Middle Tennessee Poll

Overall Frequencies and Percentages, Fall 2000

These frequencies and percentages represent the Middle Tennessee population properly weighted
for age, gender, and race to match census figures. When reading these charts, the “Valid Percent”
is the most relevant figure because it represents only those who gave us an opinion on each
issue

For the full text of each question, consult the “Codebook” link on the home page.

CHLI VI NG Changes/growth nade MI |ife better

Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Better 1 233 53 55 55
Sane 2 112 26 27 82
Wor se 3 75 17 18 100
Don't know 33 16 4 M ssi ng

Tot al 437 100 100

Valid cases 421 M ssi ng cases 16
CHYQU Changes/ growt h made your life better

Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Better 1 165 38 39 39
Sane 2 211 48 50 89
Wor se 3 45 10 11 100
Ref used 27 1 0 M ssi ng
Don't know 33 15 4 M ssi ng

Tot al 437 100 100

Valid cases 421 M ssi ng cases 16
NFL Titans made MI life better

Valid Cum

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent



Better 1
Same 2
Wor se 3
Ref used 27
Don't know 33
Tot a
Valid cases 412 M ssi ng cases
NHL Preditors made MI |ife better

Val ue Labe

Better
Sanme

Wor se
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Don't know

Val id cases 370

Val ue

W~NWN -

2
3

Tot a

M ssi ng cases

25
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23

67

Frequency Percent

47
33

MEXI CANS Mexican inmgrants nade Ml life better

Val ue Labe
Bett er
Sane

Wor se

Ref used
Don't know

Val id cases 385

ASI ANS

Val ue Labe

Val ue

W~NWN -

2
3

Tot a

M ssi ng cases

Asian imrgrants nmade MI |ife

Val ue

98
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52
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Frequency Percent

23
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28

Frequency Percent

Val i d
Per cent

Valid
Per cent

Val i d
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68
91
100

Cum
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94
100

Cum
Per cent

26
68
100

Cum
Per cent



Better 1 87 20 25 25
Sane 2 205 47 59 83
Wor se 3 58 13 17 100
Ref used 27 11 2 M ssi ng
Don't know 33 75 17 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 351 M ssi ng cases 86
RACEREL Race rel ations
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
| nproved 1 166 38 39 39
Sane 2 205 47 48 87
Wor se 3 54 12 13 100
Don't know 33 12 3 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Val i d cases 424 M ssi ng cases 12
HI SPANI C Hi spanice heritage
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Yes 1 14 3 3 3
No 2 416 95 97 100
Dont know 33 7 2 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Val i d cases 430 M ssi ng cases 7
RACE Race cat egory
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
White 1 379 87 87 87
Bl ack 2 49 11 11 99
Asi an 3 0 0 0 99



Native American 4 2 1 1 99
O her 5 4 1 1 100
Ref used 27 2 1 M ssi ng
Dont know 33 1 0 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 433 M ssi ng cases 4
DI SCRIM Bl ack difference due to discrimnation
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Yes 1 80 18 19 19
No 2 303 69 72 91
Maybe (vol unt eered) 3 37 9 9 100
Ref used 27 2 0 M ssi ng
Don't know 33 15 3 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Val i d cases 421 M ssi ng cases 16
ABI LI TY Bl ack differences due to inborn ability
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Yes 1 29 7 7 7
No 2 378 87 90 97
Maybe (vol unt eered) 3 12 3 3 100
Ref used 27 3 1 M ssi ng
Don't know 33 15 3 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Val i d cases 419 M ssi ng cases 18
CHANCE Bl ack di fferences due to educational opp
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent

Yes 1 110 25 26 26



No

Maybe (vol unt eered)
Ref used

Don't know

Val id cases 427

MOTI VATE Bl ack differences due to notivation

Val ue Labe

Yes

No

Maybe (vol unt eered)
Ref used

Don't know

Val id cases 409

MARI TAL Marital status

Val ue Labe

Marri ed

Di vor ced
Separ at ed

W dowed

Never marri ed
Ref used

Dont know

Val id cases 433

2
3
27
33

Tot a

M ssi ng cases

Val ue Frequency Percent

W~NWN -

2
3

Tot a

M ssi ng cases

Val ue Frequency

W~NOBWN PR

2
3

Tot al

M ssi ng cases

EMPLOY Enmpl oynment st atus

Val ue Labe

198
175
37

260
64
9
30
69

45
40

Per cent

60
15

Val ue Frequency Percent

Val i d
Per cent

Val i d
Per cent

60
15

Valid
Per cent

Cum
Per cent

48
91
100

Cum
Per cent

60

Cum
Per cent



Fulltinme
Parttinme
Vacat i on
Unenpl oyed
Retired
Schoo
House

O her

Dont know

Val i d cases 435

WOoONOOUIL B~ WN PR

w

Tot al

245

M ssi ng cases 2

SPEMPLOY Spouse enpl oynent

Val ue Labe

Ful ltinme
Parttine
Unenpl oyed
Retired
Schoo
House

O her

Ref used
Dont know

Val id cases 257

Val ue

O~NO O AN

Tot al

Frequency
163
16
3
43

26

M ssi ng cases 180

NEWSDAYS Days devoted to news source

Val ue Labe

One
Two
Thr ee
Four
Fi ve
Si x
Seven
None

Val ue

ONO O WN P

Frequency

27
21
34
26
45
16
245
8
14

=
OPrOUINEFRPEPNO

Per cent

w

H
CORRPRORORMSN

Per cent

6
5
8
6
10
4
56

2

3

56 56
7 63
1 65
1 65
17 82
5 87
9 96
4 100
M ssi ng
100
Valid Cum
Percent Percent
63 63
6 69
1 70
17 87
1 88
10 98
2 100
M ssi ng
M ssi ng
M ssi ng
100
Valid Cum
Percent Percent
6 6
5 11
8 19
6 25
11 36
4 40
58 98
2 100

M ssi ng



Ref used 27 1 0 M ssi ng

Don't know 33 1 0 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 420 M ssi ng cases 17
MFAI R Media fair
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Good 1 207 47 50 50
2 79 18 19 69
3 76 17 18 88
4 34 8 8 96
Bad 5 18 4 4 100
14 3 M ssi ng
27 1 0 M ssi ng
33 8 2 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 414 M ssi ng cases 23
MBI AS Medi a bi ased
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Good 1 141 32 35 35
2 77 18 19 54
3 93 21 23 78
4 42 10 10 88
Bad 5 49 11 12 100
14 3 M ssi ng
27 1 0 M ssi ng
33 19 4 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 402 M ssi ng cases 35

MSTORY Media tell whole story



Valid Cum

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Good 1 119 27 29 29
2 103 24 25 54
3 114 26 28 82
4 36 8 9 91
Bad 5 39 9 9 100
. 14 3 M ssi ng
27 1 0 M ssi ng
33 12 3 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 410 M ssi ng cases 27
MACCU Medi a accurate
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Good 1 150 34 36 36
2 114 26 28 64
3 107 25 26 90
4 27 6 6 96
Bad 5 15 4 4 100
. 14 3 M ssi ng
27 1 0 M ssi ng
33 8 2 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Val i d cases 413 M ssi ng cases 23

MIRUST Medi a can be trusted

Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Good 1 172 39 42 42
2 119 27 29 71
3 82 19 20 90
4 24 6 6 96
Bad 5 15 4 4 100
. 14 3 M ssi ng
27 1 0 M ssi ng
33 10 2 M ssi ng



Valid cases 412 M ssi ng cases 25

TOVIOYN Li sten to Tom Joyner

Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Yes 1 57 13 14 14
No 2 368 84 87 100
Don't know 33 11 3 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 426 M ssi ng cases 11
JOYLI ST Days |listen to Joyner
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
One 1 9 2 16 16
Two 2 13 3 23 39
Thr ee 3 7 2 12 52
Four 4 2 0 4 55
Five 5 11 3 21 76
Si x 6 0 0 1 77
Seven 7 12 3 22 99
None 8 1 0 1 100
. 379 87 M ssi ng
Don't know 33 4 1 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 54 M ssi ng cases 383
TIMFAIR  Joyner fair/unfair
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Good 1 35 8 64 64
2 6 1 10 74
3 10 2 18 92
4 2 1 4 96



Bad 5 2
. 379
33 3
Tot al 437
Valid cases 55 M ssi ng cases 382
TIMBI AS  Joyner biased

Val ue Label Val ue
Good 1
2
3
4
Bad 5
33
Tot a

Val id cases 54

TIMSTORY Joyner tells whole story

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency
Good 1 28
2 5
3 12
4 6
Bad 5 4
379
33 3
Tot al 437

Val i d cases 54 M ssi ng cases 383

TJIMACCU Joyner accurate

M ssi ng cases

Frequency

21

Per cent

Per cent

4 100
M ssi ng
M ssi ng
100
Valid Cum
Percent Percent
39 39
11 50
26 76
10 86
14 100
M ssi ng
M ssi ng
100
Valid Cum
Percent Percent
51 51
10 61
22 82
11 93
7 100
M ssi ng
M ssi ng
100

Val id Cum



Val ue Labe

Good

Bad

Val id cases

Val ue

b wdNPEF

33

Tot al

Frequency

31
10

54 M ssi ng cases 382

TIMIRUST Joyner trustworthy

Val ue Labe

Good

Bad

Val i d cases

Val ue

GO WDNPF

33

Tot a

Frequency

34

54 M ssi ng cases 383

BLKACTOR Watch shows with black actors

Val ue Labe

Yes
No

Ref used
Don't know

Val id cases

Val ue

1
2

27
33

Tot a

Frequency
208

117
89

324 M ssi ng cases 112

Per cent

Per cent

Per cent

48
27

Percent Percent

57 57
18 74
17 92
6 98
2 100
M ssi ng
M ssi ng
100
Valid Cum
Percent Percent
63 63
15 78
18 96
1 97
4 100
M ssi ng
M ssi ng
100
Valid Cum
Percent Percent
64 64
36 100
M ssi ng
M ssi ng
M ssi ng
100



| NFORVA

Val ue Labe
Agr ee
Agr ee
Agr ee

very much
somewhat
not at all

Ref used
Don't know

Val i d cases

COVPANI O Bl ack-actor show gi ves conpani onshi p

Val ue Labe
Agr ee
Agr ee
Agr ee

very much
somewhat
not at all

Ref used
Don't know

Val id cases

LI FESTYL

Val ue Labe
Agr ee
Agr ee
Agr ee

very much
somewhat
not at all

Ref used
Don't know

Val id cases

201

Val ue
1

2

3

27

33

Tot a

195

Val ue
1
2
3
27
33

Tot a

195

Val ue
1
2
3
27
33

Tot a

M ssi ng cases

M ssi ng cases

M ssi ng cases

Frequency
52

59
84

Frequency

35
45

Bl ack-actor show i nmproves |ifestyle

Frequency

24
32
145
229

Bl ack- actor show gives info to pass alon

Per cent
12
14

19
53

Per cent

8
10
26

Per cent

Valid Cum
Percent Percent
27 27
30 57
43 100
M ssi ng
M ssi ng
M ssi ng
100
Val i d Cum
Percent Percent
18 18
23 41
59 100
M ssi ng
M ssi ng
M ssi ng
100
Valid Cum
Percent Percent
12 12
16 28
72 100
M ssi ng
M ssi ng
M ssi ng
100



Per cent

JOBMIRS Bl ack-actor show gives job information
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency
Agree very much 1 16
Agr ee sonewhat 2 35
Agree not at all 3 149
. 229
Ref used 27 2
Don't know 33 6
Tot al 437
Valid cases 199 M ssi ng cases 238

UNDERST Bl ack- act or show hel ps ne understand wha
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Agree very nuch 1 45 10
Agr ee somewhat 2 58 13
Agree not at all 3 98 22
. 229 53
Ref used 27 2 1
Don't know 33 5 1
Tot al 437 100

Val id cases 200 M ssi ng cases

HAPPY Bl ack- act or show nakes nme happy

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency
Agree very much 1 97
Agr ee sonewhat 2 60
Agree not at all 3 45
. 229

Ref used 27 2
Don't know 33 4
Tot al 437

Per cent

22
14
10
53

Valid Cum
Percent Percent
8 8
17 25
75 100
M ssi ng
M ssi ng
M ssi ng
100
Valid Cum
Percent Percent
23 23
29 51
49 100
M ssi ng
M ssi ng
M ssi ng
100
Valid Cum
Percent Percent
48 48
30 78
22 100
M ssi ng
M ssi ng
M ssi ng
100



Valid cases 201 M ssi ng cases 236

PASSTI ME Bl ack-actor show hel ps pass tine

Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Agree very much 1 157 36 78 78
Agr ee sonewhat 2 32 7 16 94
Agree not at all 3 13 3 6 100
. 229 53 M ssi ng
Ref used 27 2 1 M ssi ng
Don't know 33 4 1 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Val i d cases 202 M ssi ng cases 235
| MVNEWS Bl ack-actor show offers i Mmedi ate news
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Agree very much 1 21 5 10 10
Agr ee sonewhat 2 23 5 12 22
Agree not at all 3 158 36 78 100
. 229 53 M ssi ng
Ref used 27 2 1 M ssi ng
Don't know 33 4 1 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 202 M ssi ng cases 235
JOBHELP Bl ack- actor show helps me with my job
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Agree very much 1 13 3 7 7
Agr ee sonewhat 2 16 4 8 15
Agree not at all 3 168 39 85 100
229 53 M ssi ng

Ref used 27 2 1 M ssi ng



Don't know 33 8 2 M ssi ng

Tot al 437 100 100

Valid cases 198 M ssi ng cases 239

DAI LYLI F Bl ack-actor show relates to nmy daily |if

Val id Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Agree very much 1 39 9 20 20
Agr ee sonewhat 2 58 13 30 49
Agree not at all 3 101 23 51 100
. 229 53 M ssi ng
Ref used 27 2 1 M ssi ng
Don't know 33 7 2 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 198 M ssi ng cases 239
COW SSU Bl ack-actor show teaches nme about conmon
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Agree very much 1 71 16 36 36
Agr ee sonewhat 2 67 15 34 70
Agree not at all 3 61 14 31 100
. 229 53 M ssi ng
Ref used 27 2 1 M ssi ng
Don't know 33 6 1 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Val i d cases 199 M ssi ng cases 238
ABREAST Bl ack- act or show keeps nme abrest of even
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Agree very nuch 1 26 6 13 13

Agr ee sonewhat 2 35 8 18 31



Agree not at all 3 135 31 69 100

. 229 53 M ssi ng
Ref used 27 3 1 M ssi ng
Don't know 33 7 2 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 197 M ssi ng cases 240
RELAX Bl ack-actor show hel ps nme rel ax
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Agree very nuch 1 141 32 71 71
Agr ee sonewhat 2 40 9 20 91
Agree not at all 3 17 4 9 100
. 229 53 M ssi ng
Ref used 27 2 1 M ssi ng
Don't know 33 7 2 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 199 M ssi ng cases 238

WHTACTOR Watch shows featuring white actors

Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Yes 1 317 73 78 78
No 2 90 21 22 100
Ref used 27 3 1 M ssi ng
Don't know 33 27 6 M ssi ng

Tot al 437 100 100

Val i d cases 406 M ssi ng cases 31
| NTERNET Use I nternet

Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent

Yes 1 250 57 57 57



No 2 187 43 43

Tot al 437 100 100

Valid cases 437 M ssi ng cases 0

NETUSE Primary internet use

Valid
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent
E- mai | 1 44 10 18
WAV 2 31 7 12
Bot h 3 161 37 65
O her 4 14 3 6
. 187 43 M ssi ng
33 1 0 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100

Valid cases 249 M ssi ng cases 187

NETI NFO How useful is the Internet

Valid
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent
Lowest 1 42 10 10
2 4 1 1
3 7 2 2
4 10 2 2
5 40 9 9
6 10 2 2
7 44 10 10
8 72 17 17
9 47 11 11
Hi ghest 10 161 37 37
Tot al 437 100 100
Val i d cases 437 M ssi ng cases 0

DEATHPEN Maxi mum penalty for nurder

Val id

100

Cum
Per cent

18
30
95
100

Cum
Per cent

10
11
12
15
24
26
36
52
63
100

Cum



Val ue Labe

Deat h

Life w o parole
Lesser sentence
O her

Ref used

Don't know

Val id cases

| NNOCENT Li kel yhood of

Val ue Labe

Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent

W N
WNP> WN -

Tot al

405 M ssi ng cases

243 56 60 60
147 34 36 96
12 3 3 99
3 1 1 100
3 1 M ssi ng
28 7 M ssi ng
437 100 100
32

i nnocent execution

Valid Cum

Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
102 23 24 24
228 52 53 77
99 23 23 100

2 0 M ssi ng

6 2 M ssi ng

437 100 100

8

Not at all I|ikely 1
Sonmewhat |ikely 2
Very likely 3
Ref used 27
Don't know 33

Tot al
Val i d cases 429 M ssi ng cases

GOVl LL Suspend death penalty in Tennessee

Val ue Labe
Yes
No

Ref used
Don't know

Val id cases

RETI RE Wl

Soci al

1
2
27
33

Tot al

Val id Cum

Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
209 48 52 52
189 43 48 100

3 1 M ssi ng

35 8 M ssi ng

437 100 100

39

398 M ssi ng cases

Security be around when you

Val id Cum



Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent

Yes 1 113 26 34 34
No 2 216 49 66 100
. 74 17 M ssi ng
Don't know 33 35 8 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 329 M ssi ng cases 108
| NVEST Mar ket investnent, personal or retirenen
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Yes 1 222 51 64 64
No 2 124 28 36 100
. 74 17 M ssi ng
Ref used 27 2 0 M ssi ng
Don't know 33 15 4 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Val id cases 346 M ssi ng cases 91

PERCTI NC Percent saved for retirenent

Valid Cum

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
None 1 69 16 21 21
| ess than 10% 2 100 23 31 52
10- 15% 3 100 23 31 83
More than 15% 4 54 12 17 100

. 74 17 M ssi ng
Ref used 27 4 1 M ssi ng
Don't know 33 37 8 M ssi ng

Tot al 437 100 100

Valid cases 323 M ssi ng cases 114

AFI RMACT Affirmative action helps qualified wonmen



Val ue Labe

Strongly agree
Sonewhat agree
Nei t hre

Somwhat di sagr ee
Strongly di sagree
Ref used

Don't know

Val i d cases 421

Val ue Frequency
181
124
28
48
39

W~NODWNPE

2
3

Tot al 437

M ssi ng cases 16

Valid

Percent Percent
41 43

28 30

6 7

11 12

9 9

1 M ssi ng

3 M ssi ng

100 100

PSTDI SCR Affirmative action needed conpensati on

Val ue Labe

Strongly agree
Sonmewhat agree
Nei t hre

Somwhat di sagr ee
Strongly di sagree
Ref used

Don't know

Val i d cases 409

AFFI REV

Val ue Labe

Strongly agree
Somewhat agree
Nei t hre

Somnvhat di sagree
Strongly disagree
Ref used

Don't know

Val id cases 404

Val ue Frequency
94
118
18
74
104

W~NOAPWN P

(GO \V]

Tot al 437

M ssi ng cases 28

Val ue Frequency
137
105
28
61
74

W~NODWN P

2
3

Tot al 437

M ssi ng cases 33

Valid

Percent Percent
22 23

27 29

4 5

17 18

24 26

2 M ssi ng

5 M ssi ng

100 100

Affirmati ve aciton reverse discrimnatio

Val i d

Percent Percent
31 34

24 26

6 7

14 15

17 18

1 M ssi ng

6 M ssi ng

100 100

Cum
Per cent

43
73
79
91
100

Cum
Per cent

23
52
56
74
100

Cum
Per cent

34
60
67
82
100



AFFI RINC New progranms shoul d prefer the poor

Valid
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent
Strongly agree 1 160 37 39
Somewhat agree 2 116 27 28
Nei t hre 3 28 6 7
Somnvhat di sagree 4 48 11 12
Strongly disagree 5 62 14 15
Ref used 27 6 1 M ssi ng
Don't know 33 17 4 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100

Val id cases 414 M ssi ng cases 22

OBLI GATE Successful bl acks should help | ess succe

Valid

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent
Yes 1 177 41 47
No 2 203 47 54
Ref used 27 7 2 M ssi ng
Don't know 33 50 11 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100

Val id cases 380 M ssi ng cases 57

| NSTGOVT Confidence in state governnent

Valid

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent
G eat deal 1 47 11 11
Only sone 2 266 61 64
Hardly any 3 103 24 25
Dont knwo 33 21 5 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100

Val id cases 416 M ssi ng cases 21

Cum
Per cent

39
67
74
85
100

Cum
Per cent

47
100

Cum
Per cent

11
75
100



RUNGOVT Confidence in |oca

Val ue Labe

G eat deal
Only sone
Hardly any
Ref used

Dont knwo

Val id cases

402

gover nment

Val ue

W~NWN -

2
3

Tot a

M ssi ng cases

LAVENFOR Confidence in | aw enforcenment

Val ue Labe

Great deal
Only sone
Hardl y any
Ref used

Dont knwo

Val id cases

421

Val ue

W~NWDN -

2
3

Tot a

M ssi ng cases

SUNDQUI S Confidence in Sundqui st

Val ue Labe

Excel | ent
Good

FAi r

Poor

Ref used
Dont knwo

Val id cases

409

Val ue

WNPWN B

2
3

Tot al

M ssi ng cases

Frequency

70
249
83

Frequency

148
207
66

Frequency

28
103
179

99

Val i d

Percent Percent
16 18

57 62

19 21
1 M ssi ng
7 M ssi ng

100 100
Val i d

Percent Percent
34 35

48 49

15 16

0 M ssi ng

3 M ssi ng

100 100
Valid

Percent Percent
6 7

24 25

41 44

23 24

0 M ssi ng

6 M ssi ng

100 100

Cum
Per cent

18
79
100

Cum
Per cent

35
84
100

Cum
Per cent

7
32
76

100



PURCELL Confi dence in Purcel

Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Excel | ent 1 48 11 15 15
Good 2 153 35 47 61
FAI r 3 108 25 33 94
Poor 4 19 4 6 100
Dont knwo 33 109 25 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 328 M ssi ng cases 109
TURNER Confidence in Turner
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Excel | ent 1 30 7 9 9
Good 2 151 35 46 55
FAI r 3 118 27 36 91
Poor 4 30 7 9 100
Dont knwo 33 108 25 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Val id cases 329 M ssi ng cases 108
UNFAI RPO Police treaded you unfairly
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Yes 1 120 28 28 28
No 2 313 72 72 100
Ref used 27 2 0 M ssi ng
Don't know 33 2 1 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100

Val id cases 433 M ssi ng cases 4



RACPRO

Val ue Labe

Yes
No

Ref used
Don't know

Val id cases

Val ue Labe
Yes
No

Ref used
Don't know

Val id cases

ARESTPOL  You

Val ue Labe

Yes

No

Ref used
Don't know

Val id cases

Raci al

profiling a major problem

Valid
Val ue Frequency Percent Percent
1 163 37 42
2 202 46 52
3 25 6 6
27 3 1 M ssi ng
33 44 10 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100

390 M ssi ng cases 47

or anyone you know stopped by police

Valid
Val ue Frequency Percent Percent
1 231 53 54
2 196 45 46
27 2 0 M ssi ng
33 8 2 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100

427 M ssi ng cases 10

or anyone you know arrested recently

Valid
Val ue Frequency Percent Percent
1 83 19 19
2 347 79 81
27 2 0 M ssi ng
33 5 1 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100

430 M ssi ng cases 7

Cum
Per cent

42
94
100

Cum
Per cent

54
100

Cum
Per cent

19
100



POLRACE How common anong police is racism

Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Very conmon 1 48 11 13 13
Fairly comron 2 133 30 35 48
Fairly rare 3 140 32 37 85
Very rare 4 58 13 15 100
Ref used 27 5 1 M ssi ng
Don't know 33 53 12 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 379 M ssi ng cases 58
JUSTBLK Judi ci al system bi ased agai ns bl acks
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Yes 1 114 26 29 29
No 2 283 65 71 100
Ref used 27 7 2 M ssi ng
Don't know 33 33 8 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 397 M ssi ng cases 40
TRANJURY
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
1 5 1 94 94
33 0 0 6 100
432 99 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 5 M ssi ng cases 432

BLKJURY1 Black jurors nore likely to convict whit



Val id Cum

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Generally true 1 49 11 25 25
Not true 2 146 34 75 100
. 216 49 M ssi ng
Ref used 27 2 0 M ssi ng
Don't know 33 24 5 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 196 M ssi ng cases 241

WHTJURY2 White jurors nore likely to convict blac

Val id Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
General ly true 1 84 19 41 41
Not true 2 119 27 59 100
. 216 49 M ssi ng
Ref used 27 1 0 M ssi ng
Don't know 33 17 4 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 203 M ssi ng cases 234
WHTJURY1 White jurors nore likely to convict blac
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Generally true 1 65 15 34 34
Not true 2 127 29 66 100
. 221 51 M ssi ng
Ref used 27 3 1 M ssi ng
Don't know 33 21 5 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100

Valid cases 192 M ssi ng cases 245

BLKJURY2 Black jurors nore likely to convict whit



Val id Cum

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Generally true 1 65 15 34 34
Not true 2 127 29 66 100
. 221 51 M ssi ng

Ref used 27 3 1 M ssi ng
Don't know 33 21 5 M ssi ng

Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 192 M ssi ng cases 245
HARSH Race treated nore harshly by juries

Val id Cum

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Bl acks 1 168 39 41 41
Whi t es 2 18 4 4 46
Sane 3 220 51 54 100
Ref used 27 7 2 M ssi ng
Don't know 33 24 5 M ssi ng

Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 406 M ssi ng cases 31
SIMPSON  O.J. guilty on not guilty

Valid Cum

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Guilty 1 56 13 13 13
Not guilty 2 363 83 87 100
Don't know 33 19 4 M ssi ng

Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 418 M ssi ng cases 19

QIGQU LT O J. verdict correct



Valid Cum

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Yes 1 70 16 23 23
No 2 240 55 78 100
. 74 17 M ssi ng
Ref used 27 4 1 M ssi ng
Don't know 33 49 11 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Val id cases 310 M ssi ng cases 127

WORKCAMP  Work in canpaign

Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Yes 1 57 13 13 13
No 2 378 87 87 100
Dont know 33 1 0 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Val id cases 436 M ssi ng cases 1
POLMONEY Contri buted canpai gn noney
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Yes 1 135 31 31 31
No 2 301 69 69 100
Dont know 33 1 0 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Val i d cases 436 M ssi ng cases 1
GOVVOL Vol unt eered for board
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent

Yes 1 40 9 9 9



No 2 395 90 91 100

Dont know 33 2 1 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 435 M ssi ng cases 2

GOVMEET  Attended | ocal governnment neeting

Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Yes 1 142 33 33 33
No 2 293 67 67 100
Dont know 33 1 0 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 436 M ssi ng cases 1
POLI NFOR Met/worked with nei ghborhood/ community g
Val id Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Yes 1 198 45 45 45
No 2 238 55 55 100
Dont know 33 1 0 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Val i d cases 436 M ssi ng cases 1
REGVOTE Regi stered to vote
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Yes 1 376 86 87 87
No 2 57 13 13 100
Dont know 33 4 1 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100

Val id cases 433 M ssi ng cases 4



OFTVOTE Vot e how often

Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Never 1 45 10 11 11
Rarel y 2 31 7 7 18
Some of tine 3 57 13 13 31
Mbst of tine 4 103 24 24 55
Al of time 5 196 45 45 100
Ref used 27 0 0 M ssi ng
Dont know 33 4 1 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Val id cases 432 M ssi ng cases 5
VOTEPRES Vote for Pres. 1996
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Yes 1 333 76 77 77
No 2 98 22 23 100
Ref used 27 1 0 M ssi ng
Dont know 33 5 1 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Val id cases 430 M ssi ng cases 7
TALKI NT1
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
1 2 1 51 51
2 0 0 10 61
11 1 0 32 93
33 0 0 7 100
432 99 M ssi ng

Tot al 437 100 100



Valid cases 5 M ssi ng cases

TALKFED Tal k about national governnent
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency
Never 1 33
Sel dom 2 46
Sonet i nes 3 144
Often 4 211
Ref used 27 2
Don't know 33 1
Tot al 437

Val id cases 434 M ssi ng cases

TALKLGOV Tal k about | ocal state/governnent

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency
Never 1 43
Sel dom 2 88
Sonet i nes 3 146
Oten 4 158
Ref used 27 2
Don't know 33 1

Tot al 437

Valid cases 435 M ssi ng cases

TALKFORN Tal k about foreign happenings

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency
Never 1 53
Sel dom 2 94
Sonet i nes 3 164
Oten 4 123
Ref used 27 2
Don't know 33 1

432

Per cent

8
11
33

Per cent

10
20
33
36

Per cent

12
22
38
28
0
0

Valid
Per cent

Valid
Per cent

10
20

Valid
Per cent

12
22
38
28
M ssi ng
M ssi ng

Cum
Per cent

8
18
51

100

Cum
Per cent

10
30
64
100

Cum
Per cent

12
34
72
100



Tot al 437 100 100

Val i d cases 435 M ssi ng cases 2

TALKECON Tal k about econony

Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Never 1 33 8 8 8
Sel dom 2 65 15 15 23
Soneti nmes 3 151 35 35 58
Oten 4 185 42 43 100
Ref used 27 2 0 M ssi ng
Don't know 33 1 0 M ssi ng

Tot al 437 100 100

Valid cases 435 M ssi ng cases 2
TALKCRI M Tal k about crinme

Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Never 1 18 4 4 4
Sel dom 2 50 12 12 16
Soneti nmes 3 157 36 36 52
O ten 4 209 48 48 100
Ref used 27 2 0 M ssi ng
Don't know 33 1 0 M ssi ng

Tot al 437 100 100

Val i d cases 435 M ssi ng cases 2
TALKSCHL Tal k about education

Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent

Never 1 25 6 6 6
Sel dom 2 68 16 16 21
Sonet i mes 3 113 26 26 47



Oten 4 230 53 53 100

Don't know 33 2 1 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 435 M ssi ng cases 2

MEMCHRCH Menber of place of worhsip

Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Yes 1 322 74 74 74
No 2 111 25 26 100
Ref used 27 3 1 M ssi ng
Dont know 33 1 0 M ssi ng

Tot al 437 100 100

Valid cases 433 M ssi ng cases 4
OFTCHRCH Attendance at worship

Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Never 1 56 13 13 13
Sel dom 2 100 23 23 36
About once a nonth 3 45 10 11 47
Al nost every week 4 93 21 22 68
Every week 5 137 32 32 100
Ref used 27 3 1 M ssi ng
Dont know 33 3 1 M ssi ng

Tot al 437 100 100

Val i d cases 432 M ssi ng cases 5
TYPCHRCH Religion type

Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Christian 1 262 60 97 97

Somet hi ng el se 4 9 2 3 100



2% 2 0 M ssi ng
33 3 1 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 271 M ssi ng cases 165
DENOM Denomi nati on
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Sout hern Bapti sts 1 65 15 25 25
O her Bapti st 2 35 8 14 39
Church of Chri st 3 44 10 17 56
Epi scopal 4 4 1 2 58
Lut her an 5 4 1 2 59
United Methodi st 6 26 6 10 69
O her Met hodi st 7 4 1 2 71
Presbyterian 8 14 3 5 76
Roman Cahtolic 9 23 5 9 85
Ot her Christian 10 38 9 15 100
23 0 0 0 100
. 175 40 M ssi ng
Ref used 27 3 1 M ssi ng
Dont know 33 2 1 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 257 M ssi ng cases 180
RACHURCH Race of your church
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Sane as you 1 212 49 81 81
M xed 2 45 10 17 99
Different fromyou 3 4 1 2 100
. 175 40 M ssi ng
Ref used 27 1 0 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100

Val i d cases 261 M ssi ng cases 176



ORTHODOX Agree with your

Val ue Labe

None
A few
About
Mbst
Al

hal f

Val id cases 262

OFTPRAY

Val ue Labe

Never
Less than weekly
Once a week

Several tinmes weekly
Once a day

Several tinmes a day
Ref used

Dont know

Val id cases 420

Pray how often

denom nation's teaching

Val ue

O wWNPEF

Tot a

Val ue

W~NOOOPRAWNPE

W N

Tot al

M ssi ng cases

READWORD Read bi bl e how often

Val ue Labe

Never

Less than weekly
Once a week

Several tinmes weekly
Once a day

Several tinmes a day
Ref used

Dont know

Val ue

W~NOO O WN P

W N

Frequency

Frequency

28
14
32
85
128
134

Frequency

83
110
65
84
68
13
7

7

17

Per cent

1
1

Per cent

Per cent

19
25
15
19
16
3
2
2

Val i d Cum
Percent Percent
1 1
1 2
7 10
58 67
33 100
M ssi ng
100
Val i d Cum
Percent Percent
7 7
3 10
8 18
20 38
30 68
32 100
M ssi ng
M ssi ng
100
Val id Cum
Percent Percent
20 20
26 46
15 61
20 81
16 97
3 100
M ssi ng

M ssi ng



Tot al 437 100 100

Val i d cases 423 M ssi ng cases 14

W TNESS Encourage others to believe in Christ

Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Never 1 115 26 28 28
Less than weekly 2 116 27 29 57
Once a week 3 69 16 17 74
Several tinmes weekly 4 56 13 14 88
Once a day 5 32 7 8 96
Several tinmes a day 6 16 4 4 100
Ref used 27 12 3 M ssi ng
Dont know 33 20 5 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 405 M ssi ng cases 32
CHHOURS Hour s/ week to religious work
Val id cases 276 M ssi ng cases 161
CHLETTER Witten a letter/church
Valid Cum

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Yes 1 72 17 27 27
No 2 192 44 73 100

. 161 37 M ssi ng
Ref used 27 1 0 M ssi ng
Dont know 33 11 2 M ssi ng

Tot al 437 100 100

Valid cases 264 M ssi ng cases 173

CHMEET Gone to neeting that made deci sions/chur



Val id Cum

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Yes 1 150 34 56 56
No 2 116 27 44 100
. 161 37 M ssi ng
Ref used 27 1 0 M ssi ng
Dont know 33 8 2 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 267 M ssi ng cases 170

CHCHAIR Chaired a neeting/church

Val id Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Yes 1 70 16 26 26
No 2 197 45 74 100
. 161 37 M ssi ng
Ref used 27 1 0 M ssi ng
Dont know 33 8 2 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 267 M ssi ng cases 170
CHSPEECH G ven speech/ presentati on/church
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Yes 1 85 20 32 32
No 2 181 42 68 100
. 161 37 M ssi ng
Ref used 27 1 0 M ssi ng
Dont know 33 8 2 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100

Valid cases 267 M ssi ng cases 170

CHCONT Cont acted governnment official/church



Val id Cum

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Yes 1 45 10 17 17
No 2 223 51 83 100
. 161 37 M ssi ng
Ref used 27 1 0 M ssi ng
Dont know 33 6 2 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 268 M ssi ng cases 169

LOCVCINT Interest in comunity politics/affairs

Val id Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Very interested 1 133 31 31 31
Sonewhat interested 2 184 42 43 73
Slightly interested 3 68 16 16 89
Not at all intereste 4 47 11 11 100
Ref used 27 1 0 M ssi ng
Don't know 33 3 1 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 433 M ssi ng cases 4
NATI NT Nati onal political interest
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Very interested 1 176 40 41 41
Sonewhat interested 2 161 37 37 78
Slightly interested 3 52 12 12 90
Not at all intereste 4 42 10 10 100
Don't know 33 5 1 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100

Val i d cases 432 M ssi ng cases 5



AFRI CAN

Interest in

Val ue Labe

Very interested
Sonewhat interested
Slightly interested

Not at all intereste
Ref used

Don't know

Val i d cases 422

SAFECRM

Val ue Labe

Safter

Same (vol unt eered)
Not as safe

Ref used

Don't know

Val i d cases 427

POLVIEWS Politica

Val ue Labe

Far left

Li bera

M ddl e of road
Conservative
Far right

Ref used

Don't know

Val id cases 400

ssues affecting black comu

Val ue

WNPhPWNPE

W N

Tot a

M ssi ng cases

Safer fromcrinme than year

Val ue

(GO \V]
W~NWN -

Tot a

orientation

Val ue

W~NODWN P

2
3

Tot a

M ssi ng cases

Frequency

102
185
79
55

ago

Frequency

104
198
125

Frequency

13
55
172
142
17

15

10

37

Per cent
23
42

18
13

Per cent

24
45

Per cent
3

13
40

Valid
Per cent

24

Val i d
Per cent

Val i d
Per cent

Cum
Per cent

24
68
87
100

Per cent

24
71
100

Cum
Per cent

3
17
60
96

100



POLAFFIL Politica

Val ue Labe

Republ i can
Denocr at

I ndependent
O her

Ref used
Dont know

Val i d cases 414

PARTYI D

Val ue Labe

Republ i can
Denocr at

Dont know

Val id cases 115

EDUC Education | eve

Val ue Labe

None

El enentary
Some HS

HS grad

Sone trade
Some col | ege
Col | ege grad
Some graduat e
Mast er s

Party closest to for

affiliation

Val ue

WNPAWN P

2
3

Tot a

M ssi ng cases

Val ue
1
2
3
33

Tot a

M ssi ng cases

Val ue

O©CoO~NO U~ WNPE

Frequency

141
153
69
51

| ndependent s

Frequency

25
29
61
318

Frequency

4
17
22

117
15

115
94
12
26

23

Per cent

32
35
16
12

Per cent

Per cent

N

NN
DWNOO WNO A~

Val i d
Per cent

34

Valid
Per cent

Val i d
Per cent

N

NN
OWNN PO AP

Cum
Per cent

34
71
88
100

Cum
Per cent

22
47
100

Cum
Per cent

1

5
10
38
41
68
91
93
99



Doct or at e
Ref used
Dont know

Val i d cases

10 3
27 12
33 1
Tot al 437

424 M ssi ng cases

QUALI F Col | eagues privately question your
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency
Yes 1 91
No 2 333
Ref used 27 1
Dont know 33 12
Tot al 437
Valid cases 424 M ssi ng cases 13
TNYEARS  Tennessee years
Valid cases 417 M ssi ng cases 20
COUNTY County of residence
Val id cases 426 M ssi ng cases 11
OWNHOVE Oown your hone

Val ue Labe

Yes
No

Ref used
Dont know

Val ue Frequency
311
97
20

w N
W~NWN P

Tot al

qual

Per cent

21
76

Per cent

71
22

1 100
M ssi ng
M ssi ng
100
Valid Cum
Percent Percent
21 21
79 100
M ssi ng
M ssi ng
100
Valid Cum
Percent Percent
73 73
23 95
5 100
M ssi ng
M ssi ng
100



Valid cases 428 M ssi ng cases 9

NEI GHBOR Nei ghbor hood racial m xture

Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Sane 1 250 57 58 58
Di fferent 2 15 3 4 62
Bl end 3 165 38 38 100
Ref used 27 1 0 M ssi ng
Don't know 33 5 1 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 430 M ssi ng cases 6
FRI ENDS Di fferent race anong 10 cl osest
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
0 149 34 34 34
1 52 12 12 46
2 68 16 16 62
3 59 14 14 75
4 26 6 6 81
5 36 8 8 89
6 9 2 2 91
7 5 1 1 93
8 3 1 1 93
9 7 2 2 95
10 4 1 1 96
50 2 0 0 96
99 17 4 4 100
Tot al 437 100 100
Val id cases 437 M ssi ng cases 0
FRI HOM Had di fferent race for dinner
Valid Cum

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent



Yes 1 176 40 42 42

No 2 249 57 59 100
Ref used 27 1 0 M ssi ng
Dont know 33 11 2 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 425 M ssi ng cases 12

HARMAFAC Know soneone harnmed by Affirmative Actio

Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Yes 1 58 13 14 14
No 2 359 82 86 100
Ref used 27 2 0 M ssi ng
Dont know 33 19 4 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 416 M ssi ng cases 20
HELPAFAC Know soneone hel ped by Affirmative Actio
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Yes 1 107 25 26 26
No 2 309 71 74 100
Ref used 27 1 0 M ssi ng
Dont know 33 20 5 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100

Val i d cases 416 M ssi ng cases 21

YEARBORN Year born

Valid cases 431 M ssi ng cases 6

I NCOVE Fam |y incone



Val ue Labe

10, 000 or | ess
10, 001- 15, 000
15, 001- 20, 000
20, 001- 25, 000
25, 001- 30, 000
30, 001- 35, 000
35, 001- 40, 000
40, 001- 45, 000
45, 001- 50, 000
50, 001- 75, 000
75, 001-99, 999
100, 000 or nore

Ref used

Dont know

Val i d cases 367
TRUST Can nost

Val ue Labe
Yes
No

Ref used
Dont know

Val i d cases 418

GENDER Gender

Val ue Labe

Mal e
Fenmal e

Val id cases 437

Val id

Val ue Frequency Percent Percent
1 24 5 6

2 24 5 6

3 25 6 7

4 31 7 9

5 29 7 8

6 23 5 6

7 23 5 6

8 24 6 7

9 24 5 6

10 65 15 18

11 29 7 8

12 46 10 13

21 0 0 0

27 50 12 M ssi ng

33 20 5 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100

M ssi ng cases 70

be trusted

Val id

Val ue Frequency Percent Percent

1 304 70 73

2 115 26 27

27 2 0 M ssi ng

33 17 4 M ssi ng

Tot al 437 100 100
M ssi ng cases 19

Val id

Val ue Frequency Percent Percent

1 211 48 48

2 226 52 52

Tot al 437 100 100

M ssi ng cases 0

Cum
Per cent

6
13
20
28
36
42
49
55
62
79

Cum
Per cent

73
100

Cum
Per cent

48
100



RATERESP Respondent rating

Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Vol |y pl easant 1 354 81 81 81
Most |y pl easant 2 66 15 15 96
Equal 3 12 3 3 99
Most |y unpl easant 4 6 1 1 100
Whol | y unpl easant 5 0 0 0 100
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 437 M ssi ng cases 0
AGE
Valid cases 421 M ssi ng cases 16
AGECAT Age cat egory
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
18-34 1 124 28 29 29
35-49 2 141 32 34 63
50- 64 3 86 20 20 83
65+ 4 70 16 17 100
Under 18 99 16 4 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Val i d cases 421 M ssi ng cases 16
RACECAT Race category
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
1 379 87 87 87

2 49 11 11 99



3 6 1 1 100

99 4 1 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 433 M ssi ng cases 4
RACEWTr
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
0 6 1 1 1
0 49 11 11 13
1 4 1 1 13
1 379 87 87 100
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 437 M ssi ng cases 0
SEXWI
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
1 226 52 52 52
1 211 48 48 100
Tot al 437 100 100
Val i d cases 437 M ssi ng cases 0
AGEWr
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
1 141 32 32 32
1 16 4 4 36
1 86 20 20 56
1 124 28 28 84
1 70 16 16 100

Tot al 437 100 100



Valid cases 437 M ssi ng cases 0

WV\EI GHT

Valid cases 437 M ssi ng cases 0

WHI TBLAK bl ack-white dichotony rest m ssing

Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Vi te 1 379 87 89 89
Bl ack 2 49 11 11 100
9 2 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 427 M ssi ng cases 9
MSA 8 co MSA v. non- MSA
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
MSA 1 287 66 66 66
Non- MSA 2 150 34 34 100
Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 437 M ssi ng cases 0
I NCAT I nconme category
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Less than 15K 1 47 11 13 13
15- 25K 2 56 13 15 28
25- 40K 3 75 17 21 49
40- 50K 4 48 11 13 62
More than 50K 5 140 32 38 100



Tot al 437 100 100
Valid cases 366 M ssi ng cases 71
EDCAT Educati on category

Val id Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
H S. Grad. or less 1 161 37 38 38
Sonme Col | ege or Trad 2 129 30 31 68
Col l ege Grad. to Pos 3 134 31 32 100
13 3 M ssi ng
Tot al 437 100 100

Valid cases 424 M ssi ng cases 13



