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Results of the March 2008 Recycling Poll

Demographic Breakdowns on Questions 2 and 4:

“How much of a problem do you think littering is in Tennessee? Is littering a serious problem,
somewhat of a problem, not so much a problem, or not a problem at all?”

“Do you think placing a deposit on beverage containers would reduce litter in Tennessee?”

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
comment—call 865-974-2730; or 865-974-2819.



PERCEPTIONS OF THE SERIOUSNESS OF THE PROBLEM OF LITTERING
BROKEN DOWN BY DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS

HOW MUCH A PROBLEM IS LITTERING?' * GENDER Crosstabulation

GENDER
MALE FEMALE Total
HOW MUCH A SERIOUS PROBLEM Count 145 229 374
PROBLEM IS % within GENDER 48.0% 49.0% 48.6%
LITTERING?"  —5OMEWHAT OF A Count 130 197 327
PROBLEM % within GENDER
43.0% 42.2% 42.5%
NOT SO MUCH A Count 23 31 54
PROBLEM % within GENDER 7.6% 6.6% 7.0%
NOT A PROBLEM AT ALL  Count 4 10 14
% within GENDER 1.3% 2.1% 1.8%
Total Count 302 467 769
% within GENDER 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%




HOW MUCH A PROBLEM IS LITTERING?' * PARTY IDENTIFICATION Crosstabulation

PARTY IDENTIFICATION
INDEPEN
DEMOCRAT|  DENT REPUBLICAN| OTHER | Total
HOWMUCHA __ SERIOUS PROBLEM Count 145 94 95 12 346
E,??E;FN%L,S. sty 52.0%|  54.3% 40.3% |  57.1%|  48.8%
SOMEWHAT OF A Count 108 70 117 9 304
PROBLEM % within PARTY
IDENTIFICATION 38.7% 40.5% 49.6% 42.9% 42.9%
NOT SO MUCH A Count 18 9 20 0 47
PROBLEM % within PARTY
DENTIFIGATION 6.5% 5.2% 8.5% 0% 6.6%
NOT A PROBLEM AT ALL _ Count 8 0 4 0 12
% within PARTY
IDENTIFIGATION 2.9% 0% 1.7% 0% 1.7%
Total Count 279 173 236 21 709
el i 100.0% |  100.0% 100.0%| 100.0%|  100.0%

IDENTIFICATION




HOW MUCH A

PROBLEM IS LITTERING?' * IDEOLOGY Crosstabulation

IDEOLOGY
CONSER
LIBERAL | MODERATE| VATIVE Total
HOW MUCH A SERIOUS PROBLEM Count 53 113 157 323
PROBLEM IS % within IDEOLOGY 46.9% 47.9% 46.7% 47.2%
LITTERING? SOMEWHAT OF A Count 49 110 142 301
PROBLEM % within IDEOLOGY
43.4% 46.6% 42.3% 43.9%
NOT SO MUCH A Count 8 11 28 47
PROBLEM % within IDEOLOGY 7.1% 4.7% 8.3% 6.9%
NOT A PROBLEM AT ALL _ Count 3 2 9 14
% within IDEOLOGY 2.7% 8% 2.7% 2.0%
Total Count 113 236 336 685
% within IDEOLOGY 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
HOW MUCH A PROBLEM IS LITTERING?' * age Crosstabulation
age
18-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65+ Total
HOW MUCH A SERIOUS PROBLEM Count 5 35 53 62 94 125 374
PROBLEM IS % within age 25.0% 47.9% 48.2% 40.5% 53.7% 52.5% 48.6%
LITTERING?"  —SOMEWHAT OF A Count 13 30 48 71 69 96 327
PROBLEM % within age
65.0% 41.1% 43.6% 46.4% 39.4% 40.3% 42.5%
NOT SO MUCH A Count 2 8 6 16 11 11 54
PROBLEM % within age 10.0% 11.0% 5.5% 10.5% 6.3% 4.6% 7.0%
NOT APROBLEMATALL  Count 0 0 3 4 1 6 14
% within age 0% 0% 2.7% 2.6% 6% 2.5% 1.8%
Total Count 20 73 110 153 175 238 769
% within age 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%




HOW MUCH A PROBLEM IS

LITTERING?' * MARITAL STATUS Crosstabulation

MARITAL STATUS
SINGLE | MARRIED| DIVORCED | WIDOW(ER)| Total

HOWMUCHA __ SERIOUS PROBLEM Count 54 231 40 43 368
PROBLEM IS % within MARITAL

LITTERING?' STATUS 47.8% 47 5% 51.9% 51.2% 48.4%

SOMEWHAT OF A Count 48 213 30 33 324
PROBLEM % within MARITAL

STATUS 42.5% 43.8% 39.0% 39.3% 42.6%

NOT SO MUCH A Count 9 33 7 5 54

PROBLEM S/T"A"%g MARITAL 8.0% 6.8% 9.1% 6.0% 7.1%

NOT A PROBLEM AT ALL _ Count 2 9 0 3 14

ZOTX%E MARITAL 1.8% 1.9% 0% 3.6% 1.8%

Total Count 113 486 77 84 760

S/T"A"%'g MARITAL 100.0% |  100.0% 100.0% 100.0% |  100.0%




HOW MUCH A PROBLEM IS LITTERING?' * SIZE OF RESIDENCE Crosstabulation
SIZE OF RESIDENCE
RURAL
LARGE CITY | SMALL CITY TOWN SMALL TOWN NONFARM RURAL FARM Total
HOW MUCH A SERIOUS PROBLEM Count 86 63 37 60 61 53 360
PROBLEM IS % within SIZE OF
LITTERING?' RESIDENCE 43.7% 42.0% 44.6% 53.1% 56.0% 57.0% 48.3%
SOMEWHAT OF A Count 89 77 42 44 36 31 319
PROBLEM % within SIZE OF 45,29 1.39 9 9 33.0% 33.3% 42.8%
RESIDENCE 5.2% 51.3% 50.6% 38.9% .0% .3% .8%
NOT SO MUCH A Count 19 8 3 5 11 8 54
PROBLEM % within SIZE OF 9.6% 5.3% 3.6% 4.4% 10.1% 8.6% 7.2%
RES'DENCE . o . (o] . (o] . (o] . o) . (e} . (e}
NOT A PROBLEM AT ALL  Count 3 2 1 4 1 1 12
% within SIZE OF 1.59 1.39 1.2% 3.5% 9% 1.1% 1.6%
RESIDENCE -5 /0 -3 /0 . (o] . (o] . (o] . (o] . (o]
Total Count 197 150 83 113 109 93 745
o)
éEVéIItBIE'\ISéZEE o5 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%




HOW MUCH A PROBLEM IS LITTERING?'

* race Crosstabulation

race

BLACK WHITE OTHER Total
HOWMUCHA __ SERIOUS PROBLEM Count 37 327 5 369
PROBLEM IS % within race 42.5% 50.2% 25.0% 48.7%
LITTERING?'  —5oMEWHAT OF A Count 38 273 12 323
PROBLEM % within race

43.7% 41.9% 60.0% 42.6%

NOT SO MUCH A Count 9 40 3 52

PROBLEM % within race 10.3% 6.1% 15.0% 6.9%

NOT A PROBLEM AT ALL _ Count 3 11 0 14

% within race 3.4% 1.7% 0% 1.8%

Total Count 87 651 20 758
% within race 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%




HOW MUCH A PROBLEM IS LITTERING?' * LEVEL OF EDUCATION Crosstabulation

L EVEL OF EDUCATION
<HIGH SOME GRAD/PROF
SCHOOL | HSGRAD | COLLEGE | COLL GRAD DEGREE Total
HOWMUCHA __ SERIOUS PROBLEM Count 30 120 112 62 47 371
E::?E,;FN'\Q; :/)"FWE”BB(':‘AE;/IS'& 58.8% 56.9% 46.7% 41.3% 42.7% 48.7%
SOMEWHAT OF A Count 18 77 100 76 53 324
PROBLEM % within LEVEL
OF EDUCATION 35.3% 36.5% 41.7% 50.7% 48.2% 42.5%
NOT SO MUCH A Count > 10 23 9 9 53
PROBLEM % within LEVEL
OF EDUCATION 3.9% 4.7% 9.6% 6.0% 8.2% 7.0%
NOT A PROBLEM AT ALL _ Count 1 4 5 3 1 14
% within LEVEL
OF EDUCATION 2.0% 1.9% 2.1% 2.0% 9% 1.8%
Total Count 51 211 240 150 110 762
SIS 20 100.0% |  100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% |  100.0%

OF EDUCATION




HOW MUCH A PROBLEM

IS LITTERING?' * HOUSEHOLD INCOME Crosstabulation

HOUSEHOL D INCOM
<$15K 15K-25K | 25K-35K | 35K-50K | 50K-65K >65K Total
HOWMUCHA __ SERIOUS PROBLEM Count 37 62 44 42 43 82 310
PROBLEM IS % within HOUSEHOLD . . . . . . .
|_|TTER|NG'7' |NCOME 544 /o 626 /o 530 /o 442 /o 483 /o 418 /o 492 /o
SOMEWHAT OF A Count 23 32 30 44 41 97 267
PROBLEM % withi
LILaIOICS 10 ) 33.8% 32.3% 36.1% 46.3% 46.1% 49.5% 42.4%
INCOME
NOT SO MUCH A Count 5 5 8 6 4 15 43
PROBLEM o withi
lﬁ’lc":"gmzHOUSEHOLD 7.4% 5.1% 9.6% 6.3% 4.5% 7.7% 6.8%
NOT A PROBLEM AT ALL _ Count 3 0 1 3 1 2 10
Iﬁé"g&r‘EHOUSEHOLD 4.4% 0% 1.2% 3.2% 1.1% 1.0% 1.6%
Total Count 68 99 83 95 89 196 630
Ul ORI 0, 0 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
INCOME
HOW MUCH A PROBLEM IS LITTERING?' * region Crosstabulation
region
East Middle West Total
HOWMUCHA __ SERIOUS PROBLEM Count 183 104 87 374
PROBLEM IS % within region 55.5% 44.6% 42.2% 48.6%
’;l
LITTERING? SOMEWHAT OF A Count 125 109 93 327
PROBLEM % within region
37.9% 46.8% 45.1% 42.5%
NOT SO MUCH A Count 16 18 20 54
PROBLEM % within region 4.8% 7.7% 9.7% 7.0%
NOT A PROBLEM AT ALL _ Count 6 2 6 14
% within region 1.8% 9% 2.9% 1.8%
Total Count 330 233 206 769
% within region 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%




“WOULD BOTTLE BILL REDUCE LITTERING?”
BROKEN DOWN BY DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS

BOTTLE BILL WOULD REDUCE

LITTER? * GENDER Crosstabulatic

GENDER
MALE FEMALE | Total
BOTTLE BILLWOULD __ YES _ Count 198 339 537
REDUCE LITTER? % within GENDER 69.2% 75.5% 73.1%
Count 88 110 198
% within GENDER 30.8% 24.5% 26.9%
Total Count 286 449 735
% within GENDER 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

BOTTLE BILL WOULD REDUCE LITTER? * PARTY

IDENTIFICATION Crosstabulation

PARTY IDENTIFICATION
INDEPEN
DEMOCRAT|  DENT REPUBLICAN| OTHER Total
BOTTLE BILLWOULD __ YES __ Count 209 127 152 11 499
? iip e
REDUCE LITTER? :ﬁé‘ﬁ?‘{l‘:@@gh‘ 77.4% 78.4% 67.6% 57.9% 73.8%
NO  Count 61 35 73 8 177
% within PARTY
IDENTIFIGATION 22.6% 21.6% 32.4% 42.1% 26.2%
Total Count 270 162 225 19 676
% within PARTY
IDENTIFICATION 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%




BOTTLE BILL WOULD REDUCE LITTER? * IDEOLOGY Crosstabulation

IDEOLOGY
CONSER
LIBERAL | MODERATE| VATIVE Total
BOTTLE BILLWOULD  YES  Count 93 174 212 479
REDUCE LITTER? % within IDEOLOGY 82.3% 78.0% 66.3% 73.0%
NO Count 20 49 108 177
% within IDEOLOGY 17.7% 22.0% 33.8% 27.0%
Total Count 113 223 320 656
% within IDEOLOGY 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
BOTTLE BILL WOULD REDUCE LITTER? * age Crosstabulation
age
18-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65+ Total
BOTTLE BILLWOULD  YES  Count 17 48 77 112 115 168 537
REDUCE LITTER? % within age 94.4% 67.6% 71.3% 75.7% 69.3% 75.0% 73.1%
NO Count 1 23 31 36 51 56 198
% within age 5.6% 32.4% 28.7% 24.3% 30.7% 25.0% 26.9%
Total Count 18 71 108 148 166 224 735
% within age 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%




BOTTLE BILL WOULD REDUCE LITTER? * MARITAL STATUS Crosstabulation

MARITAL STATUS
SINGLE | MARRIED | DIVORCED | WIDOWER)|  Total
BOTTLEBILLWOULD __ YES _ Count 92 325 59 55 531
REDUCE LITTER? % within MARITAL 00 00 . . .
STATUS 85.2% 70.2% 78.7% 68.8% 73.1%
NO __ Count 16 138 16 25 195
% within MARITAL . . . . ,
STATUS 14.8% 29.8% 21.3% 31.3% 26.9%
Total Count 108 463 75 80 726
S/TVAV%E MARITAL 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
BOTTLE BILL WOULD REDUCE LITTER? * SIZE OF RESIDENCE Crosstabulation
SIZE OF RESIDENCE
RURAL
LARGE CITY | SMALLCITY | TOWN SMALL TOWN| NONFARM [ RURAL FARM| Total
BOTTLE BILLWOULD __ YES _ Count 134 106 64 82 76 58 520
REDUCE LITTER? o with
F/;’E"é'ltg'gl\?ézEE oI5 71.7% 73.6% 83.1% 73.9% 73.1% 65.9% 73.1%
NO  Count 53 38 13 29 28 30 191
% within SIZE OF 28.3% 26.4% 16.9% 26.1% 26.9% 34.1% 26.9%
RES'DENCE . o . o . o . o . (e} . o . o
Count 187 144 77 111 104 88 711
% within SIZE OF 1 o 1 o 1 S 1 o, 1 o 1 o, 1 o,
RESIDENGE 00.0% 00.0% 00.0% 00.0% 00.0% 00.0% 00.0%




BOTTLE BILL WOULD REDUCE LITTER? * race Crosstabulation

race
BLACK WHITE OTHER Total

BOTTLE BILLWOULD __ YES _ Count 61 455 12 528

REDUCE LITTER? % within race 73.5% 72.9% 70.6% 72.9%

NO Count 22 169 5 196

% within race 26.5% 27.1% 29.4% 27.1%

Total Count 83 624 17 724

% within race 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

BOTTLE BILL WOULD REDUCE LITTER? * LEVEL OF EDUCATION Crosstabulation
LEVEL OF EDUCATION
<HIGH SOME GRAD/PROF
SCHOOL | HSGRAD| COLLEGE| COLLGRAD DEGREE Total
BOTTLE BILLWOULD __ YES __ Count 36 156 165 101 74 532
REDUCE LITTER? % within LEVEL
e e 81.8% 77.2% 72.4% 67.8% 70.5% 73.1%
NO Count 8 46 63 48 31 196
S’nggﬂé‘f%gh 18.2% 22 8% 27.6% 32.2% 29.5% 26.9%
Total Count 44 202 228 149 105 728
% within LEVEL

e e 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%




BOTTLE BILL WOULD REDUCE LITTER? * HOUSEHOLD INCOME Crosstabulation

HOUSEHOLD INCOM
<$15K 15K-25K 25K-35K 35K-50K H0K-65K >65K Total
BOTTLE BILL WOULD YES Count 59 74 57 71 56 133 450
f? . .
REDUCE LITTER? % within HOUSEHOLD 89.4% 78.7% 71.3% 76.3% 65.9% 71.1% 74.4%
INCOME . . . . . . .
NO Count 7 20 23 22 29 54 155
o)
Iﬁ(v:vgl":;lr:EHOUSEHOLD 10.6% 21.3% 28.8% 23.7% 34.1% 28.9% 25.6%
Total Count 66 94 80 93 85 187 605
o) s
I/I:l gngHOUSEHOLD 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

BOTTLE BILL WOULD REDUCE LITTER? * region Crosstabulation

region
East Middle West Total

BOTTLE BILL WOULD YES  Count 233 169 135 537
REDUCE LITTER? % within region 74.4% 75.1% 68.5% 73.1%
NO Count 80 56 62 198

% within region 25.6% 24.9% 31.5% 26.9%

Total Count 313 225 197 735
% within region 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%




