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sustainability (70.5% have never even heard of it), but tend to practice several sustainable 
behaviors.  One out of every four adults (24.8%) is interested in learning more about the topic by 
attending free programming offered at Jefferson Community College.   
 

Table 20 
Sustainability 

 

I am very familiar 
I have heard of the 

topic, but know 
little about it 

I am not familiar 

How familiar are you with sustainability? 
10.1% 19.4% 70.5% 

 
Which of the following sustainable behaviors do you use in 
your household? 

Number 
YES: 

% Who say 
YES 

Recycling 321 96.1% 
Using energy efficient products/appliances 307 91.9% 
Conserving water (low flushing toilets, low flow shower heads, etc.) 267 79.7% 
Purchasing locally produced food items when available 304 90.8% 
Taking public transportation or carpooling 65 19.5% 

 
Yes No Unsure Would you be interested in attending free 

programming offered at Jefferson Community 
College to learn more about the topic of 
sustainability? 

24.8% 67.5% 7.8% 

 
Preparedness for Disaster 
 
 Another series of questions regarding disaster preparedness was constructed for, and with 
the assistance of, the local chapter of the American Red Cross. 
 
 The goals of the two disaster preparedness questions were to gauge the public perception 
of Jefferson County’s level of preparedness and determine the proportion of area residents who 
have household disaster plans.  This information will be used by the local American Red Cross to 
plan future initiatives and programs.  No strong trends surfaced from these two questions.  
Opinion regarding preparedness is quite symmetrically distributed with no dominant opinion that  
the county is either well or not well prepared.  The distribution of responses to personal 
household disaster plans is quite even in that 160 respondents indicated that they did have a plan 
while 166 indicated that they did not. A summary of the results appear in Table 21. 
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Table 21 
Preparedness for Disaster 

 
Well prepared Somewhat 

prepared 
Not prepared 

 at all No opinion How well do you think that 
Jefferson County is prepared for a 
disaster? 26.4% 38.6% 21.0% 14.1% 

 
Yes No Unsure 

Do you have a household disaster 
plan? 47.8% 49.6% 2.7% 

 
Quality of Education at Jefferson Community College 
 
 A new series of questions involved measuring opinions regarding the quality of education 
offered at Jefferson Community College and areas where the local residents believe the College 
can improve.  Clearly, Jefferson Community College directly impacts the lives of a large portion 
of the county population (43% of the residents have had some direct contact) and is extremely 
well thought of by county residents regardless of whether they have attended or not.  Over 99% 
of those persons who had an opinion indicated that they believe that the quality of education at 
Jefferson Community College is either Excellent or Good.  The most common suggestion for 
improvement is to offer different types of classes (on-line, correspondence, etc.).  However, the 
answers provided for areas of improvement could be influenced by lack of clarity by 
respondents.  The question was open-ended and possibly had different interpretation by various 
interviewers.  If these Jefferson Community College questions are repeated in future studies, the 
areas of improvement question should be defined more specifically, and the connection to the 
College question should include a family member went there category.  Results are presented in 
Table 22. 
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Table 22 
Quality of Education at Jefferson Community College 

 
Importance of Fort Drum to Jefferson County 
 

The final sets of new questions added to the 4th annual survey were posed on behalf of 
the Fort Drum Regional Liaison Organization (FDRLO).  This group of local leaders is 
interested in measuring the opinions that Jefferson County residents hold regarding Fort Drum 
and the impact that closure of Fort Drum would have upon the Jefferson County population.  The 
findings of this study suggest overwhelming support for Fort Drum and attitudes that strongly 
agree that the presence of Fort Drum has improved the quality of life in Jefferson County (83% 
either Agree or Strongly Agree). 

Additionally, interviewees indicated that if the base were to close it would be detrimental 
to the quality of life  (92% either Agree or Strongly Agree).  Finally, one out of every five 
residents (19.1%) indicates that if Fort Drum were to close then they would no longer live in 
Jefferson County.  A far greater percentage of those interviewed persons whose residence in 
Jefferson County is related to Fort Drum employment indicate that they will leave if the base 
closes than the percentage of the persons whose employment is not Fort Drum related, 58.9% 
versus 8.1%, respectively.  However, 39.7% of the interviewed persons whose residence in 
Jefferson County is related to Fort Drum employment would choose to remain here if Fort Drum 
were to close. Moreover, one out of every five residents (19.1%, 64 out of 335 households) 
indicated that if Fort Drum were to close they would no longer live in Jefferson County.  Among 
the 64 interviewed households that indicated that they would leave the area if Fort Drum closes, 
43 (67.2%) indicated that their residence in Jefferson County was related to employment at Fort 
Drum.  However, the remaining 21 households (32.8%) indicate that they would leave the area if 

Excellent Good Poor Unsure  Which of the following best 
describes your overall impression of 
the quality of education offered at 
Jefferson Community College? 

45.1% 43.0% 0.6% 11.3% 

 
JCC wants to improve its ability to meet educational needs in 
Jefferson County.  How do you think the college can improve? Number: %  

Types of classes (on-line, correspondence, etc.) 66 29.7% 
Credit bearing curriculum 60 27.0% 
Marketing 28 12.6% 
Non-credit offerings (workshops/seminars) 14 6.3% 
Class times 12 5.4% 
Other 42 18.9% 
 

What’s your experience with Jefferson Community College? Number: %  

I have not been directly enrolled at JCC. 189 57.1% 
I have taken credit bearing classes at JCC, but have not graduated. 73 22.1% 
I am a JCC graduate. 37 11.2% 
I have taken non-credit workshops and training classes (but not college 
courses) at JCC. 

32 9.7% 
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Fort Drum closes in spite of their residence here not being related to employment at Fort Drum.  
The results for the Fort Drum related questions are presented in Table 23. 

 
Table 23 

Importance of Fort Drum to Jefferson County 
 

Strongly 
Agree Agree Disagree 

Strongly 
Disagree 

Neutral, 
No 

Opinion 

The presence of the 10th Mountain Division at 
Fort Drum since 1985 has improved the 
overall quality of life of Jefferson County 
citizens. 38.2% 44.5% 6.9% 1.2% 9.2% 

 
Strongly 

Agree Agree Disagree Strongly 
Disagree 

Neutral, 
No 

Opinion 

If Fort Drum were to close because of a 
decision by the Base Realignment and Closure 
Commission (BRAC), it would be detrimental 
to the overall quality of life of Jefferson 
County citizens. 

65.4% 26.6% 4.2% 0.6% 3.3% 

 

Yes No Not Sure 
If Fort Drum were to close, would you 
continue to live in Jefferson County? 

75.5% 19.1% 5.4% 

 
Is opinion regarding “If Fort Drum were to close, would you continue to live in Jefferson 
County?” directly related to whether or not “your residence in Jefferson County is related to 
either civilian or military employment at Fort Drum, by either you or a family member?”? 
A cross-tabulation of these two variables results with: 
 “If Fort Drum were to close, would you 
continue to live in Jefferson County?” 

Yes No Not Sure 

Among those whose residence in Jefferson 
County IS RELATED to Fort Drum 
employment: 

39.7% 58.9% 1.4% 

Among those whose residence in Jefferson 
County IS NOT RELATED to Fort Drum 
employment: 

85.4% 8.1% 6.5% 
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Primary Source of Information About Local Events 
 

 The next question asked about respondents’ primary source of information about local 
events in Jefferson County.  This question has been asked in all four surveys.  The following 
response options were read, and respondents answered as follows: 
 

Table 24 
Primary Sources of Information 

 

 2003 2002 2001 2000 
The Watertown daily newspaper 38.2% 47.8% 42.4% 49.1% 
A Watertown television station 32.8% 37.8% 39.4% 26.7% 
A weekly newspaper 9.6% 1.5% 2.9% 4.6% 
Radio 8.4% 5.9% 8.8% 3.1% 
Friends and acquaintances 6.9% 2.2% 4.1% 4.3% 
A Syracuse television station 0.9% 0.7% 0.3% 1.8% 
Other 3.3% 0.5% 0.0% 10.4% 
 

The responses to this question show the same pattern as last year.  The diminished 
influence of the Syracuse media noted in 2001 continues in 2003.  Once again, the local daily 
newspaper and local television are most frequently identified as the primary sources of 
information about local events.  However, 9.4% fewer respondents indicated that the local daily 
paper was their primary source and the proportion utilizing weekly local papers showed a 
dramatic increase to 9.6%. 
 

Section 6:  Demographic Variables 
 

 The last section of the interview asked people for general information about respondents 
so that  we could better understand the general nature of the people who helped us with this 
survey.  The results, along with comparable population information from the U.S. Census on the 
characteristics of the County as a whole (where available) were as follows: 
 

Age 
 

                           Table 25 
   Age Distribution of Respondents 

       Table 26 
        Actual Jefferson County Percentages— 

         2000 U.S. Census  
 

Age Range Survey Percentage   Age Percentage 
of Total 

Percentage 
of Adults  

 2003 2002 2001  0-14 22.1% --- 
18-20 1.8% 3.2% 3.8%  15-24 16.1% 20.7% 
Twenties 12.8% 13.8% 17.8%  25-34 15.5% 19.9% 
Thirties 18.4% 19.9% 15.8%  35-44 15.9% 20.4% 
Forties 26.1% 21.9% 25.4%  45-54 11.7% 15.0% 
Fifties 20.5% 19.2% 15.4%  55-64 7.4% 9.5% 
Sixties 10.7% 9.8% 9.9%  65-74 5.8% 7.5% 
Seventies 8.0% 9.6% 9.7%  75-84 4.0% 5.1% 
Eighties+ 1.8% 2.7% 2.1%  85+ 1.5% 1.9% 
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The median age for the Jefferson County population as reported by the 2000 Census was 
32.5 (this includes all population including children under age 14).  Although the age question 
was posed in a way that does not allow for direct comparison with the census figures, it does 
appear that our respondents generally reflect the county age distribution.  The adult population of 
Jefferson County totals 86,946 (age 15 and older).  Table 26 above displays the percentage of the 
total population of each census age category and the percentage of only the adult population.  
The median age category for our respondents was in the forties age group, which is consistent 
with the county median with children 0-14 removed. 

 
Education 

Table 27 
Education 

 

Educational Attainment Survey Participants Jefferson County,  
Age 25+ 

 2003 2002 2001 2000 2000 U.S. Census 
Less than high school graduate 5.7% 4.9% 6.4% 6.0% 17.1% 
High school graduate 27.2% 29.5% 29.0% 29.0% 
Some college, no degree 26.1% 28.3% 30.4% 26.7% 

 
66.9% 

Associate’s degree 16.5% 12.0% 12.6% 12.0%  
Bachelor’s degree 12.6% 13.8% 13.7% 12.3% 
Graduate/professional degree 12.0% 11.6% 7.9% 14.1% 

16.0% 

 
The participants in this survey appear to have attained higher levels of formal education 

than the county population as a whole.  The percentages reported for this study are for 
individuals who are 18 years old or older and 2000 U.S. Census statistics are for individuals who 
are 25 years old or older, certainly affecting the time that a person has had to complete higher 
education.  It is not felt that this slight difference in education levels between our sample and the 
U.S. Census statistics significantly biases the findings in this study.  Comparison of the 
respondent group with those of previous years indicates a high degree of consistency, with 
educational attainment increasing slightly over the four years.  
 
Household Income 

Table 28 
Household Income Range 

 
 2003 2002 2001 2000 
Up to $10,000 6.3% 9.1% 6.4%  5.0% 
$10,000-$25,000 18.6% 18.3% 23.9% 21.7% 
$25,000-$50,000 35.7% 39.2% 40.6% 39.1% 
$50,000-$75,000 24.3% 23.5% 17.0% 21.1% 
$75,000-$100,000 8.8% 5.2% 8.8% 10.9% 
Over $100,000 6.3% 4.7% 3.3%  2.2% 
 

The 2000 U.S. Census reports a median household income level for Jefferson County of 
$34,006.  That is consistent with our finding of the primary category of household income falling 
within the $25,000-50,000 range. 
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Fort Drum Related Employment 
Table 29 

Fort Drum Related Employment 
 

Is your residence in Jefferson County related to either civilian or military employment at Fort 
Drum, by either you or a family member? 

 
 2003 2002 2001 2000 
Yes 21.9% 22.7% 21.1% 16.7% 
No 78.1% 77.3% 79.0% 83.3% 

 

 More than one of every five households in Jefferson County has a household member 
employed at Fort Drum. 
 
 

Household Composition--Children 
 

Table 30 
Household Composition—Children 

 

How many children under 18 are living in the household? 
 

Children under 18 2003 2002 2001 2000 
0 61.1% 56.9% 59.4% 58.7% 
1 15.1% 18.7% 17.5% 17.4% 
2 16.9% 17.2% 14.6% 14.4% 
3 5.0% 5.2%   5.3%  7.5% 
4 1.5% 1.7%   2.3%  1.5% 

5 or more 0.3% 0.3%   0.9%  0.6% 
 

According to the 2000 U.S. Census, the average household size for Jefferson County is 
2.58, and 39.4% of households include individuals under age 18.  In this survey, 38.9% of 
respondents lived in households with at least one person under age 18.  Therefore, our sample is 
representative on the basis of household composition. 
 

Sex 
Table 31 

Sex 
 

 2003 2002 2001 2000 
Male 33.0% 32.7% 35.1% 35.2% 
Female 67.0% 67.3% 64.9% 64.8% 

 
The 2000 U.S. Census reports that the population of Jefferson County is 51.8% male and 

48.2% female.  Females, therefore, are over represented in this survey, as in the past three years.  
This may have an effect on those questions that specifically deal with opinions, but has no effect 
on questions relating to activities and characteristics of households.  It is our speculation that 
females are more likely to answer the telephone in mixed sex households or to agree to complete 
an interview, which accounts in part for the overrepresentation of females. 
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Racial/Ethnic Characteristics 
Table 32 

Racial/Ethnic Characteristics 
 

Regarding race, how would you describe yourself? 
 

 2003 2002 2001 2000 survey U.S. Census 
2000* 

White  91.0% 89.9% 94.4% 93.9% 88.7% 
Hispanic 2.4% 2.0% 0.9%  0.9% 4.2% 
Native American 1.8% 0.3% 0.3%  1.5% 0.5% 
Black 1.5% 2.7% 2.3%  1.5% 5.8% 
Asian/Pacific Islander 1.2% 1.7% 0.9%  0.6% 1.0% 
Multiracial 1.2% 1.2% 0.6%  0.6% 1.8% 
Other 0.9% 2.2% 0.6%  0.9% 2.5% 
*  Does not total 100% because individuals may report more than one race. 
 

The racial/ethnic characteristics of respondents in this survey reflect the distributions 
reported for Jefferson County in the 2000 U.S. Census. 
 
Political Orientation 

Table 33 
Political Beliefs 

 
How  would you classify your political beliefs? 

 
 2003 2002 2001 2000 
Liberal 22.5% 24.4% 19.7% 19.9% 
Moderate 26.4% 31.5% 37.4% 33.5% 
Conservative 31.0% 27.3% 29.4% 27.5% 
Other 20.1% 16.8% 13.5% 19.0% 

 
Patterns of political leanings do not appear to have shifted significantly in the past year. 

 
Marital Status 

Table 34 
Marital Status  

 
 2003 2002 2001 2000 
Single 20.3% 23.1% 20.8% 21.2% 
Married 69.0% 66.1% 69.3% 66.0% 
Other 10.7% 10.8% 10.2% 12.8% 

 
The proportions of married, single and other respondents have not shifted in the past year. 
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Township of Residence 
 

Table 35 
Township of Residence 

 

Town 

Number of 
Respondents* 
2003 Survey 
#           % 

2002 
Survey 
(%’s) 

2001 
Survey 
(%’s) 

2000 
Survey 
(%’s) 

Total 
Population 

2000    
Census 

% of Total 
County  

2000 Census 

Adams 20 6.0 6.4    6.9 4.5     4,782   4.3 
Alexandria  16 4.8 4.9    5.3 3.6     4,097   3.7 
Antwerp 5 1.5 1.5    1.5 2.1     1,793   1.6 
Brownville  16 4.8 6.7    5.9 6.6     5,843   5.2 
Cape Vincent 11 3.3 1.0    2.1 3.3     3,345   3.0 
Champion 9 2.7 3.0    4.1 2.1     4,361   3.9 
Clayton 18 5.4 4.9    6.5 7.2     4,817   4.3 
Ellisburg 12 3.6 3.2    1.5 2.4     3,541   3.2 
Henderson 3 0.9 2.2    0.9 2.4     1,377   1.2 
Hounsfield 21 6.3 2.7    2.7 3.3     3,323   3.0 
LeRay 39 11.6 6.7  12.7 6.3   19,836 17.8 
Lorraine 1 0.3 2.0   1.8 2.1        930   0.8 
Lyme 8 2.4 3.0   3.8 3.0     2,015   1.8 
Orleans 11 3.3 2.7   3.2 1.5     2,465   2.2 
Pamelia  10 3.0 2.2   2.4 2.1     2,897   2.6 
Philadelphia  5 1.5 3.9   2.4 1.8     2,140   1.9 
Rodman 11 3.3 0.5   0.9 1.8     1,147   1.0 
Rutland 9 2.7 2.5   2.4 2.7     2,959   2.6 
Theresa 7 2.1 2.5   1.5 3.6     2,414   2.2 
T/Watertown 17 5.1 8.9   7.7 8.7     4,482   4.0 
C/Watertown 63 18.8 22.9 20.6 23.2    26,705 23.9 
Wilna 22 6.6 4.7   4.4 3.9     6,235   5.6 
Worth 0 0.0 0.3   0.0 1.5        234   0.2 
Total County 336     111,738  
* n=341 for these %’s; 5 respondents were not classified 
 

The respondents represented all areas of the county with equitable rural/urban 
representation.  The only unusual response pattern is the under-representation from the Town of 
LeRay.  This may have to do with the current Fort Drum deployments; soldiers are elsewhere 
and many family members may have temporarily left the area. 
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Conclusion 
 
 This report is a descriptive presentation of the information collected from 341 telephone 
interviews conducted during the evenings of March 31 - April 3, 2003.  The Center for 
Community Studies exists to engage in a variety of community-based research activities and to 
promote the productive discussion of ideas and issues of significance to our community.   As 
such, the results of this survey are made available for use by any citizen or organization in the 
community.  If you use this information from this survey, we simply ask that you acknowledge 
the source. 
 

These interviews produced a large volume of data, which can be analyzed and assessed in 
a number of different ways.  Please contact The Center for Community Studies for specific 
analyses.  Additionally, we are available to make presentations of these survey findings to 
community groups and organizations upon request.  Please contact: 
  

The Center for Community Studies 
Room 2-013 
1220 Coffeen Street 
Watertown, NY 13601 
Telephone: (315) 786-2488 or (315) 786-2489 
Ms. Deborah McGloine, Director   dmcgloine@sunyjefferson.edu 
Joel LaLone, Research Coordinator   jlalone@sunyjefferson.edu 
 
www.sunyjefferson.edu/ccs/ccs.htm 
 
The Fifth Annual Survey of the Community is tentatively scheduled for April 6-9, 2004. 

 
 


