.5 37.5 16.7 16.7 11.1 50.0
3 1 3 1 4 4 4
ADD TENNIS COURT | 33.3 37.5 12.5 22.2 33.3 44,4 50.0
4 1 1 2 3 1
GENERAL MAINTENA 12.5 12.5 11.1 25.0 11.1 J 50.
Column 3 8 8 18 12 9 1 2
Total 4.8 12.7 12.7 28.6 19.0 14.3 1.6 3.2 3.
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TERRHW HOW IMPROVE TENNIS COURTS?

Crosstabulation
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FACILITIES 70
Crosstabulations PLRNK PLFASURE RINES NEED TO BE IMPROVED?
coMp HOUSEBOLD COMPOSITION
Count |SINGLE |SHARED S|[MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP-> Col Pct INGLE COUPLE _|ARENT Row
1.00L 5.00 6.00| Total
PLRNK 1 4 +
1 4 1 85 21 111
YES 2.1 4.5 14.5 14.5 1.7
2 7 1 64 22 94
NO 3.6 4.5 10.9 15,2 9.9
164 18 394 90 666
DONT USE 85.0 8l1.8 67.4 62.1 70.5
4 18 2 42 12 74
DONT KNOW 9.3 9.1 7.2 8.3 7.8
————————— r ——— -+ r
Column 193 22 585 145 945
Total 20.4 2.3 61.9 15.3 100.0 '
Crosstabulation: COMM. CERTRE NEED TO BE IMPROVED?
By AGEL AGE OF RESPORD
Count |<13 13-19 20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-59 60-64 65-69 70+
AGEl-—> Col Pct Row
0 2 3 4 5 6 J 7 8 Total
coMec JOU— 1 —+ s 1 . +
3 17 27 69 57 32 15 26 21 2 294
YES 42.9 45.9 30.7 33.7 43.5 25.8 25.% 30.2 L 19.6 16.0 259.0
2 3 4 9 17 13 17 5 6 9 95
NO 42.9 10.8 10.2 8.3 9.9 13.7 8.5 7.0 8.4 9.%
15 40 97 52 67 31 45 59 513
DONT USE 40.5 45.5 47.3 39.7 L 54.0 52.5 52.3 55.1 63.3 50.6
4 1 1 12 22 9 8 8 9 18 111
DONT RNOW 14.3 2.7 13.6 10.7 6.9 6.5 13.6 10.5 16.8 13 11.0
Colump 7 37 88 205 131 124 59 86 107 16 1013
Total .7 3.7 8.7 20.2 1279 12.2 5.8 8.5 10.6 16.7 100.0

|
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FACILITIES 71

Crosstabulation: (800 COMM. CENTRE KREED TO BE IMPROVED?
By COMP BOUSEBOLD COMPOSITION
Count SINGLE SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP-> Col Pet INGLE COUPLE {ARENT Row
1.00 2.00 . 6.00| Total
coMc + + T +
1 37 8 185 52 282
YES 19.2 36.4 31.7 35.9 29.9
2 - 13 53 19 85
NO . 6.7 9.1 13.1 9.0
+ + +
3 117 10 290 58 475
DONT USE 60.6 45.5 49.7 40.0 50.3
5 26 5 56 16 102
DONT KNOW 13.5 18.2 9.6 11.0 10.8
Column 193 22 584 145 944
Total 20.4 2.3 61.9 15.4 100.0
Crosstabulation: COMCHW BOW IMPROVE OOMM. CENTRE?
By AGEl AGE OF RESPORDENT
Count [<13 13-19 20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-59 60-64 65-69 70+
AGEl1-> Col Pct Row
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 | Total
COMCHW —— ——te + + - + +
1 1 5 4 8 16 9 4 5 1 7 60
NEW CENTRE NEEDE ] 33.3 33.3 16.7 12.7 29.6 28.1 36.4 27.8 5.3 26.9 I 22.6
2 2 9 18 44 30 18 6 11 15 16 169
EXPAND/UPGRADE C 66.7 60.0 75.0 69.8 55.6 56.3 54.5 61.1 78.9 61.5 63.8
3 2 8 5 2 1 1 2 2 23
REQUIRES SUPRVSN 8.3 12.7 9.3 6.3 9.1 5.6 10.5 7.7 8.7
4 2 1 1 1 1 6
IMPROVE EQUIPMEN 3.7 3.1 5.6 5.3 3.8 2.3
] 1 3 1 2 7
BETTER/ALL YEAR ] 6.7 4.8 1.9 6.3 I 2.6
r + -+ + + + 4 4
Column 3 15 24 63 54 32 11 18 19 26 265
Total 1.1 5.7 9.1 23.8 20.4 12.1 4.2 6.8 7.2 9.8 100.0




FACILITIES
Crosstabulation:

Count
coMpP-> Col Pct

COMCEW -t

TMPROVE OO CENTRE?
HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION

1
NEW CENTRE NEEDE

2
EXPAND/UPGRADE C

3
REQUIRES SUPRVSN

4
IMPROVE EQUIPMEN

2
BETTER/ALL YEAR

Y

A

Column
Total

rh

SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
INGLE | COUPLE

2 5.00 6.00

44 6

26.2 12.5

101 32

60.1 66.7

17 5

10.1 10.%

1 3

.6 6.3

5 2

3.0 4.2

168 48

66.1" 18.9

Count
AGEl->  Col Pet

DO _YOU USE PARKS?

WHERE
AGE OF RESPONDENT
13-19

70+

PARK -t

1
WESTON

2 .
OUTSIDE OF WESTO ]

1

N

(2]
.

)
w
.
w
.

5]
.

w
.

—
—

3
BOTH ]
NOWHERE ]
Column
Total

+—

—
(=2

w

N RO T N

N
(=2}
.
G
s Ll

w
-

NN NOVE BN NV W

w
e

20-24 25-34
2 3

53 131
60.9 63.9
13 34
14.9 16.6
10 14
11.5 6.8
11 26

L 12.6 12.7
87 205

8.6 20.3

—
W
—

@O | | N BN S
o«

IR IREZ IR
Bnt NN N= ) i) o

w
(=]
Py

Row

Total

443
43.9

102
10.1

39
3.9

424
42.1

1008
100.0




FACILITIES

Crosstabulation: PARK VHERE DO_YOU USE PARKS?
By CoMP FOUSEHOLD CCMPOSTTION
Count |[SINGLE |S S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP->  Col Pot INGLE _ |COUPLE |ARENT Row
1.00 2.0 5.00 6.00| Total
PARK + +
1 45 3 274 93 415
WESTON | 23:5 13.6 47.2 64.1 44.2
2 18 6 57 13 94
QUTSIDE OF WESTO 9.4 27.3 9.8 9.0 10.0
: 3 1 2 28 5 36
BOTH .5 9.1 4.8 3.% 3.8
127 11 222 34 394
NOWHERE 665 50.0 3822 2374 4220
Column 9122 581 145 939
Total  20.3 2.3 61.9 15.4  100.0
Crosstabulation: FEED FOR_TENK DROP-IN CERIRE?
By AGEL AGE OF RESPONDENT
Count |[<13 13-19  120-24  [25-34  |35-44 55-59  |60-64  |65-69 |70+
AGEl~-> Col Pect . Row
0 1 2 3 6 8 Total
TEEN = ~eemmmeedmmmmmeedee DL 1 ! 1 ]
1 27 68 162 98 37 53 57 93 683
YES 85.7 75%0 78.2 73.4 7620 6318 6125 5473 55.7 68.3
2 [Ty 5 | 1 14 16 5 14 200 26 122
NO 11.1 12.6 6.9 12.4 8.6 16.3 1950 1576 1277
L 5 3 28 15 16 19 28 48 195
DONT KNOW 14.3 13.9 9.2 1377 11.%6 27.6 22.1 2647 28.7 19.5
i 1208 ] 1 !
Column 7 36 87 204 129 58 86 105 167 1000
Toral 7 376 8.7 20.4 12.9 5.8 8.6 10.5 16.7  100.0




FACILITIES 74
Crosstabularion: TEEN REED FOR TENK DROP-IN CERTRE?
CoMP BOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION
Count |SINGLE |SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP > Col Pet INGLE COUPLE _ |ARENT Row
1.00 2.00 5.00 $.00| Total
TEEN =~ weememe—femoo=lood + 1 1
1 106 g 406 110 631
YES 55.5 40.9 70.2 77.5 67-5
2 29 2 72 12 115
NO 15-2 9.1 12.5 8.5 12.3
56 11 100 20 187
DONT KNOW 29.3 50.0 17.3 | 1411 20.0
l ! I
Column 191 22 578 142 933
Total  20.5 2.4 62.0 15.2  100.0
Crosstabulation: SENIOR  NEED ¥UR_SENIORS ACTIVITY CENTRE?
AGEL AGE OF RESPONDENT
Count |<13 13-19  [20-24  [25-34  |35-44  |45-54  |55-59  |60-64 |65-69 |70+
AGEl-> Col Pect Row
0 1 2 3 9 | Total
SENIOR S : 4 1 3 1
1 4 23 53 133 86 87 3 58 66 11 656
YES 57.1 63.9 60.9 65.5 66.7 72.5 62.1 67.4 62.9 65.9 65.7
2 1 16 14 14 13 7 10 24 33 132
NO 2.8 18.4 6.9 10.9 10.3 12.1 11.6 22.9 193 13.2
3 12 18 56 29 20 15 18 15 24 210
DONT KNOW 42.9 | 33.5 20.7 27.6 22.5 16.7 25.9 20.9 14.3 144 21.0
Column 7 36 87 203 129 120 58 86 105 167 998
Total 7 3.6 8.7 20.3 12,9 12.0 5.8 8.6 10.5 16.7  100.0




FACILITIES 75
Crosstabulation: SENIOR  NEED FOR SENIORS ACTIVITY CERTRE?
By OOP HOUSEBOLD COMPOSTITIONR
Count |SINGLE |SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP->  Col Pot INGLE  |COUPLE Row
1.00| 2. 5,00 6.00| Toral
SENIOR - s ! 1 1 4
1 122 8 380 97 607
YES 64-7 36.4 65.9 68.3 65.2
2 3] 6 75 13 125
NO 1623 | 27.3 13.0 9.2 1374
3 37 8 122 32 199
DONT KNOW | 1955 36.4 211 22.5 2124
_________ 1 A 2.
Column 190 22 577 142 931
Total  20.4 2.4 62.0 15. 1000
Crosstabulation: HORSE BEED FOR HORSESHOE PIT?
BGEL AGE OF RESPONDENT
Count |<13 13-19  |20-24  {25-34  [35-44  |45-54 |55-59  |60-64  |65-69 |70+
AGEl-> Col Pect Row
0 1 2 { 3 { 5 6 9 | Total
HORSE + b + ] |
1 2 18 39 112 67 63 32 il 47 83 504
YES 28.5 50.0 448 54.9 51.9 52.5 5522 47.7 44.8 49.7 50.5
2 2 6 29 4l 23 29 7 23 25 35 | 219
NO 28.5 | 16.7 333 20.1 1723 242 12.1 2627 23.8 | 20.4 21.%
3 12 19 51 39 28 19 22 33 50 276
DONT KNOW 42.9 | 333 | 218 J 25.0 3022 2323 32.8 25.6 3174 2979 27.6
Column 7 36 87 204 129 120 58 86 105 167 999
Total 7 376 8.7 2004 12.9 120 5. 8.6 10.5 16.7  100.0




FACILITIES 76

Crosstabulation: BORSE FEED FOR BORSESHOE PIT?
By COMP HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION

Count |SINGLE }SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP-> CGlL Pot TNGLE |COUPLE |ARENT Row
1.00 2.00 5,00 6.00| Total
HORSE 1 ot 1 1
1 89 5 299 70 463
YES | 46.6 22.7 5128 49.3 49.7
2 38 9 132 25 204
NO | 19%9 40.9 2279 1776 AR
3 | 64 8 146 47 265
DONT KNOW L 33.5 L 36.4 25,3 33,1 28.4
Column 191 22 577 142 932
Total  20.5 204 61.9 15.2  100.0
Crosstabulation: SHOFEL HEED FORB SHUFFLEBOARD?
By AGEl AGE OF RESPORDENT
Count |<13 13-19  |20-24  |25-34  ]35-44  |45-54  |55-59  |60-64  [65-69 |70+
AGEl-> Col Pect
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
SHUFFL =~ ~m==eoe—focmmmm e — 1 1 1 1+
1 3 20 38 105 69 59 27 32 43 72
YES 42.9 55.6 4377 52.0 53.5 492 | 4616 3776 41.0 43.1
2 |1 7 30 54 21 31 11 22 25 38
NO 14.3 19.4 3425 21.8 16.3 25.8 190 | 25.5 23.8 2278
3 9 19 53 39 30 20 31 37 57
DONT KNOW 42.9 25.0 | 21.3 26-2 30.2 25.0 3475 3625 35.2 | 3.1
Column 7 35 87 202 129 120 58 85 105 167
Total .7 3.6 8.7 20.3 1370 17.0 5.8 8.5 10.5 16.8




FACILITIES 77
Crosstabulations chep FERHORD COMPOSTTION
Count |SINGLE [§ S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
> Col P INGLE  |COUPLE _|ARENT Row
COMP->  Col FPet 1.00 2.0 5.00 6.00| Total ',
SHUFFL -+ + +
1 78 6 282 64 430
YES 51.1 27.3 45.0 45.1 4622
2 39 8 | 137 30 214
NO 2025 36.4 2328 21.1 23.0
TR 8 | 157 48 286
DONT KNOW 38.4_ | 36.4 27.3 33.8 30.8
+ 2 r —— -+
Column 190 22 576 142 930
Total  20.4 204 61.9 15.3 10020
Crosstabulation: DYCR DO YOU USE DAYCARE FACILITIES?
By AGEL AGE OF RESPORDENT
unt  |<13 13-19  ]20-24  |25-34  |35-44  [45-54 |55-59  |60-64 |65-69 |70+
AGEl-> Col Pct
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
DYCR - - — 1 - -
1 2 18 11 1 1 1
YES 5.4 5.7 8.8 8.4 .8 1.2 .6
2 7 | 35 | 83 187 120 122 59 85 107 168
NO 100.0 946 94.3 91.2 91%6 95.%2 | 10070 98.8 | 100.0 99.4
Colwmm 7 iz 88 205 131 123 59 86 107 169
Total 7 3v7 8.7 20.3 1235 1253 5.8 8.5 10.6 16.7
Crosstabulation: DYCR DO YOU USE DAYCARE FAC]I.ITIES?
By COMP HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITIOR
Count |SINGLE |SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP->  Col Pot INGLE  |COUPLE |ARENT Row
1.00 . 5.00 6.00| Total
DYCR — . I |
1 23 12 35
YES 379 8.3 3.7
2 192 22 560 133 907
¥O 100.0 | 1000 95.1 91.7 96.3
Column 192 22 583 145 942
Total  20.4 2.3 61.9 15.4  100.0
Crosstabulation: DYCR DO YOU USE DAYCARE FACILITIES?
By AREA AR¥A OF WESTON
AREA-> Count Row
Col Pet 1 2 l 3 i 4 | Total
DYCR
1 14 11 9 5 39
YES 5.7 4.6 3.8 2.0 3.8
2 287 226 227 239 979
NO 95.3 9574 9622 98.0 9%.2
Column 301 237 236 244 1018
Total  29.5 2373 2322 24.0  100.0
Crosstabulation: DYCR DO YOU USE DAYCARE FACILITIES?
By HSINGM  HOUSEHDLD INCOME
Coumt  |<$13,000 313,000 29,990-|30,000- 1849, 000-1$50,000- 860, 000~ | PENSION/ |DON T KN
BSINCM-> Col P 19999 |§29.999 1339999 |$49,999 (859,999 |869.999 |BENEFIT |OW Row
i 2 3 Z 5 H 7 Total
DYCR . 1
16 10 6 2 1 2 1 38
YES 5.8 4.7 3.0 2.7 2.2 10.5 1.7 379
2 259 201 195 90 5 17 5 1 3 85 935
NO 9422 95.3 97.0 97.8 97.8 89.5 | 100.0 | 100.0 98.8 96.1
Column 275 211 201 92 46 19 5 38 86 973
Total  28.3 2107 20.7 9.5 4.7 2.0 .5 379 8.8  100.0




DAYCARE

Crosstabulation:z JNENCR USE OR TRFART DAYCARE?
DYCR DO YOU USE DAYCARE FACILITIES?
Controlling for COMP Value = .00 SIEGLE
Count |NO
DYCR~> Col Pet Row
I R 2 | Total
; 1 5 5 '
YES 2.6 2.6
2 185 185
NO 96.9 96.9
3 1 1 1
DONT KNOW | ) .5
Column . 191 191
Total 100.0 100.0
Crosstabulation: INFRCR [9):9 TNEANT DAYCARE?
By DICR DO YOU USKE DAYCARE
Controlling for COCMP Value ~ 2.00 SHARED GLE
Count |NO
DYCR-> Col Pect Row
2 | Total
INENCR =  —~memmeedom e
2 20 20
NO 95.2 95.2
3 11 1
DONT EKNOW 4.8 4.8
Column T2 21
Total 100.0 100.0
Crosstabulation: JTNFNCR USE OR THFART DAYCARE?
By DICR DO YOU USK DAYCARE FACILITIES?
Controlling for CP Value = 5.00 HARRIED COUPLE
Count |YES NO
DICR-> Col Pct Row
1 2 | Total
INENCR 1 + +
1 9 47 56
YES 39.1 J 8.5 9.7
2 13 49] 504
NO 56.5 88.8 | 87.5
3 1 15 16
DONT KROW L 4.3 L 2.7 L— 2.8
Column 23 553 . 576
Total 4.0 96.0 100.0
Crosstabulations: INFNCR OR, TNFANRT DAYCARE?
By DICR DO YOU USKE DAYCARE FACILITIES?
Controlling for COMP ue = 6.00 SIRGLE PARENT
Count |YES NO
DYCR-> Col Pct Row
1 2 | Total
INFNCR + +
1 5 16 21
YES 51.7 12.4 14.9
2 |7 107 [ 114
NO 58.3 82.9 80.9
T s 6
DONT KNOW ] | 4.7 4.3
Column 12 129 141
Total 8.5 91.5 100.0
Crosstabulation: PRSCHL DAYCARE?
By DICR DO YOU USE DAYCARE FACILITIES?
Controlling for COMP ue = . SIKGLE
Count |[NO
DICR-> Col Pct Row
2 | Total
PRSCHL,  -———mremetormmmm—adt
1 4 4
YES 2.1 2.1
2 186 186
NO 96.9 96.9
| A L
3 2 2
DONT KNOW 1.0 L 1.0
Column 192 192 :
Total 100.0 100.0




DAYCARE

Crosstabulation:

79

USE OR PRE-SCHOOL DAYC.ARET
Do YDU USE DAYCARE
Valne 00 SHARED SINGI.E

Coun NO
DICR-> Col Pct Row
2 Total
PRSCHL =  ——wemom—to—caoene
20 20
NO 95.2 95.2
1 1
DORT RNOW 4.8 4.8
Column 21 21
Total 100.0 100.0
Crosstabulation: PRSCHL OR PRE-SCHOQL DAYCARE?
By DICR DO_YOU USKE DAYCARE FACILITIES?
Controlling for COMP ne = 5.00 MARRTED
Count YES NO
DYCR-> Col Pct Row
1 2 | Total
PRSCHL + +
1 19 84 103
YES 82.6 15.2 17.9
2 4 454 458
NO 17.4 81.9 79.4
3 16 16
DONT KNOW | ] 2.9 2.8
Column 23 554 577
Total 4.0 96.0 100.0
Crosstabulation: PRSCHL USE_OR PRE-SCHOOL DAYCARE?
By DYCR DO YOU USE DAYCARE FA(
Controlling for COMP Valune = 6.00 SINGLE PARI'J!T
Count |YES NO
DYCR-> Col Pet Row
1 2 | Total
PRSCHL +
1 8 28 36
YES 66.7 21.5 25.4
____________________ 1
2 4 97 0l
NO 33.3 74.6 .1
3 5 5
DONT KNOW J J 3.8 3.5
Column 12 130 142
Total 8.5 91.5 100.0
Crosstabulations SCHLAG SCHOOL. AGE DAYCARE?
By DICR DO YOU USE DAYCARE FACILITIES?
Controlling for COMP 1.00 SIRGLE
Count |NO
DICR-> Col Pct Row
2 | Total
SCHLAG =~  ———emmmed oo -
1 6 6
YES 3.1 3.1
2 184 | 184
NO 95.8 ] 95.8
3 2 2
DONT RKNOW 1.0 1.0
Column 192 192
Total 100.0 100.0
Crosstabulations: S E OR JUIRE SCHOOL. AGE DAYCARE?
By DICR DO YOU USE DAYCARE FACILITIES?
Controlling for COMP oe = .00 SHARED SINGLE
Count NO
DYCR~> Col Pct Row
2 | Total
SCHLAG EE i 1
YES l 4.8 l 4.8
2 20 20
NO l 95.2 95.2
Column 2] 21
Total 100.0 100.0




DAYCARE 80
Crosstabulations SCHLAG USE OR Rgumn SCBOQL. AGE DAYCARE?
By DICR DO YOU USE DAYCARE FACILITIES?
trolling for COMP Value = 5. HARRTED COUPLE
Count |YES NO
DYCR-> Col Pct Row
1 2 | Total
SCHLAG . k =
1 19 111 130
YES 82.6 20.0 22.5
f SR Lo L
2 3 423 426
- NO 13.0 76.4 73.8-
____________________ 1
3 1 20 21
DONT KNOW 4.3 L 376 L 376
Column 23 554 577
Total 4.0 96.0 100.0
Crosstabulation: SCHLAG E_OR SCHOOL. AGE DAYCARE?
DYCR. DO YUU Us. YCARE FACILITIES?
Controlling for CORMP - 6.00 SINGLE PARENT
Count YES NO
DICR-> Col Pct Row
: 1 2 | Total
SCHLAG -t r -T
1 10 39 49
YES 83.3 30.0 34.5
2 2 86 88
NO 16.7 66.2 62.0
3 TV TS 5
DONT KNOW L 3.8 L 3.5
Column 12 130 142
Total 8.5 91.5 100.0
Crosstabulation: TWFBRHR OR TWERTY-FOUR HOUR DAYCARE?
By DICR DO YOU U CARE FACILITIES?
Controlling for COMP ue = .00 SIKGLE
Count NO
DYCR-~> Col Pct Row
2 Total
%) - SN S—
1 2 2
YES J 1.0 1.0
2 189 189
NO ] 98.4 98.4
1 1
DONT KNOW 5 .5
Column 192 192
Total 100.0 100.0
Crosstabulation: TWFRHR. DSE OR TWERTY-FOUR HOUR DAYCARE?
By DICR DO_YOU USKE DAYCARE FACILITIES?
Controlling for COMP Valoe = 2.00 SHARED SINGLE
Count [NO
DYCR~> Col Pct Row
2 | Total
TWFRHR =  —m~emem—temeacae
2 20 20
NO l 95.2 l 95.2
1 1
DONT KNOW 4.8 4.8
Column 21 21
Total 100.0 100.0
Crosstabulations USE OB TWENTY-FOUR. HOUR DAYCARE?
By DICR DO YOU USE DAYCARE FACILITIES?
Controlling for COMP e =~ - MARRTED COUPLE
Count |YES NO
DYCR-> Col Pet Row
1 2 Total
TWERER . . :
1 7 35 42
YES 30.4 6.3 7.3
2 15 500 515
NO 65.2 90.3 ] 89.3
1 19 20
DONT KNOW L 4.3 L 3.4 3.5
Column 23 554 577
Total 4.0 96.0 100.0




DAYCARE 81
Crosstabulation: TWFRHR TWENTY-FOUR BOUR DAYCARE?
By DICR DO YOU T DLYCARK FACTLITIES?
Contxolling foxr COMP 6.00 SINGLE PARENT
Count |YES NO
DYCR-> Col Pet Row,
1 2 Total
TWERHR + +
1 4 13 17
YES 33.3 10.0 12.0
2 8 112 120
NO 66.7 86.2 84.5
"""" 5 5
DONT EKNOW 3.8 3.5
Column 12 130 142
Total 8.5 91.5 100.0
Crosstabulation: EMRGCY USE GR R%UEK FMERGENCY DAYCARE?
By DYCR DO YOU USE DAYCARE FACILITIES?
Controlling foxr COMP Value = 1.00 SIHGLE
Count [NO
DYCR-> Col Pet Row
2 Total
EMRGCY  —mmmmmmedoeme e L
1 2 2
YES 1.0 1.0
2 189 189
NO 98.4 98.4
o222 .
1 1
DONT KNOW ] L .5
Column 1927 192
Total 100.0 100.0
Crosstabulation: EMRGCY USE KI‘EUIRE EMERGFNCY DAYCARE?
By DICR DO YOU USK -DAYCARE FACIIITIES?
Controlling for COMP 2.00 SHARFD SINGLE
Count . |NO
DYCR-> Col Pet Row.
2 | Total
EMRGCY -——--—I —————————— 1
YES l 4.8 l 4.8
2 20 20
NO 95.2 95.2
Column 21 21
Total 100.0 100.0
Crosstabulation: EMRGCY USE_CR EMERGENCY DAYCARK?
By DICR DO YOU USKE DAYCARE FACIT.ITIES?
Controlling for CR{P 5.00 MARRIED COUPLE
Count |YES NO
DYCR-> Col Pct Row
1 2 | Total
EMRGCY - 2 -
1 9 73 82
YES 39.1 13.2 14.2
2 12 463 475
NO 52.2 83.7 | 82.5
__________ b
3 2 17 19
DONT KNOW 8.7 3.1 3.3
Column "23° 553 576
Total 4,0 96.0 100.0
Crosstabulations USE OR FMERGENCY DAYCARE?
By DICR DO YOU USE DAYCARE FACILITIES?
Controlling for COMP Value = 6.00 SINGLE PARENT
Count |YES NO
DYCR-> Col Pct Row
1 2 Total
EMRGCY ——— + -
1 4 15 19
YES 33.3 11.5 13.4
2 8 110 118
NO ] 66.7 84.6 83.1
3 | 5 5
DONT RKNOW L 3.8 I 3.5
Column 12 130 142
Total 8.5 91.5 100.0




DAYCARE
Crosstabulations 'ro st smc- FAM. HOME?
By RNTOFYN DO mU RERT OR
Count |RENT OWN
RNTOWN->  Col Pet Row
2 L Total
SGLFAM + -
1 273 643 916
YES 86.7 93.1 91.1
2 16 12 28
NO 5.1 | L7 2.8
3 26 36 62
DON T KNOW 8.3 5.2 6.2
Column 315 691 1006
Total 31.3 68.7 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 19

82

Crosstabulation:

SGLEAM WOULD LIEKE TO SEE SIBG. FAM. HOME?
By COMP HOUSEHOLD CMPOSITION

Count SINGLE |SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP->  Col Pet INGLE COUPLE _|ARENT Row
1.00 2.00 5.00 6.00| Total
SGLEAM =~ —-m—-o-- : + + 1 +
1 160 21 548 130 859 i
YES 82.9 9525 93.8 90.3 91.1
] 1 i i
2 9 13 6 28
NO 4.7 L |22 4.2 3.0
3 24 1 23 8 56
DON T KNOW 12. 4 4.5 J 3.9 5.6 \ 5.9
Column 193 22 584 144 943
Total 20.5 2.3 61.9 15.3 100.0
Number of Miss:.ng Observations = 82
Crosstabulation: DUPLEX WULD LIKE TO SEE DUPLEX?
By RRTOWN DO YOU RENT OR ORNT
Count [RENT OWN
RNTOWN-> Col Pct Row
1 2 | Total
DUPLEX +- ]
1 164 322 486
YES 52.1 46.6 48.3
2 |13 | 307 420
NO 35.9 44 .4 41.7
3 38 62 100
DON T KNOW 12.1 9.0 9.9
Column 313 €91 1006
Total 31.3 68.7 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 19
Crosstabulation: DUPLEX WOULD LIKE TO SEE DUPLEXT
HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION
unt |SINGLE |SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
CoMP-> Col Pet INGLE COUPLE |ARENT Row
1.00 2.00 5,00 6.00| Total
DUPLEX - -t + 4 + +
1 79 8 290 81 458
YES 40.9 36.4 49.7 56.3 48.6
2 79 12 254 49 394
NO 40.9 54.5 43.5 34.0 41.8
35 2 40 . 14 91
DON T KNOW L 18.1 L 9.1 6.8 L 9.7 L 9.7
Column 193 22 584 144 943 8
Total 20.5 2.3 61. 15.3 100.0

Number of Missing Observations = 82
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Crosstabulation: ROWTWN WOULD LIEE TO SEE ROW OR TOWRDOUSE?
By RNTIOGN DO YOU RENT OR OWN?
Count |RENT OWN
RNTOWN->  Col Pct Row
2 | Total
ROWTWN +
1 11 127 237
YES 35.0 18.4 23.6
2 | 170 | 505 | 675
NO 54.1 73.1 67.2
3 34 59 93
DON T KNOW 10.8 8.5 9.3
Column 314 691 1005
Total 31.2 68.8 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 20
Crosstabulatiom: ROWIWN WOULD LIKE TO SEE ROW OR TOUWRHOUSEZ
By COMP BOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION
Count |SINGLE |SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP->  Col Pet INGLE COUPLE Row
1.00 . . 6.00j Total
ROWTWN —memmmm—demmeceer + +
1 40 3 129 46 218
YES i 20.7 13.6 22.1 31.9 23.1
2 120 17 416 86 639
NO 62.2 77.3 71.4 59.7 67.8
33 2 38 12 85
DON T KNOW 17.1 9.1 6.5 8.3 9.0
1 L
Column 193 22 583 144 942
Total 20.5 2.3 61.9 15.3 100.0

Number of Missing Observations =

83

Crosstabulation: APTLOW WOULD IIKE TQ SEE LOW-RISE APT.?
RNTOWN -DO YOU RENT OR OWNT
Count |RENT OWN
RNTOWN->  Col Pct Row
1 2 Total
APTLOW - - i 1
1 133 226 359
YES 42.2 32.7 35.7
2 144 411 555
NO 45,7 59.5 55.2
3 38 | 54 92
DON T KNOW 12.1 j 7.8 9.1
Columm 315 691 1006
Total 31.3 68,7 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 19
Crosstabulation: APTLOW WOOLD LIXE TO SEE LOW-RISE APT.?
By COMP HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITIOR
Count SINGLE |[SHARED S|MARRIED |[SINGLE P
COMP~> Col Pct INGLE COUPLE |ARENT Row
1.00 2.00 5.00 6.00| Total
APTLOW ——t + 4 4
1 66 205 57 333
YES 34.2 22.7 35.1 39.6 35.3
2 91 1 341 76 524
NO 47.2 72.7 58.4 ] 52.8 | 55.6
36 1 38 11 86
DON T KNOW 18.7 4.5 6.5 7.6 9.1
Column 193 22 584 144 943
Total 20.5 2.3 61.9 15.3 100.0

Number of Missing Observations =

82
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Crosstabulation: APTHIH ROULD LIKE TO SEE HIGH—RISE APT.?
By RNTOWN DO YOU RENT OR
Count RENT OWN
RNTOWN->  Col Pet Row
1 2 | Total
APTHIH + -t +
1 60 - 101 161
YES 19.0 14.6 16.0
2 | 222 538 760
NO 70.5 77.9 75.5
B SN NI -
3 33 52 85
DON T KNOW 10.5 7.5 8.4
Column 315 691 1006
Total 31.3 68.7 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 19
Crosstabulations: APTHIH ROULD LIEE TO SEE IU.GH—RISE APT.?
By coMpP HOUSEHOLD OCRMPOSITIH
ount [SINGLE |[SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP-> Col Pct INGLE COUPLE |ARENT Row
1.00 2.00 5.00 6.00{ Total
APTHIH — + -t +
1 30 1 89 29 149
YES 15.5 4.5 15.2 20.1 15.8
2 127 20 463 105 715
NO 65.8 L 90.9 79.3 72.9 75.8
3 36 1 32 10 75
DON T KNOW 18.7 4,5 5.5 ] 6.9 8.4
Column 193 22 584 144 943
Total 20.5 2.3 61.9 15.3 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 82
Crosstabulation: HANDIC WOULD LIEE TO SEE BOUSING FOR HARDICAPFPE
By RNTOWN DO YOU RENT OR ORN?
Count |RENT OWN
RNTOWN->  Col Pct Row
1 2 | Total
HANDIC + +
1 258 548 806
YES 81.9 79.4 80.2
2 16 60 76
NO 5.1 | 8.7 7.6
3 | a1 82 123
DON T KNOW l 13.0 11.9 J 12.2
Column 315 690 1005
Total 31.3 68.7 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 20

Crosstabulation: HARDIC WOULD LIKE TO SEE HOUSING FOR HARDICAPPE
By COMP BOUSEHOLD CGMPOSLITIOR

Count |SINGLE |[SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP-> Col Pot INGLE  |COUPLE |ARENT Row,
1.00|" 77200 5.00 6.00| Total

HANDIC -4 ; i i B 1
1 138 18 480 122 758
YES 715 81.8 82.3 84.7 80.5

2 16 1 50 e 71 -

NO 8.3 4.5 8.6 2.8 7.5
3 39 3 53 18 113
DON T KNOW 20.2 13.5 9.1 12.5 1250
Columa 193 22 583 144 942
Total  20.5 2.3 61.9 15.3  100.0

Number of Missing Observations = 83
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DAYCARE
Crosstabulation: GOVREN WOULD LIKE TO SEE GOVI. RERTAL?
By RNTOUWN DO YOU RENT OR ORN?
Count [RENT OWN
RNTOWN->  Col Pet Row
1 2 | Total
1 204 218 422
YES 64.8 31.6 42.0
2 69 383 452
NO 21.9 55.6 45.0
3 a2 | . 88 130
DON T KNOW 13.3 12.8 12.9
Column 315 689 1004
Total 31.4 68.6 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 21

Crosstabulations GOVREN WOULD LIZE TO SEE GOVI. RERTAL?
By coMpP HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION
Count |SINGLE |SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP->  Col Pet INGLE COUPLE _ [ARENT Row
1.00 2.00 . 6.00f Total
GOVREN + T+
1 66 7 237 78 388
YES 34.2 31.8 40.7 54.5 41.2
t . +
2 87 9 291 43 430
NO 45.1 40.9 49.9 30.1 45.7
3 40 6 55 22 123
DON T RNOW 20.7 27.3 9.4 15.4 13.1
Columa . 193 22 583 143 941
Total 20.5 2.3 62.0 15.2 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 84
Crosstabulation: SENCUP WOULD LIKE TO SEE BOUSING FOR SENIOR COU
RNTORN DO YOU RERT OR OWN?
Count |RENT OWN
RNTOWN->  Col Pet Row
1 2 | Total
SENCUP + - +
1 257 587 844
YES 81.6 85.1 84.0
2 24 58 82
NO 7.6 8.4 8.2
34 45 79
DON T KNOW 10.8 6.5 7.9
1
Column 315 690 1005
Total 31.3 68.7 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 20
Crosstabulations: SENCUP WOULD LIKE TO SEE HOUSING FOR SENIOR COU
By COP HOUSEBOLD COMPOSITIOR
Count |SINGLE |SHARED I SINGLE P
COMP->  Col Pect INGLE COUPLE _ |ARENT Row
1.00 2.0 5. 6.00| Total
SENCUP R P e
1 153 16 497 121 787
YES 79.3 72.7 85.2 84.0 83.5
2 16 3 50 12 81
NO 8.3 13.6 8.6 8.3 8.6
24 3 36 11 74
DON T KNOW 12.4 j 13.6 <1 6.2 7.6 7.9
Column 193 22 583 144 942
Total 20.5 2.3 61.9 15.3 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 83 )




DAYCARE 86

Crosstabulation: SERSGL WOULD LIKE TO SEE HOUSING FOR SIRGLE SIN
By RNTO®N DO YOU BENT OR ORN?Z
Count |RENT OWN
RNTOWN-> Col Pect Row
1 2 Total
SENSGL —e-mmmmmdmmm e e e g
1 257 . 575 832
YES 81.8 83.3 82.9,
2 [ 23 85 88
NO 7.3 9.4 8.8
3 B 84
DON T KNOW L 1008 7.2 8.4
Column 314 690 1004
Total 31.3 68.7 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 21
Crosstabulations: SENRSGL WOULD LIKE TO SEE HUUSING FOR SIHGLE SIN
By COdP HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITIH
Count SINGLE SHARED S{MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP-> Col Pct INGLE COUPLE |ARENT Row
1.00 2.00 5.00 6.00f Total
SENSGL =~ —-—=cmmetem e e L 4 + +
1 151 16 491 121 779
YES . 78.2 72.7 84.4 84.0 82.8
2 | 18 3 53 11 85
NO 9.3 13.6 9.1 7.6 9.0
3 24 3 38 12 77
DON T ENOW 12.4 13.6 6.5 8.3 8.2
Column 193 22 582 144 941
Total 20.5 2.3 61.8 15.3 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 84
Crosstabulation: DROGAL ARE DROGS/ALCOHOL, A TEENAGE PROBLEM?
By SAFE IS THIS A SAFE N HCOD
Count YES NO SAME AS
SAFE-> Col Pct ANYWHERE| Row
1 2 3 | Total
DRUGAL -t ——t
1 275 137 82 494
YES 46.3 62.3 49.4 50.4
2 144 28 14 186
NO 24.2 12.7 8.4 19.0
3 175 55 70 300
DONT KNOW J 29.5 25.0 42.2 30.6
L 4 +
Column 594 220 166 980
Total 60.6 22.4 16.9 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 45
Crosstabulation: LOTTING IS LOTTERING A TEERAGE PROBLIM?
By SAFE IS THIS A SAFE N HOOD
Count [YES NO SAME AS
SAFE-> Col Pct ANYWHERE| Row
1 2 3 Total
LOITNG s +
1 349 169 115 633
YES 58.8 76.8 69.3 64.6
2 180 33 30 243
NO 30.3 15.0 18.1 24.8
3 65 18 21 104
DONT RKNOW I 10.9 8.2 | 12.7 10.6
Column 594 220 166 980
Total 60.6 22.4 16.9 100.0

Number of Missing Observations = 45




SAFETY
Crogstabulation: VNDLSM IS VANDALISM
By SAFE IS THIS A SAFE N HOOD
Count [YES NO SAME AS
SAFE-> Col Pct ANYWHERE Row
2 3 | Total
VNDLSM + 1
1 264 156 102 522
YES 44,4 70.9 61.4 53.3
2 229 40 26 295
NO 38.6 18.2 15.7 30.1
101 24 38 163
DONT KNOW 17.0 10.9 22.9 16.6
Column 594 220 166 980
Total 60.6 22.4 16.9 100.0

Number of Missing Observations =

87

A TEENAGE PROBLEM?

A _TEENAGE PROBLEM?

Crosstabulation: TRHPLY IS UREMPLOYMENT
By SAFE IS5 THIS A SAFE K HOOD
Count |YES NO SAME AS
SAFE-> Col Pct Row
1 2 3 | Total
UNMPLY + + +
1 210 90 79 379
YES 35.3 40.9 42.2 37.7
+ 1 4
2 74 15 14 103
NO 12.4 6.8 8.4 10.5
+ 1 i X
3 311 115 82 508
DONT KNOW L 52.3 L 52.3 L 49.4 L 51.8
i | | |
Column 595 220 166 981
Total 60.7 22.4 16.9 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 44
Crosstabulation: LCEJBS IS LACK OF JOB SKILL A
By SATE IS THIS A SA¥E N HOOD
Count |YES RO SAME AS
SAFE-> Col Pct ANYWHERE| Row
1 2 3 | Total
LCKJBS -+ 2 +
1 199 85 63 347
YES 33.6 38.6 38.0 35.4
2 58 22 12 92
NO 9.8 | 10.0 7.2 9.4
3 336 113 91 540
DONT KNOW | 6.7 L s1.4 | 54.8 | 55.2
] | 4 +
Column 593 220 166 979
Total 60.6 22.5 17.0 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 46
Crosstabulation: TNPREG IS5 PREGNANCY A TEERAGE
By SAYE IS THIS A SAFE N HOOD
Count |[YES NO SAME AS
SAFE-> Col Pcr ANYWHERE| _Row
1 2 3 | Total
TNPREG -t T + ==t
1 120 60 35 215
YES 20.2 27.3 L 21.1 22.0
2 99 22 20 141
NO 16.7 10.0 12.0 14.4
374 138 111 623
DONT KNOW 63.1 62.7 66.9 63.6
Column 593 220 166 979
Total 60.6 22.5 17.0 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 46

TEENAGE PROBLEM?

PROBLEM?Z




SAFETY

Crosstabulation: S IS POOR SCHOUL ATTENDARCE A TEENAGE PROB
SAFE IS THIS A SAFE N HOOD
Count |(YES NO SAME AS
SAFE-> Col Pct Row
2 3 | Total
SCHLAT o + T et
1 112 59 29 200
YES 18.9 26.8 17.5 20.4
2 81 16 13 110
NO 13.7 7.3 7.8 .2
1 ] |
3 400 145 124 669
DONT KNOW ] 67.5 65.9 74.7 68.3
Column 593 220 166 979
Total 60.6 22.5 17.0 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 46
Crosstabulations: LCEREC IS LACK OF REC. ACTIVITIES A TEERAGE PRO
By SAFE IS THIS A SAFE N HOOD
Count |YES NO SAME AS
SAFE-> Col Pet Row
2 3 | Total
LCKREC - . 3 : +
1 180 80 54 314
YES 30.4 36.4 | 32.5 32.1
2 138 48 36 222
NO 23.3 21.8 | 21.7 22.7
275 92 76 443
DONT KNOW 46.4 41.8 J 45.8 45.3
Column 593 220 166 979
Total 60.6 22.5 17.0 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 46

88

IS LACK OF AMBITIOR A TEENAGE PROBLEM?

Row

THE LAW A TEENAGE PROBL

Row
Total

239
24.4

172
17.6

568
58.0

979
100.0

Crosstabulation: LCEAMB
By SAFE IS THIS A SAFE N HOOD
Count [YES NO SAME AS
SAFE-> Col Pct 1 2 ANYWHEI:}E
LORAMB  ~emomooobeec i DT +
1 216 116 76
YES 36.4 52.7 45.8
2 8 13 10
NO 13.2 5.9 6.0
3 299 91 80
DONT RNOW 50.4 ] 41.4 ] 48.2
Column 593 220 166
Total 60.6 22.5 17.0
Number of Missing Observations = 46
Crosstabulations PRBLAW IS PROBLEMS WITH
By SAFE IS THIS A SAFE N HOOD
Count |YES NO SAME AS
SAFE-> Col Pct 2 ANYWHE%E
PRBLAW + +
1 112 85 42
YES ] 18.9 38.6 25.3
2 131 21 20
RO 22.1 9.5 12.0
350 114 104
DONT RNOW 59.0 51.8 62.7
+ + + 4
Column 593 220 166
Total 60.6 22.5 17.0
Number of Missing Observations =~ 46




SAFETY 89

Crosstabulation: PRBHEMRY IS PROBLEMS AT HOME A TEENAGE PROBLEM?
By SA¥E 1S THIS A SA¥E N HOOD
Count YES NO SAME AS
SAFE-> Col Pct ANYWHERE| Row
1 2 3 | Total
PRBEOM + + + +
1 157 83 53 293
YES 26.5 37.9 31.7 29.9
2 84 20 16 120
NO 14.2 9.1 9.6 12.3
3 352 116 98 566
DONT KNOW 59.4 53.0 I 58.7 57.8
Column 593 219 167 979
Total 60.6 22.4 17.1 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 46
Crosstabulation: CNDSTR. TMPROVE CORDITIOR OF SIRFEIS?
By SAFE IS THIS A SAFE N HOOD
Count YES NO SAME AS
SAFE-> Col Pct ANYWHERE{ Row
1 2 3 | Total
CNDSTR -—- + + + +
1 320 122 93 535
YES 53.8 55.5 55.7 54.5
2 241 89 64 394
NO I 40.5 40.5 38.3 40.1
3 9 [ 10 53
DONT KNOW 5.7 4.1 L 6.0 | 5.4
Column 595 220 167 982
Total 60.6 22.4 17.0 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 43
Crosstabulation: CNDSWK TMPROVE CONDITION OF SIDEWALK?
By SAFE 1S THIS A SAFE N HOOD
Count |YES NO SAME AS
SAFE-> Col Pet ANYWHERE| Row
1 2 3 | Total
CNDSWK + + et +
1 239 94 82 415
YES 40.2 42.7 49.1 42.3
2 335 118 79 532
NO . 56.3 53.6 47.3 54.2
21 6 35
DONT KNOW 3.5 3.6 3.6 3.6
Column 595 220 167 982
Total 60.6 22.4 17.0 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 43
Crosstabulations: STRSGN TMPROVE STEET SIGNS?
By SAFE IS THIS A SAFE N HOOD
Count YES NO SAME AS
SAFE-> Col Pet ANYWHERE| Row
1 2 3 Total
STRSGN T+ + +
1 96 9 23 168
YES 16.1 22.5 13.9 17.2
2 443 156 118 717
NO 74.5 71.6 71.1 73.2
3 56 13 25 94
DONT KNOW 9.4 6.0 L 15.1 9.6
Column 595 218 166 979
Total 60.8 22.3 17.0 100.0

Number of Missing Observations = 46




SAFETY
Crosstabulation: JMPROYE STREET LIGHTING?
SAFE IS THIS A SAFE N HOOD
Count |YES RO SAME AS
SAFE-> Col Pct ANYWHERE| Row
1 2 3 Total
STRLGT - + 4
1 87 40 34 161
YES 14.6 18.3 20.4 16.4
2 497 173 129 799
NO 83.5 79.0 | 77.2 8l.4
3 1 11 6 5 21
DONT KNOW 1.8 | 2.7 201
Column 595 219 67 981
Total 60.7 22.3 17.0 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 44
Crosstabulation: INLTRG JMPROVE LARE LIGHTING?
By SAFE IS THIS A SAFE N HCOD
Count |YES NO SAME AS
SAFE-> Col Pet Row
1 2 3 Total
LNLTNG + 4 - +
1 140 55 42 237
YES 23.5 25.1 25.1 24,2
2 417 152 116 685
NO 70.1 69.4 69.5 69.8
3 38 12 9 59
DONT KNOW J 6.4 J 5.5 5.4 6.0
Column 595 219 167 981
Total 60.7 22.3 17.0 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 44
Crosstabulation: CONBLY TMPROVE CORD. OF BOULEVARD?
By SAF¥E IS THIS A SAFE N HOOD
Count |YES NO SAME AS
SAFE~-> Col Pct ANYWHERE| Row
1 2 | 3 | Total
CONBLV L__ 1 I 1
1 201 83 49 333
YES 33.8 37.9 29.3 34.0
2 360 123 105 588
NO 60.6 56.2 62.9 60.0
3 33 13 13 59
DONT ENOW 5.6 5.9 ] 7.8 | 6.0
Column 594 219 1 980
Total 60.6 22.3 17.0 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 45
Crosstabulation: STRPAR IMPROVE STREET PABKING?
By SAFE IS THIS A SAFE N HOOD
Count |[YES NO SAME AS
SAFE-> Col Pect Row
1 2 3 | Total
STRPAR : +
1 234 97 65 396
YES 39.3 ] 44.3 38.9 40.4
) 2 326 114 83 523
NO 54.8 52.1 49.7 53.3
3 1 35 8 1 62
DONT KNOW 5.9 3.7 11.4 6.3
Column 595 219 1 981
Total 60.7 22.3 17.0 100.0

Number of Missing Observations = 44

90




SAFETY

Crosstabulatiom: PCFLES JHMPROVE PEACEFULRESST
SAFR 1S THIS A SAFE N HOOD
Count |YES NO SAME AS
SAFE-> Col Pct Row,
1 2 3 | Total
PCFLNS : +
1 144 106 61 311
YES 24.2 48.8 36.5 31.8
2 442 110 104 656
NO 74.3 I 50.7 62.3 67.0
9 1 2 12
DONT KNOW 1.5 .5 1.2 1.2
Colump 595 217 167 979
Total 60.8 22.2 17.1° 100.0
Number of Missing Observatioms = 46

Crosstabulation: TREES IMPROVE TREES?
By SAFE IS THIS A SAFE N HOOD
Count |YES NO SAME AS
SAFE-> Col Pct Row
1 2 3 | Total
TREES 2 - + r
1 201 67 50 318
YES 33.7 30.6 29.9 32.4
2 383 140 109 632
NO 64.3 63.9 65.3 64.4
12 12 8 32
DONT KNOW 2.0 5.5 4.8 3.3
Column 596 219 167 982
Total 60.7 22.3 17.0 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 43
Crosstabulations: GERAYP TMPROYE GENERAL APPEARANCE?
By SAFE IS THIS A SAFE N HOOD
Count |YES NO SAME AS
SAFE-> Col Pct Row
1 2 3 | Total
GENAPP . + + s
1 285 141 101 527
YES 48.0 64.4 60.5 53.8
2 278 72 62 412
NO 46.8 32.9 37.1 - 42.0
31 6 4 41
DONT KNOW 5.2 2.7 2.4 4.2
Column 594 219 167 980
Total 60.6 22.3 17.0 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 45
Crosstabulations: ROISE DISTURBED BY NOISE FROM IND?
By SATFE IS THIS A SAFE N HOOD
Count |YES NO SAME AS
SAFE-> Col Pct ANYWHERE| Row.
2 3 Total
NOISE s + ] 1
1 171 79 42 292
TES 28.7 | 36.1 25.1 29.7
2 424 140 122 686
NO 71.1 63.9 73.1 69.9
1 3 4
DONT KNOW | .2 1.8 -4
Column 596 219 167 982
Total 60.7 22.3 17.0 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 43




SAFETY

Crosstabulations: TRAFIN DISTORBED BY TRAFFIC FROM IND?
By SAFE IS THIS A SAFE N HOOD
Count |YES RO SAME AS
SAFE-> Col Pct Row
1 2 3 Total
TRAFIN + +
1 114 63 35 212
YES 19.1 28. 21.0 21.6
2 482 156 129 767
NO 80.9 71.2 77.2 I 78.1
3 3
DONT KNOW L 1.8 .3
+ - + +
Column 596 219 167 982
Total 60.7 22.3 17.0 100.0

Number of Missing Observations =

43

Crosstabulation:z APPIRD DISTURBED BY APPFARANCE OF IRD?
By SAFE IS THIS A SAFE N BHOOD
Count YES NO SAME AS
SAFE-> Col Pct Row
1 2 3 Total
APPIND + + & +
1 67 35 17 119
YES 11.3 16.0 10.2 12.1
2 511 179 143 833
NO 85.9 81.7 85.6 84.9
17 5 7 29
DONT KNOW 2.9 2.3 4.2 I 3.0
Column 595 219 167 98]
Total 60.7 22.3 17.0 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 44
Crosstabulation: PETS DISTURBED BY LOOSE/NOISY PETS?
By SAFE IS THIS A SAFE N HOOD
Count |[YES NO SAME AS
SAFE-> Col Pct Row
1 2 3 Total
PETS + 2
1 332 131 8 551
YES 55.8 59.8 52.7 56.2
2 258 87 77 422
NO 43.4 39.7 46.1 43.0
3 s T 2 8
DONT KNOW L .8 .5 i 1.2 L .8
Column 595 219 167 981
Total 60.7 22.3 17.0 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 44

Crosstabulation: TRECHES DISTURBED BY TRAFFIC NOISE?
SA¥E IS THIS A SAFE N HOOD
Count |YES NO SAME AS
SAFE~> Col Pct ANYWHERE| Row
1 2 3 Total
TRFCNS - + + +
1 146 89 48 283
YES 24.5 40.6 28.7 28.8
2 447 129 116 692
NO 75.1 58.9 69.5 70.5
3 2 1 3 6
DONT KNOW i .3 .5 L 1.8 .6
Column 595 219 167 98l
Total 60.7 22.3 17.0 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 44
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SAFETY
Crosstabulation: LITTER DISTURBED BY LITTERING?
By SAFE IS THIS A SAFE N HOOD
Count |YES NO SAME AS
SAFE-> Col Pct ANYWHERE| Row
1 2 3 | Total
LITTER + +en +
1 298 150 96 544
YES 50.2 68.5 57.5 55.5
2 289 68 66 423
NO 48.7 31.1 39.5 43.2
7 1 5 13
DONT KNOW 1,2 .5 3.0 | 1.3
Column 594 219 167 980
Total 60.6 22.3 17.0 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 45
Crosstabulations: TRETRF IS TRUCK TRAFFIC A PROBLEM?
By SAYE IS THIS A SAFE N HOOD
Count |YES NO SAME AS
SAFE-> Col Pct Row
1 2 3 | Total
TRRKTRF ————e—eeteeec e +
1 139 8l 47 267
YES 23.4 37.2 28.1 27.3
2 417 133 104 654
NO 70.2 ] 61.0 62.3 | 66.8
3 38 4 16 58
DONT RNOW 6.4 .8 9.6 5.9
. Column 594 218 167 979
Total’ 60.7 22.3 17.1 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 46

Crosstabulation: DIFGET DIFFICULT GEITING IN/CUT OF AREAT
By SAFE IS THIS A SAFE N HOO!
Count [YES NO SAME AS
SAFE-> Col Pct Row
1 2 3 | Total
DIFGET ~+ - 1
1 98 55 28 181
YES 16.5 25.2 16.8 18.5
2 486 159 131 776
NO 81.8 72.9 78.4 79.3
10 4 8 22
DONT KNOW | 1.7 1.8 I 4.8 | 2.2
Column 594 218 167 979
Total 60.7 22.3 17.1 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 46
Crosstabulation:z UNSPED UNSAYE PEDESTRIAR CROSSINGS A PROBT
By SAFE IS THIS A SAFE N HOOD
Count |YES NO SAME AS
SAFE-> Col Pect Row
1 2 3 | Total
UNSPED + + + +
1 221 91 72 384
YES 37.5 41.7 43.1 39.4
2 350 121 8 555
NO 59.3 55.5 50.3 56.9
19 6 11 36
DONT KNOW 3.2 2.8 6.6 3.7
Column 590 218 167 975
Total 60.5 22.4 17.1 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 50




SAFETY ' 94

Crosstabulation: SPDRES SPEEDIRG ON RES STREETS A FROBT
By SAFE IS THIS A SAFE N HOOD
Count YES NO SAME AS
SAFE-> Col Pct ANYWHERE| Row
1 2 3 | Total
SPDRES + T+
1 361 161 105 627
YES 61.1 73.9 63.3 64.3
2 199 | 52 51 302
NO 33.7 23.9 30.7 31.0
31 5 10 46
DONT KNOW 5.2 2,3 6.0 J 4,7
+ + + +
Column 591 218 166 975
Total 60.6 22.4 17.0 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 50
Crosstabulation: RWATCH EVER HEARD OF F HOOD WATCH?
By SAFE IS THIS A SAFE N HOOD
Count |YES NO SAME AS
SAFE->  Col Pet Row
1 2 3 | Total
NWATCH 1 |
1 563 212 165 940
YES 94,3 96.4 98.8 95.5
2 34 | 8 2 44
NO 5.7 3.6 1.2 4.5
Column 597 220 167 984
Total 60.7 22.4 17.0 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 41
Crosstabulation: SAFE IS THIS A SAFE N HOOD
By AGEl AGE OF RESPONDENRT
Count <13 13-19 20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-59 60-64 65-69 70+
AGEl-> Col Pet Row.
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 | Total
1 4 28 . 58 129 76 61 32 47 51 107 593
YES 57.1 75.7 68.2 63.2 61.3 50.8 60.4 56.0 50.5 65.6 60.6
2 2 8 20 54 ] 27 27 9 14 28 30 219
NO 28.6 21.6 23.5 26.5 21.8 22.5 17.0 16.7 27.7 18.4 22.4
3 1 1 7 21 21 32 12 23 22 26 166
SAME AS ANYWHERE 14.3 2.7 8.2 10.3 16.9 26.7 22.6 27.4 21.8 16.0 17.0
Column 7 37 85 204 124 120 53 84 101 163 978
Total .7 3.8 8.7 20.9 12.7 12.3 5.4 8.6 10.3 16.7 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 47
Crosstabulation: SAFE IS THIS A SAF¥E N HOOD
By COMP HOUSEBOLD COMPOSITION
Count |[SINGLE |SHARED S|{MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP~>  Col Pct INGLE COUPLE  |ARENT Row
1.00 2.00 5.00 6.00| Total . .
SAFE -—— + + + +
1 113 14 340 85 552
YES 60.1 63.6 60.3 | 61.6 60.5
2 44 5 125 31 205
NO 23.4 22.7 22.2 22.5 22.5
3 31 3 99 22 155
SAME AS ANYWHERE 16.5 13.6 17.6 L 15.9 17.0
Column 188 22 564 138 912
Total 20.6 2.4 61.8 15.1 100.0

Number of Missing Observations = 113




SAFETY 95

Crosstabulation: SAF¥E IS THIS A SAFE N HOOD
By DRUGAL,  ARE DRUGS/ALCOHOL A TEENAGE PROBLEM?
Count |YES NO DONT ENO
DRUGAL~-> Col Pct W Row
1 J 2 J 3 Total
SAFE 1 - - +
1 275 144 175 594
YES 55.7 77.4 58.3 60.6
2 137 28 55 220
NO 277 1571 1833 2774
3 82 14 70 166
SAME AS ANYWHERE | 16.6 L 7.5 23.3 16.9
Colimn 595 186 300 980
Total  50.4 15.0 30.6 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 45
Crosstabulations: SATE IS THIS A SAFE N _HOOD
By IOITRG TS LOTTERING A TEENAGE PROBLEMZ
Count |YES NO DONT KNO
LOITNG-> Col Pct W Row
1 2 3 Total
SAFE -+ 4 + 1
1 349 180 65 594
YES L 55.1 74.1 .62.5 | 60.6
2 169 33 18 220
NO 26.7 1336 17.3 272.4
3 115 30 21 166
SAME AS ANYWHERE | 18.2 1233 20.2 | 16.9
Column 633 243 104 980
Total  64.6 24.8 10.6  100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 45
Crosstabulation: SAFE IS THIS A SAFE N HOOD .
By VNDLSM IS VANDALISM A TEEHAGE PROBLEMI
Count YES NO DONT KNO
VNDLSM->  Col Pet W Row
1 2 3 | Total
SAFE — 1 + + 4
1 264 229 101 594
YES 50.6 77.6 62.0 60.6
2 156 40 24 220
NO 29.9 13.6 14.7 2724
3 102 26 38 166
SAME AS ANYWHERE 19.5 L 8.8 L 23.3 16.9
Column 522 295 163 980
Total  53.3 30.1 16.6  100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 45
Crosstabularions SAFE IS THIS A SAFE N HOOD
By UNMPLY IS UNEMPLOYMENT A TEENAGE PROBLEM?
Count YES NO DONT KNO
UNMPLY-> Col Pect W - Row
1 2 Total
SAFE -+ 1 1
1 210 74 311 595
YES | 56%8 71.8 61.2 60.7
2 90 15 115 220
NO 24.3 14.6 22.6 22.4
3 | 10 |1 | 82 | 166
SAME AS ANYWHERE | 18.9 | 13.6 | 16.1 | 16.9
Column 370 103 508 981
Total  37.7 10.5 51.8  100.0

Number of Missing Observations = 44




SAFETY 96
Crosstabulations: SAFE IS THIS A SAFE N HOOD
By LCKIBS IS ILACK OF JOB SKILL A TEENAGE PROBLEM?
Count |YES NO DONT KNO
LCKJBS->  Col Pect W Row
2 .3 | Total
SAFE - 4 + o
1 199 58 336 593
YES 57.3 63.0 62.2 60.6
2 85 22 113 220
NO 24.5 23.9 | 20.9 22.5
3 63 12 91 166
SAME AS ANYWHERE 18.2 13.0 L 16.9 17.0
Column 347 92 540 979
Total 35.4 9.4 55.2 100.0
Rumber of Missing Observations = 46
Crosstabulations: IS THIS A SA]?E N _HOOD
By TNPKEG IS PREGNANCY A TEERAGE PROBLEM?
Count |[YES RO DONT KNO
TNPREG-> Col Pct W Row
2 3 | Total
SAFE + +
1 120 99 374 593
YES 55.8 70.2 60.0 60.6
2 60 22 138 220
NO 27.9 15.6 22.2 22.5
3 35 20 111 166
SAME AS ANYWHERE 16.3 14.2 17.8 17.0
Column 215 141 623 979
Total 22.0 14.4 63.6 100.0
Number of Missing Observatlons - 46
Crosstabulation: IS THIS A SAFE N H
BySCHLAT ISPOORSCHOOLATI’ENDANCEAIEENAGEPROB
Count |YES NO DONT KNO
SCHLAT-> Col Pct W Row
1 2 3 | Total
SAFE + +
1 112 81 400 593
YES 56.0 73.6 59.8 60.6
2 59 16 145 220
RO 29.5 14.5 | 21.7 22.5
3 29 13 124 166
SAME AS ANYWHERE 4.5 11.8 18.5 17.0
Column 200 110 669 979
Total 20.4 11.2 68.3 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 46
Crosstabulations SATE IS THIS A SAFE N HOOD
By LCEREC IS ILACK OF REC. ACTIVITIES A TEERAGE PRO
Count |YES RO DONT KNO
LCKREC-> Col Pet W Row
1 2 L 3 | Total
SAFE - . . +
1 180 138 275 593
YES 57.3 62.2 62.1 60.6
2 80 4 92 220
NO 25.5 21.6 20.8 22.5
3 54 36 76 166
SAME AS ANYWHERE 17.2 16.2 17.2 17.0
Column 314 222 443 979
Total 32.1 22.7 45.3 100.0
Bumber of Missing Observations = 46




SAFETY 97
Crosstabuolation: SA¥E IS THIS A SAYE D
By LACK OF AMBITION A TEENAGE PROBLEM?
LCKAMB~-> Count
ol Pet 1| 2 3 | Total
SAFE T ; }
1 216 78 299 593
YES 52.9 77.2 63.6 60.6
2 116 13 91 220
NO 28.4 12.9 19.4 22.5
3 76 10 80 166
SAME AS ANYWHERE 18.6 9.9 17.0 17.0
Column 408 101 470 979
Total 41.7 10.3 48.0 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 46
Crosstabularion: SAYE IS THIS A SAYE N HOOD
By PRBLAW IS PROBLEMS THE LAW A TEENAGCE PROBL
Count |YES NO DONT KNO
PRBLAW-> Col Pct Row
1 2 3 | Total
SAFE 3 E
1 112 131 350 593
YES I 46.9 76.2 61.6 60.6
' 2 85 21 114 220
NO 35.6 12.2 20.1 22.5
3 42 20 104 166
SAME AS ANYWHERE 17.6 11.6 18.3 17.0
Column 239 172 568 979
Total 24.4 17.6 58.0 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 46

Crosstabulation: SAFE IS THIS A SAFE N HOO
By PRBHOM IS PROBLEMS AIB(EIEAIKENAGKPROBI.EHZ
Count |YES NO DONT KNO
PRBHOM~>  Col Pet W Row
1 2 3 | Total
SAFE ——— -+ 4 -+
1 157 84 352 593
YES 53.6 70.0 62.2 60.6
2 83 20 116 219
NO 28.3 16.7 20.5 22.4
3 53 16 98 167
SAME AS ANYWHERE 18.1 13.3 17.3 17.1
Column 293 120 566 979
Total 29.9 12.3 57.8 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 46

Crosstabulation: AGE1l AGE OF RBPOHD
PUBTRN DO YOU USE THE PUBLIC TRANSIT SYSTEM?
Count |YES NO
PUBTRN-> Col Pect Row
1 2 | Total
AGEL . : i’
0 5 2 7
<13 7| b .7
1 33 4 37
13-19 438 { 1.3 { 3.7
2 56 32 88
20-24 8.1 10.1 8.7
3 134 70 204
25-34 1933 22.2 20.2
4 82 49 131
35-44 11.8 15.5 1370
5 84 40 124
45-54 12.1 12.7 123
6 5 | 18 58
55-59 5.8 5.7 5.7
7 63 24 87
60-64 9.1 7.6 | 8.6
8 75 32 107
65-69 10.8 1001 10.6
9 122 45 167
70+ 17.6 14.2 16.5
Column 694 316 1010
Total  68.7 313 100.0

Number of Missing Observations =

15




SERVICES 98

Crosstabulation: _  AGEL AGE OF RESPONDENT
ross °%° By PUBIST  IF TRANSIT IS USED ARE YOU SATISFIED?

Count |YES NO
PUBYIST-> Col Pct Row
1 2 Total
AGE1 -+ +
0 3 2 S5
<13 .6 1.3 .7
[ T '3 33
13-19 5.0 J 4.0 | 4.8
2 49 7 56
20-24 9.1 | 4,7 8.1
3 | 94 3 131
25-34 17.4 24.7 19.0
5 1 6l | . 20 81
35-44 11.3 13.3 11.8
5 64 18 82
45-54 11.9 12.0 11.9
6 29 12 41
55-59 5.4 8.0 6.0
7 49 17 14 63
60-64 9.1 9.3 L 9.1
8 | 64 | 1o 74
65-69 J 11.9 6.7 J 10.7
9 1 99 i 24 123
70+ 18.4 L 16.0 L 17.9
Column 539 150 689
Total 78.2 21.8 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 336
Crosstabulationz (601 HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION
By PUBTRN DO YOU USE THE PURLIC TBRANSIT SYSTEM?
Count YES RO
PUBTRN->  Col Pet Row
1 2 | Total
coMP + - +
1.00 133 59 192
single 206 | 200 | 20.4
2.00 | 12 10 22
shared single 1.9 3.4 2.3
5.00 | 388 194 582
married couple 60.1 65.8 61.8
6.00 | 113 32 145
single parent 17.5 L 10.8 15.4
Column 646 295 941
Total 68.7 31.3 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 84
Crosstabulation: CcoMP HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITIOR
By PUBYST IF TRARSIT IS USED ARE YOU SATISFIED?
Count |YES NO
PUBYST-> Col Pct Row
1 2 | Total
coMp - +
1.00 110 24 134
single 21.9 17.1 20.9
' 2.00 | 7] 5 12
shared single 1.4 3.6 1.9
Fm e e o —————— — -
5.00 301 84 385
married couple 60.0 60.0 60.0
6.00 | _ 84 | 27 111
single parent 16.7 19.3 17.3
Column 502 140 642
Total 78.2 21.8 100.0

Number of Missing Observations = 383




SERVICES

Crosstabulation: AGEL AGE OF RESPONDENT
By SHPWES DO SHOPPING IN WESTON?
Count |YES NO
SHPWES-> Col Pct Row
1 2 | Total
AGEl +
0 6 6
<13 .9 .6
1 8 29 37
13-19 2.3 | 4.4 3.7
2 26 62 88
20-24 7.5 9.4 8.7
3 | 70 13% | 204
25-34 20.1 20.3 20.3
4 48 83 131
35-44 13.8 12.6 13.0
5 47 76 123
45-54 13.5 11.5 12.2
[ Sttt S eh i
6 28 29 57
55-59 ] 8.0 | 4.4 5.7
7 19 67 86
60-64 I 5.5 10.2 8.5
8 | 37| 69 | 106
65-69 | 10.6 10.5 10.5
9 {65 | 104 169
70+ 18.7 15.8 16.8
o e e e e o R -+
Column 348 659 1007
Total 34.6 65.4 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 18
Crosstabulation: coMP HOUSEHBGLD COMPOSITION
By SHPWES DO SHOPPING IN WESTON?
Count |YES NO
SHPWES-> Col Pct Row
1 2 | Total
coMp + +
1.00 71 122 193
single 22.1 19.8 20.6
2.00 7 14 21
shared single 2.2 2.3 2.2
5.00 191 388 579
married couple 59.5 | 62.9 61.7
6.00 52 93 145
single parent 16.2 15.1 15.5
Colwmn 321 617 . 938
Total 34.2 65.8 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 87
Crosstabulation: AREA AREA OF WESTON
By SHPWES DO SHOPPING TN WESTON?
Count |YES NO
SHPWES-> Col Pct Row
1 2 | Total
AREA - +
1 119 181 300
34.0 27.3 29.6
2 97 | _138 235
27.7 20.8 23.2
3 71 163 234
20.3 24.6 23.1
4 63 181 244
18.0 27.3 24.1
Column 350 663 1013
Total 34.6 65.4 100.0

Number of Missing Observations = 12




SERVICES /100

Crosstabulation: COMp BOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION
By PUBYRY WHY KOT SATISFIED?

ON Uik O\ v

N Count |DRIVERS |SCHEDULE]INDIRECT|IL UE IMPROVE{ INFREQUE | OTHER
PUBYWY->  Col Pct |RECKLESS| INACCUR| ROUTES [NT STOPS|ADD S NT SERVI Row
1 2 5 7 8 9 99 | Total
corp -t +- + += + + +
1.00 3 2 5 1 11 22
single 27.3 I 20.0 15.6 12.5 17.2 16.1
2.00 1 1 2 1 5
shared single 9.1 10.0 3.1 20.0 1 3.6
5. 3 5 20 6 6 40 3 83
married couple 27.3 ] 50.0 62.5 85.7 75.0 62.5 60.0 60.6
: 6.00 4 2 7 1 1 11 1 27 .
single parent | 36.4 20.0 21.9 14.3 | 12.5 | 17.2 20.0 | 19.7
Column 11 10 32 7 8 64 5 137
Total 8.0 7.3 23.4 5.1 5.8 46.7 3.6. 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 888
Crosstabulation:z LIVED LERGTH OF RESIDERCY
By AGE]l AGE OF RESPUMDENT
Controlling for COMP Value = 1.00 single
Count [20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-59 60-64 65-69 70+
AGE1-> Col Pct Row
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 | Total
LIVED 1 —=t T + + + F
0 2 14 4 10 6 2 6 6 50
less than 10 yea 66.7 87.5 40.0 40.0 46.2 12.5 18.8 7.8 26.0
10 1 3 1 1 2 3 13 24
10 to 19 years I 33.3 I 30.0 | 4.0 7.7 12.5 9.4 16.9 12.5
20 2 4 2 4 5 7 24
20 to 29 years 12.5 I 16.0 15.4 25.0 15.6 9.1 12.5
0 | T 3 3 4 13 22 46
30 to 39 years | 10.0 12.0 23.1 25.0 40.6 28.6 24.0
40 2 4 1 3 10 20
40 to 49 years 20.0 16.0 6.3 9.4 13.0 10.4
50 3 1 1 2 6 13
50 to 59 years 12.0 7.7 6.3 6.3 7.8 6.8
60 2 5
60 to 69 years 12.5 ] 6.5 3.
70 7
70 to 79 years { 1 9.1 3.
80 o 1
80 to 89 years _ ! 1 ] | JL L 1.3 L .
Column 3 16 10 25 13 16 32 77 19
Total 1.6 8.3 5.2 13.0 6.8 8.3 16.7 40.1 100.
Crosstabulation: LIVED LERGTH OF RESIDERCY
By AGEl AGE OF RESPORDERT
Controlling for COMP Value = 2.00 shared single
Count |20-24 25-34 45-54 55-59 60-64 65-69 70+
AGEl-> Col Pct Row
2 3 5 6 7 8 9 | Total
LIVED - -+ + + + + +
0 3 5 2 1 C 11
less than 10 yea 60.0 83.3 66.7 100.0 50.0
10 1 1 1 1 4
10 to 19 years 16.7 33.3 25.0 50.0 18.2
20 2 1 3
20 to 29 years 40.0 25.0 13.6
30 1 1
30 to 39 years 50.0 4.5
40 1 1
40 to 49 years L 25.0 4.5
50 1 1 2
50 to 59 years 100.0 25.0 9.1
Column 5 § 3 1 4 1 2 2
Total 22.7 27.3 13.6 4.5 18.2 4.5 9.1 100.0




SERVICES

Crosstabulation:

LIVED
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Number of Missing Observations = 82

Crosstabulation:

PUBYRY

AGE1
Controlling for COMP

Count
AGEl->  Col Pet
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SERVICES 102
Crosstabulation: PUBYRY WHY WOT SATISFIED?
By AGEL AGE OF RESPORDENT R
Controlling for COMP Value = 2.00 shared single
Count [20-24 25-34 55-59 60-64
AGEl->  Col Pet Row
2 3 6 7 | Total
PUBYWY I — 4 4
DRIVERS RECKLESS 50.0 20.0
2 1 1
SCHEDULE INACCUR 100.0 20.0
9 2
INFREQUENT SERVI J 100.0 J 100.0 40.0
99 1 1
OTHER 50.0 | 20.0
Column 2 1 1 1 5
Total 40.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 100.0
Crosstabulation: PUBTWY WHY HOT SATISFIED?
By AGKl AGE OF BRESPONDENT
Controlling for COYP Value =~ 5.00 married couple
Count [<13 13-19 20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-59 60-64 65-69 70+
AGEl-> Col Pct
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
PUBYWY e 4 + ] 5t 1 : o
DRIVERS RECKLESS l L 10.0 8.3
2 1 2 2
SCHEDULE INACCUR | . 5.0 12.5 20.0
5 1 3 5 2 2 2 2 3
INDIRECT ROUTES 50.0 15.0 31.3 16.7 40.0 20.0 33.3 33.3
7 3 1 1 1
INFREQUENT STOPS 15.0 6.3 8.3 10.0
8 1 2 2
IMPROVE/ADD SHEL | 8.3 20.0 ] 22.2
9 1 1 8 6 3 2 4 T 4
INFREQUENT SERVI 50.0 100.0. 55.0 50.0 50.0 60.0 20.0 ] 66.7 44,4
99 1 - 1 1
OTHER 100.0 | 8.3 10.0
Column 1 2 1 20 16 12 5 10 6 9
Total 1.2 2.4 1.2 24.4 19.5 14.6 6.1 12.2 7.3 11.0
Crosstabulation: SATISFIED?
By AGEL AGE OF BESPONDENT
Controlling for COMP ue = 6.00 single parent
Count (<13 13-19 20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 65-69 70+
AGEl-> Col Pct Row
| 0 1 2 3 4 5 8 Total
PUBYWY —mmemem—daeeeo ol ] + -1 1 1 +
1 1 2 1 4
DRIVERS RECKLESS 50.0 18.2 ] 50.0 14.8
2 1 1 2
SCHEDULE INACCUR 33.3 33.3 7.4
5 1 1 1 1 1 7
INDIRECT ROUTES ] 33.3 18.2 33.3 33.3 J 50.0 50.0 25.9
117 1 1 - 1] 1
INFREQUENT STOPS 33.3 3.7
8 1 1
IMPROVE/ADD SHEL ] 33.3 3.7
9 | 1 1 6 1 1 11
INFREQUENT SERVI1 100.0 33.3 50.0 54.5 33.3 50.0 40.7
99 1 1
OTHER L L L 9.1 L L L L 3.7
Column 1 3 2 11 3 3 2 27 -
Total 3.7 11.1 7.4 40.7 11.1 11.1 7.4 7.4 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 889 )
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ASPECTS

Crosstabulation: ARFA ARFA OF WESTON
By CNDSIR IMPROVE CONDITION OF SIBREEIS?
Count YES NO DONT KNO
CNDSTR-> Row Pct W Row
1 2 3 | Total
AREA - - + s i
1 151 10 43 302
50.0 35.8 14.2 29.6
—Z 1
2 107 122 8 237
45.1 51.5 3.4 23.3
3| 3 138 3 236
40.3 | 58.5 1.3 23.2
| +
4 199 4] 4 244
8l.6 ] 16.8 1.6 23.9
Column 552 409 58 1019
Total 54.2 - | 40.1 5.7 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 6

C: tabalation: ARFA ARFA OF WESTON
TOSS on, By OX OF 7
Count |[YES NO DONT KNO
CNDSWE~->  Row Pet W Row
2 3 Total
AREA —-——= Fom + +
1 106 173 23 302
35.1 57.3 7.6 29.6
2 86 144 7 237
36.3 J §0.8 3.0 2573
3 81 . 150 5 236
34.3 63.6 2.1 23.2
4 157 85 2 244
: 64.3 J 34.8 .8 23.9
Column 430 552 37 1019
Total 42.2 54.2 3.6 100.0
Number of Missing ‘Observations = 6
Crosstabulations: AREA OF WESTO!
STRSGN TMPROVE STKET SIGNS?
unt YES NO DONT KNO
STRSGN-> Row Pet W Row
L 1 L 2 3 | Total
AREA = et i i e o o ] +
1 41 195 65 301
13.6 64.8 21.6 29.6
2 1 44 179 | 13 236
18.6 75.8 5.5 23.2
3§ 29 | 19 10 235
12.3 | 83.4 4.3 23.1
4 59 175 10 244
24.2 71.7 4.1 24.0
Column 173 745 98 1016
Total 17.0 73.3 9.6 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 9

Crosstabulation: ARFA ARFA OF WESTON
By STRLGT IMPROVE STREET LIGHTING?
Count |YES NO DONT KNO
STRLGT->  Row Pet W Row
1 2 3 | Total
AREA —_ 4
1 44 244 14 302
14.6 80.8 4.6 29.7
2 38 196 2 236
16.1 83.1 .8 23.2
3 33 202 1 236
14.0 85.6 4 23.2
4 | a9 189 6 244
20.1 77.5 2.5 24.0
Column 164 831 23 1018
Total 16.1 81.6 2.3 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 7




ASPECTS

104

Crosstabulation: AREA ARFA OF WESTON
By LRLTEG IMPROVE LARE LIGHTING?
Count |YES NO DORT KNO
LNLTNG-> Row Pect W Row
1 2 3 Total
1 80 177 45 302
26.5 58.6 14.9 29.7
2 58 171 7 236
24.6 72.5 3.0 23.2
3 34 193 9 236
14.4 8l. 3.8 23.2
4 71 168 5 244
29.1 68.9 2.0 24.0
Column 243 709 - 686 1018
Total 23.9 69.6 6.5 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 7
Crosstabulations AREA AREA OF WESTON
By CONBLY IMPROVE COED. OF BOULEVARD?
Count |YES NoO DONT KNO
CONBLV->  Row Pet : W Row
1 2 3 Total
AREA 2
1 106 153 42 301
35.2 50.8 14.0 29.6
2 60 168 8 236
25.4 71.2 3.4 23.2
3 63 169 4 236
26.7 71.6 1.7 ] 23.2
4 111 124 | 9 244
45.5 50.8 3.7 24.0
+: -+
Column 340 614 63 1017
Total 33.4 60.4 6.2 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 8
Crosstabulations AREA AREA OF WESTON
By STRPAR TMPROVE STREET PARKING?
Count |YES NO DONT KNO
STRPAR-> Row Pect W Row
1 2 3 Total
AREA - + 4 . +
1 138 116 48 302
45.7 38.4 15.9 29.7
L — 1 1
2 91 135 10 236
38.6 57.2 4.2 23.2
3 | 72 161 3 23
30.5 68.2 1.3 23.2
4 108 131 5 244
44.3 53.7 | 2.0 24.0
Column 409 543 66 1018
Total 40.2 53.3 6.5 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 7

Crosstabulation: ARFA AREA OF WESTON
By PCFLYS TMPROVE PEACEFULRESS?

Count |YES NO DORT KNO
PCFLRS-> Row Pet W Row
1 2 3 | Total
1 100 195 6 301
33.2 64.8 2.0 29.6
2 96 137 3 236
40.7 58.1 | 1.3 I 23.2
3 45 189 2 236
19.1 80.1 .8 23.2
4 78 164 1 243
32.1 67.5 N 23.9
Column 319 685 12 1016
Total 31.4 67.4 1.2 100.0

Number of Missing Observations = 9
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Crosstabulations: AREA ABEA OF WESTON
TREES TREES?
Count |YES NO DONT KNO
TREES-> Row Pct
1 2 3
1 117 163 23
38.6 53.8 7.6
et ot
2 68 166 2
28.8 70.3 .8
3 62 171 3
26.3 72.5 1.3
4 84 154 6
34.4 63.1 ] 2.5
Column 331 654 34
Total 32.5 64.2 3.3
Number of Missing Observations = 6

Row
Total

303
29.7

236
23.2

236
23.2

244
23.9

1019
100.0

Crosstabulations: AREA ABREA OF WESTON
By GENAPP IMPROVE GENERAL APPEARANCE?
Count |YES NO DONT KNO
GENAPP->  Row Pct W Row
| 2 3 | Total
1 170 107 25 302
56.3 35.4 8.3 29.7
2 116 14 5 235
49.4 48.5 2.1 23.1
3 100 131 5 236
| 42.4 55.5 2.1 23.2
4 160 75 9 244
65.6 30.7 3.7 24.0
Column 546 427 44 1017
Total 53.7 42.0 4.3 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 8

AREA OF WESTON
DISTURBED BY NOISE FROM IND?

Crosstabulation: AREA
By BOISE
Count |[YES NO DONT KNO
NOISE-> Row Pct W
1 2 3
AREA 2 + 2
1 92 206 5
30.4 68.0 1.7
2 | 2| sk |
22.0 78.0
3 69 167
29.2 70.8
4 89 155
36.5 63.5
Column 302 712 5
Total 29.6 69.9 .5
Number of Missing Observations = 6

Row,
Total

303
29.7

236
23.2

236
23.2
244
23.9

1019
100.0

Crosstabulation:z AREA AREA OF WESTON
By TRAFIN DISTURBED BY TRAFFIC FR(M IND?
Count |[YES NO DONT KNO
TRAFIN-> Row Pet W Row.
. 1 2 3 | Total
AREA + = + +
1 72 227 4 303
23.8 74.9 1.3 29.7
2 54 182 236
22.9 77.1 23.2
3 25 211 236
10.6 89.4 23.2
4 oe3 | 81 | 244
25.8 74.2 23.9
Column 214 801 4 1019
Total 21.0 78.6 A 100.0
Number of Missing Observatiomns = 6
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Crosstabulation:

AREA AREA OF WESTON
By APPIHD DISTURBED BY APPEARARCE OF IND?
Count |YES NO DONT KNO
APPIND->  Row Pect W Row
1 2 3 | Total
AREA — 1 1
1 31 252 20 303
10.2 1 83.2 J 6.6 29.8
2 29 204 3 236
12.3 86.4 1.3 23.2
3 16 217 3 236
J 6.8 | 91.9 1.3 23.2
4 46 193 4 243
18.9 79.4 1.6 23.9
Column 122 866 30 1018
Total 12.0 85.1 2.9 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 7
Crosstabulations: AREA AREA OF WESTON
By PETS DISTURBED BY LOOSE/NOISY PETS?
Count |YES NO DONT KNO
PETS-> Row Pet W Row
1 2 3 | Total
AREA + + —
1 169 126 8 303
55.8 41.6 2.6 29.8
2 125 111 236
53.0 | 47.0 23.2
3 131 105 236
55.5 44.5 23.2
4 143 99 1 243
58.8 40.7 4 23.9
Column 568 441 9 1018
Total 55.8 43.3 .9 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 7
Crosstabulation:z AREA AREA OF WESTON
By TRECKS DISTURBED BY TRAFFIC NOISE?
Count |YES NO DONT KNO
TRFCNS-> Row Pect W Row
1 2 3 Total
1 68 230 S 303
22.4 75.9 1.7 29.8
2 88 147 1 236
37.3 62.3 .4 23.2
3 53 183 236
22.5 77.5 23.2
4 82 160 1 243
33.7 l_ 65.8 ] .4 | 23.9
Column 291 720 7 1018
Total 28.6 70.7 .7 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 7
Crosstabulations AREA AREA OF WESTOR
By LITTER DISTURBED BY LITTERIRG?
Count |YES NO DONT KNO
LITTER-> Row Pect W Row
1 2 J 3 | Total
AREA et e Tt T +
1 185 109 8 302
61.3 | 36.1 2.6 | 29.7
2 140 93 3 236
59.3 39.4 1.3 23.2
3 103 132 1 236
43.6 55.9 .4 23.2
4 128 113 2 243 .
52.7 I 46.5 .8 23.9
Column 556 447 14 1017
Total 54.7 44,0 1.4 100.0

Number of Missing Observations = 8
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Crosstabulation: ARFA AREA OF WESTON
By TRKTRF IS TRUCK TRAFFIC A PROBLEMZ
Count |YES NO DONT ENO
TRKTRF->  Row Pct ) Row
1 2 3 Total
ARFA et et e
1 54 97 50 301
17.9 65.4 16.6 29.6
2 791 153 4 236
33.5 64.8 1.7 23.2
3 35 197 4 236
14.8 83.5 1.7 23.2
4 106 135 2 243
43.6 55.6 .8 23.9
Column 274 682 60 1016
Total 27.0 67.1 5.9 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 9
Crosstabulation: ARFEA AREA OF WESTON
By DIFGET DIFFICULT GETTING IN/OUT OF AREA?
Count |YES No DONT EKNO
DIFGET-> Row Pet W Row
1 2 3 Total
AREA + + +
1 62 222 17 301
20.6 73.8 5.6 29.6
2 48 184 4 236
20.3 78.0 1.7 23.2
3 24 212 236
10.2 89.8 23.2
4 49 193 1 243
20.2 79.4 b 23.9
Column 183 811 22 1016
Total 18.0 79.8 2.2 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 9
Crosstabulation: AREA AREA OF WESTON
By UNSPED UNSATE PEDESTRIAR CROSSINGS A PROB?
Count YES NO DONT ENO
UNSPED-> Row Pect W Row
1 2 3 Total
AREA + + +
1 108 163 27 298
] 36.2 54.7 9.1 ] 29.4
2 88 143 4 235
37.4 60.9 1.7 23.2
3 61 170 5 236
25.8 72.0 2.1 ] 23.3
4 138 101 4 243
56.8 41.6 1.6 24.0
Column 395 577 40 1012
Total 39.0 57.0 4.0 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 13
Crosstabulation: AREA AREA OF WESTON
By SPDRES SPEEDING ON RES STREETS A PROB?
Count |YES RO DONT KNO
SPDRES-> Row Pct W Row
1 2 3 Total
AREA + + + +
1 183 80 35 298
61.4 26.8 11.7 29.4
2 160 73 3 236
67.8 30.9 | 1.3 23.3
3 138 91 6 235
58.7 38.7 2.6 23.2
4 173 67 3 243
] 71.2 27.6 1.2 24.0
Column 654 311 47 1012
Total 64.6 30.7 4.6 100.0

Number of Missing Observations = 13
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Crosstabulations: LIVED LENGTH OF RESIDENCY
By COHP HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION
Count SINGLE SHARED S|SHARED S|SHARED S|MARRIED |SINGLE P
COMP->  Tot Pet INGLE SA|INGLE SA!INGLE OP|COUPLE
1.00 2.00 3.00 4.00 . 6.00
LIVED - -t - 4
0 50 3 5 3 234 83
less than 10 yea 5.3 1 -3 .5 .3 24.8 8.8
10 2 5 110 33
10 to 19 years 2.5 A 11.6 3.5
20 24 1 2 91 8
20 to 29 years 2.5 .1 .2 9.6 -8
30 47 1 87 10
30 to 39 years | 5.0 1] 9.2 1.1
40 20 1] 32 6
40 to 49 years 2.1 .1 3.4 .6
50 13 1 1 10 2
50 to 59 years 1.4 .1 | .1 1.1 .2
60 7 B 10 2
60 to 69 years .7 1.1 .2
70 7 10 1
70 to 79 years .7 1.1 -1
80 1 1
80 to 89 years .1 J .1
Column 193 7 7 8 585 145
Total 20.4 .7 .7 .8 61.9 15.3
Number of Missing Observations = 80
Crosstabulation: LIVED LERGTH OF RESIDENCY
ARFA ARFA OF WESTON
AREA-> Count . Row.
Tot Pet 1 2 3 4 | Total
LIVED wemmm—t — 4 4 L
0 134 90 80 113 417
less than 10 yea 13.1 8.8 7.8 11.0 40.7
s _ - 4
10 49 47 43 42 181
10 to 19 years 4.8 4.6 4.2 4.1 17.7
20 40 34 32 28 134
20 to 29 years 3.9 3.3 3.1 2.7 13.1
30 38 31 51 38 158
30 to 39 years ) 3.7 J 3.0 5.0 3.7 15.4
40 27 18 11 8 64
40 to 49 years 2.6 1.8 1.1 L .8 6.3
50 6 13 6 3 28
50 to 59 years .6 1.3 .6 .3 2.7
60 3 3 8 6 22
60 to 69 years .5 .3 .8 .6 2.1
70 2 2 8 6 18
70 to 79 years .2 | .2 .8 .6 1.8
80 2 2
80 to 89 years .2 .2
Column 303 238 239 244 1024
Total 29.6 23.2 23.3 23.8 100.0
Number of Missing Observations = 1

Row
Total

378
40.0

171
18.1

126
13.3

145
15.3

6.2
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WESTON COMMUNITY SURVEY

Final Codebook

Var Var Col.
# Name # Description Coding
1 1D 1-4 Identification
2 AREA 5-6 Area Code
3 LIVED 7-8 How long have you
lived in N'hood? years 0=< 1 year
4 REMATN 9 Do you wish to 1) Remain
2) Move
5 MOVE1 10-11] Why do you wish 99) Other
MOVE2 12-13 to move? 1) Traffic Problems

6 LIKE1l  14-15
LIKE2 16-17
LIKE3  18-19

What do you like
about your n’hood?

2)
3)
4)
3)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)
11)
12)

L
2)
3)
4)
3)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)
11)
12)
13)
14)

Home Upkeep Difficult
Neighbors/Residents a Problem
Area/Housing Deteriorating
Crime/Danger

Personal Reasons

Present Home Inadequate
Health Problems

Not Wheelchair Accessible
Require Seniors’ Housing
Area too Noisy

Poor Quality Schooling

Quiet

Neighbors/Residents

Feel Comfortable in Area
Location

Park and Recreational Facilities
City Services

Schools

Inexpensive

Family Ties-Grew up

Familiar With Neighborhood
House/Yard Well Maintained
Dwelling

General Improvement (all aspects)
Community Centre




7

10

11

DLIKEL
DLIKE2
DLIKE3

SAFE?

NSAFE1l
NSAFE2
NSAFE3

SSAFEL
SSAFE2
SSAFE3

NWATCH

20-21
22-23
24-25

26

27-28
29-30
31-32

33-34
35-36
37-38

39

What don’t you like
about your n’hood?

Is this a safe
Neighborhood

If no, why not?

What things could
make it safer?

Have you ever heard
of N’hood Watch?

99)
1
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)
11)
12)
13)
14)
15)
16)
17)

1
2)
3)

a9
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)

1
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)
11)
12)
13)

14)

1
2)

111

Other

Delinquent Youth
Neighbors/Residents
Homes/Yards Deteriorating
Crime

Vagrants/Drunkenness

Lack of Major Grocery Store
Traffic Problems
Loose/Noisy Pets

Street Condition
Parks/Recreation Facilities-
Lack of Area Maintenance
Lack of Commumnity: Programs
Area too Noisy

Everything

Location

Beer Gardens

Renters/Slum Landlords
(short term)

Yes
No ‘
Same as anywhere else

Crimes Against Person (molesting)
Loud Parties

Vicious Pets -

Perceived Teenage Threat

Public Drunkenness

Crime Against Property

Loiterers

Lack/Slow Police Response
Traffic Problems

Increase Police Patrols

Resident Policeman .
Improve Personal/Home Security
Increase Street Lighting

Improve N’hood Watch Participation
Address Needs of Teens

Foot Patrolman

Improve N’hood Watch Organization
Lane Lighting

Increase N’hood Awareness

Control Speeding

Curfew

Close/Regulate bars, pool halls,
7-11

Stricter Laws

Yes
No
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12 WATCHE 40 Do you think it's 1) Yes
effective? 2) No
3) Don’t know

13 PARK 41 Where do you go to 1) Weston
use parks/playgrounds 2) Outside of Weston
3) Both
4) Nowhere
Which of these need to be improved?
14 [Nelole/ 42 Soccer Fields 1) Yes .
2) No

3) Don’t use
4) Don’t know

15 SOCCHW 43-44  How? 1) Levelling
2) Lighting
3) Seating
4) Maintenance/Improve Facilities
5) More Needed

16 HOCK 45 Hockey 1) Yes
2) No
3) Don’t use
4) Don’t know

17 HOCKHW 46-47 How? 1) TImprove Ice (smooth)

2) TImprove Facilities (ie. boards,
lights, etc.)

3) More Rinks Needed

4) Better Maintenance

5) Indoor Rinks

6) Improve Pascal

7) Improve Hours

18 BASE 48 Baseball 1) Yes
2) No
3) Don’t use
4) Don’t know

19 BASEHW 49-50  How? 1) Improve Field :

2) Improve Facilities (ie. backstop)
3) Need More Diamonds

4) More Benches

5) Relocate Away From Residential

20 FOOT 51 Football 1) Yes
2) No
3) Don’t use
4) Don’t know




21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

FOOTHW 52-53

PARKS 54

PARKHW 55-56

WADING 57

WADNGHW 58-59

TENN 60

TENNHW 61-62

PLRNK 63

How?

Parks/Playgrounds

How?

Wading Pools

How?

Tennis Courts

How?

Ice Rink (Pleasure)

1
2)
3)
4)
5)

1
2)
3)
4)

1
2)
3)
4)
3)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)
11)

1
2)
3)
4)

1
2)
3)
4)
5)

L
2)
3
4)

L
2)
3)
4)

1)
2)
3)
4)

113

Improve Field

General Upgrading

Better Maintenance

Need More

Barrier Needed Between CPR Track
and Weston Memorial Park

Yes

No

Don’t use
Don’t know

Better Maintenance
Increase # of Benches
Add Play Apparatus
Add Trees

Upgrade Pascoe Park
Upgrade Knowles Park
Upgrade Campion Park
Control Rowdyness/Vandalism-
Fences Needed
Improve Lighting -
Better Supervision

Yes

No

Don’t use
Don’t know

Improve Supervision
Improve Sanitation
Increase # of Pools
Better Maintenance
Open Earlier in Year

Yes

No

Don’t use
Don’t know

Improve Surface
Improve Net

Add Tennis courts
General Maintenance

Yes

No

Don’t use
Don’t know




29

30

31

Is there a need for these other facilities in your

32

33

34

35

36

PLRNKHW 64-65

COMC 66

COMCHW 67-68

TEEN 69
SENTOR 70
HORSE 71
SHUFFL 72

FACOTH1 73-74
FACOTH2 75-76

How?

Community Centre

How?

Teen Drop-in Centre

Senior Citizen

Activity Centre

Horseshoe Pit

Shuffleboard

Other facilities
needed

1
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)

L
2)
3)
4)

1
2)
3)
4)
5)

D)
2)
3)

L
2)
3)

1)
2)
3)

1L
2)
3)

1)
2)
3
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)
11)
12)
13)
14)

114

Shelter /Change room Needed
Tmprove Maintenance

Need More

Improve Surface

Enlarge Rinks

Enforce Pleasure Skating Rule
Improve Hours

Yes

No

Don’t use
Don’t know

New Centre needed

Expand /Upgrade existing Centre
Requires Supervision of Programs
Improve Equipment

Better/All Year Hours

neighborhood?

Yes
No
Don’t know

Yes
No
Don’t know

Yes

No
Don’t know

Yes
No
Don’t know

Games

Lawn Bowling

Bowling Alley

Indoor Swimming Pool

Outdoor Swimming Pool

Library

Additional Park Facilities
Programs For Teens
Gymnasium/Health Club

Seniors Programs/Facilities
Improve Sports Facilities
Parent/Child Resource Facilities
Increased Supervised Programming
Utilize Cecil Rhodes #1




37

PARTIP

77

Participate in Comm.
activities in Weston

15)
16)
17)

D)
2)
3)

115
Indoor Ice Rink

Fire Hall
Bicycle Paths

Yes
No
Don’t know




38 I.D. 1-4
39 PARPRO1 5-6

PARPROZ 7-8
PARPRO3 9-10

40 RECADQ 11

41 RECSUGL 12-13
RECSUG2 14-15

Identification

What programs do you
participate in?

Are recreation progs.

adequate for you?

What recreational
programs would -you
suggest

99)
1
2)
3)
&)
5)
6}
7)
8)
9)
10)

1)
2)
3)

1)
2)
3)
&)
3)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)
11)

12)

116

Other

Bingo

Community Meetings

Church

Legion Activities

Sports

N’hood Watch

School Events/Activities
Community Centre Activities
Youth Drop-in Events
Cubs/Brownies/Guides, etc.

Yes
No
Don’t know

Seniors Activities

Social Events

Teen Activity Centre

Arts and Crafts

Improve Coaching

Pre-teen Programs

Adult Programs
Parent/Child/Programs

Sports Programs

Youth Evening Progamrs/Activities
Aerobic/Exercise Programs and
Facilities '
Activities at Weston C.C.

Do you or any member of your family have or anmticipate having any need for the

following?

42 CHILDC 16

43 CELDLY 17

44 HLTHCR 18

45 FMLYCN 19

Child care

Care for the elderly

Health care

Family counselling

1
2)
3)

1)

2)
3)

1)
2)
3)

1)
2)
3)

Yes
No
Don’t know

Yes
No
Don’t know

Yes
No
Don’t know

Yes
No
Don’t know




46 EMPASS 20

47 WELASS 21

48 MATNTG 22

In temms of teenagers

49 DRUGAL 23

50 LOITNG 24

51 VNDLSM 25

52 UNMPLY 26

53 LCKJIBS 27

54 TNPREG 28

55 SCHLAT 29

56 LCKREC 30

57 LCKAMB 31

Employee assistance

Welfare assistance

Assistance in
maintaining your
home

in Weston, would you say the

Drugs/alcohol

Loitering

Vandalism

Unemployment

Lack of job skills

Teenage pregnancy

Poor school attendance

Lack of recreational

activities

Lack of ambition/
motivation

1
2)
3)

1
2)
3)

1)
2)
3)

1)
2)
3)

1
2)
3)

1)
2)
3)

1)
2)
3)

1)
2)
3)

L
2)
3)

1)
2)
3)

1)
2)
3)

1
2)
3)

117

Yes
No
Don’'t know

Yes
No
Don’t know

Yes
No
Don’t know

following are problems?

Yes
No
Don’t know

Yes
No
Don’t know

Yes
No
Don’t know

Yes
No
Don’t know

Yes
No
Don’t know

Yes
No

Don’t know

Yes
No
Don’t know

Yes
No
Don’t know

Yes
No A
Don’t know
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58 PRELAW 32 Problems with the 1) Yes
Law 2) No
3) Don’t know

59 PRBHOM 33 . Problems at home 1) Yes
2) No
3) Don't know

60 DYCR? 34 Do you use daycare 1) Yes
facilities? 2) No
61  DNWHYL 35-36 If mo, why not? 1) No Children
DNWHYZ 37-38 2) Children Very Young
DNWHY3 39-40 3) Children Left Home

4) Family Cares For Children
5) Use a Baby Sitter

6) No Roam in Local Daycares
7) Mistrust Daycare

8) No Young Children

9) No Need Yet

10) Unemployed

11) Too Expensive

12) Unaware of Facilties

13) Poor Hours

14) Lack of Appropriate Facilities

62 DYWES? 41 If yes, in Weston? 1) Yes
2) No
63 DYNWHY1 42-43  If no, why not in 1) TUnaware Facilities
DYNWHY2 44-45 Weston 2) Prefer Former Facility

3) No Room in Local Daycare
Do you use or will you require the following daycare services?

64 INFNCR 46 Infant care 1) Yes
2) No
3) Don't know

65 PRSCHL 47 Pre-school 1) Yes
2) No
3) Don’t know

66 SCHLAG 48 School age 1) Yes

2) No |

3) Don’t khow
67 TWFRHR 49 Twenty four hour 1) Yes

2) No
3) Don’t know




68

69

70

71

72

73

74

BMRGCY 50

OTHRDY1 51-52
OTHRDYZ 53-54

PUBTRN 55

PUBNWY1 56-57
PUBNWYZ 58-59

PUBYST 60

PUBYWY 61-62

SHPWES 63

Fmergency daycare

Any other daycare
facilities you would
like to see in Weston

Do’ you use the public
bus system

If no, why not?

If yes, are you
satisfied

If no, why not?

Do you do most of you
shopping in Weston

Do you use the following im Weston?

75

FOODST 64

Food store

1L
2)
3)

1
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)
11)

1)
2)

1L
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)

L
2)

iy

2)

4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)

1)
2)

1L
2)

119

Yes
No
Don’t know

Handicapped Daycare

More Daycare

Affordable Daycare

School Age Daycare
Emergency Daycare

Twenty four Hour Daycare
Infant Care

Private Babysitter Registry
Pre School Daycare

Greater Quality Daycare
Subsidezed Private Babysitters

Yes
No

Use Own Vehicle

Use Friends’/Relatives' Vehicle
Walk

Bus Service Inconvenient

Use. Taxi

Health Reasons

No Need

Use Handi-Transit

Use Bike

Yes
No

Drivers Reckless/unfriendly
Schedule Inaccurate
Expensive

Indirect routes

Travel Time Long

Infrequent Stops
Tmprove/Add Shelters
Infrequent Service

Yes
No

Yes
No
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FSTWYN 65-66 Why not? 1) None in Area
2) Poor Selection
3) Not convenient
4) Too Expensive
5) Prefer Store Outside Weston

CLTHST 67 Clothing store 1) Yes
2) No
CLTWYN 68-69 Why Not? 1) None in Area

2) Poor Selection

3) Poor Quality

4) No Need

5) Prefer Stores Outside of Area

HRDWST 70 Hardware store 1) Yes
2) No
HRDWYN 71-72  Why not? . 1) None in Area

2) Poor/No Selection
3) Prefer Store Outside of Weston

4) No Need
DRUGST 73 Drug store 1) Yes

2) No
DRGWYN 74-75 - Why not? 1) Too Far

2) Too Expensive

3) Too Inconvenient

4) No Need

5) Prefer Drugstore Out of Weston

CONVST 76 Convenience store 1) Yes
2) No

CONWYN 77-78 Why not? 1) Too Far
2) Too Expensive
3) Hang-Out
4) No Need
5) ©Poor Selection

I1.D. 1-4 Identification

DCTROF 5 Doctor’s office 1) Yes
2} No

DCTWYN  6-7 Why not? 1) No 24 hr. Service
2) Prefer Doctor Outside of Weston
3) No Need

4) None in Area
5) Don’t Like Doctors in Weston




88

89

90

91

92

93

94

95

96

97

98

DENTOF

DENWYN

BARBHR

BARWYN

RESCAF

RESWYN

LAUNMT

LAUWYN

CARPR

CARWYN

BANK

9-10

11

12-13

14

15-16

17

18-19

20

21-22

23

Dentist’s office

Why not?

Barber/Hair Dresser

Why not?

Restaurant and café

Why not?

Laundromat

Why not?

Car repair/gas

Why not?

Bank

1)
2)

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)

)
2)

1)
2)
3)
4)
3)

6)
7)

1
2)

L
2)
3)
4)
5)

A9

2)

1)
2)

1)
2)

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)

1)
2)

121

Yes
No

None in Area

Too Expensive

Prefer Dentist Outside of Weston
No Teeth

No Need .
Don’t Like Dentist in Weston

Yes
No

Other/self cuts own

No Selection

Too Expensive

Not Convenient

Prefer Hairdresser outside of
Weston

No Need

Poor Quality

Yes
No

Poor/No Selection
Too Expensive
Close Too Early
None in Area

No Need

Yes
No

Have Own Machine
None Close by

Yes
No

Don’t Own Vehicle

Too Expensive

Poor Selection

Poor Service

Does own Repairs

Prefer Service Outside of Weston

Yes
No




99

100

101

102

BNKWYN

VINWYN

SERVS1
SERVS2
SERVS3

24-25

26

27-28

29-30
31-32
33-34

Why not?

Veterinarian

Why not?

Any other stores or
services needed in
Weston?

1)
2)
3)

iy
2)

1
2)
3)

99)
iy
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10
11)
12)
13)
14)

122

Poor Service
Poor Hours
Prefer Bank Outside of Weston

Yes
No

No Pets
None in Area
Prefer Vet Qutside of Weston

No Development Wanted
Ma jor Grocery Store
Hardware Store

Post Office

Drug Store

Restaurants

Quality Clothing Store
Veterinarian
Launidromat

Bank

Bakery

Walk-in Clinic
Shopping Centre/Strip Mall
Other
Hairdresser/Barber

Do these neighbourhood aspects need to be improved?

103

104

105

106

107

108

CNDSTR

CNDSWK

STRSGN

STRLGT

LNLTNG

CONBLV

35

36

37

38

39

40

Condition of streets

Condition of sidewalks

Street signs

Street lighting

Lane Lighting

Condition of boulevard

1)
2)
3)

1)
2)
3)

a9
2)
3)

1
2)
3)

1)
2)
3)

L
2)
3)

Yes
No
Don’t know

Yes
No
Don’'t know

Yes
No
Don’t know

Yes
No »
Don’t know

Yes
No
Don't know

Yes
No
Don’t know
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110

111

112

STRPAR

PCFLNS

TREES

GENAPP

41

42

44

Street parking

Peacefulness

Trees

General appearance

Are you disturbed by any of the following?

113

114

115

116

117

118

NOISE

TRAFIN

APPIND

PETS

TRFCNS

LITTER

45

46

47

48

49

50

Noise/smell from Ind.

Traffic from Ind.

Appearance of Ind.

Pets rurmming loose/

noisy pets

Traffic noise

Litter

In Weston are the following a problem?

119

120

TRKTRF

DIFGET

51

52

Truck Traffic

Difficulty getting
in/out of area

iy
2)
3)

D)
2)
3)

1
2)
3)

iy
2)
3)

L
2)
3)

1
2)
3)

iy
2)
3)

1
2)
3)

1
2)
3)

D
2)
3)

1)
2)
3)

9]
2)
3

Yes
No
Don’t know

Yes
No B
Don’t kn

Yes
No
Don’t know

Yes
No
Don’t know

Yes
No
Don’t know

Yes
No
Don't know

Yes -
No
Don’t know

Yes
No
Don’t know

Yes
No
Don’t know

Yes
No
Don’t know

Yes
No
Don’t know

Yes
No
Don’t know




121 UNSPED 53
122 SPDRES 54
123 OTTRAF1 55-56
OTTRAF2 57-58
OTTRAF3 59-60
124 RNTOWN 61
For Owmers
125 STROWN 62
126 HTGOWN 63

Unsafe pedestrian
crossings

Speeding on res.
streets

Other traffic problems

Rent or own your house

Structural

Heating

L
2)
3)

1)
2)
3)

99)
1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)
11)
12)
13)
14)
15)
16)
17)
18)
19)
20)

21)
22)
23)
24)
25)
26)
27)

1)
2)

1)

1)

124

Yes
No
Don’t know

Yes
No
Don’t know

Other

Speeding in Back Lanes
Disregard Stop Signs

Dangerous Driving _
Better/More Street Lighting
Trains Obstruct Traffic
Crosswalks Dangerous

Need More Crosswalks

Lack of Street Parking

Street Parking Regulations
Snow Removal

Heavy Traffic

Speeding Vehicles

Traffic Noise

Lane Lights

Lack of Parking at Reservoir
Squealing Tires

Trucks on Street

Logan & Electa Needs Streetlights
Logan & Electa Needs Corridor
Flint & Notre Dame Need
Streetlights

Logan & McPhillips Difficult to
access (ie. cars, pedestrians)
Logan Difficult to Enter With
Vehicle

Flint and Notre Dame Needs
Corridor ’
Inadequate School Parking
Problems with Pedestrians/Cyclists
Speed Limit/Stop Signs Needed
Motorcycles

Rent
Own

Yes

Yes
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128

129

130

131

ELCOWN

PLMOWN

OTHOWN

NONGOWN

For Tenants

132

133

134

135

136

137

138

139

140

141

SATLIV

LIVIMP

STRTEN

HTGTEN

ELCTEN

PIMTEN

OTHTEN

NONTEN

SERLAN

SERNOX1 78-79

SERNOX2

64

65

66

67 .

68

69

70

71

72

73

74

75

76

77

80

Electrical

Plumbing

Other

None

Would you like some-
one to explain RRAP
to you?

Are you satisfied
with your quarters?

Do your guarters need

improvement?

Structural

Heating

Electrical

Plumbing

Other

None

Receive good service

If no, explain

1)

1)

1)

1

1

2)

1)

iD)

L

1)

1)

iD)

1)

L
2)

L
2)
3)

1)
2)
3)
4)

125

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes
No

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes
No

Yes
No
No comment

Ignores Requests
Difficult to Contact
Inadequate Repair Work
Slow Respomse
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142  I1.D. 1-4 Identification

For all respondents
If development were to occur jn Weston what types of new housing would you like to
see?

143  SGLFAM 5 Single family home 1) Yes
2) No
3) Don’t know

144  DUPLEX 6 Duplex 1) Yes
2) No
3) Don’t know

145  ROWTWN 7 Row or townhouse 1) Yes
2) No
3) Don’t know

146  APTLOW 8 Apartment low-rise 1) Yes
2) No
3) Don’t know

147  APTHIH 9 Apartment high-rise 1) Yes
2) No
3) Don’t know

148  HANDIC 10 Housing for physically 1) Yes
handicapped 2) No
3) Don’t know

149  GOVREN 11 Government rental 1) Yes
2) No
3) Don’t know

150 SENCUP 12 Senior couples 1) Yes
2) No
3) Don’t know

151  SENSGL 13 Senior singles 1) Yes
2) No
3) Don’t know




Age of respondent

Status of Respondent

Sex of Respondent

Marital status of
respondent

Age of #2

A)
B)
C)
D)
E)
F)
G)
H)
19)
J)

L
2)
3)
4)
3)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)
11)
12)
13)
14)
15)
16)

1Y)
2)

1
2)
3)
4)
3)
6)

A)
B)
C)
D)
E)
F)
G)
H)
in)
J)
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i

<13

13-19

20-24
25-34
35-44
45-54
55-59
60-64
65-69
70+

Father /Husband
Mother /Wife
Son
Daughter
Grandmother
Grandfather
Aunt

Uncle
Single
Brother
Sister
Niece
Nephew
In-Law
Other
Grandchild

Male
Female

Married
Single
Divorced
Widowed
Common Law
Separated

<13

13-19
20-24
25-34
35-44
45-54
55-59
60-64
65-69
70+




157

158

159

160

STATS2

SEX2

MARTL2

AGE3

20-21

22

23

24

Status of #2

Sex of #2

Marital status of
#2

Age of #3

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)
11)
12)
13)
14)
15)
16)

i9)
2)

1
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)

A)
B)
C)
D)
E)
)
G)
H)
i8]
)
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Father /Husband
Mother /Wife
Son
Daughter
Grandmother
Grandfather
Aunt

Uncle
Single
Brother
Sister
Niece
Nephew
In-Law
Other
Grandchild

Male
Female

Married
Single
Divorced
Widowed
Common Law
Separated

<13

13-19
20-24
25-34
35-44
45-54
55-59
60-64
65-69
70+




161

162

163

164

- STATS3

SEX3

MARTL3

AGE4

25-26

27

28

29

Status of #3

Sex of #3

Marital status of
#3

Age of #4

1
2)
3)
4)
3)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)
11)
12)
13)
14)
15)
16)

1)
2)

i9)
2)
3)
&)
3)
6)

A)
B)
C)
D)
E)
F)
G)
H)
I)
J)

©129

Father /Husband

Mother/Wife

Son.
Daughter
Grandmother
Grandfather
Aunt

Uncle
Single
Brother
Sister
Niece
Nephew
In-Law
Other
Grandchild

Male
Female

Married
Single
Divorced
Widowed
Common Law
Separated

<13

13-19
20-24
25-34
35-44
45-54
55-59
60-64
65-69
70+




165

166

167

168

STATS4

MARTL4

AGES

30-31

32

33

34

Status of #4

Sex of #4

Marital status of
#4

Age of #5

1)
2y
3)
4)
3)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)
11)
12)
13)
14)
15)
16)

1
2)

1
2)
3)
4)
3)
6)

A)
B)
C)
D)
E)
F)
G)
H)
I
J)
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Father/Husband
Mother /Wife
Son
Daughter
Grandmother
Grandfather
Aunt

Uncle
Single
Brother
Sister
Niece
Nephew
In-Law
Other
Grandchild

Male
Female

Married
Single
Divorced
Widowed
Common Law -
Separated

<13

13-19
20-24
25-34
35-44
45-54
55-59
60-64
65-69
70+




169

170

171

172

STATSS

SEX5

MARTLS

AGE6

35-36

37

38

39

Status of #5

Sex of #5

Marital status of
#5

Age of #6

n
2)
3
5
5)
6)
7)
8)
)]
10)
11)
12)
13)
14)
15)
16)

D)
2)

1
2)
3)
4)
3)
6)

A)
B)
C)
D)
E)
F)
G)
H)
D
J)
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Father/Husband
Mother/Wife
Son
Daughter
Grandmother
Grandfather
Aunt

Uncle
Single
Brother
Sister
Niece
Nephew
In-Law
Other
Grandchild

Male
Female

Married
Single
Divorced
Widowed
Common Law
Separated

<13

13-19
20-24
25-34
35-44
45-54
55-59
60-64
65-69
70+
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173 STATS6 40-41  Status of #6 1) Father/Husband
2) Mother/Wife
3) Son.

4) Daughter

5) Grandmother
6) Grandfather
7) Aunt

8) TUncle

9) Single

10) Brother

11) Sister

12) Niece

13) Nephew

14) In-Law

15) Other

16) Grandchild

174 SEX6 42 Sex of #6 1) Male
2) Female

175 MARTL6 43 Marital status of 1) Married
#6 2) Single
3) Divorced
4) Widowed
5) Common Law
6) Separated

176  AGE7 b4 Age of #7 A) <13
B) 13-19
C) 20-24
D) 25-34
E) 35-44
F) 45-54
G) 55-59
H) 60-64
I) 65-69
J) 70+




177

178

179

180

181

STATS7

SEX7

MARTL7

HSINCM

INVLVD

45-46 Status of #7

47 Sex of #7

48 Marital status of

#7
49 Household income
50 Become involved?

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)
11)
12)
13)
14)
15)
16)

1
2)

1)
2)
3)
4)
3)
6)

A)
B)
C)
D)
E)
F)
G)
H)
I

1
2)
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Father/Busband
Mother/Wife
Son

Daughter
Grandmother ™
Grandfather
Aunt

Uncle

Single
Brother
Sister

Niece

Nephew

In-Law

Other
Grandchild

Male
Female

Married
Single
Divorced
Widowed
Common Law
Separated

<$13,000
$13,000-519,999
$20,000-529,999
$30,000-$39,999
$40,000-849,999
$50,000-$59,999
$60,000+
Pension/Benefit
Don’t Know

Yes
No
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182 MONEY1l 51-52 If money was set aside? 99) Other
MONEY2 53-54 1) Seniors Housing
MONEY3 55-56 2) Seniors Activity Centre/Programs

3) Improve Seniors Services

4) Improved Meals on Wheels

5) Pre-Teen/Teenage Recreational
Centre/Programs

6) Youth Employment Services

7) Housing Improvement Programs

8) Make use of Cecil School

9) Make Daycare more Affordable

10) Improve Streets

11) Improve Lane Lighting

12) Increase Police Patrols

13) Improve Street Lighting

14) TImprove Street Sign
Visibility

15) Maintain Boulevards

16) Plant More Trees

17) Maintain Existing Trees

18) Clean up N"hood

19) Demolish Cecil School

20) Establish Corridor at Logan and
Electa

21) Establish Corridor at Flint and
Notre Dame

22) Establish Traffic Lights at Logan
and Electa '

23) Establish Traffic Lights at Flint
and Notre Dame

24) New Community Centre

25) Demolish/Renew 0ld Housing

26) Yard Maintenance

27) Improve Sidewalks

28) Improve Reservoir Parking

29) Expand/Maintain Parks

30) Library

31) Utilize 0ld Resevoir Site

32) Repair Back Lane

33) Activity Centre/Programs for Women

34) Nursing Home
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COMMEN1
COMMEN2
COMMEN3
COMMEN4
COMMENS
COMMENGE

=
I

[75]
il

57-58
59-60
61-62
63-64
65-66
67-68

Further comments

Incomplete Survey

Survey Completed by Self

99)
1)

2)
3)
4)
5)
6)

7)
8)
9)

10)
11)
12)
13)
14)
15)
16)
17)

18)
19)
20)
21)
22)
23)
24)
25)
26)

27)

28)
29)

30)
31)
32)
33)
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Other

Community Information Services
Needed )
Improve N’Hood Watch Involvement
Deal With Crime
More Trees

Deal With Teen Problem

Need more/better Recreation
Facilities/Programs

Need more/better Commercial,
Retail Facilities
More Daycare

Needed

Need More/Better

Personal /Family Services
Problems with Noise

Problems with Traffic

Problems with Industry

Problems with Dogs

Problems with Cats

Housing for Seniors

Satisfied with N’hood

Tmprove Municipal

Infrastructure

Train Noise/Vibration/Smell
Upgrade/Demolish Housing

Improve Wheelchair Accessibility
Improve Tree Maintenance

Improve Senior Services

Housing for Low-Income

Clean up Area

Clean up Back Lanes

Improve Social Services (public
nurse)

Electa & Logan Need
Corridor/Lights

Improve Boulevard Maintenance
Low Cos t Youth
Equipment /Facilities Programs
More Parking Facilities Needed
Need Community Volunteer Service
Noise From Firehall Bothersome
Better Community Centre
Management/ Expand Type of
Programs




