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Results of the March 2008 Recycling Poll

Demographic Breakdowns on Questions 1, 5 and 6:

OWhich of the following statements best describes your current level of recycling?
| recycle everything, or nearly everything, | can; | recycle regularly, but | could do more;
| recycle when it is convenient; | rarely recycle; | never recycle.O

ODo you think placing a deposit on beverage containers would increase recycling rates in Tennessee?0

OWould you be more likely to recycle if Tennessee had a deposit on beverage containers
that would be refunded when you returned the containers?0

About the Poll

The 2008 Recycling Poll is a statewide survey conducted by the Social Science Research Institute at the University of Tennessee,
Knoxville. The Poll was conducted under a contract with Scenic Tennessee, Inc. The survey was conducted March 2-20, 2008.
777 randomly selected adults were interviewed by telephone, providing a margin of error of approximately +/- 3.5 percentage
points at the 95% confidence level. The sample includes only registered voters. Trained personnel using a computer-assisted
telephone interviewing (CATI) system conducted all interviews. Respondents were selected by random-digit dialing. The survey
was designed and analyzed by Dr. Michael Gant, who is Professor of Political Science at UT-Knoxville and Director of the UT
Social Science Research Institute. Amy Melton, Program Director supervised the survey. Professor Gant is available for
commentN call 865-974-2730; or 865-974-2819.



RESPONDENT!S CURRENT LEVEL OF RECYCLING
BROKEN DOWN BY DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS

CURRENT LEVEL OF RECYCLING * GENDER Crosstabulation

GENDER

MALE FEMALE Total
CURRENT | RECYCLE EVERYTHING  Count 61 106 167
LEVEL OF % within GENDER 20.2% 22.5% 21.6%
RECYCLING | RECYCLE REGULARLY  Count 95 174 269
% within GENDER 31.5% 36.9% 34.8%
| RECYCLE WHEN Count 59 71 130
CONVENIENT % within GENDER 19.5% 15.0% 16.8%
| RARELY RECYCLE Count 45 66 111
% within GENDER 14.9% 14.0% 14.3%
I NEVER RECYCLE Count 42 55 97
% within GENDER 13.9% 11.7% 12.5%
Total Count 302 472 774
% within GENDER 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%




CURRENT LEVEL OF RECYCLING * PARTY IDENTIFICATION Crosstabulation
PARTY IDENTIEICATION
INDEPEN
DEMOCRAT|  DENT REPUBLICAN| OTHER Total
CURRENT RECYCLE EVERYTHING __ Count 64 38 40 7 149
LEVEL OF Y
Reee T 229%|  21.8% 17.0%|  333%|  21.0%
| RECYCLE REGULARLY __ Count 93 65 78 8 244
% within PARTY
IDENTIFICATION 33.3% 37.4% 33.2% 38.1% 34.4%
| RECYCLE WHEN Count 47 35 40 1 123
CONVENIENT % within PARTY
IDENTIEICATION 16.8% 20.1% 17.0% 4.8% 17.3%
RARELY RECYCLE Count 43 20 38 3 104
% within PARTY
IDENTIFICATION 15.4% 11.5% 16.2% 14.3% 14.7%
NEVER RECYCLE Count 32 16 39 2 89
-
Igé"{'\f:';:gﬁ& 11.5% 9.2% 16.6% 9.5% 12.6%
Total Count 279 174 235 21 709
-
I/E‘;EVSQ'I”FE:AAF;TSN 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%




CURRENT LEVEL OF RECYCLING

* |IDEOLOGY Crosstabulation

IDEOLOGY
CONSER
LIBERAL MODERATE| _VATIVE Total

CURRENT | RECYCLE EVERYTHING  Count 38 54 64 156

LEVEL OF % within IDEOLOGY 33.0% 22.9% 19.0% 22.7%

RECYCLING | RECYCLE REGULARLY __ Count 27 20 116 233

% within IDEOLOGY 23.5% 38.1% 34.5% 33.9%

| RECYCLE WHEN Count 24 39 51 114

CONVENIENT % within IDEOLOGY 20.9% 16.5% 15.2% 16.6%

| RARELY RECYCLE Count 18 29 54 101

% within IDEOLOGY 15.7% 12.3% 16.1% 14.7%

| NEVER RECYCLE Count 8 24 51 83

% within IDEOLOGY 7.0% 10.2% 15.2% 12.1%

Total Count 115 236 336 687

% within IDEOLOGY 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

CURRENT LEVEL OF RECYCLING * age Crosstabulation
age
18-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65+ Total

CURRENT | RECYCLE EVERYTHING  Count 4 10 25 33 36 59 167
LEVEL OF % within age 20.0% 13.9% 22.7% 21.2% 20.6% 24.5% 21.6%
e EC | RECYCLE REGULARLY __ Count 8 23 37 53 61 87 269
% within age 40.0% 31.9% 33.6% 34.0% 34.9% 36.1% 34.8%
| RECYCLE WHEN Count 5 16 22 36 27 24 130
CONVENIENT % within age 25.0% 22.2% 20.0% 23.1% 15.4% 10.0% 16.8%
| RARELY RECYCLE Count 2 15 12 28 24 30 111
% within age 10.0% 20.8% 10.9% 17.9% 13.7% 12.4% 14.3%
| NEVER RECYCLE Count 1 8 14 6 27 41 97
% within age 5.0% 11.1% 12.7% 3.8% 15.4% 17.0% 12.5%
Total Count 20 72 110 156 175 241 774
% within age 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%




CURRENT LEVEL OF RECYCLING * MARITAL STATUS Crosstabulation

MARITAL STATUS
SINGLE | MARRIED| DIVORCED | WIDOWER)| Total
CURRENT RECYCLE EVERYTHING _ Count 22 105 15 24 166
LEVEL OF % within MARITAL
e — STATUS 19.3% 21.6% 19.5% 27.6% 21.7%
IRECYCLE REGULARLY __ Count 35 181 22 26 264
% within MARITAL
STATUS 30.7% 37.2% 28.6% 29.9% 34.5%
I RECYCLE WHEN Count 29 77 15 8 129
CONVENIENT % within MARITAL
STATUS 25.4% 15.8% 19.5% 9.2% 16.9%
RARELY RECYCLE Count 16 70 13 11 110
OSA)TVA"%'E MARITAL 14.0% 14.4% 16.9% 12.6% 14.4%
| NEVER RECYCLE Count 12 54 12 18 96
OS/OTVX%E MARITAL 10.5% 11.1% 15.6% 20.7% 12.5%
Total Count 114 487 77 87 765
Z)TVA‘%E MARITAL 100.0%|  100.0% 100.0% 100.0%|  100.0%




CURRENT LEVEL OF RECYCLING * SIZE OF RESIDENCE Crosstabulation

SIZE OF RESIDENCE
RURAL

LARGE CITY| SMALLCITY | TOWN SMALL TOWN| NONFARM | RURALFARM| Total
CURRENT IRECYCLE EVERYTHING __ Count 52 29 17 24 20 20 162
I&i\éil_caile ?Evgltg'gl\fg; OF 26.1% 19.1% 20.7% 21.1% 18.0% 22.0% 21.6%
|RECYCLE REGULARLY __ Count 58 61 31 34 40 35 25¢
% within SIZE OF 29.1% 40.1% 37.8% 29.8% 36.0% 38.5% 34.69

RESIDENCE : : : : : : '
I RECYCLE WHEN Count 34 24 17 21 18 11 125

CONVENIENT % within SIZE OF

RESIDENGE 17.1% 15.8% 20.7% 18.4% 16.2% 12.1% 16.79
RARELY RECYCLE Count 27 27 9 16 18 13 11C
% within SIZE OF 13.6% 17.8% 11.0% 14.0% 16.2% 14.3% 14.79

RESIDENCE : : : : : : :
NEVER RECYCLE Count 28 11 8 19 15 12 93
z’E"gltg'ESézEE OF 14.1% 7.2% 9.8% 16.7% 13.5% 13.2% 12.49
Total Count 199 152 82 114 111 91 749
ot SrA3(els 100.0% 100.0% |  100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%|  100.09

RESIDENCE




CURRENT LEVEL OF RECYCLING * race Crosstabulation

[ace

BLACK WHITE OTHER Total

CURRENT | RECYCLE EVERYTHING  Count 19 141 6 166
LEVEL OF % within race 21.8% 21.5% 28.6% 21.8%
EA(SENC RECYCLE REGULARLY __ Count 23 235 6 264
% within race 26.4% 35.9% 28.6% 34.6%

| RECYCLE WHEN Count 15 111 3 129

CONVENIENT % within race 17.2% 16.9% 14.3% 16.9%

| RARELY RECYCLE Count 21 84 4 109

% within race 24.1% 12.8% 19.0% 14.3%

I NEVER RECYCLE Count 9 84 2 95

% within race 10.3% 12.8% 9.5% 12.5%

Total Count 87 655 21 763
% within race 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%




CURRENT LEVEL OF

RECYCLING * LEVEL OF EDUCATION Crosstabulation

L EVEL OF EDUCATION
<HIGH SOME GRAD/PROF
SCHOOL | HSGRAD | COLLEGE | COLL GRAD DEGREE Total
CURRENT RECYCLE EVERYTHING __ Count 11 38 58 32 28 167
;EEVCEYLC‘E,ZG AR 21.6%|  18.0% 24.2% 20.8% 255%|  21.8%
| RECYCLE REGULARLY __ Count 15 80 71 55 44 265
% within LEVEL 29.4% 37.9% 29.6% 35.7% 40.0% 34.6%
OF EDUCATION : : : : : :
| RECYCLE WHEN Count 6 32 49 27 14 128
CONVENIENT % within LEVEL
OF EDUCATION 11.8% 15.2% 20.4% 17.5% 12.7% 16.7%
RARELY RECYCLE Count 8 28 33 24 18 111
% within LEVEL 15.7% 13.3% 13.8% 15.6% 16.4% 14.5%
OF EDUCATION : : : : : :
NEVER RECYCLE Count 11 %) 29 16 6 95
((’/)"FWE”BS CLE;/KE)LN 21.6% 15.6% 12.1% 10.4% 5.5% 12.4%
Total Count 51 211 240 154 110 766
GOt 100.0%|  100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% |  100.0%

OF EDUCATION




CURRENT LEVEL OF RECYCLING * HOUSEHOLD INCOME Crosstabulation

HOUSEHOLD INCOM
<$15K 15K-25K | 25K-35K | 35K-50K | 50K-65K >65K Total
CURRENT RECYCLE EVERYTHING __ Count 10 14 21 25 17 25 132
LEVEL OF % within HOUSEHOLD . . . . . . .
e Ve INCOME 14.5% 14.4% 25.3% 25.8% 19.1% 22.8% 20.9%
[RECYCLE REGULARLY __ Count 21 20 26 34 26 68 215
% within HOUSEHOLD
30.4% 41.2% 31.3% 35.1% 29.2% 34.5% 34.0%
INCOME
RECYCLE WHEN Count 11 17 13 15 19 42 117
CONVENIENT % within HOUSEHOLD
15.9% 17.5% 15.7% 15.5% 21.3% 21.3% 18.5%
INCOME
RARELY RECYCLE Count 9 13 11 15 18 25 91
Y
UL O (0 13.0% 13.4% 13.3% 15.5% 20.2% 12.7% 14.4%
INCOME
| NEVER RECYCLE Count 18 13 12 8 9 17 77
—
e 26.1% 13.4% 14.5% 8.2% 10.1% 8.6% 12.2%
INCOME
Total Count 69 97 83 97 89 197 632
Y
Iﬁ(‘é"g&gHOUSEHOLD 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%|  100.0%




CURRENT LEVEL OF RECYCLING * region Crosstabulation

region
East Middle West Total

CURRENT | RECYCLE EVERYTHING  Count 81 45 41 167
LEVEL OF % within region 24.4% 19.1% 19.9% 21.6%
NEC(CNC | RECYCLE REGULARLY __ Count 123 86 60 269
% within region 37.0% 36.4% 29.1% 34.8%

| RECYCLE WHEN Count 51 47 32 130

CONVENIENT % within region 15.4% 19.9% 15.5% 16.8%

| RARELY RECYCLE Count 36 36 39 111

% within region 10.8% 15.3% 18.9% 14.3%

I NEVER RECYCLE Count 41 22 34 97

% within region 12.3% 9.3% 16.5% 12.5%

Total Count 332 236 206 774
% within region 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%




OWOULD BOTTLE BILL INCREASE RECYCLING RATES IN TENNESSEE?0
BROKEN DOWN BY DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS

BOTTLE BILL WOULD INCREASE RECYCLING RATES IN TENNESSEE?

Crosstabulation

GENDER
MALE FEMALE Total

BOTTLE BILL WOULD YES  Count 235 373 608
INCREASE RECYCLING % within GENDER 85.1% 87.6% 86.6%
RATES IN TENNESSEE? 0 eI a1 3 ox
% within GENDER 14.9% 12.4% 13.4%

Total Count 276 426 702
% within GENDER 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

BOTTLE BILL WOULD

INCREASE RECYCLING RATES

IN TENNESSEE? * PARTY

IDENTIFICATION

PARTY IDENTIFICATION
INDEPEN
DEMOCRAT| DENT | REPUBLICAN| OTHER | Total
BOTTLE BILL WOULD YES _ Count 226 143 179 18 566
INCREASE RECYCLING ihi
I %é‘ﬁ?’&%ﬁg,\l 87.9% 92.9% 83.3% 90.0% 87.6%
NO  Count 31 11 36 2 80
6 within PARTY 12.1% 7.1% 16.7% 10.0% 12.4%
IDENTIFICATION : : : : :
Total Count 257 154 215 20 646
% within PARTY
IDENTIEICATION 100.0%|  100.0% 1000%|  100.0%|  100.0%




BOTTLE BILL WOULD INCREASE RECYCLING RATES IN TENNESSEE? * IDEOLOGY (
IDEOLOGY
CONSER
LIBERAL | MODERATE| VATIVE Total

BOTTLE BILL WOULD YES  Count 102 187 254 543
INCREASE RECYCLING % within IDEOLOGY 92.7% 88.6% 83.0% 86.6%
RATES IN TENNESSEE? g T - > = >
% within IDEOLOGY 7.3% 11.4% 17.0% 13.4%

Total Count 110 211 306 627
% within IDEOLOGY 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

BOTTLE BILL WOULD

INCREASE RECYCLING RATES IN TENNESSEE? * age Crosstabulation

age
18-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65+ Total
BOTTLE BILL WOULD YES  Count 18 63 90 133 134 170 608
INCREASE RECYCLING % within age 90.0% 91.3% 85.7% 88.1% 87.6% 83.3% 86.6%
RATES IN TENNESSEE? =35~ Count 2 6 15 18 19 34 94
% within age 10.0% 8.7% 14.3% 11.9% 12.4% 16.7% 13.4%
Total Count 20 69 105 151 153 204 702
% within age 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%




BOTTLE BILL WOULD

INCREASE RECYCLING RATES IN TENNESSEE?

* MARITAL STATUS Circ

MARITAL STATUS
SINGLE MARRIED | DIVORCED WIDOW(ER) Total
BOTTLE BILL WOULD YES Count 94 393 61 56 604
INCREASE RECYCLING % within MARITAL
RATES IN TENNESSEE? STATUS 88.7% 87.3% 88.4% 78.9% 86.8%
NO Count 12 57 8 15 92
% within MARITAL
0 0 0, 0 0
STATUS 11.3% 12.7% 11.6% 21.1% 13.2%
Total Count 106 450 69 71 696
% within MARITAL
0 0 0 0 0
STATUS 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

BOTTLE BILL WOULD

INCREASE RECYCLING RATES IN TENNESSEE? * SIZE OF RESIDENCE Crosstabulation

SIZE OF RESIDENCE.
RURAL
LARGE CITY | SMALLcCITY |  TOWN SMALL TOWN| NONFARM | RURAL FARM|  Total
BOTTLE BILL WOULD YES _ Count 155 124 62 88 93 68 590
INCREASE RECYCLING % within SIZE OF
N R e PESIDENGE 85.6% 87.9% 86.1% 88.0% 91.2% 80.0% 86.6%
NO Count 26 17 10 12 9 17 91
% within SIZE OF
0, 0, 0, 0, o) 0, 0,
PESIDENCE 14.4% 12.1% 13.9% 12.0% 8.8% 20.0% 13.4%
Total Count 181 141 72 100 102 85 681
I
Fvag:gEr\?ézEE o 100.0% 100.0% |  100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%|  100.0%




BOTTLE BILL WOULD

INCREASE RECYCLING RATES IN TENNESSEE? * race Cr

race
BLACK WHITE OTHER Total
BOTTLE BILL WOULD YES  Count 66 517 16 599
INCREASE RECYCLING % within race 83.5% 86.9% 84.2% 86.4%
RATES IN TENNESSEE? 0 ST = -8 = o
% within race 16.5% 13.1% 15.8% 13.6%
Total Count 79 595 19 693
% within race 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

BOTTLE BILL WOULD INCREASE RECYCLING RATES IN TENNESSEE? * LEVEL OF EDUCATION Crossta

LEVEL OF EDUCATION
<HIGH SOME GRAD/PROF
SCHOOL | HSGRAD | COLLEGE| COLLGRAD| DEGREE | Total
BOTTLE BILL WOULD YES  Count 41 168 184 118 93 604
INCREASE RECYCLING % within LEVEL
RATES IN TENNESSEE? OF EDUCATION 93.2% 86.6% 86.4% 81.4% 92.1% 86.7%
NO  Count 3 26 29 27 8 93
% within LEVEL
0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
OF EDUCATION 6.8% 13.4% 13.6% 18.6% 7.9% 13.3%
Total Count 44 194 213 145 101 697
% within LEVEL
0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
OF EDUCATION 100.0%|  100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% |  100.0%




BOTTLE BILL WOULD INCREASE RECYCLING RATES IN TENNESSEE? * HOUSEHOLD INCOME Crosstabula
HOUSEHOLD INCOM
<$15K 15K-25K 25K-35K 35K-50K BOK-65K >65K Total
BOTTLE BILL WOULD YES Count 56 78 59 82 72 167 514
INCREASE RECYCLING % within HOUSEHOLD
RATES IN TENNESSEE? INCOME 84.8% 86.7% 80.8% 89.1% 91.1% 91.3% 88.2%
NO Count 10 12 14 10 7 16 69
% within HOUSEHOLD
) ) ) 0 0 0 0
INCOME 15.2% 13.3% 19.2% 10.9% 8.9% 8.7% 11.8%
Total Count 66 90 73 92 79 183 583
AT
l/'flévg:;lnEHOUSEHOLD 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

BOTTLE BILL WOULD INCREASE RECYCLING RATES IN TENNESSEE? * region Cr

region
East Middle West Total
BOTTLE BILL WOULD YES Count 265 189 154 608
INCREASE RECYCLING % within region 87.2% 88.3% 83.7% 86.6%
RATES IN TENNESSEE? NO Count 39 25 30 94
% within region 12.8% 11.7% 16.3% 13.4%
Total Count 304 214 184 702
% within region 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%




OWOULD BOTTLE BILL INCREASE OWN RECYCLING RATES?0
BROKEN DOWN BY DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS

BOTTLE BILL WOULD

INCREASE OWN RECYCLING? * GENDER Cros

GENDER
MALE FEMALE | Total

BOTTLE BILL YES _ Count 223 360 583

WOULD INCREASE % within GENDER 76.1% 81.3% 79.2%

OWNRECYCLING? =35 Count 70 83 153

% within GENDER 23.9% 18.7% 20.8%

Total Count 293 443 736

% within GENDER 100.0%|  100.0%|  100.0%

BOTTLE BILL WOULD INCREASE OWN RECYCLING? * PARTY IDENTIFICATION Crosstabi
PARTY IDENTIFICATION
INDEPEN
DEMOCRAT|  DENT REPUBLICAN | OTHER Total
BOTTLE BILL YES _ Count 221 136 168 13 538
g@ﬁfxgﬁﬁi e 83.4%|  79.5% 76.0%|  65.0%|  79.5%
NO  Count 44 35 53 7 139
% within PARTY
IDENTIEICATION 16.6% 20.5% 24.0% 35.0% 20.5%
Total Count 265 171 221 20 677
% within PARTY

IDENTIEICATION 100.0%|  100.0% 100.0%|  100.0%| 100.0%




BOTTLE BILL WOULD

INCREASE OWN RECYCLING?

* IDEOLOGY Crosstabul

IDEOLOGY
CONSER
LIBERAL | MODERATE| VATIVE Total

BOTTLE BILL YES  Count 89 189 242 520
WOULD INCREASE % within IDEOLOGY 80.9% 82.5% 75.9% 79.0%
OWN RECYCLING? g e ” 20 = T3
% within IDEOLOGY 19.1% 17.5% 24.1% 21.0%

Total Count 110 229 319 658
% within IDEOLOGY 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

BOTTLE BILL WOULD INCREASE OWN RECYCLING? * age Crosstabulation

age
18-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65+ Total
BOTTLE BILL YES  Count 18 63 84 130 131 157 583
WOULD INCREASE % within age 90.0% 86.3% 78.5% 83.9% 78.0% 73.7% 79.2%
OWN RECYCLING? —5 Count > 10 23 25 37 56 153
% within age 10.0% 13.7% 21.5% 16.1% 22.0% 26.3% 20.8%
Total Count 20 73 107 155 168 213 736
% within age 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%




BOTTLE BILL WOULD INCREASE OWN RECYCLING? * MARITAL STATUS Crosstabulat
MARITAL STATUS
SINGLE | MARREED! DIvORCED | wipowER) |  Total
BOTTLE BILL YES _ Count 96 360 62 58 576
WOULD INCREASE % within MARITAL
OWN RECYCLING? STATUS 86.5% 76.8% 86.1% 77.3% 79.2%
NO _ Count 15 100 10 17 151
% within MARITAL
0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
SrATUS 13.5% 23.2% 13.9% 22.7% 20.8%
Total Count 111 469 72 75 727
% within MARITAL
0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
SIATUS 100.0%|  100.0% 100.0% 100.0%|  100.0%
BOTTLE BILL WOULD INCREASE OWN RECYCLING? * SIZE OF RESIDENCE Crosstabulation
SIZE OF RESIDENCE
RURAL
LARGE CITY | SMALLCITY |  TOwN SMALL TOWN| NONFARM | RURAL FARM| Total
BOTTLE BILL YES _ Count 139 124 68 85 81 71 568
WOULD INCREASE % within SIZE OF
e el PESIDENGE 74.7% 84.4% 85.0% 76.6% 75.7% 85.5% 79.6%
NO  Count 47 23 12 26 26 12 146
% within SIZE OF
0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
RESIDENGE 25.3% 15.6% 15.0% 23.4% 24.3% 14.5% 20.4%
Total Count 186 147 80 111 107 83 714
-
é’EVé'fg'E,\ls(':zlEE OF 100.0% 100.0% |  100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%|  100.0%




BOTTLE BILL WOULD

INCREASE OWN RECYCLING? * race Crosstabula

race
BLACK WHITE OTHER Total
BOTTLE BILL YES  Count 68 491 14 573
WOULD INCREASE % within race 86.1% 78.6% 66.7% 79.0%
?
OWNRECYCLING? = s ount 11 134 7 152
% within race 13.9% 21.4% 33.3% 21.0%
Total Count 79 625 21 725
% within race 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
BOTTLE BILL WOULD INCREASE OWN RECYCLING? * LEVEL OF EDUCATION Crosstabulation
LEVEL OF EDUCATION
<HIGH SOME GRAD/PROF
SCHOOL | HSGRAD | COLLEGE | COLL GRAD DEGREE Total
BOTTLE BILL YES  Count 39 168 180 108 82 577
WOULD INCREASE % within LEVEL
OWN RECYCLING? OF EDUCATION 84.8% 84.0% 78.3% 73.5% 77.4% 79.1%
NO Count 7 32 50 39 24 152
% within LEVEL
[0} [0) [0} 0, 0, 0,
OF EDUCATION 15.2% 16.0% 21.7% 26.5% 22.6% 20.9%
Total Count 46 200 230 147 106 729
9% within LEVEL
0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
OF EDUCATION 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%




BOTTLE BILL WOULD

INCREASE OWN RECYCLING? * HOUSEHOLD

INCOME Crosstabulation

HOUSEHOLD INCOM
<$15K 15K-25K | 25K-35K | 35K-50K | 50K-65K >65K Total
BOTTLE BILL YES _ Count 61 75 67 77 70 139 489
WOULD INCREASE % within HOUSEHOLD
OWN RECYCLING? INCOME 93.8% 80.6% 82.7% 80.2% 81.4% 72.8% 79.9%
NO Count 2 18 14 19 16 52 123
-
AU OS50 6.2% 19.4% 17.3% 19.8% 18.6% 27.2% 20.1%
INCOME
Total Count 65 03 81 96 86 191 612
—
e 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%|  100.0%
INCOME
BOTTLE BILL WOULD INCREASE OWN RECYCLING? * region Crosstabula
region
East Middle West Total
BOTTLE BILL YES _ Count 254 181 148 583
WOULD INCREASE % within region 79.1% 80.8% 77.5% 79.2%
5
CLUNINS O L O N R T 67 23 23 153
% within region 20.9% 19.2% 22.5% 20.8%
Total Count 321 224 191 736
% within region 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%




