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The Twenty-fourth Annual North Country
Survey of the Community

Based on 1,171 interviews of adult residents conducted October 23 — November 1, 2023

Section 1 - Introduction

The Center for Community Studies at Jefferson Community College in Watertown, New York was established in
October 1999, to engage in a variety of community-building and community-based research activities and to promote the
productive discussion of ideas and issues of significance to our Northern New York State region. In collaboration with
community partners, the Center conducts research that will benefit the local population, and engages in activities that reflect
its commitment to enhancing the quality of life of the area.

The annual Survey of the Community is one specific activity conducted each year by the Center to gauge the
attitudes and opinions of a representative sample of adult citizens. This activity results in a yearly updated inventory of the
attitudes and opinions of adult citizens of the region. The first year of this community survey was 2000, when the survey
was completed exclusively in Jefferson County in April. For the following six years this Jefferson County community survey
continued to be completed each year in April (2001-2006). Due to community support and interest for this type of community
survey that extended beyond Jefferson County, the Advisory Board of the Center and Administration of the College
determined in 2007 that it would be meaningful service to the region if the survey was also completed using a similar survey
instrument annually in neighboring Lewis County. Hence, starting in October 2007 a survey in Lewis County has been
completed in October of each of the seventeen years, 2007 through 2023, while the Jefferson County survey continued to
be completed annually, as well. Similarly, starting in 2015 a survey in St. Lawrence County has been completed each of
the nine years, 2015 through 2023. In summary, three county-specific annual surveys have been completed in each year
since 2015, with a total of 24 years of surveying Jefferson County adults (each of the years 2000-2023), a total of 17 years
of surveying Lewis County adults (each of the years 2007-2023), and a total of 9 years of surveying St. Lawrence County
adults (each of the years 2015-2023).

This document is a summary of the results of the 2023 North Country Annual Survey of the Community in all of
Jefferson, Lewis, and St. Lawrence Counties, including trend analysis comparisons with the results of community surveys
from the past twenty-three years when possible. The result is that this document is a summary of 50 separate county-
specific community surveys completed in Northern New York since 2000. In addition, the key community demographic
characteristics of Gender, Age, Education Level, Household Income Level, Military Affiliation, Race/Ethnicity, and Political
Ideology are investigated as potential explanatory variables that may be associated with or linked to quality-of-life indicators
for the region, using the current 2023 survey results. It is standard methodology with professional surveys to provide this
more detailed information to the reader — information that may assist in explaining the overall findings — by reporting the
results for all subgroups within these key demographic variables. Finally, results in each of the neighboring counties of
Jefferson, Lewis, and St. Lawrence are presented, when possible, to allow county comparisons.

The results of this annual study provide important information about contemporary thinking of citizens; and, over
time, will continue to provide important baseline and comparative information as well.

Section 1.1 — Methodology — How These Data Were Collected

The original survey instrument used in the annual survey of the community was constructed in Spring 2000 by a
team of Jefferson Community College faculty. There have been slight modifications to the survey instrument throughout the
23 subsequent years since its first version in 2000, however, the goal of this annual survey is to longitudinally track
community indicators, and as a result, every effort has been made to maintain consistency in the survey instrument. The
instrument includes 21 tracked community quality-of-life indicators, as well as approximately 10 other tracked community
and adult resident characteristics. At times, the instrument is modified to accomplish objectives that are not longitudinally
tracked in nature. The total survey length each year is approximately 30-40 questions, with an additional set of
approximately 10 demographic questions.

The primary goal of the North Country Annual Survey of the Community is to collect data regarding quality-of-life
issues of importance to the local citizens. A secondary goal is to provide a very real, research-based learning experience
for undergraduate students enrolled at Jefferson Community College. In accomplishing this second goal, students are
involved in all aspects of the research, from question formation to data collection (interviewing), to data entry and cleansing,
to data analysis. The students analyze the data collected in this study annually as assignments and projects in statistics
classes. However, all final responsibility for question-phrasing, question-inclusion versus omission, final data analysis, and
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final reporting of findings (this document) lies exclusively with the professional staff of the Center. The decision to include
any question as a legitimate and meaningful part of an annual survey is made exclusively by the Center. Similarly, data

analysis of the information collected

through the annual survey will transpire with faculty and students in the classrooms at

Jefferson Community College; however, any statistical analysis reported in this document has been completed by the
professional staff of the Center. Copies of the introductory script and survey instrument used in this study are attached as

Appendix IV.

In accordance with the American Association of Public Opinion Research (AAPOR) Transparency Initiative pledge,
the following details and disclosure for the telephone-interviewing, intercept-interviewing, and online surveying
employed in this study, including the following characteristics and facts should be considered by any reader:

1. (T) Dates of Data Collection: October 23 — November 1, 2023.

2, (R) Recruitment:
Telephone:

Intercept:

Online:

All telephone participants were recruited to participate via random selection from a list of all
available valid active residential and cellular telephone lines in Jefferson, Lewis, and St.
Lawrence Counties, New York, USA.

All face-to-face participants were recruited as they entered or exited the PX and the Commissary
on post at Fort Drum, Jefferson County, New York, USA.

All online participants were recruited to participate via an email invitation with a link to the survey
embedded.

3. (A) Population Under Study: All adult residents of Jefferson, Lewis, and St. Lawrence Counties, New York, USA.

There are approximately 250,000 residents in the region. Approximately 190,000 of
the 250,000 residents are adults, it is these adults who are the population of interest

in this study.
4. (N) List Source: Telephone: Electronic Voice Services, Inc., www.voice-boards.com
Intercept: No list utilized
Online: Bulk Email Superstore, and DataAxle.

5. (S) Sampling Design:
Telephone:

Intercept:

Online:

The entire phone list described in #2 was randomized, and approximately 10,000 valid
residential and cellular phone numbers were selected to contact to invite to participate in the
survey.

Every adult who attended either the PX or Commissary the afternoons and evenings of October
24-25 and November 1, 2023 was invited to participate.

The entire email address list described in #4 was randomized, and approximately 30,000 email
addresses of residents of Jefferson, Lewis, and St. Lawrence Counties, NY were selected to
contact to invite to participate in the survey.

6. (P) Population Sampling Frame:

Telephone:

Intercept:

Online:

7. (A) Administration:
Telephone:

Intercept:

Online:

As described in #2, the sampling frame includes all available residential listed phone numbers,
for adults in Jefferson, Lewis, and St. Lawrence Counties, NY, both landlines and cellular phones
included.

All military-affiliated adult residents of Jefferson, Lewis, and St. Lawrence Counties, New York,
USA.

As described in #5, the sampling frame includes all available email addresses of residents of
Jefferson, Lewis, and St. Lawrence Counties, NY.

Survey administered via telephone from a virtual remote call center, only in English, using
Momentive as the CATI system. No incentives or rewards were offered to participants.

Survey administered face-to-face on post at Fort Drum, Jefferson County, New York, USA, only
in English. No incentives or rewards were offered to participants.

Survey administered online via an email invitation, only in English, using Momentive. No
incentives or rewards were offered to participants.

8. (R) Researchers: The study is an annual survey completed by the Center for Community Studies at Jefferson
Community College, with funding provided by the College and four community sponsors:
CarFreshner, Corp., the Board of Legislature of Lewis County, New York; the Northern New York
Community Foundation, Inc.; and the Development Authority of the North Country, Inc., Watertown,
New York, USA

9. (E) Exact Wording of Survey: The survey instrument is attached as an appendix.

10. (N) Sample Sizes: As is discussed in much greater detail for this study later in this report: n=1,171 overall for the study,
with an overall average margin of error of +3.2%, including the design effect due to weighting.
County-specific sample sizes and margins of error are: in Jefferson County n=433 and the average
margin of error is £5.3%; in Lewis County n=349 and the average margin of error is +5.9%; and in

St.

Lawrence County n=389 and the average margin of error is +5.6%
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1. (C) Calculation of Weights: As is discussed in much greater detail for this study later in this report: results are
weighted by gender, age, educational attainment, military affiliation, and race/ethnicity,
and calibrated for sampling modality (the design effect in this study is approximately
2.0). At times a small set of political polling and election forecasting survey items are
included in this study, and as a result, additional weighting and calibration for political
party affiliation and differential partisan nonresponse bias were applied. Target
weighting parameters for demographic characteristics are obtained from the U.S.
Census for gender, age, race/ethnicity, and educational attainment, and the Fort Drum
Regional Liaison Organization for military affiliation. County Election Boards were
consulted for party affiliation weight targets for election forecasting that has been
included, and past polling analyses have been used for development of differential
partisan nonresponse bias weight targets.

12. (Y) Contact Information: Mr. Joel LaLone, Director, Center for Community Studies, contact information on page 3.

Further details of study methodology and sampling include that a total of 1,171 interviews of Jefferson, Lewis, and
St. Lawrence County adult residents were completed. A mixed-mode sampling methodology was employed in this study
with three blended samples: 561 interviews/surveys completed using live telephone-interview methodology, 78 intercept
interviews (face-to-face) completed at Fort Drum, New York, and finally, 532 additional surveys completed via a
nonprobability online survey after email invitation mode. To be eligible to complete the survey, the resident was required to
be at least 18 years old. All telephone calls were made between 4:00 and 9:00 p.m. on the evenings of October 23 —
October 30, 2023 using both a physical call center, and a virtual remote call center that was supervised synchronously
online, each from Watertown, New York. The intercept interviews on Fort Drum were completed on October 24-25, 2023
at the entrance of the PX and Commissary, with prior approval obtained from the Office of the Garrison Commander. The
Jefferson Community College students who completed both the telephone and face-to-face interviews had completed
training in both human subject research methodology and effective interviewing techniques. Professional staff from the
Center supervised all interviewing at all times. The online sampling was supervised by the professional staff at the Center,
with two reminder follow-up emails sent to any non-responders over the ten-day sampling time spanning October 23 —
November 1, 2023. No rewards, neither pre-incentives nor post-incentives, were used in any of the three sampling
modalities to encourage participation.

When each of the telephone numbers in the random telephone sampling portion of this study was attempted, one
of four results occurred: Completion of an interview; a Decline to be interviewed; No Answer/Busy; or an Invalid Number
(including both disconnected numbers, as well as numbers for individuals who do not currently reside in any of the three
sampled counties). Voluntary informed consent was obtained from each resident before the interview was completed,
during all three sampling modalities. This sampling protocol included informing each resident that it was his or her right to
decline to answer any and all individual questions within the interview. To be categorized as a completed interview at least
one-half of the questions on the survey had to be completed. A resident’s refusal to answer more than one-half of the
questions was considered a decline to be interviewed. The typical length of a completed survey was approximately 10
minutes. Telephone declines to be interviewed (refusals) were not called back in an attempt to convince the resident to
reconsider the interview. If no contact was made at a telephone number (No Answer/Busy), a maximum of four call-backs
were made to the number. Telephone numbers that were not successfully contacted were ultimately categorized as No
Answer/Busy. No messages were left on answering machines at homes where no person answered the telephone. The
introductory script of the online version of the survey acquired consent and validation of adult age and within-region
residence. The completion rate results for the study are summarized in Table 1.

Table 1 — Participation Rates for the 24" Annual North Country Survey of the

Community
Number of Number of o

Surveys Surveys "{'s:fmTt::al
Methodology Utilized Completed | Completed P B

(unweighted {weighted contribution to the

conbaiontothe | contbutontote | sampie

Live Telephone interviews on Landlines 12%
Live Telephone interviews on Cell Phones 30%
Online surveys (nonprobability panel, via email) 50%
Intercept surveys — face-to-face at Fort Drum 9%
Totals 1,171 1,171 100%

The response rates for the different sampling modalities in this study are approximately: 8% of all valid phone
numbers attempted via live-interviewer telephone modality; 3% of all valid email invitations sent to a nonprobability opt-in
panel to complete the online modality; and over 90% of all individuals approached at Fort Drum via the intercept modality.
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Within the fields of social science and public opinion research, all three of these response rates are considered very
successful. The methodology employed in this annual survey continues to meet public opinion research industry standards.

Section 1.2 — Demographics of the Sample — Who was Interviewed?

This section of the report includes a description of the results for the demographic variables included in the survey
sample. The demographic characteristics of the sampled adult residents can be used to attain three separate objectives.

1. Initially, this information adds to the knowledge and awareness about the true characteristics of the population of
adult residents in a sampled county (e.g. What is the typical household composition, educational profile, and
household income level in a county?).

2. Secondly, this demographic information facilitates the ability for the data to be sorted or partitioned to investigate
for significant relationships — relationships between demographic characteristics of residents and their attitudes and
behaviors regarding the quality of life in the North Country. Identification of significant relationships allows local
citizens to use the data more effectively, to better understand the factors that are correlated with various aspects of
life in the county.

3. Finally, the demographic information also serves an important purpose when compared to established facts about
the county adult populations to analyze the representativeness of the sample that was randomly selected in this
study, and to determine the post-stratification weighting schematic to be applied to the data.

The results for the demographic questions in the survey are summarized in Table 2.

Table 2 — Demographics of the October 2023 North Country Sample — The
Na ture Of thiS Sample (%’s weighted by Gender, Age, Education Level, Race/Ethnicity, Military Affiliation, and Sampling Modality)

(raw sample size)

{raw sample size)

e IEY el Il e C{:-:‘tr?iilsllution ."t{:l_ﬂle
_ L Contribution to the | Contribution to the
Demographic Characteristics: Jefferson Sample Lewis Sample _ St ;_:mmple ce

fraw sample size)

Gender
Male
Female
Non-binary

3

18-39 years of age
40-59 years of age
60-69 years of age
70 years of age or older

Education Level

High school graduate (including GED) or less
Some college, no 4+ year degree

Bachelor's degree or higher
Annual Household Income
Less than $50,000
$50,001-5100,000
More than $100,000
Occupation
Retired

Military employed

Employed, non-military, but not self-employed
Self-employed

Disabled

Homemaker

Student

Unemployed

ilitary Affiliation

Active military reside in the household
Mo active military in household
Not sure

Reside in North Country Due to Employment Associated with Fort Drum

Yes
No

County Sample Sizes

n=433 n=349 n=389
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(%'s weighted by Gender, Age, Ed:

Level, Race/Ethnicity, Military Affiliation, and Sampling Modality)

Table 2 — Continued — Demographics of the October 2023 North Country
Sample — The Nature of this Sample

Demographic Characteristics:

Weighted % -
Contribution to the

Jefferson Sample
(raw sample size)

Weighted % -
Contribution to the

Lewis Sample _
{raw sample size)

Weighted % -
Contribution to the
St. Lawrence
Sample

{raw sample size)

Race/Ethnicity

Black/African American
White/Caucasian
Hispanic

Asian/Pacific Islander
Mative American
Multiracial

Household Composition — Any children under age 18 in the home?

Yes
No

Political Ideology
Very Conservative
Conservative
Middle of the Road
Liberal
Very Liberal
Mot Sure

County Sample Sizes

The distributions of cities, villages, or towns of residence of the participating respondents in the Twenty-fourth
Annual North Country Survey of the Community after application of post-stratification weights for Gender, Age, Education,
Military Affiliation, Race/Ethnicity, and Sampling Modality closely parallel that which is true for the distribution of all North
Country adults — the entire counties were proportionally represented very accurately in this study.

In general, Table 2 demonstrates that after weighting the data collected in this study for Gender, Age, Education,
Military Affiliation, Race/Ethnicity, and Sampling Modality, the responses to the demographic questions for the residents
who are included in the survey (those who actually answered the telephone and completed the survey, those who completed
intercept surveys at Fort Drum, and those who completed the survey online) appear to closely parallel that which is true for
the entire adult populations of the counties. The targets for demographic characteristics were drawn from the U.S. Census
updates for the counties. The targets for military affiliation were generated with the assistance of the Fort Drum Regional
Liaison Organization. Gender, Age, Education, Military Affiliation, and Race/Ethnicity were selected as the factors by which
to weight the survey data, since the data collected in this Annual North Country Survey of the Community is susceptible to
the typical types of sampling error that are inherent in survey research methodology: women were more likely than men to
agree to a survey; older residents are more likely to participate in the survey than younger adult residents; those individuals
with higher formal education levels are more likely to agree to the interviews; and minorities are less likely to participate
than those who self-identify as white. Standard survey research methodology has shown that regardless of the subject of
the survey, these are expected sources of sampling error. To compensate for this overrepresentation of females, older
residents, white residents, those who are not affiliated with the military, and the highly educated in the sample collected in
this study, post-stratification weights for Gender, Age, Education Level, Military Affiliation, Race/Ethnicity, and Sampling
Modality have been applied in any further analysis of the data analyzed in this report.

When using the sample statistics presented in this report to estimate that which would be expected for the entire
North Country adult population, the exact margin of error for this survey is question-specific. The margin of error depends
upon the sample size for each specific question, the resulting sample percentage for each question, the confidence level
utilized, and the sampling design effect. Sample sizes tend to vary for each question on the survey, since some questions
are only appropriate for certain subgroups, and/or as a result of persons refusing to answer questions. In general, the
results of this survey for any questions that were answered by the entire sample of 1,171 North Country adult residents may
be generalized to the population of all adults at least 18 years of age residing in the North Country with a 95% confidence
level to within a margin of error of approximately +3.2 percentage points. For questions that were posed only to certain
specific subgroups the resulting smaller sample sizes allow generalization to the specific subpopulation of all adults at least
18 years of age in that subgroup (e.g. generalization of some specific characteristics of sampled Lewis County males to all
males in Lewis County) with a 95% confidence level to within a margin of error of /arger than 3.2 percentage points. Table
3 is provided as a guide for the appropriate margin of error to use when analyzing subgroups of the entire group of 1,171
interviewed adults. Note that the approximate margins of error provided in Table 3 are average margins of error, averaging
across all possible sample proportions that might result between 0% and 100%, and please note that all are using a 95%
confidence level, and all include the design effect of 2.0 for this study. For more specific detail regarding the margin of error

n=433 n=349 n=389
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for this survey, please refer to Appendix Il of this report and/or contact the professional staff at the Center for Community
Studies.

Table 3 — Margins of Error for Varying Sample Sizes

Sample Size Approximate
(n=...) Margin of Error

30
30
100
150
200
250
300
349
389
400
433
300
600
700
800
900
1,000
1,100
1,171

Finally, the margin of error is a measurement of random error, error due to simply the random chance of sampling
such as when randomly flipping fair coins. However, in survey research, it is not coins that are being flipped; it is humans
who are being interviewed. When surveying humans there are other potential sources of error, sources of error in addition
to random error (which is the only error encompassed by the margin of error). Response error, nonresponse error, process
error, bias in sample selection, bias in question-phrasing, lack of clarity in question-phrasing, social desirability bias,
acquiescence bias, satisficing, and undercoverage are common sources of other-than-random error. Methods that should
be, and have been in this North Country study, employed to minimize these other sources of error are: maximum effort to
select the sample randomly, piloting and testing of utilized survey questions, extensive training of all data collectors
(interviewers), thorough cleansing of data, calibration of data, and application of post-stratification algorithms to the resulting
sampled data. Hence, when using this study data to make estimates to the entire North Country adult populations, as is
the case in standard survey research practices, the margin of error will be the only error measurement cited and interpreted.

In order to maximize comparability among the twenty-four years of annual surveys (50 studies) that have been
completed in North Country by the Center for Community Studies between 2000 and 2023, the procedures used to collect
information and the core questions asked have remained virtually identical. The total number of interviews completed in
any one county in a year has ranged from 328 to 832. All interviewers have been similarly and extensively trained preceding
data collection each year. Data management, cleansing, and transformation techniques used have remained similar
throughout. The survey methodology used to complete the Twenty-fourth Annual North Country Survey of the Community
is comparable to that used in the previous twenty-three years. Furthermore, post-stratification weights for gender, age, and
education level have also been applied to all results from the first thirteen years of surveying, with phone ownership (landline
only vs. cell only vs. both) added as an additional weighting factor in 2013, and military affiliation and race/ethnicity added
as additional weighting factors in 2015 as parts of the continuous improvement methods applied at the Center in an attempt
to maximize the representativeness of the collected sample of adults. Finally, online surveying was blended into the overall
sample for the first time in 2019. This maintenance of consistent methodology from year to year allows for valid comparisons
for trends over the twenty-four-year period that will be illustrated later in this report.

When comparing results across time, the sample sizes collected each year should be considered. The sample
sizes for each of the years of this Annual Survey of the Community are summarized in the following Table 4.

Table 4 — County-specific Sample Sizes for Each Year of the North Country
Annual Surveys of the Community

co u nty 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

Jefferson 340 342 413 341 348 355 354 382 421 382 414 406 380 400 422 400 416 441 575 581 587 503 563 433
Lewis 409 393 404 400 409 421 381 328 396 398 447 426 539 474 550 465 349
St. Lawrence 442 354 374 466 832 435 476 430 389

Finally, throughout this report, key community demographic characteristics of Gender, Age, Education Level,
Political Ideology, Military Affiliation, Race/Ethnicity, and Household Income Level are investigated as potential explanatory
variables that may be associated with quality-of-life indicators and other community behavior and opinion variables for the
region. It is standard methodology with professional surveys to provide this further rich information to the reader —
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information that may assist in explaining the overall findings — by reporting the cross-tabulated results for all subgroups
within key demographic variables. The results provide important information about contemporary thinking of citizens and
over time will continue to provide important baseline and comparative information as well. Again, for more specific details
regarding tests of statistical significance completed within this study, please refer to the appendices of this report and/or
contact the professional staff at the Center for Community Studies.

All data compilation and statistical analyses within this study have been completed using SPSS, Release 28.
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Section 2 — Topline Summary of Findings
The Most Notable Study Findings in 2023 —

Summary - what is changing, or most surprising, among the annual 21 community indicators
studied:

1. Which indicators in 2023 differ most from their Long-term Average results?
An effective method to assess which community characteristics, or indicators, are showing the most change in the current data
relative to typical results is to compare the 2023 result to the long-term average (LTA) result for each indicator. This graph illustrates
these comparisons of rates of responding “Excellent or Good” (the “delta’s”) for each indicator, separated by county. The most
noteworthy observations from this visualization are that in 2023 satisfaction with availability of good jobs is well higher than average,
while the results for each of the following indicators are well below long-term averages:
e Availability of behavioral health services (2%+ below LTA in each county)
Quality of K-12 education (4%+ below LTA in each county)
Health care access (4%+ below LTA in each county)
The overall quality of life in the area (6%+ below LTA in each county)
Policing and crime control (8%+ below LTA in each county)
Healthcare quality (below LTA 7%+ in each county)
Availability of childcare (11%+ below LTA in each county)
Availability of care for the elderly (9%+ below LTA in each county)
e Availability of housing (13%+ below LTA in each county)
In summary, by these metrics, availability of housing is the community characteristic that currently shows the greatest decrease in
satisfaction among North Country residents among the studied indicators, closely followed by availability of care for the elderly, and
availability of childcare. (Tables 7-9)

2023 Rates of Responding "Excellent or Good™

Availability of good jobs

The Downtown of Watertown

Quality of the environment

Access to higher education
Culturalfentertainment opportunities
Cost of energy

The overall state of the local economy
Real estate taxes

Public outdoor recreational opportunities

County government
m Jefferson

Shopping opportunities 5% W Lewis

City, village, or Town government f 5t. Lawrence
Availability of behavioral health services
Quality of K-12 education

Health care access

The overall quality of life in the area
Policing and crime control

Healthcare quality

Availability of childcare

Availability of care for the elderly

Availability of housing e

2. Perceived Quality of Life in One’s Community — Comparison of the three North Country

Counties - Twenty community characteristics are studied each year in the three North Country counties (with a 215t included in
only Jefferson County, Downtown of Watertown). These characteristics, or indicators, have been developed over the past two-plus
decades and are intended to represent all components of what comprise a community — jobs, government, education, healthcare,
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housing, recreation, etc. It is difficult not to recognize that in 2023 there are stark differences present when comparing the three
represented counties. In summary, quite unanimously, Lewis County residents show the most satisfaction with the characteristics
of their communities, followed by Jefferson County residents, and in comparison, residents of St. Lawrence County express by far
the most dissatisfaction with the characteristics of their county. To illustrate, Lewis County residents reported the highest rates of
“Excellent or Good” for 16 of the 20 studied community indicators. The only exceptions were that in Jefferson County the highest
rates of “Excellent or Good” were found for each of shopping opportunities and cost of energy, and in St. Lawrence County the
highest rates of “Excellent or Good” were found for each of real estate taxes and access to higher education. Furthermore, St.
Lawrence County residents reported the highest rates of “Poor” for 17 of the 20 studied community indicators. (Tables 5 and 6)

Highlights for individual community characteristics — among these items that are tracked each
year, which are showing most notable change?

3.

Pocketbook Issues — Concern with Inflation and the Cost of Living — North Country residents in 2023
continued to express that inflation is problematic. When asked the open-ended question, “What do you think is the single largest
issue that is facing residents of the North Country right now?”, inflation was by far the most common free response, provided by 28%
of participants. Concern with inflation is significantly higher among Lewis County residents when compared to the other two studied
counties, and among those North Country residents who describe themselves as conservative in their political beliefs. (Table 47)

Personal Financial Situation — Some Recovery Evident Between 2022 and 2023 - Compared to
results found in 2017-2018, there is strong evidence that North Country residents do not currently feel positive about their personal
financial situations. In 2018, only 13% of participants reported that their financial situation had “gotten worse”in the preceding twelve
months. In 2023 this “goften worse” rate in the region is triple that which was found in 2018, the 2023 rate is 39%. However. this
39% “gotten worse”in 2023 among North Country adults is a significant decrease from the all-time high of over 51% that was found
one year ago in 2022. The question that will be interesting to address next year in 2024 is whether or not this 2023 short-term
improvement in personal financial situations will continue trending in that direction. While only one-in-nine North Country participants
in 2023 (11%) indicate that their personal financial situation has “gotten better”, this rate more than doubles to 23% among those
who are from households with annual income of $100,000 or more. (Table 34)

Good Job Availability Locally Continues to be Perceived More Positively than Ever — Availability
of good jobs has been studied continuously for 24 years and for the past three years (2021-2023) the rate of assessing as “Excellent
or Good” has been the highest ever found, with one exception — St. Lawrence County. In each of Jefferson and Lewis Counties,
participants in 2023 continue to rate job availability very positively (32% and 35%, respectively), but not in St. Lawrence County. The
“Excellent or Good” rate in St. Lawrence County plummeted from 27% in 2022 to only 16% in 2023. Interestingly, females and those
from high income households in the North Country are least likely to feel that the availability of good jobs locally is “Excellent or
Good”. (Table 21)

Quality of K-12 Education, Residents are Returning to Pre-pandemic Levels of Satisfaction -
Every year that this education-related question has been included in the study, the Lewis County residents have responded with the
most positive assessments of the quality of their K-12 schools when compared to the other two studied counties, and without question,
Lewis County adults are very proud of their schools (in 2023, 76% rate as “Excellent or Good”). In each of the three studied counties
the rates of assessing local K-12 schools as “Excellent or Good” decreased continuously between 2017-2022 (Jefferson from 67%
to 52%, Lewis from 80% to 65%, and St. Lawrence from 72% to a lowest 49%). However, between 2022-2023 the rates in each of
Lewis and St, Lawrence have increased, returning to pre-pandemic levels (Lewis between 2022-2023 increased from 65% back up
to 76%, and St. Lawrence increased from 49% back up to 57%) while Jefferson remained quite stable. Along with the previously
noted very positive result in Lewis County, other studied subgroups that have particularly positive assessments of their K-12 schools
include: those from households with $100,000 annual income or more (64% rate as “Excellent or Good”), those age 60-69 (64%),
and those with at least a 4-year degree level of educational attainment (62%). (Table 23)

Policing and Crime Control Satisfaction is Low Compared to Long-term Averages — Satisfaction
with policing and crime control has decreased significantly in all three studied counties between 2020 and 2023, with rates of
“Excellent or Good” in each of the counties well below the long-term averages for this community indicator. The Jefferson County
2023 rate is 46%, while the long-term 2000-2023 average has been 62%. The Lewis County 2023 rate is 62%, while the long-term
2007-2023 average in the county has been 69%. The St. Lawrence County 2023 rate is 44%, while the long-term 2015-2023 average
in the county has been 56%. Note that in 2023 Lewis County residents remain, as has been the case in every year of study, more
positive regarding policing and crime control than residents of the two neighboring counties. Older residents, the highly educated,
and those with conservative political ideologies are the subgroups that report the greatest satisfaction with policing and crime control
in the region. (Table 20)

Availability of Housing — Satisfaction with the availability of housing in the North Country has decreased significantly in all
three studied counties between 2015 (when 55%-65% rated as “Excellent or Good”) and the most recent two years of study (2022-
23, when satisfaction rates have halved to approximately 30%). In this past year there is slight improvement in Lewis County (from
25% to 36%), however, a continued downward trend of more dissatisfaction with availability of housing has been found in both
Jefferson and St. Lawrence Counties between 2022 and 2023. The more highly educated, and those from higher income households
are most satisfied with the availability of housing, along with those who self-report as BIPOC (Black, Indigenous, People of Color, or
non-White). (Table 26)

Availability of Childcare - Satisfaction with the availability of childcare in the North Country has been at an all-time low for
the past two years (2022-2023), however, in this past year there is slight improvement in each of Jefferson and Lewis Counties, with
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a continued downward trend of more dissatisfaction found in St. Lawrence County. Only about one-in-seven North Country residents
(15%) currently rate the availability of childcare as “Excellent or Good”. When first studied in 2015-2016 the satisfaction rates were
approximately 40% in the counties, which is almost triple the current rate. Interestingly, it is those adults of the age most likely to
need childcare services (age 18-39) who are most satisfied with the availability (although their “Excellent or Good” rate is still a not-
that-impressive, but relatively high, 20%). Most notably, the subgroup who by far reports the highest level of satisfaction with
availability of childcare is those individuals who live in a household that includes active military stationed at Fort Drum (36% of
participants who have active military stationed at Fort Drum in the household rate availability of childcare as “Excellent or Good”.
(Table 27)

10.What direction are things heading — In our nation? — North Country residents in 2023 have expressed clear

11

and increasing concern that, in general, things in the United States are heading in the wrong direction. In 2023 only 14% of
participants believe that things in the country are headed in the right direction, while 73% believe that things in the country are headed
in the wrong direction (was 68% in 2022), with residents of Lewis County clearly the most likely to feel that things are headed in the
wrong direction (over 80% in Lewis County express this sentiment in 2023). Attitude regarding the direction that things are going in
our country is very strongly correlated with political ideology — only 7% of self-described conservatives indicate that they believe that
things are going in the right direction, while 86% of conservatives respond with wrong direction (over a 12:1 ratio of wrong-to-right).
(Table 31)

.What direction are things heading — In New York State? — North Country residents in 2023 have expressed

large concern that, in general, things in New York State are heading in the wrong direction. In 2023 only 18% of participants believe
that things in our state are headed in the right direction, while 67% believe that things in our state are headed in the wrong direction,
with residents of Lewis County clearly the most likely to feel that things are headed in the wrong direction (almost 80% in Lewis
County express this sentiment). Attitude regarding the direction that things are going in our state is very strongly correlated with
political ideology — only 4% of self-described conservatives indicate that they believe that things are going in the right direction, while
86% of conservatives respond with wrong direction (over a 20:1 ratio of wrong-to-right). (Table 32)

12.What direction are things heading — In the North Country? — North Country residents are more optimistic,

although not tremendously positive, with how things are going locally as 34% of participants in 2023 believe that things in their county
are headed in the right direction (was 33% in 2022), while 40% in 2023 believe that things in their county are headed in the wrong
direction. Residents of Lewis County are the most likely to feel that things are headed in the right direction in their county (37% in
Lewis County express this sentiment). Results have remained relatively stable over the past four years of surveying (rates of “right
direction” by county in 2020 were: 50% in Lewis, 42% in Jefferson, and 35% in St. Lawrence, and in 2023 respectively the rates are
37%, 34%, and 33%). Attitude regarding the direction that things are going in our local counties is not as strongly correlated with
political ideology — in 2023, 34% of self-described conservatives in the region indicate that they believe that things are going in the
right direction in their county, while 44% of liberals respond with right direction (nowhere near the differences that emerged when
these two groups evaluated the state or country). (Table 33)

13. Political Ideology — Residents continue to be most likely to report that they are moderate or

middle-of-the-road, not as Liberal or as Conservative — In all three counties it has consistently been the case
over the past 24 years of North Country public opinion polling that when asked one’s political beliefs or ideology, “middle-of-the-road”
is the most common response. Regardless of the overwhelming notion in our current society of political polarization, it remains in
2023 that North Country adult residents self-report as: 39% middle-of-the-road; 33% conservative; 14% liberal; and 14% not sure.
(2022 results were: 44% middle-of-the-road; 32% conservative; 14% liberal; and 10% not sure). (Table 46)

Revisiting several North Country resident attitudes and behaviors measured in the past, but
not recently measured:

14.Severity of Community Health and Safety Issues — Crime, Poverty, Mental Health, Alcohol

Abuse, Opiates Abuse, Prescriptive Drugs Abuse — Between 2016 and 2018 the Center for Community Studies
included a series of survey questions regarding six separate community issues. The goal of these questions was to measure the
perceived severity of each issue within North Country communities (rather than the frequency/prevalence, suggested solutions,
quality of community response, or any number of other attributes that could be studied regarding these six community issues). In
2023, perceived severity questions for these six community issues were reintroduced into the annual survey study. Below is a table
that includes a summary of the changes over time that have been found for each issue, and at times, a county-comparison of results.
The table below is sorted from top to bottom, from largest to smallest perceived severity of issue as a “major issue” on a region-
wide basis in 2023.

Region Region Jefferson Lewis 5t. Lawrence
% rate as a % rate as a Results Results Results
Community Issue “Major “Major % rate as a % rate as a % rate as a
Issue” in Issue” in “Major Issue” | “Major Issue” | “Major Issue”
2016-2018 2023 2023 2023 2023
Heroin, or Other Opiate, Abuse (sarer ysar=2017) 54%
Poverty (sarier year=2017) 41%
Mental Health earier year=201) 38%
Prescriptive Drug Abuse (samer ysar=2018) 37%
Alcohol Abuse (saniter year=2017) 33%
Crime (sarmer year=2017} 21%
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To summarize, for every community issue the adults in Lewis County in 2023 far less commonly perceive the issue as a “major”
community issue than residents of either Jefferson or St. Lawrence Counties, and for each of poverty and crime St. Lawrence County
residents rate the severity of these problems as “major” much more commonly than those who reside in Jefferson County. Although
Heroin, or Other Opiate, Abuse remains the most commonly perceived issue as “major” in the North Country (54% in 2023), a clear
trend found over the past six years in the North Country is a significant decrease in evaluating Heroin, or Other Opiate, Abuse as a
“major” community issue (from 73% in 2017 to the current 54%). Similar decreases in the perceived severity of poverty, crime,
prescriptive drug abuse, and alcohol abuse were found between 2017/2018 and 2023. However, the clear exception in perception
of community issues found in this study is that the reverse trend has transpired in the North Country between 2016 and 2023 when
assessing mental health — only 24% of participants in 2016 rated Mental Health as a “major” issue, while that rate has increased to
38% in 2023. To identify significant correlations between participant demographic characteristics and their perceived severities for
each of the six community issues, readers are directed to the graphs located with Tables 38-43 in Section 3.1.4 of this report, and
Tables 38-43 in Appendix Il. (Tables 38-43)

15. Women’s Reproductive Rights — There is overwhelming evidence that a large majority of adult residents in the North
Country support women’s reproductive rights. Participants were provided the following two statements, and asked which of the two
choices they most agree with: Statement A: "Choosing abortion is a woman's right, and society should protect that right", and
Statement B: "Abortion is morally wrong, and society should prohibit it". By more than a three-to-one ratio, residents are more likely
to agree with Statement A rather than Statement B. More than three-fourths (76%) of North Country residents agree with the pro-
choice Statement A, while less than one-fourth (24%) agree with the pro-life Statement B. This sentiment resonates in each of the
three individual counties studied in 2023 (the A vs. B rates of agreement by county in 2023 are: Jefferson: 78% vs. 22%; Lewis: 66%
vs. 34%; and 76% vs. 24%). Moreover, the most recent-past inclusion of this survey question in this annual study was in 2020,
before the 2023 overturn of the Row v. Wade decision by the United States Supreme Court. The 2023 results have shown an
increase in support for Statement A (pro-choice) in each of the three counties since 2020 — Jefferson from 65% to 78%, Lewis from
59% to 66%, and St. Lawrence from 72% to 76%. Finally, throughout the North Country support for women’s reproductive rights is
quite ubiquitous. Among the many subgroups studied — by county, by age, by gender, by education, by military affiliation, by
race/ethnicity, and by political ideology — every subgroup has a large majority within their participants who believe that choosing
abortion is a woman'’s right, with 66% or more agreeing with Statement A in every studied subgroup, except one subgroup. The
group of conservatives show less support for women’s reproductive rights, however, even among this conservative subgroup a
majority (56%) agree with Statement A. (Table 44)

16. Cross-border Travel — For the first 13 years that this annual study was completed in Jefferson County (2000-2012), the
question “How many times have you crossed the border to eastern Ontario during the past year?” was tracked. In 2000-2001 two-
in-three (60%-70%) of Jefferson County residents crossed the border at least once per year to eastern Ontario. This rate post-9/11
continuously decreased between 2001-2012 from 67% down to only 21% in 2012. Over a decade later, in 2023, the rate of crossing
the border remains similar with 25% of Jefferson County residents crossing the border at least once (and similarly, 29% in St.
Lawrence County, with only 9% in Lewis County). Education level and annual household income are the two factors that are most
strongly associated with cross-border travel — among those with at least a 4-year degree 42% have crossed the border at least once
in the past year, and the rate increases to 45% among those from households with annual incomes of at least $100,000. (Table 37)

17.A Good Place to Grow OId — In 2010 and 2011, the question “Do you believe that your county is a good place to grow
old?” was included in this annual study in each of Jefferson and Lewis Counties, and at that time approximately 40% of participants
responded with “very good”. The question has been reintroduced into this 2023 study and a tremendous change has been observed
in that the “very good” rate has decreased from 40% to only 16% in the North Country. Not surprisingly, the subgroup that is most
likely to respond that their county is a very good place to grow old is those who are already 70 years of age or older. Notably, Lewis
County residents, and lower education level residents, are groups with more positive assessments of their county being a very good
place to grow old. (Table 35)

18.Fort Drum Support —In 2003, in Jefferson County, for the first time, a survey question about the perception that the presence
of the 10th Mountain Division at Fort Drum since 1985 has improved the overall quality of life of North Country citizens was included
in this annual study. Between 2003-2017 in Jefferson County the typical result was that approximately 75% of participants agreed
with this perceived positive quality-of-life impact. Similarly, between 2007-2017 in Lewis County the typical result was that
approximately 70% of participants agreed with this perceived positive quality-of-life impact. In 2023 this question was reintroduced
and employed in all three counties and results remain very positive with 74% agreeing in Lewis County, 71% in Jefferson County,
and 60% in St. Lawrence County. Note that the primary reason for this lower agreement rate in St. Lawrence County is due to a
larger “no opinion” response rate, which is likely associated with the further distance from the military installation. Notably, the
subgroup with the highest rate of agreement is the older residents (79% among those age 70+), and Fort Drum impact opinion is
independent of political ideology (71% of conservatives agree, while similarly, 68% of liberals agree). (Table 36)

REMINDER: Cross-tabulations — the statistical tool to probe deeper and better understand

survey data — Readers are reminded that later in this report every survey question is cross-tabbed (partitioned) by levels
of many demographic variables including, but not limited to: County, Gender, Age, Education Level, Annual Income, and
Political Ideology. Statistics are reported for every subgroup within each of these demographic factors, both on a regional
and county-specific basis. As a result, the report includes hundreds of cross-tabulation tables (in Appendix Il) that report
thousands of sample statistics. It is these cross-tabulation tables that readers may best use to attempt to identify significant
explanatory variables that may be correlated with survey outcomes.
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Section 3 - Detailed Statistical Results

Section 3.1 — Community Quality-of-Life Indicators

Section 3.1.1 — Relative Standing of Community Quality-of-Life Indicators in
2023

The following two tables (Tables 5 and 6) highlight all twenty-one studied quality-of-life indicators in 2023, providing
the ability for one to observe the most positively and most negatively perceived community aspects — to take a current
snapshot of opinions/satisfactions. The community indicators are sorted from top to bottom of Table 5, from the most to the
least positively perceived by residents of the tri-county region in 2023. The brown-shaded number in each row is the largest
result found for each survey question, providing an easy method to determine in which of the three studied counties each
quality-of-life indicator is most commonly perceived currently as excellent or good. For quick reference, considering the
sample sizes collected each county in the 2023 North Country Annual Survey of the Community, a difference of 5% or larger
between any two counties (between any two numbers located in the same row) may be considered a statistically significant
difference. (For more detail regarding statistical significance, please refer to Appendix Ill of this report: “Technical Comments — Assistance in
Interpretation of the Statistical Results.”)

Table 5 — SUMMARY of “Relative Standing” — Year 2023 — All 21 Quality-of-life
Indicators Compared Across Counties — Rate of Responding
“Excellent or Good”

Three-county

Community Indicator: Jefferson Lewis St. Lawrence Region

Combined

Quality of the environment 65% 63% 66%

Access to higher education 57% 54% 62%

Public outdoor recreational opportunities 60% 54% 60%
Quality of K-12 education 50% 57% 56%
The overall quality of life in the area 49% 42% 48%
Policing and crime control 46% 44% 47%
Health care access 44% 36% 41%
Health care quality 42% 33% 39%
City, town, and village government 31% 39% 36%
County government 32% 35% 34%
The downtown of Watertown - - 34%
Cultural and entertainment opportunities 27% 32%
Shopping opportunities 39% 17% 32%

Availability of behavioral health services 30% 23% 27%

Availability of housing 26% 24% 26%

Availability of good jobs 32% 16% 25%

Availability of care for the elderly 23% 23% 24%

Cost of Energy 19% 22% 22%

The overall state of the local economy 20% 18% 20%

Availability of childcare 16% 13% 15%

Real estate taxes 15% 13% 15%
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The 2023 community indicators are sorted from top to bottom of Table 6, from the least to the most positively
perceived by residents. The brown-shaded number in each row is the largest result found for each survey question,
providing an easy method to determine in which of the three studied counties each quality-of-life indicator is most commonly
perceived currently as poor. For quick reference, considering the sample sizes collected each county in the 2023 North
Country Annual Survey of the Community, a difference of 5% or larger between any two counties (between any two numbers

located in the same row) may be considered a statistically significant difference. (For more detail regarding statistical significance,
please refer to Appendix Il of this report: “Technical Comments — Assistance in Interpretation of the Statistical Results.”)

Table 6 — SUMMARY of “Relative Standing” — Year 2023 — All 21 Quality-of-life
Indicators Compared Across Counties — Rate of Responding “Poor”
Three-county
Community Indicator: Jefferson Lewis St. Lawrence Region
Combined
Real estate taxes 37% 42% 4%
Cost of Energy 39% 40% 40%
The overall state of the local economy 30% 28%, 38%
Availability of good jobs 27%, 27% 36%
Availability of care for the elderly 27% 22% 33%
Availability of housing 30% 27% 32%
Shopping opportunities 16% 22% 32%
Availability of childcare 299, 27% 31%
Availability of behavioral health services 24%, 25%, 27%
Cultural and entertainment opportunities 19%, 24%, 25%
Health care access 22% 9% 25%
Health care quality 21% 12% 21%
City, town, and village government 12% 20%
The downtown of Watertown 19% - - 19%
County government 18% 19%
Policing and crime control 11% 10% 16%
The overall quality of life in the area 12%, 5% 14%
Public outdoor recreational opportunities 12%, 8% 12%
Quality of K-12 education 7% 7% 10%
Access to higher education 9% 7% 9%
Quality of the environment 8% 2% 9%
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Section 3.1.2 — Trends for Community Quality-of-Life Indicators

Next, each of these studied indicators is presented as a motion picture — showing how attitudes have changed
over time in the North Country. The gray-shaded cell in each row of Tables 7-9 is the largest percentage responding
“Excellent or Good” found throughout the studied years for each survey question. For quick reference, considering the
sample sizes collected each year in the North Country Annual Survey of the Community, a difference of 5% or larger
between any two years (between any two numbers located in the same row) may be considered a statistically significant

trend, or Change over time. (For more detail regarding statistical significance, please refer to Appendix Il of this report: “Technical Comments —
Assistance in Interpretation of the Statistical Results.”)

Table 7 — SUMMARY of “Trends” in Jefferson County — Years 2000-2023 — All
21 Quality-of-life Indicators Compared Across Time and to the Long-
term Average — Rate of Responding “Excellent or Good”

Aoz to higher edusation 63 | 63 | 64 | 63 | 63 | 61 | 60 | 63 | 65 | 61 | 63 | 50 | 61 | 60O | 65 | 58 | 67 | T4 | ¥5 | 67 | — 69 | 60 [ 57 64
Public sutoor resreational opgortunities 65 | 61 | 61 | 63 | 61 | 62 | 62 | 63 (64 | 61 ([ 56 | 60 | 62 | 60 [ 64 | 60 | 64 | 68 | 68 [ — | — | 59 | 60 [ 60 | 62
Policing and wime control 66 | 66 | 64 | 65 | 64 | 58 | 64 | 61 | 65 | 64 | 63 | 61 | 64 | 59 | 63 | 61 | F2 | 59 | 67T | — | 6O — | 49 | 46 62
The overall guality of Kfe in the area 64 | 50 | 56 | 56 | 53 | 57 | 60 | 65 | 62 | 54 | 58 | 55 | 58 | 60 | 54 | 63 | 66 | 6F | 66 | 62 | 66 | 60 | 50 49 59
Shopging apportumities 56 | 51 | 46 | 48 | 52 | 57 | 69 | 1 | 71 | 57 | 59 | 62 | 64 | 64 | 63 | 67 | 64 | 62 | 62| — | — | 50 | 45 [ 46 | 5B
Dty of K-12 education 63 | 58 | 61 | 55 | 58 | 58 | 56 | 59 | 63 | 60 | 57 | 55 | 54 | 52 | 55 | 49 | 66 | 6F | 65 | 61 [ 59 | — | B2 [ 5O 58
Quality of the emvirnment 53| 52 | 53 | 50 | 56 | 53 | 50 | 50 | 49 | 49 ( 51 | 48 | B3 | 52 | 51 | B2 | 73 | 68 [ 67 | 65 | T1 — | 65 | G5 56
Availabiity of housing - | - - | - | — |3 |39 | 46 | 50 | 55 ( 57 | 51 | 48 | 56 | 64 | 63 | 66 | 58 | 58 | &1 | — — | 27 | 26 50
Healthsars quality 49 | 45 | 51 | 49 | 50 [ 50 | 51 | 50 | 51 | 44 | 47 | 47 | 45 | 49 | 46 | 47 | 52 | 56 | B9 | 52 | 58 | — | 43 | 42 | 49
Health care access 51| 44 | 47 | 47 | 45 | 47 | 48 | 49 [ 49 | 41 | 43 | 43 | 46 | 47 | 44 | 49 | 54 | 56 | 59 | — | — | 67 | 44 [ 44 | 48
City, village, or Town govemment — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 45 46 45 - - - 34 X3 41
Culburalienteriainment opportunities 40 | 36 | 40 | 38 | 39 | 39 | 38 | 43 | 44 | 38| 39 | 38 | 43 | 40 | 41 | 4T | 32| 50D | 49 ) 35| - — | 34 ] 36| 40
Cownty qovemment - - - - | - - - - - - - - | - - - — |45 | 1 | 1] 3| - 36 | 30 [ 32 37
Availabifity of care for the siderly - =] = — | 34| 36| 41| 36 | 38 [ 32| 31 | 36 | 43 45 | 42 | 43 (30 | 39| — | — | 33|22 | 23 | 3T
Availabdity of behavioral health services -l -{-|-1=-/-|1-1=-/-1-|-|-|=-]|-=-/-=-|—-1]38|4|35|-]—-]33[24]30 ] 34
The Downtown of Watertzwn 30 | 26 | 24 | 27 | 23 | 26 | 2T | 26 | 28 | 43 | 43 | 42 | 40 | 35 ( 30 | 4F | 25 | 36 | 40 [ 3/ | — | — | M4 [ M4 | 33
Availabiity of childeare - - - - | - - - - - - - - | - - - - |4 | 41| 3] -] - 27 | 15 [ 16 30
The overall state of the local economsy 28 | 16 | 18 [ 18 | 20 | 24 | 29 | 31 (24 | 15 (19 | 19 | 23 | 23 ( 23 | 32 | 23 | 36 | 36 (32 | 35 | 28| 24 [ 20 | 25
Availabifity of qood jobs 7| 7 0| 11| 15| 20 | 25 | 20 14 | 11|15 | 15 (13 |18 |17 | 23 | 28 ( 25 32 | 30| 32 | 32 | 19
Cost of eneroy 8 T T 9 8 T 3 8 9 3 9 |12 | 7 || 27| 3B/ |0 -] - - [ 11 ] 23 13
Real estate taxes B({MM|10| 9 (11|12 |10 & |1W0(10[10 | 12|11 |12] 9 (11|11 | 20| 23|17 — | 20] 15 15 13
Table 8 - SUMMARY of “Trends” in Lewis County — Years 2007-2023 — All 20
Quality-of-life Indicators Compared Across Time and to the Long-
term Average — Rate of Responding “Excellent or Good”
Indicator 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016 | 2017 | 2018 | 2019 | 2020 | WM | 2022 | 2023 | Awg
Guality of the environmest 83 89 90 90 86 9 84 86 90 83 85 88 - 86 79 [ 84 | 86
Quality of K-12 edusation 82 84 85 84 80 87 75 73 83 85 80 79 — T8 76 65 76 80
Public sutdsor recreational opportunities 78 80 78 70 74 83 73 75 i2 i2 74 - T0 - 66 69 [ 74
The overall quality of Kz in the area 74 82 73 78 73 ir 7 75 ir 81 7 79 T4 T8 66 54 66 74
Policing and crime control 70 T 69 L] T4 75 68 73 66 72 64 — 74 76 62 26 62 70
Heabhsare quality 74 75 i 70 64 79 68 i 69 63 70 61 — 65 55 =) 22 66
Health cars access 63 64 63 66 61 72 58 55 66 61 72 - 68 - 53 43 A7 61
Bovailsbility of care for the siderly 55 64 62 65 61 70 54 65 57 57 54 - 46 - 39 26 33 | 54
Aurailatlity of Bausing - - - - - - - - 63 60 61 54 - - 42 25 36 49
City, village, or Town qovemment 48 53 45 44 51 52 42 43 45 54 49 — 55 - 39 42 45 47
Aooess to igher education — — 38 42 36 46 41 37 45 49 A7 46 56 - 42 23 24 45
Cownty qovemment 43 46 33 32 41 39 35 40 45 44 45 44 — - 39 36 35 40
Shoppina opporturities 35 40 35 33 28 38 31 36 34 36 39 - 34 — 28 28 39 34
Bvailability of behavioral health services = — - - - - - - 35 37 41 - 35 - 27 25 3 33
Culteralientzrizinment opgartunitiss 27 34 26 29 31 35 29 30 27 29 41 31 - - 27 26 36 31
Avvailability of childcare - - - - — - - - 43 42 42 - 27 - 21 18 19 30
The overall state of the bozal economy 35 21 21 23 19 30 19 24 K| 30 36 45 35 37 29 20 29 28
Cost of eneray 22 22 26 22 K| 30 30 26 31 36 43 = 35 - 21 14 19 27
Rieal estate taves 25 22 18 19 20 27 22 16 21 21 28 24 - - 18 17 13 21
Awvailability of qond jobs 17 13 1 13 10 13 16 16 15 16 24 26 25 25 36 36 33 20
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Table 9 — SUMMARY of “Trends” in St. Lawrence County — Years 2015-2023 —
All 20 Quality-of-life Indicators Compared Across Time and to the
Long-term Average — Rate of Responding “Excellent or Good”

Indicator 005 | 216 | 2007 | 2018 | 2019 | 2020 | 2041 | 22 | 23 | A
Aisoess to kigher education ir 72 71 75 80 — 71 75 [] 74
Quality cfthe envionment 73 67 T0 71 T6 m - [ 63 71
Guality of K-12 education 65 67 T2 69 T2 60 - 49 57 64
Public sutdoor recreational sppareunities 66 60 67 66 - - 58 59 54 61
The overall gaality o ife in the area 61 59 60 64 69 55 55 5 42 57
Poliing and srime control 66 54 64 65 - 60 - 45 44 57
Healthears quality 59 57 49 50 54 44 - 42 33 49
Health cars apcess 53 52 50 50 - - 56 42 36 48
Aovailabdity of Bousing 55 43 47 44 5 — - 30 24 43
City, village, or Tows avemment - 39 38 39 - - - 38 39 39
Borailabiliy of care for the ebdrly 45 38 41 36 - - 21 20 23 a2
Cousnty qovemment 35 26 30 32 34 - 34 29 35 32
Culturalientertzinment opportunities 27 kY| 35 36 36 - - 27 27 31
Rorailzbility of behzvioral health services 34 30 36 37 - - 27 24 23 30
Auvailability of chidzare 35 34 40 kY| - - 21 16 13 27
Cost of eneray 34 32 30 28 - - 30 12 22 27
Shoppina opporturities 21 20 18 12 - - 28 21 17 20
The overall state of the lozal ecanomy 18 19 21 16 22 16 25 10 18 18
Rieal estaee taves 22 18 19 19 15 - 12 13 16 17
Aovailabity of good jobs 10 12 15 15 16 13 25 28 16 17

Section 3.1.3 — A Long Term Perspective of 2023 Results — Compare to
Long Term Averages — the Delta’s

The following graph illustrates the current 2023 results for “Excellent or Good” for each of the 21 quality-of-life
indicators compared to the average rate found over preceding years. This allows the reader to gain a wide perspective of
which indicators are rated more positively or negatively than the typical rate.
2023 Rates of Responding "Excellent or Good™

Availability of good jobs

The Downtown of Watertown

Quality of the environment

Access to higher education
Culturalientertainment opportunities
Cost of energy

The overall state of the local economy
Real estate taxes

Public outdoor recreational opportunities

County government
m Jefferson

Shopping opportunities N Lewis

City, village, or Town government M3t Lawrence
Availability of behavioral health services
Quality of K-12 education

Health care access

The overall quality of life in the area
Policing and crime control

Healthcare quality

Availability of childcare

Availability of care for the elderly

Availability of housing
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Section 3.1.4 — 2023 Detailed Results for Community Quality-of-Life

Indicators

This section of the study provides a detailed presentation of the results for each of the questions in the survey.
Tables 10-30, shown on the following pages, provide the greatest level of detail in results in 2023 for the twenty-one
investigated quality-of-life indicators. In these twenty-one tables (pages), the result for each of the quality-of-life indicators
is shown both by county and regionally, including all possible responses to each survey question in 2023. A trend analysis
is also completed for each of the quality-of-life indicators, comparing to results from earlier years of study in each county.
Finally, cross-tabulations by the key demographic factors (Gender, Age, Education, Political Ideology, Military Affiliation,
Race/Ethnicity, and Annual Household Income) have been completed using the 2023 combined regional data for each
survey question. Inspection of the results after cross-tabbing by any of these demographic factors allows the reader to
better understand factors that may be significantly associated with perceptions of quality-of-life characteristics of the region.
A similar reporting design, or approach, will be utilized throughout the remainder of this report for every individual survey
question included in the survey instrument. The results for each survey question are presented in this section of the report

with the following organizational structure:

(1)

()

©)

For further explanation of the statistical concepts of “Margin of Error” and “Statistical Significance,” to assist the
reader in best interpreting and utilizing the presented information, please refer to Appendix Il of this report — “Technical

The current 2023 North Country Regional result, as well as county-specific results for
each of Jefferson, Lewis, and St. Lawrence County results for all sampled residents are
combined and summarized in a frequency distribution fable that shows the weighted sample
proportion for each possible survey response and unweighted sample size collected for the
survey question (recall, the weighted results are weighted for Gender, Age, Education Level,
Race/Ethnicity, Military Affiliation, and Sampling Modality). Statistically significant differences
between counties may be identified by using the descriptions and examples shown in Appendix
Il of this report.

A current 2023 Northern New York county-level regional comparison analysis is
completed and shown in a bar graph for each survey question that was measured in more than
one of the three counties of Jefferson, Lewis, and/or St. Lawrence in the year 2023. County-
specific and regional aggregate results are illustrated graphically with this bar graph.
Statistically significant differences between counties may be identified by using the descriptions
and examples shown in Appendix Il of this report.

A trend analysis is completed and shown in a county-separated line graph for each survey
question that was measured in at least two of the twenty-four years 2000-2023. The data that
underlies these trend line graphs is included in a more detailed tabular format for every survey
question, within each county, in Appendix |. Statistically significant trends may be identified by
using the descriptions and examples shown in Appendix Ill of this report.

Finally, the 2023 North Country combined three-county regional results for each survey
question have been cross-tabulated by each of the demographic factors of County, Gender,
Age, Education Level, Political Ideology, Race/Ethnicity, Military Affiliation, and Household
Income Level and illustrated in stacked bar graphs (there are a total of over 800 cross-
tabulation subgroup distributions included in the graphs in this section of this report).
Statistically significant relationships between variables, or differences between subgroup
distributions, may be identified by using the descriptions and examples shown in Appendix IlI
of this report, and inspection of the detailed cross-tabulation tables included in Appendix Il.

Comments — Assistance in Interpretation of the Statistical Results.”
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“Framing” a Statistic — Providing Perspective to Better Understand,
Interpret, and Use this Survey Data

The rationale behind providing so many analyses (statistics) for every survey question included in this study is that
one never fully understands the information contained in a reported statistic without “framing” that statistic. Framing involves
adding a richer perspective to the value of some reported statistic. For example, consider if Lewis County residents were
asked the survey question: “When considering you or your family's personal financial situation has it gotten better,
stayed about the same, or gotten worse in the past 12 months?”, and the result is that 44.1% of the Lewis County
participants responded with gotten worse. (Table 34) So .... what does this 44.1% really mean? Often-times community-
based researchers will describe the process of “framing” a statistic as completing as many as possible of the six following
comparisons (frames) to better understand a reported statistic from a sample:

=  Within Response Distribution
(Is it a majority? 4:1 ratio? “Three times more likely to respond with “better” .... than “worse”?)

= Trend Across Time
(Has it increased? Decreased?)

= Compare to Target/Benchmark
(Compare to an agency or community’s goal or target?)

= Compare to A Regional Average Result
(Compare to some regional average or similar counties?)

= Ranking Among Similar Variables
(Among many different similar locations, characteristics, options, or attributes, that all use the same response scale, is this specific item ranked first? last?)

= Cross-tabulations by Potential Explanatory Variables
(Different political ideological people differ in opinion or behavior? Age-dependent? Gender-dependent? Education-dependent? Income-dependent?)

The design of this final study report of findings includes all of the various types of tables that are necessary to allow
community leaders to best “frame the statistics” included in this report, best understand the statistics included, and make
best decisions in the future regarding how to use the statistics. As has been mentioned several times previously, if one has
further questions about “framing a statistic” please contact the professional staff at the Center for Community Studies.
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Table 10 — Cultural/Entertainment Opportunities

2023 Survey Results:

Excellent

Good
Cultural and Fair
entertainment

opportunities o0k

Don't Know
Total

North Country County Comparison — Graphically:

Sample Sizes

as% 0% o 20% 40%
36% 36%
35% 32%
27%
25%
15%
5%
5% 2% 3% 4%
5% Excellent or Good Fair Poor Don't Know

Cultural/Entertainment Opportunities
2023 Results By County

Mlefferson  Wlewis WSt lawrence [ Region

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Excellent or Good” — By County:

35%

30%

25%

20%

15%

10%

Cultural/Entertainment Opportunities (% "Excellent or Good")

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

Jefferson, 36%

Lewis, 36%

St. Lawrence, 27%

Regional Three-county Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data): (county-specific detailed cross-tabulations in Appendix Il

Cultural/Entertainment Opportunities (3-county region combined)
10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 20% 100%
All North Country Participants 29% 40% 25% 4%
Jefferson County 32% 40% 19% 5%
Lewis County | 30% 38% 24% 2%
St. Lawrence County 2% 25% 40% 31% 3%
Males 3% 34% 39% 20% 4%
Females [3% 24% 41% 29% 3%
Age18-39 | 4% 32% 34% 24% 5%
Age d0-59 1% 22% 2% 33% 1%
Age 60-69 2% 32% 4% 19% 3%
Age70+ [1E% 30% 46% 13% 7%
No College ﬁ 31% 36% 25% 6%
Some College 4% 24% 42% 28% 2%
4+ Year Degree |3% 32% aa% 19% 2%
Under $50,000 HH Income | 4% 27% 38% 24% 7%
$50,000-5100,000 HH Income 2% 25% 45% 26% 2%
Over $100,000 HH Income 1% 30% 45% 23% 2%
Active Military in HH [ 6% 42% 26% 16% 10%
No AM in Household [2% 27% 2% 26% 3%
White 27% 42% 25% 3%
Non-white 40% 27% 22% 7%
Conservative 28% 41% 23% 5%
Middle of the Road 28% 42% 25% 3%
Liberal | 32% 43% 20% 0%
Unsure Politically m 31% 29% 31% 7%
i Excellent Good Fair Poor Don't know
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Table 11 — Cost of Energy

2023 Survey Results:

Excellent
Good

Cost of Energy Faie
Poor

Don't Know

Total

North Country County Comparison — Graphically:

Sample Sizes

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Poor” — By County:

70%

60%

40%

30%

2.9%, 2.1%, 2.9%, 2.8% o P
19.6%, 16.4%, 19.2%, 19.1% %2
33.5%, 35.3%, 34.5%, 34.1% 35%
389%, | 41.8%, 39.8%, 39.6% e 23 22% 9%
5.1%, 4.4%, 3.7%, 4.4% e
100.0% | 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% e o
429 348 389 1166 5% &ﬁ‘
-5% Excellent or Good Fair Poor Don't Know

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

Cost of Energy
2023 Results By County

M Jefferson MlLewis MSt. Lawrence DRegion

Cost of Energy (% "Poor")

Lewis, 42%
St. Lawrence, 40%
Jefferson, 39%

Reqional Three-countv Combined Cross-tabulations (usinq 2023 data): (county-specific detailed cross-tabulations in Appendix II)

All North Country Participants
Jefferson County
Lewis County
St. Lawrence County
Males

Females

Age 18-39

Age 40-59

Age 60-69
Age 70+

No College

Some College

4+ Year Degree

Under $50,000 HH Income
$50,000-$100,000 HH Income
Over $100,000 HH Income
Active Military in HH

No AM in Household
White

Non-white

Conservative

Middle of the Road
Liberal

Unsure Politically

10%

Cost of Energy (3-county region combined)

20% 30% 40% 50%

60% 70% 80%

90%

100%

3%

4%

5%

19% 34%
20% 34%
16% 35%
19% 34%
24% 31%
14% 37%
24% 35%
16% 34%
14% 36%
20% 33%
22% 28%
14% 37%
23% 43%
18% 28%
14% 38%
21% 40%
26% 31%
18% 35%
18% 33%
26% 39%
14% 36%
20% 32%
23% 41%
24% 28%
i Excellent Good Fair Poor

40%
39%
42%
40%
36%
43%
30%
47%
46%
40%
40%
44%
30%
43%
43%
37%
22%
42%
42%
21%
45%
39%
29%

37%
Don't know

4%

5%

4%

4%

5%

4%

1%

1%

5%

7%

3%

1%

10%

16%

12%

2%

0%

3%

4%

4%

5%

2%

6%
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Table 12 — Healthcare Access

2023 Survey Results: North Country County Comparison — Graphically:
Healthcare Access
2023 Results By County
Excellent o .
Good A% 1% 2%
. 40% %
Health care Fair 7o . i
access Poor 0% -
Don't Know 2%
20%
Total -
i %
Sample Sizes 10 5 e
0% Bl
Excellent or Good Fair Poor Don't Know
. mlefferson mlewis mSt. Lawrence @ Region
Trend Analysis — Rate of “Excellent or Good” — By County:

Healthcare Access (% "Excellent or Good")

80%

Lewis, 47%
Jefferson, 44%

St. Lawrence, 36%
30%

20%
10%

0%
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

Regional Three-county Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data): (county-specific detailed cross-tabulations in Appendix Ii
Healthcare Access (3-county region combined)
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
All North Country Participants 32% 32% 25% 2%
Jefferson County 31% 31% 22% 3%
Lewis County 38% 42% 9% 2%
St. Lawrence County 32% 31% 1%
Males 35% 29% 21% 3%
Females 36% 28% 1%
Age 18-39 26% 32% 25% 5%
Age 40-59 37% 29% 1%
Age 60-69 37% 32% 21% 0%
Age 70+ 47% 25% 21% 0%
No College 34% 29% 23% 2%
Some College 6% 30% 35% 28% 1%
4+ Year Degree 34% 35% 23% 3%
Under $50,000 HH Income 30% 29% 23% 2%
$50,000-$100,000 HH Income 40% 27% 2%
Over $100,000 HH Income 34% 27% 2%
Active Military in HH 23% 28% 21% 8%
No AM in Household 33% 33% 25% 1%
White 33% 33% 24% 2%
Non-white 26% 25% 27% 5%
Conservative 34% 35% 21% 1%
Middle of the Road 30% 33% 25% 1%
Liberal 33% 35% 25% 1%
Unsure Politically 34% 23% 31% 7%
W Excellent © Good  Fair ~ Poor © Don't know
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Table 13 — Healthcare Quality

2023 Survey Results:

North Country County Comparison — Graphically:

Excellent 11.5%, 10.1%, 2.6%, 7.3% i

Good 30.7%, 42.2%; 30.8%, 32.0% . i
Health care  Fair 33.6%, 33.7%, 40.5%, 36.7% 2% 2% %
quality Poor 20.5%, , 11.6%, 24.4%, 21.3% 0% 23% 34% 305

Don't Know 3.6%, 2.3%, 1.7% 2.6% 30%

Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 20%

Sample Sizes 431 348 387 1166 10%

0%
Excellent or Good Fair

Healthcare Quality
2023 Results By County

37%

mJefferson  mlewis MSt lawrence @ Region

24%
21%

21%
12%)

A% 2% 5% 3%

Poor Don't Know

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Excellent or Good” — By County:

80%

70%

60%

50%

40%

30%

20%

10%

0%

Healthcare Quality (% "Excellent or Good")

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

Lewis, 52%

Jefferson, 42%

st. Lawrence, 33%

ional Three-county Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data):

-specific detailed cross-tabulations in Appendix I

0% 10%
All North Country Participants “
Jefferson County
Lewis County
St. Lawrence County
Males
Females
Age 18-39
Age 40-59
Age 60-69
Age 70+
No College
Some College
4+ Year Degree
Under $50,000 HH Income
$50,000-5100,000 HH Income
Over $100,000 HH Income
Active Military in HH
No AM in Household
White
Non-white
Conservative
Middle of the Road

Liberal

Unsure Politically

Healthcare Quality (3-county region combined)

20% 30%
32%
31%
42%

31%

30%

26%
2%
44%
31%
31%
36%
32%
30%
29%
33%
31%
32%
32%
35%
30%
34%
27%

w Excellent

40% 50% 60% 70%
37%
34%
34%
41%
35%
39%
38%
41%
28%
34%
38%
37%
34%
34%
43%
37%
29%
38%
37%
39%
39%
37%
38%

29%

Good Fair Poor Don't know

80% 90% 100%
21% 3%
21% 4%
12% 2%
24% 2%
16% 4%
26% 2%
19% 6%
28% 0%
21% 1%
13% 1%
18% 3%
26% 2%
20% 3%
18% 4%
22% 3%
29% 0%
14% 10%
23% 2%
22% 2%
11% 6%
18% 1%
24% 3%
18% 2%
27% 7%
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Table 14 — Access to Higher Education

2023 Survey Results: North Country County Comparison — Graphically:
Access to Higher Education
2023 Results By County
Excellent 70%
70% 62%
Good 57%
Access to Fai b ol
2 air
higher B
education Poor a0%
Don't Know 6% 27% 28% L
Total . = 6%
Sample Sizes 10% 2 e = P s
o ‘ S S—
Excellent or Good Fair Poor Don't Know
mlefferson mlewis mSt. Lawrence [ Region

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Excellent or Good” — By County:

Access to Higher Education (% "Excellent or Good")

80%

70% St. Lawrence, 70%

60%
Jefferson, 57%
Lewis, 54%
50%

40%

20%
10%

0%
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

Regional Three-county Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data): (county-specific detailed cross-tabulations in Appendix Il)

Access to Higher Education (3-county region combined)
0% 10% 20% 30% 0% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
All North Country Participants % 43% 24% 9% 4%
Jefferson County 16% 41% 27% 9% 7%
Lewis County 2% 42% 28% 16% 3%
St. Lawrence County 5% 45% 21% 7% 2%
Males % 43% 23% 8% 6%
Females 6 43% 25% 10% 3%
Age 18-39 % 40% 24% 9% 6%
Age 40-59 49 38% 32% 14% 2%
Age 60-69 1% 50% 19% 4% 6%
Age 70+ 289 52% 13% 5% 2%
No College % 36% 28% 12% 7%
Some College 6 47% 23% 7% 3%
4+ Year Degree 3% 50% 19% 7% 2%
Under $50,000 HH Income % 33% 28% 10% 6%
$50,000-$100,000 HH Income 5% 48% 23% 7% 5%
Over $100,000 HH Income % 48% 22% 9% 3%
Active Military in HH 19% 32% 26% 6% 17%
No AM in Household 09 44% 24% 9% 3%
White 0% 44% 23% 10% 4%
Non-white 6 37% 27% 5% 9%
Conservative b 50% 22% 6% 5%
Middle of the Road 25% 38% 23% 11% 3%
Liberal 1% 57% 22% 6% 1%
Unsure Politically % 24% 35% 12% 11%
W Excellent " Good  Fair ' Poor © Don't know
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Table 15 — Public Outdoor Recreational Opportunities

2023 Survey Results:

Excellent
Good
Public outdoor Fai
" air
recreational
opportunities Poor
Don't Know

Total

North Country County Comparison — Graphically:

80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%

Sample Sizes

20%

10%

Public Outdoor Recreational Opportunities
2023 Results By County

15%) 12% %Dy

B [

Excellentor Good Fair Poor
WJefferson MLewis MBSt Lawrence [Region

1% gy 3% 2%
—

Don't Know

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Excellent or Good” — By County:

90%

30%

50%

0%

30%

20%

10%

0%

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

Public Outdoor Recreation Opportunities (% "Excellent or Good")

Lewis, 77%

Jefferson, 60%
St. Lawrence, 54%.

ional Three-county Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data):

-specific detailed cross-tabulations in Appendix I

-]
ES

All North Country Participants
lefferson County

Lewis County

St. Lawrence County
Males

Females

Age 18-39

Age 40-59

Age 60-69

Age 70+

No College

Some College

4+ Year Degree

Under $50,000 HH Income
| $50,000-5100,000 HH Income
Over $100,000 HH Income
Active Military in HH

No AM in Household
White

Non-white

Conservative

Middle of the Road
Liberal

Unsure Politically

Public Outdoor Recreational Opportunities (3-county region combined)

10%

§

30%

39%
= Excellent

40% 50%
39%

41%

37%
41%
39%
35%
39%
46%
47%
41%
37%
1%
34%
44%
38%
44%
39%
39%
45%
40%
41%
36%
Good

Fair Poor

60% 70% 80% 20% 100%

26% 12% 2%
26% 12% 1%
46% 15% 8% 0%
29% 14% 39%
26% 5% 2%
25% 19% 2%
28% 16% 2%
26% 14% 1%
23% 6% 1%
23% 7% 3%
24% 17% 3%
27% 12% 2%
29% 3% 1%
22% 19% 4%
34% 8% 0%
26% % 2%
23% 9% 3%
27% 13% 2%

27% 13%

¥

24% 7%

¥

24% 10% 1%

25% 15% 3%
37% 3%1%
23% 22% 4%

Don't know
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Table 16 — Quality of the Environment

2023 Survey Results:

Excellent
Good
Quality of the  Fair
environment  Poor
Don't Know

Total

North Country County Comparison — Graphically:

84%
80%
70% 65% l63%
60%
50%
0%

30%

Sample Sizes

20%

10%

Excellent or Good

Quality of the Environment
2023 Results By County

26%  26% pgg

14%
g% 1% gy

m_l
Fair Poor
mlefferson mlewis mSt. Lawrence @ Region

1% 0% 0%

1%

Deon't Know

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Excellent or Good” — By County:

100%

90%

80%

50%

40%

30%

20%

10%

0%

Quality of the Environment (% "Excellent or Good")

M’A/\\/ Lewis, 84%

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

Jefferson, 65%
st. Lawrence, 63%

ional Three-county Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data):

-specific detailed cross-tabulations in A

Quality of the Environment (3-county region combined)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
All North Country Participants 48% 25% 9% 1%
Jefferson County 48% 26% 8% 1%
Lewis County 54% 14% 2%%
St. Lawrence County 1 46% 26% 11% 0%
Males 48% 25% 7% 0%
Females 48% 24% 11% 1%
Age 18-39 44% 28% 10% 1%
Age 40-59 45% 28% 11% 0%
Age 60-69 22 60% 15% 4% 0%
Age 70+ ) 48% 21% 7% 0%
No College 47% 31% 11% 1%
Some College 46% 23% 9% 0%
4+ Year Degree 51% 15% 5% 1%
Under $50,000 HH Income 1 43% 26% 13% 1%
$50,000-$100,000 HH Income 48% 26% 8% 0%
Over $100,000 HH Income 47% 22% 6% 0%
Active Military in HH 39% 30% 10% 4%
No AM in Household 48% 24% 9% 0%
White 49% 24% 8% 1%
Non-white 37% 27% 15% 1%
Conservative 53% 21% 6% 0%
Middle of the Road 2 42% 31% 6% 1%
Liberal 54% 16% 6% 0%
Unsure Politically 44% 25% 25% 1%
i Excellent ~ Good Fair = Poor © Don't know
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Table 17 — County Government

2023 Survey Results: North Country County Comparison — Graphically:
County Government
o 2023 Results By County
Excellent 3.1%;,p i e s %6 7% 37
Good 26.5%, | 32.4%, 34.4%, 30.7% o 3%
County Fair 35.7%, 37.7%, 37.3%, 36.6% 30%
government  Poor 19.4%, 18.9%, 18.3%, 18.9%
19% 19% 1g9; 19%
Don't Know 12.9%, 7.9%, 9.1%, 10.7% L .
13
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% - 9% 1%
10%
Sample Sizes 432 348 389 1169 m
0%
Excellent or Good Fair Poor Don't Know
mJefferson mLewis mSt Lawrence @ Region

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Excellent or Good” — By County:

County Government (% "Excellent or Good")
50%
45%
40%
Lewis, 35%
35% St. Lawrence, 35%
Ilefferson, 32%

30%

25%

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

Regional Three-county Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data): (county-specific detailed cross-tabulations in Appendix Il

County Government (3-county region combined)
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
All North Country Participants | 3% 31% 37% 19% 11%
lefferson County [115% 27% 36% 19% 13%
Lewis County | : 32% 38% 19% 8%
St. Lawrence County 1 34% 37% 18% 9%
Males | 31% 37% 17% 10%
Females 31% 36% 20% 11%
Age18-39 | 26% 29% 18% 22%
Age 40-59 28% 41% 27% 4%
Age 60-69 ! 41% 41% 12% 5%
Age70+ | 39% 1% 12% 3%
No College 29% 35% 21% 12%
Some College  [2%] 27% 39% 20% 11%
4+ Year Degree [} 42% 35% 13% 9%
Under $50,000 HH Income 33% 26% 18% 18%
$50,000-$100,000 HH Income  [3% 28% 45% 18% %
Over $100,000 HH Income 31% 39% 20% 7%
Active Military in HH 24% 29% 6% 30%
No AM in Household 2% 32% 38% 20% 8%
White | 32% 37% 20% 9%
Non-white 27% 34% 8% 23%
Conservative 36% 36% 17% 7%
Middle of the Road 28% 39% 19% 12%
Liberal 28% a45% 14% 12%
Unsure Politically |3 29% 25% 26% 17%
| Excellent Good Fair Poor Don't know
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Table 18 — City, Village, or Town Government

2023 Survey Results: North Country County Comparison — Graphically:

City, Village, or Town Government
E " 2023 Results By County
che“i ent — s
[ele]
39%
Fai 40% 36% 35%
air 1% 33% 33% 4%
government  FoOr 30%
Don't Know 1% 21% 08
20%
Total 12% 13% i
9 10!
E— I
0%
Excellent or Good Fair Poor Don't Know
mJefferson mlLewis mSt Lawrence @@ Region

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Excellent or Good” — By County:
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40%

30%

20%

10%

0%

City, Village, or Town Government (% "Excellent or Good")

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

Lewis, 45%

st. Lawrence, 39%

Jefferson, 31%

ional Three-county Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data):

%

Jefferson County [

All North Country Participants

Lewis County
St. Lawrence County
Males

Females

Age18-39 | 5%

Age 40-59
Age 60-69

Age 70+
No College

Some College

4+ Year Degree

Under $50,000 HH Income

$50,000-$100,000 HH Income

Over $100,000 HH Income
Active Military in HH

No AM in Household
White

Non-white

Conservative

Middle of the Road
Liberal

Unsure Politically

City, Village, or Town Government (3-county region combined)

10% 20% 30%
32%
26%
42%
36%
31%
34%
23%
31%
46%
43%
32%
30%
38%
26%
36%
31%
23%
33%
34%
26%
37%
31%
30%

25%
i Excellent

40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
34% 20% 10%
35% 21% 13%
33% 12% 9%
33% 21% 7%
36% 19% 10%
33% 20% 9%
31% 20% 20%
40% 25% 3%
33% 11% 5%
30% 18% 3%
34% 21% 11%
34% 21% 11%
34% 17% 6%
29% 22% 19%
40% 16% 6%
30% 29% 5%
29% 8% 31%
35% 22% 7%
34% 20% 8%
32% 13% 21%
35% 15% 7%
32% 22% 11%
46% 13% 9%
26% 33% 14%
Good Fair Poor Don't know
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Table 19 — Real Estate Taxes

2023 Survey Results:

Excellent
Good
Real estate Fair
taxes Poor
Don't Know

Total

North Country County Comparison — Graphically:

50%

40%

30%

20%

Sample Sizes

10%

Real Estate Taxes
2023 Results By County

a45%

42%
4% 37%
32% 32% 32%

16%
15% 13% 15%

Fair
mJefferson mLewis mSt Lawrence @@ Region

Excellent or Good Poor

41%

16%

Don't Know

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Poor” — By County:

50%

40%

35%

30%

25%

20%

Real Estate Taxes (% "Poor")

St. Lawrence, 45%
Lewis, 42%

Jefferson, 37%

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

ional Three-county Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data):

-specific detailed cross-tabulations in Appendix I

Real Estate Taxes (3-county region combined)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
All North Country Participants % 13% 32% 41% 12%
lefferson County ﬁ 13% 32% 37% 16%
Lewis County 2% 11% 34% 42% 10%
St. Lawrence County 2% 14% 32% 45% 7%
Males 2% 14% 35% 39% 10%
Females [2% 12% 30% 3% 13%
Age18-39 [3% 12% 30% 32% 23%
Age 40-59 1% 11% 32% 52% 5%
Age 60-69 1% 17% 39% 42% 2%
Age 70+ |3 16% 34% 40% 8%
No College 3% 11% 29% 40% 17%
Some College 1% 12% 32% 47% 8%
4+Year Degree 2% 18% 1% 32% 7%
Under $50,000 HH Income 2% 13% 29% 35% 21%
$50,000-$100,000 HH Income 0% 12% 37% 3% 7%
Over $100,000 HH Income % 12% 36% 48% 3%
Active Military in HH [ ggg 15% 23% 21% 32%
No AM in Household 1% 13% 34% aa% 9%
White 2% 12% 32% 2% 12%
Non-white 2% 18% 35% 31% 14%
Conservative 1% 11% 30% a8% 10%
Middle of the Road 2% 14% 33% 40% 10%
Liberal 1% 18% 34% 33% 14%
Unsure Politically [74% 10% 32% 36% 18%
I Excellent Good Fair Poor Don't know
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Table 20 - PoIicing and Crime Control

2023 Survey Results:

Poli
crime control

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Excellent or Good” — By County:

Excellent
Good
ingand  Fair
Poor
Don't Know

Total

Sample Sizes

North Country County Comparison — Graphically:

7.8%,

36.2%, 49.6%; 36.1%, 37.6%

37.4%, 24.3%;, 33.3%, 34.1%

11.2%, 10.1%, 22.8%, 16.3%

5.6%, 3.7%, 0.0%' 2.9%

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
431 348 389 1168

60%

50%

40%

30%

20%

10%

Policing and Crime Control
2023 Results By County

62%
%
46% s
37%
33% 34%
24%| 2%
16%
11% 195

Excellent or Good Fair
mJefferson mLewis mSt Lawrence @ Region

6%
4%
s !—|3%

Poor Don't Know

80%

70%

60%

50%

0%

30%

20%

10%

0%

Policing and Crime Control (% "Excellent or Good")

Lewis, 62%

Jefferson, 46%
St. Lawrence, 44%

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

ional Three-county Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data):

-specific detailed cross-tabulations in Appendix I

All North Country Participants
Jefferson County

Lewis County

St. Lawrence County
Males

Females

Age 18-39

Age 40-59

Age 60-69

Age 70+

No College

Some College

4+ Year Degree

Under $50,000 HH Income
$50,000-5100,000 HH Income
Over $100,000 HH Income
Active Military in HH

No AM in Household
White

Non-white

Conservative

Middle of the Road
Liberal

Unsure Politically

Policing and Crime Control (3-county region combined)

% 10% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
% 38% 34% 16% 3%
0% 36% 37% 1% 6%
L A 50% 10% 4%
. 8% 36% 33% 23% 0%
1% 1% 31% 13% 3%
6% 35% 38% 18% 3%
o ou% 34% 35% 16% 4%
6% 34% 40% 17% 3%
o 10% a7% 26% 17% 0%
0% 46% 30% 12% 2%
% 34% 37% 16% 4%
8% 38% 32% 19% 3%
0% 46% 31% 12% 2%
[ 37% 32% 18% 4%
6% 37% 37% 19% 1%
% 38% 35% 15% 1%
S % 28% 37% 7% 12%
8% 39% 33% 18% 2%
9% 39% 33% 17% 3%
o 13% 34% 41% 7% 5%
o 13% 39% 30% 18% 1%
8% 38% 37% 14% 3%
4% 44% 36% 13% 3%
0% 27% 35% 2% 6%

= Excellent Good Fair Poor Don't know
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Table 21 — Availability of Good Jobs

2023 Survey Results:

Excellent
Good

Fair

Poor

Don't Know
Total

Sample Sizes

North Country County Comparison — Graphically:

50%

40%

30%

20%

10%

35%
32%
25%
16%

Excellent or Good

Availability of Good Jobs
2023 Results By County

6%

6%
329 33% 34%
27% 27%
%
2% 5%
B

Fair Poor

mJefferson mlLewis mSt Lawrence @@ Region

Don't Know

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Excellent or Good” — By County:

40%

35%

30%

25%

20%

15%

10%

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

Abvailability of Good Jobs (% "Excellent or Good")

Lewis, 35%

Jefferson, 32%

st. Lawrence, 16%

ional Three-county Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data):

-specific detailed cross-tabulations in A

Availability of Good Jobs (3-county region combined)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 20% 100%
All North Country Participants 3 21% 34% 36% 5%
Jefferson County | 7% 25% 32% 27% 9%
Lewis County | 6% 30% 33% 27% 4%
St. Lawrence County 1% 15% 36% 46% 2%
Males 6% 23% 32% 31% 7%
Females 2% 18% 36% 40% 4%
Age18-39 6% 19% 35% 32% 8%
Age 40-59 2% 21% 31% 43% 3%
Age 60-69 2% 21% 2% 32% 3%
Age70+ | 5% 26% 30% 34% 6%
No College | 5% 21% 31% 36% 7%
Some College [3% 22% 34% 38% 4%
4+ Year Degree | 3% 21% 40% 33% 4%
Under $50,000 HH Income  [107% 1 20% 31% 36% 7%
$50,000-5100,000 HH Income 2% 20% 38% 35% 5%
Over $100,000 HH Income 3 40% 39% 2%
Active Military in HH 16% 32% 17% 22%
No AM in Household 22% 34% 39% 3%
White 21% 34% 38% 5%
Non-white | 26% 34% 18% 11%
Conservative | 5% | 24% 34% 32% 5%
Middle of the Road |4% 19% 32% 39% 5%
Liberal 2% 2% 33% a1% 2%
Unsure Politically ﬁ; 19% 40% 31% 8%
| Excellent Good Fair Poor Don't know
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Table 22 — Shopping Opportunities

2023 Survey Results: North Country County Comparison — Graphically:
Shopping Opportunities
2023 Results By County
Excellent -
50% 6%
Good 30% 39%
Shopping Fair % - 36% 1 e
opportunities Poor 20%
Don't Know 2%
20% 17% 16%
Total
Sample Sizes 10%
B gn 1% 1%
0% -
Excellent or Good Fair Poor Don't Know
mlefferson mlewis mSt. Lawrence @ Region

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Excellent or Good” — By County:.

Shopping Opportunities (% "Excellent or Good")

80%
70%
60%
50%

Jefferson, 46%

40% Lewis, 30%

20%
st. Lawrence, 17%

10%

0%
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

Regional Three-county Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data): (county-specific detailed cross-tabulations in Appendix Il)

Shopping Opportunities (3-county region combined)
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 20% 100%
All North Country Participants “ 6% 26% 35% 32% 1%
Jefferson County | 35% 36% 16% 2%
Lewis County | 34% 39% 22% 0%
St. Lawrence County | 15% 32% 50% 1%
Males | 28% 32% 29% 1%
Females | 3% 23% 38% 34% 1%
Age 18-39 | 25% 38% 27% 2%
Age 40-59 22% 33% 39% 1%
Age 60-69 | 30% 34% 30% 0%
Age70+ | 4% 31% 32% 30% 2%
NocCollege | 8% 27% 37% 27% 1%
Some College [74% 27% 29% 38% 1%
4+Year Degree | 5% 22% 0% 32% 1%
Under $50,000 HH Income 28% 36% 26% 1%
$50,000-$100,000 HH Income 20% 39% 37% 2%
Over $100,000 HH Income 25% 35% 35% 1%
Active Military in HH 28% 38% 16% 5%
No AM in Household 25% 35% 34% 0%
White | 6% 25% 35% 33% 1%
Non-white | 10% 30% 39% 20% 1%
Conservative | 7% 29% 36% 27% 1%
Middle of the Road | 5% | 23% 36% 34% 2%
Liberal | 4% 23% 29% 44% 0%
Unsure Politically 26% 36% 29% 1%
i Excellent Good Fair Poor Don't know
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Table 23 — Quality of K-12 Education

2023 Survey Results: North Country County Comparison — Graphically:
Quality of K-12 Education
2023 Results By County
Excellent 19.3%, i 76%
Good 37.2%, 56.3% 50.5% 45.2% 0%
Quality of K-12 Fair 25.1%, 11.1%, 24.0%, 23.1% sos T 5%
education Poor 7.3%, 7.2%, 13.1%, 9.8% 50%
Don't Know 17.5%, 6.1%, 6.2%, 11.2% 2oz
Total 100.0% | 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% i Sk pRrkone s
: 20% 13%
Sample Sizes 432 349 388 1169 i w % 7% e 10% l s
0% d
Excellent or Good Fair Poor Don’t Know
mJefferson mlLewis mSt Lawrence @@ Region

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Excellent or Good” — By County:

Quality of K-12 Education (% "Excellent or Good")

90%

80%
Lewis, 76%

St. Lawrence, 57%

50% Jefferson, 50%
0%
30%
20%
10%

0%
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

Regional Three-county Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data): (county-specific detailed cross-tabulations in Appendix Il

Quality of K-12 Education (3-county region combined)
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 920% 100%
All North Country Participants [0 11% 45% 23% 10% 1%
Jefferson County _ 37% 25% 7% 17%
Lewis County [ aew 56% 1% 7% 6%
St. Lawrence County | 6% 50% 24% 13% 6%
Males [0Tdd% 49% 20% 9% 11%
Females [0 20% 0 2% 26% 11% 10%
Age18-39 [ aa% 42% 19% 12% 16%
Aged0-59 | 9% 46% 29% 10% 6%
Age60-69 [ m% 52% 18% 10% 8%
Age70+ [TH0% 48% 24% 6% 12%
NoCollege [ 41% 2% 2% 12% 13%
Some College [18% 48% 24% 8% 11%
4+YearDegree | 12% 50% 22% 9% 8%
Under $50,000 HH Income [ 0% 40% 24% 9% 16%
$50,000-5100,000 HH Income [ g% 8% 24% 12% 8%
Over $100,000 HH Income [T 225% 52% 24% 9% 4%
Active MilitaryinHH [0 Ta8% 24% 14% 10% 38%
No AM in Household [ 10% 49% 24% 9% 7%
white [0 11% 45% 24% 10% 10%
Non-white [00720% 50% 15% 8% 17%
Conservative [118% 52% 17% 14% 8%
Middle of theRoad [ as% 44% 24% 7% 11%
Liberal [ EER T 45% 23% 4% 15%
Unsure Politically [5% 33% 35% 15% 13%
W Excellent © Good  Fair =~ Poor © Don'tknow
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Table 24 — Overall State of the Local Economy

2023 Survey Results:

The overall
state of the
local economy

Excellent
Good
Fair

Poor

Don't Know
Total

North Country County Comparison — Graphically:

50%

40%

30%

Sample Sizes

Excellent or Good

Overall State of the Local Economy
2023 Results By County

7%
%
39% 39% 8%
34%|
30%
20% 28%
20% [ 55, 20%
6% o o

[Ty

Poor

mlefferson mlLewis mSt Lawrence @@ Region

Don't Know

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Excellent or Good” — By County:

50%

45%

40%

35%

30%

25%

20%

15%

10%

5%

0%

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

Overall State of the Local Economy (% "Excellent or Good")

Lewis, 29%

Jefferson, 20%
St. Lawrence, 18%.

ional Three-county Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data): (coun

-specific detailed cross-tabulations in Appendix I

All North Country Participants

0%

Jefferson County 2%
Lewis County

St. Lawrence County 0!
Males

Females

Age 18-39

Age 40-59

Age 60-69

Age 70+

No College

Some College

4+ Year Degree

Under $50,000 HH Income
$50,000-$100,000 HH Income
Over $100,000 HH Income
Active Military in HH

No AM in Household

White

Non-white

Conservative

Middle of the Road

Liberal

Unsure Politically 0!

1%

Overall State of the Local Economy (3-county region combined)

10%

19%

18%

25%

18%

21%

16%

19%

14%

24%

23%

18%

15%

27%

17%

15%

19%

18%

17%

18%

17%

19%

24%

20%

27%

35%

30% 20% 50% 60%
39%
44%
39%
34%
46%
32%
39%
34%
36%
51%
39%
37%
41%
37%
44%
41%
35%
39%
40%
31%
39%
41%
45%
26%
Excellent Good Fair Poor Don't know

80%

38%

30%

28%

47%

27%

48%

33%

48%

39%

23%

37%

43%

29%

40%

38%

38%

15%

41%

39%

24%

38%

36%

32%

46%

90% 100%
4%
6%
4%
1%
4%
3%
6%
3%
0%
2%
4%
3%
2%
5%
1%
2%
17%
2%
3%
%
3%
a%
3%
4%
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Table 25 — Availability of Care for the Elderly

2023 Survey Results:

Excellent
Good

Fair

Poor

Don't Know
Total

Availability of
care for the
elderly

North Country County Comparison — Graphically:

40%

30%

20%

Sample Sizes

10%

0%

Availability of Care for the Elderly

2023 Results By County

1%
0%
% 31% g 1% 32% e
27%
23% 230, 2% 2%
18%
0% 1%
5%

Poor
mlefferson mlewis mSt Lawrence [ Region

Excellent or Good Fair

Don't Know

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Excellent or Good” — By County:

70%

60%

50%

40%

30%

20%

10%

0%

Availability of Care for the Elderly (% "Excellent or Good")

Lewis, 33%

Jefferson, 23%
St. Lawrence, 23%

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

Regional Three-county Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data): (county-specific detailed cross-tabulations in Appendix Il)

0%

All North Country Participants
Jefferson County

Lewis County

St. Lawrence County

Males
Females 1%

Age 1839

Age 40-59 1%

Age 60-69 3%
Age 70+ | 4%

No College

Some College

4+ Year Degree

Under $50,000 HH Income | ﬂ |
$50,000-$100,000 HH Income 3%
Over $100,000 HH Income 2%
Active Military in HH [ 10%
No AM in Household ﬁ@
White 2%
Non-white 6%
Conservative 2%
Middle of the Road ['5%
Liberal 2%

Unsure Politically 1%

Availability of Care for the Elderly (3-county region combined)

10% 20%

21%

20%

30%

20%

28%

15%

25%

15%

21%

24%

24%

20%

19%

19%

20%

21%

21%

22%

21%

25%

21%

21%

23%

22%

i Excellent

30% 40% 50%

32%

31%

34%

31%
33%
30%
29%
35%
30%
31%
31%
32%
32%
26%
36%
33%
18%
34%
31%
33%
34%
31%
30%

30%

Good Fair Poor

60% 70% 80%
33%
27%
22%
41%
22%
43%
22%
40%
41%
37%
33%
33%
31%
39%
32%
30%
10% 42%
35%
34%
18%
34%
32%
28%
36%
Don't know

0% 100%
11%
18%
10%
5%
12%
11%
20%
9%
5%

3%

12%
15%
12%
11%

13%

7%
11%
18%
9%
11%
17%

12%
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Table 26 — Availability of Housing

2023 Survey Results:

Excellent
Good

Fair

Poor

Don't Know
Total

North Country County Comparison — Graphically:

Sample Sizes

Availability of Housing
2023 Results By County
40%
36% 35%
30%
26%
26% I o5
20%
10%
0%
Excellent or Good Fair Poor
mlefferson mlewis mSt Lawrence [ Region

Don't Know

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Excellent or Good” — By County:

70%

60%

40%

30%

10%

0%

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

Availability of Housing (% "Excellent or Good")

Lewis, 36%

Jefferson, 26%
St. Lawrence, 24%

Regional Three-county Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data): (county-specific detailed cross-tabulations in Appendix Il)

All North Country Participants
Jefferson County |
Lewis County [

St. Lawrence County
Males

Females

Age 18-39

Age 40-59

Age 60-69

Age 70+ 1

No College |

Some College

Over $100,000 HH Income
Active Military in HH

No AM in Household |
White

Non-white

Conservative

Middle of the Road
Liberal

Unsure Politically |

4+ Year Degree | 3

0%

Under $50,000 HH Income | 4%

$50,000-$100,000 HH Income 1%

Availability of Housing (3-county region combined)

10% 20%
23%
21%
32%
23%
29%
19%
24%
21%
26%
27%
20%
24%
31%
15%
22%
30%
21%
24%

23%

21%

26%

20%

25%

34%

30%

I Excellent

40% 50% 60% 70% 80%
35% 32%
34% 30%
28% 27%
37% 35%
35% 23%
33% 41%
32% 30%
36% 36%
36% 29%
34% 31%
30% 39%
38% 29%
38% 23%
34% 37%
39% 31%
35% 27%
25% 18% 28%
36% 34%
34% 34%
29% 20%
37% 30%
34% 32%
39% 34%
27% 33%
Good Fair Poor Don't know

90%
7%
10%
9%
4%
8%
6%

6%
6%
7%
9%
7%
5%
10%
6%
4%

4%

10%
9%
5%
a%

13%

Page 37 of 59




Table 27 — Availability of Childcare

2023 Survey Results

Excellent
Good

Fair

Poor

Don't Know
Total

Availability of
childcare

Sample Sizes

North Country County Comparison — Graphically:

40%

30%

20%

10%

35%
31%
30% 20%
26% [ 26% i
2%
19%

16% %
m

Excellent or Good

mlefferson mlewis mSt. Lawrence @ Region

Availability of Childcare
2023 Results By County

33%

Fair Poor Deon't Know

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Excellent or Good” — By County:

50%

45%

0%

35%

30%

25%

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

Availability of Childcare (% "Excellent or Good")

Lewis, 19%

Jefferson, 16%
st. Lawrence, 13%

ional Three-county Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data):

0%
All North Country Participants :ﬁé

Jefferson County

Lewis County 6
St. Lawrence County Lﬂ

Males i@

Females 2%

Age18-39 |
Age 40-59 0%
Age 60-69 096
Age 70+ 1§G

A%
%

No College

Some College

4+ Year Degree

Under $50,000 HH Income
$50,000-$100,000 HH Income
Over $100,000 HH Income
Active Military in HH

No AM in Household
White

Non-white

Conservative

Middle of the Road
Liberal

Unsure Politically |

10%

13%

13%

17%

12%

18%

8%

15%

13%

12%

9%

13%

13%

13%

13%

16%

13%

10%

14%

Availability of Childcare (3-county region combined)

21%

20% 30%

26%

22%

30%

24%

2%

30%
23%
25%
22%
30%
27%
21%
33%
26%
23%
29%
26%
32%
27%
27%

20%

Excellent

40%

28%

25%

50%

60%

31%

29%

27%

35%

21%

42%

31%

35%

34%

29%

9%

26%

Good Fair Poor

27%

31%

31%

34%

35%

34%

20%

33%

34%

31%

33%

39%

Don't know

70% 80% 90%
27%
33%
27%
22%
30%
24%
25%
22%

30%

30%
25%
25%
35%
21%
24%
34%
26%
28%
11% 24%
29%
28%
25%

22% 25%
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Table 28 — Availability of Behavioral Health Services

2023 Survey Results: North Country County Comparison — Graphically:

Availability of Behavioral Health Services

2023 Results By County
Excellent

Good

30% 31% 29% 30% 299 20% 29%
27

Availability of

Fair
Poor

behavioral
health services

Don't Know

Total

Sample Sizes

30% 277% o
25%
- 24%
19%
20% 17% 17%
14%

10%

0%

Excellent or Good Fair Poor

mlefferson mlewis mSt. Lawrence [ Region

Don't Know

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Excellent or Good” — By County:

35%

30%

25%

20%

15%

10%

Availability of Behavioral Health Services (% "Excellent or Good")

Lewis, 31%

Jefferson, 30%

St. Lawrence, 23%

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

Regional Three-county Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data):

-specific detailed cross-tabulations in Appendix I

Availability of Behavioral Health Services (3-county region combined)
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 70% 80% 20% 100%
All North Country Participants 6% 21% 29% 27% 17%
Jefferson County 8% 22% 29% 24% 17%
Lewis County 4% 27% 30% 25% 14%
St. Lawrence County | 4% 19% 29% 29% 19%
Males 25% 27% 20% 20%
Females 17% 32% 32% 15%
Age18-39 || 22% 29% 20% 16%
Aged0-59 2% 20% 27% 35% 15%
Age 60-69 2% 20% 29% 30% 19%
Age70+ (2% 21% 34% 20% 2%
No College 8% 22% 28% 23% 19%
Some College 5% 22% 28% 31% 14%
4+ Year Degree 2% 19% 33% 27% 20%
Under $50,000 HH Income || 10% 27% 22% 25% 17%
$50,000-5100,000 HH Income [ 5% 14% 38% 30% 14%
Over $100,000 HH Income 2% 22% 30% 29% 18%
Active Military in HH | 22% 27% 13% 21%
No AM in Household [74%' 21% 30% 28% 17%
White [74% 20% 30% 27% 18%
Non-white 11% 33% 25% 20% 12%
Conservative | 4% 17% 29% 27% 22%
Middle of the Road 9% 23% 29% 26% 14%
Liberal ['4% 22% 31% 29% 14%
Unsure Politically Qs 22% 30% 23% 20%
Excellent Good Fair Poor Don't know
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Table 29 — The Downtown of Watertown

2023 Survey Results:

Excellent

Good
The downtown Fair
of Watertown  poor
Don't Know

Total

North Country County Comparison — Graphically:

Sample Sizes

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Excellent or Good” — By County:

50%

45%

40%

35%

15%

10%

5%

0%

The Downtown of Watertown (% "Excellent or Good")

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

Jefferson, 34%

Jefferson County Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data):

-specific detailed cross-tabulations in Appendix I

(this question only included for Jefferson County)

All North Country Participants m
Jefferson County | 4% |

Lewis County

St. Lawrence County

Males

Females !
Lo
Age 40-59 0%
Age 60-69 0%
Age70+ 3%
No College u
Some College w
4+ Year Degree m

$50,000-$100,000 HH Income 0%

Age 18-39

Under $50,000 HH Income

Over $100,000 HH Income 2%
Active MilitaryinHH [0 710%
No AM in Household
White
Non-white
Conservative
Middle of the Road
Liberal

Unsure Politically

0% 10%

20% 30%
30%

30%

28%
33%
24%
29%
43%
46%
25%
32%
41%
22%
a41%
30%
18%
34%
33%
18%
33%
32%
30%

18%
= Excellent

40% 50% 60%
40%
40%
41%
38%
42%
42%
36%
45%
34%
37%
39%
47%
35%
43%
40%
a45%
40%
40%
45%
42%
Good Fair Poor Don't know

a41%

36%

70%

The Downtown of Watertown (only Jefferson County participants)

80% 20% 100%
19% 7%
19% %
16% 8%
24% 4%
20% 8%
25% 4%
14% 8%
12% 2%
18% 9%
26% 5%
13% 2%
22% 12%
18% 1%
17% 4%
24% 13%
18% 3%
20% 4%
12% 14%
20% 5%
20% 5%
11% 6%
24% 10%
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Table 30 — Overall Quality of Life in the Area

2023 Survey Results: North Country County Comparison — Graphically:
Overall Quality of Life in the Area
o 2023 Results By County
Excellent 4.1%, - 68%
Good 39.8%, 55.3%, 37.9%, 40.6% o
The overall . o o, o )
) ... Fair 37.2%, 26.0%, 38.6%, 36.6% 9% 8%
quality of life in ’ B 12%
o e 12.5%, 5.3%, 18.6%, 14.4% i 37% 3% 3300
Don't Know 1.1%, 0.7%, 0.8%, 0.9% o 26%
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 10%
20% 12% 14%
Sample Sizes 428 330 367 1125 o w
1% 1% 1% 1%
0% ——
Excellent or Good Fair Poor Don't Know
mlefferson mlewis mSt. Lawrence [ Region

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Excellent or Good” — By County:

Overall Quality of Life in the Area (% "Excellent or Good")
0%
80%
i Lewis, 68%
60%
50% Jefferson, 49%
0% St. Lawrence, 42%
30%
20%

10%

0%
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

Regional Three-county Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data): (county-specific detailed cross-tabulations in Appendix Il

Overall Quality of Life in the Area (3-county region combined)
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
All North Country Participants [ 7% 41% 37% 14% 1%
Jefferson County [ T8% 40% 37% 12% 1%
Lewis County [I0TE3% 55% 26% 5% 1%
St. Lawrence County | 4% | 38% 39% 19% 1%
Males | 8% 44% 34% 12% 1%
Females [ 5% 37% 39% 17% 1%
Age18-39 7% 34% 43% 15% 2%
Agedo-s9 7% 36% 38% 19% 1%
Age 60-69 | 5% 55% 29% 11% 0%
Age70+ [TEZH T 54% 27% % 1%
NoCollege [ 8% 38% 36% 16% 1%
Some College m 40% 36% 17% 1%
4+ Year Degree n 49% 37% 6% 2%
Under $50,000 HH Income [ g% 34% 39% 17% 0%
$50,000-$100,000 HH Income | 4% 43% 35% 16% 1%
Over $100,000 HH Income  |'5% | 47% 1% 6% 1%
Active Military in HH [0 T10% 30% 45% 10% 4%
No AM in Household [ 7% 42% 35% 15% 0%
White | 7% 2% 36% 14% 1%
Non-white | 11% 32% 2% 15% 1%
Conservative m 46% 35% 9% 0%
Middle of the Road [/ 7% 37% 8% 17% 1%
Liberal [75% 44% 38% 11% 1%
Unsure Politically | 32% 35% 24% 1%
= Excellent Good Fair Poor Don't know
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Section 3.2 — Additional Tracked Resident Opinions and Characteristics

Table 31 — Generally speaking, would you say things in this country are heading in the right
or wrong direction?

2023 Survey Results: North Country County Comparison — Graphically:

40%

20%

Jefferson Lewis  St. Lawrence 3-County Region Generally speaking, would you say things in this
country are heading in the right or wron
149%, | 10.6%, 13.4%, 13.8% cOunty e L -
direction?
68.2%, 80.2%), 75.7%,, 72.9% 2023 Results By County
16.9%, 9.2%, 10.8%, 13.3% - T T o5
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% o
424 347 388 1159

15%
11% 13% 14%

N

80%
68%
17%
g% 11% 13%

Right Direction Wrong Direction Not Sure

MJefferson  MLewis WSt Lawrence [Region

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Wrong Direction” — By County:

Generally speaking, would you say things in this country are heading in the
right or wrong direction? (% "Wrong")

80%

70%

60%

50%

30%

20%

10%

0%
2019

2020

2021 2022

Lewis, 80%
St. Lawrence, 76%

Jefferson, 68%

Regional Three-county Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data): (county-specific detailed cross-tabulations in Appendix Il)

Generally speaking, would you say things in this country are heading in the right or wrong
direction? (3-county region combined)
o% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 50% 100%
All North Country Participants 14% 73% 13%
lefferson County 15% 68% 17%
Lewis County 11% 80% 9%
St. Lawrence County 13% 76% 11%
Males 13% 71% 16%
Females 14% 75% 11%
Age 18-39 18% 61% 22%
Age 40-59 9% 84% 7%
Age 60-69 13% 80% 6%
Age 70+ 15% 75% 11%
No College 13% 71% 16%
Some College 10% 80% 10%
4+ Year Degree 21% 66% 13%
Under $50,000 HH Income 15% 63% 21%
$50,000-5100,000 HH Income 12% 79% 9%
Over $100,000 HH Income 11% 80% 8%
Active Military in HH 23% 44% 33%
No AM in Household 12% 78% 11%
White 12% 7% 12%
Non-white 27% 53% 20%
Conservative 7% 86% 7%
Middle of the Road 16% 1% 13%
Liberal 23% 62% 16%
Unsure Politically 12% 59% 28%
Right Direction Wrong Direction Don't know
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2023 Survey Results: North Country County Comparison — Graphically:

Generally speaking, would you say things in
New York State are heading in the right or
wrong direction?

Right direction 18.8%, 13.4%, 19.4%, 18.5%

Direction of Wrong direction 61.5%, 78.8%,, 69.6%,, 67.1% 2023 Results By County
New York State Don't Know 19.7%, 7.8%, 11.0%, 14.5% 80% i —
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% — L
Sample Sizes 424 346 388 1158
0%
20% 196 o 110K G a 11% 1%
. il | B
Right Direction Wrong Direction Not Sure

WJefferson Mlewis MBSt Lawrence [ Region

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Wrong Direction” — By County:

Generally speaking, would you say things in New York State are heading in the
right or wrong direction? (% "Wrong")
80% @ Lewis, 79%
70% St. Lawrence, 70%
50% it Jefferson, 62%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%
0%
2021 2022 2023

Regional Three-county Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data): (county-specific detailed cross-tabulations in Appendix I

Generally speaking, would you say things in New York State are heading in the right or wrong
direction? (3-county region combined)

0% 10% 20% 30% Ll 60% 70% B0% 90% 100%
All North Country Participants [ a8 e 14%
Jefferson County IS e 20%
Lewis County IS e
st. Lawrence County IS s %
Males [ Zos e 15%
Females [IAZS s 15%
Age 18-39 [ ss e 21%
Age 40-59 10%

e e
Agesoso IS e
Age 70+ [z e

No College [ Ss I es
Some College [ s ax
4+ Year Degree  [IIIIIR2EA N ees

Under $50,000 HH Income [ s e 2%
$50,000-$100,000 HH Income [ aZZ e e

L

Over $100,000 HH Income
Active Military in HH [ 2z e 36%
NoAMin Household [ ZI s 11%
White [ 7S ey
Non-white [II@Sw e 2%
Conservative  [IAZI e s
e

Middle of the Road

Liberal [ s e 17%

Unsure Politically

 Right Direction " Wrong Direction Don't know
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2023 Survey Results:

Right direction

Direction of
Your County  Don't Know

Total

Sample Sizes

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Right Direction” — By County:

Wrong direction

North Country County Comparison — Graphically:

33.6%, 37.2%, 33.3%, 33.9% il
direction?
32.0%, 41.3%,, 47.1%, 39.8% 2023 Results By County
34.4%, 21.5% 19.6%, 26.4% B -
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 4%
424 347 387 1158 30%

20%

10%

Right Direction ‘Wrong Direction

WJefferson Wlewis MBSt Lawrence ERegion

Generally speaking, would you say things in
your county are heading in the right or wrong

41% [ 10,
37%
31% 33% 34% 32% 34%
26%
22% 500,
0%

Not Sure

60%

50%

40%

30%

20%

10%

0%

Generally speaking, would you say things in your county are heading in the

2019

right or wrong direction? (% "Right")

Lewis, 37%

Jefferson, 34%
St. Lawrence, 33%

2020 2021 2022 2023

ional Three-county Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data):

-specific detailed cross-tabulations in A

All North Country Participants
Jefferson County

Lewis County

St. Lawrence County
Males

Females

Age 18-39

Age 40-59

Age 60-69

Age 70+

No College

Some College

4+ Year Degree

Under 550,000 HH Income
$50,000-$100,000 HH Income
Over $100,000 HH Income
Active Military in HH

No AM in Household
White

Non-white

Conservative

Middle of the Road
Liberal

Unsure Politically

g
®

10%

20%

direction? (3-county region combined)

30% a 60% 70%

53%

41%

42%

1 Right Direction  © Wrong Direction Don't know

Generally speaking, would you say things in your county are heading in the right or wrong

90%
26%
34%
22%
20%
28%
25%
36%
20%
17%
23%
32%
20%
24%
33%
20%
26%

22%
24%

24%
26%

20%

100%
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Table 34 — When considering your family’s personal financial situation- has it gotten better,
stayed about the same, or gotten worse in the past 12 months?

2023 Survey Results:

North Country County Comparison — Graphically:

St. Lawrence 3-County Region

Trend Analysis — Rate of

Jefferson Lewis
9.9%, 11.0%,
48.1%, 42.8%,
38.1%, 44.1%,
4.0%, 2.1%,
100.0% 100.0%
424 345

12.3%, 11.1%
48.9%, 47.9%
38.4%, 38.9%
0.4%;, 2.2%
100.0% 100.0%
386 1155

“Worse” — By County:

When considering you or your family's personal financial
situation has it gotten better, stayed about the same, or

gotten worse in the past 12 months?
2023 Results By County

48% 49% ag%

44%
38%

|43%

38% 39%

0% 11% 12% 115

Better

Worse

Same

WJefferson Wlewis MBSt Llawrence [ Region

2% g9 2%

Not sure

60%

50%

40%

30%

20%

10%

2008

When considering your family’s personal financial situation- has it gotten better,
stayed about the same, or gotten worse in the past 12 months? (% "Worse")

2009 2010

2011

2012 2013

2014

2015 2016 2017

201

Lewis, 44%

St. Lawrence, 38%
Jefferson, 38%

8 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

ional Three-county Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data):

count

-specific detailed cross-tabulations in Appendix Il

All North Country Participants
Jefferson County

Lewis County

St. Lawrence County
Males

Females

Age 18-39

Age 40-59

Age 60-69

Age 70+

No College

Some College

4+ Year Degree

Under $50,000 HH Income
$50,000-$100,000 HH Income
Over $100,000 HH Income
Active Military in HH

No AM in Household
White

Non-white

Conservative

Middle of the Road
Liberal

Unsure Politically

the same, or gotten worse in the past 12 months? (3-county region combined)

0% 10%
11%
10%
11%
12%
14%
8%
12%
13%
9%
8%
9%
10%
18%
8%
8%
23%
14%
11%
9%
24%
10%
10%
18%

7%

20%

30%

40%

48%
48%
43%
49%
44%
51%
50%
42%
50%
55%
52%
4%
52%
47%
48%
40%
41%
49%
49%
40%
42%
53%
51%
47%
Better Same Worse

50%

60% 70% 80%

When considering your family’s personal financial situation- has it gotten better, stayed about

90%

100%

39% 2%
38% 4%
44% 2%
38% 0%
38% 3%
39% 1%
33% 5%
46% 0%
41% 0%
36% 0%
36% 3%
a47% 1%
29% 1%
41% 4%
a42% 1%
36% 1%
34% 12%
39% 1%
40% 2%
27% 8%
47% 1%
35% 1%
30% 1%
38% 8%

Don't know
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Table 35 — Do you believe that your county is a good place to grow old? (appropriate
supports, elder friendly)?

2023 Survey Results: North Country County Comparison — Graphically:
Do you believe that your county is a good place to grow
old?

Very 9°°d 2023 Results By County
Do you believe Fairly good 50% e
that your county Not very good 4 2%
is a good place Definitely not good o
to grow old? Don’t know 30% 25%

T t I 21% 20%19 % 18%

otal 20% 7% 6% 7 =
Sample Sizes 0% - 8%
.4% 35 5%
0%
Very Good Fairly Good Not Very Good  Definitely Not Good Den't Know
W Jefferson  Wlewis MBSt lawrence @ Region

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Very Good” — By County:

Do you believe that your county is a good place to grow old? (% "Very Good" -
most recent past measurement =2011)
50%

45%

20% Lewis, 21%

lefferson, 17%
15% ® St Lawrence, 15%

2010 2011 2012-2022 not measured 2023

Regional Three-county Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data): (county-specific detailed cross-tabulations in Appendix II)

Do you believe that your county is a good place to grow old? (3-county region combined)
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
All North Country Participants [0 16% a2% 2% 15% 5%
JeffersonCounty | 17% 42% 20% 14% 8%
Lewis County [0 a1 50% 19% 6% 4%
St. Lawrence County _ 40% 25% 18% 3%
Males [T 3% 19% 12% 6%
Females [0 1a% 0 40% 24% 17% a%
Agel1s-39 [ azm 1% 16% 18% 7%
Agedo-s9 [ aam 39% 26% 17% 5%
Age60-69 [ a% 51% 26% % 2%
Age 70+ [ aew 40% 24% 8% 1%
NoCollege [z 37% 19% 15% 7%
Some College [ 43% a5% 20% 18% 4%
4+ YearDegree |8% 47% 31% 10% 3%
Under $50,000 HH Income [z 1% 17% 19% 6%
$50,000-$100,000 HH Income [0 aage T 45% 25% 16% 1%
Over $100,000 HH Income  [78% 44% 27% 13% 7%
Active Militaryin HH [0 T13% 39% 16% 14% 17%
No AM in Household “ a2% 23% 15% 3%
white (ISR a% 23% 1% a
Non-white [0 agw 38% 14% 18% 1%
Conservative [ g% 47% 20% 10% 3%
Middle of theRoad [ g% 40% 21% 18% 3%
Liberal [0dE% 37% 29% 12% 8%
Unsure Politically [177% 40% 24% 17% 12%
= Very Good Fairly Good Not Very Good Definitely Not Good Don't Know
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Table 36 — “The presence of the 10th Mountain Division at Fort Drum since 1985 has
improved the overall quality of life of North Country citizens.”

2023 Survey Results: North Country County Comparison — Graphically:
Jefferson Lewis  St. Lawrence 3-County Region “The presence of the 10th Mountain Division at Fort Drum
37.6%, 29.0%, 18.0%, 27.9% since 1985 has improved the u.v?rall (!,uallty of life of North
Country citizens.
33.2%, 45.1%, 42.1%, 38.5% B S———
7.4%, 8.5%, 5.0%, 6.4% S0 %
2.7%, 0.4%, 1.7%, 2.0% a  38% = 8% =
19.0%, 17.0%, 33.1%, 25.1% - 9% 5% e
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 1%
20% & 17
424 342 377 1143
10% 7% 9% 595 6%
3% (o5 2% 2%
0% [N ]
Stongly Agree Agree Disagree Strongly Disagree  Neutral/No Opinion
Wlefferson  Wlewis MBSt Lawrence @ Region

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Agree” — By County:

“The presence of the 10th Mountain Division at Fort Drum since 1985 has
improved the overall quality of life of North Country citizens.” (% "Agree" - most
recent past measurement =2017)
90%
80% .
Lewis, 74%
70% ® Jefferson, 71%
60% ® St. Lawrence, 60%
50%
40%
30%
20%

10%

2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

Regional Three-county Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data): (county-specific detailed cross-tabulations in Appendix Il)

“The presence of the 10th Mountain Division at Fort Drum since 1985 has improved the
overall quality of life of North Country citizens.” (3-county region combined)
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 20% 90% 100%
All North Country Participants 28% 38% 6% 2% 25%
Jefferson County 38% 33% 7% 3% 19%
Lewis County 29% 45% 9% 0% 17%
St. Lawrence County 18% 42% 5% 2% 33%
Males 31% 37% 6% 2% 23%
Females 25% 40% 6% 2% 27%
Age 18-39 27% 30% 6% 1% 37%
Age 40-59 26% 43% 7% 4% 19%
Age 60-69 32% 42% 4% 2% 21%
Age 70+ 32% 47% 7% 1% 12%
No College 29% 32% 7% 3% 30%
Some College 27% 2% 6% 2% 24%
4+ Year Degree 29% 47% 5% 1% 17%
Under $50,000 HH Income 22% 40% 7% 2% 29%
$50,000-$100,000 HH Income 34% 39% 6% 0% 21%
Over $100,000 HH Income 32% 42% 6% 5% 16%
Active Military in HH 27% 33% 6% 0% 33%
No AM in Household 28% 39% 6% 2% 24%
White 29% 38% 6% 2% 25%
Non-white 22% 42% 5% 2% 29%
Conservative 34% 37% 3% 1% 25%
Middle of the Road 31% 38% 7% 2% 23%
Liberal 17% 51% 11% 2% 19%
Unsure Politically 18% 30% 8% 4% 40%
Stongly Agree Agree Disagree Strongly Disagree Neutral/No Opinion

Page 47 of 59



2023 Survey Results: North Country County Comparison — Graphically:
How many times have you crossed the border to eastern
Ontario during the past year?
None 71.4%,
. 2023 Results By County
How many times have 1.3 times 15.1%, 8.1%, 14.7%, 14.2% ‘;’2: 1%
you crossed the _E ¢ 0 o o 9
Hordor to onstarn | 3 times _ 6.5 0/'.a 0.8 OA.., 6.3 o/,a 5.8 OA O
Ontario during the More than 5 times 3.5%, 0.2%, 7.6%, 5.0% ;x
past year? Not sure 1.9%, 0.2%,,5, 0.1%,, 0.9% i
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% a0%
Sample Sizes 425 342 387 1154 30%
20% 15%8%15%14% -
% 6% 6%
10% % % % 1%
n,,, |
None 1-2times 3-5 times Morethan 5 times Not sure
WJefferson Wlewis MBSt Llawrence [ Region

Trend Analysis — Rate of “At least one visit” — By County:

How many times have you crossed the border to eastern Ontario during the past
year? (% "At Least Once" - most recent past measurement =2012)

70%
60%

50%
40%

30% ® st Lawrence, 20%

® Jefferson, 25%

20%

10% & Lewis, 9%

0%

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2023

How many times have you crossed the border to eastern Ontario during the past year?
(3-county region combined)
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 0% 100%
All North Country Participants [ s = 1a% 6% 5% 1%
Jefferson County [ s 15% L% A% %
tewis county [ ey e e
st. Lawrence County [I s 15% 6% 8% 0%
Males [ s 14% 5% 5% 1%
Females [ e 15% 6% 5% 1%
Age18-39 [ e . 18% 6% 4% 2%
Agedo-59 [ s 12% 6% % 0%
Age 60-69 [ 18% s% 7% 1%
Age 70+ [ s e 6% 290%
NoCallege [ o 5% 3% 2%
Some College [ e 15% a% | 5% 0%
4+ YearDegree [ sE e 22% 11% 9% 0%
Under $50,000 HH Income [ e e 12% 3% 3% 2%
$50,000-$100,000 HH Income [ s e 18% &% 6% 0%
Over $100,000 HH Income [ s 25% 9% u% 1%
Active Military in HH [ e 16% 13% a% | 5%
No AM in Household [ e 14% S% 5% 0%
white [ e 14% 6% 4% 1%
Non-white [ e 13% % 13% 3%
Conservative [ s o 5% 5% 1%
Middle of the Road [ s = 15% 6% 4% 2%
Liberal [ s 19% % 5% 0%
Unsure Politically I s 1% 5% 7% 0%
©“ None ' 1-2times 3-5 times More than 5 times = Not sure
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Table 38 — How severe of an issue do you believe crime is in your community?

2023 Survey Results:

Major

How severe of an Moderate

issue do you believe
crime is in your

Minor

Not at all
Don't know
Total

community?

North Country County Comparison — Graphically:

Sample Sizes

19.1%, 6.7% 26.9%, 21.3%

38.3%, 44.2%, 33.8%, 36.9% s0%

31.4%, M.1%, 32.3%, 32.8% a0%

5.9%, 7.6%, 5.2%, 5.7% -

5.3%, 0.4%, 1.9%, 32%

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 20%
423 345 387 1155 -

0%

How severe of an issue do you believe crime is in your

Major Issue

Moderate Issue

community?

2023 Results By County

1%
1%
38 37%
31 M3%
7%
1% 1%
% 6% 5% cor 63

Nat at all an Issue

Minor Issue

mJefferson Wlewis BSt lawrence [ Region

5%
| L)

Don't Know

2% 3%

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Major Issue” — By County:

35%

30%

25%

20%

15%

10%

How severe of an issue do you believe crime is in your community? (% "Major

2016

Issue" - most recent past measurement =2017)

2017

2018-2022 not measured

St. Lawrence, 27%

Jefferson, 19%

Lewis, 7%

2023

Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data):

-specific detailed cross-tabulations in Appendix I

How severe of an issue do you believe crime is in your community? (3-county region
combined)
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
All North Country Participants [0 000 21% 37% 33% 6% 3%
JeffersonCounty [0 de% 38% 31% 6% 5%
Lewis County | 7% 44% 41% 8% 0%
St.lawrenceCounty  27% 34% 32% 5% 2%
Males [T 34% 35% 6% 4%
Females [0z 39% 31% 6% 3%
Age1839 [ amm 32% 35% 9% 7%
Agedo-s9 | 2% 1% 35% 3%0%
Age 60-69 [ s2s 35% 28% 3% 1%
Age 70+ [ 2as a3% 28% 7% 1%
No College [ aa% 34% 30% % 5%
SomeCollege [ w0 37% 34% 5% 2%
4+ Year Degree [ 14% 2% 36% 5% 2%
Under $50,000 HH Income [0 a2% 31% 34% 6% 7%
$50,000-5100,000 HH Income [0 2i% 43% 31% 3% 2%
Over $100,000 HH Income [0 g 37% 36% 6% 0%
Active Military inHH [0 ey 18% 31% 15% 17%
No AM in Household [ 2% 40% 33% 4% 1%
white [0 40% 32% 5% 2%
Non-white 2% 19% 37% 11%
Conservative [0 e 37% 31% 3% 3%
Middle of theRoad [ ag% 2% 32% % 2%
Liberal [07@% 37% 46% 6% 1%
Unsure Politically [ Esg e 24% 26% 8% 9%
m Major Issue Moderate Issue Minor Issue Nat at all an Issue Don't Know
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2023 Survey Results: North Country County Comparison — Graphically:
How severe of an issue do you believe poverty is in your
community?

Major 36.6%, 30.4%, 47.1%, 40.7% 5535 Rasuls thc‘fmm
HonEareretoian Moderate 39.9%, 48.4%, 37.3%, 39.7% so% 7% e
issue do you believe Minor 13.2%, 16.5%, 12.4%, 13.2% P ] 79.30%
poverty is in your Not at all 2.7%, 1.7%, 2.4%, 2.5%
Communityg Don't know 7.6%, 31%3,p 0.7%; 4.0% a0

Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 20% = 16% -

Sample Sizes 424 342 384 1150 o %

3% 2 2% 2% o, %
0% [ el
Major Issue Moderate Issue Minor Issue Nat at all an Issue Don't Know
mjefferson Wlewis WSt Lawrence @ Region

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Major Issue” — By County:

How severe of an issue do you believe poverty is in your community? (% "Major
Issue" - most recent past measurement =2018)
70%

60%

50%

——e st. Lawrence, 47%
40%
Jefferson, 37%
30% Lewis, 30%
20%

10%

0%
2016 2017 2018 2019-2022 not measured 2023

Regional Three-county Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data): (county-specific detailed cross-tabulations in Appendix Il)

How severe of an issue do you believe poverty is in your community? (3-county region
combined)
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
All North Country Participants _ 40% 13% 2% w
JeffersonCounty [ Ewm 40% 13% 3% 8%
Lewis County [ Ees 8% 16% 2% 3%
St. Lawrence County [ s 37% 12% 2%1%
Males [ s 40% 16% 3% 5%
Females [ asR 40% 10% 2% 3%
Age 18-39 [ aes 34% 16%
Age40-59 [ s 44%
Age60-69 [ Ess 42%
ace 70+ IS a
No College [ s 38% 13%
Some College [ a0s 1% 15% 2% 3%
4+ Year Degree [N ass 2% 10%  0%%
Under $50,000 HH Income [ s 33% 14% 4% 5%
$50,000-5100,000 HHIncome [ a0 a7% 9%  0R%
Over $100,000 HH Income Sz a7% 15% 108
Active Military in HH - [z 32% 15% 12% %
No AM in Household [ ass 40% 13% 1%2%
white I ao% B
Non-white [ e 39% 19% ™% 6%
Conservative [T @0% 49% 16% 1% 4%
Middle of the Road [ s 37% 13% 3% 4%
Liberal ISR m—— 29% 1% [
Unsure Politically [0 ez 35% 10% 8% . 5%
u Major Issue Moderate Issue Minor Issue Natatallanissue | Don't Know

Page 50 of 59




2023 Survey Results:

How severe of an
issue do you believe
mental health is in

your community?

Major
Moderate
Minor

Not at all
Don't know

Total
Sample Sizes

North Country County Comparison — Graphically:

How severe of an issue do you believe mental health is in

your community?
2023 Results By County

35.7%,, | 28.8%, 41.8%, 37.7%
38.1%, | 46.8%, 35.3%, 37.8% s
139%, | 154%, 11.1%, 12.8% i
2%, 0.8%, 4.8%, 3.2%

10.2%, 8.2%, 6.9%, 8.5% o
100.0% | 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 20%

423 344 386 1153

Major Issue

1%
a2%
36% % Rl
15%
14% 13%
1% 10% &
10% 8% 704
gy
2% 19
0% =

Moderate Issue

mJefferson  Wlewis WSt lawrence [ Region

Minor Issue Nat at all an Issue Don't Know

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Major Issue” — By County:

45%

40%

35%

How severe of an issue do you believe mental health is in your community? (%
"Major Issue" - most recent past measurement =2017)

2016

2017 2018-2022 not measured

2023

St. Lawrence, 42%

Jefferson, 36%

Lewis, 29%

ional Three-county Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data):

-specific detailed cross-tabulations in Appendix Il

All North Country Participants
Jefferson County

Lewis County

St. Lawrence County
Males

Females

Age 18-39

Age 40-59

Age 60-69

Age 70+

No College

Some College

4+ Year Degree

Under $50,000 HH Income
$50,000-5100,000 HH Income
Over $100,000 HH Income
Active Military in HH

No AM in Household
White

Non-white

Conservative

Middle of the Road
Liberal

Unsure Politically

10%

= Major Issue

How severe of an issue do you believe mental health is in your community? (3-county region
combined)
30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
38% 13% % 8%
38% 14%
47% 15%

35% 1% 5%
40% 15% a% |
35% 11% 3% 8%
31% 14% 3% 5%
3% 10% % 9%
43% 16% 1% 0%
39% 14% 5% 16% |
39% 14% 6%  10%
34% 15% 1% 7%
a1% 8% 1% 7%
31% 16% 4%  10%
44% 12% 1% 6%
2% 9% 0% 7%
33% 13% 1% 1% |
38% 13% 2% 8%
38% 12% 2% 9%
3a% 17% 12% %
3% 12% 2% 8%
36% 18% EUAN
42% 9% a% 6%
27% 15% 9% | 14% I

Moderate Issue Minor Issue Natat all an Issue = Don't Know
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Table 41 — How severe of an issue do you believe alcohol abuse is in your community?

2023 Survey Results:

Major
Moderate
Minor

Not at all
Don't know
Total

How severe of an
issue do you believe
alcohol abuse is in

your community?

Sample Sizes

North Country County Comparison — Graphically:

35.7%, 24.6%, 32.0%, 32.9%
37.5%, 47.1%, 41.5%, 40.3% s0%
14.9%, 18.1%, 15.0%, 15.3% e
2.0%, 0.5%, 4.4%, 2.9% 3223%
9.8%, 9.8%, 7.1%, 8.6% o s
100.0% | 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 20%

423 343 387 1153 .

0%
Major Issue

How severe of an issue do you believe alcohol abuse is in

your community?

2023 Results By County
47%

%308

18
15¢ 5%15%

%
%
2% 196

Minor Issue Nat at all an Issue

Moderate Issue

mJefferson  Wlewis WSt lawrence [ Region

10%10%
7% 9%

Don't Know

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Major Issue” — By County:

How severe of an issue do you believe alcohol abuse is in your community? (%
"Major Issue" - most recent past measurement =2018)

50%

40%

30%

20%

0%
2016

2017

\ g ® Jefferson, 36%
\:- Lawrence, 32%
Lewis, 25%

2018

2019-2022 not measured

Regional Three-county Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data): (county-specific detailed cross-tabulations in Appendix Ii
How severe of an issue do you believe alcohol abuse is in your community? (3-county region
combined)
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
All North Country Participants 40% 15% 3% 9%
Jefferson County 38% 15% 10%
Lewis County a7% 18% 10%
St. Lawrence County 41% 15% %
Males 42% 19% 7%
Females 39% 12% 2% 10%
Age 18-39 38% 12% 5% 7%
Age 40-59 43% 18% 2% 9%
Age 60-69 43% 17% 0% 8%
Age 70+ 39% 16% 2% 13%
No College 34% 15% 5% 10%
Some College 46% 15% 1% 7%
Under $50,000 HH Income 32% 16% 3% 12%
$50,000-$100,000 HH Income 49% 14% 0% 4%
Over $100,000 HH Income 49% 16% 0% 7%
Active Military in HH 27% 13% 10% 11%
No AM in Household 42% 15% 2% 8%
White 42% 15% % 8%
Non-white 32% 22% 9% 8%
Conservative 44% 15% 0% 6%
Middle of the Road 42% 17% 1% 9%
Liberal 6% 9% 5% 8%
Unsure Politically 18% 21% 12% 14%
= Major Issue Moderate Issue Minor Issue Nat at all anIssue " Don't Know
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2023 Survey Results:

Major
How severe of an
issue do you believe
heroin, or other
opiate, abuse is in
your community?

Minor

Total

Sample Sizes

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Major Issue” — By County:

Moderate

Not at all
Don't know

North Country County Comparison — Graphically:

How severe of an issue do you believe heroin, or
other opiate, abuse is in your community?

56.9%, 2023 Results By County
21.0%, 32.6% 26.4%, ), 24.7% sk
9.0%,5 15.1%, 5.5%, 8.1% s0%
3.2%, 0.5%, 4.6%, 3.6% i
10.5%, 5 16.5%, 6.6% 9.4%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
423 344 387

Major Issue Moderate Issue

57%
56% i
5
33%
30% 5%
A

20% 15% 7%
1154 9% 3% il %

0% i % %%

=
0%

Minor Issue

Wlefferson  Wlewis MBSt Lawrence @ Region

Nat at all an Issue

Don't Know

80%

70%

60%

50%

20%

30%

20%

10%

0%

How severe of an issue do you believe heroin, or other opiate, abuse is in your
community? (% "Major Issue" - most recent past measurement =2018)

2016

2017

St. Lawrence, 57%
Jefferson, 56%

Lewis, 35%

2018 2019-2022 not measured 2023

-specific detailed cross-tabulations in Appendix Il

All North Country Participants
lefferson County

Lewis County

St. Lawrence County
Males

Females

Age 18-39

Age 40-59

Age 60-69

Age 70+

No College

Some College

4+ Year Degree

Under $50,000 HH Income
$50,000-$100,000 HH Income
Over $100,000 HH Income
Active Military in HH

No AM in Househeld
White

Non-white

Conservative

Middle of the Road
Liberal

Unsure Politically

10% 20%

(3-county region combined)

30%

40% 50% 60% T0%

How severe of an issue do you believe heroin, or other opiate, abuse is in your community?

80% 90% 100%

= Major Issue

Moderate Issue

22%
25%
30%

21%

18%
30%

15%

22% 6% 11%

25%

24% 12%

17%

Minor Issue Nat at all anIssue = Don't Know

12%

4%

8% 4% [ em
9% % %

7% 6% | 10%

8% 2% 8%
8% 2% 8%

% 1% 1%

10% 2% 1%
A% s% 1%
12% %
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2023 Survey Results:

North Country County Comparison — Graphically:

Major
How severe of an
issue do you believe
prescriptive drug
abuse is in your
community?

Moderate
Minor

Not at all
Don't know
Total

Sample Sizes

How severe of an issue do you believe prescriptive drug
o abuse is in your community?
39.6%, 0% 30% 2023 Results By County
29.3%, 39.0%, 35.5%, 33.1% 0% 37T =
11.7%,p 18.5%, 9.4%, 11.4% S5
3.5%, 0.9%, 4.6%, 3.7% 4
15.9%, 17.2%, 14.0%, 15.2% % 19% o
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 1% e
9%
423 341 387 1151 Lo
% %
ol
0%
Major Issue Moderate Issue Minor Issue Nat at all an Issue Don't Know
W Jefferson  Wlewis MBSt Llawrence @ Region

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Major Issue” — By County:

60%

40%

0%

How severe of an issue do you believe prescriptive drug abuse is in your
community? (% "Major Issue" - most recent past measurement=2018)

Jefferson, 40%
St. Lawrence, 37%

® Lewis, 24%

2018 2019-2022 not measured 2023

Regional Three-county Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data): (county-specific detailed cross-tabulations in Appendix II)

All North Country Participants
lJefferson County

Lewis County

St. Lawrence County
Males

Females

Age 18-39

Age 40-59

Age 60-69

Age 70+

No College

Some College

4+ Year Degree

Under $50,000 HH Income
$50,000-$100,000 HH Income
Over $100,000 HH Income
Active Military in HH

No AM in Household
White

Non-white

Conservative

Middle of the Road
Liberal

Unsure Politically

county region combined)

How severe of an issue do you believe prescriptive drug abuse is in your community? (3-

10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 20%
33% 11% a% 1%
29% 12%
39% 19%
36% 9%
33% 12%
33% 10% 3% 15%
26%
38% 15%
32%
31%

39% 12% 0% 1%

27% 10%

32%
25% 6% 11%
34% 12% 2% 1a%
34% 12% 3% 1%
26% 12% 12% S %
38% 1% 1% 1%
31% 15% 3% 1%
a1% 8% s% . 1%
21% 7% 12% 1%
= Major Issue Moderate Issue Minor Issue Nat at all an Issue " Don't Know

Page 54 of 59

100%




2023 Survey Results:

North Country County Comparison — Graphically:

Women's Reproductive Rights - Which do you agree with?
"Choosing abortion isa woman's right, and society should protect
Attitude Regarding Strongly A 55.2%, 48.7%, 54.2%, 54.1% that right.”
Women’s Somewhat A 22.9%, 17.4%, 21.3%, 21.6% or
Reproductive Rights: Somewhat B 10.2%, 14.1%, 10.0%, 10.6% “Abertions moral ’};";';;":i’u:g sg:i:ty shauld prohibiticy
A= Woman's Right;  strongly B 11.7%, 19.8%, 14.4%, 13.8% a0k 75% % 6% e
B=MorallyWrong ) 100.0% | 100.0% |  100.0% 100.0% 0%
Sample Sizes 405 337 373 1115 ot
50%
0%
30%
20%
10%
0%
Woman's Right Morally Wrong
W jefferson Mlewis MBSt Lawrence @ Region

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Woman’s right” — By County:

Statement A: "Choosing abortion is a woman's right, and society should protect
that right."
Statement B: "Abortion is morally wrong, and society should prohibit it."
"% Agreeing with Statement A"

‘——_\’—‘.):;;féﬁ
O, e ep—

Jefferson, 78%
St. Lawrence, 76%

Lewis, 66%

2018 2019 2020 2021-2022 not measured 2023

ional Three-county Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data):

-specific detailed cross-tabulations in Appendix Il

0% 10%
All North Country Participants
Jefferson County
Lewis County
St. Lawrence County
Males
Females
Age18-39
Age 40-59
Age 60-69
Age 70+
No College
Some College
4+ Year Degree
Under $50,000 HH Income
$50,000-$100,000 HH Income
Over $100,000 HH Income
Active Military in HH
No AM in Household
White
Non-white
Conservative
Middle of the Road
Liberal

Unsure Politically

Women's Reproductive Rights - Which do you agree with? (3-county region combined)
20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 0% BO% 90% 100%
8%
2%
34%
2a%
2%
17%
20%
-
29%
25%
17%
25%
5%
2%
2%
5%
-
-
aa%
-
34%
= Woman's Right Morally Wrong
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2023 Survey Results: North Country County Comparison — Graphically:

Current Occupation

Retired 22.1%, 29.5%,,5, 29.6%;, 26.3% 2023 Results By County

Not currently employed 1.4%, 0.0%' 2.5%, 1.8% 60% 7%

Homemaker 4.9%, 2.9%,, 2.0%, 3.4% SENEN

Student 1.2%, 6.1%, 1.1%, 1.7% 50%

Military 20.1%, 1.8%; 0.2%, 9.1%

Managerial 4.4%, 1.5%, 3.4%, 3.6% 40%

Medical 3.1%, 6.2%,, 10.2%;, 6.6%

Professional/Technical 6.9%, 9.0%, 5.1%, 6.3% 0% 2o

Sales 2.0%, 6.3% 3.1%,, 2.9%

Clerical 4.6%, 1.5%, 6.7%, 5.2% 20%

Service 4.4%, 4.6%, 4.3%, 4.4% e

Blue-collar 5.4%, 13.2%;, 16.6%;, 11.3% 10% — 5“3%”‘”‘ 6% - 6% ™ %5%
Teacher/Education 5.6%, 5.6%, 5.6%, 5.6% 1%, 15% h h
Self-employed 7.0%, 10.3%, 5.1%, 6.5% 0% =" 1—

Not Sure 0.0%" 0.0%' 0.3%, 0.1% Retired Unemployed Homemaker Student Emfvbyad for  self-employed Disabled
Disabled 6.8%, 1.4%, 4.3%, 5.0% mlefferson mlewis @St Lawrence .n:;n‘m

Other 0.0%' 0.0%' 0.0%' 0.0%

Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Sample Sizes 419 346 383 1148

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Retired” — By County:

Current Occupation (% "Retired")
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2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

2021

St. Lawrence, 30%
Lewis, 20%

Jefferson, 22%

2022 2023

Regional Three-county Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data): (county-specific detailed cross-tabulations in Appendix Il)

$
E

All North Country Participants
lefferson County

Lewis County

St. Lawrence County

Males

Females

Age 18-39

Age 40-58

Age 60-69

Age 70+
No College
Some College
4+ Year Degree
Under $50,000 HH Income
$50,000-$100,000 HH Income
Over $100,000 HH Income
Active Military in HH
No AM in Household
White

Non-white

Conservative

Middle of the Road

Liberal

Unsure Politically

= Retired Not retired

Current Occupation - Retired? (3-county region combined)

20% 30% a0% 50% 80%

13%

100%
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2023 Survey Results:

Conservative
Middle of the Road
Liberal

Don't Know

Total

30.5%,

39.8%,

32.7%,

Sample Sizes

45.6%, 37.0%,.5 32.0%, 38.6%
9.6%, 15.1%, 19.0%, 14.4%
14.2%, 8.2%, 16.2%, 14.5%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
409 345 380 1134

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Middle of the Road” — By County:

North Country County Comparison — Graphically:

How would you describe your political beliefs?
2023 Results By County
50% 6%
20% 7% 3%
33%
30%
2 3925%
20%
14% 14% 15%14%
1%
9%
0% %% 8% %] i 8%|
T ml
Very Conservative Conservative Middle of the Road Liberal Very Liberal Don't Know
mJefferson mlewis @St Lawrence @Region

60%

50%

40%

30%

20%

10%

0%

2008 2009

Political Beliefs (% "Middle of the Road")

2011 2012

2014 2015

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

Jefferson, 46%

Lewis, 37%

St. Lawrence, 32%

All North Country Participants

lefferson County
Lewis County

St. Lawrence County
Males

Females

Age 18-39

Age 40-59

Age 60-69

Age 70+

No College

Some Callege

$50,000-5100,000 HH Income
Over $100,000 HH Income
Active Military in HH

No AM in Household

White

Non-white

Conservative

Middle of the Road

Liberal

Unsure Palitically

™ Conservative

|
e
|
e
4+ Year Degree
Under $50,000 HH Income
T

35%

32%

43%

Middle of the Road

50% 60% 70% 80% 20% 100%
39% 14% T
46% to%  [aAw
37% 15% 8%
32% 19% e
33% 12% I T
a4% 16% R

a2% 12% [

39% 1% | 5%

38% 18% 8%

34% 9% s
a1% 15% %

4% 24% A%
a0% 14% o
35% 15% oo

3% 14% %

s e
40% 15%

38% 15%

100%

100%

Liberal = Not sure
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Table 47 — What do you think is the single largest issue that is facing residents of the North
Country right now?

2023 Survey Results: North Country County Comparison — Graphically:

‘What do you think is the single largest issue that is facing residents of the North
Country right now?

Inflation/Cost of Living 23.8%, 37.8%, 29.5%,p, 0% 38% 2023 Results By County

Unemployment/Jobs 10.3%, 7.2%, 14.8%, 12.0%

Affordable Housing 10.4%, 4.5%, 7.6%, 8.4% ez
?'“g'et:]a'??s‘ Homelessness 12.0%, 2.0% 3.9%, 7.1% -
issue that is o o o o o
facing residents D"U9% 5.2%, 5.4%, 8.4%, 6.7% - . N
of the North Crime 4.6%, 1.4%, 9.0%, 6.2% 10% ™ P Py, — L —
Country right Healthcare 4.7%, 4.1%, 7.8%, 6.1% i m dj m
now? Other Issues 29.1%, 37.5%, 19.0%, 25.4% o Inflation/ Castof ~ Unemployment/Jobs Affordable Housing  Homelessness Drugs Crime. Healthcare

Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% i BicHerson Wlewds WSt Lowrence  DRegion

Sample Sizes 388 335 373 1096

Trend Analysis — Rate of “Inflation/Cost of Living” — By County:

What do you think is the single largest issue that is facing residents
of the North Country right now? (% "Inflation/Cost of Living")

60%
50%

40%
Lewis, 38%

. ’\‘ St. Lawrence, 30%
Jefferson, 24%

20%

10%

0%
2022 2023

Regional Three-county Combined Cross-tabulations (using 2023 data): (county-specific detailed cross-tabulations in Appendix Il

What do you think is the single largest issue that is facing residents of the North Country right
now? (3-county region combined)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Some College

4+ Year Degree

Under $50,000 HH Income
$50,000-$100,000 HH Income
Over $100,000 HH Income
Active Military in HH

No AM in Household
White

Non-white

Conservative

Middle of the Road

Liberal

Unsure Palitically

o Inflation/ Cost of Living

Unemployment/Jobs

All North Country Participants 12% 8% 7% 7% 6% 6% [ aswo
Jefferson County 10% 10% 12% 5% 5% 5% DOEsme
Lewis County 7% a% 2% 5% 1% 4% EE—_—

5t. Lawrence County 15% 8% 4% 8% 9% _
Males 14% 5% 6% 9% 6% 4% ISE———

Females 10% 11% 9% 5% 6% 1% L aw

Age 18-39 13% % 3% 11% & sx  EEE

Age 40-59 14% 10% 7% 5% 7% 4% DG

Age 60-69 8% 10% a% 5% 1% Cos% s

Age 70+ 10% 5% 9% 3% 4% e% [ SeE——

No College 15% % 9% 6% 6% 5% s

9% 9% 5% 8% 7% &%  [EE
13% 10% 6% s% 5% 9% S
9% 7% 10% 8% a% 7% [ESsE
14% 1% % 6% 8% 6% [zas
13% % 4% 4% 0% e%  [ESE™
19% 6% 3% 3% 1% AR I —
1% 9% 7% 7% 7% 5%
12% 8% 8% 6% 7% 6% [IEEm—m—
15% 12% 2% e% w16 s% G
8% a% 5% 3% 7% en G-
10% 12% 1% 9% s% 6% [z
15% 11% 5% 7% 6% | s% R
2a% 4% 5% 8% s% 6% S

Affordable Housing Homelessness Drugs Crime  mwHealthcare  m Other Issues
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Section 4 - Final Comments

This report is a presentation of the information collected from approximately 21,500 interviews of adult residents of
Jefferson, Lewis, and St. Lawrence Counties, New York conducted between 2000 and 2023. 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 available for use by any citizen
or organization in the community. If you use 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
1220 Coffeen Street
Watertown, NY 13601
Telephone: (315) 786-2264

Joel LalLone, Director jlalone@sunyjefferson.edu
www.sunyjefferson.edu/community/community-studies/

The Twenty-fifth Annual North Country Survey of the Communities is tentatively scheduled for October 2024.
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Appendix |
Detailed County-specific 2000-2023 Trends in Tabular Format

Section 3.1 — Community Quality-of-Life Indicators

Table 7 — SUMMARY of “Trends” in Jefferson County — Years 2000-2023 — All 21 Quality-of-life Indicators
Compared Across Time and to the Long-term Average — Rate of Responding “Excellent or Good”

Indicator 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 Avg.

eyl 63 | 63 | 64 | 63 | 63 | 61 | 60 | 63 | 65| 61 | 63 59 61 60 65 s8 |67 71 [ 75 |67 ] - |eo]60|57]| 64
kil 65 | 61 | 61 | 63 | 61 | 62| 62 | 63 ]| 64 | 61 | 56 60 62 60 64 | 69 |oa] 68 | 68 ] - | - ]|59]60]|e0] 62
LTt 66 | o6 | 64 | 65 | 64 | 58 | 64 | 61 | 65 | 64 | 63 61 64 59 63 61 | 72| 59 |67 | - |60 | -4 4]| 62
e 64 | 50 | 56 | 56 | 53 | 57 | 60 | 65| 62 | 54 | 58 55 58 60 54 63 | 66 | 67 | 66 | 62| 66 | 60 | 50 | 49 | 59
Shoppingoppr i es 56 | 51 |46 | 48| s2]s7eo| || 57 |50 62 64 64 63 67 | 64| 62 | 62 | - | - |50] 45|46 ]| 58
LORTESER T 63 | 58 | 61 | 55| 58 | 58 | 56 | 59| 63 | 60 | 57 55 54 52 55 | 49 |es| 67 | 65 | 61| 59| -] 52|5]| 58
[IRTP e 53 | 52 | 53 | 50|56 53] 50 50] 40| 40 |5t 48 53 52 51 52 | 73| e8 |67 | 65| 71| -] 65| 65] 56
Ava abi yofous g - -l -1-1-137]3|4]s50] 55 |s7 51 48 56 64 63 | 66| 58 | s8 |51 -] -]27]26] 50
Hea hea o qual 49 | 45 | 51 | 49|50 ] 50515051 | 44 |ar 4 48 49 46 41 | 52| 56 | 59 | 528 | - |43 42| 49
Ve hare acess 51 | 44 |47 |47 | 45|47 |48| 00| &1 |43 43 46 4 44 | 49 | 54| 56 | 59| - | - |er]| 4] 4] 48
e - -l-1-1-1-1-1-1-1-1- - - - - - 48| 4 |45 | -] -|-]3]|3]| #
o 40 | 36 | 40|38 | 30|30 |38 |43]4| 38 |3 38 43 40 #“ 47 | 32| 50 | 49 |35 - | -]34]|3]| 40
[p—— - -l -1-1-1-1-1-1- - |- - - - - -] 4 M |3s] -]3]3]32] 37
il — | - | - | - | 34|36 |41 |3 ]3| 32 |3 3 |4 4 45 | 42 |43 30 |39 ) -] -[3s]2]|2]| 37
oo yoiye _ _ -1 -1-1=-1-1- - - - - - - - | 38 42 3| -1 -]133]24]3 34
ey 30 | 26 | 24 | 27 | 23 | 26| 27 | 26| 28| 43 | 43 4 40 35 39 47 | 25| 36 | 40 |35 - | -|34]|34] 33
Availabilty o childca e - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 4 4 39 - - 27|15 16 30
bbbl 28 | 16 | 18 | 18 | 20 | 24 | 29 | 31 | 24| 15 | 19 19 23 23 23 32 | 23| 3 | 36 |32]35|28]24|20] 25
Ava abi yof good obs 17 7 oo mm]15)220]s)20]| 9 |4 1" 15 15 13 18 | 17| 23 | 28 | 25|32 |30 |32]32] 19
Gos ofone gy 8 7 ol 798| 7]s]s] o] 8 9 12 7 20 Jar| 35 |30 |-]-|-11]|a3] 13
Rea stao aes 5 ] 11 J1o]olnnfj12fwo]sfw] 10]10 12 11 12 9 1 )11 ] 20 | 23817 -]2]15]15] 13

Table 8 — SUMMARY of “Trends” in Lewis County — Years 2007-2023 — All 20 Quality-of-life Indicators
Compared Across Time and to the Long-term Average — Rate of Responding “Excellent or Good”

Indicator 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2020

foerpere 33 | 89 [ 90| 90|86 |9o1]|8s]|86[o0| 83 |85| 88 - 86 79 | 78 |84 | 86
(ORTPTE T 82 | 84 | 85|84 |80 |87 | 75| 73|83 85 | 80| 79 - 78 76 | 65 | 76| 80
kel 78 | 80 |78 | 70|74 | 83| 73| 75| 72| 72 | 74 - |0 - 66 |69 | 77| 74
PSR 74 | 82 | 73|78 | 73|77 |71 | 75| 77| 81 | 77| 79 | 74| 78 66 | 54 |68 | 74
[Tt 70 | 77 | 6o |78 | 74| 75| 68 | 73| 66 | 72 | 64 - |7a]| 76 62 | 56 | 62| 70
o hea o ual y 74 | 75 |71 |70 |64 |79 | 68|71 |69| 63 | 70| 61 - 65 55 | 51 | 52| 66
Hea hcare acess 63 | 64 |63 |66 |61 |72]|58|55]66| 61 |72 - |es - 53 | 43 | 47| 61
ARl 55 | 64 | 62| 65| 61| 70| 54| 65|57 57 |54 - 46 - 39 | 26 | 33| 54
Ava bl yofhous g - -1-1-1-1-1-1-1]163] 60 J&1]| 58 | - - 42 | 25 | 36| 49
FHTDeT 48 | 53 | 45| 44|51 |52|42|43]45] 54 |49 - |s5| - 39 | 42|45 47
Aocos onghareducaton [N - |38|42|36|46|41]|37|45]| 49 |47| 46 |56| - 42 |53 |54| 45
Countygove nment 43 | 46 |33 |32|41|39|35]|40)45)] 44 |a5]| 44 | - - 39 |38 |35| 40
[T 35 | 40 | 35| 33| 28|38 31|36 34| 36 |30 - 34| - 28 | 28 | 39| 34
bl - | - | - | - - |- -]|-1]35]| 37 |4 - |35] - 27 | 25 | 31| 33
e 27 | 34 |26 | 29|31 |35]20|30|27| 20 41| 31 - - 27 | 26 | 36| 31
Avalabilty o childca o = = = = = = = - |43 ] 42 | 42 - 27 - 21 18 | 19| 30
SRR 35 | 21 |21 | 23| 19|30 [19] 2431 30 |36] 45 |35]| 37 29 | 20 |29 28
cas ofene 22 | 22 |26 | 22|31 |30|30]|26]31| 38 |43 - 35| - 21 | 14 | 19| 27
Rea estae aves 25 | 22 |18] 192027 2216 ]| 21| 21 | 28 24 - - 18 17 |13 21
ERCET N 17 | 13 |11 ] 13| 10| 13|16 ]16]15] 16 J24] 26 | 25| 25 36 | 36]35] 20 |

60



Table 9 — SUMMARY of “Trends” in St. Lawrence County — Years 2015-2023 — All 20 Quality-of-life Indicators

Table 10 — Cultural/Entertainment Opportunities

77
73
65
66
61
66
59
53
55

45
35
27
34
35
34
21
18
22
10

72
67
67
60
59
54
57
52
48
39
38
26
31
30
34
32
20
19
18
12

7
70
72
67
60
64
49
50
47
38
1M
30
35
36
40
30
18
21
19
15

76

72

54

51

34
36

7
60

55
60
44

75
73
49
59
51
45
42
42
30
38
20
29
27
24
16

21
10
13
28

70
63
57
54
42
44
33
36
24
39
23
35
27
23
13
22
17
18
16
16

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson County :

Excellent
Good

Ex+Good

Fair
Poor

Don’t Know

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Lewis County :

Excellent
Good
Ex+Good

Fair

Poor

Don’t know

2000

2001

2002 2003 2004 2005 2006

2007

Compared Across Time and to the Long-term Average — Rate of Responding “Excellent or Good”

Average

5%  Excellent
35% Good
40% Ex+Good
34% Fair
23% Poor

3%  Don't know

2009
4%
22%
26%
43%
28%
3%

2011
4%
28%
32%
41%
23%
5%

2012
4%
32%
36%
42%
22%
0%

3%
27%
30%
38%
30%
2%

3%
24%
27%
43%
29%
1%

6%
29%
35%
40%
22%
3%

7%
29%
36%
31%
31%
2%

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for St. Lawrence County :

100%

Average

4%  Excellent
27% Good

31% Ex+Good
42% Fair

24% Poor

3% Don't know
100%

Average

6%  Excellent
25% Good

31% Ex+Good
39% Fair
27% Poor

3% Don't know
100%

Maximum Minimum

8% 4%
43% 27%
50% 32%
49% 31%
30% 11%
5% 2%

Maximum Minimum

6% 2%
38% 22%
41% 26%
46% 36%
30% 13%
5% 0%

Maximum Minimum

9% 2%
29% 22%
36% 27%
44% 31%
31% 22%
4% 1%



Table 11 — Cost of Energy

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson County :

Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair
Poor

Don’t Know

Excellent
Good

Ex+Good 22%
Fair 31%
Poor

Don’t know 3%

Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair

Poor

Don’t Know

Excellent

Good

Ex+Good 63%
Fair 27%
Poor 9%
Don’t know 1%

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 K 2007 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 Average
2%  Excellent
11% Good
13% Ex+Good
28% Fair
53% Poor
6% Don't know
100%
Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Lewis County :
2010{20112012| 2013 Average
2% | 3% | 4% | 3% | 3% | 1% | 4% 3%  Excellent
24%19% 28%|27%| 27% 25% | 27% 24% Good
22% | 26% | 22% | 32% | 30% | 30% | 26% | 31% | 38% | 43% 34% 21% | 14% | 18% 27% Ex+Good
30% |32% 33% 29%|32%|43% 44% 39%| 38% |38% 38% 41% | 31% |35% 36% Fair
44% | 48% | 38% 40%)|36% ) 36%|25%|29%|29%| 21% |14% 22% 36% | 53% [42% 34% Poor
0% |3% | 6% 4% (3% |3% 1% 2% | 3% | 5% 5% 2% | 3% | 4% 3% Don't know
100%
Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for St. Lawrence County :
Average
7% 5%  Excellent
23% 22% Good
30% 27% Ex+Good
46% 39% Fair
21% 32% Poor
4% 3% Don't know
100%
Table 12 — Healthcare Access
Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson County :
2000 2001 2003 | 2004 | 2005 2006 = 2007 2018 2019 | 2020 | 2021 Average
8%  Excellent
40% Good
48% Ex+Good
30% Fair
18% Poor
4% Don't know
100%
Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Lewis County :
2010{20112012| 2013 Average
20% 16% 18%|14% | 11% 14%  Excellent
46%) 46%|55% | 44% | 45% 47% Good
64% | 63% | 66% | 62% | 73% | 58% | 56% | 66% | 61% | 72% 68% 54% | 43% | 47% 61% Ex+Good
24% |24% | 26%  25%|17%|28% 32% 24%| 23% |20% 21% 28% | 42% |42% 27% Fair
1% (1% 7% (12% 10%|11%12%| 8% | 14% | 7% 9% 17% | 13% | 9% 11% Poor
2% | 2% | 1% | 2% | 0% | 3% | 0% | 2% | 2% | 1% 3% 1% | 2% | 2% 2% Don't know
100%
Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for St. Lawrence County :
Average
9%  Excellent
40% Good
48% Ex+Good
31% Fair
19% Poor
1% Don't know
100%

62

Maximum Minimum

6%
30%
35%
39%
69%
10%

1%
6%
7%
21%
20%
2%

Maximum Minimum

5%
38%
43%
44%
53%

6%

1%
12%
14%
29%
14%

0%

Maximum Minimum

9%
28%
34%
46%
51%

5%

1%
11%
12%
34%
21%

1%

Maximum Minimum

17%
50%
67%
34%
23%
8%

6%
31%
41%
25%

5%

2%

Maximum Minimum

20%
55%
73%
42%
17%
3%

7%
36%
43%
17%

7%

0%

Maximum Minimum

14%
45%
56%
38%
31%
2%

3%
33%
36%
27%
13%

0%



Table 13 — Healthcare Quality

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson County :
2002 | 2003 2004 2005 2006 = 2007

Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair
Poor

Don’t Know

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results

Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair

Poor

Don’t know

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results

2000

2001

2020 2021 2022 Average
9%  Excellent
41% Good
49% Ex+Good
31% Fair
16%
3% Don't know

Poor

2009
19%
52%
71%
19%
8%
2%

2010
20%
51%
71%
22%
7%
1%

for Lewis County :
201120122013
19%(17%| 20% | 13%
45%)62% | 48% |57%
64% | 79% | 68% | 70%
23%|15%| 22% | 20%
11%| 6% | 8% |10%
3% | 0% | 2% | 0%

18%
51%
69%
23%
6%
2%

8%
MN%
49%
35%
15%
1%

13%
37%
50%
30%
19%
0%

8%
46%
54%
30%
13%
2%

for St. Lawrence County :

Table 14 — Access to Higher Education

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson County :

Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair

Poor

Don’t Know

Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair
Poor

Don’t know

100%

Average
16% Excellent
50% Good
66% Ex+Good
23% Fair
9%  Poor
2% Don't know

100%

Average
8%  Excellent
41% Good
49% Ex+Good
34% Fair
17%
1% Don't know
100%

Poor

2019 2020 2021

2001 2003 ' 2004 2005 2006
Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair
Poor
Don't know
Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Lewis County :
2010/ 2011/ 2012|2013 Average
9% | 6% 13%| 8% | 8% 9%  Excellent
33%)31%|33% 33%|29% 36% Good
42% | 37% | 46% | 41% | 37% 45% Ex+Good
28%21%|28%  28%|28% 27% Fair
27%)37%|25% 28%|32% 24% Poor
3% | 5% | 2% | 3% | 3% 3% Don't know
100%
Average
31% Excellent
43% Good
74% Ex+Good
17% Fair
7%  Poor
2% Don't know
100%

63

Maximum Minimum

15% 6%
46% 31%
59% 42%
35% 27%
21% 8%
6% 1%

Maximum Minimum

24% 10%
62% 41%
79% 51%
34% 15%
19% 4%

5% 0%

Maximum Minimum

14% 3%
46% 31%
59% 34%
41% 29%
24% 11%
2% 0%

Maximum Minimum

24% 15%
51% 41%
75% 57%
29% 16%
13% 4%

7% 3%

Maximum Minimum

13% 6%
46% 29%
56% 37%
36% 21%
37% 15%
5% 2%

Maximum Minimum

37% 25%
47% 35%
80% 70%
21% 14%
9% 5%
3% 1%



Table 15 — Public Outdoor Recreational Opportunities

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson County :
2002 | 2003 2004 2005 2006 = 2007

2000 2001
Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair

Poor

Don’t Know

2018 2019 2020 2021

Average
17% Excellent
45% Good
62% Ex+Good
24% Fair
12%
2% Don't know

Poor

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Lewis County :
200920102011 2012|2013
41%)34%)28% | 30%| 36% | 36% | 35%
Good 37%|36% 47%|53%) 38%  40%|36%
Ex+Good 78% 80% | 78% | 70% | 75% | 83% | 74% | 76% | 71% 72% 74%
Fair 17% | 12% | 14%22%|16% | 9% |16%|11% 18%| 20% 17%
Poor 5% | 6% | 8% | 7% | 7% | 7% | 9% |12%| 9% | 6% | 7%
Don’t know 0% | 3% 1% | 2% | 2% | 1% | 2% | 1% | 1% | 2% | 1%

Excellent

71%
19%
9%
1%

67%

20%

1%
2%

69% | 78%
20% | 15%
10% | 8%
1% | 0%

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for St. Lawrence County :

21% 19%
46% 39%
67% 58%
21% 25%
1% 16%

1% 1%

Table 16 — Quality of the Environment

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson County :

2000 2001 2003 | 2004 | 2005 2006 = 2007
Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair

Poor

Don’t Know

2020 2021

2022

100%

Average
359% Excellent
39% Good
74% Ex+Good
16% Fair
8%  Poor
1% Don't know

100%

Average
24% Excellent
37% Good
62% Ex+Good
24% Fair
13%
1% Don't know

100%

Poor

Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair

Poor

Don't know

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Lewis County :
2010{20112012| 2013
35%34%) 30% 37% 35% 37%
Good 55%  55%|56%|55% | 49% |48%
Ex+Good 83% 89% | 90% | 89% | 86% | 92% | 84% | 85% | 89% | 84% | 85%
Fair 15% | 7% | 9% | 8% |12% 8% |14%| 9% | 9% | 13% 13%
Poor 3% | 3% (1% 2% | 2% (1% | 2% | 4% | 1% | 3% | 2%
Don’t know 0% | 1% |10% 1% | 1% | 0% | 1% | 1% 1% | 1% | 0%

Excellent

88%
10%
2%
0%

86%
13%
1%
1%

79%
18%
2%
1%

78%
19%
3%
1%

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for St. Lawrence County :

64

Average
34% Excellent
52% Good
86% Ex+Good
12% Fair
2%  Poor
1% Don't know

100%

Average
22% Excellent
49% Good
71% Ex+Good
22% Fair
7%  Poor
1% Don't know

100%

Maximum Minimum

27% 13%
53% 37%
69% 56%
27% 21%
16% 7%
5% 1%

Maximum Minimum

46% 28%
53% 32%
83% 67%
22% 9%
12% 5%
3% 0%

Maximum Minimum

32% 18%
46% 32%
67% 55%
29% 20%
16% 11%
3% 1%

Maximum Minimum

24% 8%
59% 40%
73% 48%
38% 21%
16% 3%
3% 0%

Maximum Minimum

40% 25%
61% 46%
92% 78%
19% 7%
4% 1%
1% 0%

Maximum Minimum

27% 17%
56% 46%
76% 63%
26% 15%
11% 3%

2% 0%



Table 17 — County Government (preceding 2016, “Local Government” was the survey question)

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson County :
2000 2001 | 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 = 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 | 2015 2016 2017 | 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 AVIgeleld Maximum Minimum

Excellent 4%  Excellent 7% 2%
Good 33% Good 43% 26%
Ex+Good 37% Ex+Good 45% 30%
Fair 35% Fair 36% 33%
Poor 15% Poor 20% 12%
Don’t Know 12% Don't know 15% 10%

100%

sis — Detailed Results for Lewis County :
2007 | 2008 | 2009 2010|2011 2012| 2013|2014 2015| 2016 2019 2020 2021 Average Maximum Minimum

Excellent 4%  Excellent 6% 3%
Good 37% Good 42% 32%
Ex+Good 41% Ex+Good 45% 35%
Fair 36% Fair 38% 34%
Poor 16% Poor 23% 11%
Don’t know 7% Don't know 9% 4%

100%

sis — Detailed Results
Average Maximum Minimum

2% 3%  Excellent 4% 1%
30%. 29% Good 34% 24%
32% 32% Ex+Good 36% 26%
38%. 41% Fair 47% 37%
23% 20% Poor 27% 12%
7% 7%  Don't know 10% 3%

100%

Table 18 — Your City, Town, or Village Government Government (preceding 2016, “Local Government” was the survey question)

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson County :
2000 2001 | 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 & 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 | 2015 2016 2017 | 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 AVIEeleld Maximum Minimum

Excellent 6%  Excellent 8% 5%
Good 35% Good 43% 26%
Ex+Good 41% Ex+Good 48% 31%
Fair 34% Fair 36% 32%
Poor 15% Poor 21% 11%
Don’t Know 10% Don't know 14% 6%
100%
Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Lewis County :
2007 | 2008 | 2009 2010|2011 2012| 2013|2014 2015| 2016 2019 2021 Average Maximum Minimum
Excellent 5%  Excellent 7% 3%
Good 43% Good 51% 34%
Ex+Good 48% Ex+Good 55% 39%
Fair 35% Fair 41% 29%
Poor 12% Poor 15% 9%
Don’t know 6% Don't know 9% 5%
100%
Average Maximum Minimum
5%  Excellent 8% 3%
33% Good 36% 30%
39% Ex+Good 39% 38%
34% Fair 37% 31%
22% Poor 25% 21%
5%  Don't know 8% 2%
100%
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Table 19 — Real Estate Taxes

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson County :

Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair

Poor

Don’t Know

Excellent

Good

Ex+Good 25%
Fair 37%

Poor
Don’t know 5%

Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair
Poor

Don’t Know

Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair
Poor

Don’t know

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2019 | 2020 | 2021 Average
2%  Excellent
11% Good
13% Ex+Good
33% Fair
40% Poor
14% Don't know
100%
Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Lewis County :
2010{20112012| 2013 Average
1% | 2% | 1% | 0% | 2% | 1% | 2% 3% 2%  Excellent
17%|17%| 18% | 26%|21% 16% 19% 25% 19% Good
22% | 18% | 19% | 19% | 26% | 23% | 17% | 21% | 21% | 28% | 25% 18% | 17% | 13% 21% Ex+Good
36% |36% 33%) 37%)|32%|32% 38% 38%| 39% |38%| 37% 36% | 35% |34% 36% Fair
33% | 37% |42%|41%)|37%|34% 38%40% 33% 35% 24%| 31% 40% | 42% | 42% 37% Poor
6% | 5% | 8% | 7% 7% 8% | 6% | 8% 5% 10% 8% 6% | 6% [10% 7%  Don't know
100%
Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for St. Lawrence County :
Average
1% | 2% 2%  Excellent
17%|17% 15% Good
18% | 19% 17% Ex+Good
32%) 35% 35% Fair
38%38% 40% Poor
1% 7% 9% Don't know
100%
Table 20 - Policing and Crime Control
Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson County :
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 K 2007 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 Average
15% Excellent
47% Good
62% Ex+Good
26% Fair
9% Poor
3% Don't know
100%
Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Lewis County :
2009 201020112012/ 2013 Average
16%|18%| 14%20% 15% 14% 14% 16% Excellent
53%|60%| 60% |55%)|53% 59%  52% 53% Good
69% | 78% | 74% | 75% | 68% | 73% | 66% 70% Ex+Good
21%| 16% 18%|17%| 26% | 21%|23% 21% Fair
10%| 4% | 7% | 7% | 4% | 6% | 12% 8%  Poor
0% | 2% | 1% | 1% | 3% | 0% | 0% 1% Don't know
100%
Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for St. Lawrence County :
Average
13% Excellent
43% Good
57% Ex+Good
30% Fair
13% Poor
1% Don't know
100%
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Maximum Minimum

5%
18%
23%
37%
50%
19%

0%
7%
8%
29%
30%
9%

Maximum Minimum

3%
26%
28%
39%
42%
10%

0%
11%
13%
32%
24%

5%

Maximum Minimum

3%
19%
22%
42%
45%
11%

1%
11%
13%
28%
34%

7%

Maximum Minimum

26%
58%
72%
37%
12%
6%

9%
36%
46%
21%

5%

2%

Maximum Minimum

23%
60%
78%
28%
12%
4%

10%
46%
56%
16%
4%
0%

Maximum Minimum

19%
50%
66%
36%
23%
2%

8%
36%
44%
22%

6%

0%



Table 21 — Availability of Good Jobs

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson County :

Excellent

Good

Ex+Good
Fair
Poor

Don’t Know

2001

2002 ' 2003 2004

2005 = 2006

Excellent

Good

Ex+Good

Fair

Poor

Don’t know

Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair

Poor

Don’t Know

Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair

Poor

Don’t know

Average
2%  Excellent
16% Good
19% Ex+Good
31% Fair
46% Poor
4% Don't know
100%
Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Lewis County :
2010{20112012| 2013 Average
3% | 0% | 0% | 3% | 0% | 2% 3%  Excellent
11%|10%|13%| 12% | 16%|13% 18% Good
14% | 10% | 13% | 15% | 16% | 15% 36% 21% Ex+Good
28%|29%| 43%  29%|30%| 36% 33% 36% Fair
55%57%|44% 53%53% 48% 27% 41% Poor
4% | 4% | 1% | 2% | 1% | 1% 4% 2% Don't know
100%
Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for St. Lawrence County :
Average
3% 2% | 2% | 1% | 7% 3%  Excellent
12%|13%| 14%  12%|18% 14% Good
15% | 15% | 16% | 13% | 25% 17% Ex+Good
27%)| 33%)| 41%|34%| 32% 32% Fair
58%52% 42% | 52% 43% 50% Poor
1% | 1% | 1% | 1% | 1% 1% Don't know
101%
Table 22 — Shopping Opportunities
Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson County :
2001 2003 | 2004 ' 2005 2006 2018 2019 | 2020 | 2021 Average
16% Excellent
42% Good
58% Ex+Good
27% Fair
12% Poor
2% Don't know
100%
Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Lewis County :
2010{20112012| 2013 Average
3% | 3% | 5% | 9% | 5% 6%  Excellent
29%|25% 33% 22%|31% 28% Good
32% | 28% | 38% | 31% | 36% 34% Ex+Good
35%|42%) 38% 46%|37% 39% Fair
32%)29%|24% | 22%|27% 26% Poor
0% | 0% | 1% | 0% | 0% 1% Don't know
100%
Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for St. Lawrence County :
Average
5%  Excellent
15% Good
20% Ex+Good
31% Fair
49% Poor
1% Don't know
100%
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Maximum Minimum

9% 0%
27% 7%
32% 7%
38% 25%
66% 27%

9% 2%

Maximum Minimum

10% 0%
30% 9%
36% 10%
44% 28%
57% 25%
4% 1%

Maximum Minimum

7% 1%
22% 8%
28% 10%
41% 26%
62% 41%

2% 1%

Maximum Minimum

25% 10%
48% 35%
71% 45%
36% 21%
21% 6%
4% 1%

Maximum Minimum

12% 3%
34% 22%
40% 28%
46% 33%
32% 21%
2% 0%

Maximum Minimum

11% 2%
17% 8%
28% 12%
37% 25%
63% 40%
1% 0%



Table 23 — Quality of K-12 Education

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson County :
2002 | 2003 2004 2005 2006 = 2007

2000 2001
Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair
Poor

Don’t Know

2020 2021

2022

15%
43%
58%
23%
7%
13%

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results

for Lewis County :

Excellent

Good

Ex+Good 82% 84% | 85% | 85% | 80% | 87% | 75% | 74% | 83% | 85% | 80% 79% 78% 76% 65% | 75%
Fair 12% | 1% | 6% | 8% [10%10%|13% 21%|10%| 9% |12%| 10% 14% 13% | 21% 11%
Poor 3% | 1% (2% (1% | 4% 1% | 5% | 3% | 5% | 3% | 3% 6% 3% 6% 9% | 7%
Don’t know 3% | 4% | 7% (7% | 6% | 2% 7% 2% | 3% 3% | 5% 5% 4% 5% 5% | 6%
Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for St. Lawrence County :

20%|18%|13%

52%51%| 59%

72% | 69% | 72%

18%19% 17%

8% | 6% | 7%

2% | 6% | 5%
Table 24 — Overall State of the Local Economy

2009
39%
46%

2010
36%
49%

2011
27%
53%

2012
24%
63%

2013
29%
46%

26%
48%

30%
53%

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson County :

Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair

Poor

Don’t Know

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results

Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair
Poor

Don’t know

2000

2001

2003

2004

2005

2006

2007

100%

Average

Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair

Poor

Don't know

Maximum Minimum

20%
51%
67%
31%
11%
18%

10%
37%
49%
15%
4%
7%

Average

Maximum Minimum

29%
50%
80%
12%
4%
5%
100%

Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair

Poor

Don't know

Average

14%
50%
64%
23%
8%
6%
100%

3%
22%
25%
40%
32%

3%

2010
1%
22%
23%
35%
41%
2%

2011
1%
18%
19%
37%
43%
1%

2012
1%
30%
31%
38%
30%
1%

2013
4%
15%
19%
51%
30%
1%

for Lewis County :

2%
22%
24%
48%
26%
3%

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for St. Lawrence County :
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100%

Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair

Poor

Don't know

Average

Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair

Poor

Don't know

Average

2%
26%
29%
42%
28%

2%

100%

Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair

Poor

Don't know

39% 19%
63% 45%
87% 65%
21% 6%
9% 1%
7% 2%

Maximum Minimum

20%
59%
72%
34%
13%
8%

6%
39%
49%
17%

4%

2%

Maximum Minimum

6%
32%
36%
54%
48%

8%

2%
13%
15%
36%
17%

1%

Maximum Minimum

5%
43%
45%
51%
44%

4%

0%
15%
19%
34%
15%

1%

Average

Maximum Minimum

2%
16%
18%
39%
40%

2%

100%

Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair

Poor

Don't know

4% 0%
21% 8%
25% 10%
43% 34%
47% 33%

4% 1%



Table 25 — Availability of Care for the Elderly

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson County :

2000 2001

Excellent

Good

Ex+Good
Fair
Poor

Don’t Know

2002 ' 2003

2004 | 2005 2006

2018 2019 2020 2021 Average

5%
31%
37%
27%
17%
19%

Trend Analysis — Detaile

Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair
Poor

Don’t know

d Results
2010
12%|16%
50%  49%
62% || 65%
22%|21%
9% | 8%
7% | 7%

for Lewis County :
201120122013
9% 18%| 15% 14%|10%
52% 52%|39%|51%  47%
61% | 70% | 54% | 65% | 57%
20%|18% 28%|22% | 31%
6% | 7% |10%| 6% |10%
14%| 5% | 8% | 7% | 2%

22%
10%!

Trend Analysis — Detaile

d Results

2%
39%
41%
31%
17%
1%

for St. Lawrence County :

3%

18%
21%
36%
32%
11%

Table 26 — Availability of Housing

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson County :

2000 2001
Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair
Poor

Don’t Know

2002 = 2003

2004 | 2005 2006

100%

Average

11%
43%
54%
26%
12%
8%
100%

Average

5%
27%
32%
32%
27%

9%

100%

2019 2020 2021 2022 Average

14%
36%
50%
21%
23%
6%

Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair
Poor

Don’t know

for Lewis County :
201120122013

100%

Average

7%
41%
49%
29%
15%

7%

100%

Average

6%
37%
43%
33%
19%

5%

100%

Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair

Poor

Don't know

Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair

Poor

Don't know

Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair

Poor

Don't know

Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair

Poor

Don't know

Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair

Poor

Don't know

Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair

Poor

Don't know

Maximum Minimum

10%
39%
46%
31%
27%
28%

3%
19%
22%
24%
13%
12%

Maximum Minimum

18%
52%
70%
36%
29%
14%

3%
23%
26%
17%

6%

2%

Maximum Minimum

10%
39%
45%
36%
41%
11%

2%
16%
20%
30%
17%

5%

Maximum Minimum

19%
51%
66%
34%
41%
12%

4%
21%
25%
15%

9%

4%

Maximum Minimum

12%
53%
63%
40%
27%
10%

4%
22%
26%
20%

7%

4%

Maximum Minimum

9%
46%
55%
37%
35%

8%

1%
23%
24%
30%

9%

3%



Table 27 — Availability of Childcare

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson Coun

2000 2001 | 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 = 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 | 2015 2016 2017 | 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 AVIgeleld Maximum Minimum
Excellent 6%  Excellent 8% 3%
Good 25% Good 39% 11%
Ex+Good 30% Ex+Good 44% 15%
Fair 24%  Fair 30% 21%
Poor 17% Poor 29% 8%
Don’t Know 29% Don't know 36% 21%
100%
Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Lewis County :
2007 | 2008 | 2009 2010|2011 2012/ 2013|2014 2015| 2016 |2017| 2018 [2019) 2020 2021 | 2022|2023 Average Maximum Minimum
Excellent 4%  Excellent 5% 1%
Good 27% Good 39% 17%
Ex+Good 31% Ex+Good 44% 18%
Fair 27% Fair 30% 22%
Poor 21% Poor 35% 8%
Don’t know 22% Don't know 29% 15%
100%
Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for St. Lawrence County :
Average Maximum Minimum
3%  Excellent 5% 1%
24% Good 37% 12%
27% Ex+Good 40% 13%
31% Fair 34% 27%
22% Poor 35% 15%
20% Don't know 23% 18%
100%

Table 28 — Availability of Behavioral Health Services

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson County :
2000 2001 | 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 = 2009 | 2010 2011 2014 | 2015 2016 2017 | 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 AVIEeleld Maximum Minimum

Excellent 6%  Excellent 8% 4%
Good 28% Good 34% 20%
Ex+Good 34% Ex+Good 42% 24%
Fair 27% Fair 29% 22%
Poor 21% Poor 27% 17%
Don’t Know 18% Don't know 23% 14%
100%
Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Lewis County :
2007 | 2008 | 2009 2010{2011)2012| 2013|2014 2015| 2016 |2017| 2018 2020 2021 | 2022 2023 Average Maximum Minimum
Excellent 5%  Excellent 8% 2%
Good 28% Good 35% 21%
Ex+Good 33% Ex+Good 42% 24%
Fair 29% Fair 32% 26%
Poor 21% Poor 29% 16%
Don’t know 17% Don't know 21% 14%
100%
Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for St. Lawrence County :
Average Maximum Minimum
5%  Excellent 7% 3%
25% Good 32% 18%
30% Ex+Good 37% 23%
30% Fair 32% 29%
23% Poor 29% 20%
16% Don't know 19% 12%
100%
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Table 29 — The Downtown of Watertown

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson County :

Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair

Poor

Don’t Know

Table 30 — Overall Quality of Life in the Area

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson County :

Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair

Poor

Don’t Know

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results

Excellent

Good
Ex+Good

Fair

Poor

Don’t know

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for St. Lawrence County :

Section 3.2 — Additional Tracked Resident Opinions and Characteristics

Average

4%  Excellent
30% Good
33% Ex+Good
36% Fair
27% Poor

4%  Don't know

2000

2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007

100%

Excellent
Good
Ex+Good
Fair

Poor

Don't know

18%
55%
73%
20%
6%
0%

2010
18%
61%
79%
19%
3%
0%

for Lewis County :
201120122013
18%|14% | 22%|22%
55%) 64%|49%|53%
73% | 78% | 71% | 75%
20%|20% | 25%|17%
7% | 3% | 4% | 8%
1% | 0% | 0% | 0%

Average

18% Excellent
56% Good
74% Ex+Good
21% Fair

5%  Poor

0%  Don't know
100%

Average
11% Excellent
46% Good
57% Ex+Good
31% Fair
11% Poor

1% Don't know

100%

Table 31 — Would you say things in this country are heading in the right or wrong direction?

Right
Wrong

Don’t Know

2020

2021 2022

2023

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson County :

Right direction [|:¥373

'Wrong
direction

Don’t Know

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for St. Lawrence County :

43%
15%

2021
1%
50% |78%
19% |11%

2022
12%
76%
12%

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Lewis County :

1%

80%
9%

33%
49%
18%

71

Average
23% Right
58% Wrong
20% Don’t Know

Average

22% Right
65% Wrong
13% Don’t Know

Average
25% Right
60% Wrong
16% Don’t Know

Maximum Minimum

7% 2%
40% 21%
47% 23%
43% 32%
39% 15%

8% 2%

Maximum Minimum

18% 6%
58% 40%
67% 49%
37% 22%
15% 5%
3% 0%

Maximum Minimum

23% 12%
64% 42%
82% 54%
37% 13%
8% 2%
1% 0%

Maximum Minimum

16% 4%
57% 38%
69% 42%
39% 22%
19% 7%
3% 0%

Maximum Minimum

33% 15%
68% 50%
25% 17%

Maximum Minimum

42% 11%
80% 43%
19% 9%

Maximum Minimum

39% 12%
76% 48%
20% 11%



Table 32 — Would you say things in New York State are heading in the right or wrong direction?

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson Count
2021 2022 2023

Right
Wrong

Don’t Know

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Lewis County :

Right direction (373

Average
20% Right
60% Wrong
21% Don’t Know

Average

14% Right

77% Wrong
9%  Don’t Know

Average
23% Right
64% Wrong
13% Don’t Know

Table 33 — Would you say things in your county are heading in the right or wrong direction?

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson County :
2021 2022 2023

Right

Wrong

Don’t Know

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Lewis County :

2021|20222023

Right direction [l §/3 35%

'Wrong
direction

Don’t Know 34%

31%

Average
39% Right
29% Wrong
32% Don’t Know

Average

45% Right

31% Wrong
25% Don’t Know

Average
33% Right
42% Wrong
25% Don’t Know

Table 34 — When considering your family’s personal financial situation- has it gotten better,

stayed about the same, or gotten worse in the past 12 months?

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson County :
2009 2011 2012 | 2013 | 2014

Better
Same
Worse

Don’t Know

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Lewis County :
2011|2012 2013 2014
Better 12%|14%|18% 13%  18% | 17%
Same 57% 61% 53%)| 65%  62%|63%
Worse 40% | 34% |30% 30%|25%)28%|22%|18%|19%| 9% |16% 14% [23%| 34% 52% | 44%
Don’t Know 0% | 0% |3% 1% |0% |1% | 0% | 2% | 1% | 1% (2% | 1% |1%| 1% 1% | 2%

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for St. Lawrence Count

Table 35 — Do you believe that your county is a good place to grow old?
(appropriate supports, elder friendly)

72

Average
23% Better
52% Same
23% Worse
2%  Don’t Know

Average
15% Better
56% Same
27% Worse
1% Don’t Know

Average
18% Better
54% Same
26% Worse
1% Don’t Know

Maximum
22%
62%
23%

Maximum

16%

79%
10%

Maximum
34%
71%
16%

Maximum
43%
33%
34%

Maximum

61%

41%
34%

Maximum
39%
50%
30%

Maximum
33%
66%
42%

6%

Maximum
31%
69%
52%

3%

Maximum
29%
66%
60%

4%

Minimum
19%
55%
20%

Minimum

13%

75%
8%

Minimum
17%
50%
11%

Minimum
34%
23%
28%

Minimum

35%

18%
21%

Minimum
25%
34%
20%

Minimum
10%
42%
13%

0%

Minimum
11%
36%

9%
0%

Minimum
8%
28%
11%
0%



Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson County :
2010 2011 2012 2013 | 2014 | 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 | 2022 Average Maximum Minimum
Very good 28% Very good 35% 17%
Fairly good 41% Fairly good 43% 38%
Not very good 179 et very good 20% 15%
Definitely not |
g:t;:' ely nof 8% Definitely not good 14% 4%
Don’t know 6%  Don’t know 8% 4%
2018 2020 Average Maximum Minimum
Very good - 37% Very good 49% 21%
Fairly good - 44% Fairly good 50% 40%
Not very good g9 Notvery good 19% 3%
Definitely not .
g:o,:;, ely nof . 59  Definitely not good 8% 2%
Don’t know - 4%  Don’t know 5% 4%
Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for St. Lawrence County :
Average Maximum Minimum
15% Very good 15% 15%
40% Fairly good 40% 40%
25% Not very good 25% 25%
18% Definitely not good 18% 18%
3%  Don’t know 3% 3%

Table 36 — “The presence of the 10th Mountain Division at Fort Drum since 1985 has improved the
overall quality of life of North Country citizens.”

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson County :

2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 @ 2022 2023 Average Maximum Minimum
Strongly Agree i3 37% Strongly Agree 49% 24%
Agree 42% Agree 50% 33%
Disagree 9% Disagree 13% 6%
Strongly .
Diaearte 3% Strongly Disagree 6% 1%
Neutral/No ini
Opinion 10% Neutral/No Opinion 19% 7%
for Lewis County :
2009 201220132014 Average Maximum Minimum
0,
Strongly Agree |[[RF&73 23% Strongly Agree 29% 16%
Agree 48% Agree 55% 44%
Disagree 14% Disagree 21% 9%
Strongly .
Disagree 3% Strongly Disagree 6% 0%
Neutral/No .
Opinion 13% Neutral/No Opinion 19% 9%
Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for St. Lawrence County :
Average Maximum Minimum
18% Strongly Agree 18% 18%
42% Agree 42% 42%
5% Disagree 5% 5%
2% Strongly Disagree 2% 2%
33% Neutral/No Opinion 33% 33%
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Table 37 — How many times have you crossed the border to eastern Ontario during the past year?

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson County :

2001
None
1-2 times
3-5 times
More than 5
times
Not sure

2011

2012

2013

2014

2015 2016

2017

2018

2019 2020 2021

2022

Ik verage
61%
20%
9%

10%
0%

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Lewis County :

None
1-2 times
3-5 times

More than 5
times

Not sure

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for St. Lawrence County :

Table 38 — How severe of an issue do you believe crime is in your community?

2016 2017

Major
Moderate 32% 38%
Minor 33% | 22%
Not at all 2% 3%
Don’t Know 7% 4%

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson Count
2018 2019 2020 2021

2022 | 2023

e - - | se%
=] -] - |3%
N S e A
=] -] - |5

Major
Moderate 36% | 39%
Minor 32% | 31%
Not at all 3% | 3%
Don’t Know 3% | 3%

7%
I R R VLA
- -] - |o1%
“ -] - %
- -] -]o%

for St. Lawrence County :
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None
1-2 times
3-5 times

More than 5 times

Not sure

Average

91%
8%
1%

0%
0%

None
1-2 times
3-5 times

More than 5 times

Not sure

Average

71%
15%
6%

8%
0%

Averag
26%
36%
29%

4%
5%

None

1-2 times

3-5 times

More than 5 times

Not sure

e
Major
Moderate
Minor
Not at all

Don’t Know

Average

19%

40%

35%
5%
2%

Major
Moderate
Minor

Not at all
Don’t Know

Average

31%

38%

26%
4%
1%

Major
Moderate
Minor
Not at all

Don’t Know

Maximum Minimum

80%
36%
15%

19%
2%

33%
13%
4%

3%
0%

Maximum Minimum

91%
8%
1%

0%
0%

91%
8%
1%

0%
0%

Maximum Minimum

71%
15%
6%

8%
0%

71%
15%
6%

8%
0%

Maximum Minimum

33%

38%

33%
6%
7%

19%

32%

22%
2%
4%

Maximum Minimum

26%

44%

41%
8%
3%

7%
36%
31%

3%

0%

Maximum Minimum

40%

42%

32%
5%
2%

26%
34%
19%
2%
0%



Table 39 — How severe of an issue do you believe poverty is in your community?

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson County :

2018 2019 2020 2021 | 2022 | 2023 Average Maximum Minimum
Major 36% Major 42% 31%
Moderate 38% Moderate 41% 36%
Minor 16% Minor 20% 13%
Not at all 4% Notatall 7% 3%
Don’t Know 6%  Don’t Know 10% 1%
2016 | 2017 | 2018 2019|2020 | 2021|2022 2023 Average Maximum Minimum
Major 30% 38% Major 44% 30%
Moderate 31% | 36% | - | = | - | - | - |48% 38% Moderate 48% 31%
Minor 16% 17% | -~ | -~ | = | - | - 17% 17% Minor 17% 16%
Not at all 5% | 5% | - | - | -| -] - 1|2% 4% Notatall 5% 2%
Don’t Know 4% | 1% - - - - - 1 3% 3% Don’t Know 4% 1%
for St. Lawrence County :
Average Maximum Minimum
54% Major 66% 47%
33% Moderate 38% 24%
11% Minor 12% 7%
2% Notatall 2% 2%
1% Don’t Know 1% 0%
Table 40 — How severe of an issue do you believe mental health is in your community?
Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson County :
2017 | 2018 2019 2020 2021 | 2022 | 2023 Average Maximum Minimum
Major 31% Major 36% 26%
Moderate 36% Moderate 38% 34%
Minor 20% Minor 29% 14%
Not at all 3% Notatall 5% 2%
Don’t Know 10% Don’t Know 12% 8%
2016 | 2017 | 2018 2019|2020 2021 | 2022|2023 Average Maximum Minimum
Major 29% 27% Major 29% 24%
Moderate 32% | 38% | - | - | - | - | - |47% 39% Moderate 47% 32%
Minor 28% | 28% | - | - | - | - | - |15% 24% Minor 28% 15%
Not at all 5% | 2% | - | - | - | -| - |1% 3% Notatall 5% 1%
Don’t Know 8% | 8% - - - - - | 8% 8% Don’t Know 8% 8%
for St. Lawrence County :
Average Maximum Minimum
33% Major 42% 21%
39% Moderate 42% 35%
18% Minor 25% 11%
3% Notatall 5% 2%
7%  Don’t Know 9% 4%
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Table 41 — How severe of an issue do you believe alcohol abuse is in your community?

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson County :

2018 2019 2020 2021 | 2022 | 2023 Average Maximum Minimum
Major 39% Major 47% 35%
Moderate 34% Moderate 38% 31%
Minor 16% Minor 20% 13%
Not at all 3% Notatall 5% 2%
Don’t Know 10% Don’t Know 12% 7%
2016 | 2017 | 2018 2019|2020 | 2021|2022 2023 Average Maximum Minimum
Major 25% 36% Major 44% 25%
Moderate 38%|38% | - | - | ~-| ~-| - |47% 41% Moderate 47% 38%
Minor 18%  12% | -~ | -~ | - | - | - |18% 16% Minor 18% 12%
Not at all 1% | 2% | - | -] -| -] - |1% 1% Notatall 2% 1%
Don’t Know 5% | 4% - - - - - 110% 6% Don’t Know 10% 4%
for St. Lawrence County :
Average Maximum Minimum
41% Major 51% 32%
37% Moderate 42% 33%
14% Minor 15% 11%
3% Notatall 4% 1%
5%  Don’t Know 7% 3%

Table 42 — How severe of an issue do you believe heroin, or other opiate, abuse is in your community?

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson County :

2016 | 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 | 2022 | 2023 Average Maximum Minimum
Major 64% Major 75% 56%
Moderate 16% Moderate 21% 11%
Minor 9%  Minor 11% 6%
Not at all 3% Notatall 4% 2%
Don’t Know 9%  Don’t Know 12% 7%
Average Maximum Minimum
Major 35% 55% Major 68% 35%
Moderate 17% | 20% | = | = | - | - | - 133% 23% Moderate 33% 17%
Minor 2% | 6% | - | - | - | - | - |15% 11% Minor 15% 6%
Not at all 2% (1% | - - | -] -] - |1% 1% Notatall 2% 1%
Don’t Know 7% 5% - - - - - 116% 9%  Don’t Know 16% 5%
for St. Lawrence County :
Average Maximum Minimum
64% Major 71% 57%
20% Moderate 26% 16%
8%  Minor 11% 5%
3% Notatall 5% 0%
7%  Don’t Know 9% 3%
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Table 43 — How severe of an issue do you believe prescriptive drug abuse is in your community?

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson Count

Average Maximum Minimum
43% Major 46% 40%
27% Moderate 29% 25%
11% Minor 12% 10%
4% Notatall 4% 3%
16% Don’t Know 16% 15%
Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Lewis County :
Average Maximum Minimum
Major 24% Major 24% 24%
Moderate 39% Moderate 39% 39%
Minor 19% Minor 19% 19%
Not at all 1% Notatall 1% 1%
Don’t Know 17% Don’t Know 17% 17%
Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for St. Lawrence County :
Average Maximum Minimum
48% Major 58% 37%
29% Moderate 35% 22%
8%  Minor 9% 7%
4% Notatall 5% 3%
12% Don’t Know 14% 10%
Table 44 — Women's Reproductive Healthcare
Which of the following two statements do you agree more with even if only a
little more, Statement A or Statement B, which is your personal opinion?
Statement A: "Choosing abortion is a woman's right, and society should protect that right."
Statement B: "Abortion is morally wrong, and society should prohibit it."
Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson County :
2019 | 2020 @ 2021 | 2022 | 2023 Average Maximum Minimum
Strongly A 52% Strongly A 55% 49%
Somewhat A 19% SomewhatA 23% 16%
Somewhat B 11% SomewhatB 13% 10%
Strongly B 18% Strongly B 22% 12%
2020 Average Maximum Minimum
Strongly A 1% 47% Strongly A 49% 41%
Somewhat A 19% 179% SomewhatA 19% 15%
Somewhat B 12% 11% SomewhatB 14% 9%
Strongly B 29% 26% Strongly B 29% 20%
Average Maximum Minimum
54% Sstrongly A 55% 54%
18% Somewhat A 21% 14%
10% Somewhat B 11% 9%
18% Strongly B 22% 14%
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Table 45 — Employment Status — Current Occupation

2008
Retired 17%
Unemployed 8%
Homemaker 8%
Student 3%
Military 6%
Managerial 7%
Medical 7%
Pn.)'esslona ITec 10%
hnical
Sales 6%
Clerical 3%
Service 10%
Blue
Collar/Productio 8%
n
Teacher/Educati 4%
on
Self employed -
Disabled -
Not sure 3%

2009 2010 2011

18%
M%
6%
8%
7%
7%
6%
%
5%
2%
6%

12%

5%

18%
12%
8%
5%
12%
2%
6%
9%
4%
2%
9%

8%

3%

19%
8%
6%
10%
3%
4%
5%

4%
4%
7%

12%

5%

2012
17%
4%
6%
5%
9%
4%
3%
6%
10%
4%
10%

13%

4%

2013 2014 2015 2016
21% | 17% | 17% | 17%
8% | 4% | 2% | 4%
5% | 7% | 6% | 5%
6% | 15% | 7% | 7%
5% | 2% | 16% | 9%
3% | 4% | 5% | 7%
6% | 9% | 7% | 5%
1% | 6% | 4% | 10%
9% | 5% | 4% | 7%
2% | 2% | 3% | 1%
1% | 9% | 9% | 1%

6% | 15% | 15% | 5%

6% | 3% | 4% | 8%
2% | 2% | 2% | 2%
1% | 2% | 0% | 2%

0% | 0% | 0% | 0%

2017

20%
5%
6%
4%
7%
3%
9%

6%

6%

2018
19%
4%
3%
3%
20%
5%
6%
5%
5%
3%
5%

1%

6%

4%
2%

0%

2019
18%
3%
4%
3%
18%
5%
6%
4%
4%
4%
8%

10%

6%

2020
25%
6%
4%
9%
%
4%
6%
5%
4%
3%
3%

7%

6%

6%

4%
3%

2021
23%
4%
6%
2%
19%
2%
6%
%
3%
6%
4%

5%

4%

4%

5%
2%

2022 2023
21% 22%
2% 1%
% 5%
3% 1%
20% 20%
6% 4%
% 3%
5% %
3% 2%
5% 5%
5% 4%
5% 5%
4% 6%
5% %
3% %
1% 0%

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results

Retired

Not employed [IW475

Homemaker 8%
Student 1%
Military 1%
Managerial 4%
Medical 5%
o [
Sales 4%
Clerical 3%
Service 6%
Blue Collar 14%
Teacher/Educa 7%

tion
Self employed (kP23

Not sure 2%
Disabled 0%

5%
6%
2%
1%
5%
7%
9%
3%
3%
6%

13%
5%

14%
1%
0%

2010
22%
6%
6%
1%
2%
5%
7%
%
6%
6%
3%
1%
5%
1%
1%
2%

21%
7%
4%
1%
5%
6%
9%
6%
3%
6%
4%

21%
5%
2%
1%
1%

for Lewis County :

2012
23%
3%

8%
2%
1%
3%
4%
8%
2%
6%
6%
17%
4%
1%
0%
3%

2013 2014 | 2015 | 2016
24%)|23% 25% | 24%
8% | 6% | 2% | 3%
7% | 3% | 5% | 4%
2% | 3% 5% 7%
0% | 0% | 0% | 3%
4% | 1% | 4% | 3%
5% | 6% | 7% | 8%
4% | 4% | 2% | 4%
2% | 4% 8% | 3%
3% | 2% 3% | 2%
4% | 2% | 6% | 3%
20%|25% 19%|19%
4% | 8% | 5% | 6%
9% | 7% | 5% | 7%
3% | 1% | 1% | 0%
2% | 3% | 3% | 5%

2017
24%
9%
4%
4%
2%
2%
6%
3%
3%
2%
5%
17%
6%
8%
2%
4%

2018
33%
8%
3%
3%
0%
3%
8%
3%
3%
5%
4%
8%
8%
4%
1%
5%

2019
29%
3%
3%
5%
1%
4%
5%
5%
6%
3%
3%
13%
6%
10%
0%
3%

2020
27%
6%
3%
3%
0%
3%
7%
5%
2%
3%
4%
15%
6%
10%
0%
5%

2021
27%
2%
5%
1%
0%
6%
5%
5%
4%
3%
5%
1%
7%
13%
0%
5%

2022

28% ||29%

3% | 0%
5% | 3%
3% | 6%
0% | 2%
% | 2%
6% | 6%
6% | 9%
5% | 6%
6% | 2%
2% | 5%
12% | 13%
3% | 6%
9% | 10%
1% | 0%
8% | 1%

2023

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results

8%
3%
5%
3%
3%
6%
5%
4%
4%
1%
10%
6%
5%
2%
0%

2%
2%
5%
0%
4%
6%
10%
7%
3%
1%
1%
6%
3%
6%
1%

27%
6%
3%
2%
0%
5%
5%
5%
8%
4%
3%

12%
7%
6%
2%
4%

30%
2%
4%
5%
0%
5%
8%
9%
2%
5%
1%

12%
6%
6%
4%
0%

7%
4%
6%
0%
4%
6%
8%
3%
5%
5%
9%
7%
3%
3%
0%

for St. Lawrence Count

28%
1% | 3%
4% | 2%
6% 1%
0% | 0%
6% | 3%
6% |10%
4% | 5%
2% 3%
5% | 7%
10%| 4%
9% (17%

10%| 6%
4% | 5%
3% | 4%
2% | 0%
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Average
19% Retired
5% Unemployed
6% Homemaker
6%  Student
12% Military
5% Managerial
6% Medical
7%  Professional/Technical
5% sales
3% Clerical
8%  Service
9%  Blue Collar/Production
5%  Teacher/Education
3% Self-employed
3% Disabled
1% Notsure
Average
25% Retired
5%  Not employed
5% Homemaker
3%  Student
1% Military
4% Managerial
6% Medical
5%  Professional/Technical
4%  Sales
4%  Clerical
4%  Service
16% Blue Collar
6%  Teacher/Education
9%  Self-employed
1% Notsure
3% Disabled
Average
28%  Retired
4%  Unemployed
3%  Homemaker
4%  Student
0%  Military
4% Managerial
7% Medical
7%  Professional/Technical
4%  Sales
5%  Clerical
6% Service
11% Blue Collar/Production
7%  Teacher/Education
5%  Self-employed
3% Disabled
1% Notsure

Maximum Minimum

25% 17%
12% 1%
8% 3%
15% 1%
20% 2%
7% 2%
9% 3%
11% 4%
10% 2%
6% 1%
11% 3%
15% 5%
8% 3%
7% 1%
7% 0%
3% 0%

Maximum Minimum

33% 21%
9% 0%
8% 3%
7% 1%
5% 0%
6% 1%
9% 4%
9% 2%
8% 2%
6% 2%
6% 2%

25% 8%
8% 3%

14% 2%
3% 0%
8% 0%

Maximum Minimum

31% 23%
8% 1%
4% 2%
6% 1%
3% 0%
6% 3%

10% 5%

10% 4%
8% 2%
7% 3%
11% 1%
17% 9%
10% 6%
6% 3%
6% 2%
4% 0%



Table 46 — Political Beliefs

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson County :
2005 | 2006 @ 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Average Maximum Minimum

Very 6% Very Conservative 9% 2%

Conservative

Conservative 26% Conservative 32% 18%
e ofthe 42% Middle of the Road 52% 31%
Liberal 12% Liberal 18% 7%
Very Liberal 3% Very Liberal 7% 1%

Don’t Know 11% Don’t Know 24% 0%

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Lewis County :

2010/ 2011{2012|2013 Average Maximum Minimum
Very 9% | 7% | 7% | 6% | 7% | 4% | 8% 7%  Very Conservative 9% 4%
Conservative
(TURSPV 20% | 30% | 27%|28% | 26% |27% | 28% | 24%  29% | 33% |33%| 31% |27%| 28% | 27% |33% 29%  Conservative 33% 24%
WO | 42% | 30% |41% |45% 53% |44% |36% |55% |37%| 39% |42%| 47% |44%| 43% | 45% ||37% 43%  Middle of the Road 55% 36%
Liberal 1% | 10% | 9% |10%| 6% |11% 8% | 9% |12%| 8% |7% | 9% |9% | 8% | 8% [12% 9% Liberal 12% 6%
CANE I 0% | 3% | 3% | 2% | 2% | 1% | 1% | 1% [ 3% | 1% (1% | 1% 3% | 2% 1% | 3% 2%  Very Liberal 3% 0%
LSRG 9% | 11% |12%) 8% | 5% |12%|20%| 8% |12%| 10% |12% 6% |9% | 10% | 13% | 8% 10% Don’t Know 20% 5%
sis — Detailed Results for St. Lawrence County :
Average Maximum Minimum
9% 5% 7% | 8% 4% | 8% 6% Very Conservative 9% 4%
22% | 23% |27%|26%|23% | 25% | 26% | 25% | 24% 25% Conservative 27% 22%
43% | 44% |38% 39%|42%43% | 36%|41% 32% 40%  Middle of the Road 44% 32%
10% | 17% |17% | 14% 15% | 10% | 18% | 12% | 14% 14%  Liberal 18% 10%
3% | 1% | 3% | 2% | 7% | 5% | 5% | 6% | 5% 4%  Very Liberal 7% 1%
18% | 11% | 6% |14%| 6% | 9% |11% | 8% |16% 11% Don’t Know 18% 6%

Table 47 — What do you think is the single largest issue that is facing residents of the North Country right now?

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Jefferson Count
2022 2023 Average Maximum Minimum

Eciar:;on/(:cst of 29% Inflation/Cost of Living 34% 24%

Unemployment/J 8%  Unemployment/Jobs 10% 5%

obs
Affordable 10% Affordable Housing 10% 10%

Housing
Homelessness 9%  Homelessness 12% 5%

Drugs 5% Drugs 5% 4%
Crime 5% Crime 5% 4%
Healthcare 6%  Healthcare 6% 5%
Other Issues 31% Other Issues 32% 29%

Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for Lewis County :

Average Maximum  Minimum
':f':_ai:j;’n'gc“‘ 47%  Inflation/Cost of Living 55% 38%
:;';':S; PRymen 8%  Unemployment/Jobs 8% 7%
:gz;?:: e 5%  Affordable Housing 5% 5%
Homelessness 2%  Homelessness 2% 2%
Drugs 4%  Drugs 5% 2%
Crime 2% Crime 3% 1%
Healthcare 4%  Healthcare 4% 3%
Other Issues 30% Other Issues 38% 22%
Trend Analysis — Detailed Results for St. Lawrence County :
Average Maximum Minimum
30% 37% Inflation/Cost of Living 43% 30%
9% 15% 12% Unemployment/Jobs 15% 9%
5% 8% 7%  Affordable Housing 8% 5%
2% 4% 3%  Homelessness 4% 2%
1% 8% 5% Drugs 8% 1%
4% 9% 7%  Crime 9% 4%
5% 8% 7%  Healthcare 8% 5%
19% 25% Other Issues 31% 19%
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Appendix Il
Detailed 2023 Demographic Cross-tabulations in Tabular Format

Region-wide Combined and County-specific

Statistical Tests of Significance Included

Zr'czfmtz Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
Table 10 omalne
p Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD | Up to $50,000 ;?g'fg:m Over $100,000 | Yes, AMinHH | NoAMinHH |  White BIPOC Conservative M"":"::; the | Liberal | Don't Know
Excellent 3.1%' 2.8%, 3.1%, 4.0%, 1.1%, 2.2%, 4.5%, 1.7%, 4.0%, 3.0%, 4.0%, 1.9%, 1.3%, 6.3%, 2.3%, 2.6%, 4.3%, 2.1%, 2.8%, 5.0%, 2.2%,
Good 28.7%" 33.7%, 24.0%, 32.5%, 22.4%, 32.3%,, 29.9%,, 31.0%, 24.2%, 31.6%, 27.1%, 25.3%, 29.5%, 42.0%, 26.8%, 27.3%, 39.6%, 28.2%, 27.7%, 31.6%, 30.9%,
Cultural and entertainment ~ Fair 39.7%' 39.3%, 40.8%, 34.1%, 42.3%,, 43.5%,,, 45.9%, 36.1%, 42.3%, 44.4%, 38.4%, 44.7%, 44.6%, 26.4%, 42.2%, 42.4%, 27.5%, 41.2%, 42.3%, 42.9%, 28.7%,
opportunities Poor 24.8%" 20.0%, 29.0%, 24.3%, 33.2%, 19.3%, 13.1%, 24.9%,,, 27.7%, 19.3%, 24.0%, 26.1%, 22.8%, 15.5%, 26.2%, 24.6%, 21.8%, 23.1%, 24.7%, 20.3%, 31.5%,
Don't Know 3.6%' 4.2%, 3.2%, 5.1%, 1.0%, 2.7%,, 6.6%, 6.2%, 1.8%, 1.8% 6.6%, 2.0%, 1.8% 9.8%, 2.5%, 3.1%, 6.7% 5.5%, 2.5%,, 0.2%, 6.7%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 1167 471 677 214 340 311 287 223 518 413 307 401 258 99 1020 1047 72 391 467 181 92
J(e:fferston Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
ounty
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂz:‘: the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 4.1%" 4.6%, 2.6%, 5.1%, 1.3%, 3.14%, 4.4%, 2.5%, 4.7%, 3.3%, 6.1%, 2.7%, 0.6%, 7.4%, 2.4%, 3.5%, 5.1%, 3.5%, 4.0%, 4.5%, 1.3%,
Good 31.8%" 40.2%, 23.4%, 38.1%, 19.8%, 31.0%,, 40.4%, 35.0%, 29.8%, 30.3%, 28.3%, 32.9%, 31.5%, 41.1%, 28.7%, 28.5%, 47.6%, 241.9%, 26.4%, 22.5%,, 36.2%,,
Cultural and entertainment ~ Fair 40.0%' 33.6%, 47.6%, 33.6%, 49.1%, 47.2%,, 39.5%,, 38.4%, 40.2%, 46.1%, 32.9%, 46.1%,, 53.4%, 25.5%, 45.5%, 45.7%, 16.8%, 37.8%, 43.4%, 49.0%, 31.8%,
opportunities Poor A 15.0%, 22.9%, 16.5%, 28.9%, 15.1%,p 5.4%, 16.4%, 22.7%, 16.9%, 24.2%, 15.2%, 11.4%, 14.2%, 20.8%, 18.2%, 19.4%, 11.5%, 23.2%, 23.2%, 15.9%,
19.1% ) y
Don't Know 5.0%" 6.6%, 3.5%, 6.8%,,, 0.9%, 3.5%,, 10.3%, 7.8%, 2.7%, 3.4%, 8.4%, 3.2%, 3.14%, 1.7%, 2.6% 4.1%, 11.0%, 5.3%,, 3.4%, 0.9%,,, 14.9%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 430 192 227 123 104 98 95 7 189 154 122 149 92 81 330 357 46 140 176 53 38
Lewis County Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income "Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
p Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD | Up to $50,000 ;?g'fg:m Over $100,000 | Yes, AMin HH | NoAMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative M"":"::; the | Liberal | Don't Know
Excellent 5.7%' 3.7% 7.5%, 10.7%, 3.3%, 2.4%, 5.6% 5.0%, 5.7%, 7.5%, 1.7%, 2.8%, 7.0%, 0.0%2 5.3%, 4.5%, 23.3%, 1.9%, 4.3%, 7.9%, 26.0%,
Good 30.2%" 28.1%, 31.8%, 30.5%,, 25.2%, 44.3%, 24.3%,, 32.3%, 30.5%, 24.4%, 29.0%, 33.9%, 26.4%, 0.0%2 31.4%, 30.9%, 30.6%, 29.6%, 28.1%, 40.4%, 21.1%,
Cultural and entertainment ~ Fair 37.7%' 40.1%, 35.5%, 37.2%, 33.4%, 33.7%, 52.0%, 34.7%, 42.0%, 38.1%, 47.0%, 37.1%, 42.8%, 53.6%, 37.5%, 38.0%, 37.5%, 44.3%, 39.9%,,, 19.9%, 30.8%,,
opportunities Poor 24.2%' 23.8%, 24.8%, 21.6%,,, 34.3%, 19.0%,, 14.0%, 23.8%, 21.4%, 30.0%, 19.3%, 26.0%, 23.8%, 46.4%, 24.9%, 25.8%, 8.5%, 20.7%, 25.6%, 31.8%, 221%,
Don't Know 2.2%" 4.3%, 0.3%; 0.0%> 3.8%a 0.5%, 4.1%, 4.2%, 0.5%, 0.0%> 3.0%, 0.3%, 0.0%> 0.0%2 0.9%, 0.9%, 0.0%> 3.5%, 2.1%, 0.0%>2 0.0%>
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 348 129 217 43 113 95 9 73 157 118 80 123 72 9 321 327 13 133 140 53 18
St. (I:_awr:nce Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
ounty
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂz:‘: the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 1.5%' 0.7%, 2.3%, 1.3%, 0.4%, 1.4%, 4.4%, 0.0%? 3.4%, 1.7%, 1.9%, 1.1%, 0.9%, 0.0%2 1.5%, 1.4%, 0.0%2 0.8%, 0.9%, 4.6%, 0.0%2
Good 25.3%" 28.2%, 22.6%, 25.4%, 23.9%, 29.6%, 23.9%, 26.4%,, 17.8%, 34.4%, 25.1%, 16.9%, 28.3%, 54.2%, 24.2%, 25.4%, 26.6%, 15.3%, 29.3%,, 34.4%, 27.8%,,
Cultural and entertainment ~ Fair 40.0%' 45.1%, 35.8%, 34.0%, 38.9%, 43.5%, 48.7%, 34.2%, 44.3%, 44.1%, 43.4%, 45.6%, 36.8%, 27.2%, 40.7%, 40.6%, 45.2%, 43.4%, 41.5%, 44.4%, 25.9%,
opportunities Poor A 24.3%, 35.5%p, 35.3%, 36.5%, 22.6%, 18.3%, 34.2%, 33.6%,p 19.1%, 24.6%, 35.0%, 33.1%, 18.6%, 30.7%, 29.9%, 28.3%, 34.2%, 26.5%,, 16.5%, 45.5%,
.5% X X
Don't Know 2.7%" 1.7%, 3.7%, 4.0%, 0.4%, 2.8%, 4.7%, 5.2%, 1.2%, 0.6%, 5.0%, 1.4%, 0.9%, 0.0%2 2.9%, 2.9%, 0.0%2 6.2%, 1.8%, 0.0%2 0.8%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 389 150 233 48 123 118 96 73 172 141 105 129 94 9 369 363 13 118 151 75 36
I | lr'c';‘_‘"tz Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
Table 11 ombine
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Table 11

b Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4svD | up to $50,000 ;?g:g:m Over $100,000 | Yes, AMin HH | No AMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative | M99 ot | Liperal | Donit Know
Excellent 2.8%" 3.5%, 2.2%, 2.7%, 3.4%, 3.1%, 2.0%, 2.9%, 2.4%, 3.1%, 1.8%, 3.6%, 2.3%, 6.2%, 2.4%, 2.9%, 1.9%, 0.5%, 3.3%, 4.0%, 5.0%,
Good 19.1%’ 24.4%, 13.9%, 23.6%, 15.8%, 13.8%, 19.9%, 21.8%, 13.7%, 22.5%, 17.8%, 14.1%, 20.5%, 25.7%, 18.0%, 18.1%, 26.1%, 14.4%, 19.9%, 23.0%,, 24.3%,
cost of Eneray Fair 34.1%' 30.8%, 36.8%, 34.7%, 33.7%, 35.8%, 32.6%, 28.1%, 36.5%, 43.4%, 27.9%, 37.7%, 39.8%, 30.8%, 34.8%, 33.2%, 39.1%, 36.1%, 32.4%, 41.4%, 27.5%,
Poor 39.6%' 36.1%, 43.3%, 30.3%, 46.6%, 46.4%, 40.0%,, 40.1%, 44.0%, 20.8%, 42.8%, 42.9%, 37.1%, 21.6%, 42.3%, 422%, 21.2%, 44.7%, 39.2%, 29.4%, 37.3%,,
Don't Know 4.4%" 5.2%, 3.7%, 8.7%, 0.6%, 0.9%, . 5.4%,, 7.0%, 3.3%, 1.4%, 9.8%, 1.7%, 0.3%, 15.7%, 2.6%, 3.6%, 11.8%, 4.3%, 5.1%, 2.2%, 5.8%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 1166 470 677 213 340 312 287 223 517 413 306 401 257 98 1020 1045 72 391 466 181 92
Jefferson Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
Countv
p. Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:;100. Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mid:::d' the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 2.9%' 4.0%, 1.9%, 5.0%, 0.3%, 2.9%, 1.6%, 3.3%, 3.1%, 1.1%, 2.5%, 4.5%, 0.5%, 7.3%, 1.5%, 3.0%, 1.3%, 0.0% 3.6%, 7.9%, 2.0%,
Good 19.6%" 27.3%, 11.1%, 25.7%, 9.6% 12.8%,,, 25.9%, 24.7%, 12.1%, 20.9%,, 24.7%, 13.2%, 18.5%,, 24.5%, 17.6%, 18.4%, 22.2%, 12.2%, 22.9%, 23.9%, 23.4%,
cost of Eneray Fair 33.5%' 33.9%, 32.5%, 20.1%, 37.2%, 42.9%, 31.3%, 28.7%, 34.8%, 421%, 26.7%, 35.1%, 41.4%, 31.7%, 33.9%, 30.6%, 45.4%, 39.6%, 27.0%, 31.5%, 41.2%,
Poor 38.9%' 27.9%, 51.0%, 29.9%, 52.8%, 304%,, | 393%., 36.3%, 45.3%, 33.7%, 33.5%, 46.2%, 39.4%, 17.8%, 46.1%, 44.2%, 17.2%, 441%, 1%, 34.7%, 23.4%,
Don't Know 51%' 6.8%, 3.5%, 10.3%, 0.0% 2.0%, 1.9%, 7.0%, 4.7%, 2.2%, 12.6%, 1.4%, 0.2%, 18.6%, 1.0%, 3.7%, 13.8%, 41%, 5.4%, 2.0%, 10.0%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 429 190 228 123 104 98 95 77 188 154 121 149 92 80 330 355 45 139 176 53 38
Lewis County Gender Age Groups Education Level "Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
p. Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:;100. Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mid:::d' the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 2.1%' 1.3%, 2.8%, 0.0% 3.7%, 0.7%, 3.6%, 1.1%, 2.1%, 4.8%, 1.6%, 1.7%, 3.4%, 0.0% 2.2%, 2.2%, 1.3%, 2.2%, 2.0%, 3.2%, 0.0%
Good 16.4%" 18.1%, 14.4%, 20.3%,, 9.5%, 17.0%4 24.2%, 12.4%, 21.2%, 18.6%, 19.4%, 13.6%, 20.7%, 0.0% 16.1%, 16.5%, 14.7%, 16.3%, 18.1%, 19.4%, 0.8%,
cost of Eneray Fair 35.3%' 20.9%, 40.0%, 38.2%, 30.7%, 35.9%, 38.8%, 35.3%, 31.2%, 42.4%, 26.2%, 38.6%,, 49.7%, 51.3%, 35.5%, 36.3%, 29.6%, 34.9%, 33.7%, 37.2%, 42.7%,
Poor 41.8%" 50.7%, 34.3%, 28.9%, 53.7%, 46.5%,), 31.8%, 43.6%, 43.4%, 34.2%, 52.5%, 43.9%,, 26.2%, 48.7%, 41.4%, 40.2%, 54.4%, 44.0%, 46.2%, 28.1%, 37.6%,
Don't Know 4.4%' 0.0%* 8.5%, 12.7%, 2.4%, 0.0%* 1.6%; 7.6%, 21%; 0.0%* 0.4%, 2.2%, 0.0%* 0.0% 4.8%, 4.7%, 0.0%* 2.5%, 0.0%* 12.1%, 18.9%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 348 130 216 42 113 96 96 73 157 118 80 123 7 9 321 327 13 134 139 53 18
St. Lawrence Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
Countv
b Al Male Female 18-39 4059 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4svD | up to $50,000 ;?g:g:m Over $100,000 | Yes, AMin HH | No AMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative | M99 ot | iperal | Donit Know
Excellent 2.9%' 3.4%, 2.4%, 0.0%: 5.9%, 4.0%, 1.8%, 3.0%, 1.8%, 4.6%, 1.0%, 3.4%, 3.7%, 0.0% 3.1%, 3.0%, 2.9%, 0.5%, 3.2%, 2.2%,), 8.2%,
Good 19.2%’ 22.8%, 16.3%, 21.5%, 22.6%, 13.5%, 14.6%, 21.6%, 13.7%, 25.0%, 8.9%, 15.0%, , 22.3%, 37.0%, 18.7%, 18.1%, 34.8%, 15.6%, 16.4%, 23.3%, 28.0%,
cost of Eneray Fair 34.5%" 27.8%, 40.0%, 41.6%, 31.4%, 30.2%, 31.9%, 25.5%, 39.2%, 44.9%, 29.6%, 39.7%, 36.5%, 22.2%, 35.4%, 34.6%, 29.1%, 33.5%, 39.6%, 47.1%, 14.2%,
Poor 39.8%' 1.1%, 38.5%, 31.0%, 39.5%,, 51.8%, 42.7%,, 43.1%, 43.0%, 25.1%, 52.3%, 40.0%, 37.0%, 40.8%, 39.6%, 41.0%, 23.4%, 45.4%, 34.6%, 27.4%, 49.0%,
Don't Know 3.7%" 4.8%, 2.7%, 5.9%,5, 0.6%, 0.4%,y, 8.9%, 6.8%, 2.3%, 0.4%, 8.3%, 2.0%, 0.4%, 0.0% 3.3%, 3.3%, 9.8%, 5.0%, 6.2%, 0.4%, 0.7%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 389 150 233 48 123 118 96 73 172 141 105 129 94 9 369 363 13 118 151 75 36
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Tr-County

Gender

N Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
Table 12 Combined
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldllz:d‘ the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 8.2%" 12.0%, 4.6% 12.9%, 2.9%, 9.2%, 7.3%5 11.4%, 5.8% 5.8% 16.3%, 2.8%, 3.7% 19.6%, 6.7% 7.3%, 17.0%, 8.6%, 10.2%, 5.8%, 5.3%,
Good 32.5%" 35.1%, 29.7%, 25.8%, 30.5%,,, 37.5%;, 46.6%, 33.8%, 29.7%, 34.0%, 30.2%, 28.7%, 31.9%, 22.5%, 33.3%, 33.3%, 25.8%, 33.9%, 30.0%, 32.8%, 34.2%,
ealth Fair 32.4%" 28.7%, 36.2%, 31.9%,, 37.0%, 32.0%,, 25.0%, 29.2%, 34.7%, 34.9%, 28.7%, 39.7%, 34.5%,, 28.4%, 33.4%, 33.5%, 25.2%, 35.0%, 33.3%,,, 35.0%,,, 23.2%,
ealth care access
Poor 24.9%" 21.4%, 28.1%, 24.9%, 28.9%, 21.2%, 21.0%, 23.4%, 28.3%, 22.8%, 23.0%, 27.2%, 27.5%, 21.2%, 25.5%, 24.1%, 27.3%, 21.3%, 25.3%, 25.1%, 30.8%,
Don't Know 2.0%' 2.8%, 1.3%, 4.6%, 0.8%, 0.2%, 0.0%, 2.3%, 1.4%, 2.6%, 1.9%, 1.6%, 2.5%, 8.3%, 1.1%, 1.7%, 4.7%, 1.2%, 1.3%, 1.4%,, 6.6%
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 1169 473 677 216 340 313 285 224 518 414 308 401 259 101 1020 1048 72 391 467 181 93
szferston Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
ounty
p Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD | Up to $50,000 ;?g'fg:m Over $100,000 | Yes, AMin HH | NoAMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative M"":"::; the | Liberal | Don't Know
Excellent 12.8%" 19.7%, 6.0%, 18.0%, 4.9%, 14.1%,, 13.1%,,, 19.5%, 7.3%, 8.4%,, 23.3%, 4.9%, 3.8% 23.1%, 9.9%, 10.8%, 26.4%, 17.2%, 13.0%, 7.0%, 8.9%,
Good 31.0%" 32.6%, 28.1%, 19.3%, 38.6%, 35.6%,, 47.9%, 29.4%, 25.8%, 40.7%, 21.7%, 37.9%, 30.5%,, 20.7%, 32.8%, 32.6%, 17.1%, 32.6%, 27.9%, 25.1%, 35.0%,
— Fair 30.6%" 23.4%, 38.1%, 33.5%, 30.4%, 30.2%, 19.7%, 28.4%, 33.3%, 31.3%, 29.9%, 34.6%, 35.1%, 26.1%, 32.6%, 33.3%, 18.8%, 32.6%, 31.3%, 40.7%, 21.2%,
ealth care access
Poor 22.1%' 19.4%, 25.7%, 21.7%, 26.1%, 19.7%, 19.3%, 19.6%,, 30.5%, 14.4%, 21.4%, 18.5%, 28.1%, 20.2%, 23.2%, 20.4%, 30.1%, 14.6%, 25.2%, 23.6%, 26.4%,
Don't Know 3.5%' 4.9%, 2.1%, 7.5%, 0.0%2 0.4%, 0.0%2 3.4%, 3.1%, 5.3%, 3.7%, 4.1%, 2.5%, 9.9%, 1.5%, 2.9%, 7.6%, 3.0%, 2.5%, 3.5%, 8.5%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 432 193 228 125 104 99 9 78 190 154 123 150 93 83 330 358 46 140 176 53 39
Lewis County Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income "Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
p Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD | Up to $50,000 ;?g'fg:m Over $100,000 | Yes, AMin HH | NoAMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative M"":"::; the | Liberal | Don't Know
Excellent 8.6%' 7.8%, 9.5%, 8.5%, 5.6% 1.7%, 11.5%, 10.1%, 6.4%, 8.5%, 10.5%, 4.7%, 5.9%, 0.0%2 9.1%, 9.2%, 0.0%2 6.3%, 5.9%, 13.8%,,, 22.9%,
Good 38.3%' 44.6%, 31.8%, 34.1%,, 28.2%, 47.4%, 53.4%;,. 36.4%, 40.9%, 38.6%, 45.1%,, 29.9%, 51.7%, 7.6%, 39.3%, 39.5%, 31.6%, 46.4%, 36.1%, 35.9%,,, 9.6%
— Fair 41.6%' 35.2%, 48.0%, 37.1%,, 52.7%, 39.6%,, 29.0%, 43.3%, 41.4%, 37.9%, 34.9%, 56.1%, 32.4%, 65.9%, 41.3%, 21.5%, 56.4%, 40.1%, 47.5%, 32.0%, 42.8%,
ealth care access
Poor 9.5%" 12.4%, 7.0%, 12.9%, 13.5%, 1.3%, 5.8%,,, 7.2%, 11.2%, 12.4%, 9.6%, 9.4%, 10.0%, 26.4%, 8.1%, 7.6%, 12.0%, 7.2%, 10.5%, 15.0%, 6.4%,
Don't Know 2.0%' 0.0%* 3.8%, 7.4%, 0.0%2 0.0%? 0.3% 2.9%, 0.2%, 2.6%, 0.0%2 0.0%? 0.0%? 0.0%2 2.2%, 2.2%, 0.0%? 0.0%? 0.0%? 3.3%, 18.3%;
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 348 130 216 43 113 9% 95 73 156 119 80 122 72 9 321 327 13 133 140 53 18
St. (I:_awr:nce Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
ounty
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldllz:d‘ the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 3.5%" 4.9%, 2.2%, 6.8%, 0.4%, 4.6%,5, 2.2%,, 3.14%, 4.4%, 2.8%, 8.7%, 0.5%, 3.2%,, 0.0%2 3.7%, 3.7%, 2.5%, 1.4%, 7.5%, 3.6%, 0.0%2
Good 32.5%" 35.5%, 30.7%, 33.0%,, 24.2%, 35.9%,, 44.0%, 37.6%, 31.0%, 26.7%, 37.8%, 20.7%, 29.3%,, 36.4%, 32.2%, 32.3%, 40.6%, 31.4%, 31.0%, 35.9%, 36.5%,
eatth Fair 32.0%" 32.9%, 31.5%, 28.6%, 38.4%, 31.0%, 27.7%, 25.9%, 34.6%, 37.6%, 25.8%, 39.6%, 34.3%, 36.8%, 32.2%, 31.7%, 32.3%, 35.7%, 31.9%, 32.7%, 22.4%,
ealth care access
Poor 31.4%' 25.6%, 35.6% 31.6%, 35.3%, 28.5%, 26.2%, 32.0%, 30.0%, 32.9%, 27.7%, 39.2%, 30.3%, 26.8%, 31.3%, 31.7%, 24.6%, 31.5%, 29.5%, 27.8%, 37.6%,
Don't Know 0.6%' 1.1%, 0.0%” 0.0%* 1.7%, 0.0%* 0.0%” 1.4%, 0.0%” 0.0%* 0.0%” 0.0%* 2.9%, 0.0%” 0.6%, 0.6%, 0.0%* 0.0%* 0.0%* 0.0%” 3.5%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 389 150 233 48 123 118 96 73 172 141 105 129 94 9 369 363 13 118 151 75 36
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Tr-County

Gender

. Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
Table 1 3 Combined
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂ::ﬂ‘ the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 7.3%' 11.1%, 3.8%, 8.2%, 5.6%, 8.4%, 8.5%, 9.8%, 5.0%, 6.5%4, 12.4%, 2.9%, 4.8%, 14.1%, 6.4%, 7.1%, 11.9%, 7.4%, 6.4%, 7.6%, 9.9%,
Good 32.0%' 33.9%, 20.6%, 28.2%, 26.0%, 41.6%, 43.9%, 30.7%, 30.8%, 36.3%, 32.1%, 20.8%, 20.3%, 33.1%, 31.3%, 32.3%, 32.0%, 34.9%, 290.8%, 34.4%, 27.2%,
eatth " Fair 36.7%" 34.9%, 39.2%, 37.8%,, 40.6%, 28.2%, 33.8%, 37.6%, 36.9%, 34.4%, 34.2%, 42.5%, 37.2%, 20.5%, 37.9%, 36.7%, 39.4%, 39.2%, 37.1%, 37.6%, 28.9%,
ealth care quality
Poor 21.3%' 16.3%, 25.8%, 19.4%, 27.7%, 21.2%,, 12.9%, 18.5%, 25.7%, 19.8%,5 17.6%, 22.0%,, 28.6%, 13.7%, 22.6%, 21.7%, 1.1%, 18.2%, 23.6%, 18.2%, 27.2%,
Don't Know 2.6%' 3.7%, 1.6%, 6.4%, 0.1%, 0.6%, 0.8%, 3.4%, 1.7%, 2.9%, 3.7%, 2.9%, 0.1%, 9.6%, 1.8%, 2.3%, 5.5%, 0.6%, 3.2%, 2.3%,, 6.8%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 1166 470 677 213 339 313 286 221 518 414 307 400 258 99 1020 1046 7 393 463 180 93
szferston Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
ounty
b Al Male Female 18-39 4059 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4svD | up to $50,000 ;?g:g:m Over $100,000 | Yes, AMin HH | No AMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative | M99 ot | iperal | Donit Know
Excellent 11.5%" 18.6%, 4.2%, 11.6%, 1.2%, 12.6%, 12.6%, 18.1%, 5.6%, 8.1%.p 20.6%, 3.4%, 5.5%, 16.9%, 10.3%, 10.8%, 19.7%, 1.7%, 9.3%, 9.7%, 20.2%,
Good 30.7%" 30.8%, 28.8%, 28.1%, 20.2%, 31.5%, 38.9%, 27.0%, 28.3%, 40.2%, 30.9%, 31.6%, 23.9%, 30.3%, 20.5%, 20.7%, 32.8%, 34.6%, 28.8%, 24.8%, 25.0%,
eatth " Fair 33.6%' 30.5%, 37.6%, 34.9%, 30.8%, 31.2%, 37.8%, 35.9%, 34.4%, 28.2%, 26.7%, 42.0%, 40.1%,), 30.0%, 34.7%, 35.0%, 25.6%, 37.0%, 33.9%, 29.2%, 29.4%,
ealth care quality
Poor 20.5%" 14.8%, 27.3%, 17.2%, 28.8%, 24.7%, 10.8%, 15.8%, 28.5%, 17 %4, 15.2%, 20.4%,, 30.5%, 11.4%, 24.1%, 21.6%, 12.8%, 15.3%, 23.1%, 20.4%, 21.7%,
Don't Know 3.6%' 5.2%, 2.4%, 8.2%, 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 3.2%, 3.4%, 5.8%, 6.6%, 2.7%, 0.0% 11.4%, 1.4%, 2.9%, 9.1%, 1.4%, 4.9%, 6.9%, 3.6%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 431 193 227 123 104 99 95 76 190 155 122 149 93 81 331 357 46 141 175 52 39
Lewis County ‘Gender "Age Groups Education Level "Annual HH Income "Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
P Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD | Up to $50,000 ;?g:g:n; Over $100,000 | Yes, AMinHH | NoAMinHH |  White BIPOC Conservative M"":"::; the | iberal | Don't Know
Excellent 10.1%" 1.7%, 8.9%, 12.0%, 1.9%, 15.6%, 18.0%, 12.3%, 5.2%, 12.8%, 8.9%, 6.3%, 10.6%, 0.0% 9.9%, 10.6%, 0.0% 1.7%, 6.4%, 1.1%, 18.3%,
Good 42.2%' 44.0%, 39.9%, 34.7%, 36.3%, 49.0%, 56.2%, 1.1%, 41.6%, 46.0%, 52.3%, 36.7%, 53.9%, 7.6%, 44.4%, 43.0%, 41.8%, 46.7%, 42.4%, 40.2%, 20.7%,
eatth " Fair 33.7%' 28.1%, 39.1%, 37.5%,, 41.0%, 28.8%,, 19.6%, 35.3%, 37.2%, 23.9%, 25.1%, 47.6%, 23.8%, 52.8%, 33.2%, 34.4%, 37.2%, 33.8%, 34.0%, 30.6%, 30.3%,
ealth care quality
Poor 11.6%' 16.2%, 7.8%, 8.2%, 20.0%, 6.2%, 5.9%, 8.4%, 15.2%, 14.1%, 13.7%, 8.9%, 11.0%, 39.6%, 10.0%, 9.5%, 21.0%, 7.8%, 16.3%, 14.7%, 3.4%,
Don't Know 2.3%' 0.0%’ 4.4%, 7.6%, 0.8%, 0.3%,y, 0.3%,, 2.9%, 0.9%, 3.2%, 0.0% 0.4%, 0.8%, 0.0% 2.5%, 2.5%, 0.0% 0.0% 0.9%, 3.3%,, 18.3%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 348 129 217 42 113 9 9 73 156 119 30 123 72 9 322 328 12 134 139 53 18
St. (I:_awr:nce Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
ounty
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂ::ﬂ‘ the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 2.6%' 3.1%, 2.2%, 2.9%, 1.9%, 2.9%, 3.0%, 0.5%, 4.3%, 3.6%, 3.0%, 1.5%, 3.0%, 0.0% 2.5%, 2.9%, 0.0% 1.7%, 2.3%, 6.0%, 0.0%
Good 30.8%' 34.8%, 27.6%, 27.3%, 20.5%, 47.4%, 44.2%, . 31.4%, 31.0%, 30.5%, 29.5%, 26.4%, 29.6%, 53.9%, 29.7%, 31.7%, 29.4%, 31.7%, 27.6%, 37.4%, 29.9%,
eatth it Fair 40.5%' 41.2%, 40.7%, 41.6%,, 48.8%, 25.7%, 34.8%,, 40.1%, 39.1%, 42.7%, 45.3%, 41.6%, 37.1%, 22.8%, 41.5%, 38.8%, 63.7%, 42.8%, 42.4%, 42.7%, 27.2%,
ealth care quality
Poor 24.4%" 17.8%, 29.1%, 24.4%, 28.8%, 22.9%, 16.4%, 24.2%, 25.2%, 23.1%, 21.3%, 26.9%, 30.3%, 23.3%, 24.5%, 24.8%, 6.9%, 23.8%, 26.3%, 13.9%, 34.8%,
Don't Know 1.7%" 3.4%, 0.5%, 3.9%, 0.0% 1.4%, 1.5%, 3.8%, 0.5%, 0.0% 0.9%, 3.7%, 0.0% 0.0% 1.8%, 1.8%, 0.0% 0.0% 1.4%, 0.0% 8.1%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 387 148 233 48 122 118 95 72 172 140 105 128 93 9 367 361 13 118 149 75 36
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Tr-County

. Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
Table 14 Combined
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂz:‘: the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 19.5%" 20.1%, 19.3%, 20.6%,, 14.3%, 21.0%,, 27.7%, 18.1%, 19.7%, 22.6%, 23.2%, 16.1%, 7. %4, 19.5%, 19.8%, 19.5%, 21.1%, 16.6%, 25.1%, 14.1%, 18.1%,,
Good 42.8%" 42.6%, 43.5%, 40.3%,, 37.9%, 49.9%, 51.8%, 35.8%, 47.1%, 49.9%, 33.1%, 48.0%, 48.4%, 31.8%, 44.1%, 44.0%, 37.4%, 50.5%, 38.0%, 56.7%, 24.4%,
) _ Fair 24.4%' 22.8%, 24.8%, 24.2%,, 31.8%, 19.2%, . 13.0%, 27.6%, 23.3%,, 18.9%, 28.2%, 23.3%, 22.4%, 25.9%, 24.4%, 23.1%, 27.0%, 22.0%, 23.2%, 221%,, 34.9%,
[Access to higher education g : - : y
oor 8.8%' 8.2%, 9.7%, 8.6%,, 13.6%, 3.6%, 5.3%, 11.6%, 6.8%, 6.8%,y, 9.6%, 7.2%, 8.8%, 5.5%, 9.3%, 9.5%, 5.0%, 6.0%, 10.7%, 6.2%, 11.6%,
Don't Know 4.4%" 6.3%, 2.7%, 6.4%, 2.4%, 6.3%,y, 21%,, 6.9%, 3.1%, 1.8%, 5.9%, 5.3%, 2.7%, 17.3%, 2.5%, 3.9%, 9.5%, 4.9%,, 3.0%, 0.9%, 11.0%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 1163 470 674 212 340 311 285 223 515 412 305 399 257 9 1016 1043 72 389 463 181 93
szferston Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
|___County
P Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD | Up to $50,000 ;?g:g:n; Over $100,000 | Yes, AMinHH | No AMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative M"":"::; the | iberal | Don't Know
Excellent 16.0%" 16.1%, 16.2%, 17.0%, 9.7%, 19.5%, 23.8%, 18.0%, 12.7%, 16.8%, 20.1%, 16.5%, 10.0%, 19.6%, 15.2%, 15.8%, 20.6%, 1.1%, 20.7%, 15.6%, 11.8%,
Good 41.2%" 41.3%, 41.1%, 34.3%, 41.8%,, 57.3%, 48.0%,, 33.3%, 47.7%, 47.0%,, 20.9%, 49.7%, 46.4%, 29.6%, 43.8%, 43.0%, 20.8%, 58.4%, 36.5%, 41.6%,, 15.0%,
)  Fair 27.3%' 25.4%, 28.3%, 20.7%, 31.2%, 15.5%, 18.5%, 28.5%, 26.7%, 24.8%, 31.6%, 21.4%, 24.3%, 27.8%, 27.5%, 25.3%, 31.3%, 23.5%, 24.0%, 32.8%, 41.8%,
[Access to higher education -
Poor 8.6%' 7.6%, 10.1%, 7.0%, 15.6%, 3.7%, 5.0%, 10.9%, 6.6%, 7.8%, 11.0%, 3.2%, 13.8%, 2.5%, 10.8%, 10.2%, 2.8%, 2.4%, 13.4%, 7.3%,, 10.0%,
Don't Know 6.9%' 9.7%, 4.2%, 12.0%, 1.6%, 4.0%,, 4.6%,, 9.2%, 6.3%, 3.7%, 7.5%, 9.2%, 5.5%, 20.5%, 2.8%, 5.7%, 15.5%, 4.6%, 5.5%, 2.6%, 21.4%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 430 192 227 123 104 99 94 78 189 153 122 148 93 81 330 357 46 140 174 53 39
Lewis County ‘Gender "Age Groups Education Level "Annual HH Income "Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
P Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD | Up to $50,000 ;?g:g:n; Over $100,000 | Yes, AMinHH | NoAMinHH |  White BIPOC Conservative M"":"::; the | iberal | Don't Know
Excellent 12.1%" 15.2%, 8.3%, 10.8%, 11.9%, 10.8%, 14.8%, 14.4%, 11.0%, 8.3%, 6.5%, 7.4%, 11.8%, 4.1%, 10.8%, 10.5%, 20.7%, 13.2%, 11.2%, 7.0%, 21.5%,
Good 41.7%" 43.4%, 40.6%, 42.8%,, 31.2%, 45.4%,, 57.4%, 48.9%, 30.2%, 42.5%,, 451%, 52.7%, 38.3%, 18.0%, 43.0%, 421%, 48.3%, 45.9%, 38.7%, 39.0%, 37.3%,
) _ Fair 27.8%' 20.6%, 34.7%, 22.2%,, 36.7%, 20.7%,, 16.5%, 18.4%, 41.5%, 20.0%,, 28.2%, 20.6%, 33.9%, 21.7%, 20.0%, 28.6%, 1.4%, 27.8%, 20.8%, 28.4%, 19.5%,
[Access to higher education E
Poor 15.7%' 17.6%, 14.2%, 24.2%, 19.0%, 6.0%, 7.7%, 14.5%, 15.1%, 19.8%, 13.5%, 9.2%, 16.0%, 56.2%, 14.8%, 15.9%, 19.9%, 8.5%, 18.5%, 24.9%, 21.1%,,
Don't Know 2.7%' 3.2%, 2.2%, 0.0% 1.1%, 8.1%, 3.6%,, 3.8%, 2.3%, 0.4%, 6.8%, 1.4%, 0.0% 0.0% 2.4%, 2.9%, 0.0% 4.6%, 1.8%, 0.7%, 0.6%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 346 128 216 42 113 94 9 73 155 118 79 122 7 9 319 325 13 133 138 53 18
St. (I:_awr:nce Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
ounty
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂz:‘: the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 24.9%" 25.5%, 25.0%, 27.2%, 18.7%, 25.2%, 34.0%, 19.3%, 28.1%, 31.1%, 30.6%, 18.2%, 26.3%, 21.2%, 25.4%, 25.1%, 221%, 22.7%,, 35.0%, 14.8%, 23.0%,,
Good 44.7%" 43.8%, 46.4%, 48.0%, 36.3%, 45.2%, 53.1%, 34.6%, 50.0%, 54.1%, 34.7%, 45.4%, 52.2%, 47.7%, 44.5%, 45.4%, 49.6%, 44.5%, 39.9%, 67.7%, 30.7%,
) _ Fair 20.7%" 20.6%, 19.0%, 17.0%, 31.0%, 19.1%, 8.2%, 20.3%, 16.3%, 11.3%, 23.9%, 23.3%, 18.4%, 14.7%, 209%, 19.7%, 21.4%, 18.8%, 202%, 15.5%, 30.9%,
[Access to higher education g :
Poor 7.3%' 6.7%, 8.2%, 7.8%, 10.5%, 2.8%, 4.8%, 11.5%, 5.3%, 3.4%, 7.0%, 10.1%, 2.7%, 16.5%, 6.8%, 7.3%, 6.9%, 8.6%, 48%, 2.4%, 11.9%,
Don't Know 2.3%' 3.4%, 1.4%, 0.0% 3.4%, 7.6%, 0.0% 5.3%, 0.3%, 0.4%,), 3.8%, 3.0%, 0.4%, 0.0% 2.4%, 2.5%, 0.0% 5.3%, 0.0% 0.0% 3.5%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 387 150 231 47 123 118 95 72 171 141 104 129 93 9 367 361 13 116 151 75 36
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eriﬁl.‘r?etﬁ Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
Table 15 .
a e p. Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:12100' Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂz:‘: the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 20.2%" 24.8%, 14.9%, 18.5%, 19.6%, 24.0%, 19.7%, 15.2%, 21.8%, 26.1%, 20.9%, 14.1%, 26.7%, 21.1%, 19.8%, 19.7%, 21.0%, 26.2%, 16.5%;,¢ 23.8%,, 11.2%
Good 39.4%" 41.2%, 38.6%, 34.7%, 38.8%,,, 45.7%, 47.5%, 41.4%, 36.7%, 41.2%, 34.4%, 43.7%, 38.2%,, 43.9%, 38.5%, 39.3%, 45.4%, 39.5%, 40.7%, 36.0%, 39.2%,
Public outdoor recreational Fair 26.1%" 26.5%, 25.4%, 28.3%, 25.8%, 23.3%, 22.7%, 23.7%, 27.2%, 28.7%, 22.2%, 34.0%, 25.6%,, 22.8%, 26.6%, 26.6%, 24.3%, 23.8%, 25.3%, 36.7%, 23.4%,
opportunities Poor 12.4%' 5.2%, 19.5%, 16.0%, 14.4%, 5.6%) 7 A%, 17.1%, 12.5%, 3.2%, 18.6%, 7.8% 7.2%, 9.0%, 13.4%, 12.5%, 6.9%, 9.8%, 14.8%, 2.8%; 22.4%,
Don't Know 1.9%" 2.2%, 1.7%, 2.5%, 1.2%, 1.0%, 3.0%, 2.5%, 1.9%, 0.9%, 3.9%, 0.3%, 2.3%,, 3.4%, 1.7%, 2.0%, 2.3%, 0.7%, 2.8%, 0.6%, 3.8%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 1169 472 678 215 340 313 286 224 518 414 307 402 259 100 1021 1048 72 392 467 181 93
sz:l;s:" Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
| __County
p Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD | Up to $50,000 ;?g'fg:m Over $100,000 | Yes, AMin HH | NoAMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative Mi"‘:"::; the | Liberal | Don't Know
Excellent 20.0%" 26.4%, 11.3%, 17.0%, 18.5%, 23.4%, 24.7%, 13.9%, 20.2%,, 27.9%, 20.5%, 14.3%, 23.1%, 23.6%, 18.4%, 18.3%, 25.3%, 25.8%, 15.2%, 24.8%, 13.3%,
Good 40.5%' 42.8%, 39.5%, 38.5%, 41.9%, 47.0%, 42.5%, 43.0%, 38.9%, 40.7%, 33.0%, 50.8% 44.4%,, 43.5%, 38.7%, 40.6%, 42.9%, 45.3%, 38.0%, 41.0%, 41.0%,
Public outdoor recreational Fair 26.2%" 24.3%, 27.7%, 27.9%, 26.4%, 21.0%, 23.5%, 25.8%, 27.4%, 25.0%, 25.0%, 28.2%, 27.7%, 21.8%, 28.3%, 27.5%, 23.2%, 23.0%, 27.1%, 31.7%, 28.5%,
opportunities Poor 11.9%" 5.8%, 19.3%, 14.9%, 12.9%, 6.7%, 6.4%, 15.5%, 12.0%, 5.4%, 18.7%, 6.6%) 41%, 7.4%, 14.2%, 11.7%, 8.6%, 5.1%, 17.7% 2.5%,1 15.9%
Don't Know 1.4%' 0.7%, 2.2%, 1.8%, 0.3%, 1.5%, 2.9%, 1.7%, 1.4%, 1.0%, 2.7%, 0.2%, 0.7%, 3.7%, 0.4%, 1.8%, 0.0%2 0.9%, 2.1%, 0.0%* 1.3%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 432 193 228 124 104 99 95 78 189 155 122 150 93 82 331 358 46 141 176 53 39
Lewis County Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income "Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
p Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD | Up to $50,000 ;?g'fg:m Over $100,000 | Yes, AMin HH | NoAMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative Mi"‘:"::; the | Liberal | Don't Know
Excellent 31.6%" 39.7%, 23.6%, 41.6%, 28.9%,, 34.2%,, 18.9%, 32.0%, 31.0%, 31.9%, 17.9%, 20.8%, 48.8%, 9.0%, 31.8%, 30.7%, 28.5%, 33.4%, 26.3%, 31.6%, 47.9%,
Good 45.5%' 44.3%, 47.2%, 40.7%, 43.4%, 43.1%, 60.2%, 54.4%, 33.1%, 43.9%,, 56.9%, 50.2%, 38.3%, 28.5%, 45.6%, 45.9%, 54.2%, 42.8%, 51.7%, 35.9%, 41.7%,
Public outdoor recreational Fair 14.7%" 10.1%, 19.0%, 9.0%, 20.7%, 13.7%, 12.4%, 9.3%, 21.4%, 17.2%, 15.9%, 18.8%, 10.5%, 24.7%, 14.8%, 15.5%, 4.7%, 13.2%, 13.5%, 30.0%, 0.0%2
opportunities Poor 7.7%" 5.9%, 9.4%, 8.7%, 7.0%, 8.2%, 7.0%, 4.4%, 13.5%, 6.4%,, 8.9%, 9.9%, 2.4%, 37.8%, 7.4%, 7.6%, 12.6%, 10.5%, 8.1%, 1.8%, 3.8%,
Don't Know 0.4%' 0.0%? 0.8%, 0.0%> 0.0%* 0.8%, 1.5%, 0.0%> 1.0%, 0.6%, 0.4%, 0.3%, 0.0%> 0.0%>2 0.4%, 0.3%, 0.0%> 0.1%, 0.4%, 0.7%, 0.6%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 348 129 217 43 113 9% 95 73 157 118 80 123 72 9 321 327 13 133 140 53 18
St. (I:.:uw':::ce Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
p. Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:12100' Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Midﬂ::‘: the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 17.6%' 19.8%, 15.9%, 16.1%, 18.2%, 22.2%, 16.3%, 11.8%, 21.3%, 23.2%, 22.0%,, 12.2%, 25.7%, 6.8%, 18.1%, 18.1%, 12.3%, 24.3%, 15.5%,,, 21.8%, 4.9%,
Good 36.8%" 38.9%, 35.5%, 28.5%, 35.1%,, 45.1%,, 47.7%, 35.9%, 35.3%, 41.0%, 31.5%, 36.1%, 32.4%, 49.5%, 36.7%, 36.4%, 48.6%, 33.4%, 41.4%, 33.6%, 36.7%,
Public outdoor recreational Fair 28.8%" 32.7%, 25.0%, 32.6%, 26.7%, 28.0%, 24.9%, 25.7%, 28.2%, 34.7%, 20.1%, 42.8%, 26.5%,, 28.9%, 28.1%, 28.5%, 29.1%, 27.6%, 26.2%, 40.6%, 21.9%,
opportunities Poor 14.0%" 4.4%, 22.2%, 19.0%, 17.7%p 4.0%, 7.6%a 22.6%, 12.7%, 0.4%, 20.3%, 8.3%, 11.0%,5, 14.7%, 14.1%, 14.5%, 3.1%, 14.0%, 12.6%, 3.1%, 30.3%;
Don't Know 2.8%' 4.3%, 1.4%, 3.9%, 2.4%, 0.7%, 3.5%, 4.1%, 2.5%, 0.8%, 6.1%, 0.5%, 4.3%,, 0.0%2 3.0%, 2.5%, 6.9%, 0.8%, 4.3%, 0.9%, 6.3%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 389 150 233 48 123 118 96 73 172 141 105 129 94 9 369 363 13 118 151 75 36
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Tr-County Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
Table 1 6 Combined
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂz:‘: the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 18.3%" 19.6%, 16.6%, 15.9%, 16.6%, 21.5%, 23.8%, 10.2%, 21.8%, 28.0%, 16.8%, 17.2%, 25.5%, 17.6%, 18.4%, 18.0%, 20.7%, 19.6%, 19.7%, 23.4%, 5.9%,
Good 47.6%" 47.5%, 47.7%, 44.3%, 44.6%, 59.8%, 47.8%,, 46.8%, 46.0%, 51.2%, 43.0%, 48.5%, 47.0%, 38.5%, 48.5%, 49.2%, 36.9%, 52.9%, 42.4%, 54.2%,, | 43.5%.,
) ) Fair 24.6%" 25.0%, 24.0%, 28.1%, 27.7%, 14.9%, 20.8%,), 31.0%, 22.9%, 15.4%, 26.4%, 26.0%, 21.7%, 29.6%, 24.4%, 24.5%, 26.6%, 20.9%, 30.7%, 16.5%, 25.4%,,
Quality of the environment - : ’
Poor 9.0%" 7.3%, 11.0%, 10.5%, 11.0%, 3.6%, 7.3%,, 11.4%, 9.0%,, 45%, 12.7%, 8.2%,y, 5.8%, 10.4%, 8.7%, 7.8%, 15.2%, 6.2%, 6.3%, 5.7%, 24.6%,
Don't Know 0.5%" 0.5%, 0.6%, 1.2%, 0.1%, 0.2%, 0.3%, 0.5%, 0.4%, 0.8%, 1.0%, 0.2%, 0.0% 3.8%, 0.1%, 0.6%, 0.7%, 0.4%, 0.8%, 0.2%, 0.6%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 1168 472 677 214 339 313 287 222 518 415 308 401 259 100 1022 1048 72 392 466 180 93
szferston Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
|___County
P Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD ] Up to $50,000 ;?g:g:n; Over $100,000 | Yes, AMinHH | NoAMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative M"":"::; the | iberal | Don't Know
Excellent 17.1%" 17.9%, 15.0%, 13.4%, 19.6%, 16.5%, 21.4%, 11.3%, 18.8%,, 22.9%, 13.4%, 19.2%, 23.9%, 20.4%, 15.7%, 16.0%, 20.8%, 18.3%, 16.8%, 21.8%, 8.8%,
Good 47.7%" 47.6%, 47.6%, 44.8%,, 40.7%, 64.7%, 56.2%, 41.5%, 51.0%, 56.1%, 44.3%, 50.6%, 48.6%, 36.8%, 51.2%, 50.0%, 35.4%, 58.9%, 40.0%, 55.4%,, | 44.0%,,
) ) Fair 25.9%' 25.7%, 26.9%, 31.4%, 28.3%, 15.1%, 14.2%, 35.4%, 23.2%, 11.9%, 27.3%, 27.6%, 21.5%, 28.3%, 25.8%, 25.4%, 31.0%, 19.1%, 33.7%, 7.8%, 27.0%,,
Quality of the environment -
Poor 8.2%" 7.7%, 9.3%, 8.2%, 11.2%, 3.6%, 7.8%, 10.6%, 6.3%, 7.3%, 13.2%, 2.0%, 6.1%,, 10.0%, 7.3%, 7.3%, 1.7%, 3.4%, 8.0%, 14.2%,, 18.9%,
Don't Know 1.1%" 1.4%, 1.2%, 2.2%, 0.3%, 0.0% 0.4%, 1.2%, 0.7%, 1.9%, 1.7%, 0.6%, 0.0% 4.5%, 0.1%, 1.2%, 1.4%, 0.7%, 1.5%, 0.6%, 1.3%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 432 194 227 124 104 99 95 77 190 155 123 149 93 82 331 357 47 141 176 52 39
Lewis County ‘Gender 'Age Groups Education Level "Annual HH Income "Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
b Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4svD | up to $50,000 ;?g'fg:m Over $100,000 | Yes, AMin HH | No AMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative M"":"::; the | Liberal | Don't Know
Excellent 30.5%" 32.9%, 27.6%, 38.1%, 20.1%, 361%., | 32.8%a 23.2%, 37.4%, 37.2%, 25.1%, 25.5%, 30.7%, 9.0%, 31.1%, 30.9%, 22.7%, 32.6%, 24.9%, 37.2%, 34.0%,
Good 53.5% 51.3%, 56.1%, 48.1%, 55.4%, 59.1%, 52.0%, 65.8%, 45.0%, 37.2%, 59.5%, 57.7%, 56.8%, 28.5%, 53.9%, 54.0%, 42.5%, 53.2%, 52.9%, 50.5%, 65.3%,
) ) Fair 13.6%" 13.1%, 14.3%, 10.7%, 22.9%, 43%, 10.8%,, 9.6%, 14.0%,, 22.9%, 13.1%, 14.9%, 12.5%, 62.5%, 12.5%, 12.7%, 34.8%, 10.1%, 20.5%, 11.8%, 0.6%,
Quality of the environment -
Poor 2.2%" 2.7%, 1.7%, 3.4%, 1.7%, 0.5%, 3.6%, 1.4%, 3.2%, 2.3%, 2.3%, 1.9%, 0.0% 0.0% 2.3%, 2.3%, 0.0% 3.9%, 1.7%, 0.0% 0.0%
Don't Know 0.2%" 0.0%* 0.3%, 0.0%? 0.0%2 0.0%? 0.9%, 0.0%? 0.3%, 0.4%, 0.0%2 0.0%? 0.0%? 0.0%2 0.2%, 0.1%, 0.0%? 0.2%, 0.0%? 0.5%, 0.0%?
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 347 128 217 42 112 96 96 72 156 119 30 123 72 9 322 328 12 133 139 53 18
St. Lawrence Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
County
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂz:‘: the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 16.7%" 18.4%, 15.3%, 15.2%, 13.1%, 21.1%, 23.2%, 5.5%, 21.3%, 30.8%, 19.4%, 13.4%, 26.0%, 2.2%, 17.5%, 16.5%, 20.2%, 17.1%, 22.4%, 21.4%, 0.0%
Good 46.0%" 46.7%, 45.6%, 43.0%, 45.2%, 56.0%, 40.7%, 47.0%, 41.5%, 49.8%, 38.1%, 44.3%, 43.6%, 50.9%, 45.1%, 47.3%, 38.8%, 47.4%, 42.9%, 54.3%, 40.4%,
) ) Fair 25.9%" 27.0%, 23.9%, 26.9%, 28.5%, 18.0%, 28.1%, 32.4%, 24.5%,, 17.0%, 28.0%, 27.6%, 23.8%, 32.2%, 26.1%, 26.6%, 17.5%, 25.6%, 20.4%, 21.2%, 27.0%,
Quality of the environment - y
Poor 11.3%" 7.9%, 15.0%, 14.9%, 13.2%, 45%, 7.9%, 15.0%, 12.6%, 2.4%, 14.3%, 14.8%, 6.7%, 14.7%, 11.3%, 9.5%, 23.5%, 9.7%, 5.4%, 3.0%, 32.6%,
Don't Know 0.1%" 0.0%* 0.1%, 0.0%* 0.0%* 0.4%, 0.0% 0.0%* 0.2%, 0.0%* 0.2%, 0.0%* 0.0%* 0.0% 0.1%, 0.1%, 0.0%* 0.2%, 0.0%* 0.0%* 0.0%*
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 389 150 233 48 123 118 9 73 172 141 105 129 94 9 369 363 13 118 151 75 36
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Tr-County Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
Table 1 7 Combined
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂz:‘: the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 3.2%' 5.0%, 1.5%, 5.0%, 0.9%, 1.7%4, 5.0%, 4.0%, 2.5%, 2.4%, 4.7%, 2.5%, 2.9%, 1.7%, 2.0%, 2.5%, 8.2%, 4.7%, 2.4%, 1.7%, 3.3%,
Good 30.7%" 30.6%, 31.3%, 25.6%, 27.7%, 40.6%, 39.5%, 28.5%, 27.5%, 41.5%, 32.9%, 28.5%, 30.6%, 24.0%, 31.6%, 31.5%, 26.8%, 35.8%, 27.7%, 28.3%, 29.4%,
Fair 36.6%" 37.5%, 35.7%, 20.2%, 40.9%, 41.0%, 40.6%, 34.9%, 39.1%, 34.6%, 25.9%, 44.6%, 38.5%, 28.7%, 37.7%, 37.1%, 34.2%, 35.8%,, 39.0%, 44.8%, 24.7%,
County government - y
Poor 18.9%" 16.9%, 20.2%, 18.1%, 26.5%, 12.1%, 11.8%, 20.6%, 20.3%,, 12.9%, 18.3%, 17.7%, 20.5%, 6.1%, 20.5%, 19.5%, 7.8%, 16.6%,, 19.4%,, 13.5%, 25.6%,
Don't Know 10.7%" 10.0%, 11.4%, 221%, 3.9%, 4.6%, 3.1%, 12.1%, 10.7%, 8.5%, 18.2%, 6.7%, 7.4%, 20.5%, 8.2%, 9.3%, 23.1%, 7.4%, 11.5%,, M1.7%,, 17.1%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 1169 472 678 214 340 313 287 224 518 414 308 402 258 101 1021 1048 72 392 466 181 93
szferston Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
ounty
P Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD ] Up to $50,000 ;?g:g:n; Over $100,000 | Yes, AMinHH | NoAMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative M"":"::; the | iberal | Don't Know
Excellent 5.4%" 8.9%, 1.9%, 8.9%, 11%, 2.0%,, 7A%4, 7.6%, 3.5%, 3.6%, 7.9%, 4.0%, 5.2%, 13.8%, 2.9%, 4.3%, 1.7%, 8.7%, 3.5%, 1.0%, 7.6%,
Good 26.5%" 28.1%, 24.8%, 22.2%, 27.7%, 38.1%, 27.2%, 201%, 27.5%,, 39.0%, 27.2%, 28.3%, 26.4%, 22.0%, 28.0%, 28.2%, 16.5%, 20.7%, 23.7%, 25.0%, 27.0%,
count . Fair 35.7%' 33.2%, 37.7%, 31.7%, 32.8%, 39.5%, 48.4%, 38.1%, 34.1%, 31.3%, 24.4%, 48.1%, 29.2%, 28.0%, 37.5%, 36.5%, 20.1%, 37.6%, 34.8%, 47.0%, 26.2%,
ounty government
Poor 19.4%' 16.6%, 23.0%, 15.2%, 30.5%, 15.6% | 15.3%,p 19.1%, 24.6%, 11.8%, 19.3%, 11.3%, 26.1%, 4.4%, 24.4%, 222%, 7.5%, 18.4%, 222%, 11.0%, 19.0%,
Don't Know 12.9%" 13.1%, 12.7%, 21.9%, 8.0%, 48%, 2.0%, 15.1%, 10.4%, 14.3%, 21.2%, 8.2%, 13.1%, 31.7%, 7.2%, 8.8%, 35.2%, 5.6%, 15.8%, 15.9%,, 20.3%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 432 193 228 124 104 99 95 78 190 154 123 150 92 83 330 357 47 140 176 53 39
Lewis County ‘Gender 'Age Groups Education Level "Annual HH Income "Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
P Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD | Up to $50,000 ;?g:g:n; Over $100,000 | Yes, AMinHH | NoAMinHH |  White BIPOC Conservative M"":"::; the | iberal | Don't Know
Excellent 3.1%' 4.0%, 2.3%, 3.8%, 2.5%, 1.9%, 4.6%, 1.4%, 4.5%, 5.8%, 2.6%, 3.1%, 3.9%, 0.0% 3.1%, 3.0%, 1.5%, 4.5%, 2.9%, 1.5%, 0.0%
Good 32.4%' 28.4%, 35.7%, 20.5%, 27.9%, 34.8%, 43.3%, 31.5%, 20.0%, 40.3%, 40.6%, 20.1%, 35.1%, 26.6%, 33.2%, 32.7%, 37.0%, 35.9%, 33.1%, 20.5%, 35.8%,
count . Fair 37.7%' 38.3%, 37.0%, 26.6%, 38.7%, 51.1%, 35.9%,, 30.3%, 36.7%, 35.5%, 34.1%, 41.9%, 30.8%, 52.8%, 37.9%, 37.8%, 42.4%, 32.0%, 43.5%, 38.0%, 37.4%,
ounty government
Poor 18.9%' 24.7%, 13.9%, 11.8%, 30.9%, 10.0%, 15.0%, 21.3%, 18.1%, 13.9%, 18.4%, 20.9%, 16.8%, 4.6%, 18.1%, 17.9%, 19.1%, 25.0%, 18.3%, 14.4%, 0.0%
Don't Know 7.9%' 4.6%, 11.0%, 28.3%, 0.0% 2.2%, 1.3%, 6.8%, 1.7%, 45%, 4.3%, 5.1%, 4.5%, 16.0%, 7.7%, 8.5%, 0.0% 2.7%, 2.2%, 25.5%, 26.7%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 348 129 217 42 113 9 9 73 156 119 30 123 72 9 322 328 12 134 139 53 18
St. (I:_awr:nce Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
ounty
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂz:‘: the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 1.0%" 1.1%, 0.9%, 0.0% 0.4%, 1.4%, 3.6%, 1.0%, 1.2%, 0.6%, 1.2%, 1.1%, 0.7%, 0.0% 1.0%, 0.8%, 2.5%, 1.1%, 0.7%, 2.1%, 0.0%
Good 34.4%' 33.7%, 36.2%, 29.4%,, 27.7%, 44.4%,, 47.1%, 36.6%, 27.2%, 44.1%, 38.5%, 28.5%, 33.7%, 36.4%, 34.0%, 34.2%, 44.3%, 41.2%, 31.7%, 31.5%, 30.7%,
Fair 37.3%' “.7%, 33.4%, 26.3%, 48.4%, 391%,, | 363%. 30.2%, 44.3%, 37.4%,, 26.0%, 42.4%, 46.8%, 20.2%, 37.9%, 37.4%, 42.3%, 35.4%,, 43.5%, 45.0%, 21.8%,
County government E : y ' ]
Poor 18.3%" 15.4%, 19.2%, 23.1%, 22.0%, 9.9%, 8.6%, 21.8%, 16.6%, 13.7%, 17.4%, 22.1%, 16.0%, 16.9%, 18.0%, 17.6%, 6.9%, 12.4%, 15.8%, 14.6%, 34.4%,
Don't Know 9.1%' 8.1%, 10.4%, 21.2%, 1.5%, 5.3%, 4.4%, 10.4%, 10.7%, 41%, 17.2%, 5.9%, 2.8%, 17.5%, 9.0%, 10.0%, 4.0%, 2.9%, 8.3%, 6.9%, 13.1%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 389 150 233 48 123 118 9 73 172 141 105 129 94 9 369 363 13 118 151 75 36
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Tr-County Gender e Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicit Political Beliefs
. Yy y
Table 1 8 Combined
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂz:‘: the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 4.0%" 4.3%, 3.8%, 5.5%, 1.5%, 4.6%,5, 5.0%,,, 3.0%, 5.0%, 4.2%, 4.7%, 2.8%, 5.0%, 8.9%, 3.2%, 3.3%, 7.6% 6.0%, 3.8%,, 2.9%,,, 0.8%,
Good 32.3%" 30.9%, 34.2%, 23.4%, 31.0%, 45.8%, 43.3%, 31.9%, 29.8%, 37.7%, 26.5%, 36.0%, 31.1%,, 23.2%, 33.4%, 33.7%, 26.0%, 37.1%, 31.2%, 29.5%, 25.5%,
City, Town, or Village Fair 34.0%" 35.6%, 32.6%, 31.0%, 39.8%, 33.4%, 29.8%, 33.6%, 33.8%, 34.5%, 28.5%, 39.6%, 29.9%,, 28.5%, 34.8%, 34.2%, 32.4%, 34.8%, 04 32.3%,, 46.1%, 26.4%,4
government Poor 19.9%" 19.1%, 20.4%, 20.4%, 24.8%, 11.1%, 18.4%,, 20.8%, 20.8%, 17.4%, 21.6%,p 16.1%, 28.6%, 8.4%, 21.9%;, 20.4%, 13.2%, 15.1%, 21.8%, 12.8%, 33.0%
Don't Know 9.7%" 10.2%, 9.0%, 19.6%, 3.0%, 5.1% 3.4%, 10.7%, 10.5%, 6.3%, 18.7%, 5.5% 5.4%, 31.0%, 6.6% 8.3%, 20.8%, 7.0%, 10.8%,,, 8.7%, 14.3%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 1171 474 678 216 340 313 287 224 519 415 308 402 259 101 1022 1049 73 393 467 181 93
szferston Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
ounty
P Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD | Up to $50,000 ;?g:g:n; Over $100,000 | Yes, AMinHH | No AMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative M"":"::; the | iberal | Don't Know
Excellent 5.1%’ 6.2%, 41%, 7.8%, 1.3%, 3.4%, 6.3%, 6.1%, 4.3%, 3.7%, 8.0%, 4.4%, 2.7%, 10.5%, 3.4%, 4.3%, 8.5%, 7.8%, 3.8%, 6.3%, 1.4%,
Good 26.1%" 23.7%, 28.8%, 16.9%, 26.3%, 53.6%, 31.0%,,, 23.2%, 27.3%, 30.4%, 17.8%, 36.2%, 26.2%,, 20.5%, 27.6%, 28.5%, 13.0%, 30.2%, 26.6%, 19.6%, 14.7%,
City, Town, or Village Fair 34.9%' 35.5%, 34.1%, 33.9%, 34.4%, 29.9%, 42.3%, 33.1%, 36.3%, 35.7%, 29.4%, 37.0%, 28.4%, 28.4%, 36.3%, 33.9%, 35.9%, 38.9%, 31.9%, 47.7%, 28.0%,
government Poor 20.9%" 18.4%, 24.2%, 18.7%, 32.3%, 10.1%, 16.0%,, 23.3%, 20.0%, 18.3%, 23.2%,, 13.0%, 34.7%, 7.2%, 26.2%, 24.0%, 10.9%, 17.0%, 23.7%, 13.7%, 29.7%,
Don't Know 13.0%" 16.2%, 8.8%, 22.7%, 5.6% 3.0% 4.3%, 14.3%, 12.1%, 12.0%, 21.7%, 9.3%, 8.0%, 33.5%, 6.4%, 9.3%, 31.6%, 6.0%, 13.9%,,, 12.7%,,, 26.2%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 433 194 228 125 104 99 95 78 190 155 123 150 93 83 331 358 47 141 176 53 39
Lewis County Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income "Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
P Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD | Up to $50,000 ;?g:g:n; Over $100,000 | Yes, AMinHH | NoAMinHH |  White BIPOC Conservative M"":"::; the | iberal | Don't Know
Excellent 3.2%' 3.0%, 3.5%, 2.6%, 2.3%, 4.1%, 5.0%, 1.7%, 4.8%, 4.3%, 1.0%, 2.2%, 2.6%, 0.0%2 2.5%, 2.4%, 13.9%, 2.7%, 3.8%, 2.8%, 3.8%,
Good 42.2%" 41.3%, 43.0%, 37.0%, 38.6%, 41.0%, 57.6%, 43.5%,, 32.3%, 55.6% 44.8%, 47.7%, 44.4%, 29.6%, 43.9%, 43.9%, 32.4%, 48.3%, 43.5%, 28.1%, 32.5%,
City, Town, or Village Fair 33.3%"' 33.0%, 33.4%, 21.7%, 42.0%, 44.6%, 20.9%, 37.1%, 32.1%, 25.7%, 31.7%, 41.3%, 24.0%, 49.8%, 32.9%, 33.6%, 37.0%, 29.6%, 35.1%, 42.0%, 27.8%,
government Poor 12.5%" 17.3%, 8.3%, 11.2%, 14.8%, 7.6%, 15.3%, 10.8%, 17.4%, 8.4%, 18.3%, 3.1% 22.1%, 4.6%, 12.0%, 10.6%, 16.7%, 15.3%, 14.4%, 2.2%, 8.5%,
Don't Know 8.8%' 5.4%, 11.9%, 27.6%, 2.3%, 2.6%, 1.3%, 6.8%, 13.4%, 6.0%, 4.4%, 5.7% 6.9%, 16.0%, 8.7%, 9.5%, 0.0%2 4.1%, 3.2%, 24.9%, 27.3%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 349 130 217 43 113 9% 9 73 157 119 80 123 72 9 322 328 13 134 140 53 18
St. (I:_awr:nce Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
ounty
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂz:‘: the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 3.1%" 2.6%, 3.7%, 2.9%, 1.5%, 5.8%, 4.2%, 0.0%2 5.7%, 4.7%, 1.2%, 1.6%, 7.6%, 0.0%2 3.3%, 2.8%, 5.1%, 5.3%, 3.8%, 1.2%, 0.0%2
Good 36.1%" 35.9%, 36.9%, 29.7%, 32.9%, 40.9%, 48.2%, 37.8%, 31.7%, 40.7%, 33.7%, 32.7%, 33.1%, 39.5%, 35.4%, 35.7%, 48.7%, 40.0%, 34.1%, 34.7%, 33.8%,
City, Town, or Village Fair ! 36.2%, 31.0%, 28.9%,, 43.8%, 32.9%,, 23.3%, 33.1%, 31.9%, 35.2%, 26.9%, 41.3%, 32.5%, 26.1%, 34.1%, 34.7%, 25.4%, 32.6%, 32.0%, 46.1%, 24.8%,
Y, 3 g 33.4% : '
government Poor 20.7%" 20.2%, 19.9%, 24.6%, 21.0%, 12.9%, 21.0%, 21.0%, 22.3%, 18.4%, 20.4%, 22.1%, 24.1%, 16.9%, 20.9%, 19.7%, 16.8%, 13.3%, 21.3%,p 14.5%, 38.9%,
Don't Know 6.7%" 5.0%, 8.5%, 13.8%, 0.9%, 7.5%, 3.4%,, 8.1%, 8.4%, 1.0%, 17.8%, 2.3%, 2.6%, 17.5%, 6.3%, 7.2%, 4.0%, 8.8%, 8.8%, 3.6%, 2.5%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 389 150 233 48 123 118 96 73 172 141 105 129 94 9 369 363 13 118 151 75 36
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Tr-County Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
Table 19 Combined
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG scC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂ::ﬂ‘ the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 1.9%" 1.6%, 2.4%, 3.1%, 0.9%, 0.8%, 2.6%, 2.6%, 0.8%, 2.0%, 2.1%, 0.5%, 1.4%, 9.0%, 0.9%, 1.9%, 2.3%, 0.8%, 2.2%,, 1.3%.p 4.2%,
Good 13.1%" 14.3%, 11.6%, 12.5%, 10.7%, 16.7%, 16.1%, 11.4%, 12.5%, 17.6%, 13.1%, 1.7%, 11.6%, 15.4%, 12.6%, 12.4%, 18.2%, 1.1%, 13.6%, 17.9%, 9.8%,
cal ostate Fair 32.1%' 35.2%, 20.7%, 20.9%, 32.0%, 38.7%, 33.5%, 20.0%, 31.7%, 41.0%, 20.2%, 37.4%, 36.3%,, 22.7%, 33.9%, 32.0%, 35.1%, 30.3%, 33.4%, 34.3%, 31.8%,
eal estate taxes
Poor 41.3%' 38.9%, 42.9%, 3.7%, 51.8%, 6%, | 401%, | 403%,, 46.6%, 32.4%, 34.8%, 43.2%,), 47.7%, 20.6%, 43.8%, 42.0%, 30.8%, 48.1%, 40.4%,, 32.6%, 35.8%,
Don't Know 11.6%' 10.1%, 13.5%, 22.8%, 4.6%, 2.3%, 7.7%, 16.7%, 8.3%, 7.0%, 20.8%, 7.3%, 3.4%, 32.4%, 8.9%, 1.7%, 13.7%, 9.7%, 10.5%, 13.9%, 18.4%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 1168 471 678 215 340 312 286 224 517 414 307 402 258 101 1020 1047 72 393 464 181 93
szferston Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
ounty
b Al Male Female 18-39 4059 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4svD | up to $50,000 ;?g'fg:m Over $100,000 | Yes, AMin HH | No AMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative | M99 ot | iperal | Donit Know
Excellent 2.1%" 2.7%, 1.5%, 2.7%, 1.6%, 0.9%, 3.1%, 2.3%, 1.0%, 2.8%, 3.3%, 0.6%, 21%, 5.2%, 1.2%, 2.0%, 3.5%, 0.6%, 3.6%, 1.7%, 0.0%
Good 12.6%' 13.9%, 9.8%, 11.4%,), 7.6%, 22.5%, 16.2%, 11.8%, 11.0%, 15.8%, 13.1%, 13.4%, 8.9%, 15.2%, 1.1%, 10.6%, 19.8%, 11.3%, 12.3%, 19.4%, 7.6%,
real ostato & Fair 32.2%" 34.8%, 30.3%, 30.3%, 33.5%, 33.7%, 38.3%, 29.7%, 20.7%, 44.2%, 30.1%, 35.0%, 43.2%, 25.2%, 34.9%, 32.8%, 30.3%, 35.6%, 27.7%, 28.3%, 43.0%,
eal estate taxes
Poor 36.8%' 20.8%, 43.9%, 27.4%, 50.0%, 383%., | 352%. 32.7%, 46.6%, 26.9%, 27.8%, 38.1%, 1.3%, 17.3%, 42.5%, 38.6%, 24.3%, 41.0%, 38.6%, 26.3%, 28.1%,
Don't Know 16.4%" 18.7%, 14.5%, 28.3%, 7.4%, 4.7%, 7.2%, 23.5%, 1.7%, 10.3%, 25.7%, 12.9%, 4.5%, 37.1%, 10.3%, 15.9%, 221%, 11.6%, 17.8%, 24.4%, 21.4%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 432 193 228 125 104 99 94 78 190 154 123 150 92 83 330 357 47 141 175 53 39
Lewis County ‘Gender "Age Groups Education Level "Annual HH Income "Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
P Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD | Up to $50,000 ;?g:g:n; Over $100,000 | Yes, AMinHH | NoAMinHH |  White BIPOC Conservative M"":"::; the | iberal | Don't Know
Excellent 2.1%' 0.8%, 3.2%, 1.2%, 1.9%, 0.6%, 5.3%, 1.9%, 0.7%, 4.8%, 2.7%, 0.7%, 21%, 0.0% 1.9%, 1.8%, 1.5%, 1.4%, 1.4%, 6.7%, 0.0%
Good 11.3%' 12.9%, 10.0%, 9.5%, 9.2%, 10.4%, 19.2%, 8.1%, 1.7%, 18.7%, 19.1%, 8.9%, 15.3%, 0.0% 10.6%, 1.7%, 5.3%, 15.1%, 10.4%, 7.8%, 0.6%,
eal estato & Fair 34.1%' 27.7%, 38.8%, 30.6%,, 27.5%, 51.3%, 33.3%,, 29.9%, 36.6%, 40.4%, 35.8%, 38.8%, 40.7%, 51.2%, 34.9%, 34.2%, 45.4%, 27.3%, 42.9%, 39.0%,, | 19.8%,,
eal estate taxes
Poor 42.3%" 54.0%, 32.6%, 20.7%, 58.6%, 34.1%, 36.0%, 48.5%, 40.8%,, 20.2%, 34.1%, 49.2%, 34.7%, 32.8%, 41.9%, 41.2%, 47.8%, 53.8%, 41.1%, 19.4%, 35.2%,,
Don't Know 10.3%" 4.6%, 15.3%, 28.9%, 2.8%, 3.7%, 6.2%, 11.6%, 10.2%, 6.9%, 8.4%, 2.5%, 7.2%, 16.0%, 10.7%, 11.0%, 0.0% 2.4%, 4.2%, 27.0%, 44.4%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 347 128 217 42 113 95 9 73 155 119 79 123 72 9 321 327 12 134 138 53 18
St. (I:_awr:nce Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
ounty
Al : "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂ::ﬂ‘ the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 1.7%" 0.5%, 2.9%, 4.0%, 0.0% 0.7%, 1.5%, 3.2%, 0.7%, 0.6%, 0.4%, 0.3%, 0.0% 34.9%, 0.4%, 1.9%, 0.0% 0.8%, 0.4%, 0.0% 8.3%,
Good 14.1%" 15.0%, 13.7%, 14.4%, 13.8%, 14.0%, 15.2%, 11.9%, 14.0%, 19.1%, 12.0%, 10.9%, 13.3%, 19.0%, 14.1%, 14.3%, 17.1%, 9.7%, 16.3%, 19.2%, 12.8%,
eal ostate Fair 31.6%" 37.4%, 26.7%, 20.3%, 31.9%, 38.9%, 30.2%, 28.0%, 32.6%, 38.2%, 26.7%, 39.0%, 20.0%, 1.7%, 33.0%, 30.7%, 42.5%, 26.5%, 38.7%, 36.3%, 23.8%,
eal estate taxes
Poor 45.5%" 44.9%, 44.6%, 38.0%, 51.6%, 46.4%, 44.6%, 46.0%, 47.9%, 38.2%, 43.6%, 45.8%, 56.1%, 39.7%, 45.1%, 45.1%, 40.4%, 52.8%, 42.6%, 38.3%, 42.4%,
Don't Know 7.4%' 2.2%, 12.1%, 14.2%, 2.8%, 0.0% 8.5%,, 10.9%, 4.8%, 4.0%, 17.2%, 3.9%, 1.6%, 4.7%, 7.4%, 8.1%, 0.0% 10.2%, 2.0%, 6.2%,, 12.7%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 389 150 233 48 123 118 9 73 172 141 105 129 94 9 369 363 13 118 151 75 36
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Tr-County

: Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
Table 20 Combined
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂz:‘: the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 9.0%" 11.9%, 6.1%, 11.0%, 6.1%, 9.6%, 9.9%, 9.2%, 8.3%, 9.7%, 9.2%, 6.3%, 1.1%, 16.4%, 8.0%, 8.5%, 13.2%, 12.5%, 7.5%, 3.8%, 10.4%,
Good 37.6%" 40.8%, 34.8%, 34.5%,, 33.5%, 46.8%, 45.9%,. 33.5%, 37.8%, 45.8%, 36.6%, 37.3%, 38.1%, 28.1%, 39.2%, 38.9%, 33.6%, 38.6%,, 38.4%,, 44.4%, 26.9%,
. ) Fair 34.1%" 30.9%, 37.9%, 34.6%,, 40.0%, 25.8%, 30.3%,,, 37.3%, 32.5%, 31.0%, 32.3%, 36.7%, 34.7%, 37.0%, 33.4%, 33.0%, 41.3%, 20.8%, 37.0%, 35.7%, 35.2%,
Policing and crime control . ! !
Poor 16.3%" 13.5%, 18.3%, 15.6%, 17.4%, 17.4%, 12.4%, 16.5%4y, 18.8%, 11.5%, 18.3%, 18.5%, 14.9%, 6.9%, 17.7%, 16.9%, 6.9%, 17.8%, 13.7%, 13.0%, 21.9%,
Don't Know 2.9%' 2.9%, 2.9%, 4.4%, 3.0%, 0.4%, 1.5%, 3.6%, 2.7%, 1.9%, 3.6%, 1.2%, 1.2%, 1.7%, 1.7%, 2.6%, 4.9%, 1.3%, 3.4%,, 3.0%,, 5.5%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 1168 Iz 678 213 340 313 287 223 517 415 306 402 250 9 1022 1049 70 393 466 181 92
szferston Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
|___County
P Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD | Up to $50,000 ;?g:g:n; Over $100,000 | Yes, AMinHH | No AMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative M"":"::; the | iberal | Don't Know
Excellent 9.5%' 12.4%, 6.4%, 1.7%, 4.5%, 12.0%, 10.2%, 7.0%, 10.6%, 11.9%, 10.1%, 9.8%, 8.9%, 13.5%, 8.3%, 8.7%, 14.7%, 15.4%, 8.3%, 2.1%, 4.2%,
Good 36.2%" 38.9%, 33.%, 32.8%, 35.0%, 44.3%, 44.9%, 31.0%, 38.0%, 45.5%, 32.5%, 32.7%, 42.7%, 29.0%, 39.3%, 38.3%, 20.2%, 41.6%, 35.4%,,, 44.8%, 19.3%,
. ) Fair 37.4%' 34.5%, 41.3%, 38.0%, 42.7%, 30.5%, 32.3%, 45.8%, 33.6%,, 27.2%, 35.7%, 46.9%, 32.0%, 40.8%, 35.2%, 34.9%, 46.1%, 31.7%, 38.3%, 33.8%, 52.0%,
Policing and crime control E
Poor 11.2%' 8.1%, 14.0%, 10.4%, 11.3%, 12.2%, 8.5%, 9.0%, 13.1%, 1.1%, 14.8%, 7.5%, 15.1%, 2.8%, 13.9%, 12.8%, 1.8%, 8.7%, 11.5%, 16.6%, 11.3%,
Don't Know 5.6%" 6.2%, 5.1%, 7.0%, 6.5%, 1.0%, 4.0%, 7.4%, 4.7%, 4.4%, 6.9%, 3.4%, 1.4%, 13.9%, 3.3%, 5.2%, 8.2%, 2.7%, 6.4%,y, 2.6%,, 13.2%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 431 192 228 123 104 99 95 77 189 155 121 150 93 81 331 358 45 141 176 53 38
Lewis County Gender 'Age Groups, Education Level "Annual HH Income "Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
b Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 44D | up to $50,000 ;?g'fg:m Over $100,000 | Yes, AMin HH | No AMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative M"":"::; the | Liberal | Don't Know
Excellent 12.3%" 13.2%, 10.4%, 14.5%, 7.9%, 17.3%, 12.5%, 12.2%, 10.7%, 15.2%, 9.2%,), 7.9%, 23.1%, 10.4%, 12.9%, 11.8%, 22.7%, 14.8%, 8.1%, 18.2%, 8.3%,
Good 49.6%' 52.8%, 47.5%, 44.4%, 52.4%, 48.2%, 53.7%, 52.3%, 42.5%, 54.6%, 43.0%, 61.2%, 45.9%,), 7.1%, 51.6%, 51.6%, 20.9%, 53.3%, 53.7%, 35.7%, 38.1%,
. . Fair 24.3%' 19.4%, 29.0%, 21.3%, 25.1%, 30.9%, 18.8%, 21.2%, 31.0%, 21.3%, 30.8%, 22.1%, 20.1%, 71.2%, 23.7%, 23.2%, 47.3%, 21.7%,p 27.3%,p 12.7%, 45.2%,
Policing and crime control . ! !
Poor 10.1%' 13.7%, 7.0%, 9.9%, 11.8%, 3.3%, 14.5%, 11.4%, 8.8%, 8.9%, 15.4%, 8.9%, 41%, 11.2%, 7.8%, 9.4%, 0.0% 8.6%, 10.5%, 14.0%, 8.5%,
Don't Know 3.7%" 0.9%, 6.1%, 9.9%, 2.7%, 0.3%, 0.5%, 2.9%, 7.0%, 0.0% 1.7%, 0.0% 6.7%, 0.0% 4.0%, 3.9%, 0.0% 1.4%, 0.4%, 19.4%, 0.0%
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 348 129 217 42 113 96 96 73 156 119 80 123 72 9 322 328 12 134 139 53 18
st. (I:_awr:nce Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
ounty
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂz:‘: the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 7.8%" 11.2%, 4.7%, 9.3%, 7.0%, 5.3%, 9.0%, 10.5%, 5.7%, 6.4%, 8.1%, 3.0%, 10.9%, 34.9%, 6.7%, 7.5%, 9.4%, 9.2%,), 6.3%,, 1.9%, 15.6%,
Good 36.1%" 39.9%, 33.1%, 34.9%,, 27.3%, 48.4%, 44.6%,, 30.8%, 36.6%, 44.2%, 40.3%, 34.8%, 32.4%, 25.9%, 36.1%, 36.1%, 9.7%, 31.4%, 38.4%, 46.0%, 31.7%,
- ) Fair 33.3%" 29.8%, 37.1%, 32.4%,, 41.6%, 20.5%, 32.0%,,, 33.1%, 31.7%, 36.8%, 28.4%, 31.9%, 40.0%, 8.1%, 34.3%, 33.9%, 32.3%, 30.5%, 37.8%, 41.1%, 20.6%,
Policing and crime control - ! !
Poor 22.8%' 19.1%, 25.2%, 23.4%, 24.1%, 25.8%, 14.5%, 25.6%, 26.1%, 12.6%, 23.1%, 30.3%, 16.8%, 31.1%, 22.9%, 22.5%, 16.6%, 28.8%, 17.5%,, 11.0%, 32.1%,
Don't Know 0.0%2 0.0%* 0.0%” 0.0%* 0.0%” 0.0%* 0.0%” 0.0%* 0.0%” 0.0%* 0.0%” 0.0%* 0.0%* 0.0%” 0.0%” 0.0%” 0.0%* 0.0%* 0.0%* 0.0%” 0.0%*
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 389 150 233 48 123 118 9 73 172 141 105 129 94 9 369 363 13 118 151 75 36
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Tr-County Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
Table 21 Combined
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂ::ﬂ' the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 3.9%' 6.1%, 1.9%, 6.0%, 2.3%, 1.6%, 4.8%, 5.2%, 3.0%, 2.7%, 6.7%, 1.6%, 1.6%, 13.2%, 2.1%, 2.6%, 12.0%, 4.9%, 4.2%, 1.6%, 1.3%,
Good 21.4%" 23.5%, 18.4%, 18.9%, 21.3%, 21.1%, 26.1%, 20.7%, 21.7%, 20.5%, 20.4%, 19.7%, 17.2%, 16.1%, 21.6%, 20.6%, 25.7%, 24.0%, 18.7%, 22.1%, 18.9%,
. ) Fair 33.8%' 32.4%, 35.9%, 35.2%, 30.7%, 41.8%, 20.7%, 31.3%, 33.6%, 39.9%, 30.8%, 38.2%, 39.8%, 31.6%, 34.4%, 34.2%, 33.5%, 33.9%, 32.4%, 33.4%, 40.2%,
Availability of good jobs .
Poor 35.6%" 31.1%, 40.2%, 321%, 42.7%, 324%,, | 33.6%., 35.9%, 37.7%, 32.6%, 35.6%, 35.4%, 38.9%, 17.3%, 39.0%, 38.0%, 18.0%, 31.9%, 39.4%, 40.6%, 31.4%,
Don't Know 5.2%' 7.0%, 3.6%, 7.8%, 3.0%, 34%,, 5.7%,, 6.8%, 4.0%, 43%, 6.5%, 5.2%, 2.5%, 21.7%, 2.9%, 4.6%, 10.8%, 5.3%, 5.3%, 2.3%, 8.1%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 1169 473 677 216 339 313 286 224 518 414 308 401 258 101 1020 1047 73 393 465 181 93
szferston Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
ounty
P Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD | Up to $50,000 ;?g:g:n; Over $100,000 | Yes, AMinHH | NoAMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative M"":z'::; the | | iberal | Don't Know
Excellent 6.9%" 10.8%, 2.9%, 10.6%, 2.2%, 11%.p 1.4%,, 9.7%, 5.3%, 3.4%, 12.6%, 3.5%, 0.8%, 15.6% 3.7%, 4.6%, 18.4%, 8.3%, 7.8%, 2.5%, 1.2%,
Good 25.5%" 28.2%, 20.4%, 20.4%, 25.2%, 28.3%, 37.3%, 25.1%, 24.8%, 24.4%, 24.9%, 24.4%, 18.1%, 18.6%, 26.6%, 25.4%, 24.5%, 20.9%, 19.0%, 35.5%, 24.8%,
. ) Fair 31.5%' 30.2%, 34.1%, 28.5%, 31.2%, 47.0%, 20.2%, 28.8%, 34.6%, 34.5%, 25.3%, 37.2%,), 44.6%, 25.2%, 34.3%, 31.9%, 28.0%, 34.5%, 30.9%, 21.0%, 37.3%,
Availability of good jobs :
Poor 27.5%" 18.0%, 38.2%, 26.9%, 35.4%, 20.9%, 18.8%, 25.5%, 28.1%, 31.1%, 26.3%, 25.2%, 31.7%, 15.6%, 31.9%, 30.8%, 11.6%, 21.0%, 33.5%, 39.5%, 18.0%,
Don't Know 8.6%" 12.7%, 4.4%, 13.6%, 6.0%, 2.8%, 3.3%, 10.9%, 7.2%, 6.7%, 10.8%, 9.7%, 4.8%, 24.9%, 3.6%, 7.3%, 17.5%, 6.4%, 8.8%, 1.4%, 18.7%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 433 194 228 125 104 99 95 78 190 155 123 150 93 83 331 358 47 141 176 53 39
Lewis County ‘Gender 'Age Groups Education Level "Annual HH Income "Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
b Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4svD | up to $50,000 ;?g'fg:m Over $100,000 | Yes, AMin HH | No AMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative | M99 Ot | Liperal | Donit Know
Excellent 5.6%" 5.9%, 5.4%, 5.3%, 5.0%, 7.3%, 5.6%, 7.4%, 4.4%, 3.9%, 3.4%, 1.5%, 3.3%, 0.0% 4.3%, 3.5%, 13.9%, 7.8%,, 1.0%, 7.9%q, 12.8%,
Good 29.7%' 32.5%, 26.9%, 27.9%, 32.3%, 30.4%, 26.7%, 27.5%, 20.5%, 35.7%, 25.3%, 31.8%, 37.3%, 15.0%, 30.6%, 20.8%, 33.3%, 31.5%, 32.1%, 23.2%, 20.4%,
. ) Fair 32.8%' 27.7%, 37.1%, 33.5%,, 26.0%, 30.9%,, 46.5%, 36.1%, 27.1%, 33.7%, 34.9%, 36.6%, 47.0%, 17.6%, 33.5%, 34.1%, 21.5%, 36.7%, 34.4%, 23.1%, 25.6%,
Availability of good jobs :
Poor 27.5%" 31.4%, 24.2%, 25.9%, 35.8%, 23.6%, 17.6%, 22.9%, 38.2%, 21.1%,, 28.8%, 29.6%, 10.4%, 67.4%, 26.8%, 27.8%, 31.4%, 20.4%, 30.9%, 31.0%, 40.6%,
Don't Know 4.4%' 2.4%, 6.3%, 7.4%, 0.8%, 7.8%, 3.6%, 6.4%, 0.8%, 5.5%, 7.7%, 0.5%, 2.0%,, 0.0% 4.9%, 4.8%, 0.0% 4.0%,), 1.6%, 14.8%, 0.6%,5
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 348 130 216 43 113 9 95 73 156 119 30 122 72 9 321 327 13 134 139 53 18
St. (I:_awr:nce Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
ountv.
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mld:::d' the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 0.6%" 1.1%, 0.1%, 0.0%* 1.6%, 0.3%, 0.0%* 0.0%* 0.5%, 1.8%, 0.0%* 0.0%* 2.0%, 0.0%* 0.4%, 0.6%, 0.0%* 1.0%, 0.2%, 0.0%* 0.0%*
Good 15.3%" 16.2%, 14.3%, 15.2%, 15.0%, 12.6%, 18.1%, 18.1%, 17.2%, 13.5%, 13.8%, 12.5%, 12.4%, 0.0% 15.7%, 13.9%, 26.9%, 16.4%, 14.4%, 15.2%, 13.7%,
. ) Fair 36.3%' 35.8%, 37.3%, 44.5%, 31.6%, 40.9%, 25.9%, 32.6%, 34.1%, 46.3%, 36.8%, 39.6%, 33.8%, 75.2%, 34.7%, 36.3%, 45.4%, 32.5%, 34.0%, 41.5%, 44.6%,
Availability of good jobs :
Poor 45.8%" 44.9%, 46.2%, 40.3%, 50.8%, 44.2%, 48.1%, 50.8%, 46.6%, 36.5%, 48.6%, 45.3%, 51.4%, 20.1%, 47.2%, 47.0%, 27.7%, 45.4%, 50.1%, 43.0%, “.7%,
Don't Know 2.0%' 2.0%, 241%, 0.0% 1.1%, 2.0%,, 8.0%, 2.6%, 1.6%, 1.8%, 0.9%, 2.6%, 0.4%, 4.7%, 2.0%, 241%, 0.0% 4.7%, 1.4%, 0.3%, 0.0%
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 388 149 233 48 122 118 9 73 172 140 105 129 93 9 368 362 13 118 150 75 36
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Tr-County Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
Table 22 Combined
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂz:‘: the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 6.3%" 9.3%, 3.3%, 7.7%, 5.9%, 5.1%, 4.5%, 8.2%, 4.4%, 4.9%, 8.8%, 2.2%, 4.6%,, 12.6%, 5.3%, 5.7%, 10.5%, 6.9%, 5.4%, 3.9%, 9.4%,
Good 25.9%' 28.5%, 22.9%, 25.3%, 21.8%, 30.3%, 31.3%, 26.6%, 27.3%, 21.7%, 28.4%, 20.0%, 25.3%,, 28.3%, 25.0%, 25.3%, 20.6%, 20.4%, 22.8%, 23.4%, 25.6%,
) » Fair 34.8%' 32.1%, 38.5%, 38.1%, 32.5%, 34.1%, 32.4%, 37.4%, 20.5%, 40.2%, 35.8%, 39.3%, 34.5%, 38.3%, 34.8%, 34.7%, 38.7%, 35.7%, 36.4%, 28.5%, 35.5%,
Shopping opportunities y
Poor 31.9%' 29.0%, 34.2%, 27.2%, 39.3%, 303%., | 29.7%, 26.6%, 37.7%, 32.2%,, 26.0%, 36.8%, 34.7%,, 15.8%, 34.4%, 33.0%, 20.3%, 26.9%, 33.8%,, 43.7%, 28.9%,
Don't Know 1.1%’ 1.2%, 1.1%, 1.7%, 0.5%, 0.2%, 2.2%, 1.2%, 1.2%, 1.0%, 1.0%, 1.7%, 0.9%, 5.0%, 0.5%, 1.2%, 1.0%, 1.2%, 1.6%, 0.5%, 0.6%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 1166 469 678 212 340 312 287 222 517 414 307 400 258 99 1020 1046 71 392 465 180 92
szferston Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
|___County
P Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD | Up to $50,000 ;?g:g:n; Over $100,000 | Yes, AMinHH | No AMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative M"":"::; the | iberal | Don't Know
Excellent 10.9%" 15.1%, 6.4%, 11.5%, 10.3%, 10.2%, 10.5%, 13.8%, 9.3%, 6.2%, 16.5%, 5.0%, 5.4%,), 15.0%, 9.8%, 10.2%, 17.2%, 12.3%, 9.2%, 12.2%, 12.4%,
Good 34.7%' 39.3%, 28.8%, 31.9%, 31.1%, 42.3%, 44.2%, 33.5%, 38.8%, 20.5%, 36.4%, 33.2%, 32.6%, 26.3%, 36.1%, 36.0%, 28.6%, 43.6%, 27.6%, 285%,, | 36.4%,,
) o Fair 36.2%' 30.4%, 43.6%, 38.8%, 38.1%, 20.3%, 31.6%, 37.9%, 31.5%, 43.0%, 33.5%, 37.0%, 43.3%, 38.8%, 36.5%, 35.8%, 38.0%, 31.2%, 41.0%, 40.1%, 34.5%,
Shopping opportunities -
Poor 16.4%' 13.1%, 19.5%, 14.7%, 19.9%, 17.6%, 11.2%, 13.0%, 17.8%, 19.9%, 11.6%, 21.9%, 17.8%, 14.0%, 17.2%, 15.9%, 14.6%, 11.4%, 19.5%, 17.7%, 15.3%,
Don't Know 1.9%" 2.2%, 1.7%, 3.1%, 0.6%, 0.6%, 2.5%, 1.8%, 2.6%, 1.3%, 1.9%, 2.9%, 0.9%, 6.0%, 0.4%, 2.2%, 1.6%, 1.5%, 2.7%, 1.4%, 1.4%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 431 192 228 123 104 99 95 76 190 155 123 148 93 81 331 357 46 140 176 53 38
Lewis County ‘Gender "Age Groups Education Level "Annual HH Income "Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
b Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4svD | up to $50,000 ;?g:g:m Over $100,000 | Yes, AMin HH | No AMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative M"":"::; the | Liberal | Don't Know
Excellent 4.9%' 5.9%, 4.1%, 1.4%, 6.9%, 5.6%, 5.5%, 5.8%, 3.3%, 5.1%, 2.6%, 1.9%, 6.0%, 0.0% 3.8%, 3.7%, 1.5%, 9.6%, 2.0%, 2.1%,, 0.0%
Good 34.4%' 35.7%, 33.1%, 37.9%, 26.4%, 36.5%, 43.7%, 37.2%, 27.9%, 38.3%, 52.4%, 26.0%, 46.1%, 34.2%, 35.0%, 35.1%, 32.5%, 31.6%, 40.3%, 34.1%, 22.6%,
) o Fair 38.8%' 37.3%, 40.1%, 20.9%, H.1%, 47.7%, 36.1%, 36.9%, 44.8%, 33.9%, 31.9%, 54.3%, 31.6%, 9.0%, 39.3%, 39.3%, 45.7%, 47.3%, 34.5%, 27.8%, 36.4%,
Shopping opportunities -
Poor 21.8%" 21.1%, 22.6%, 31.1%, 25.6%,, 10.1%, 14.1%,, 20.2%, 23.9%, 22.3%, 12.9%, 17.8%, 16.3%, 56.8%, 21.8%, 21.8%, 20.3%, 11.4%, 23.2%,, 35.6%, 40.4%,,
Don't Know 0.1%’ 0.0%? 0.2%, 0.0%? 0.0%2 0.0%? 0.7%, 0.0%? 0.2%, 0.4%, 0.2%, 0.0%? 0.0%? 0.0%2 0.1%, 0.1%, 0.0%? 0.0%? 0.0%? 0.5%, 0.6%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 348 129 217 42 113 9 9 73 156 119 30 123 72 9 322 328 12 134 139 53 18
St. (I:_awr:nce Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
ounty
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂz:‘: the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 2.0%" 4.0%, 0.3%, 3.9%, 1.9%, 0.8%, 0.0% 3.1%, 0.0% 3.5%, 0.3%, 0.0% 3.5%, 0.0% 2.2%, 2.3%, 0.0% 1.3%qy, 1.1%, 0.0% 8.1%,
Good 15.0%" 15.6%, 14.8%, 14.1%, 12.6%, 18.8%, 19.0%, 16.6%, 16.2%, 10.6%, 13.1%, 8.0%, 14.4%, 30.5%, 14.2%, 13.3%, 30.9%, 16.0%, 1.4%, 18.6%, 17.2%,
) - Fair 32.4%' 32.6%, 33.3%, 38.7%, 25.5%, 33.7%, 32.0%, 36.9%, 24.3%, 38.9%, 39.4%, 37.2%, 26.9%, 40.4%, 32.4%, 32.6%, 38.9%, 36.2%, 30.6%, 22.8%, 36.3%,
Shopping opportunities g
Poor 49.9%" 47.4%, 50.8%, 43.3%, 59.3%, 46.7%, 46.7%, 42.4%, 50.5%, 45.9%,, 47.2%, 53.7%, 54.2%, 201%, 50.6%, 51.0%, 30.2%, 45.3%, 56.5%, 58.6%, 38.4%,
Don't Know 0.6%" 0.4%, 0.8%, 0.0% 0.6%, 0.0% 2.4%, 1.0%, 0.0% 1.0%, 0.0% 1.4%, 1.4%, 0.0% 0.6%, 0.7%, 0.0% 1.2%, 0.7%, 0.0% 0.0%
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 387 148 233 47 123 117 96 73 171 140 104 129 93 9 367 361 13 118 150 74 36
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Tr-County

Combine Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
Table 23 onpine
a e All - i
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂz:‘: the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 10.7%" 10.9%, 10.5%, 12.1%, 9.2%, 11.2%, 10.1%, 11.2%, 9.1%, 12.2%, 10.4%, 9.1%, 11.6%, 14.8%, 10.3%, 10.8%, 10.1%, 9.5%,, 13.0%, 12.7%,, 4.7%,
Good 45.2%" 48.9%, 42.5%, 41.5%, 45.8%, 52.5%, 47.9%, 41.9%, 47.7%, 50.0%, 39.9%, 47.5%,, 52.0%, 23.5%, 48.7%, 45.4%, 50.0%, 52.0%, 44.3%,, 45.1%,, 33.0%,
) ) Fair 23.1%' 19.9%, 26.2%, 19.2%, 29.0%, 18.0%, 23.9%,, 22.2%, 24.4%, 21.7%, 24.4%, 23.5%, 23.6%, 13.8%, 24.1%, 23.8%, 14.8%, 16.7%, 241%,, 22.7%,, 34.6%,
Quality of K-12 education g . y y
Poor 9.8%' 9.3%, 10.7%, 1.7%, 9.7%, 10.0%, 6.0%, 12.1%, 7.9%, 8.5%, 9.4%, 12.3%, 8.6%, 9.8%, 9.5%, 10.2%, 7.8%, 13.8%, 7.3%, 4.0%, 14.6%,
Don't Know 11.2%" 11.0%, 10.2%, 15.5%, 6.3%, 8.4%,), 12.1%,, 12.7%, 10.9%, 7.6%, 16.0%, 7.5%, 4.2%, 38.1%, 7.4%, 9.8%, 17.3%, 8.1%, 11.3%, 15.5%, 13.2%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 1169 473 677 214 340 313 287 222 519 415 308 401 259 99 1022 1048 72 393 467 181 91
szferston Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
|___County
P Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD ] Up to $50,000 ;?g:g:n; Over $100,000 | Yes, AMinHH | NoAMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative M"":"::; the | iberal | Don't Know
Excellent 13.0%" 12.8%, 13.2%, 14.4%, 10.5%, 18.5%, 7.5%, 16.2%, 10.5%, 9.2%, 13.4%, 13.3%, 9.1%, 12.2%, 13.5%, 12.5%, 14.7%, 12.6%, 14.8%, 16.2%, 3.1%,
Good 37.2%' 39.5%, 35.2%, 31.7%, 38.1%, 46.7%, 49.8%, 30.1%, 40.8%,, 48.9%, 24.8%, 45.0%, 52.4%, 23.6%, 41.8%, 39.0%, 20.3%, 48.4%, 37.1%, 26.8%,, 17.2%,
) ) Fair 25.1%' 18.9%, 32.0%, 20.4%, 35.7%, 17.2%,, | 24.4%,, 25.9%, 24.9%, 23.7%, 20.5%, 19.1%, 26.6%, 15.3%, 27.7%, 26.4%, 17.4%, 17.3%, 26.6%, 20.4%,, 37.8%,
Quality of K-12 education - : :
Poor 7.3%' 9.4%, 5.4%, 8.2%, 6.7%, 1.4%, 2.5%, 7.5%, 6.1%, 9.5%, 7.9%, 10.3%, 7.0%, 7.4%, 7.5%, 6.8%, 11.4%, 7.8%, 5.8%, 6.5%, 14.2%,
Don't Know 17.5%" 19.4%, 14.3%, 25.3%, 9.0%, 6.5%, 15.8%,, 20.3%, 17.6%, 8.7%, 24.5%, 12.3%, 5.0%, 41.5%, 9.5%, 15.2%, 27.2%, 13.9%, 15.7%, 21.0%, 27.7%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 432 193 228 124 104 99 95 77 190 155 123 149 93 82 331 358 46 141 176 53 38
Lewis County ‘Gender "Age Groups Education Level "Annual HH Income "Active Military in AH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
P Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD | Up to $50,000 ;?g:g:n; Over $100,000 | Yes, AMinHH | NoAMinHH |  White BIPOC Conservative M"":"::; the | iberal | Don't Know
Excellent 19.3%" 16.1%, 21.3%, 26.2%, 15.3%, 16.2%, 21.2%, 17.5%, 22.4%, 18.8%, 11.3%, 14.4%, 32.2%, 0.0% 20.1%, 20.6%, 4.6%, 19.5%, 20.1%, 16.1%, 221%,
Good 56.3%" 59.9%, 53.8%, 53.1%, 59.5%, 55.0%, 56.3%, 61.2%, 48.2%, 57.4%, 57.4%,, 65.6%, 45.6%, 15.0%, 58.4%, 57.0%, 58.8%, 55.2%, 53.7%, 64.4%, 56.9%,
Fai A 7.2%, 14.7% 9.3%, 14.5%, 8.5%, 8.7%, 9.2%, 14.9%, 9.7%, 10.3%, 10.1%, 8.3%, 13.7%, 10.4%, 11.0%, 17.3%, 11.5%, 12.0%, 2.9%, 20.4%,
Quality of K-12 education air 11.1% 3 for 3 b 3 b b b b b 3 3 3 b b b 5%, 0%, 9%, 0.4%,
Poor 7.2%' 12.0%, 2.9%, 41%, 8.9%, 8.5%, 6.8%, 7.6%, 7.8%, 5.0%, 6.9%, 7.2%, 8.0%, 37.8%, 5.3%, 4.7%, 19.3%, 8.6%, 9.3%, 1.8%, 0.0%
Don't Know 6.1%' 4.9%, 7.3%, 7.2%,, 1.7%, 11.8%, 7%, 45%, 6.8%, 9.1%, 14.0%, 2.7%, 5.9%,y, 33.6%, 5.8%, 6.7%, 0.0% 5.2%, 49%, 14.8%, 0.6%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 349 130 217 43 113 9 9 73 157 119 30 123 72 9 322 328 13 134 140 53 18
St. (I:_awr:nce Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
ounty
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂz:‘: the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 6.3%" 7.7%, 5.1%, 6.1%, 6.5%, 3.8%, 9.1%, 3.9%, 4.9%,, 13.5%, 6.4%, 4.4%, 10.0%, 42.6%, 5.5%, 6.7%, 2.9%, 3.6%, 8.4%, 10.3%, 3.6%,
Good 50.5%" 56.0%, 46.4%, 52.9%, 48.7%, 56.3%, 44.3%, 48.7%, 54.1%, 49.4%, 55.2%, 44.7%, 52.9%, 25.0%, 51.6%, 48.1%, 84.6%, 54.3%, 51.6%, 50.3%, 43.6%,
) ) Fair 24.0%" 23.9%, 23.6%, 19.4%, 27.1%, 21.5%, 27.4%, 221%, 26.0%, 22.4%, 20.8%, 30.7%, 23.6%, 0.0% 24.6%, 24.7%, 10.0%, 17.8%, 24.2%, 23.2%, 33.7%,
Quality of K-12 education g
Poor 13.1%" 8.6%, 17.8%, 18.0%, 12.5%, 9.6%, 8.3%, 18.3%, 9.5%, 8.4%, 11.8%, 15.2%, 10.2%, 25.2%, 12.0%, 14.7%, 0.0% 20.7%, 8.9%,y, 3.2%, 16.8%,
Don't Know 6.2%" 3.8%, 7.4%, 3.6%, 5.2%, 8.8%, 10.8%, 6.9%, 5.4%, 6.3%, 5.8%, 4.9%, 3.2%, 7.2%, 6.3%, 5.8%, 2.5%, 3.6%, 6.9%, 12.9%, 2.3%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 388 150 232 47 123 118 96 72 172 141 105 129 94 8 369 362 13 118 151 75 35
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Tr-County Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
Table 24 Combined
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂz:‘: the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 1.4%' 2.2%, 0.6% 2.1%, 0.8%, 1.1%, 1.0%, 1.3%, 1.4%, 1.0%, 2.3%, 0.6%, 0.7%, 5.4%, 0.6% 1.0%, 3.5% 1.4%, 1.2%, 1.4%, 0.0%2
Good 0, 7%, 4%, 7% 9%, . 7% 8%, 9%, . 7%a 7% 6%, 4%, - T%a A%, 6% .5%a 6%, 2%, A%a 0%, -9%a
7%’ 20.7% 16.4% 18.7% 13.9% 23.7% 22.8% 17.9% 14.7% 26.7% 16.6% 15.4% 18.7% 27.1% 17.6% 16.5% 34.6% 18.2% 17.1% 19.0% 23.9%
The overall state of the local Fair 38.7%" 45.9%, 32.2%, 39.3%, 34.3%, 36.0%, 51.4%, 39.3%, 37.3%, 41.1%, 36.6%, 44.2%, 40.9%, 35.0%, 38.9%, 40.1%, 31.3%, 38.9%, 41.1%, 44.6%, 26.4%,
leconomy Poor 37.7%" 27.2%, 47.6%, 33.5%,, 48.3%, 39.1%,, 23.0%, 37.1%,, 43.2%, 29.0%, 39.6%, 38.5%, 38.1%, 15.1%, 41.2%, 39.1%, 23.9%, 38.4%, 36.3%, 31.9%, 45.7%,
Don't Know 3.6%" 4.1%, 3.1%, 6.4%, 2.7%,, 0.2%, 1.8%, 4.4%, 3.5%, 2.2%, 5.0%, 1.3%, 1.6%5 17.4%, 1.7%, 3.2%, 6.6%, 3.14%, 4.2%, 3.4%, 3.9%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 1165 470 676 214 339 311 286 221 517 414 305 400 259 99 1018 1045 71 392 466 180 91
szferston Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
ounty
p Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD | Up to $50,000 ;?g'fg:m Over $100,000 | Yes, AMin HH | NoAMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative M"":"::; the | Liberal | Don't Know
Excellent 2.1%’ 3.6%, 0.6% 3.4%, 0.4%, 2.5%, 1.2%, 2.0%, 2.4%, 1.0%, 4.5%, 0.2%, 0.6%, 6.5%, 0.7%, 1.5%, 4.6%, 1.7%, 1.7%, 3.3%, 0.0%2
Good 17.7%' 21.4%, 12.8%, 15.2%, 13.4%, 22.3%, 27.7%, 15.1%, 16.2%, 23.3%, 19.3%, 18.2%, 15.5%, 21.0%, 16.4%, 15.1%, 27.3%, 19.3%,,, 12.0%, 20.9%,, 30.2%,
The overall state of the local Fair 43.6%' 48.5%, 39.2%, 47.0%, 34.8%, 46.5%, 52.0%, 47.7%, 40.9%, 43.1%, 38.6%, 45.4%, 47.8%, 41.1%, 44.0%, 44.0%, 41.9%, 43.0%, 45.5%, 46.1%, 37.4%,
Poor 30.4%" 18.3%, 43.2%, 23.9%, 46.5%, 28.7%,, 18.1%, 26.7%, 34.9%, 29.5%, 29.1%, 33.8%, 34.6%, 12.0%, 36.7%, 33.9%, 15.1%, 30.8%, 33.5%, 27.0%, 22.8%,
Don't Know 6.2%' 8.3%, 4.2%, 10.4%, 4.8%, 0.0%2 1.0%, 8.4%, 5.5%, 3.2%, 8.5%, 2.4%, 1.4%, 19.5%, 2.2%, 5.5%, 1.1%, 5.1%, 7.2%, 2.8%, 9.6%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 429 191 227 123 103 98 95 76 189 154 121 148 93 81 329 356 45 141 175 52 37
Lewis County Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income "Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
p Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD | Up to $50,000 ;?g'fg:m Over $100,000 | Yes, AMin HH | NoAMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative M"":"::; the | Liberal | Don't Know
Excellent 3.8%' 5.1%, 2.7%, 3.8%, 5.3%, 0.7%, 4.5%, 3.6%, 3.2%, 5.3%, 0.0%2 3.8%, 4.6%, 0.0%2 3.1%, 2.8%, 15.0%, 5.0%, 3.3%, 4.1%, 0.0%2
Good 24.9%" 24.8%, 24.0%, 23.7%p 17.0%, 39.8%, 25.9%,, 24.2%, 21.9%, 31.6%, 22.2%, 21.5%, 35.4%, 52.0%, 25.6%, 23.7%, 53.0%, 27.7%, 23.6%, 19.2%, 28.5%,
The overall state of the local Fair 39.2%"' 41.2%, 38.0%, 34.3%, 4.7%, 31.1%, 49.9%, 40.7%, 41.2%, 32.2%, 46.7%, 44.6%, 37.7%, 12.1%, 39.9%, 42.2%, 5.2%, 21.5%, 43.6%, 31.3%, 20.0%,
economy Poor 28.1%" 27.4%, 29.2%, 26.0%, 34.3%, 28.4%, 19.0%, 28.6%, 29.9%, 24.1%, 28.9%, 29.3%, 16.4%, 19.9%, 27.6%, 27.0%, 26.7%, 25.7%, 27.0%,, 26.0%,, 50.8%,
Don't Know 4.0%' 1.5%, 6.2%, 12.2%, 1.7%, 0.0%2 0.8%, 2.9%, 3.8%, 6.9%, 2.2%, 0.7%, 5.9%, 16.0%, 3.9%, 4.3%, 0.0%2 0.2%, 2.4%, 19.4%, 0.6%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 348 129 217 43 113 95 9 73 156 119 80 123 72 9 321 327 13 134 140 53 18
St. Lawrence Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
County
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂz:‘: the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 0.0%" 0.0%' 0.0%" 0.0%" 0.0%" 0.0%" 0.0%" 0.0%" 0.0%" 0.0%" 0.0%" 0.0%" 0.0%" 0.0%' 0.0%" 0.0%' 0.0%" 0.0%" 0.0%" 0.0%" 0.0%"
Good 18.2%2 19.2%, 17.9%, 22.5%, 13.5%, 19.9%, 18.4%, 18.9%,,, 11.8%, 28.9%, 12.0%, 11.6%, 18.4%, 60.5%, 16.6% 16.0%, 44.3%, 14.3%, 22.2%, 18.1%, 18.6%,
The overall state of the local Fair 33.7%2 44.3%, 24.3%, 29.9%, 32.0%,,, 29.1%,, 51.4%, 30.2%, 33.1%, 41.2%, 31.9%, 43.1%, 35.0%, 1.6%, 34.9%, 36.2%, 17.1%, 34.3%,, 34.3%,, 46.5%, 18.8%,
economy Poor 47.2%? 36.2%, 56.5%p 47.6%, 53.4%, 50.6%, 27.5% 50.3%, 53.6%, 29.6%, 55.0%, 44.7%, 45.6%, 33.3%, 47.7%, 46.9%, 38.6%, 49.3%,, 42.9%,, 35.4%, 62.6%)
Don't Know 0.9%2 0.4%, 1.4%, 0.0%" 1.1%, 0.4%, 2.7%, 0.6%, 1.5%, 0.3%, 1.1%, 0.7%, 0.9%, 4.7%, 0.7%, 1.0%, 0.0%" 2.1%, 0.6%, 0.0%' 0.0%'
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 388 150 232 48 123 118 95 72 172 141 104 129 94 9 368 362 13 17 151 75 36
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lr'c';‘_‘"tz Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
Table 25 g
a e All - i
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂz:‘: the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 2.8%" 4.4%, 1.3%, 4.4%, 0.7%, 2.6%,, 3.6%,,, 2.9%, 2.6%, 2.5%, 4.7%, 1.7%, 1.8%, 9.6%, 1.9%, 2.3%, 6.3%, 1.7%, 4.6%, 2.0%, 0.6%,
Good 21.3%' 28.1%, 15.0%, 25.5%, 15.5%, 213%,, | 245%., 24.3%, 19.7%, 18.8%, 18.8%, 19.7%, 21.1%, 21.3%, 21.7%, 21.3%, 24.8%, 21.0%, 20.9%, 23.2%, 22.0%,
Availability of care for the  Fair 31.6%" 33.5%, 20.7%, 28.6%, 35.3%, 30.1%, 31.4%, 30.9%, 32.4%, 31.9%, 26.0%, 36.4%, 33.5%,, 17.8%, 33.7%, 31.3%, 32.8%, 34.3%, 31.0%, 30.1%, 20.7%,
elderly Poor 32.9%' 21.7%, 43.4%, 21.9%, 39.7%, 41.4%, 37.4%, 32.9%, 33.3%, 31.5%, 39.0%, 31.6%, 30.2%, 9.6%, 35.4%, 34.3%, 18.3%, 33.8%, 32.4%, 27.7%, 36.0%,
Don't Know 11.4%" 12.4%, 10.6%, 19.7%, 8.9%, 4.6%, 3.1%, 2.0%, 12.1%,, 15.3%, 11.5%, 10.6%, 13.4%, 41.8%, 7.3%, 10.8%, 17.8%, 9.2%, 11.2%, 16.9%, 1.7%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 1166 470 677 213 340 311 287 222 517 414 307 400 258 98 1020 1046 7 392 465 181 92
szferston Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
ounty
P Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD | Up to $50,000 ;?g:g:n; Over $100,000 | Yes, AMinHH | No AMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative M"":"::; the | iberal | Don't Know
Excellent 3.3%' 5.0%, 1.6%, 5.1%, 0.9%, 5.4%, 0.6%, 4.5%, 2.4%, 1.4%, 7.4%, 1.4%, 0.2%,y, 8.5%, 1.7%, 2.4%, 9.4%, 1.4%, 5.2%, 3.6%, 0.0%
Good 20.1%’ 25.5%, 14.7%, 20.8%, 15.3%, 25.2%, 25.0%, 23.1%, 18.4%, 17.6%, 18.5%, 23.5%, 201%, 18.8%, 21.0%, 18.8%, 26.4%, 26.0%, 19.8%, 12.8%, 12.8%,
Availability of care for the  Fair 31.1%’ 30.5%, 30.6%, 20.6%, 30.6%, 26.4%, 39.0%, 33.3%, 28.6%, 20.5%, 26.1%, 33.6%, 34.7%, 201%, 34.3%, 31.5%, 21.6%, 35.5%, 27.9%, 20.1%, 38.1%,
elderly Poor 27.2%' 17.3%, 38.0%, 15.0%, 39.9%, 36.7%, 32.2%, 23.0%, 30.9%, 30.0%, 20.7%, 24.2%, 23.8%, 6.5%, 32.8%, 30.6%, 12.9%, 22.0%, 20.2%, 36.9%, 26.2%,
Don't Know 18.4%" 21.6%, 15.1%, 20.5%, 13.2%, 6.2%, 3.2%, 16.0%, 19.6%, 21.4%, 18.6%, 17.7%, 21.2%, 46.1%, 10.3%, 16.8%, 20.7%, 15.4%, 17.9%, 26.6%, 22.9%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 430 192 227 122 104 99 95 76 189 155 122 148 93 30 331 357 45 140 175 53 38
Lewi n ‘Gender e Groups Education Level "Annual HH Income "Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
ewis County
P Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD | Up to $50,000 ;?g:g:n; Over $100,000 | Yes, AMinHH | NoAMinHH |  White BIPOC Conservative M"":"::; the | iberal | Don't Know
Excellent 3.3%' 3.9%, 2.9%, 41%, 2.7%, 2.4%, 4.4%, 1.7%, 3.8%, 6.6%, 1.7%, 3.1%, 3.9%, 0.0% 3.4%, 2.6%, 12.6%, 2.9%, 3.1%, 2.2%, 8.9%,
Good 29.8%" 38.4%, 21.1%, 26.0%,, 22.9%, 41.5%, 36.0%, 33.5%, 27.0%, 24.9%, 32.0%, 25.6%, 36.0%, 26.6%, 30.6%, 20.6%, 39.3%, 28.0%, 32.0%, 33.8%, 19.1%,
Availability of care for the  Fair 34.4%' 32.3%, 36.7%, 27.0%, 37.3%, 35.0%, 39.0%, 341%, 37.6%, 20.5%, 39.2%, 38.2%, 30.1%, 34.5%, 34.0%, 34.3%, 41.4%, 37.8%, 36.9%, 16.5%, 38.9%,,
elderly Poor 22.1%' 19.5%, 24.7%, 13.7%, 33.4%, 20.2%,, 12.9%, 19.7%, 22.9%, 26.9%, 21.1%, 26.5%, 21.4%, 15.8%, 21.1%, 221%, 6.8%, 27.0%, 22.5%, 12.5%, 14.9%,
Don't Know 10.5%" 6.0%, 14.6%, 20.2%, 3.6%, 0.9%, 7.6%, 11.0%, 8.7%, 12.1%, 6.0%, 6.6%, 8.6%, 23.1%, 10.8%, 11.4%, 0.0% 43%, 5.5%, 35.0%, 18.3%, .
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 348 129 217 43 113 95 9 73 156 119 30 123 72 9 321 327 13 134 140 53 18
St. Lawrence Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
County
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂz:‘: the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 2.2%" 3.8%, 0.7%, 3.5%, 0.0% 0.5%, 5.6%, 1.6%, 2.6%, 2.7%, 2.2%, 1.9%, 2.9%, 17.5%, 1.6%, 2.2%, 0.0% 2.0%, 4.2%, 1.2%, 0.0%
Good 20.5%' 28.3%, 13.6%, 31.6%, 13.6%, 11.9%, 211%,, 22.9%, 19.3%, 18.7%, 16.5%, 15.2%, 19.2%, 34.9%, 20.2%, 21.3%, 20.0%, 14.4%, 19.2%, 26.3%, 20.8%,
Availability of care for the  Fair 31.4%" 36.8%, 27.2%, 27.6%, 38.6%, 31.7%, 24.0%, 27.5%, 34.7%, 34.6%, 23.2%, 38.2%, 33.0%,, 1.6%, 33.2%, 30.4%, 50.8%, 32.1%, 33.5%, 37.7%, 21.8%,
elderly Poor 41.1%' 26.7%, 53.1%, 32.4%, 41.1%, 51.5%, 47.4%, 46.8%, 37.6%, 33.9%, 54.2%, 38.8% 37.9%,, 26.8%, 40.8%, 40.7%, 29.1%, 46.3%, 39.5%, 26.2%) 46.4%,,
Don't Know 4.8%' 4.4%, 5.4%, 4.9%, 6.6%, 4.4%, 1.8%, 1.4%, 5.7%,, 10.2%, 3.8%, 6.0%, 7.0%, 19.3%, 4.2%, 5.4%, 0.0% 5.3%, 3.5%, 8.6%, 1.9%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 388 149 233 48 123 17 9 73 172 140 105 129 93 9 368 362 13 118 150 75 36
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Tr-County Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
Table 26 Combined
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG scC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂz:‘: the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 2.9%' 4.6%, 1.2%, 4.9%, 1.5%, 2.7%, 1.2%,y, 2.8%, 2.7%, 3.1%, 4.1%, 1.4%, 4.0%,, 9.1%, 2.0%, 2.4%, 6.3%, 3.1%, 2.8%, 2.7%, 2.1%,
Good 23.4%" 28.7%, 18.5%, 23.6%, 20.9%, 26.2%, 26.5%, 19.7%, 24.0%,, 30.8%, 15.0%, 22.4%, 30.0%, 21.0%, 23.8%, 22.6%, 34.2%, 20.9%, 26.2%, 20.2%, 24.9%,
. _ Fair 34.6%' 35.1%, 33.0%, 32.4%, 35.7%, 36.2%, 33.7%, 30.1%, 37.7%, 38.0%,, 33.9%, 39.1%, 35.0%, 24.7%, 35.8%, 34.5%, 28.6%, 36.9%, 33.7%, 38.7%, 27.4%,
Availability of housing g y
Poor 31.8%" 23.4%, 41.1%, 29.9%, 36.1%, 29.0%, 31.4%, 38.8%, 28.5%, 23.1%, 37.4%, 31.2%,), 27.1%, 17.7%, 33.9%, 33.8%, 20.3%, 30.1%, 32.2%, 33.9%, 33.2%,
Don't Know 7.4%' 8.5%, 6.2%, 9.2%, 5.9%, 5.9%, 7.1%, 8.7%, 7.0%, 4.9%, 9.6%, 6.2%,, 4.0%, 27.5%, 4.4%, 6.8%, 10.5%, 8.9%, 5.1%, 4.4%, 12.8%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 1165 469 677 214 340 311 285 222 517 413 306 400 259 99 1018 1045 7 391 467 180 91
szferston Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
ounty
b Al Male Female 18-39 4059 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4D | Upto $50,000 ;?g:g:m Over $100,000 | Yes, AMin HH | NoAMinHH | white BIPOC Conservative | M99 ot | iperal | Donit Know
Excellent 4.3%" 7.3%, 1.4%, 7.4%, 0.4%, 6.6%.5 0.6%q5 5.2%, 4.5%, 1.6%, 7.4%, 1.8%, 2.8%, 10.9%, 2.3%, 3.3%, 8.9%, 3.4%, 4.6%, 5.1%, 3.8%,
Good 21.4%" 24.6%, 18.5%, 201%, 18.2%, 25.4%, 30.9%, 16.2%, 25.5%, 26.2%, 18.0%, 18.8%, 29.2%, 15.9%, 23.4%, 20.7%, 27.5%, 26.2%, 17.2%, 20.5%, 21.9%,
nvaitabilty of housi Fair 33.7%' 36.3%, 29.6%, 27.7%, 37.6%, 40.3%, 34.7%, 32.6%, 30.4%, 40.0%, 28.3%, 41.2%, 28.1%, 28.4%, 34.5%, 31.7%, 32.6%, 35.0%, 33.9%, 27.8%, 31.9%,
vailability of housing
Poor 30.3%" 19.1%, 43.0%, 28.9%, 37.1%, 24.8%, 28.3%, 35.2%, 27.4%, 26.8%, 30.3%, 30.6%, 34.1%, 15.2%, 35.4%, 35.1%, 13.2%, 25.2%,, 37.4%, 41.6%, 15.7%,
Don't Know 10.3%" 12.8%, 7.5%, 15.9%, 6.7%, 2.8%, 5.5%, 10.8%, 12.2%, 5.4%, 15.9%, 7.7%, 5.9%, 29.5%, 4.4%, 9.1%, 17.8%, 10.3%, 6.8%, 5.0%, 26.7%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 430 192 227 123 104 99 94 76 190 154 122 148 93 81 330 357 45 140 176 53 37
Lewis County Gender "Age Groups Education Level "Annual HH Income "Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
b Al Male Female 18-39 4059 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4D | Upto $50,000 ;?g:g:m Over $100,000 | Yes, AMin HH | NoAMinHH | white BIPOC Conservative | M99 ot | iperal | Donit Know
Excellent 4.4%" 4.7%, 4.2%, 5.6%, 4.6%, 1.1%, 5.8%, 3.6%, 4.3%, 6.5%, 3.5%, 1.9%, 6.2%, 0.0% 4.7%, 3.5%, 20.7%, 3.5%, 1.9%, 10.8%, 8.3%,
Good 31.8%' 39.0%, 24.5%, 27.3%, 27.7%, 38.1%, 39.5%, 32.4%, 31.5%, 30.5%, 26.5%, 34.7%, 42.2%, 15.1%, 32.9%, 31.5%, 32.7%, 34.6%, 38.8%, 23.0%, 0.7%,
vaitabilty of housi Fair 28.4%" 26.4%, 30.4%, 20.7%, 31.7%, 28.8%, 32.6%, 24.8%, 32.0%, 31.3%, 38.1%, 30.5%, 27.5%, 18.0%, 28.1%, 28.7%, 34.0%, 27.7%, 32.9%, 17.7%, 30.9%,
vailability of housing
Poor 26.6%" 25.1%, 28.3%, 35.4%, 286%,, | 22.7%, 13.3%, 24.5%, 20.3%, 27.5%, 21.5%, 20.3%, 21.9%, 62.8%, 26.1%, 28.1%, 12.6%, 22.9%, 25.0%, 36.2%, 35.4%,
Don't Know 8.9%" 4.8%, 12.7%, 11.0%, 7.3%, 9.3%, 8.7%, 14.7%, 2.9%, 4.2%,, 10.4%, 3.7%, 21%, 4.1%, 8.1%, 8.1%, 0.0%? 11.3%, 1.4%, 12.3%, 24.7%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 347 128 217 43 113 95 95 73 156 118 79 123 72 9 320 326 13 134 140 52 18
St. (I:_awr:nce Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
ounty
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂz:‘: the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 1.1%" 1.9%, 0.4%, 1.5%, 1.5%, 0.0%? 0.6%, 0.0%? 0.8%, 3.7%, 0.3%, 0.3%, 4%, 0.0% 1%, 1.2%, 0.0% 2.8%, 0.6%, 0.0% 0.0%
Good 23.3%" 30.6%, 17.0%, 27.6%, 21.4%, 23.2%, 20.1%, 19.6%, 21.1%,), 35.2%, 8.9%, 22.2%, 28.3%, 52.3%, 22.0%, 22.0%, 45.4%, 11.9%, 35.1%, 19.6%,, 30.1%,
. _ Fair 37.0%' 36.0%, 36.8%, 40.7%, 35.1%, 35.2%, 33.3%, 20.0%, 45.7%, 37.7%, 39.8%, 39.8%, 42.9%, 3.3%, 38.7%, 38.3%, 21.4%, 41.5%,, 33.6%, 48.2%, 23.1%,
Availability of housing R : y y
Poor 34.6%" 26.6%, 42.5%, 30.2%, 37.3%, 34.2%, 38.1%, 46.5%, 29.4%, 18.8%, 49.4%, 32.2%, 21.5%, 25.0%, 34.7%, 34.0%, 33.1%, 36.8%, 26.8%, 29.6%, 46.0%,
Don't Know 4.1%' 5.0%, 3.3%, 0.0% 4.7%, 7.4%, 7.9%, 4.8%, 3.1%, 4.6%, 1.6%, 5.6%, 2.7%, 19.3%, 3.6%, 4.4%, 0.0%2 7.0%, 3.9%, 2.6%, 0.8%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 388 149 233 48 123 117 96 73 171 141 105 129 94 9 368 362 13 17 151 75 36
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Tr-County Gender e Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
Combined
Table 27 angis
a e All - i
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG scC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂ::ﬂ‘ the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 2.2%' 2.2%, 2.3%, 5.2%, 0.4%, 0.3%, 0.5%, 3.6%, 1.0%, 0.9%,y, 2.5%, 1.1%, 0.9%, 13.3%, 0.5%, 1.5%, 5.5%, 0.7%, 2%, 1.8%,y, 6.0%,
Good 12.9%" 18.4%, 7.9%, 14.8%, 13.3%, 12.4%, 9.2%, 13.3%, 12.7%, 13.4%, 12.9%, 9.2%, 15.6%, 23.2%, 11.3%, 10.5%, 32.3%, 13.0%,, 9.7%, 13.6%, 21.2%,
avaitabilty of chld Fair 26.2%" 28.4%, 24.0%, 24.2%, 30.0%, 23.4%, 25.1%, 22.5%, 30.2%, 26.9%,, 20.6%, 33.5%, 25.8%,, 9.0%, 28.7%, 25.7%, 27.0%, 27.0%, 27.2%, 203%, 26.0%,
wailability of childcare
Poor 31.4%" 20.9%, 41.6%, 30.5%, 34.6%, 33.9%, 24.9%, 30.6%, 31.1%, 33.9%, 28.9%, 35.0%, 33.6%, 20.3%, 33.1%, 34.3%, 1.2%, 30.5%, 32.9%,, 39.5%, 22.1%,
Don't Know 27.3%" 30.0%, 24.3%, 25.3%, 21.7%, 30.0%,, 40.2%, 20.9%, 25.0%, 24.9%, 35.2%, 21.3%, 241%, 34.2%, 26.4%, 28.0%, 24.0%, 28.7%, 28.1%, 24.8%, 24.6%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 1164 471 674 214 339 309 287 223 514 414 306 399 258 100 1016 1043 72 392 464 181 91
szferston Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
ounty
P Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD | Up to $50,000 ;?g:g:n; Over $100,000 | Yes, AMinHH | No AMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative M"":"::; the | iberal | Don't Know
Excellent 2.8%" 3.9%, 1.7%, 6.1%, 0.0% 0.7%, 0.0% 4.7%, 1.4%, 0.4%, 4.8%, 2.5%, 0.5%, 10.2%, 0.5%, 1.3%, 8.1%, 0.8%, 3.4%, 3.6%, 4.0%,
Good 13.2%’ 201%, 6.4%, 17.8%, 9.6%, 13.2%, 6.8%, 15.9%, 9.9%, 14.5%, 17.4%, 10.4%, 2.8%, 27.6%, 8.5%, 8.1%, 39.3%, 17.2%, 8.6%, 4.4%, 24.8%,
. ) Fair 22.0%' 22.6%, 20.5%, 14.8%, 24.4%,, 32.3%, 29.5%,), 18.1%, 24.3%, 26.0%, 20.9%, 21.6%, 23.4%, 10.1%, 25.8%, 23.6%, 9.8%, 27.3%, 19.0%, 18.3%, 21.2%,
Availability of childcare s
Poor 29.3%" 17.9%, 42.6%, 28.4%, 33.9%, 34.7%, 19.1%, 25.3%, 33.5%, 32.5%, 19.6%, 40.0%, 34.7%, 18.1%, 32.7%, 33.3%, 13.9%, 24.9%,, 35.7%, 45.2%, 10.8%,
Don't Know 32.7%' 35.5%, 28.8%, 329%., | 321%, 19.2%, 44.6%, 36.1%, 30.9%, 26.4%, 37.2%, 25.5%, 31.6%, 34.1%, 32.4%, 33.8%, 28.8%, 29.9%, 33.2%, 28.5%, 39.2%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 431 193 227 123 104 99 95 77 189 155 123 148 93 82 330 357 46 141 175 53 38
Lewis County ‘Gender "Age Groups Education Level "Annual HH Income "Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
b Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4D | Upto $50,000 ;?g'fg:m Over $100,000 | Yes, AMin HH | No AMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative | M99 ot | iperal | Donit Know
Excellent 2.7%" 2.7%, 2.7%, 5.3%, 1.6%, 0.3%, 4.0%, 1.3%, 3.8%, 4.4%, 0.0% 0.7%, 4.1%, 0.0% 1.9%, 1.8%, 12.6%, 1.6%, 3.1%, 6.2%, 0.0%
Good 16.7%" 17.7%, 15.9%, 11.2%, 18.0%, 23.5%, 14.4%, 17.2%, 14.8%, 18.5%, 16.5%, 17.6%, 17.8%, 0.0% 18.0%, 17.8%, 3.4%, 14.9%, 16.6%, 27.5%, 21%,
vattabilty of child Fair 26.0%' 30.3%, 22.5%, 25.8%,, 35.1%, 15.2%, 20.4%,, 26.9%, 25.8%, 24.1%, 18.8%, 36.1%, 24.6%,), 24.1%, 25.1%, 24.1%, 31.8%, 33.1%, 25.4%,, 10.3%, 23.3%,),
wailability of childcare
Poor %! 23.7%, 31.0%, 31.2%, 34.3%, 18.2%, 18.5%, 20.0%, 32.6%, 37.3%, 20.6%, 28.6%, 38.9%, 53.8%, 28.4%, 27.6%, 37.1%, 26.4%, 32.4%, 16.2%, 31.6%,
27.4% .
Don't Know 27.2%" 25.5%, 27.9%, 26.5%, 10.9%, 42.7%, 42.8%, 34.6%, 23.0%,, 15.7%, 44.1%, 17.0%, 14.6%, 22.2%, 26.7%, 28.7%, 15.1%, 23.9%, 22.4%, 39.8%, 43.0%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 347 129 216 43 113 94 9 73 155 119 30 122 72 9 320 326 13 134 139 53 18
St. (I:_awr:nce Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
ounty
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂ::ﬂ‘ the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 1.5%" 0.3%, 2.7%, 4.0%, 0.4%, 0.0% 0.0% 3.2%, 0.0% 0.6%, 0.0% 0.0% 0.7%, 34.9%, 0.1%, 1.7%, 0.0% 0.4%, 0.0%? 0.0% 8.4%,
Good 11.8%" 16.8%, 7.3%, 11.5%, 15.3%, 8.3%, 9.6%, 9.6%, 14.9%, 1.1%, 6.4%, 5.9%, 20.5%, 0.0% 11.9%, 10.8%, 24.3%, 8.6%, 9.1%, 15.5%, 20.7%,
vaitabilty of chid Fair 30.4%' 34.1%, 27.6%, 36.3%, 33.4%, 18.7%, 23.2%, 25.8%, 36.6%, 28.3%, 20.5%, 42.3%, 28.3%,, 0.0% 31.8%, 27.9%, 56.2%, 25.0%, 39.0%, 23.2%, 30.3%,
wailability of childcare
Poor 34.5%" 23.5%, 43.3%, 33.3%, 35.3%, 38.0%, 30.6%, 39.2%, 28.7%, 34.5%, 42.4%, 32.7%, 31.5%, 28.3%, 34.4%, 36.9%, 2.5%, 37.0%, 29.2%, 41.2%, 30.2%,
Don't Know 21.9%" 25.4%, 19.1%, 15.0%, 15.6%, 34.9%, 36.5%, 22.2%, 19.9%, 25.5%, 30.7%, 19.0%, 18.9%, 36.8%, 21.8%, 22.8%, 16.9%, 20.0%, 22.7%,, 20.0%,, 10.5%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 386 149 231 48 122 116 9 73 170 140 103 129 93 9 366 360 13 117 150 75 35
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Tr-County Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
Table 28 Combined
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂz:‘: the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 5.7%" 7.3%, 4.2%, 11.5%, 2.1%, 2.4%, 2.5%, 7.8%, 5.3%,, 1.9% 9.9%, 4.6% 1.7% 16.7%, 4.4%, 4.4%, 10.5%, 3.5%, 8.6% 3.8%,,, 4.9%,,
Good 21.3%" 25.0%, 17.1% 22.1%, 20.3%, 19.6%, 21.4%, 22.3%, 21.6%, 18.6%, 26.6%, 14.1%, 22.1%, 22.0%, 21.2%, 19.9%, 32.8%, 17.5%, 22.8%, 22.5%, 22.5%,
Availability of behavioral ~ Fair 29.2%' 27.4%, 31.7%, 29.5%, 27.2%, 29.1%, 34.0%, 28.3%, 28.0%, 33.5%, 21.7%, 37.7%, 29.6%,, 27.1%, 29.7%, 30.0%, 25.3%, 29.4%, 28.8%, 30.8%, 29.5%,
health services Poor 26.6%" 20.2%, 32.4%, 20.5%, 35.2%, 29.8%,, 19.8%, 22.5%, 31.2% 26.6%,,, 24.6%, 29.6%, 28.5%, 12.9%, 28.0%p 27.4%, 19.6%, 27.2%, 25.8%, 29.1%, 23.4%,
Don't Know 17.3%" 20.1%, 14.6%, 16.4%, 15.2%, 19.0%, 22.4%, 19.0%, 14.0%, 19.5%, 17.1%, 14.0%, 18.0%, 21.2%, 16.8%, 18.4%, 11.9%, 22.4%, 14.0%, 13.8%,,, 19.7%,,,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 1156 468 669 210 338 311 282 220 512 411 301 399 257 95 1013 1037 70 388 463 179 91
szferston Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
|___County
P Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD | Up to $50,000 ;?g:g:n; Over $100,000 | Yes, AMinHH | No AMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative M"":"::; the | iberal | Don't Know
Excellent 8.1%' 1.1%, 5.2%, 13.1%, 3.8% 5.4%,, 4.5%, 13.5%, 4.9%, 1.8% 13.2%, 8.4%,, 2.0%, 19.1%, 5.2%, 5.8%, 16.9%, 7.14%, 10.9%, 2.3%, 5.4%,
Good 21.8%" 27.2%, 14.8%, 22.3%, 22.2%, 21.1%, 18.6%, 24.7%, 20.8%, 16.7%, 26.8%, 14.6%, 23.6%,, 21.3%, 21.4%, 20.3%, 27.2%, 19.3%, 19.4%, 21.8%, 28.9%,
Availability of behavioral ~ Fair 29.2%" 29.6%, 30.3%, 29.7%, 25.8%, 33.3%, 34.4%, 28.4%, 29.2%, 34.0%, 24.2%, 36.0%, 33.4%, 29.5%, 30.8%, 30.6%, 25.1%, 37.0%, 29.0%, 19.6%, 22.6%,
health services Poor 24.4%' 15.0%, 34.2%, 17.9%, 32.7%, 28.7%,, 21.3%,,, 21.2%, 29.8%, 20.3%, 23.3%, 29.2%, 19.3%, 9.0%, 28.1%, 26.2%, 16.0%, 23.2%, 23.8%, 34.0%, 24.3%,
Don't Know 16.5%" 17.1%, 15.5%, 17.0%, 15.5%, 11.5%, 21.2%, 121%, 15.2%, 27.2%, 12.5%, 11.7%, 21.8%, 21.1%, 14.6%, 17.1%, 14.8%, 13.5%, 16.9%, 22.4%, 18.7%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 425 190 224 121 102 99 93 76 186 153 119 147 92 78 328 353 44 137 175 52 38
Lewis County Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income "Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
P Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD | Up to $50,000 ;?g:g:n; Over $100,000 | Yes, AMinHH | NoAMinHH |  White BIPOC Conservative M"":"::; the | iberal | Don't Know
Excellent 3.6%' 3.3%, 3.8%, 6.5%, 3.5%, 2.5%, 0.7%, 0.6%, 5.4%, 8.0%, 0.9%, 3.3%, 5.9%, 0.0%2 3.3%, 3.0%, 8.1%, 3.5%, 2.4%, 8.5%, 0.0%2
Good 27.1%' 23.6%, 30.6%, 34.2%, 22.8%, 24.4%, 27.6%, 30.9%, 24.6%, 21.6%, 22.5%, 25.2%, 20.9%, 0.0%2 28.6%, 28.4%, 14.7%, 22.4%, 25.5%, 35.9%, 38.2%,
Availability of behavioral  Fair 29.9%' 32.6%, 27.4%, 30.9%, 25.5%, 29.2%, 38.8%, 30.9%, 30.4%, 26.8%, 29.5%,, 39.1%, 19.0%, 50.6%, 30.3%, 30.3%, 36.7%, 27.5%, 33.1%, 20.1%, 47.6%,
health services Poor 25.2%" 21.1%, 28.6%, 20.8%,,, 35.9%, 21.6%,,, 14.5%, 20.7%, 28.0%, 32.1%, 29.8%, 19.6%, 32.8%, 31.8%, 24.0%, 25.2%, 9.9%, 31.1%, 23.4%, 21.1%, 12.9%,
Don't Know 14.2%' 19.4%, 9.5%, 7.6%, 12.3%,,, 22.3%, 18.4%,,, 16.8%, 1.7%, 11.5%, 17.3%, 12.8%, 21.5%, 17.6%, 13.8%, 13.1%, 30.7%, 15.6%, 15.5%, 14.4%, 1.2%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 346 129 215 42 113 95 95 72 156 118 79 123 71 9 319 325 13 134 138 53 18
St. (I:_awr:nce Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
ounty
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂz:‘: the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 3.8%" 4.3%, 3.4%, 10.5%, 0.4%, 0.0%2 1.5%,, 3.9%, 5.6% 0.6%, 7.7%, 2.0%, 0.7%, 0.0%2 4.0%, 3.5%, 0.0%2 0.4%, 7.0%, 3.6%ap 5.0%,,
Good 19.3%' 23.1%, 15.8%, 19.4%, 18.0%, 17.0%, 21.8%, 17.3%, 21.7%, 19.7%, 27.2%, 10.7%, 21.1%,, 34.0%, 19.3%, 17.3%, 45.0%, 14.4%, 26.8%, 20.1%, 14.8%,
Availability of behavioral ~ Fair 28.9%" 23.9%, 34.1%, 28.9%, 28.8%, 25.8%, 32.5%, 21.5%, 26.3%, 34.4%, 17.1%, 38.6%, 28.1%,, 0.0%2 28.7%, 29.3%, 24.0%, 23.1%, 27.3%, 37.8%, 33.1%,
health services Poor 29.2%' 25.4%, 31.7%, 23.9%, 37.1%, 33.2%, 20.1%, 24.4%, 33.1%, 31.2%, 25.2%, 32.7%, 36.3%, 43.5%, 28.9%, 28.9%, 27.0%, 29.7%, 29.3%, 28.5%, 24.0%,
Don't Know 18.9%" 23.3%, 15.1%, 17.3%, 15.7%, 24.1%, 24.1%, 26.9%, 13.4%, 14.1%,,, 22.8%, 16.0%, 13.9%, 22.5%, 19.2%, 20.9%, 4.0%, 32.4%, 9.5% 9.9%, 23.1%,,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 385 149 230 47 123 117 94 72 170 140 103 129 94 8 366 359 13 17 150 74 35
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Tr-County Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
Table 29 Combined _
p. Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG scC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:;100. Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂ::ﬂ‘ the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 3.7%" 5.7%, 1.5%, 7.0%, 0.3%, 0.0%? 3.2%,, 41%, 3.1%, 2.7%, 7.4%, 0.3%, 1.9%,y, 9.6%, 1.9%, 2.3%, 10.1%, 1.7%, 3.0%, 6.8%, 6.6%,
Good 30.2%" 28.3%, 33.1%, 23.6%, 20.2%,, | 42.5%, 46.0%, . 24.7%, 8%, | 41.1%, 22.2%, 41.1%, 30.1%,, 17.9%, 33.7%, 33.0%, 18.5%, 33.1%, 32.2%, 30.5%, 18.2%,
The downtown of Fair 40.2%' 41.3%, 38.2%, “.7%, 41.5%, 35.9%, 35.9%, 44.8%, 33.9%, 41.2%, 36.8%, 39.4%, 47.4%, 35.4%, 42.8%, 40.1%, 44.9%, 40.5%, 39.9%, 45.3%, 41.8%,
Watertown Poor 19.3%’ 16.3%, 23.6%, 201%, 24.6%, 13.6%, 12.5%, 17.6%, 26.0%, 13.4%, 22.0%, 18.1%, 17.1%, 23.6%, 18.2%, 20.4%, 12.2%, 19.8%, 19.9%, 1.2%, 23.7%,
Don't Know 6.6%' 8.4%, 3.6%, 7.6%, 4.3%, 8.0%, 2.4%, 8.9%, 5.1%,, 1.6%, 11.6%, 1.4%, 3.6%, 13.5%, 3.5%, 4.2%, 14.3%, 5.0%, 4.9%, 6.2%, 9.7%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 416 186 220 121 97 95 94 76 185 146 118 145 87 79 319 344 45 133 173 49 38
sz:l;s:" Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
|___County
b Al Male Female 18-39 4059 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4D | Upto $50,000 ;?353:;0 Over $100,000 | Yes, AMin HH | NoAMinHH | white BIPOC Conservative | M99 ot | iperal | Donit Know
Excellent 3.7%" 5.7%, 1.5%, 7.0%, 0.3%, 0.0% 3.2%,, 4.1%, 3.1%, 2.7%, 7.4%, 0.3%, 1.9%,, 9.6%, 1.9%, 2.3%, 10.1%, 1.7%, 3.0%, 6.8%, 6.6%,
Good 30.2%" 28.3%, 33.1%, 23.6%, 202%,, | 42.5%, 46.0%, 24.7%, NB%,y | 411%, 22.2%, 41.1%, 30.1%,, 17.9%, 33.7%, 33.0%, 18.5%, 33.4%, 32.2%, 30.5%, 18.2%,
The downtown of Fair 40.2%" 41.3%, 38.2%, “.7%, 41.5%, 35.9%, 35.9%, 44.8%, 33.9%, 41.2%, 36.8%, 39.4%, 47.4%, 35.4%, 42.8%, 40.1%, 44.9%, 40.5%, 39.9%, 45.3%, 41.8%,
Watertown Poor 19.3%’ 16.3%, 23.6%, 201%, 24.6%, 13.6%, 12.5%, 17.6%, 26.0%, 13.4%, 22.0%, 18.1%, 17.4%, 23.6%, 18.2%, 20.4%, 12.2%, 19.8%, 19.9%, 1.2%, 23.7%,
Don't Know 6.6%" 8.4%, 3.6%, 7.6%, 4.3%, 8.0%, 2.4%, 8.9%, 5.1%, 1.6%, 11.6%, 14%, 3.6%, 13.5%, 3.5%, 4.2%, 14.3%, 5.0%, 4.9%, 6.2%, 9.7%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 416 186 220 121 97 95 94 76 185 146 118 145 87 79 319 344 45 133 173 49 38
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Tr-County

Combined Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
Table 30 omblne
a e All - i
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldllz:d‘ the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 7.4%" 9.2%, 5.5% 6.7%, 7.2%, 5.2%, 11.7%, 9.2%, 5.9%, 6.1%, 9.5%, 3.8% 5.0%,, 10.4%, 74%, 7.0%, 11.1%, 9.0%, 7.0%, 5.0%, 8.0%,
Good 40.6%" 44.3%, 37.4%, 33.6%, 35.9%, 55.4%, 54.1%, 37.7%, 39.8%,,, 49.3%, 33.9%, 43.2%, 46.8%, 30.1%, 41.8%, 42.1%, 31.9%, 46.4%, 36.8%, 44.3%,, 31.5%,
The overall quality of life in ~ Fair 36.6%" 33.9%, 39.4%, 42.7%, 37.6%,,, 28.5%, 26.9%,, 36.5%, 36.1%, 36.6%, 39.3%, 35.5%, 41.1%, 44.8%, 35.3%, 36.1%, 41.6%, 35.4%, 37.9%, 38.0%, 35.1%,
the area Poor 14.4%" 11.8%, 16.6%; 15.3%, 18.7%, 10.8%,, 6.8%) 16.1%, 17.2%, 6.4%, 16.9%, 16.5%, 5.6%) 10.5%, 15.4%, 13.8%, 14.8%, 8.8%, 17.2%p, 11.3%, 24.3%,
Don't Know 0.9%" 0.8%, 1.1%, 1.7%, 0.7%, 0.0%2 0.5%, 0.5%, 1.0%, 1.6%, 0.5%, 1.1%, 1.5%, 4.2%, 0.5%, 1.0%, 0.5%, 0.5%, 1.1%, 1.4%, 1.0%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 1125 456 651 210 327 301 273 214 496 404 297 388 255 96 985 1008 70 371 453 176 91
szferston Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
ounty
P Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD | Up to $50,000 ;?g:g:n; Over $100,000 | Yes, AMinHH | No AMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative M"":"::; the | iberal | Don't Know
Excellent 9.4%' 12.5%, 5.9%, 9.0%, 11.3%, 6.4%, 8.7%, 12.2%, 6.6%, 7.5%, 12.2%, 5.5%, 5.5%, 12.1%, 8.6%, 8.7%, 14.4%, 10.3%, 7.8%, 9.4%, 13.2%,
Good 39.8%" 43.1%, 36.1%, 30.7%, 36.2%, 57.8%, 64.3%, 33.3%, 44.4%, 46.6%, 27.6%, 50.7%, 46.8%, 27.2%, 42.9%, 42.3%, 25.4%, 48.9%, 35.1%, 37.1%, 31.9%,
The overall quality of life in  Fair 37.2%" 34.5%, 39.9%, 45.4%, 34.1%,,, 27.0%,, 23.8%, 40.0%, 33.4%, 36.5%, 39.5%, 33.9%, 41.6%, 47.6%, 33.9%, 35.2%, 45.1%, 37.4%, 37.8%, 41.4%, 32.2%,
the area Poor 12.5%' 9.2%, 16.7%, 12.8%,,, 18.4%, 8.8%,, 2.2%, 13.3%, 14.7%, 8.1%, 19.7%, 8.0%, 6.1%, 9.0%, 14.4%, 12.6%, 14.2%, 3.0%, 17.9%, 12.1%,,, 20.2%,
Don't Know 1.1%’ 0.8%, 1.5%, 2.1%, 0.0%2 0.0%2 1.0%, 1.2%, 0.9%, 1.3%, 0.9%, 2.0%, 0.0%2 41%, 0.2%, 1.2%, 0.9%, 0.4%, 1.4%, 0.0%2 2.5%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 428 190 228 123 102 99 95 77 189 154 123 147 93 80 330 357 45 140 175 53 38
Lewis County Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income "Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
P Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD | Up to $50,000 ;?g:g:n; Over $100,000 | Yes, AMinHH | NoAMinHH |  White BIPOC Conservative M"":"::; the | iberal | Don't Know
Excellent 12.7%" 14.4%, 10.6%, 16.4%, 10.3%, 6.1%, 18.5%, 17.1%, 9.9%, 6.2%, 7.7%, 9.7%, 6.2%, 0.0%2 13.2%, 13.1%, 10.2%, 12.9%, 9.5%, 7.2%, 36.5%,
Good 55.3%" 54.0%, 56.6%, 52.6%, 49.9%, 66.7%, 59.6%, 53.0%, 54.1%, 63.1%, 54.0%, 55.9%, 79.5%, 20.1%, 55.0%, 54.0%, 70.1%, 64.1%, 55.2%, 55.2%, 19.0%,
The overall quality of life in  Fair 26.0%" 25.7%, 26.7%, 21.6%, 34.3%, 22.6%, 18.5%, 27.6%, 27.2%, 20.4%, 26.5%,, 33.0%, 12.2%, 49.5%, 26.2%, 26.5%, 19.8%, 20.6%, 27.3%, 29.8%, 36.0%,
the area Poor 5.3%" 5.9%, 4.8%, 7.4%, 5.4%, 4.7%, 2.4%, 2.3%, 8.2%, 7.6%, 11.4%, 1.2%, 2.0%, 30.4%, 4.8%, 5.6%, 0.0%2 2.2%, 7.8%, 4.5%, 8.5%,
Don't Know 0_7%1 0.0%? 1.4%, 2.0%, 0.0%> 0.0%2 1.0%, 0.0%2 0.6%, 2.7%, 0.4%, 0.2%, 0.0%> 0.0%> 0.8%, 0.8%, 0.0%> 0.3%, 0.2%, 3.3%, 0.0%2
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 330 122 206 42 109 88 90 67 150 113 75 118 70 8 307 310 12 121 135 53 18
St. (I:_awr:nce Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
ounty
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldllz:d‘ the Liberal Don't Know
Excellent 4.1%" 4.6%, 3.7%, 1.6%, 2.7%,, 4.1%,, 12.2%, 3.6%, 4.4%, 4.8%, 6.2%, 0.9%, 4.3%, 0.0%2 4.4%, 3.8%, 5.6%, 6.4%, 5.2%, 2.2%, 0.3%,
Good 37.9%" 43.4%, 33.7%, 34.0%, 31.9%, 50.5%, 45.0%, 38.2%,, 32.2%, 48.9%, 37.9%, 33.5%, 40.4%, 52.9%, 37.7%, 38.8%, 38.1%, 38.8%, 33.8%, 45.7%, 32.7%,
The overall quality of life in ~ Fair 38.6%" 35.1%, 42.2%, 43.1%, 41.4%, 31.4%, 31.4%, 35.1%, 40.7%, 40.2%, .7%, 37.5%, 46.3%, 24.3%, 38.6%, 39.3%, 38.5%, 37.7%, 41.1%, 38.0%, 37.3%,
the area Poor 18.6%" 15.9%, 19.6%, 20.4%, 22.5%, 14.0%, 11.5%, 23.0%, 21.5%, 4.5%, 14.2%, 27.6%, 5.8%, 17.3%, 18.7%, 17.1%, 17.7%, 16.4%, 19.0%, 12.3%, 29.6%,
Don't Know 0.8%" 1.0%, 0.7%, 1.0%, 1.5%, 0.0%2 0.0%2 0.0%2 1.3%, 1.5%, 0.0%2 0.5%, 3.14%, 5.5%, 0.7%, 0.9%, 0.0%2 0.6%, 0.9%, 1.7%, 0.0%2
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 367 144 217 45 116 114 88 70 157 137 99 123 92 8 348 34 13 110 143 70 35




Tr-County

. Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
Table 31
Al : "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG scC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂ::ﬂ‘ the Liberal Don't Know
Right direction 13.8%’ 13.5%, 14.1%, 17.6%, 8.7%, 13.3% | 14.8%,, 13.1%, 10.0%, 21.1%, 15.3%, 1.7%, 11.5%, 22.5%, 11.9%, 1.7%, 26.7%, 7.0%, 16.0%, 22.8%, 12.1%,
birection of the Gount Wrong direction 72.9%' 70.7%, 74.9%, 60.7%, 83.9%, 80.2%, 74.6%, 70.6%, 79.8%, 66.1%, 63.4%, 79.3%, 80.3%, 44.1%, 77.5%, 76.6%, 53.0%, 86.3%, 71.0%, 61.5%, . 50.4%,
irection of the Country
Don't Know 13.3%’ 15.8%, 11.0%, 21.7%, 7.4%, 6.4%, 10.5%, 16.2%, 10.3%, 12.8%,, 21.3%, 9.0%, 8.2%, 33.4%, 10.6%, 11.8%, 20.3%, 6.7%, 13.0%, 15.7%, 28.5%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 1159 474 672 215 338 311 286 223 515 414 307 401 259 100 1021 1048 73 391 466 181 92
J(e:fferston Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
| County
P Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD | Up to $50,000 ;?g:g:“; Over $100,000 | Yes, AMinHH | NoAMinHH |  White BIPOC Conservative M"":"::; the | iberal | Don't Know
Right direction 14.9%' 15.1%, 14.3%, 18.0%, 10.7%, 11.3%, 15.5%, 13.6%, 13.8%, 17.6% 14.3%, 13.8%, 11.8%, 21.1%, 10.9%, 11.4%, 27.0%, 7.3%, 13.1%, 34.8%, 18.1%,
birecton of the Country VYo" direction 68.2%" 61.8%, 75.5%, 55.7%, 81.7%, 82.8%, 69.3%, 62.7%, 75.0%, 701%, 53.7%, 78.7%, 82.0%, 42.6%, 78.1%, 76.2%, 42.7%, 81.4%, 72.4%,, 51.6%p, 39.0%,
Don't Know 16.9%" 23.1%, 10.1%, 26.4%, 7.6%, 6.0%, 15.4%, 23.7%, 1.2%, 12.3%,, 32.0%, 7.4%, 6.2%, 36.3%, 1.1%, 12.4%, 30.3%, 11.3%, 14.4%, 13.5%, 42.9%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 424 194 225 124 103 98 95 77 188 155 122 149 93 82 330 357 47 140 176 53 38
Lewis County Gender 'Age Groups Education Level "Annual HH Income "Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
b Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4svD | up to $50,000 ;?g'fg:m Over $100,000 | Yes, AMin HH | No AMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative | M99 Ot | iperal | Donit Know
Right direction 10.6%" 11.4%, 10.0%, 10.2%qp 4.8%, 20.0%, 12.2%,), 12.1%, 6.1%, 13.9%, 11.6%, 10.5%, 12.7%, 0.0% 10.8%, 10.9%, 1.3%, 7.9%, 10.6%, 21.0%, 0.6%,
birecton of the Country Yo" direction 80.2%" 79.7%, 81.1%, 77.0%, 91.7%, 69.3%, 73.9%, 81.0%, 80.5%, 77.8%, 79.2%, 77.7%, 85.4%, 80.9%, 80.3%, 81.0%, 65.6%, 86.2%, 76.6%, 66.4%, 96.0%,
Don't Know 9.2%' 9.0%, 9.0%, 12.8%,5 3.5%, 10.6%,y, 14.0%, 6.8%, 13.4%, 8.3%, 9.1%, 1.7%, 1.9%, 19.1%, 8.8%, 8.1%, 33.1%, 5.9%, 12.8%, 12.6%, 3.4%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 347 130 215 43 113 95 95 73 155 119 30 123 72 9 322 328 13 134 139 53 18
St. Lawrence Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
County
Al : "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂ::ﬂ‘ the Liberal Don't Know
Right direction 13.4%" 12.2%, 15.0%, 18.5%, 8.1%, 13.0%, 15.0%, 12.9%, 7.2%, 26.0%, 17.4%, 10.3%, 11.0%, 34.9%, 12.9%, 12.1%, 29.8%, 6.4%, 21.6%, 17.3%,, 8.6%,,
birection of the Gount Wrong direction 75.7%" 78.1%, 72.7%, 64.4%, 83.6%, 815%,, | 78.5%., 76.0%, 84.0%, 59.7%, 72.2%, 80.2%, 7.6%, 47.7%, 76.4%, 75.7%, 70.2%, 90.8%, 67.5%, 65.4%, 7%,
irection of the Country
Don't Know 10.8%" 9.7%, 12.3%, 17.4%, 8.2%, 5.5%, 6.4%, 1.4%, 8.8%, 14.3%, 10.4%, 9.5%, 11.4%, 17.5%, 10.7%, 12.2%, 0.0% 2.8%, 10.9%, 17.3%, 19.7%, .
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 388 150 232 48 122 118 96 73 172 140 105 129 94 9 369 363 13 17 151 75 36
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Tr-County

. Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
Table 32 Combined
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG scC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂ::ﬂ‘ the Liberal Don't Know
Right direction 18.5%" 19.9%, 17.1%, 22.6%, 14.3%, 19.8%,y, | 16.6%, 19.3%, 16.2%, 20.7%, 21.7%, 16.6%qy, 12.1%, 26.9%, 17.3%, 17.0%, 28.7%, 4.5%, 18.6%, 54.3%, 15.8%,
- Wrong direction 67.1%' 65.6%, 68.2%, 56.2%, 75.6%, 74.1%, 67.9%, 62.4%, 72.8%, 66.4%,, 57.6%, 75.6%, 75.6%, 36.8%, 71.3%, 69.8%, 47.4%, 86.3%, 68.4%, 28.7%, 55.4%,
Direction of New York State .
Don't Know 14.5%' 14.5%, 14.7%, 21.1%, 10.1%,, 6.5%, 15.5%, . 18.3%, 11.0%, 12.8%,, 20.7%, 7.8%, 12.4%, 36.3%, 11.3%, 13.2%, 23.9%, 9.3%, 13.0%, 17.0%,, 28.8%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 1158 473 672 214 338 311 286 223 514 414 307 401 259 100 1021 1047 72 391 465 180 93
J(e:fferston Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
ounty
b Al Male Female 18-39 4059 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4svD | up to $50,000 ;ﬁg'fg:m Over $100,000 | Yes, AMin HH | No AMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative | M99 ot | iperal | Donit Know
Right direction 18.8%" 18.6%, 18.3%, 19.8%, 17.0%, 21.3%, 16.8%, 23.5%, 14.0%, 16.2%, 23.4%, 18.5%, 11.0%, 25.0%, 16.9%, 14.8%, 35.1%, 4.0%, 21.4%, 47.3%, 24.6%,,
- Wrong direction 61.5%" 60.3%, 63.3%, 51.5%, 69.7%, 69.0%,, | 70.5%,, 51.6%, 69.5%, 69.1%, 50.2%, 71.0%, 73.1%, 35.1%, 70.2%, 69.4%, 28.4%, 79.9%, 64.2%, 20.7%, 30.6%,
Direction of New York State E : :
Don't Know 19.7%" 21.4%, 18.3%, 28.7%, 13.3%, 9.7%, 12.7%, 24.9%, 16.5%, 14.6%, 26.4%, 10.5%, 15.9%,5 39.9%, 12.9%, 15.8%, 36.5%, 16.0%, 14.5%, 23.1%,), 44.7%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 424 194 225 124 103 98 95 77 188 155 122 149 93 82 330 356 a7 140 176 52 39
Lewis County Gender 'Age Groups Education Level "Annual HH Income "Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
b Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4svD | up to $50,000 ;ﬁg'fg:m Over $100,000 | Yes, AMin HH | No AMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative | M99 ot | iperal | Donit Know
Right direction 13.4%" 8.4%, 18.0%, 24.7%, 11.0%, 5.7%, 1.0%4p 10.1%, 14.2%, 20.7%, 7.4%, 12.4%,5, 22.3%, 0.0% 13.6%, 13.6%, 4.5%, 4.7%, 9.2%, 52.2%, 0.6%,
- Wrong direction 78.8%" 84.3%, 73.6%, 69.3%, 83.6%, 87.3%, 72.8%,, 83.2%, 79.1%, 66.9%, 80.8%, 79.6%, 72.8%, 85.0%, 78.4%, 79.6%, 64.6%, 91.1%, 79.6%, 36.7%, 96.2%,),
Direction of New York State N " " " X
Don't Know 7.8%" 7.3%, 8.3%, 6.0%, 5.4%, 6.9%, 16.2%, 6.7%, 6.7%, 12.4%, 11.9%, 8.0%, 4.9%, 15.0%, 8.0%, 6.8%, 30.8%, 4.2%, 11.3%, 1.1%, 3.2%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 346 129 215 42 113 95 95 73 154 119 30 123 72 9 322 328 12 134 138 53 18
St. Lawrence Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
County
Al : "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂ::ﬂ‘ the Liberal Don't Know
Right direction 19.4% 23.9%, 15.7%, 26.0%, 12.8%, 21%,, | 17.9%,, 17.7%, 18.6%, 25.0%, 22.5%, 16.2%, 11.1%, 43.0%, 18.6%, 19.8%, 20.0%, 4.8%, 17.4%, 57.8%, 10.1%,p
- Wrong direction 69.6%' 66.9%, 7.2%, 60.1%, 78.5%, 74.0%,, | 64.8%,, 67.4%, 74.6%, 63.8%, 62.2%, 78.3%, 78.4%,), 39.5%, 70.5%, 67.7%, 80.0%, 90.6%, T11%, 26.7%, 1.5%,
Direction of New York State -
Don't Know 11.0%' 9.3%, 13.1%, 13.9%, 8.7%, 3.9%, 17.3%, 14.9%, 6.8%, 11.2%, 15.3%, 5.5%, 10.5%4 17.5%, 10.9%, 12.4%, 0.0%? 4.6%, 1.5%, 15.5%,), 18.4%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 388 150 232 48 122 118 96 73 172 140 105 129 94 9 369 363 13 17 151 75 36
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Tr-County

. Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
Table 33 Combined
All N "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG scC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂ::ﬂ‘ the Liberal Don't Know
Right direction 33.9%' 34.8%, 33.3%, 30.2%, 31.6%, 39.3%,, 44.1%, 30.9%, 34.2%,, 40.1%, 32.8%, 33.6%, 30.9%, 20.3%, 34.1%, 34.4%, 30.4%, 33.8%, 34.9%, 44.1%, 17.9%,
birection of Your County  \Vrong direction 39.8%' 37.5%, 41.6%, 34.3%, 48.1%, 43.5%,), 33.4%, 36.7%, 45.6%, 35.7%, 34.6%, 46.1%, 43.1%,), 18.2%, 43.5%, 41.4%, 28.5%, 42.7%, 39.3%, 36.4%, 39.9%,
irection of Your County
Don't Know 26.4%" 27.7%, 25.1%, 35.5%, 20.3%, 17.2%, 22.5%, 32.4%, 20.3%, 24.2%,, 32.6%, 20.3%, 26.0%,, 52.5%, 22.4%, 24.3%, 41.1%, 23.5%, 25.8%, 19.5%, 42.2%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 1158 473 672 215 337 311 286 223 514 414 307 400 259 100 1020 1047 72 390 465 181 93
J(e:fferston Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
ounty
b Al Male Female 18-39 4059 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4svD | up to $50,000 ;ﬁg'fg:m Over $100,000 | Yes, AMin HH | No AMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative | M99 ot | iperal | Donit Know
Right direction 33.6%' 33.6%, 33.2%, 26.3%, 39.0%,, 45.7%, 37.2%,, 33.3%, 30.1%, 40.1%, 29.2%, 39.1%, 29.2%, 22.1%, 37.0%, 36.2%, 19.3%, 35.6%q 30.9%, 49.2%, 21.7%,
birecton of Your County Yo" direction 32.0%' 25.2%, 40.1%, 25.6%, 35.7%, 46.8%, 33.3%, 24.1%, 41.5%, 34.1%,, 27.4%, 33.5%, 41.4%, 17.5%, 37.5%, 35.0%, 20.4%, 34.7%, 35.8%, 28.9%, 19.6%,
Don't Know 34.4%" 41.2%, 26.7%, 48.0%, 25.3%, 7.5%, 29.5%,), 42.6%, 28.4%, 25.9%, 43.4%, 27.3%, 29.4%,), 60.4%, 25.5%, 28.8%, 60.3%, 29.8%, 33.2%, 21.9%, 58.7%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 424 194 225 124 103 98 95 78 187 155 122 149 93 82 330 357 6 139 176 53 39
Lewis County Gender 'Age Groups Education Level "Annual HH Income "Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
b Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4svD | up to $50,000 ;ﬁg'fg:m Over $100,000 | Yes, AMin HH | No AMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative | M99 Ot | iperal | Donit Know
Right direction 37.2%' 29.5%, 43.9%, 42.1%, 32.1%, 37.5%, 40.3%, 35.7%, 35.1%, 44.3%, 33.3%, 36.3%, 48.4%, 18.0%, 38.1%, 38.2%, 8.6%, 32.8%, 38.2%,), 53.7%, 24.2%,),
Direction of Your County V7o direction 41.3%' 47.8%, 35.3%, 37.2%, 48.9%, 35.2%, 38.1%, 43.7%, 42.4%, 33.3%, 41.1%, 40.3%, 34.8%, 42.4%, 41.2%, 41.1%, 54.4%, 43.0%, 44.5%, 25.6%, 48.7%,
Don't Know 21.5%" 22.7%, 20.7%, 20.7%, 19.0%, 27.3%, 21.6%, 20.6%, 22.4%, 22.4%, 25.6%, 23.4%, 16.8%, 39.6%, 20.8%, 20.7%, 37.0%, 24.2%, 17.3%, 20.7%, 27.0%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 347 130 215 43 113 95 95 73 155 119 30 123 72 9 322 328 13 134 139 53 18
St. Lawrence Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
County
Al : "
p. Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100 Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mldﬂ::ﬂ‘ the Liberal Don't Know
Right direction 33.3%' 37.3%, 30.6%, 33.2%,, 25.2%, 34.7%,, 49.9%, 27.1%, 37.7%, 39.2%, 37.2%, 28.2%, 20.1%, 76.7%, 31.0%, 31.8%, 53.7%, 32.5%, 39.6%, 39.7%, 14.0%,
birection of Your Couny | \Vrong direction 47.1%" 48.3%, 44.6%, 45.4%,, 58.4%, 43.4%,), 32.2%, 48.1%, 50.0%, 37.7%, 42.3%, 58.3%, 46.3%,), 18.6%, 48.5%, 47.1%, 39.4%, 49.8%, 42.7%, 42.1%, 56.2%,
irection of Your County
Don't Know 19.6%" 14.4%, 24.8%, 21.4%, 16.4%, 21.8%, 17.8%, 24.8%, 12.3%, 23.1%,, 20.5%, 13.6%, 24.6%, 4.7%, 20.4%, 21.1%, 6.9%, 17.7%, 17.7%, 18.2%, 29.9%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 387 149 232 48 121 118 96 72 172 140 105 128 94 9 368 362 13 17 150 75 36




Tr-County

Comtiey Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
Table 34 argine
p. Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG scC 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100. Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mld:::d‘ the Liberal Don't Know
Better 11.1%’ 13.9%, 8.5%, 12.2%, 12.5%, 9.0%, 8.1%, 8.5%, 10.3%, 17.9%, 7.7%, 8.3%, 23.4%, 13.6% 10.8%, 9.5%, 24.5%, 10.4%, 00 10.0%q 18.1%, 6.8%pg
H family"
p:fsz::f:"‘:‘::ala;nh’;: on  Same 47.9%' 44.5%, 51.0% 49.7%,, 41.6%, 50.1%, 55.5% 51.7%, 41.2%, 52.2%, 46.9%, 48.1%, 40.0%, 40.8%, 49.2%, 48.6%, 40.5%, M.7%, 53.1%, 51.0%,, 47.0%,,,
gotten better, stayed about  Worse 38.9%" 38.4%, 39.4%, 32.6%, 45.5%, 40.9%,, | 365%,, 36.3%, 47.1%, 29.0%, 40.9%, 42.4%, 35.5%, 34.0%, 39.2%, 40.4%, 27.4%, 47.0%, 35.4%, 29.6%, 38.0%,
the same, or gotten worsein _ Y 5 5 3 ) ; N 3 . | 3 . N 3 ) ) ) | 5 . 3
the past 12 months? Don't Know 2.2% 3.3%, 1.1%s 5.5%,8 0.3% 0.0%’ 0.0%’ 3.4%, 1.4%, 0.9%, 4.4%, 1.1% 1.0%,, 11.7%, 0.8%, 1.5%, 7.7% 0.9%, 1.4%, 1.3%, 8.2%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 1155 4T 671 214 338 310 284 223 513 412 308 400 259 100 1019 1045 72 391 464 181 92
J(e:fferston Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
ounty
p. Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD Up to $50,000 2?2:2100. Over $100,000 | Yes, AM in HH | No AM in HH White BIPOC Conservative Mld:::d‘ the Liberal Don't Know
Better 9.9%' 13.4%, 6.0%, 14.2%, 6.7%, 9.6%, 1.7%, 7.5%, 9.7%, 14.4%, 9.3%, 6.0%, 21.6%, 14.8%, 8.6%, 8.0%, 20.2%, 10.0%, 9.5%, 6.9%, 10.0%,
H family"
p:fsz::f:"‘;f‘:afs'nh’;: on  Same 48.1%' 42.4%, 53.9% 47.9%, 43.9%, 52.9%, 53.5%, 50.1%, 45.2%, 48.8%, 43.8%, 45.4%, 46.8%, 40.1%, 50.9%, 48.3%, 40.6%, 35.8%, 59.1%, 60.8% 28.3%,
gotten better, stayed about  Worse 38.1%" 37.5%, 39.1%, 29.5%, 48.9%, 5%,y | 44.8%,, 35.6%, 43.2%, 35.1%, 38.5%, 45.7%, 31.7%, 31.3%, 39.7%, 41.3%, 26.8%, 52.0%, 28.9%, 32.3%,, | 44.9%,,
the same, or gotten worsein Y ) 3 3 ) ; N 3 ) 3 ) . A N ) ) 5 3 3 N )
ihe past 12 monthe? Don't Know 4.0% 6.7%, 1.0%, 8.4%, 0.6%, 0.0% 0.0% 6.8%, 1.9%, 1.6%, 8.4%, 2.9%, 0.0% 13.8%, 0.9%, 2.5%, 12.4%, 2.2%, 2.5%, 0.0% 16.8%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 424 193 226 124 103 99 94 77 189 154 123 149 93 82 330 357 a7 141 176 53 38
Lewis County Gender "Age Groups Education Level "Annual HH Income "Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
P Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD ] Up to $50,000 ;?g:g:n; Over $100,000 | Yes, AMinHH | NoAMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative M"":"::; the | iberal | Don't Know
Better 11.0%" 15.4%, 7.2%, 8.8%, 13.3%, 1.1%, 9.2%, 8.0%, 1.2%, 18.0%, 6.4%, 12.0%,5 21.0%, 0.0% 11.9%, 10.1%, 32.5%, 13.2%, 10.2%, 10.3%, 3.8%,
H: family"
eronal financial situstion SaMe 42.8%' 31.6%, 52.6%, 45.4%, 40.0%, 36.9%, 52.0%, 46.6%, 33.4%, 48.8%, 54.3%, 43.3%, 36.0%, 50.2%, 42.8%, 43.8%, 34.0%, 36.2%, 44.3%,), 60.7%, 37.3%,),
gotten better, stayed about Worse 44.1%' 51.6%, 37.5%, 38.6%, 46.0%, 52.0%, 38.8%, 42.4%,, 54.7%, 31.2%, 37.7%, 44.7%, 43.0%, 49.8%, 43.4%, 43.9%, 33.5%, 50.6%, 44.4%,, 29.0%, 41.3%,,
the y tte i
e past 12 montha? - DontKnow 2.1%' 4%, 2.7%, 7.2%, 0.6%, 0.0%’ 0.0% 2.9%, 0.7%, 2%, 1.7%, 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.0%, 2.2%, 0.0% 0.0% 1.4%, 0.0% 17.7%,
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Unweighted n 345 128 215 42 113 94 95 73 153 119 80 123 72 9 321 327 12 134 138 53 18
St. éawrtence Gender Age Groups Education Level Annual HH Income Active Military in HH Race/Ethnicity Political Beliefs
ounty
P Al Male Female 18-39 40-59 60-69 70+ HSG sc 4+YD ] Up to $50,000 ;?g:g:n; Over $100,000 | Yes, AMinHH | No AMinHH | White BIPOC Conservative M"":"::; the | iberal | Don't Know
Better 12.3%" 14.1%, 11.0%, 10.1%, 17.3%, 7.8%, 12.2%, 9.7%, 10.6% | 211%, 6.0%, 9.2%, 25.6%, 8.1%, 12.3%, 10.6%, 31.2%, 9.9%, 10.6%, 25.1%, 4.5%,
Has you or your family's
ereonal financial situation  SMe 48.9%' 49.7%, 47.9%, 53.1%, 40.2%, 51.8%, 57.8%, 54.9%, 39.1%, 56.2%, 49.4%,,, 51.7%, 34.5%, 43.4%, 49.5%, 50.1%, 41.1%, 48.7%, 47.4%, 44.3%, 63.6%,
gotten better, stayed about Worse 38.4%" 36.3%, 40.2%, 35.6%, 42.6%, 40.4%, 30.0%, 35.4%, 49.2%, 22.7%, 44.7%, 39.1%, 37.7%, 48.5%, 37.8%, 38.7%, 27.7%, 41.3%, 42.0%, 28.4%, 31.9%,
the same