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Table S1
Jul. 2, 2008

S1. GENDER
Geography
Mid-
town
TOTAL North East South West /DT
W G © O & 6
TOTAL 1003 216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100 100
100 22 20 26 13 20
Male 434 90 86 127 56 75
43% 42% 43% 49% 44% 38%
bF
Female 569 126 116 131 72 124
57% 58% 57% 51% 56% 62%
d D

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
434 - 7 88 266
100% 43% 49% 42%
k

- 569 101 92 370
100% 57% 51% 58%

i

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
295 45 79 124
43% 37% 50% 44%

M
391 76 80 156
57% 63% 50% 56%

N

Income
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Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

186
51%

182
49%

208
40%

311
60%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

88
45%

106
55%

340
43%

458
57%

160
41%

229
59%

257
45%

318
55%



Table S2
Jul. 2, 2008

S2. To begin, could you please tell me your age? Are you between....

TOTAL

18-34

35-44

45-54

55-64

65+

DON*T KNOW/REFUSED

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent T-Test for Means,

Geography

TOTAL North

242
24%

9
1%

41
19%

45
21%

63
29%
CDe

33
15%

33
15%

1
*%

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

42
21%

40
20%

42
21%

28
14%

49
24%

*%

40
16%

48
19%

50
19%

35
14%

81
31%
Bce

2%

28
22%

19
15%

27
21%

24
19%

29
23%

1%

27
14%

28
14%

55
28%

37
19%

50
25%

1%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) NN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
77 101 178 - -
18% 18% 100%
88 92 - 180 -
20% 16% 100%
h
101 136 - - 237
23% 24% 37%
73 84 - - 157
17% 15% 25%
92 150 - - 242
21% 26% 38%
g
3 6 - - -
1% 1%

Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A.A_+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
87 31 56 87
13% 26% 35% 31%
L Lm L
104 18 50 68
15% 15% 31% 24%
LM LM
164 38 24 62
24% 31% 15% 22%
N INo n
121 14 18 32
18% 12%  11%  11%

mNO

202 20 10 30
29% 17% 6%  11%
MNO N n
8 - 1 1
1% 1% *%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

42
11%

67
18%

117
32%

78
21%

61
17%

1%

120
23%

96
18%

95
18%

66
13%

141
27%

*%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

82
42%

55
28%

24
12%

16
8%

16
8%

1%

92
12%

124
16%

212
27%

139
17%

224
28%

1%

67
17%

68
17%

80
21%

56
14%

116
30%

1%

106
18%

105
18%

151
26%

96
17%

111
19%

1%



Table S3
Jul. 2, 2008

S3. In order to make sure we talk to people from
yourself to be white, black or African-American,

or something else?

TOTAL

»

TOTAL 1003
100

100

WHITE/CAUCASIAN 686
68%

BLACK/AFRICAN 121
AMERICAN 12%
ASIAN/PACIFIC 16
ISLANDER 2%
AMERICAN INDIAN OR 40
ALASKAN NATIVE 4%
HISPANIC 103
10%

SOMETHING ELSE 30
3%

DON"T KNOW/REFUSED 7
1%

Geography
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all walks of life could you please tell me whether you consider
Asian or Pacific Islander, American Indian or Alaskan Native, Hispanic

City Leaders

North East South

216
100

22
101
47%

75
35%
CDEF

2%

25
12%

3%

2%

128
63%

16
8%

1%

15
%
BDF

37

18%
bDEF

2%

197
76%
BC

11
4%

3%

3%

24
9%

11
4%

90
70%
B

13
10%
DF

2
2%

6%

12

9%

2%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Independent T-Test for Means,

Understand
Ethnicity/Race Lived My Needs

Mid-  Gender Age Income in Tulsa
town Afr. A_A.+ Dis-

/DT Male Female <35 35-44 45+ White Amer Other Other $50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

199 434 569 178 180 636 686 121 159 280 368 519 194 798 389 575
100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

20 43 57 18 18 63 68 12 16 28 37 52 19 80 39 57
170 295 391 87 104 487 686 - - - 294 304 105 577 278 381
85% 68% 69% 49% 58%  77% 100% 80% 59% 54% 72% 71%  66%

BCDE i 1J Q R u
6 45 76 31 18 72 - 121 - 121 25 90 14 105 29 88
3% 10% 13%  17%  10%  11% 100% 43% % 17% % 13% 7% 15%
JK 0 P R T
4 11 5 5 5 6 - - 16 16 7 8 6 10 8 5
2% 3% 1% 3% 3% 1% 10% 6% 2% 2% 3% 1% 2% 1%
h
6 21 19 7 12 21 - - 40 40 12 25 9 31 10 29
3% 5% 3% 4% % 3% 25% 14% 3% 5% 5% 4% 3% 5%
k 0 T
5 47 56 44 33 25 - - 103 103 16 72 54 45 51 48
3% 11% 10%  25%  18% 4% 65%  37% 4% 14%  28% 6% 13% 8%
K K 0 P S u
6 12 18 4 6 20 - - - - 12 16 6 23 12 18
3% 3% 3% 2% 3% 3% 3% 3% 3% 3% 3% 3%
2 3 4 - 2 5 - - - - 2 4 - 7 1 6
1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% *% 1%

Independent Z-Test for Percentages

Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.



Table S4
Jul. 2, 2008

S4_. Stop me when I come to the category in which

estimate is fine.

TOTAL

LESS THAN $25,000

$25,000 UP TO
$50,000

$50,000 UP TO
$75,000

$75,000 UP TO
$100,000

$100,000 OR MORE

DON*T KNOW/REFUSED

Tulsa - June 2008

your total HOUSEHOLD income fell before taxes last year. Your best

TOTAL North

113
11%

116
12%

Geography
Mid-
town
East South West /DT
® © O & &
216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100
22 20 26 13 20
71 39 39 43 28
33% 19% 15% 34% 14%
CDF CDF
80 74 58 39 48
37% 37% 22% 30% 24%
DF DF d
29 34 42 21 38
13% 17% 16% 16% 19%
13 13 36 7 22
6% 6% 14% 5% 11%
BCE be
4 8 58 9 34
2% 4% 22% 7% 17%
BCE B BCE
19 34 25 9 29
9% 17% 10% 7% 15%
BDE bE

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (GO O BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
70 150 57 40 122
16% 26% 32% 22% 19%

G JK
138 161 63 56 180
32% 28% 35% 31% 28%
k
75 89 19 32 111
17% 16% 11% 18% 17%
i 1
53 38 9 20 62
12% 7% 5% 11%  10%
H 1 1
58 55 14 15 83
13% 10% 8% 8%  13%
h 1j
40 76 16 17 78
9% 13% 9% 9%  12%
G

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A.A_+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
114 44 54 98
17% 36% 34% 35%
L L L
190 46 51 97
28% 38% 32%  35%
L L
130 15 14 29
19% 12% 9% 10%
mNO
75 7 6 13
11% 6% 4% 5%
MNO
89 3 15 18
13% 2% 9% 6%
MO M m
88 6 19 25
13% 5%  12% 9%
Mo M

Income

Lived

in Tulsa

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

$50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

164
45%

91
25%

113
31%

220
42%

299
58%

58
30%

60
31%

28
14%

11
6%

20
10%

17
9%

160
20%

235
29%

135
17%

79
10%

93
12%

96
12%

82
21%

120
31%

a7
12%

42
11%

50
13%

48
12%

128
22%

170
30%

114
20%

44
8%

59
10%

60
10%



Table S5
Jul. 2, 2008

S5. What part of Tulsa do you live in?

TOTAL

North

South

East

West

Midtown

Downtown

TOTAL North

1003
100
100

216
22%

258
26%

202
20%

128
13%

182
18%

17
2%

Geography
Mid-
town
East South West /DT
® © O & &
216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100
22 20 26 13 20
216 - - - -
100%
- - 258 - -
100%
- 202 - - -
100%
- - - 128 -
100%
- - - - 182
91%
- - - - 17

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Independent T-Test for Means,

9%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
90 126 41 45 129
21% 22% 23% 25% 20%
127 131 40 48 166
29% 23% 22% 27% 26%
H
86 116 42 40 119
20% 20% 24% 22% 19%
56 72 28 19 80
13% 13%  16%  11%  13%
66 116 23 24 133
15% 20% 13% 13% 21%
G 1J
9 8 4 4 9

2%

Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

1%

Independent Z-Test for Percentages

2%

2%

1%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
101 75 29 104
15% 62% 18% 37%
LNO LN
197 11 39 50
29% 9% 25% 18%
MO M M
128 16 54 70
19% 13% 34% 25%
LMO LM
90 13 22 35
13% 11% 14%  13%
158 5 14 19
23% 4% 9% 7%

MNO

12 1 1 2

2%

1%

1%

1%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

46
13%

136
37%

55
15%

37
10%

88
24%

2%

151
29%

97
19%

113
22%

82
16%

69
13%

1%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

34
18%

51
26%

53
27%

22
11%

27
14%

4%

176
22%

205
26%

147
18%

105
13%

155
19%

10
1%

58
15%

124
32%

69
18%

35
9%

91
23%

12
3%

153
27%

123
21%

123
21%

85
15%

86
15%

1%



Table Q1
Jul. 2, 2008

1. What do you like most about living in Tulsa?

TOTAL

Born here/grew up
here

Friendly people

It"s a beautiful
city

Its easy to get
around

Feels like a small
town - everyone
knows each other

Family oriented/
Good place to raise
family

Other

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent T-Test for Means,

Geography

Mid-
town

TOTAL North East South West /DT

72
7%

67
%

41
4%

521
52%

36
17%
cDF

21
10%

10
5%

15
%

11
5%

3%

117
54%

21
10%

19
9%

15
%

19
9%

4%

3%

112
55%

24
9%

27
10%

26
10%

16
6%

15
6%

17
%
Bf

133
52%

21
16%
dF
15
12%

10
8%

5%

11
9%

4%

59
46%

15
8%

23
12%

19
10%

15
8%

21
11%
BCd

3%

100
50%

Gender Age

Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
56 61 9 11 97
13% 11% 5% 6% 15%
1J

46 59 12 18 74
11% 10% 7% 10% 12%
1

33 47 16 7 56
8% 8% 9% 4% 9%
J J

29 43 7 15 50
7% 8% 4% 8% 8%
i 1

26 41 12 17 38
6% 7% 7% 9% 6%
11 30 10 8 23
3% 5% 6% 4% 4%

G
233 288 112 104 298
54% 51% 63% 58% 47%
K K

Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
85 18 13 31
12% 15% 8% 11%

n n
85 8 8 16
12% 7% 5% 6%
MNO
59 5 12 17
9% 4% 8% 6%
M
54 7 11 18
8% 6% 7% 6%
46 12 7 19
7% 10% 4% 7%
n

25 12 2 14
4%  10% 1% 5%
N LN N
332 59 106 165
48% 49% 67% 59%
LM Lm

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

40
11%

42
11%

25
7%

33
9%

32
9%

21
6%

175
48%

48
9%

42
8%

33
6%

30
6%

18
3%

282
54%
P

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

16
8%

18
9%

13
%

10
5%

5%

126
65%
S

114
14%

88
11%

62
8%

59
7%

57
7%

31
4%

387
48%

52
13%

34
9%

44
11%

27
7%

27
7%

21
5%

184
47%

60
10%

68
12%

30
5%

41
7%

38
7%

19
3%

319
55%



Table Q2
Jul. 2, 2008

2. What do you like least about living in Tulsa?

TOTAL

Road/Streets

Weather

Crime

Politics/Local
Government

Its not a tolerant
city

The economy is in a
downturn

Its too car
dependent

The public
education system is

terrible

Other

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent T-Test for Means,

Geography

Mid-
town

TOTAL North East South West /DT

68
7%

29
3%

13
1%

13
1%

11
1%

1%

503
50%

54
25%

11
5%

20
9%

2%

4%
De

4%
cd

2%

*%

104
48%

43
21%

24
12%
BE

18
9%

10
5%

1%

1%

*%

1%

98
49%

15
6%

3%

*%

1%

1%

139
54%
f

43

34%

bC

5%

3%

2%

1%

1%

71
55%
i

64
32%

23
12%
BE

11
6%

3%

1%

2%

91
46%

Gender Age

Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
131 145 38 47 188
30% 25% 21% 26% 30%
1

29 54 17 15 51
7% 9% 10% 8% 8%
24 44 16 11 41
6% 8% 9% 6% 6%
19 10 1 4 24
4% 2% 1% 2% 4%
H 1

5 8 4 3 6
1% 1% 2% 2% 1%
6 7 1 4 8
1% 1% 1% 2% 1%
4 7 1 1 8
1% 1% 1% 1% 1%
3 4 2 1 4
1% 1% 1% 1% 1%
213 290 98 94 306

49%

51%

Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

55%

52%

48%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A.A_+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
222 20 26 46
32% 17% 16% 16%
MNO
52 6 20 26
8% 5% 13% 9%
M m
44 10 12 22
6% 8% 8% 8%
24 - 3 3
3% 2% 1%
0
2 3 6 9
*% 2% 4% 3%
L L
6 6 1 7
1% 5% 1% 3%
LN n
8 1 2 3
1% 1% 1% 1%
3 2 2 4
*0% 2% 1% 1%
325 73 87 160
47% 60% 55% 57%
L 1 L

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

126
34%

23
6%

15
4%

13
4%

1%

1%

1%

1%

178
48%

128
25%

47
9%

43
8%

11
2%

11
2%

2%

1%

*%

263
51%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

40
21%

28
14%

12

6%

2%

2%

107
55%

234
29%

54
7%

55
7%

26
3%

1%

13
2%

11
1%

1%

389
49%

104
27%

48
12%

19

5%

2%

*%

1%

2%

1%

194
50%

164
29%

31
5%

44
8%

23
a%

12
2%

1%

1%

*%

287
50%



Table Q3
Jul. 2, 2008

3. What is your biggest personal day-to-day worry as you go about your life in Tulsa?

TOTAL

Making ends meet

Price of gas

Cost of health care

Other

102
10%

17
2%

805
80%

Geography

164
76%

12
6%

13
6%

2%

172
85%
BF

TOTAL North East South

12
5%

30
12%

2%

212
82%
b

West

14
11%

2%

103
80%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Mid-
town
/DT

19
10%

23
12%

2%

154
T7%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
28 51 8 18 53
6% 9% 4% 10% 8%
1 1
48 54 26 22 54
11% 9% 15% 12% 8%

K

8 9 - 1 16
2% 2% 1% 3%
J
350 455 144 139 513
81% 80% 81% 77% 81%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A.A_+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
52 17 7 24
8% 14% 4% 9%
n IN n
76 11 12 23
11% 9% 8% 8%
14 2 1 3
2% 2% 1% 1%

n
544 91 139 230
79% 75% 87%  82%
LM

Tulsa - June 2008

Income

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

17
5%

47
13%
q
4
1%

300
82%

58
11%

46
9%

10
2%

405
78%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

21
11%

16
8%

157
81%

85
11%

17
2%

638
80%

29
%

27
%

2%

325
84%

49
9%

71
12%

1%

447
78%



Table Q4
Jul. 2, 2008

4. What is the biggest threat to the overall quality of life across the city of Tulsa?

TOTAL

Intolerance

Wealthy people make
too many decisions

Streets are too
torn up

Other

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent T-Test for Means,

60
6%

922
92%

Geography

TOTAL North

13
6%

196
91%

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

3%

192
95%
bE

13
5%

241
93%

14
11%
Cd

111
87%

13
%

182
91%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
6 11 6 5 6
1% 2% 3% 3% 1%
k
2 2 - - 4
*% *% 1%
32 28 14 8 38
7% 5% 8% 4% 6%
394 528 158 167 588
91% 93% 89% 93%  92%

Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
5 4 7 11
1% 3% 4% 4%
L L
3 1 - 1
*0% 1% *%
47 3 9 12
7% 2% 6% 4%

Mo

631 113 143 256
92% 93% 90%  91%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

23
6%

345
94%

3%

1%
33
6%

467
90%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

14
7%

177
91%

1%
46
6%

734
92%

16
4%

361
93%

43
7%

523
91%



Table Q5_SUM1
Jul. 2, 2008

5. High Priority

TOTAL

Repairing/
maintaining
existing streets

Improving public
education

(1) Summary Table

Geography

TOTAL North East South

1003 216 202 258
100 100 100 100
100 22 20 26

843 175 164 219
84% 81% 81%  85%

800 175 161 194
80% 81% 80%  75%

Adding new economic 797 166 153 210
opportunities/jobs 79% 77% 76%  81%

Clean air/water

Improving public
safety

Health care

Making renewable
energy available

Keeping young
adults in Tulsa

Support for small
businesses/
independent
businesses/
entrepreneurs

786 168 160 193
78%  78% 79%  75%

759 164 155 196
76%  76% T77%  76%

710 162 147 169
71%  75% 73%  66%

679 147 137 171
68% 68% 68%  66%

666 134 130 168
66% 62% 64%  65%

637 137 121 162
64% 63% 60% 63%

97
76%

93
73%

79
62%

85
66%

82
64%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Independent T-Test for Means,

166
83%

167
84%
bC

167
84%

147
74%

139
70%

145
73%

149
75%
BCD

135
68%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
365 478 140 155 541
84% 84% 79% 86% 85%
i i
322 478 142 150 500
74% 84% 80% 83% 79%
G
329 468 142 145 502
76% 82% 80% 81% 79%
G
321 465 138 132 507
74% 82% 78% 73%  80%
G J
303 456 126 133 492
70% 80% 71% 74%  T7%
G i
271 439 130 123 450
62% 7% 73% 68% 71%
G
278 401 124 115 433
64% 70% 70% 64% 68%
G
281 385 99 103 458
65% 68% 56% 57% 72%
1J
275 362 112 113 405
63% 64% 63% 63% 64%

Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent Z-Test for Percentages

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
617 85 112 197
90% 70% 70% 70%
MNO
542 100 130 230
79% 83% 82% 82%
551 94 125 219
80% 78% 79% 78%
543 96 117 213
79% 79%  74%  76%
523 92 121 213
76% 76%  76%  76%
476 93 115 208
69% T77% 72%  74%
1
466 81 108 189
68% 67% 68% 68%
463 84 99 183
67% 69% 62% 65%
441 76 98 174
64% 63% 62% 62%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

316
86%

285
7%

291
79%

285
7%

269
73%

233
63%

239
65%

250
68%

228
62%

428
82%

427
82%

411
79%

415
80%

396
76%

391
75%

368
71%

344
66%

336
65%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

148
76%

156
80%

150
7%

153
79%

143
74%

144
74%

145
75%

116
60%

115
59%

684
86%

634
79%

637
80%

626
78%

605
76%

557
70%

525
66%

542
68%

513
64%

324
83%

320
82%

319
82%

330
85%

298
77%

293
75%

292
75%

293
75%

247
63%

488
85%

447
78%

448
78%

425
74%

436
76%

388
67%

357
62%

347
60%

364
63%



Table Q5_SumM1
Jul. 2, 2008
(Continued)

5. High Priority (1) Summary Table

Making sure housing
is affordable for
students, seniors,
working people

Harmony among
various racial/
ethnic groups who
live there

Job training for
occupations that
don"t require
college degree

Creating more
transportation
alternatives

Preserving Tulsa®s
historic buildings/
architecture

Support for large
corporations
interested in
relocating here
from other states

Protecting the
character of
Tulsa"s traditional
neighborhoods

Easing traffic by
widening existing
streets

Easing traffic by
adding bike lanes,
sidewalks and right
of way for public
transportation

TOTAL North

608
61%

582
58%

556
55%

531
53%

527

53%

525
52%

496
49%

482
48%

Geography
Mid-
town
East South West /DT
® © O & &
150 141 142 87 115
69% 70% 55% 68% 58%
DF DF Df
128 123 156 74 127
59% 61% 60% 58% 64%
140 115 136 79 112
65% 57% 53% 62% 56%
cDf d
117 105 140 76 118
54% 52% 54% 59% 59%
110 95 135 74 117
51% 47% 52% 58% 59%
c C
115 98 145 60 109
53% 49% 56% 47% 55%
e
106 104 123 74 118
49% 51% 48% 58% 59%
d BD
96 107 145 58 90
44% 53% 56% 45% 45%
b BEF
112 96 110 61 103
52% 48% 43% 48% 52%
D d

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
236 399 118 116 396
54% 70% 66% 64% 62%
G
237 371 96 93 414
55% 65% 54% 52% 65%
G 1J
229 353 92 96 389
53% 62% 52% 53% 61%
G 1j
232 324 87 93 371
53% 57% 49% 52% 58%
1
209 322 94 88 342
48% 57% 53% 49% 54%
G
228 299 83 90 349
53% 53% 47% 50%  55%
i
212 313 90 78 350
49% 55% 51% 43% 55%
g J
216 280 99 88 304
50% 49% 56% 49% 48%
k
191 291 98 88 290
44% 51% 55% 49% 46%
G K

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
418 91 101 192
61% 75% 64%  69%
LN L
428 72 86 158
62% 60% 54% 56%

no

375 88 96 184
55% 73% 60% 66%
LN L
385 63 85 148
56% 52% 53% 53%
367 56 81 137
53% 46% 51%  49%
363 66 80 146
53% 55% 50% 52%
365 58 79 137
53% 48% 50% 49%
345 57 76 133
50% 47% 48% 48%
322 59 83 142
47% 49% 52% 51%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

218
59%

170
46%

195
53%

191
52%

198

54%

186
51%

185
50%

159
43%

316
61%

346
67%

300
58%

282
54%

273
53%

277
53%

256
49%

272
52%
P

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

109
56%

105
54%

97
50%

101
52%

99
51%

97
50%

99
51%

108
56%
S

491
62%

469
59%

453
57%

424
53%

422

53%

422
53%

393
49%

367
46%

259
67%

238
61%

232
60%

231
59%

231

59%

220
57%

202
52%

212
54%

326
57%

318
55%

305
53%

281
49%

273

A47%

283
49%

285
50%

249
43%



Table Q5_SumM1
Jul. 2, 2008
(Continued)

5. High Priority (1) Summary Table

Geography
Mid-
town
TOTAL North East South West /DT
W G © O & 6
Building new roads 482 105 100 130 64 83
48%  49% 50% 50% 50% 42%
f
Flood control 477 109 109 117 64 78
48% 50% 54% 45% 50% 39%
F dF f
Cooperation with 457 106 91 123 59 78
suburban 46% 49% 45% 48% 46% 39%
communities F f
Sustainability/ 447 110 82 108 47 100
green initiatives 45% 51% 41% 42% 37% 50%
CDE cdE
Making Tulsa more 441 100 84 103 52 102
walkable/less car- 44%  46% 42%  40% 41% 51%
oriented cDe
Support for large 405 84 81 100 62 78
corporations 40% 39% 40% 39% 48% 39%
already here bdf
Limiting 402 92 98 104 49 59
immigration 40%  43% 49%  40% 38% 30%
F deF F
More entertainment 347 88 66 84 46 63
venues/things for 35% 41% 33% 33% 36% 32%
people to do cdf
More parks/natural 315 82 62 68 42 61
areas 31% 38% 31% 26% 33% 31%
D
More local 313 85 56 60 51 61
independent retail 31% 39% 28% 23% 40% 31%
shops/restaurants CDf CDf d

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
193 289 98 93 286
44% 51% 55% 52% 45%
G K
183 294 90 89 291
42% 52% 51% 49% 46%
G
196 261 76 78 298
45% 46% 43% 43% 47%
172 275 83 75 284
40% 48% 47% 42% 45%
G
178 263 75 86 276
41% 46%  42%  48%  43%
g
173 232 81 77 242
40% 41%  46%  43%  38%
k
184 218 67 72 260
42% 38% 38% 40%  41%
150 197 89 74 180
35% 35% 50% 41% 28%
JK K
130 185 81 62 169
30% 33% 46% 34% 27%
JK K
153 160 77 50 182
35% 28% 43% 28% 29%
H JK

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A.A_+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
325 57 86 143
47% 47% 54% 51%
297 67 96 163
43% 55% 60% 58%
L L L
304 60 79 139
44% 50% 50% 50%
306 49 75 124
45% 40% 47% 44%
300 53 72 125
44% 44%  4A5%  45%
262 50 75 125
38% 41% 47%  45%
L 1
284 46 57 103
41% 38%  36%  37%
197 63 73 136
29% 52% 46% 49%
L L L
187 44 76 120
27% 36% 48% 43%
1 Lm L
178 55 65 120
26% 45% 41% 43%
L L L

Tulsa - June 2008

Income

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

98
27%

176

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

88
45%

93
48%

87
45%

65
34%

79
41%

90
46%

70
36%
S



Table Q5_SumM1
Jul. 2, 2008
(Continued)

5. High Priority (1) Summary Table

Geography

Mid-
town

TOTAL North East South West /DT

@ G © O

Arkansas River 306 47 41 105

development/ 31% 22% 20%  41%

amenities BCE

Adding more infill 266 72 52 59

development 27% 33% 26% 23%
cDF

More national chain 148 54 30 35

retail stores 15% 25% 15% 14%

CDEF F F

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

38
30%
(o3

36
28%

14
11%

47
24%

15
8%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
132 174 62 53 187
30% 31% 35% 29% < 29%
113 153 55 52 156
26% 27% 31% 29% 25%
k
59 89 42 34 72
14% 16% 24% 19% 11%
K K

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
212 30 51 81
31% 25% 32% 29%
170 40 45 85
25% 33% 28% 30%
1 1
51 35 51 86
7% 29% 32% 31%
L L L

Tulsa - June 2008

Income

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

26
7%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

46
24%

45
23%
S



Table Q5_SUM2
Jul. 2, 2008

5. Medium Priority (2) Summary Table

TOTAL

Adding more infill
development

More parks/natural
areas

More local
independent retail
shops/restaurants

More entertainment
venues/things for
people to do

Support for large
corporations
already here

Cooperation with
suburban
communities

Sustainability/
green initiatives

More national chain
retail stores

Easing traffic by
widening existing
streets

TOTAL North

1003
100
100

480
48%

460
46%

451
45%

450
45%

426
42%

408
41%

406
40%

399
40%

371
37%

Geography
Mid-
town
East South West /DT
® © O & &
216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100
22 20 26 13 20
91 97 132 63 97
42% 48% 51% 49% 49%
B
83 83 141 51 102
38% 41% 55% 40% 51%
BCE BCE
88 84 129 50 100
41% 42% 50% 39% 50%
BcE bcE
89 85 117 57 102
41% 42%  45% 45% 51%
Bc
81 86 118 49 92
38% 43% 46% 38% 46%
b b
70 86 103 45 104
32% 43% 40% 35% 52%
B b BcDE
83 85 99 62 77
38% 42% 38% 48% 39%
bdf
82 84 93 59 81
38% 42% 36% 46% 41%
d
85 71 95 45 75
39% 35% 37% 35% 38%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
208 272 88 88 300
48% 48% 49% 49% 47%
190 270 58 69 329
44% 47% 33% 38% 52%
1J
179 272 75 86 288
41% 48% 42% 48% 45%
G
187 263 67 70 311
43% 46% 38% 39%  49%
1J
173 253 72 69 284
40% 44%  40%  38%  45%
173 235 70 71 263
40% 41%  39% 39%  41%
173 233 79 71 252
40% 41% 44% 39% 40%
166 233 69 60 264
38% 41% 39% 33% 42%
J
159 212 52 69 246
37% 37% 29% 39%

38%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
329 50 86 136
48% 41% 54% 49%
M
343 47 52 99
50% 39% 33% 35%
MNO
327 40 66 106
48% 33% 42% 38%
MO
334 41 61 102
49% 34% 38%  36%
MNO
306 48 60 108
45% 40%  38%  39%
o
291 39 62 101
42% 32%  39%  36%
Mo
273 56 64 120
40% 46% 40% 43%
265 54 69 123
39% 45% 43% 44%
255 42 60 102
37% 35% 38%  36%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

175
48%

192
52%

171
46%

181
49%

154
42%

163
44%

143
39%

136
37%

139
38%

258
50%

220
42%

230
44%

226
44%

225
43%

194
37%

209
40%

221
43%

192
37%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

106
55%

69
36%

90
46%

82
42%

82
42%

71
37%

84
43%

80
41%

70
36%

369
46%

389
49%

357
45%

366
46%

340
43%

334
42%

320
40%

316
40%

295
37%

199
51%

204
52%

181
47%

194
50%

167
43%

179
46%

153
39%

173
44%

150
39%

262
46%

235
41%

251
44%

235
41%

237
41%

214
37%

238
41%

213
37%

195
34%



Table Q5_SuUM2
Jul. 2, 2008
(Continued)

5. Medium Priority (2) Summary Table

Geography
Mid-
town
TOTAL North East South West /DT
W G © O & 6
Arkansas River 368 82 80 92 43 71
development/ 37% 38% 40% 36% 34% 36%
amenities
Flood control 356 69 60 92 47 88
35% 32% 30% 36% 37% 44%
BCd
Preserving Tulsa“"s 355 83 74 95 39 64
historic buildings/ 35% 38% 37% 37% 30% 32%
architecture
Protecting the 354 73 65 112 42 62
character of 35% 34% 32% 43% 33% 31%
Tulsa®"s traditional BCEF
neighborhoods
Support for large 349 66 74 86 51 72
corporations 35% 31% 37% 33% 40% 36%
interested in b
relocating here
from other states
Making Tulsa more 343 70 73 90 44 66
walkable/less car- 34% 32% 36% 35% 34% 33%
oriented
Easing traffic by 341 64 69 94 43 71
adding bike lanes, 34% 30% 34% 36% 34% 36%
sidewalks and right
of way for public
transportation
Job training for 312 58 60 94 28 72
occupations that 31% 27% 30% 36% 22% 36%
don"t require BE BE
college degree
Building new roads 311 58 64 89 30 70
31% 27% 32% 34% 23% 35%
e bE bE

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
155 213 73 66 226
36% 37% 41% 37%  36%
159 197 62 61 233
37% 35% 35% 34% 37%
164 191 65 64 225
38% 34% 37% 36% 35%
167 187 60 79 214
38% 33% 34% 44% 34%
h 1K
133 216 75 68 205
31% 38% 42% 38%  32%
G K
150 193 62 54 223
35% 34% 35% 30% 35%
150 191 54 61 225
35% 34% 30% 34% 35%
149 163 59 67 184
34% 29% 33% 37% 29%
h K
137 174 50 57 201
32% 31% 28% 32% 32%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
239 43 72 115
35% 36% 45%  41%
Lm 1
263 38 44 82
38% 31% 28% 29%
NO
249 48 53 101
36% 40% 33% 36%
249 37 62 99
36% 31% 39%  35%
245 34 59 93
36% 28% 37%  33%
m
241 41 54 95
35% 34% 34%  34%
243 38 50 88
35% 31% 31% 31%
234 21 49 70
34% 17% 31% 25%
MO M m
224 32 45 77
33% 26% 28% 28%

Tulsa - June 2008

Income

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

127
35%

140

38%

134

36%

152
41%

117
32%

181
35%

170

33%

169

33%

128
25%

157
30%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

63
32%

71
37%

72
37%

73
38%

65

34%

63

32%

64
33%

61
31%

274
34%

273

34%

275

34%

247
31%

249
31%

134
34%

132

34%

135

35%

124
32%

136
35%

205
36%

192

33%

192

33%

177
31%

152
26%



Table Q5_SuUM2
Jul. 2, 2008
(Continued)

5. Medium Priority

Support for small
businesses/
independent
businesses/
entrepreneurs

Limiting
immigration

Making sure housing

is affordable for

students, seniors,

working people

Harmony among
various racial/
ethnic groups who
live there

Keeping young
adults in Tulsa

Creating more
transportation
alternatives

Making renewable
energy available

Improving public
safety

Health care

Comparison Groups:

Tulsa - June 2008

(2) Summary Table

City Leaders

Geography Understand
Ethnicity/Race Lived My Needs

Mid-  Gender Age Income in Tulsa
town Afr. A_A.+ Dis-

TOTAL North East South West /DT Male Female <35 35-44 45+ White Amer Other Other $50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

284 59 49 69 40 67 111 173 53 54 175 190 36 51 87 107 146 69 209 127 148
28% 27% 24%  27% 31% 34% 26% 30% 30% 30% 28% 28% 30% 32% 31% 29% 28%  36% 26% 33% 26%

276 43 43 93 27 70 149 127 44 52 177 214 15 43 58 141 103 53 221 112 152
28% 20% 21% 36% 21% 35% 34% 22%  25% 29% 28% 31% 12% 27% 21%  38% 20% 27% 28% 29% 26%
BCE BCE H MO M M Q

274 60 46 73 39 56 136 138 59 61 153 188 29 50 79 101 148 60 213 103 158
27%  28% 23% 28% 30% 28% 31% 24%  33% 34% 24% 27% 24% 31% 28% 27% 29% 31% 27% 26% 27%

260 58 55 74 30 43 116 144 59 63 137 181 19 46 65 97 128 62 196 86 162
26%  27% 27% < 29% 23% 22% 27% 25%  33% 35% 22% 26% 16% 29% 23% 26% 25% 32% 25% 22%  28%

257 58 55 67 28 49 105 152 50 47 156 177 36 39 75 96 130 58 198 104 139
26%  27% 27%  26% 22% 25% 24% 27% 28% 26% 25% 26% 30% 25% 27% 26% 25% 30% 25% 27%  24%

239 53 49 63 38 36 110 129 42 48 147 168 31 34 65 97 105 34 203 81 150
24%  25% 24% 24% 30% 18% 25% 23% 24% 27% 23% 24% 26% 21% 23% 26%  20% 18%  25% 21%  26%

f F Q R t
204 39 36 56 25 48 105 99 43 38 122 140 19 32 51 83 102 44 160 79 113
20%  18% 18%  22% 20% 24% 24%  17%  24%  21%  19% 20% 16%  20%  18%  23%  20%  23%  20%  20%  20%
H
189 31 31 60 21 46 106 83 27 35 125 145 13 28 41 89 79 31 156 74 106
19%  14% 15%  23% 16% 23% 24%  15%  15%  19%  20% 21% 11%  18%  15%  24%  15%  16%  20%  19%  18%
BC BC H MO m Q

BCDEF/GH/ 1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.



Table Q5_SuUM2
Jul. 2, 2008
(Continued)

5. Medium Priority

Clean air/water

Adding new economic
opportunities/jobs

Improving public
education

Repairing/
maintaining
existing streets

(2) Summary Table

TOTAL North

174
17%

160
16%

148
15%

106
11%

Geography
Mid-
town
East South West /DT
® © O & &
36 34 53 23 28
17% 17% 21% 18% 14%
f
36 33 41 21 29
17% 16% 16% 16% 15%
26 28 46 20 28
12% 14% 18% 16% 14%
b
21 24 33 8 20
10% 12% 13% 6% 10%
e E

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
94 80 30 46 98
22% 14%  17% 26%  15%
H 1K
80 80 28 26 106
18% 14% 16% 14% 17%
h
81 67 25 21 101
19% 12% 14% 12% 16%
H
48 58 23 21 61

11%

10%

13%

12%

10%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
117 18 37 55
17% 15%  23%  20%
Im
113 13 27 40
16% 11% 17% 14%
m
114 10 22 32
17% 8% 14% 11%
MO
53 17 33 50
8% 14% 21% 18%
1 L L

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

62
17%

62
17%

38
10%

66
13%

55
11%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

36
19%

29
15%

32
16%

61
16%

59
15%

54
14%

83
14%

45
8%



Table Q5_SUM3
Jul. 2, 2008

5. Low Priority (3) Summary Table

TOTAL

More national chain
retail stores

Arkansas River
development/
amenities

Limiting
immigration

Adding more infill
development

More local
independent retail
shops/restaurants

More parks/natural
areas

Making Tulsa more
walkable/less car-
oriented

Building new roads

More entertainment
venues/things for
people to do

TOTAL North

Geography
Mid-
town
East South West /DT
® © O & &
216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100
22 20 26 13 20
80 88 130 55 103
37% 44% 50% 43% 52%
B Bc
87 81 61 47 53
40% 40% 24% 37% 27%
DF DF Df
65 55 85 39 73
30% 27% 33% 30% 37%
C
53 53 67 29 55
25% 26%  26% 23% 28%
43 62 69 27 38
20% 31%  27% 21% 19%
BEF bf
51 57 49 35 36
24% 28%  19% 27% 18%
DF df
46 45 65 32 31
21% 22% 25% 25% 16%
i F F
53 38 39 34 46
25% 19% 15% 27% 23%
D D D
39 51 57 25 34
18% 25% 22% 20% 17%
bF

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
209 247 67 86 300
48% 43% 38% 48% 47%
i 1
147 182 43 61 223
34% 32% 24% 34% 35%
1 1
139 178 58 54 201
32% 31% 33% 30% 32%
113 144 35 40 180
26% 25% 20% 22%  28%
1j
102 137 26 44 166
24% 24%  15% 24%  26%
1 1
114 114 39 49 138
26% 20% 22% @ 27% < 22%
H
106 113 41 40 137
24% 20% 23% 22% 22%
h
104 106 30 30 149
24% 19% 17% 17% 23%
H 1J
97 109 22 36 145
22% 19% 12% 20% 23%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
370 32 39 71
54% 26% 25% 25%
MNO
235 48 36 84
34% 40% 23% 30%
N No n
212 39 51 90
31% 32% 32% 32%
187 31 28 59
27% 26%  18%  21%
NO
181 26 28 54
26% 21% 18%  19%
NO
156 30 31 61
23% 25%  19%  22%
145 27 33 60
21% 22% 21% 21%
137 32 28 60
20% 26% 18% 21%
n
155 17 25 42
23% 14% 16% 15%
MNO

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

206
56%

104
28%

141
38%

118
32%

99
27%

90
24%

92
25%

91
25%

78
21%

199
38%

177
34%

146
28%

104
20%

113
22%

106
20%

92
18%

92
18%

94
18%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

69
36%

45
23%

60
31%

42
22%

34
18%

35
18%

36
19%

33
17%

33
17%

384
48%

280
35%

255
32%

214
27%

204
26%

191
24%

180
23%

176
22%

172
22%

156
40%

66
17%

130
33%

78
20%

74
19%

44
11%

54
14%

63
16%

56
14%

280
49%

247
43%

172
30%

168
29%

155
27%

175
30%

159
28%

141
25%

143
25%



Table Q5_SUM3
Jul. 2, 2008
(Continued)
Tulsa - June 2008

5. Low Priority (3) Summary Table

City Leaders

Geography Understand
Ethnicity/Race Lived My Needs
Mid-  Gender Age Income in Tulsa
town Afr. A_A.+ Dis-

TOTAL North East South West /DT Male Female <35 35-44 45+ White Amer Other Other $50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

Creating more 190 41 42 51 24 32 97 93 41 40 109 124 22 35 57 77 89 39 147 53 131
transportation 19%  19% 21% 20% 19% 16% 22% 16% 23% 22% 17% 18% 18% 22% 20% 21% 17% 20% 18% 14% 23%
alternatives H k T
Easing traffic by 180 40 37 54 24 25 93 87 26 31 121 121 24 26 50 75 78 23 156 42 134
adding bike lanes, 18% 19% 18% 21% 19% 13% 21% 15% 15% 17% 19% 18% 20% 16% 18% 20% 15% 12% 20% 11% 23%
sidewalks and right T F H Q R T
of way for public
transportation
Support for large 172 51 35 40 17 29 88 84 25 34 110 118 23 24 47 73 76 25 146 47 120
corporations 17% 24% 17% 16% 13% 15% 20% 15% 14% 19% 17% 17% 19% 15% 17% 20% 15% 13% 18% 12% 21%
already here DEF H Q r T
Flood control 170 38 33 49 17 33 92 78 26 30 112 126 16 19 35 72 72 23 144 66 102
17% 18% 16% 19% 13% 17% 21% 14% 15% 17% 18% 18% 13% 12% 13% 20% 14% 12% 18% 17% 18%
H NO Q R
Sustainability/ 150 23 35 51 19 22 89 61 16 34 100 107 16 20 36 65 66 22 127 30 114
green initiatives 15%  11% 17% 20% 15% 11% 21% 11% 9% 19% 16% 16% 13% 13% 13% 18% 13% 11% 16% 8%  20%
Bf BF H 1 1 Q r T
Cooperation with 138 40 25 32 24 17 65 73 32 31 75 91 22 18 40 55 67 30 107 28 104
suburban 14%  19% 12%  12% 19% 9% 15% 13% 18% 17% 12% 13% 18% 11% 14% 15% 13% 15% 13% 7% 18%
communities cdF F K k T
Easing traffic by 136 35 24 18 25 34 59 77 27 23 86 86 22 23 45 44 71 25 110 37 95
widening existing 14%  16% 12% 7% 20% 17% 14% 14%  15% 13% 14% 13% 18% 14% 16% 12% 14% 13% 14% 10% 17%
streets D d cD D T
Support for large 127 35 30 27 17 18 73 54 20 22 82 78 21 20 41 43 65 22 102 24 97
corporations 13% 16% 15% 10% 13% 9% 17% 9% 11% 12% 13% 11% 17% 13% 15% 12% 13% 11% 13% 6% 17%
interested in dF i H T

relocating here
from other states

Protecting the 124 37 33 23 12 19 55 69 28 23 72 72 26 18 44 48 61 25 98 27 94
character of 12% 17% 16% 9% 9% 10% 13% 12% 16% 13% 11% 10% 21% 11% 16% 13% 12% 13% 12% 7% 16%
Tulsa®"s traditional DEF DeF LN L T
neighborhoods

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.



Table Q5_SUM3
Jul. 2, 2008
(Continued)
Tulsa - June 2008

5. Low Priority (3) Summary Table

City Leaders

Geography Understand
Ethnicity/Race Lived My Needs
Mid-  Gender Age Income in Tulsa
town Afr. A_A.+ Dis-

TOTAL North East South West /DT Male Female <35 35-44 45+ White Amer Other Other $50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

Harmony among 121 28 33 29 15 16 61 60 23 26 69 70 20 23 43 49 55 25 94 27 91
various racial/ 12%  13% 16% 11% 12% 8% 14% 11%  13% 14% 11% 10% 17% 14% 15% 13% 11% 13% 12% 7% 16%
ethnic groups who f F h 1 L T
live there
Preserving Tulsa“"s 117 23 33 28 15 18 61 56 19 28 69 70 17 25 42 41 54 22 93 20 93
historic buildings/ 12% 11% 16% 11% 12% 9% 14% 10% 11% 16% 11% 10% 14% 16% 15% 11% 10% 11% 12% 5% 16%
architecture bdF H 1 L T
Job training for 109 18 27 28 21 15 56 53 27 17 63 77 12 14 26 46 45 25 82 27 80
occupations that 11% 8% 13% 11% 16% 8% 13% 9% 15% 9% 10% 11% 10% 9% 9% 13% 9% 13% 10% 7% 14%
don"t require bf BF h Jjk q T
college degree
Health care 104 23 24 29 14 14 57 47 21 22 61 65 15 16 31 46 49 19 85 22 81
10% 11% 12% 11% 11% 7% 13% 8% 12% 12% 10% 9% 12% 10% 11% 13% 9% 10% 11% 6% 14%
f H T
Making sure housing 92 23 18 23 14 14 49 43 16 12 63 54 15 15 30 36 43 16 76 23 68
is affordable for 9%  11% 9% 9% 11% 7% 11% 8% 9% 7%  10% 8% 12% 9%  11%  10% 8% 8%  10% 6%  12%
students, seniors, H T

working people

Making renewable 85 16 16 24 11 18 46 39 12 17 56 52 9 17 26 32 46 15 70 16 68
energy available 8% % 8% 9% 9% 9% 11% 7% 7% 9% 9% 8% 7% 11% 9% 9% 9% 8% 9% 4%  12%
H T
Keeping young 77 24 17 16 13 7 37 40 20 14 41 42 18 14 32 21 47 16 60 10 66
adults in Tulsa 8% 11% 8% 6% 10% 4% 9% 7% 11% 8% 6% 6% 15% 9%  11% 6% 9% 8% 8% 3%  11%
dF F F k L L p T
Support for small 74 30 15 19 8 2 29 45 21 9 43 34 21 14 35 19 51 16 58 19 55
businesses/ % 14% 7% % 6% 1% 7% 8%  12% 5% 7% 5% 17% 9%  13% 5%  10% 8% 7% 5%  10%
independent CDEF F F F Jk LN L P T
businesses/
entrepreneurs
Improving public 55 15 13 18 4 5 31 24 11 9 35 30 11 7 18 21 26 9 46 10 45
education 5% % 6% ™ 3% 3% 7% 4% 6% 5% 6% 4% 9% 4% 6% 6% 5% 5% 6% 3% 8%
eF f eF h 1 T

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.



Table Q5_SUM3
Jul. 2, 2008
(Continued)

5. Low Priority (3) Summary Table

Geography

Mid-
town

TOTAL North East South West /DT

» B © O
Repairing/ 54 20 14 6
maintaining 5% 9% 7% 2%
existing streets DF DF
Adding new economic 46 14 16 7
opportunities/jobs 5% 6% 8% 3%
dF DF
Clean air/water 43 12 8 12
4% 6% 4% 5%
f
Improving public 40 13 11 6
safety 4% 6% 5% 2%
DF df

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

5%

5%

5%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
21 33 15 4 34
5% 6% 8% 2% 5%
J J
25 21 8 9 28
6% 4% 4% 5% 4%
19 24 10 2 31
4% 4% 6% 1% 5%
J J
26 14 9 9 22
6% 2% 5% 5% 3%
H

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
16 19 14 33
2% 16% 9%  12%
Ln L L
22 14 7 21
3% 12% 4% 8%
LN L
26 7 5 12
4% 6% 3% 4%
23 10 6 16

3%

8%

6%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

15
4%

14
4%

16
4%

27
5%

22
4%

21
4%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

37
5%

35
4%

33
4%

12
3%

36
6%

36
6%

26
5%



Table Q5A
Jul. 2, 2008

5. [Making renewable energy available]

Geography

Mid-
town
TOTAL North East South West /DT
W G © O & 6
TOTAL 1003 216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100 100
100 22 20 26 13 20
High Priority 679 147 137 171 79 145
68% 68% 68% 66% 62% 73%
E
Medium Priority 239 53 49 63 38 36
24% 25% 24% 24% 30% 18%

f F
Low Priority 85 16 16 24 11 18
8% 7% 8% 9% 9% 9%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100

43 57 18 18 63
278 401 124 115 433
64% 70% 70% 64% 68%

G

110 129 42 48 147
25% 23% 24% 27% 23%

46 39 12 17 56
11% 7% 7% 9% 9%

H

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
466 81 108 189
68% 67% 68% 68%
168 31 34 65
24% 26% 21% 23%
52 9 17 26
8% 7% 11% 9%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

239
65%

97
26%

32
9%

368
71%

105
20%

46
9%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

145
75%

34
18%

15
8%

525
66%

203
25%

70
9%

292
75%

81
21%

16
4%

357
62%

150
26%

68
12%



Table Q5B
Jul. 2, 2008

5. [Easing Traffic by widening existing streets]

Geography

TOTAL North

» 6

TOTAL 1003 216
100 100

100 22

High Priority 496 96
49%  44%

Medium Priority 371 85
37%  39%

Low Priority 136 35
14%  16%

D

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

107
53%

71
35%

24
12%
d

145
56%
BEF

95
37%

18
%

58
45%

45
35%

25
20%
cD

90
45%

75
38%

34
17%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
216 280 99 88 304
50% 49% 56% 49% 48%
k
159 212 52 69 246
37% 37% 29% 38% 39%
i 1
59 77 27 23 86
14% 14% 15% 13% 14%

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
345 57 76 133
50% 47% 48% 48%
255 42 60 102
37% 35% 38% 36%
86 22 23 45
13% 18% 14% 16%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

185
50%

139
38%

44
12%

256
49%

192
37%

71
14%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

99
51%

70
36%

25
13%

393
49%

295
37%

110
14%

202
52%

150
39%

37
10%

285
50%

195
34%

95
17%



Table Q5C
Jul. 2, 2008

5. [Easing Traffic by adding bike lanes, sidewalks and right of way for public transportation]

Geography

TOTAL North

» 6

TOTAL 1003 216
100 100

100 22

High Priority 482 112
48%  52%

D

Medium Priority 341 64
34%  30%

Low Priority 180 40
18%  19%

f

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

96
48%

69

34%

37
18%

110
43%

94

36%

54
21%

61
48%

43

34%

24
19%

103
52%

71

36%

25
13%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100

43 57 18 18 63
191 291 98 88 290
44% 51% 55% 49% 46%

G K

150 191 54 61 225
35% 34% 30% 34% 35%

93 87 26 31 121
21% 15% 15% 17% 19%

H

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
322 59 83 142
47% 49% 52% 51%
243 38 50 88
35% 31% 31% 31%
121 24 26 50
18% 20% 16% 18%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

159
43%

134

36%

75
20%

272
52%

169

33%

78
15%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

108
56%

63

32%

23
12%

367
46%

275

34%

156
20%

212
54%

135

35%

42
11%

249
43%

192

33%

134
23%



Table Q5D
Jul. 2, 2008

5. [Repairing and maintaining existing streets]

Geography

TOTAL North

» 6

TOTAL 1003 216
100 100

100 22

High Priority 843 175
84%  81%

Medium Priority 106 21
11%  10%

Low Priority 54 20
5% 9%

DF

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

164
81%

24
12%

14
%
DF

219
85%

33
13%

2%

109
85%

6%

11
9%
DF

176
88%
BC

20
10%

2%

Gender Age

Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
365 478 140 155 541
84% 84% 79% 86% 85%
i i

48 58 23 21 61
11% 10% 13% 12% 10%
21 33 15 4 34
5% 6% 8% 2% 5%
J J

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
617 85 112 197
90% 70% 70% 70%
MNO
53 17 33 50
8% 14% 21% 18%
1 L L
16 19 14 33
2% 16% 9% 12%
Ln L L

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

$50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

316
86%

38
10%

14
4%

428
82%

55
11%

36
7%

148
76%

32
16%

14
7%

684
86%

74
9%

40
5%

324
83%

54
14%

11
3%

488
85%

45
8%

42
%



Table Q5E
Jul. 2, 2008

5. [Building new roads]

Geography
Mid-
town
TOTAL North East South West /DT
W G © O & 6
TOTAL 1003 216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100 100
100 22 20 26 13 20
High Priority 482 105 100 130 64 83
48% 49% 50% 50% 50% 42%
f
Medium Priority 311 58 64 89 30 70
31% 27% 32% 34% 23% 35%
e bE bE
Low Priority 210 53 38 39 34 46
21% 25% 19% 15% 27% 23%
D D D

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
193 289 98 93 286
44% 51% 55% 52% 45%
G K
137 174 50 57 201
32% 31% 28% 32% 32%
104 106 30 30 149
24% 19% 17% 17% 23%
H 1J

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
325 57 86 143
47% 47% 54% 51%
224 32 45 77
33% 26% 28% 28%
137 32 28 60
20% 26% 18% 21%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

160
43%

117
32%

91
25%

270
52%

157
30%

92
18%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

100
52%

61
31%

33
17%

373
47%

249
31%

176
22%

190
49%

136
35%

63
16%

282
49%

152
26%

141
25%



Table Q5F
Jul. 2, 2008

5. [Creating more transportation

alternatives like rail or streetcar]

Geography

TOTAL North

» 6
TOTAL 1003 216
100 100
100 22
High Priority 556 117
55%  54%
Medium Priority 257 58
26%  27%
Low Priority 190 41
19%  19%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

105
52%

55

27%

42
21%

140
54%

67

26%

51
20%

76
59%

28

22%

24
19%

118
59%

49

25%

32
16%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
232 324 87 93 371
53% 57% 49% 52% 58%
1
105 152 50 47 156
24% 27% 28% 26% 25%
97 93 41 40 109
22% 16% 23% 22% 17%
H k

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
385 63 85 148
56% 52% 53% 53%
177 36 39 75
26% 30% 25% 27%
124 22 35 57
18% 18% 22% 20%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

195
53%

96

26%

77
21%

300
58%

130

25%

89
17%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

97
50%

58

30%

39
20%

453
57%

198

25%

147
18%

232
60%

104

27%

53
14%

305
53%

139

24%

131
23%



Table Q5G
Jul. 2, 2008

5. [Flood Control]

Geography

Mid-
town
TOTAL North East South West /DT
W G © O & 6
TOTAL 1003 216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100 100
100 22 20 26 13 20
High Priority 477 109 109 117 64 78
48% 50% 54% 45% 50% 39%

F dF f
Medium Priority 356 69 60 92 47 88
35% 32% 30% 36% 37% 44%
BCd
Low Priority 170 38 33 49 17 33
17% 18% 16% 19% 13% 17%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100

43 57 18 18 63
183 294 90 89 291
42% 52% 51% 49% 46%

G

159 197 62 61 233
37% 35% 35% 34% 37%

92 78 26 30 112
21% 14% 15% 17% 18%

H

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
297 67 96 163
43% 55% 60% 58%
L L L
263 38 44 82
38% 31% 28% 29%
NO
126 16 19 35
18% 13% 12% 13%
NO

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

144
39%

152
41%

72
20%

281
54%

166
32%

72
14%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

108
56%

63
32%

23
12%

363
45%

291
36%

144
18%

178
46%

145
37%

66
17%

280
49%

193
34%

102
18%



Table Q5H
Jul. 2, 2008

5. [Protecting the character of Tulsa®s traditional neighborhoods]

Geography

TOTAL North

» 6

TOTAL 1003 216
100 100

100 22

High Priority 525 106
52%  49%

Medium Priority 354 73
35%  34%

Low Priority 124 37
12%  17%

DEF

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

104
51%

65
32%

33
16%
DeF

123
48%

112
43%
BCEF

23
9%

74
58%

42
33%

12
9%

118
59%
BD

62
31%

19
10%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
212 313 90 78 350
49% 55% 51% 43% 55%
g J
167 187 60 79 214
38% 33% 34% 44% 34%
h 1K
55 69 28 23 72
13% 12% 16% 13% 11%

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
365 58 79 137
53% 48% 50% 49%
249 37 62 99
36% 31% 39% 35%
72 26 18 44
10% 21% 11% 16%
LN L

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

186
51%

134
36%

48
13%

277
53%

181
35%

61
12%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

97
50%

72
37%

25
13%

422
53%

278
35%

98
12%

220
57%

142
37%

27
7%

283
49%

198
34%

94
16%



Table Q51
Jul. 2, 2008

5. [Adding more infill development]

Geography
Mid-
town
TOTAL North East South West /DT
W G © O & 6
TOTAL 1003 216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100 100
100 22 20 26 13 20
High Priority 266 72 52 59 36 47
27% 33% 26% 23% 28% 24%

cDF

Medium Priority 480 91 97 132 63 97
48% 42% 48% 51% 49% 49%

B
Low Priority 257 53 53 67 29 55
26% 25% 26% 26% 23% 28%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
113 153 55 52 156
26% 27% 31% 29% 25%

k

208 272 88 88 300
48% 48% 49% 49% 47%
113 144 35 40 180
26% 25% 20% 22% 28%
1j

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
170 40 45 85
25% 33% 28% 30%
1 1
329 50 86 136
48% 41% 54% 49%

M
187 31 28 59
27% 26% 18% 21%
NO

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

75
20%

175
48%

118
32%

157
30%

258
50%

104
20%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

46
24%

106
55%

42
22%

215
27%

369
46%

214
27%

112
29%

199
51%

78
20%

145
25%

262
46%

168
29%



Table Q5J
Jul. 2, 2008

5. [Preserving Tulsa®s historic buildings and architecture]

Geography

TOTAL North

» 6
TOTAL 1003 216
100 100
100 22
High Priority 531 110
53%  51%
Medium Priority 355 83
35%  38%
Low Priority 117 23
12%  11%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

95
47%

74
37%

33
16%
bdF

135
52%

95

37%

28
11%

74
58%

39

30%

15
12%

117
59%

64

32%

18
9%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100

43 57 18 18 63
209 322 94 88 342
48% 57% 53% 49% 54%

G

164 191 65 64 225
38% 34% 37% 36% 35%

61 56 19 28 69
14% 10% 11% 16% 11%

H

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
367 56 81 137
53% 46% 51% 49%
249 48 53 101
36% 40% 33% 36%
70 17 25 42
10% 14% 16% 15%
1 L

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

191
52%

136

37%

41
11%

282
54%

183

35%

54
10%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

101
52%

71

37%

22
11%

424
53%

281

35%

93
12%

231
59%

138

35%

20
5%

281
49%

201

35%

93
16%



Table Q5K
Jul. 2, 2008

5. [Sustainability and green initiatives]

Geography
Mid-
town
TOTAL North East South West /DT
W G © O & 6
TOTAL 1003 216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100 100
100 22 20 26 13 20
High Priority 447 110 82 108 47 100
45% 51% 41% 42% 37% 50%
CDE cdE
Medium Priority 406 83 85 99 62 77
40% 38% 42% 38% 48% 39%
bdf
Low Priority 150 23 35 51 19 22
15% 11% 17% 20% 15% 11%
Bf BF

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
172 275 83 75 284
40% 48% 47% 42% 45%
G
173 233 79 71 252
40% 41% 44% 39% 40%
89 61 16 34 100
21% 11% 9% 19% 16%
H 1 1

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
306 49 75 124
45% 40% 47% 44%
273 56 64 120
40% 46% 40% 43%
107 16 20 36
16% 13% 13% 13%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

160
43%

143
39%

65
18%

244
47%

209
40%

66
13%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

88
45%

84
43%

22
11%

351
44%

320
40%

127
16%

206
53%

153
39%

30
8%

223
39%

238
41%

114
20%



Table Q5L
Jul. 2, 2008

5. [Improving Public Safety]

Geography
Mid-
town
TOTAL North East South West /DT
W G © O & 6
TOTAL 1003 216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100 100
100 22 20 26 13 20
High Priority 759 164 155 196 97 147
76% 76% T7% 76% 76% 74%
Medium Priority 204 39 36 56 25 48
20% 18% 18% 22% 20% 24%
Low Priority 40 13 11 6 6 4
4% 6% 5% 2% 5% 2%

DF df

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
303 456 126 133 492
70% 80% 71% 74% 7%
G i
105 99 43 38 122
24% 17% 24% 21% 19%
H
26 14 9 9 22
6% 2% 5% 5% 3%
H

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
523 92 121 213
76% 76% 76% 76%
140 19 32 51
20% 16% 20% 18%
23 10 6 16
3% 8% 4% 6%

Tulsa - June 2008

Income

Lived

in Tulsa

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

$50K+ <$50K

269
73%

83
23%

16
4%

396
76%

102
20%

21
4%

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

143
74%

44
23%

4%

605
76%

160
20%

33
4%

298
7%

79
20%

12
3%

436
76%

113
20%

26
5%



Table Q5M
Jul. 2, 2008

5. [Improving Public Education]

Geography
Mid-
town
TOTAL North East South West /DT
W G © O & 6
TOTAL 1003 216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100 100
100 22 20 26 13 20
High Priority 800 175 161 194 104 166
80% 81% 80% 75% 81% 83%
D
Medium Priority 148 26 28 46 20 28
15% 12% 14% 18% 16% 14%
b
Low Priority 55 15 13 18 4 5
5% 7% 6% 7% 3% 3%
eF f eF

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
322 478 142 150 500
74% 84% 80% 83% 79%
G
81 67 25 21 101
19% 12% 14% 12% 16%
H
31 24 11 9 35
7% 4% 6% 5% 6%
h

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
542 100 130 230
79% 83% 82% 82%
114 10 22 32
17% 8% 14% 11%

MO

30 11 7 18
4% 9% 4% 6%

Tulsa - June 2008

Income

Lived

in Tulsa

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

$50K+ <$50K

285
7%

62
17%

21
6%

427
82%

66
13%

26
5%

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

156
80%

29
15%

5%

634
79%

118
15%

46
6%

320
82%

59
15%

10
3%

447
78%

83
14%

45
8%



Table Q5N
Jul. 2, 2008

5. [Making sure that housing is affordable for students, seniors and working people]

Geography

TOTAL North

» 6

TOTAL 1003 216
100 100

100 22

High Priority 635 150
63%  69%

DF

Medium Priority 276 43
28%  20%

Low Priority 92 23
9%  11%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

141
70%
DF

43
21%

18
9%

142
55%

93
36%
BCE

23
9%

128
100
13

87
68%
DF

27
21%

14
11%

115
58%

70
35%
BCE

14
%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
236 399 118 116 396
54% 70% 66% 64% 62%
G
149 127 44 52 177
34% 22% 25% 29% 28%
H
49 43 16 12 63
11% 8% 9% 7% 10%
H

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
418 91 101 192
61% 75% 64% 69%
LN L
214 15 43 58
31% 12% 27% 21%
MO M M
54 15 15 30
8% 12% 9% 11%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

191
52%

141
38%

36
10%

373
2%

103
20%

43
8%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

125
64%

53
27%

16
8%

501
63%

221
28%

76
10%

254
65%

112
29%

23
6%

355
62%

152
26%

68
12%



Table Q50
Jul. 2, 2008

5. [Harmony among the various racial and ethnic groups who live there]

Geography

TOTAL North

» 6

TOTAL 1003 216
100 100

100 22

High Priority 608 128
61%  59%

Medium Priority 274 60
27%  28%

Low Priority 121 28
12%  13%

f

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

123
61%

46
23%

33
16%
F

156
60%

73
28%

29
11%

74
58%

39
30%

15
12%

127
64%

56
28%

16
8%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
237 371 96 93 414
55% 65% 54% 52% 65%
G 1J
136 138 59 61 153
31% 24% 33% 34% 24%
H K K
61 60 23 26 69
14% 11% 13% 14% 11%
h

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
428 72 86 158
62% 60% 54% 56%

no

188 29 50 79
27% 24% 31% 28%
70 20 23 43
10% 17% 14% 15%
1 L

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

218
59%

101
27%

49
13%

316
61%

148
29%

55
11%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

109
56%

60
31%

25
13%

491
62%

213
27%

94
12%

259
67%

103
26%

27
7%

326
57%

158
27%

91
16%



Table Q5P
Jul. 2, 2008

5. [Limiting immigration]

Geography
Mid-
town
TOTAL North East South West /DT
W G © O & 6
TOTAL 1003 216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100 100
100 22 20 26 13 20
High Priority 402 92 98 104 49 59
40% 43% 49% 40% 38% 30%
F deF F
Medium Priority 284 59 49 69 40 67
28% 27% 24% 27% 31% 34%
C
Low Priority 317 65 55 85 39 73
32% 30% 27% 33% 30% 37%
C

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
184 218 67 72 260
42% 38% 38% 40% 41%
111 173 53 54 175
26% 30% 30% 30% 28%
g
139 178 58 54 201
32% 31% 33% 30% 32%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
284 46 57 103
41% 38% 36% 37%
190 36 51 87
28% 30% 32% 31%
212 39 51 90
31% 32% 32% 32%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

120
33%

107
29%

141
38%

227
44%

146
28%

146
28%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

65
34%

69
36%

60
31%

334
42%

209
26%

255
32%

132
34%

127
33%

130
33%

255
44%

148
26%

172
30%



Table Q5Q
Jul. 2, 2008

5. [Clean air and water]

Geography
Mid-
town
TOTAL North East South West /DT
W G © O & 6
TOTAL 1003 216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100 100
100 22 20 26 13 20
High Priority 786 168 160 193 98 167
78% 78% 79% 75% 77% 84%
D
Medium Priority 174 36 34 53 23 28
17% 17% 17% 21% 18% 14%

f
Low Priority 43 12 8 12 7 4
4% 6% 4% 5% 5% 2%

f

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
321 465 138 132 507
74% 82% 78% 73% 80%
G i
94 80 30 46 98
22% 14% 17% 26% 15%

H 1K
19 24 10 2 31
4% 4% 6% 1% 5%
J J

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A.A_+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
543 96 117 213
79% 79% 74% 76%
117 18 37 55
17% 15% 23% 20%

Im

26 7 5 12
4% 6% 3% 4%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

285
7%

69
19%

14
4%

415
80%

82
16%

22
4%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

153
79%

36
19%

3%

626
78%

137
17%

35
4%

330
85%

52
13%

2%

425
74%

114
20%

36
6%



Table Q5R
Jul. 2, 2008

5. [More parks and natural areas]

Geography
Mid-
town
TOTAL North East South West /DT
W G © O & 6
TOTAL 1003 216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100 100
100 22 20 26 13 20
High Priority 315 82 62 68 42 61
31% 38% 31% 26% 33% 31%
D

Medium Priority 460 83 83 141 51 102
46% 38% 41% 55% 40% 51%
BCE BCE
Low Priority 228 51 57 49 35 36
23% 24% 28% 19% 27% 18%

DF df

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
130 185 81 62 169
30% 33% 46% 34% 27%

JK K
190 270 58 69 329
44% 47% 33% 38% 52%
1J
114 114 39 49 138
26% 20% 22%  27%  22%

H

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A.A_+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
187 44 76 120
27% 36% 48% 43%
1 Lm L
343 47 52 99
50% 39% 33% 35%

MNO

156 30 31 61
23% 25% 19% 22%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

86
23%

192
52%

90
24%

193
37%

220
42%

106
20%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

90
46%

69
36%

35
18%

218
27%

389
49%

191
24%

141
36%

204
52%

44
11%

165
29%

235
41%

175
30%



Table Q5S
Jul. 2, 2008

5. [Making Tulsa more walkable and less car-oriented]

Geography

TOTAL North

» 6
TOTAL 1003 216
100 100
100 22
High Priority 441 100
44%  46%
Medium Priority 343 70
34%  32%
Low Priority 219 46
22%  21%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

84
42%

73
36%

45
22%
f

103
40%

90
35%

65
25%
F

52
41%

44

34%

32
25%

102
51%
cDe

66
33%

31
16%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100

43 57 18 18 63
178 263 75 86 276
41% 46% 42% 48% 43%

9
150 193 62 54 223
35% 34% 35% 30% 35%
106 113 41 40 137
24% 20% 23% 22% 22%
h

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
300 53 72 125
44% 44% 45% 45%
241 41 54 95
35% 34% 34% 34%
145 27 33 60
21% 22% 21% 21%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

136
37%

140

38%

92
25%

257
50%

170

33%

92
18%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

93
48%

65

34%

36
19%

345
43%

273

34%

180
23%

203
52%

132

34%

54
14%

224
39%

192

33%

159
28%



Table Q5T
Jul. 2, 2008

5. [Adding new economic opportunities and jobs]

Geography

TOTAL North

» 6

TOTAL 1003 216
100 100

100 22

High Priority 797 166
7%  77%

Medium Priority 160 36
16%  17%

Low Priority 46 14
5% 6%

dF

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

153
76%

33
16%

16
8%
DF

210
81%

41
16%

3%

101
79%

21
16%

5%

167
84%
bC

29
15%

2%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100

43 57 18 18 63
329 468 142 145 502
76% 82% 80% 81% 79%

G
80 80 28 26 106
18% 14% 16% 14% 17%
h
25 21 8 9 28
6% 4% 4% 5% 4%

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
551 94 125 219
80% 78% 79% 78%
113 13 27 40
16% 11% 17% 14%

m

22 14 7 21
3% 12% 4% 8%
LN L

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

291
79%

62
17%

15
4%

411
79%

81
16%

27
5%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

150
7%

36
19%

4%

637
80%

124
16%

37
5%

319
82%

61
16%

2%

448
78%

91
16%

36
6%



Table Q5U
Jul. 2, 2008

5. [Job training for occupations that don"t

require a college degree]

Geography

Mid-
town
TOTAL North East South West /DT
W G © O & 6
TOTAL 1003 216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100 100
100 22 20 26 13 20
High Priority 582 140 115 136 79 112
58% 65% 57% 53% 62% 56%

cDf d
Medium Priority 312 58 60 94 28 72
31% 27% 30% 36% 22% 36%
BE BE
Low Priority 109 18 27 28 21 15
11% 8% 13% 11% 16% 8%

bf BF

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
229 353 92 96 389
53% 62% 52% 53% 61%
G 1j
149 163 59 67 184
34% 29% 33% 37% 29%
h K
56 53 27 17 63
13% 9% 15% 9% 10%
h jk

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
375 88 96 184
55% 73% 60% 66%
LN L
234 21 49 70
34% 17% 31% 25%
MO M m
77 12 14 26
11% 10% 9% 9%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

$50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

170
46%

152
41%

46
13%

346
67%

128
25%

45
9%

105
54%

64
33%

25
13%

469
59%

247
31%

82
10%

238
61%

124
32%

27
7%

318
55%

177
31%

80
14%



Table Q5V
Jul. 2, 2008

5. [More national chain retail stores ]

Geography
Mid-
town
TOTAL North East South West /DT
W G © O & 6
TOTAL 1003 216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100 100
100 22 20 26 13 20
High Priority 148 54 30 35 14 15
15% 25% 15% 14% 11% 8%
CDEF F F
Medium Priority 399 82 84 93 59 81
40% 38% 42% 36% 46% 41%
d
Low Priority 456 80 88 130 55 103
45% 37% 44% 50% 43% 52%
B Bc

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
59 89 42 34 72
14% 16% 24% 19% 11%
K K
166 233 69 60 264
38% 41% 39% 33% 42%
J
209 247 67 86 300
48% 43% 38% 47%

48%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
51 35 51 86
7% 29% 32% 31%
L L L
265 54 69 123
39% 45% 43% 44%
370 32 39 71
54% 26% 25% 25%

MNO

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

26
7%

136
37%

206
56%

99
19%

221
43%

199
38%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

45
23%

80
41%

69
36%

98
12%

316
40%

384
48%

60
15%

173
44%

156
40%

82
14%

213
37%

280
49%



Table Q5W
Jul. 2, 2008

5. [More local independent retail shops and restaurants]
Geography
Mid-  Gender Age
town
TOTAL North East South West /DT Male Female <35 35-44 45+
» B © O 6 B O H @M G
TOTAL 1003 216 202 258 128 199 434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
100 22 20 26 13 20 43 57 18 18 63
High Priority 313 85 56 60 51 61 153 160 77 50 182
31% 39% 28% 23% 40% 31% 35% 28% 43% 28% 29%
CDF CDF d H JK
Medium Priority 451 88 84 129 50 100 179 272 75 86 288
45% 41% 42% 50% 39% 50% 41% 48% 42% 48% 45%
BcE bcE G
Low Priority 239 43 62 69 27 38 102 137 26 44 166
24% 20% 31% 27% 21% 19% 24% 24% 15% 24% 26%
BEF bf 1 1

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
178 55 65 120
26% 45% 41% 43%
L L L
327 40 66 106
48% 33% 42% 38%
MO
181 26 28 54
26% 21% 18% 19%
NO

Tulsa - June 2008

Income

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

98
27%

171
46%

99
27%

176
34%

230
44%

113
22%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

70
36%

90
46%

34
18%

237
30%

357
45%

204
26%

134
34%

181
47%

74
19%

169
29%

251
44%

155
27%



Table Q5X
Jul. 2, 2008

5. [Support for small businesses,

independent businesses and entrepreneurs]

Geography

TOTAL North

» 6

TOTAL 1003 216
100 100

100 22

High Priority 637 137
64%  63%

Medium Priority 292 49
29%  23%

Low Priority 74 30
% 14%

CDEF

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

121
60%

66
33%

15
%
F

162
63%

7
30%

19
%
F

82
64%

38
30%

6%

135
68%

62
31%

1%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
) (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
275 362 112 113 405
63% 64% 63% 63% 64%
130 162 45 58 188
30% 28% 25% 32% 30%
29 45 21 9 43
7% 8% 12% 5% 7%
Jk

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
441 76 98 174
64% 63% 62% 62%
211 24 47 71
31% 20% 30% 25%

Mo m
34 21 14 35
5% 17% 9% 13%
LN L

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

$50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

228
62%

121
33%

19
5%

336
65%

132
25%

51
10%

115
59%

63
32%

16
8%

513
64%

227
28%

58
7%

247
63%

123
32%

19
5%

364
63%

156
27%

55
10%



Table Q5Y
Jul. 2, 2008

5. [More Entertainment venues and things for people to do]

Geography

TOTAL North

» 6

TOTAL 1003 216
100 100

100 22

High Priority 347 88
35%  41%

cdf

Medium Priority 450 89
45%  41%

Low Priority 206 39
21%  18%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

66
33%

85
42%

51
25%
bF

84
33%

117
45%

57
22%

46
36%

57
45%

25
20%

63
32%

102
51%
Bc

34
17%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
150 197 89 74 180
35% 35% 50% 41% 28%

JK K
187 263 67 70 311
43% 46% 38% 39% 49%
1J
97 109 22 36 145
22% 19% 12% 20% 23%

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
197 63 73 136
29% 52% 46% 49%
L L L
334 41 61 102
49% 34% 38% 36%
MNO
155 17 25 42
23% 14% 16% 15%
MNO

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

109
30%

181
49%

78
21%

199
38%

226
44%

94
18%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

79
41%

82
42%

33
17%

260
33%

366
46%

172
22%

139
36%

194
50%

56
14%

197
34%

235
41%

143
25%



Table Q5zZ
Jul. 2, 2008
Tulsa - June 2008

5. [Support for large corporations already here ]

City Leaders

Geography Understand
Ethnicity/Race Lived My Needs
Mid-  Gender Age Income in Tulsa
town Afr. A_A.+ Dis-

TOTAL North East South West /DT Male Female <35 35-44 45+ White Amer Other Other $50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

TOTAL 1003 216 202 258 128 199 434 569 178 180 636 686 121 159 280 368 519 194 798 389 575
100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

100 22 20 26 13 20 43 57 18 18 63 68 12 16 28 37 52 19 80 39 57

High Priority 405 84 81 100 62 78 173 232 81 77 242 262 50 75 125 141 218 87 312 175 218
40% 39% 40% 39% 48% 39% 40% 41% 46% 43% 38% 38% 41% 47% 45% 38% 42% 45% 39% 45% 38%

bdf Kk L 1 u
Medium Priority 426 81 86 118 49 92 173 253 72 69 284 306 48 60 108 154 225 82 340 167 237
42% 38% 43% 46% 38% 46% 40% 44% 40% 38% 45% 45%  40% 38% 39% 42% 43% 42% 43% 43% 41%
b b o

Low Priority 172 51 35 40 17 29 88 84 25 34 110 118 23 24 47 73 76 25 146 47 120
17% 24% 17% 16% 13% 15% 20% 15% 14% 19% 17% 17% 19% 15% 17% 20% 15% 13% 18% 12% 21%

DEF H Q r T

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.



Table Q5AA
Jul. 2, 2008

5. [Support for large corporations interested in

Geography

relocating here from other states]

TOTAL North

» 6

TOTAL 1003 216
100 100

100 22

High Priority 527 115
53%  53%

Medium Priority 349 66
35%  31%

Low Priority 127 35
13%  16%

dF

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

98
49%

74
37%

30
15%

145
56%

86
33%

27
10%

60
47%

51
40%

17
13%

109
55%

72
36%

18
9%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
228 299 83 90 349
53% 53% 47% 50% 55%
i
133 216 75 68 205
31% 38% 42% 38% 32%
G K
73 54 20 22 82
17% 9% 11% 12% 13%
H

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
363 66 80 146
53% 55% 50% 52%
245 34 59 93
36% 28% 37% 33%

m

78 21 20 41
11% 17% 13% 15%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

198
54%

127
35%

43
12%

273
53%

181
35%

65
13%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

99
51%

73
38%

22
11%

422
53%

274
34%

102
13%

231
59%

134
34%

24
6%

273
47%

205
36%

97
17%



Table Q5BB
Jul. 2, 2008

5. [Arkansas River development and amenities]

Geography

TOTAL North

» 6

TOTAL 1003 216
100 100

100 22

High Priority 306 47
31%  22%

Medium Priority 368 82
37%  38%

Low Priority 329 87
33%  40%

DF

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

41
20%

80
40%

81
40%
DF

105
41%
BCE

92
36%

61
24%

38
30%

43
34%

47
37%
DF

75
38%
BC

71
36%

53
27%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100

43 57 18 18 63
132 174 62 53 187
30% 31% 35% 29% 29%
155 213 73 66 226
36% 37% 41% 37% 36%
147 182 43 61 223
34% 32% 24% 34% 35%

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A.A_+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
212 30 51 81
31% 25% 32% 29%
239 43 72 115
35% 36% 45% 41%
Lm 1
235 48 36 84
34% 40% 23% 30%
N No n

Tulsa - June 2008

Income

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

133
36%

131
36%

104
28%

143
28%

199
38%

177
34%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

67
35%

82
42%

45
23%

234
29%

284
36%

280
35%

162
42%

161
41%

66
17%

130
23%

198
34%

247
43%



Table Q5CC
Jul. 2, 2008

5. [Health Care]

Geography

Mid-
town
TOTAL North East South West /DT
W G © O & 6
TOTAL 1003 216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100 100
100 22 20 26 13 20
High Priority 710 162 147 169 93 139
71% 75% 73% 66% 73% 70%

D d
Medium Priority 189 31 31 60 21 46
19% 14% 15% 23% 16% 23%
BC BC
Low Priority 104 23 24 29 14 14
10% 11% 12% 11% 11% 7%

f

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
271 439 130 123 450
62% 7% 73% 68% 71%
G
106 83 27 35 125
24% 15% 15% 19% 20%
H
57 47 21 22 61
13% 8% 12% 12% 10%
H

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
476 93 115 208
69% 77% 2% 74%

1

145 13 28 41
21% 11% 18% 15%

MO m
65 15 16 31
9% 12% 10% 11%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

233
63%

89
24%

46
13%

391
75%

79
15%

49
9%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

144
74%

31
16%

19
10%

557
70%

156
20%

85
11%

293
75%

74
19%

22
6%

388
67%

106
18%

81
14%



Table Q5DD
Jul. 2, 2008

5. [Cooperation with Suburban Communities]

Geography
Mid-
town
TOTAL North East South West /DT
W G © O & 6
TOTAL 1003 216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100 100
100 22 20 26 13 20
High Priority 457 106 91 123 59 78
46% 49% 45% 48% 46% 39%
F f
Medium Priority 408 70 86 103 45 104
41% 32% 43% 40% 35% 52%
B b BcDE
Low Priority 138 40 25 32 24 17
14% 19% 12% 12% 19% 9%
cdF F

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
196 261 76 78 298
45% 46% 43% 43% 47%
173 235 70 71 263
40% 41% 39% 39% 41%
65 73 32 31 75
15% 13% 18% 17% 12%
K k

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
304 60 79 139
44% 50% 50% 50%
291 39 62 101
42% 32% 39% 36%

Mo

91 22 18 40
13% 18% 11% 14%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

150
41%

163
44%

55
15%

258
50%

194
37%

67
13%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

93
48%

71
37%

30
15%

357
45%

334
42%

107
13%

182
47%

179
46%

28
7%

257
45%

214
37%

104
18%



Table Q5EE
Jul. 2, 2008

5. [Keeping young adults in Tulsa]

Geography
Mid-
town
TOTAL North East South West /DT
W G © O & 6
TOTAL 1003 216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100 100
100 22 20 26 13 20
High Priority 666 134 130 168 85 149
66% 62% 64% 65% 66% 75%
BCD
Medium Priority 260 58 55 74 30 43
26% 27% 27% 29% 23% 22%
f
Low Priority 77 24 17 16 13 7
8% 11% 8% 6% 10% 4%
dF F F

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
281 385 99 103 458
65% 68% 56% 57% 72%
1J
116 144 59 63 137
27% 25% 33% 35% 22%

K K
37 40 20 14 41
9% 7% 11% 8% 6%

k

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
463 84 99 183
67% 69% 62% 65%
181 19 46 65
26% 16% 29% 23%
M M m
42 18 14 32
6% 15% 9% 11%
L L

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

250
68%

97
26%

21
6%

344
66%

128
25%

47
9%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

116
60%

62
32%

16
8%

542
68%

196
25%

60
8%

293
75%

86
22%

10
3%

347
60%

162
28%

66
11%



Table Q5B2
Jul. 2, 2008

5b. Is there anything else that you believe to be a high priority for Tulsa in the future that I have not already

mentioned?
Geography
Mid-
town
TOTAL North East South West /DT
W G © O & 6
TOTAL 1003 216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100 100
100 22 20 26 13 20
OTHER 313 71 65 85 31 61
31% 33% 32% 33% 24% 31%
e e
None 686 143 136 172 97 138
68% 66% 67% 67% 76% 69%
bed
DON*T KNOW/REFUSED 4 2 1 1 - -
*U 1% *0 *0

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (GO O BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
150 163 43 55 211
35% 29% 24% 31% 33%
H 1
283 403 135 122 424
65% 71% 76% 68% 67%
g iK
1 3 - 3 1
*U 1% 2% *0

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
204 41 53 94
30% 34% 33% 34%
481 79 105 184
70% 65% 66%  66%
1 1 1 2
*0 1% 1% 1%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

$50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

113
31%

255
69%

160
31%

355
68%

1%

64
33%

128
66%

1%

245
31%

551
69%

*%

92
24%

295
76%

1%

206
36%

367
64%

*%



Table Q5C2
Jul. 2, 2008

Tulsa - June 2008

5c. And of all these priorities we have discussed, which ONE is the single most important to you to make the future of
Tulsa the best it can be?

TOTAL

Repairing and
maintaining
existing streets

Improving Public
Education

Improving Public
Safety

Adding new economic
opportunities and
jobs

Creating more
transportation
alternatives like
rail or streetcar

Support for large
corporations
interested in
relocating here
from other states

Health Care

Harmony among the
various racial and
ethnic groups who
live there

36
4%

27
3%

26
3%

Geography

50
23%

36
17%

21
10%

15
%

10
5%

1%

3%

3%

31
15%

21
10%

28
14%
EF

19
9%

4%

10
5%

2%

4%

TOTAL North East South

49
19%

36
14%

28
11%

21
8%

13
5%

12
5%

3%

1%

West

34
27%
CF

14
11%

7%

6%

3%

2%

4%

2%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Mid-
town
/DT

34
17%

28
14%

16
8%

20
10%

10
5%

5%

1%

3%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (GO O BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
86 112 21 34 140
20% 20% 12% 19% 22%
i 1
48 87 29 26 79
11% 15% 16% 14% 12%
G
42 60 16 21 64
10% 11% 9% 12% 10%
37 46 13 20 49
9% 8% 7% 11% 8%
19 26 4 9 32
4% 5% 2% 5% 5%
1
21 15 10 8 18
5% 3% 6% 4% 3%
h
8 19 7 5 15
2% 3% 4% 3% 2%
8 18 3 7 16

2%

3%

2%

4%

3%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
153 15 24 39
22% 12% 15% 14%
MNO
82 24 25 49
12% 20% 16% 18%
L L
69 10 20 30
10% 8% 13% 11%
48 15 16 31
7% 12%  10% @ 11%
1 1
30 3 7 10
4% 2% 4% 4%
31 1 4 5
5% 1% 3% 2%
MO
17 5 5 10
2% 4% 3% 4%
10 4 10 14
1% 3% 6% 5%
L L

Income

Lived

in Tulsa

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

$50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

79
21%

53
14%

40
11%

28
8%

14
4%

18
5%

2%

2%

99
19%

72
14%

49
%

44
8%

28
5%

15
3%

17
3%

14
3%

24
12%

34
18%

22
11%

14

%

5%

5%

2%

a%

174
22%

99
12%

79
10%

68
9%

36
5%

26
3%

22
3%

17
2%

63
16%

62
16%

35
9%

42
11%

20
5%

19
5%

2%

12
3%

131
23%

67
12%

65
11%

35
6%

23
4%

15
3%

19
3%

13
2%



Table Q5C2
Jul. 2, 2008
(Continued)

Tulsa - June 2008

5c. And of all these priorities we have discussed, which ONE is the single most important to you to make the future of
Tulsa the best it can be?

Making sure that
housing is
affordable for
students, seniors
and working people

Limiting
immigration

Easing Traffic by
widening existing
streets

Arkansas River
development and
amenities

Keeping young
adults in Tulsa

Easing Traffic by
adding bike lanes,
sidewalks and right
of way for public
transportation

Making renewable
energy available

Sustainability and
green initiatives

Job training for
occupations that
don"t require a
degree

25
2%

25
2%

22
2%

22
2%

17

2%

16

2%

16
2%

16
2%

Geography

2%

1%

*%

*%

1%

1%

1%

3%
CF

1%

1%

*%

TOTAL North East South

3%

10

4%

bF

2%

3%

2%

2%

*%

1%

West

2%

2%

3%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Mid-
town
/DT

3%

1%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (GO O BN C) BN ()
5 21 5 - 21
1% 4% 3% 3%
G
11 14 8 4 13
3% 2% 4% 2% 2%
16 9 3 3 19
4% 2% 2% 2% 3%
H
16 6 6 1 14
4% 1% 3% 1% 2%
H j J
7 15 3 1 18
2% 3% 2% 1% 3%
J
5 12 1 3 13
1% 2% 1% 2% 2%
i
9 7 1 3 12
2% 1% 1% 2% 2%
i
5 11 3 4 9
1% 2% 2% 2% 1%
3 13 7 2 7
1% 2% 4% 1% 1%
G jk

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A.A_+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
16 7 2 9
2% 6% 1% 3%
N
11 1 13 14
2% 1% 8% 5%
LM LM
23 - 2 2
3% 1% 1%
n0
20 - 1 1
3% 1% *0
NO
18 1 2 3
3% 1% 1% 1%
mo
14 1 2 3
2% 1% 1% 1%
13 1 1 2
2% 1% 1% 1%
11 - 3 3
2% 2% 1%
6 7 3 10
1% 6% 2% 4%
L L

Income

Lived

in Tulsa

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

$50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

1%

14
4%

15

4%

1%

2%

1%

1%

15
3%

10
2%

1%

14
3%

1%

2%

10
2%

15
3%

4%

3%

2%

1%

2%

1%

2%

2%

18
2%

19
2%

19
2%

21
3%

14

2%

15

2%

12
2%

13
2%

2%

2%

15
4%

12

3%

2%

10
3%

2%

1%

16
3%

19

3%

1%

2%

1%

1%

1%

13
2%



Table Q5C2
Jul. 2, 2008
(Continued)
Tulsa - June 2008

5c. And of all these priorities we have discussed, which ONE is the single most important to you to make the future of
Tulsa the best it can be?

City Leaders

Geography Understand
Ethnicity/Race Lived My Needs
Mid-  Gender Age Income in Tulsa
town Afr. A_A.+ Dis-

TOTAL North East South West /DT Male Female <35 35-44 45+ White Amer Other Other $50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

®» 6 © O & E 6 @ M- GO K L Wm O E O ® & O W

Support for small 16 5 4 4 - 3 5 11 8 3 5 10 4 2 6 7 5 4 12 6 10

businesses, 2% 2% 2% 2% 2% 1% 2% 4% 2% 1% 1% 3% 1% 2% 2% 1% 2% 2% 2% 2%

independent K

businesses and

entrepreneurs

More Entertainment 15 6 3 1 1 4 7 8 7 4 4 7 5 3 8 3 11 3 10 5 10

venues and things 1% 3% 1% *0% 1% 2% 2% 1% 4% 2% 1% 1% 4% 2% 3% 1% 2% 2% 1% 1% 2%

for people to do D K 1 1 p

Building new roads 14 2 4 5 2 1 8 6 4 4 6 12 1 - 1 4 8 3 11 5 8
1% 1% 2% 2% 2% 1% 2% 1% 2% 2% 1% 2% 1% *U 1% 2% 2% 1% 1% 1%

0

Clean air and water 14 2 3 4 2 3 9 5 2 3 9 9 1 2 3 4 6 1 13 8 6
1% 1% 1% 2% 2% 2% 2% 1% 1% 2% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 2% 2% 1%

Support for large 8 2 3 1 1 1 6 2 2 - 6 5 1 2 3 4 3 2 6 2 5

corporations 1% 1% 1% *% o 1% 1% 1% *% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1%

already here h

Flood Control 6 2 2 1 - 1 2 4 1 1 4 3 1 1 2 2 4 2 3 1 5
1% 1% 1% *% 1%  *% 1% 1% 1% 1% *% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% *% *% 1%

Making Tulsa more 5 1 1 - - 3 3 2 2 - 3 4 - 1 1 2 3 1 4 5 -

walkable and less *% *h < 2% 1% *U 1% *U 1% 1% *% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1%

car-oriented

Preserving Tulsa“"s 5 - 3 - 1 1 1 4 2 1 2 4 - 1 1 3 2 3 2 4 1

historic buildings *% 1% 1% 1% *% 1% 1% 1% *0% 1% 1% *% 1% *% 2% *% 1% *%

and architecture

Protecting the 4 1 1 1 1 - 3 1 2 - 2 2 1 1 2 - 4 3 1 1 3

character of *% *% *% *0% 1% 1% *0% 1% *0% *0% 1% 1% 1% 1% 2% *% *% 1%

Tulsa®"s traditional

neighborhoods

Cooperation with 4 - - 1 1 2 3 1 - 1 3 2 2 - 2 1 3 1 3 - 4

Suburban *U *0 1% 1% 1% *0 1% *0 *0 2% 1% *U 1% 1% *U 1%

Communities

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.



Table Q5C2
Jul. 2, 2008
(Continued)
Tulsa - June 2008

5c. And of all these priorities we have discussed, which ONE is the single most important to you to make the future of
Tulsa the best it can be?

City Leaders

Geography Understand
Ethnicity/Race Lived My Needs
Mid-  Gender Age Income in Tulsa
town Afr. A_A.+ Dis-

TOTAL North East South West /DT Male Female <35 35-44 45+ White Amer Other Other $50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

®» 6 © O & E 6 @ M- GO K L Wm O E O ® & O W

More parks and 4 2 1 1 - - 1 3 4 - - 2 - 2 2 - 3 3 1 2 2
natural areas *U 1% *Y% *Y% *U 1% 2% *U 1% 1% 1% 2% *U 1% *U
Adding more infill 2 - - 1 1 - 1 1 - - 2 2 - - - 2 - - 2 1 1
development *% *0 1% *% *0% *0% *0% 1% *% *% *%
More national chain 2 - - 1 1 - - 2 1 - 1 2 - - - 1 - 1 1 1 1
retail stores *% *0% 1% *0% 1% *0% *0% *% 1% *% *% *%
More local 1 - 1 - - - 1 - - - 1 1 - - - 1 - - 1 - 1
independent retail *U *0 *U *0 *0 *U *Up *U
shops and
restaurants
OTHER FROM Q5b2 66 18 8 19 10 11 38 28 3 12 49 49 10 4 14 26 28 9 56 9 51
7% 8% 4% 7% 8% 6% 9% 5% 2% 7% 8% 7% 8% 3% 5% 7% 5% 5% 7% 2% 9%
c H 1 1 N N T

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.



Table Q6A

Jul.

6. [Toll Roads]

TOTAL

10

12

14

15

16

2, 2008

48
5%

*%

*%

70
7%

*%

*%

21
2%

*%

Geography

139
64%

2%

*%

10

5%

*%

11
5%

*%

3%

1%

137
68%

1%

14
%

*%

TOTAL North East South

173
67%

1%

16
6%

26
10%

2%

West

98
7%
BcD

3%

11
9%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Mid-
town
/DT

152
76%
BcD

2%

1%

5%

1%

4%

1%

1%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
308 391 90 120 482
71% 69% 51% 67% 76%
1 1J
11 6 1 4 12
3% 1% 1% 2% 2%

h i

2 - - - 2
*U *0
18 30 10 8 30
4% 5% 6% 4% 5%

1 - - 1 -
*% 1%

1 - - - 1
*% *%
32 38 24 13 32
7% 7% 13% 7% 5%

jK

1 1 - - 2
*% *0% *0%

1 - - - 1
*% *0%

6 15 8 4 9
1% 3% 4% 2% 1%

k
1 1 - 1 1

*%

*%

1%

*%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
534 74 65 139
78% 61% 41% 50%
MNO NO n
13 3 - 3
2% 2% 1%
1 1 - 1
*0 1% *U
32 8 6 14
5% 7% 4% 5%
1 - - -
*%
1 - - -
*%
37 13 17 30
5% 11% 11% 11%
L L
2 - - -
*0%
- 1 - 1
1% *%
7 4 9 13
1% 3% 6% 5%
L L
- 1 1 2

1%

1%

1%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

296
80%

1%

*%

24
7%

17
5%

*%

1%

326
63%

11
2%

*%

21

4%

*%

*%

46
9%

*%

*%

13
3%

*%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

100
52%

1%

11
6%

24
12%

4%

1%

594
74%

16
2%

*%

37

5%

*%

*%

44
6%

*%

*%

13
2%

*%

240
62%

2%

20
5%

*%

43
11%

1%

*%

2%

*%

429
75%

11
2%

*%

27
5%

*%

23
4%

13
2%

*%



Table Q6A
Jul. 2, 2008
(Continued)
Tulsa - June 2008

6. [Toll Roads]

City Leaders

Geography Understand
Ethnicity/Race Lived My Needs
Mid-  Gender Age Income in Tulsa
town Afr. A_A.+ Dis-

TOTAL North East South West /DT Male Female <35 35-44 45+ White Amer Other Other $50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

18 1 - 1 - - - - 1 - - 1 - - 1 1 - - - 1 - 1
*% *% *% *% 1% *0 *% *%
20 72 18 18 18 5 13 23 49 20 21 31 25 3 40 43 13 50 32 39 34 37
7% 8% 9% % 4% 7% 5% 9%  11%  12% 5% 4% 2%  25%  15% 4%  10%  16% 5% 9% 6%
e e G K K LMO LM P S
25 32 6 7 11 3 5 12 20 9 2 20 19 5 8 13 4 20 6 25 19 12
3% 3% 3% 4% 2% 3% 3% 4% 5% 1% 3% 3% 4% 5% 5% 1% 4% 3% 3% 5% 2%
J i P ]
30 8 3 1 2 - 2 4 4 3 1 4 4 1 3 4 2 4 1 7 5 3
1% 1% *% 1% 1% 1% 1% 2% 1% 1% 1% 1% 2% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1%
33 1 - 1 - - - 1 - 1 - - 1 - - - - 1 1 - 1 -
*0% *% *0% 1% *% *0 1% *%
35 1 1 - - - - 1 - - - 1 - 1 - 1 1 - - 1 - -
*% *% *% *% 1% *0 *0 *%
40 1 1 - - - - - 1 - - 1 - 1 - 1 - 1 - 1 - 1
*% *% *% *% 1% *0 *0 *% *%
50 12 3 3 5 1 - 4 8 7 2 3 5 1 6 7 2 9 5 6 5 7
1% 1% 1% 2% 1% 1% 1% 4% 1% *% 1% 1% 4% 3% 1% 2% 3% 1% 1% 1%
JK Lm 1 p
60 1 - 1 - - - 1 - 1 - - 1 - - - - 1 1 - 1 -
*% *% *% 1% *% *0 1% *%
65 1 1 - - - - 1 - 1 - - 1 - - - - 1 - 1 - 1
*% *% *% 1% *% *0 *% *%
70 1 1 - - - - 1 - 1 - - - - 1 1 - 1 1 - 1 -
*% *% *% 1% 1% *0 *0 1% *%
75 1 1 - - - - - 1 1 - - - 1 - 1 - 1 - 1 - 1
*% *0% *% 1% 1% *0 *0 *% *%
80 2 2 - - - - 2 - - 1 1 - 1 1 2 - 1 1 1 2 -
*% 1% *0% 1% *% 1% 1% 1% *0 1% *% 1%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.



Table Q6A
Jul. 2, 2008
(Continued)

6. [Toll Roads]

Tulsa - June 2008

City Leaders

Understand

Lived My Needs
in Tulsa

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

Geography
Mid-  Gender Age
town

TOTAL North East South West /DT Male Female <35 35-44 45+
AW G © O 6 & O (G) RN BN C) BN ()
100 5 3 1 - - 1 2 3 1 2 2
*% 1%  *% 1%  *% 1% 1% 1% *%
MEAN 5.48 8.42 6.11 5.22 2.88 3.65 5.24 5.66 10.56 6.31 3.85

DEF EF EFf JK K
STANDARD DEVIATION 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Independent T-Test for Means,

Independent Z-Test for Percentages

Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Income
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other $50K+ <$50K
WL m N O E O
2 2 1 3 - 5
*% 2% 1% 1% 1%

3.49 7.93 12.64 10.60 2.47 7.40
L LM L P

0.00 0.00 10.00 1.00 0.00 0.00

® & M O

2 3 - 5

% *% 1%

9.95 4.31 6.63 4.83
S u

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00



Table
Jul.

6. [Highways]

TOTAL

10

12

14

15

16

17

18

Q6B
2, 2008

Geography

TOTAL North East South

17
2%

99
10%

*%

*%

31
3%

*%

*%

*%

216
100
22

55
25%

*%

1%

21
10%

*%

4%

1%

*%

25%

1%

1%

17
8%

*%

*%

2%

29
11%

10
4%

West

20%

1%

3%

10
8%

2%

1%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Mid-
town
/DT

1%

1%

22
11%

1%

1%

Gender Age

Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
109 147 36 40 176
25% 26% 20% 22% 28%
1

2 2 1 1 2
*% *0% 1% 1% *0%
2 1 - 1 2
*U *0 1% *0
9 8 6 1 9
2% 1% 3% 1% 1%

b

40 59 12 16 71
9% 10% 7% 9%  11%
i

- 1 - - 1
*0p *0p

1 - - - 1
*% *%
10 21 8 8 14
2% 4% 4% 4% 2%
1 1 - 1 1
*% *0% 1% *0%
- 1 - - 1
*0 *0

1 1 - 1 1

*%

*%

*%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
189 33 23 56
28% 27% 14% 20%
NO N
2 - 1 1
*0% 1% *%
2 - 1 1
*0 1% *U
12 1 4 5
2% 1% 3% 2%
69 13 11 24
10% 11% 7% 9%
1 - - -
*%
- 1 - 1
1% *0
16 7 6 13
2% 6% 4% 5%
1
- 1 1 2
1% 1% 1%
- 1 - 1
1% *U
- - 2 2

1%

1%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

101
27%

*%

1%

40
11%

*%

10
3%

123
24%

1%

*%

13

3%

49
9%

*%

17
3%

*%

*%

*%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

21%

1%

2%

17
9%

3%

1%

1%

214
27%

1%

*%

13

2%

81
10%

*%

*%

25
3%

*%

*%

*%

22%

1%

1%

1%

42
11%

*%

*%

15
4%

1%

160
28%

*%

*%

11

2%

54
9%

16
3%

*%

*%



Table Q6B
Jul. 2, 2008
(Continued)

6. [Highways]

Tulsa - June 2008

City Leaders

Geography Understand
Ethnicity/Race Lived My Needs
Mid-  Gender Age Income in Tulsa
town Afr. A_A.+ Dis-
TOTAL North East South West /DT Male Female <35 35-44 45+ White Amer Other Other $50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree
AW G © O 6 & O H @O GO & O m O O B O & 6 O W
19 1 - - - - 1 1 - - - 1 1 - - - - 1 - 1 - 1
*% 1%  *% *% *% *% *% *%
20 171 31 38 52 17 33 71 100 48 37 86 97 17 50 67 67 86 49 118 77 89
17% 14% 19% 20% 13% 17% 16% 18% 27% 21% 14% 14% 14% 31% 24% 18% 17% 25% 15% 20% 15%
be K K LMo LM S u
25 169 35 27 50 23 34 71 98 25 33 110 119 23 23 46 62 83 22 143 70 94
17% 16% 13% 19% 18% 17% 16% 17% 14% 18% 17% 17% 19% 14% 16% 17% 16% 11% 18% 18% 16%
[ R
30 53 19 10 9 6 9 31 22 14 7 32 33 9 9 18 17 33 13 40 14 36
5% 9% 5% 3% 5% 5% 7% 4% 8% 4% 5% 5% 7% 6% 6% 5% 6% 7% 5% 4% 6%
Df H t
33 6 4 1 - - 1 4 2 1 1 4 6 - - - 3 3 2 4 4 1
1% 2% *0 1% 1% *0 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% *U
35 8 2 1 2 2 1 2 6 - - 8 4 4 - 4 5 3 - 8 2 6
1% 1%  *% 1% 2% 1% *% 1% 1% 1% 3% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1%
1
40 26 3 6 5 6 6 12 14 5 3 18 20 - 6 6 10 15 5 21 11 13
3% 1% 3% 2% 5% 3% 3% 2% 3% 2% 3% 3% 4% 2% 3% 3% 3% 3% 3% 2%
45 2 - - - 2 - 2 - - 1 1 1 - 1 1 - 2 - 2 - 2
*% 2% *% 1% *% *% 1% *% *% *% *%
49 1 - - 1 - - 1 - - - 1 1 - - - 1 - - 1 1 -
*% *0% *% *0% *0% *% *% *%
50 118 24 30 24 21 19 48 70 14 21 81 90 9 16 25 35 65 24 94 45 67
12% 11% 15% 9% 16% 10% 11% 12% 8% 12% 13% 13% 7% 10% 9% 10% 13% 12% 12% 12% 12%
d df 1 MO
60 7 1 - 2 2 2 5 2 2 2 3 7 - - - 3 3 3 4 3 4
1% *U 1% 2% 1% 1% *0 1% 1% *0 1% 1% 1% 2% 1% 1% 1%
67 1 - 1 - - - - 1 - 1 - - 1 - 1 - 1 - 1 1 -
*U *0 *0 1% 1% *U *U *U *U

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent T-Test for Means,
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent Z-Test for Percentages



Table Q6B
Jul. 2, 2008
(Continued)

6. [Highways]

Tulsa - June 2008

City Leaders

Geography Understand
Ethnicity/Race Lived My Needs
Mid-  Gender Age Income in Tulsa
town Afr. A_A.+ Dis-
TOTAL North East South West /DT Male Female <35 35-44 45+ White Amer Other Other $50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree
AW G © O 6 & O H @O GO & O m O O B O & 6 O W
75 4 - 2 1 1 - 2 2 1 1 2 4 - - - 2 1 - 4 2 1
*0% 1% *% 1% *0% *% 1% 1% *% 1% 1% *0 1% 1% *0%
80 2 1 - 1 - - 2 - - - 2 2 - - - 1 1 - 2 - 2
*% *% *0% *% *0% *0% *% *% *% *%
100 17 3 6 2 3 3 7 10 5 4 8 10 1 5 6 5 10 6 11 3 12
2% 1% 3% 1% 2% 2% 2% 2% 3% 2% 1% 1% 1% 3% 2% 1% 2% 3% 1% 1% 2%
d t
MEAN 21.06 20.61 23.1 19.48 25.2 18.8 21.5 20.73 21.93 22.26 20.54 21.20 18.4 23.30 21.19 20.02 21.67 23.10 20.61 20.78 20.87
dF BDF M
STANDARD DEVIATION  20.00 20.00 20.0 20.00 25.0 20.0 20.0 20.00 20.00 20.00 20.00 20.00 20.0 20.00 20.00 20.00 20.00 20.00 20.00 20.00 20.00

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent T-Test for Means,
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent Z-Test for Percentages



Table Q6C
Jul. 2, 2008

6. [Streets]

TOTAL

10

14

15

16

17

18

20

25

Geography

TOTAL North East South

56
6%

*%

21
2%

*%

*%

*%

117

12%

147
15%

216
100
22
28
13%
D

*%

12
6%

*%

3%

1%

*%

18

8%

30
14%

11%

*%

14
%

3%
ef

*%
27
13%

27
13%

%

10
4%

2%

34
13%

43
17%

West

9%

5%

1%

19
15%

21
16%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Mid-
town
/DT

199
100
20

25

13%
d

1%

14
%

1%

19
10%

26
13%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
42 64 21 20 64
10% 11% 12% 11% 10%
- 1 1 - -
*0% 1%

1 2 - - 2
*U *0 *0
21 35 15 12 28
5% 6% 8% 7% 4%

k

1 - - - 1
*% *%

7 14 7 4 10
2% 2% 4% 2% 2%

1 1 - 1 1
*% *% 1% *%

- 1 - - 1

*0% *0%

- 1 - - 1

*0% *0%

56 61 28 27 62

13% 11% 16% 15% 10%
K k

63 84 26 32 87

15%

15%

15%

18%

14%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
75 14 11 25
11% 12% 7% 9%

n

- - 1 1
1% *%
1 1 1 2
*0 1% 1% 1%
30 5 21 26
4% 4% 13% 9%
LM LM
- 1 - 1
1% *%
5 4 11 15
1% 3% 7% 5%
L L
- 1 1 2
1% 1% 1%
- 1 - 1
1% *%
- - 1 1
1% *%
61 16 36 52
9% 13% 23% 19%
LM L
99 17 24 41

14%

14%

15%

15%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

9%

1%

15
4%

*%

37
10%

51
14%

12%

*%

*%

33
6%

*%

15
3%

*%

*%

68

13%

79
15%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

19
10%

10
5%

1%

37
19%

29
15%

10%

*%

*%

36
5%

*%

11
1%

*%

*%

*%

77

10%

117
15%

9%

1%

26
7%

*%

11
3%

1%

52
13%

63
16%

11%

*%

*%

28
5%

2%

*%

*%
60
10%

77
13%



Table Q6C
Jul. 2, 2008
(Continued)

6. [Streets]

29

30

33

34

35

40

43

45

48

50

55

60

Geography

TOTAL North East South

6%

*%

*%

14
1%

59
6%

*%

*%

*%

214
21%

*%

17
2%

12
6%

2%

1%

3%

1%

51
24%

*%

10
5%

*%

*%

1%

12
6%

*%

*%

43
21%

1%

2%

13
5%

*%

62
24%

*%

3%

West

6%

1%

12
9%

26
20%

2%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Mid-
town
/DT

13
%

2%

16
8%

1%

1%

32
16%

2%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()

1 - - - 1
30 31 15 9 37
7% 5% 8% 5% 6%

2 3 - 2 3
*% 1% 1% *0%

1 - 1 - -
*% 1%

6 8 2 1 11
1% 1% 1% 1% 2%
23 36 14 5 39
5% 6% 8% 3% 6%

J J

1 - - - 1

2 3 1 3 1
*0 1% 1% 2% *%

1 - - - 1
88 126 27 34 153

20% 22% 15% 19% 24%
1

1 - 1 _ _
*% 1%

11 6 3 5 9
3% 1% 2% 3% 1%
h

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
1 - - -
*%
43 6 10 16
6% 5% 6% 6%
4 1 - 1
1% 1% *%
1 - - -
*0
11 3 - 3
2% 2% 1%
44 6 7 13
6% 5% 4% 5%
1 - - -
*%
4 1 - 1
1% 1% *0
1 - - -
*%
165 19 20 39
24% 16% 13% 14%
MNO
1 - - -
*0%
11 2 3 5

2%

2%

2%

2%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

4%

1%

2%

26
%

1%

91
25%

*%

14
4%

42
8%

1%

*%

1%

29
6%

*%

*%

*%

103
20%

*%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

18
9%

1%

1%

2%

4%

1%

21
11%

1%

5%

1%

11
1%

50
6%

*%

1%

*%

192
24%

*%

15
2%

%

1%

*%

2%

25
6%

*%

1%

72
19%

2%

31
5%

*%

1%

33
6%

*%

*%

131
23%

*%

11
2%



Table Q6C
Jul. 2, 2008
(Continued)
Tulsa - June 2008

6. [Streets]

City Leaders

Geography Understand
Ethnicity/Race Lived My Needs

Mid-  Gender Age Income in Tulsa
town Afr. A_A.+ Dis-

TOTAL North East South West /DT Male Female <35 35-44 45+ White Amer Other Other $50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

65 1 - - - - 1 1 - - - 1 1 - - - 1 - - 1 - 1
*0 1% *% *p  xp *% *0 *0
67 1 - - - - 1 1 - - - 1 1 - - - 1 - - 1 1 -

* 1% *% *p x * )
70 21 7 3 6 2 3 13 8 1 5 15 17 3 1 4 9 8 1 20 4 16
20 3% 1% 2% 2% 2% 3% 1% 1% 3% 2% 2% 2% 1% 1% 2% 2% 1% 3% 1% 3%
h i 1 N R T
75 37 5 7 9 5 11 12 25 3 4 29 29 4 4 8 18 11 4 32 14 2
a% 2% 3% 3% 4% 6% 3% a% 2% 2% 5% 4% 3% 3% 3% 5% 2% 2% 4% 4% 4%

b 1j Q
80 17 3 3 4 4 3 8 9 2 3 12 13 2 1 3 9 4 3 14 4 13
2% 1% 1% 2% 3% 2% 2% 2% A% 2% 2% 2% 2% 1% 1% 2% 1% 2% 2% 1% 2%
q

85 1 - - - - 1 1 - - 1 - 1 - - - - 1 - 1 - 1
* % *% 1% *h *0 0 0
86 1 - - - 1 - - 1 - - 1 1 - - - - - - 1 1 -

* 1% *h *p  xp )
90 7 2 2 2 - 1 6 1 - 1 6 5 1 1 2 1 5 - 7 - 7
% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% *h % 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% %% 1% 1% 1%

H

95 2 - - 2 - - 1 1 - - 1 2 - - - 2 - 1 1 - 2
* 1% * *h *p x 1% % % *0
100 79 20 15 18 7 19 32 47 10 11 57 58 13 5 18 28 39 5 72 24 53
8% 9% 7% 7% 5% 10% 7% 8 6% 6% 9% 8% 11% 3% 6% 8% 8% 3% 9% 6% 9%
N N R t
MEAN 38.50 38.08 36.7 40.11 37.8 39.2 39.2 37.98 31.83 35.59 41.14 40.95 38.3 28.52 32.77 42.23 35.29 27.18 41.17 35.25 40.90
13 NO No n Q R T

STANDARD DEVIATION  30.00 30.00 30.0 32.50 30.0 30.0 30.0 30.00 25.00 25.00 40.00 40.00 30.0 20.00 25.00 40.00 25.00 25.00 40.00 30.00 40.00

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.



Table Q6D

Jul.

2, 2008

6. [Rail or streetcar]

TOTAL

10

12

14

15

45
4%

*%

143
14%

*%

*%

39
4%

TOTAL North

Geography
Mid-
town
East South West /DT
® © O & &
216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100
22 20 26 13 20
85 86 105 59 80
39% 43% 41% 46% 40%
2 2 - 1 -
1% 1% 1%
1 - 1 - -
*U *0
1 - - 1 -
*U 1%
- - 1 - -
*%
7 8 15 4 11
3% 4% 6% 3% 6%
- - - 1 1
1% 1%
33 32 41 20 17
15% 16% 16% 16% 9%
F F F f
- 1 1 - 2
*% *0% 1%
2 - - - 2
1% 1%
7 10 8 7 7

3%

5%

3%

5%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

4%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
186 229 64 73 272
43% 40% 36% 41% 43%
i

2 3 2 1 2
*% 1% 1% 1% *0%

1 1 - - 2
*U *0 *0

2 - - 2 -
*U 1%

1 - - - 1
*% *%
20 25 11 11 23
5% 4% 6% 6% 4%

2 - 1 - 1
*% 1% *%
54 89 38 32 72

12% 16% 21% 18%  11%
K K

2 2 - 1 3
*% *0% 1% *0%

3 1 1 2 1
1% *0 1% 1% *0
16 23 10 8 21

4%

4%

6%

4%

3%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
305 48 52 100
44% 40% 33% 36%
NO
2 2 1 3
*0% 2% 1% 1%
1 1 - 1
*0 1% *U
- 1 1 2
1% 1% 1%
1 - - -
*%
24 7 12 19
3% 6% 8% 7%
1 L
2 - - -
*%
89 17 34 51
13% 14% 21%  18%
L L
3 - 1 1
*0% 1% *%
1 2 1 3
*0 2% 1% 1%
19 6 10 16

3%

5%

6%

6%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

154
42%

*%

18
5%

1%

49
13%

1%

*%

10
3%

202
39%

1%

%

24
5%

78
15%

1%

21
4%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

38%

2%

1%

37
19%

1%

13
7%

338
42%

1%

*%

*%

*%

40
5%

*%

104
13%

*%

*%

26
3%

137
35%

*%

*%

*%

13
3%

*%

68
17%

*%

1%

22
6%

257
45%

1%

*%

*%

31
5%

*%

71
12%

1%

*%

16
3%



Table Q6D
Jul. 2, 2008
(Continued)
Tulsa - June 2008

6. [Rail or streetcar]

City Leaders

Geography Understand
Ethnicity/Race Lived My Needs
Mid-  Gender Age Income in Tulsa
town Afr. A_A.+ Dis-

TOTAL North East South West /DT Male Female <35 35-44 45+ White Amer Other Other $50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

16 2 2 - - - - 1 1 - 1 1 - 1 1 2 - 2 1 1 2 -

*% 1% *% >0 1% *U 1% 1% 1% *% 1% *% 1%
17 2 2 - - - - 1 1 - - 2 1 1 - 1 1 1 - 2 - 1
*0 1% *% >0 >0 *% 1% *% *% *% *0 *0
19 1 1 - - - - 1 - - 1 - 1 - - - - 1 - 1 - 1
*% *% *% 1% >0 *% *0 *%
20 98 24 18 28 10 18 37 61 22 11 65 59 13 23 36 23 68 26 70 46 48
10% 11% 9% 11% 8% 9% 9% 11%  12% 6%  10% 9% 11% 14% 13% 6% 13% 13% 9% 12% 8%

J i L 1 P s u
25 81 16 18 19 6 22 33 48 11 11 58 61 5 9 14 32 43 10 71 34 45
8% 7% 9% 7% 5% 11% 8% 8% 6% 6% 9% 9% 4% 6% 5% 9% 8% 5% 9% 9% 8%

E MO R
30 31 5 8 12 1 5 17 14 2 8 21 24 2 4 6 16 12 4 27 14 16
3% 2% 4% 5% 1% 3% 4% 2% 1% 4% 3% 3% 2% 3% 2% 4% 2% 2% 3% 4% 3%
E E i 1

33 2 1 - - - 1 - 2 - 1 1 2 - - - 1 1 2 - 2 -

*% *% 1% > 1% *U% *U% *% *% 1% 1%
34 1 1 - - - - 1 - - - 1 1 - - - 1 - - 1 1 -

*% *% *% *U *U *% *% *%
35 2 1 - - - 1 1 1 1 - 1 1 1 - 1 - 1 1 1 1 1
*% *% 1%  *% *U 1% *U *% 1% *% *% 1% *% *% *%
39 1 - - - - 1 - 1 - - 1 1 - - - 1 - - 1 - 1
*% 1% >0 >0 >0 *% *% *0
40 21 2 6 4 3 6 10 11 2 3 16 17 1 3 4 9 9 5 16 9 11
2% 1% 3% 2% 2% 3% 2% 2% 1% 2% 3% 2% 1% 2% 1% 2% 2% 3% 2% 2% 2%
45 4 2 1 1 - - 2 2 1 - 3 1 1 - 1 3 1 - 3 - 4
*% 1% *% >0 *% >0 1% >0 *% 1% *% 1% *% *% 1%
50 62 14 8 18 10 12 28 34 8 7 47 44 10 5 15 26 31 11 51 21 38
6% 6% 4% 7% 8% 6% 6% 6% 4% 4% 7% 6% 8% 3% 5% 7% 6% 6% 6% 5% 7%

J n n

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.



Table Q6D
Jul. 2, 2008
(Continued)

6. [Rail or streetcar]

Tulsa - June 2008

City Leaders

Geography Understand
Ethnicity/Race Lived My Needs
Mid-  Gender Age Income in Tulsa
town Afr. A_A.+ Dis-
TOTAL North East South West /DT Male Female <35 35-44 45+ White Amer Other Other $50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree
AW G © O 6 & O H @O GO & O m O O B O & 6 O W
55 1 1 - - - - - 1 1 - - - - 1 1 - 1 1 - - 1
*% *% *% 1% 1% *% *% 1% *%
60 2 - - 1 1 - 1 1 - - 2 2 - - - 1 1 - 2 1 1
*% *0% 1% *% *0% *0% *0% *% *% *% *% *%
75 7 3 1 1 2 - 4 3 1 3 3 4 1 - 1 5 2 - 7 2 5
1% 1% *% *0% 2% 1% 1% 1% 2% *0% 1% 1% *% 1% *% 1% 1% 1%
80 1 - - - - 1 - 1 - - 1 1 - - - - - - 1 1 -
*U 1% *0 *0 *0 *U *U
85 1 - - - - 1 - 1 - - - 1 - - - 1 - - 1 - 1
*U 1% *0 *0 *U *0 *U
90 5 - - 1 - 4 2 3 - 1 4 4 - 1 1 2 3 - 5 1 4
*U *0 2% *U 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% *U 1% 1% 1% *U 1%
100 16 3 3 1 2 7 6 10 2 3 11 14 1 - 1 6 8 2 14 7 9
2% 1% 1% %o 2% 4% 1% 2% 1% 2% 2% 2% 1% *% 2% 2% 1% 2% 2% 2%
D 0
MEAN 14.58 14.69 13.0 13.36 13.6 18.2 14.3 14.80 12.77 13.50 15.41 14.97 13.2 12.05 12.57 15.65 14.43 13.58 14.87 15.36 14.29
CDe no
STANDARD DEVIATION  10.00 10.00 10.0 10.00 5.00 10.0 10.0 10.00 10.00 10.00 10.00 10.00 10.0 10.00 10.00 10.00 10.00 10.00 10.00 10.00 5.00

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.



Table Q6E
Jul. 2, 2008

6. [Buses]
Geography
Mid-
town
TOTAL North East South West /DT
W G © O & 6
TOTAL 1003 216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100 100
100 22 20 26 13 20
0 440 92 93 109 57 89
44% 43% 46% 42% 45% 45%
1 4 1 - 2 1 -
*% *% 1% 1%
2 2 1 - - 1 -
*U *U 1%
3 2 - - 1 1 -
*U *0 1%
4 1 - - - 1 -
*% 1%
5 59 14 7 18 4 16
6% 6% 3% ™% 3% 8%
ce CE
6 1 - - - - 1
*% 1%
7 1 1 - - - -
*% *%
8 2 1 1 - - -
*% *% *%
10 186 29 35 58 25 39
19% 13% 17% 22% 20% 20%
B b
11 1 - - - - 1

*%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
193 247 63 70 302
44% 43% 35% 39% 47%
1J
- 4 1 - 3
1% 1% *0%
1 1 - - 2
*U *0 *0
1 1 - 1 1
*U *0 1% *0
- 1 - - 1
*% *%
23 36 11 13 34
5% 6% 6% 7% 5%
1 - 1 - -
*% 1%
- 1 - - 1
*0p *0
- 2 - 1 1
*0% 1% *0%
79 107 44 39 101
18% 19% 25% 22% 16%
K k
1 - - - 1

*%

*%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
336 43 47 90
49% 36% 30% 32%
MNO
2 1 - 1
*0% 1% *%
1 1 - 1
*0 1% *U
1 - 1 1
*0 1% *U
- 1 - 1
1% *0
37 10 9 19
5% 8% 6% 7%
1 - - -
*%
1 - - -
*%
- - 1 1
1% *%
124 18 39 57
18% 15% 25% 20%
M
1 - - -

*%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

173
47%

*%

1%

*%

27
%

*%

69
19%

*%

202
39%

*%

*%

*%

28
5%

*%

*%

97
19%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

34%

3%

1%

49
25%

371
46%

1%

*%

*%

*%

52
7%

*%

*%

136
17%

*%

147
38%

1%

21
5%

*%

*%

94
24%

275
48%

*%

*%

*%

*%

36
6%

*%

*%

85
15%

*%



Table Q6E
Jul. 2, 2008
(Continued)

6. [Buses]

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

22

25

30

33

Geography

TOTAL North East South

54
5%

*%

*%

*%

*%

86
9%

*%

70
7%

13
1%

*%

20
9%

*%

14
6%

1%

12
6%

17
8%

16
8%

2%

3%

*%

*%

22
9%

16
6%

*%

Mid-
town
West /DT
® &
- 1
1%

- 2
1%

10 8
8% 4%
- 1
1%

11 16
9% 8%
11 13
9% 7%
2 2
2% 1%
- 1

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

1%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
- 4 - - 4
1% 1%
4 1 - 2 3
1% *0% 1% *0%
2 - - 1 1
*% 1% *0%
25 29 13 8 33
6% 5% 7% 4% 5%
2 1 - 1 2
*U *0 1% *0
1 - - - 1
*% *%
- 2 - - 2
*% *%
2 - - 1 1
*% 1% *%
41 45 24 18 44
9% 8% 13%  10% 7%

K

1 - - 1 -

*% 1%
31 39 10 13 47
7% 7% 6% 7% 7%
6 7 3 5 5
1% 1% 2% 3% 1%
- 1 - - 1

*%

*%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
1 1 2 3
*% 1% 1% 1%
3 - 1 1
*0% 1% *%
1 1 - 1
*0% 1% *%
34 9 10 19
5% 7% 6% 7%
1 1 1 2
*0 1% 1% 1%
1 - - -
*%
1 1 - 1
*% 1% *
2 - - -
*%
46 12 22 34
7% 10% @ 14% @ 12%
L L
- 1 - 1
1% *%
45 9 14 23
7% 7% 9% 8%
9 2 2 4
1% 2% 1% 1%
1 - - -

*%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

14
4%

*%

*%

24
%

28
8%

1%

*%

*%

*%

58
11%

*%

36
%

1%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

1%

13
7%

1%

25
13%

14
%

3%

1%

41
5%

*%

*%

*%

*%

59
%

*%

56
%

1%

22
6%

1%

*%

36
9%

29
%

1%

*%

31
5%

*%

*%

49
9%

*%

36
6%

1%



Table Q6E
Jul. 2, 2008
(Continued)

6. [Buses]

35

40

50

60

70

75

80

90

93

100

MEAN

STANDARD DEVIATION

Geography

TOTAL North East South

14
1%

30
3%

1

*%

2

*%

2

*%

1

*%

1
*%

1
*%

7
1%

10.59

5.00

® ©

- 1

*0

3 3

% 1%

1 5

5% 2%
EF

1 -
*0h

- 1

*0h

- 3

1%

10.94 11.4

6.00 9.00

1%

11
4%
EF

*%

*%

3
1%

Mid-
town
West /DT
® &
2 3
2% 2%
1 2
1% 1%
- 1
1%
- 2
1%
1 -
1%
- 1

1%

Gender Age

Male Female <35 35-44

1%

12
3%

*%

*%

*%

2
*%

10.96 9.34 9.76 10.1

5.00 5.00 5.00 5.00

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Independent T-Test for Means,

Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

(OO
1 - -
*Y
11 1 -
2% 1%
9
18 4 6

3% 2% 3%

1 - -
>0

1 - -
*%

1 - -
*%

1 - -
*U

1 1 -
*U 1%

5 2 -
1% 1%

10.96 11.52 10.10

5.00 10.00 10.00

Independent Z-Test for Percentages

1%

10.43

5.00

Ethnicity/Race

Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other

8 3 3
1% 2% 2%

3% 4% 3%

- - 1

1%

2 - -
*%

1 - -
*%

1 - -
*%

- 1 -

1%

- - 1

1%

4 1 1

1% 1% 1%

9.50 12.7 13.03 12.
L L

5.00 10.0 10.00 10.

6
2%

3%

*%

*%

*%

1%

90

00

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

1%

2%

*%

*%

*%

*%

*%

1
*%

10
2%

20
4%

*%

*%

1
*%

4
1%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

1%

4
2%

9.27 11.87 13.38

P

S

5.00 10.00 10.00

12
2%

26
3%

1

*%

1

*%

2

*%

1

*%

1
*%

1
*%

3
*%

9.93

5.00

3
1%

10.93

10.00

1%

21
4%

*%

*%

*%

*%

*%

*%

*%

10.06



Table Q6F
Jul. 2, 2008

6. [Sidewalks, bikepaths or trails]

Geography

TOTAL North East South

»
TOTAL 1003
100
100
0 514
51%
1 2
*%
2 2
*%
3 1
*%
4 3
*%
5 55
5%
7 3
*%
8 1
*%
9 1
*%
10 125
12%
12 5

*%

125
58%
DeF

1%

4%

*%

*%

28
13%

*%

111
55%

*%

3%

19
9%

1%

121
47%

1%

19
7%
bC

*%

41
16%
Ccf

West

48%

1%

™%

1%

16
13%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Mid-
town
/DT

48%

1%

13
%

1%

21
11%

1%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
223 291 71 76 361
51% 51% 40% 42% 57%
1J
- 2 - 1 1
*0% 1% *0%
2 - - 1 1
*U 1% *0
- 1 1 - -
*0 1%
- 3 1 - 2
1% 1% *%
24 31 12 10 32
6% 5% 7% 6% 5%
1 2 1 - 2
*% *% 1% *%
- 1 - - 1
*0p *0
- 1 - - 1
*0% *0%
63 62 30 24 71
15% 11% 17% 13% 11%
h k
2 3 - 1 4

*%

1%

1%

1%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
369 62 64 126
54% 51% 40% 45%
NO n
1 1 - 1
*0% 1% *%
1 - 1 1
*0 1% *U
- 1 - 1
1% *U
1 - 1 1
*% 1% *0
38 6 7 13
6% 5% 4% 5%
2 - - -
*%
1 - - -
*%
1 - - -
*0%
75 15 32 47
11% 12% 20% 17%
Lm L
3 - 1 1

*%

*%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

184
50%

*%

*%

*%

26
%

1%

38
10%

1%

264
51%

*%

*%

*%

*%

22
4%

*%

*%

*%

78
15%

1%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

41%

1%

1%

10
5%

1%

27
14%

429
54%

*%

*%

*%

*%

44
6%

*%

*%

*%

96
12%

1%

172
44%

*%

1%

19
5%

*%

63
16%

1%

319
55%

*%

*%

*%

*%

34
6%

*%

*%

*%

59
10%

*%



Table Q6F
Jul. 2, 2008
(Continued)

6. [Sidewalks, bikepaths or trails]

Geography

Mid-
town

TOTAL North East South West /DT

®» G © O

13 5 2 2 -
* 1% 1%

14 1 - - -
*0h

15 54 13 9 13

5% 6% 4% 5%

16 1 1 - -
*% *%

18 2 2 - -
*% 1%

20 76 11 18 20

8% 5% 9% 8%

21 1 - - -
*%

22 1 - 1 -
*% *%

23 1 - - -
*%

25 61 9 15 14

6% 4% % 5%

30 20 2 5 6
2% 1% 2% 2%

34 1 - - -

*%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

®

1%

7%

5%

6%

3%

™

1
1%

10
5%

21
11%
BE

1%

1%

15
8%

2%

1%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
3 2 - - 5
1% *% 1%
1 - - 1 -
*% 1%
25 29 16 14 24
6% 5% 9% 8% 4%
K k
- 1 - - 1
*0 *0
1 1 - 1 1
*U *0 1% *0
28 48 17 16 43
6% 8%  10% 9% 7%
1 - - - 1
*% *%
- 1 - - 1
*0p *0
1 - - 1 -
*% 1%
19 42 10 14 36
4% 7% 6% 8% 6%
G
13 7 4 5 11
3% 1% 2% 3% 2%
h
- 1 - - 1

*%

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

*%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
1 2 1 3
*% 2% 1% 1%
- - 1 1
1% *%
34 6 13 19
5% 5% 8% 7%
- 1 - 1
1% *U
- 1 1 2
1% 1% 1%
47 10 15 25
7% 8% 9% 9%
1 - - -

*%

- - 1 1
1% *0
- - 1 1
1% *0
47 6 7 13
7% 5% 4% 5%
13 3 4 7
2% 2% 3% 3%
1 - - -

*%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

20
5%

33
9%

*%

24
%

2%

*%

26
5%

*%

*%

34
%

*%

30
6%

13
3%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

1%

13
7%

1%

25
13%

1%

11
6%

2%

1%

40
5%

*%

*%

51
6%

*%

*%

49

6%

16
2%

21
5%

*%

*%

39
10%

27
%

2%

*%

*%

35
6%

*%

*%

*%

30

5%

13
2%



Table Q6F
Jul. 2, 2008
(Continued)

6. [Sidewalks, bikepaths or trails]

Tulsa - June 2008

City Leaders

Geography Understand
Ethnicity/Race Lived My Needs
Mid-  Gender Age Income in Tulsa
town Afr. A_A.+ Dis-
TOTAL North East South West /DT Male Female <35 35-44 45+ White Amer Other Other $50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree
AW G © O 6 & O H @O GO & O m O O B O & 6 O W
35 6 2 1 1 - 2 2 4 1 2 3 3 1 2 3 1 4 1 5 4 2
1% 1%  *% *% 1%  *% 1% 1% 1% *% *% 1% 1% 1% *0 1% 1% 1% 1% *0%
37 1 - 1 - - - 1 - - 1 - 1 - - - - 1 - 1 - 1
*% *% *% 1% *0% *% *% *%
40 17 3 4 4 2 4 7 10 4 2 11 13 2 1 3 6 10 5 12 8 9
2% 1% 2% 2% 2% 2% 2% 2% 2% 1% 2% 2% 2% 1% 1% 2% 2% 3% 2% 2% 2%
41 1 - - 1 - - 1 - - - 1 1 - - - 1 - - 1 1 -
*U *0 *U *0 *0 *U *U *U
45 3 - - 2 1 - - 3 - 1 2 3 - - - 1 1 - 3 1 2
*U 1% 1% 1% 1% *0 *0 *U *U *0 *U *U
50 27 3 5 8 7 4 8 19 9 6 12 19 2 6 8 12 12 8 19 11 14
3% 1% 2% 3% 5% 2% 2% 3% 5% 3% 2% 3% 2% 4% 3% 3% 2% 4% 2% 3% 2%
b k
60 1 - 1 - - - - 1 1 - - - 1 - 1 - 1 1 - - 1
*0% *% *% 1% 1% *0% *0 1% *%
70 1 - - 1 - - 1 - - - - 1 - - - - - - 1 1 -
*0% *% *0 *% *0% *0%
75 2 - - - 2 - 2 - - - 2 2 - - - 1 1 - 2 - 2
*0% 2% *0% *% *% *0 *0 *0% *0
80 2 - - 2 - - 2 - - 1 1 1 1 - 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
*% 1% *% 1% *0% *0% 1% *% *% *% 1% *% *% *%
100 6 1 1 2 - 2 3 3 - 2 4 6 - - - 3 1 2 4 2 4
1% *% *% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% *% 1% 1% 1% 1%
MEAN 9.79 7.27 9.69 10.86 11.2 10.4 9.70 9.87 11.40 12.23 8.64 9.89 9.33 10.46 9.97 10.36 9.34 12.80 9.12 11.05 9.05
b B B B K K S u
STANDARD DEVIATION 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.00 5.00 5.00 0.00 0.00 10.00 10.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 10.00 5.00 0.50 0.00 10.00 0.00 7.00 0.00

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent T-Test for Means,
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent Z-Test for Percentages



Table Q7
Jul. 2, 2008

7. How do you usually get around in Tulsa?

Geography

TOTAL North East South

Q)
TOTAL 1003
100
100
Car 929
93%
Bus 27
3%
Walk/ bike 23
2%
Dial a Ride Van 4
*%
Taxi 1
*%
Other 19

2%

186
86%

14
6%
CdF

4%
DF

*%

3%

188
93%

1%

3%

1%

1%

245
95%

3%

1%

1%

West

122
95%

2%

3%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Mid-
town
/DT

188
94%

2%

2%

1%

1%

2%

Gender Age

Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© H @M G
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
397 532 164 157 599
91% 93% 92% 87% 94%
J

12 15 3 10 14
3% 3% 2% 6% 2%

1k
12 11 8 11 4
3% 2% 4% 6% 1%
K K

2 2 1 1 2
*% *% 1% 1% *%
- 1 _ _ 1
*0 *0f

11 8 2 1 16
3% 1% 1% 1% 3%
J

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
646 107 143 250
94% 88% 90% 89%
mnO
9 10 7 17
1% 8% 4% 6%
L 1 L
13 3 5 8
2% 2% 3% 3%
3 - 1 1
*% 1% *%
1 - - -
*%
14 1 3 4

2%

1%

2%

1%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

356
97%

1%

1%

2%

465
90%

22
4%

17
3%

1%

*%

11
2%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

1%

750
94%

14
2%

14
2%

*%

*%

17
2%

359
92%

11
3%

2%

*%

*%

2%

533
93%

15
3%

14
2%

1%

10
2%



Table Q8
Jul. 2, 2008

8. What other ways would you like to be able to get around Tulsa?

TOTAL

Rail or streetcar

Bus

Walk/Bike

Dial a Ride Van

Taxi

Car

Other

DON™T KNOW

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent T-Test for Means,

Geography

Mid-
town

TOTAL North East South West /DT

37
4%

80
8%

73
7%

94
44%

99
46%
cd

69
32%

29
13%

20
9%

19
9%
CDEF

16
7%

16
7%

91
45%

74
37%

74
37%

20
10%

18
9%

2%

19
9%

18
9%
e

108
42%

97
38%

93
36%

26
10%

13
5%

3%

21
8%

22
9%
e

65
51%

48
38%

47
37%

16
13%

14

11%

2%

5%

4%

104
52%
bD

79
40%

90
45%
BcD

27
14%

18
9%

2%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
197 265 78 74 305
45% 47% 44% 41% 48%
161 236 74 64 253
37% 41% 42% 36% 40%
173 200 83 82 204
40% 35% 47% 46% 32%

K K
41 77 24 18 75
9% 14%  13%  10%  12%
G
25 58 20 15 47
6% 10%  11% 8% 7%
G
16 21 7 11 19
4% 4% 4% 6% 3%
44 36 16 15 49
10% 6% 9% 8% 8%
H

30 43 6 8 59
7% 8% 3% 4% 9%
1J

Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent Z-Test for Percentages

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
319 63 59 122
47% 52% 37% 44%
N N
250 56 75 131
36% 46% 47% 47%
L L L
256 32 72 104
37% 26% 45% 37%
M 1Mo M
73 19 19 38
11% 16%  12%  14%
48 15 15 30
7% 12% 9%  11%
1 1
16 9 11 20
2% 7% 7% 7%
L L L
53 9 11 20
8% 7% 7% 7%
61 6 5 11
9% 5% 3% 4%
mNO

Tulsa - June 2008

Income

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

191
52%

123
33%

154
42%

25
%

19
5%

1%

29
8%

30
8%

230
44%

237
46%

178
34%

85
16%

53
10%

28
5%

40
8%

31
6%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

75
39%

92
47%

81
42%

23
12%

15
8%

14
%

16
8%

3%

384
48%

303
38%

285
36%

94
12%

65
8%

21
3%

64
8%

67
8%

178
46%

160
41%

144
37%

53
14%

34
9%

15
4%

28
7%

32
8%

270
47%

221
38%

212
37%

59
10%

43
7%

20
3%

50
9%

41
%



Table Q9
Jul. 2, 2008

9. How satisfied are you with the transportation

Geography

choices you currently have?

TOTAL North

@ ®
TOTAL 1003 216
100 100
100 22
Very satisfied 303 58
30%  27%
Somewhat satisfied 435 101
43%  AT7%
Not satisfied 257 57
26%  26%
DON"T KNOW 8 -
1%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

East South West

66
33%

79
39%

53
26%

2%

90
35%
bF

111
43%

55
21%

1%

38
30%

55

43%

35
27%

89
45%

57
29%

1%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
124 179 61 59 181
29% 31% 34% 33% 28%
199 236 74 75 282
46% 41% 42% 42% 44%
110 147 42 46 166
25% 26% 24% 26% 26%
1 7 1 - 7
*U 1% 1% 1%
g

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
201 34 58 92
29% 28% 36% 33%

1

299 56 65 121
44% 46% 41% 43%
180 31 34 65
26% 26% 21% 23%
6 - 2 2
1% 1% 1%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

103
28%

164
45%

98
27%

1%

151
29%

227
44%

139
27%

%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

68
35%

81
42%

42
22%

2%

231
29%

349
44%

213
27%

1%

135
35%

172
44%

80
21%

1%

157
27%

247
43%

167
29%

1%



Table Q10
Jul. 2, 2008

10. Do you feel that new development should be mainly
exists or a mix of both?

TOTAL

Mostly New Vacant

Mostly already

developed

Both

TOTAL North

181
18%

741
74%

Geography
Mid-
town
East South West /DT
® © O & &
216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100
22 20 26 13 20
28 13 22 7 11
13% 6% 9% 5% 6%

CEF

36 38 38 24 45
17% 19% 15% 19% 23%
D
152 151 198 97 143
70%  75% T7% 76% 72%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

located in new vacant areas or in areas where development already

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (GO O BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
33 48 9 17 53
8% 8% 5% 9% 8%
i
79 102 30 31 120
18% 18% 17% 17% 19%
322 419 139 132 463
74% 74% 78% 73% 73%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A.A_+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
43 16 20 36
6% 13% 13% 13%
L L L
137 16 23 39
20% 13% 14% 14%

MnO

506 89 116 205
74% 74% 73% 73%

Tulsa - June 2008

Income

Lived

in Tulsa

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

$50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

22
6%

66
18%

280
76%

47
9%

92
18%

380
73%

17
9%

27
14%

150
7%

63
8%

153
19%

582
73%

28
%

61
16%

300
7%

50
9%

112
19%

413
2%



Table Q11_SUM1
Jul. 2, 2008

11. Too Little (1) Summary Table

TOTAL

North Tulsa

West Tulsa

East Tulsa

Downtown

Midtown Tulsa

South Tulsa

TOTAL North

Geography
Mid-
town
East South West /DT
® © O & &
216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100
22 20 26 13 20
197 160 207 105 164
91% 79% 80% 82% 82%
CDEF

150 117 156 99 126
69% 58% 60% 77% 63%

Ccbh CDF
81 112 107 36 94
38% 55% 41% 28% 47%
e BDEF E BE
66 58 75 36 76
31% 29% 29% 28% 38%
CDe
52 b1 38 18 65
24% 25% 15% 14% 33%
DE DE bDE
12 12 47 11 11
6% 6% 18% 9% 6%

BCEF

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Independent T-Test for Means,

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
343 490 146 153 526
79% 86% 82% 85% 83%
G
272 376 99 103 440
63% 66% 56% 57% 69%
1J
177 253 73 79 272
41% 44% 41% 44% 43%
122 189 71 53 185
28% 33% 40% 29%  29%
g JK
89 135 40 41 140
21% 24%  22%  23%  22%
54 39 20 18 54
12% 7% 11%  10% 8%
H

Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent Z-Test for Percentages

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
566 117 119 236
83% 97% 75% 84%
N LNO N
453 86 86 172
66% 71% 54% 61%
N No
308 50 59 109
45% 41% 37% 39%
no
211 46 43 89
31% 38% 27%  32%
n
146 35 34 69
21% 29% 21%  25%
1
62 6 20 26
9% 5%  13% 9%
m M m

Tulsa - June 2008

Income

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

308
84%

242
66%

174
47%

111
30%

70
19%

36
10%

435
84%

334
64%

203
39%

162
31%

123
24%

41
8%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

152
78%

88
45%

76
39%

65
34%

45
23%

27
14%

675
85%

551
69%

348
44%

244
31%

174
22%

64
8%

313
80%

242
62%

170
44%

141
36%

87
22%

32
8%

489
85%

382
66%

247
43%

156
27%

128
22%

58
10%



Table Q11_SUM2
Jul. 2, 2008

11. Too Much (2) Summary Table

TOTAL

South Tulsa

Downtown

Midtown Tulsa

East Tulsa

North Tulsa

West Tulsa

TOTAL

43
4%

34
3%

Geography

North East South

150
69%
CDEF

64
30%

32
15%

24
11%
CF

3%

4%

107
53%
Df
63
31%

23
11%

4%

12

6%

3%

51
20%

7
30%

43
17%

18
7%
f

10
4%

12
5%

West

75
59%
DF

30
23%

22
17%

23
18%
bCDF

6%

2%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Independent T-Test for Means,

Mid-
town
/DT

89
45%

39
20%

10

5%

4%

3%

3%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
196 276 80 82 307
45% 49% 45% 46% 48%
142 131 33 45 192
33% 23% 19% 25% 30%
H 1
70 60 26 27 75
16% 11% 15% 15% 12%
H
34 46 18 14 48
8% 8%  10% 8% 8%
28 15 12 4 26
6% 3% 7% 2% 4%
H J
14 20 12 9 13
3% 4% 7% 5% 2%
K k

Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent Z-Test for Percentages

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
303 87 67 154
44% 72% 42% 55%
LNO LN
187 29 44 73
27% 24% 28% 26%
80 15 28 43
12% 12% 18% 15%

1

42 8 26 34
6% 7% 16%  12%
LM Lm
29 1 13 14
4% 1% 8% 5%
M M M
16 3 13 16
2% 2% 8% 6%
LM L

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

153
42%

106
29%

51
14%

18
5%

11
3%

1%

279
54%

131
25%

62
12%

52
10%

24
5%

26
5%
P

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

70
36%

43
22%

26
13%

19
10%

11
6%

17
9%
S

394
49%

227
28%

102
13%

59
7%

28
4%

17
2%

144
37%

63
16%

33
8%

24
6%

18
5%

11
3%

315
55%

203
35%

94
16%

52
9%

25
4%

21
4%



Table Q11_SUM3
Jul. 2, 2008

11. Just Right (3) Summary Table

TOTAL

Midtown Tulsa

East Tulsa

South Tulsa

Downtown

West Tulsa

North Tulsa

TOTAL North

Geography
Mid-
town
East South West /DT
® © O & &
216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100
22 20 26 13 20
132 128 177 88 124
61% 63% 69% 69% 62%
b
111 82 133 69 98
51% 41% 52% 54% 49%
c C c c
54 83 160 42 99
25% 41% 62% 33% 50%
B BCEF BcE
86 81 106 62 84
40% 40%  41% 48% 42%
58 79 90 27 67
27% 39%  35% 21% 34%
BE bE E
12 30 41 15 29
6% 15% 16% 12% 15%
B B b B

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
275 374 112 112 421
63% 66% 63% 62% 66%
223 270 87 87 316
51% 47% 49% 48% 50%
184 254 78 80 275
42% 45% 44% 44% 43%
170 249 74 82 259
39% 44%  42%  46%  41%
148 173 67 68 183
34% 30% 38% 38% 29%
K K
63 64 20 23 84
15% 11% 11% 13% 13%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
460 71 97 168
67% 59% 61% 60%

mO
336 63 74 137
49% 52% 47% 49%
321 28 72 100
47% 23% 45% 36%
MO MO M
288 46 72 118
42% 38%  45%  42%
217 32 60 92
32% 26% 38%  33%
M

91 3 27 30
13% 2% 17%  11%
M Mo M

Tulsa - June 2008

Income

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

247
67%

176
48%

179
49%

151
41%

121
33%

49
13%

334
64%

264
51%

199
38%

226
44%

159
31%

60
12%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

123
63%

99
51%

97
50%

86
44%

89
46%

31
16%

522
65%

391
49%

340
43%

327
41%

230
29%

95
12%

269
69%

195
50%

213
55%

185
48%

136
35%

58
15%

353
61%

276
48%

202
35%

216
38%

172
30%

61
11%



Table Q11A
Jul. 2, 2008

11. [South Tulsa]

TOTAL

Too Little

Too Much

Just Right

Geography

TOTAL North East South

1003
100
100

93
9%

472
47%

438
44%

12 12 47
6% 6% 18%
BCEF

150 107 51
69% 53% 20%
CDEF Df

54 83 160
25% 41%  62%
B BCEF

West

11
9%

75
59%
DF

42
33%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Independent T-Test for Means,

Mid-
town
/DT

11
6%

89
45%

99
50%
BcE

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
) (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100

43 57 18 18 63

54 39 20 18 54
12% 7% 11% 10% 8%

H

196 276 80 82 307
45% 49% 45% 46% 48%
184 254 78 80 275
42% 45% 44% 44% 43%

Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent Z-Test for Percentages

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
62 6 20 26
9% 5% 13% 9%
m M m
303 87 67 154
44% 72% 42% 55%
LNO LN
321 28 72 100
47% 23% 45% 36%
MO MO M

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

$50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

36
10%

153
42%

179
49%
Q

41
8%

279
54%

199
38%

27
14%

70
36%

97
50%

64
8%

394
49%

340
43%

32
8%

144
37%

213
55%

58
10%

315
55%

202
35%



Table Q11B
Jul. 2, 2008

11. [North Tulsa]

TOTAL

Too Little

Too Much

Just Right

TOTAL North

1003
100
100

833
83%

43
4%

127
13%

Geography
Mid-
town
East South West /DT
® © O & &
216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100
22 20 26 13 20
197 160 207 105 164
91% 79% 80% 82% 82%

CDEF

7 12 10 8 6
3% 6% 4% 6% 3%
12 30 41 15 29
6% 15% 16% 12% 15%
B B b B

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Independent T-Test for Means,

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100

43 57 18 18 63
343 490 146 153 526
79% 86% 82% 85% 83%

G
28 15 12 4 26
6% 3% 7% 2% 4%
H J

63 64 20 23 84
15% 11% 11% 13% 13%

Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent Z-Test for Percentages

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
566 117 119 236
83% 97% 75% 84%
N LNO N
29 1 13 14
4% 1% 8% 5%
M M M
91 3 27 30
13% 2% 17% 11%
M Mo M

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

308
84%

11
3%

49
13%

435
84%

24
5%

60
12%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

152
78%

11
6%

31
16%

675
85%

28
4%

95
12%

313
80%

18
5%

58
15%

489
85%

25
4%

61
11%



Table Q11C
Jul. 2, 2008

11. [East Tulsa]

TOTAL

Too Little

Too Much

Just Right

TOTAL North

493
49%

Geography

Mid-
town
East South West /DT
® © O & &
216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100
22 20 26 13 20
81 112 107 36 94
38% 55% 41% 28% 47%
e BDEF E BE
24 8 18 23 7
11% 4% 7% 18% 4%

CF f bCDF
111 82 133 69 98
51% 41% 52% 54% 49%
c C c c

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
177 253 73 79 272
41% 44% 41% 44% 43%
34 46 18 14 48
8% 8% 10% 8% 8%
223 270 87 87 316
51% 47% 49% 48% 50%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
308 50 59 109
45% 41% 37% 39%

no

42 8 26 34
6% 7% 16% 12%
LM Lm
336 63 74 137
49% 52% 47% 49%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

$50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

174
47%

18
5%

176
48%

203
39%

52
10%

264
51%

76
39%

19
10%

99
51%

348
44%

59
7%

391
49%

170
44%

24
6%

195
50%

247
43%

52
9%

276
48%



Table Q11D
Jul. 2, 2008

11. [West Tulsa]

TOTAL

Too Little

Too Much

Just Right

TOTAL North

321
32%

Geography
Mid-
town
East South West /DT
® © O & &
216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100
22 20 26 13 20
150 117 156 99 126
69% 58% 60% 77% 63%
CcDh CDF
8 6 12 2 6
4% 3% 5% 2% 3%
e
58 79 90 27 67
27% 39% 35% 21% 34%
BE bE E

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
272 376 99 103 440
63% 66% 56% 57% 69%
1J
14 20 12 9 13
3% 4% 7% 5% 2%
K k
148 173 67 68 183
34% 30% 38% 38% 29%
K K

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
453 86 86 172
66% 71% 54% 61%

N No

16 3 13 16
2% 2% 8% 6%
LM L
217 32 60 92
32% 26% 38%  33%

M

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

242
66%

1%

121
33%

334
64%

26
5%

159
31%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

88
45%

17
9%

89
46%

551
69%

17
2%

230
29%

242
62%

11
3%

136
35%

382
66%

21
4%

172
30%



Table Q11E
Jul. 2, 2008

11. [Downtown]

Geography
Mid-
town
TOTAL North East South West /DT
W G © O & 6
TOTAL 1003 216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100 100
100 22 20 26 13 20
Too Little 311 66 58 75 36 76
31% 31% 29% 29% 28% 38%
CDe
Too Much 273 64 63 77 30 39
27% 30% 31% 30% 23% 20%
F F F
Just Right 419 86 81 106 62 84
42% 40% 40% 41% 48% 42%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
122 189 71 53 185
28% 33% 40% 29% 29%
g JK
142 131 33 45 192
33% 23% 19% 25% 30%
H 1
170 249 74 82 259
39% 44% 42% 46% 41%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
211 46 43 89
31% 38% 27% 32%

n

187 29 44 73
27% 24% 28% 26%
288 46 72 118
42% 38% 45% 42%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

111
30%

106
29%

151
41%

162
31%

131
25%

226
44%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

65
34%

43
22%

86
44%

244
31%

227
28%

327
41%

141
36%

63
16%

185
48%

156
27%

203
35%

216
38%



Table Q11F
Jul. 2, 2008

11. [Midtown Tulsa]

Geography
Mid-
town
TOTAL North East South West /DT
W G © O & 6
TOTAL 1003 216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100 100
100 22 20 26 13 20
Too Little 224 52 51 38 18 65
22% 24% 25% 15% 14% 33%
DE DE bDE
Too Much 130 32 23 43 22 10
13% 15% 11% 17% 17% 5%
F F F F
Just Right 649 132 128 177 88 124
65% 61% 63% 69% 69% 62%
b

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
89 135 40 41 140
21% 24% 22% 23% 22%
70 60 26 27 75
16% 11% 15% 15% 12%
H
275 374 112 112 421
63% 66% 63% 62%  66%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A.A_+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
146 35 34 69
21% 29% 21% 25%

1
80 15 28 43
12% 12% 18% 15%
1
460 71 97 168
67% 59% 61% 60%
mO

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

70
19%

51
14%

247
67%

123
24%

62
12%

334
64%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

45
23%

26
13%

123
63%

174
22%

102
13%

522
65%

87
22%

33
8%

269
69%

128
22%

94
16%

353
61%



Table Q12
Jul. 2, 2008

Tulsa - June 2008

12. Which ONE of the following parts of Tulsa should be THE MOST important priority area for attention and resources

for the future?

Geography
Ethnicity/Race

Mid-  Gender Age
town Afr. A.A_+
TOTAL North East South West /DT Male Female <35 35-44 45+ White Amer Other Other

TOTAL 1003 216 202 258 128 199 434 569 178 180 636 686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
100 22 20 26 13 20 43 57 18 18 63 68 12 16 28
South Tulsa 67 3 5 44 5 10 43 24 9 13 43 49 1 14 15
7% 1% 2% 17% 4% 5% 10% 4% 5% % % % 1% 9% 5%
BCEF B H M M M
North Tulsa 344 133 66 64 31 50 137 207 7 70 195 198 78 56 134
34% 62% 33% 25% 24% 25% 32% 36% 43% 39% 31% 29% 64% 35% 48%
CDEF def K K LNO LN
East Tulsa 82 4 52 12 4 10 40 42 11 17 53 60 5 15 20
8% 2% 26% 5% 3% 5% 9% % 6% 9% 8% 9% 4% 9% %

BDEF b b M m
West Tulsa 64 4 5 13 39 3 23 41 6 15 42 45 3 15 18
6% 2% 2% 5% 30% 2% 5% % 3% 8% % ™ 2% 9% 6%
bF BCDF I i M M m
Downtown 258 37 41 69 35 76 109 149 53 37 165 192 24 29 53
26% 17% 20%  27% 27% 38% 25% 26% 30% 21% 26% 28% 20% 18% 19%

B B BCDE J MNO

Midtown Tulsa 119 18 20 33 9 39 51 68 16 17 86 96 4 14 18
12% 8% 10%  13% 7% 20% 12% 12% 9% 9%  14% 14% 3% 9% 6%

e BCdE i MNO M
All Equally 42 13 8 11 4 6 18 24 5 7 30 27 5 9 14
4% 6% 4% 4% 3% 3% 4% 4% 3% 4% 5% 4% 4% 6% 5%
DON"T KNOW/NOT 27 4 5 12 1 5 13 14 1 4 22 19 1 7 8
APPLICABLE 3% 2% 2% 5% 1% 3% 3% 2% 1% 2% 3% 3% 1% 4% 3%

bE 1 m M

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Income

Lived

in Tulsa

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

$50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

38
10%

94
26%

22
6%

25
%

121
33%
Q

46
13%
13
4%

9
2%

22
4%

220
42%
P

42
8%

35
%

106
20%

57
11%

26

5%

11
2%

18
9%

79
41%
S

17
9%

10
5%

44
23%

12
6%

7

4%

7
4%

48
6%

260
33%

63
8%

54
7%

213
27%

106
13%
R

34
4%

20
3%

23
6%

109
28%

23
6%

18
5%

134
34%

50
13%

18

5%

14
4%

43
%

225
39%

55
10%

42
7%

117
20%

63
11%

22
4%

1%



Table Q13
Jul. 2, 2008

13. Regardless of what kind of home your family lives in now, do you think that at
immediate family might want to live in any of the following types of housing?

Geography

TOTAL North

Q)
TOTAL 1003
100
100
Single Family Home 801
80%
Rental apartment 136
14%
Duplex 129
13%
Town home 236
24%
Condominium 254
25%
DON"T KNOW/REFUSED/ 75
NONE 7%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Independent T-Test for Means,

172
80%

30
14%

28
13%

50
23%

51
24%

17
8%

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

156
7%

29
14%

27
13%

42
21%

42
21%

21
10%

38
15%
E

34
13%
E

59
23%

71
28%
(o3

13
5%

108
84%

10
8%

6%

28
22%

26
20%

6%

159
80%

29
15%

32
16%

57
29%

64
32%
bCE

16
8%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (GO O BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
349 452 137 154 502
80% 79% 7% 86% 79%
1K
52 84 41 22 72
12% 15% 23% 12% 11%
JK
41 88 33 22 72
9% 15% 19% 12% 11%
G JjK
101 135 60 36 139
23% 24%  34% 20% 22%
JK
107 147 41 48 162
25% 26% 23% 27%  25%
30 45 12 8 55
7% 8% 7% 4% 9%
J

Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Tulsa - June 2008

some point you or members of your

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
554 88 131 219
81% 73% 82% 78%

m m
85 24 26 50
12% 20% 16% 18%
1 L
78 23 26 49
11% 19% 16% 18%
L L
150 41 36 77
22% 34% 23%  28%
LN 1
161 47 36 83
23% 39% 23%  30%
LNo 1
53 10 9 19
8% 8% 6% 7%

Income

Lived

in Tulsa

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

$50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

314
85%

31
8%

34
9%

81
22%

93
25%

26
%

397
76%

93
18%

85
16%

130
25%

130
25%

37
%

158
81%

29
15%

22
11%

46
24%

45
23%

13
%

635
80%

105
13%

106
13%

188
24%

206
26%

61
8%

307
79%

66
17%

59
15%

100
26%

117
30%

29
7%

459
80%

66
11%

67
12%

132
23%

132
23%

42
7%



Table Q14A
Jul. 2, 2008

14. [Single Family Home]

TOTAL

Own Neighborhood

Somewhere else in

Tulsa

Both

Neither

DON®T KNOW

Geography

TOTAL North East South

435
43%

39
4%

1%

92
43%

22
10%

90

42%

4%

1%

79
39%

14
%

98
49%

11
5%

115
45%

24
9%

107
41%

10
4%

1%

West

63
49%

11
9%

50
39%

3%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Mid-
town
/DT

85
43%

16
8%

90

45%

3%

2%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
) (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
191 243 56 83 292
44% 43% 31% 46% 46%
1 1
44 43 17 20 50
10% 8% 10% 11% 8%
179 256 91 74 264
41% 45% 51% 41% 42%
JjK
18 21 14 3 22
4% 4% 8% 2% 3%
JK
2 6 - - 8
*% 1% 1%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
302 50 66 116
44% 41% 42% 41%
51 6 26 32
7% 5% 16% 11%
LM M
304 52 64 116
44% 43% 40% 41%
23 12 3 15
3% 10% 2% 5%
LN N
6 1 - 1
1% 1% *0

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

$50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

168
46%

23
6%

169
46%

2%

204
39%

56
11%

227
44%

28
5%

1%

76
39%

19
10%

88

45%

4%

2%

352
44%

66
8%

344
43%

31
4%

1%

180
46%

36
9%

159
41%

11
3%

1%

235
41%

50
9%

259
45%

27
5%

1%



Table Q14B
Jul. 2, 2008

14. [Rental apartment]

Geography

TOTAL North East South

Q)
TOTAL 1003
100
100
Own Neighborhood 103
10%
Somewhere else in 456
Tulsa 45%
Both 259
26%
Neither 170
17%
DON"T KNOW 15
1%

25
12%

95
44%

62
29%

30
14%

2%

14
%

79
39%

53
26%

52
26%
BDE

2%

29
11%

132
51%

64
25%

30
12%

1%

West

17
13%

61
48%

29
23%

20
16%

1%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Mid-
town
/DT

18
9%

89
45%

51
26%

38
19%

2%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
45 58 23 27 52
10% 10% 13% 15% 8%
k K
197 259 60 84 307
45% 46% 34% 47% 48%
1 1
100 159 64 40 154
23% 28% 36% 22% 24%
g JK
87 83 30 27 111
20% 15%  17%  15%  17%
H
5 10 1 2 12
1% 2% 1% 1%

2%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
53 15 27 42
8% 12% 17% 15%
L L
338 46 60 106
49% 38% 38% 38%

MNO
168 40 40 80
24% 33% 25% 29%
1

116 19 30 49
17% 16%  19%  18%
11 1 2 3
2% 1% 1% 1%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

27
7%

198
54%

83
23%

57
15%

1%

62
12%

206
40%

157
30%

88
17%

1%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

28
14%

69
36%

58
30%

36
19%

2%

75
9%

382
48%

196
25%

133
17%

12
2%

50
13%

177
46%

101
26%

58
15%

1%

49
9%

261
45%

152
26%

104
18%

2%



Table Q14C
Jul. 2, 2008

14. [Duplex]

Geography
Mid-
town
TOTAL North East South West /DT
W G © O & 6
TOTAL 1003 216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100 100
100 22 20 26 13 20
Own Neighborhood 167 39 26 46 26 30
17% 18% 13% 18% 20% 15%
c
Somewhere else in 370 72 73 109 50 66
Tulsa 37% 33% 36% 42% 39% 33%
BF
Both 306 72 61 68 31 74
31% 33% 30% 26% 24% 37%
de DE
Neither 148 31 39 34 20 24
15%  14% 19%  13% 16% 12%
dF
DON"T KNOW 12 2 3 1 1 5
1% 1% 1% *% 1% 3%
d

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
64 103 36 31 99
15% 18% 20% 17% 16%
178 192 46 67 252
41% 34% 26% 37% 40%
H 1 1
101 205 69 55 180
23% 36% 39% 31% 28%
G K
87 61 27 25 95
20% 11%  15%  14%  15%
H
4 8 - 2 10
1% 1% 1% 2%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A.A_+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
109 21 28 49
16% 17% 18% 18%
278 37 45 82
41% 31% 28% 29%

MNO
199 46 51 97
29% 38% 32%  35%
1 1
92 16 33 49
13% 13% 21% 18%
Lm

8 1 2 3
1% 1% 1% 1%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

44
12%

171
46%

112
30%

40
11%

*%

100
19%

155
30%

169
33%

91
18%

1%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

34
18%

54
28%

70
36%

35
18%

1%

133
17%

311
39%

233
29%

110
14%

11
1%

75
19%

138
35%

121
31%

53
14%

1%

86
15%

217
38%

178
31%

86
15%

1%



Table Q14D
Jul. 2, 2008

14. [Town home]

Geography
Mid-
town
TOTAL North East South West /DT
W G © O & 6
TOTAL 1003 216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100 100
100 22 20 26 13 20
Own Neighborhood 215 56 35 49 30 45
21% 26% 17% 19% 23% 23%

cd

Somewhere else in 295 63 53 88 39 52
Tulsa 29% 29% 26% 34% 30% 26%

cf
Both 365 71 81 93 44 76
36% 33% 40% 36% 34% 38%
Neither 116 23 31 27 15 20
12%  11% 15% 10% 12% 10%
DON"T KNOW 12 3 2 1 - 6
1% 1% 1% *U 3%
D

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
99 116 31 44 139
23% 20% 17% 24% 22%
132 163 47 50 196
30% 29% 26% 28% 31%
141 224 83 63 216
32% 39% 47% 35% 34%
G JK
59 57 17 21 75
14% 10%  10%  12%  12%
h
3 9 - 2 10
1% 2% 1% 2%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
129 41 36 77
19% 34% 23% 28%
LN L
222 19 43 62
32% 16% 27% 22%

MO M
254 46 53 99
37% 38% 33%  35%
73 13 26 39
11% 11% 16%  14%

1
8 2 1 3
1% 2% 1% 1%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

75
20%

118
32%

149
40%

24
%

1%

115
22%

144
28%

184
35%

73
14%

1%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

41
21%

46
24%

86
44%

19
10%

1%

172
22%

246
31%

277
35%

93
12%

10
1%

94
24%

99
25%

150
39%

41
11%

1%

112
19%

185
32%

204
35%

69
12%

1%



Table Ql4E
Jul. 2, 2008

14. [Condominium]

Geography
Mid-
town
TOTAL North East South West /DT
W G © O & 6
TOTAL 1003 216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100 100
100 22 20 26 13 20
Own Neighborhood 178 44 28 44 22 40
18% 20% 14% 17% 17% 20%
c c
Somewhere else in 369 82 66 102 51 68
Tulsa 37% 38% 33% 40% 40% 34%
Both 321 60 64 90 39 68
32% 28% 32% 35% 30% 34%

b
Neither 126 28 43 21 15 19
13%  13% 21% 8% 12% 10%

d BDEF

DON"T KNOW 9 2 1 1 1 4
1% 1% *% *% 1% 2%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
85 93 21 38 118
20% 16% 12% 21% 19%
1 1
164 205 58 61 247
38% 36% 33% 34% 39%
118 203 72 58 188
27% 36% 40% 32% 30%
G K
64 62 26 21 77
15% 11%  15%  12%  12%
h
3 6 1 2 6
1% 1% 1% 1% 1%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
114 27 28 55
17% 22% 18% 20%
269 31 56 87
39% 26% 35% 31%

MO m
210 46 52 98
31% 38% 33%  35%
87 16 22 38
13% 13% 14%  14%
6 1 1 2
1% 1% 1% 1%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

65
18%

145
39%

126
34%

30
8%

1%

94
18%

177
34%

167
32%

79
15%

*%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

35
18%

54
28%

71
37%

32
16%

1%

141
18%

311
39%

247
31%

92
12%

1%

75
19%

141
36%

128
33%

43
11%

1%

93
16%

215
37%

185
32%

77
13%

1%



Table Q15
Jul. 2, 2008

15. Do you envision yourself moving to another location in Tulsa during the next ten years?

Geography

TOTAL North

®» &

TOTAL 1003 216
100 100

100 22

Yes 400 92
40%  43%

e

No 570 118
57%  55%

Not Sure 33 6
3% 3%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

96
48%
DEF

101
50%

2%

99
38%

147
57%

12
5%

42
33%

82
64%

3%

71
36%

122
61%

3%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
175 225 103 91 204
40% 40% 58% 51% 32%
K K
245 325 69 85 410
56% 57% 39% 47% 64%
1J
14 19 6 4 22
3% 3% 3% 2% 3%

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
255 55 76 131
37% 45% 48% 47%
1 L L
412 61 75 136
60% 50% 47% 49%

MNO

19 5 8 13
3% 4% 5% 5%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

134
36%

221
60%

13
4%

226
44%

278
54%

15
3%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

101
52%

86
44%

4%

297
37%

476
60%

25
3%

155
40%

217
56%

17
4%

233
41%

328
57%

14
2%



Table Q16
Jul. 2, 2008

16. If you did move, which of the following

move in Tulsa?

TOTAL

Walkable
neighborhood

Close to services
like doctors and
pharmacies

Close to major
transportation
systems

Close to work

Close to shops and
entertainment

Close to schools

Other important
factors

Tulsa - June 2008

factors besides price would be important to your decision about where to

TOTAL North

Geography
Mid-
town
East South West /DT
® © O & &
216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100
22 20 26 13 20
152 138 161 86 138
70% 68% 62% 67% 69%
d
118 108 145 72 110
55% 53% 56% 56% 55%
113 104 114 63 94
52% 51% 44% 49% 47%
d
116 93 108 68 94
54% 46%  42% 53% 47%
D D
93 83 126 47 107
43% 41%  49% 37% 54%
cE BCE
92 71 72 47 44
43% 35% 28% 37% 22%
DF dF dF
34 35 44 21 37
16% 17% 17% 16% 19%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (GO O BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
287 388 125 129 417
66% 68% 70% 72% 66%
232 321 85 80 383
53% 56% 48% 44% 60%
1J
215 273 93 86 306
50% 48% 52% 48% 48%
214 265 118 114 242
49% 47% 66% 63%  38%
K K
188 268 83 72 298
43% 47%  47%  40%  4T7%
J
141 185 123 100 102
32% 33% 69% 56%  16%
JK K
77 94 27 27 116
18% 17% 15% 15% 18%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
439 98 116 214
64% 81% 73% 76%
L L L
364 67 104 171
53% 55% 65% 61%
Lm L
312 67 93 160
45% 55%  58%  57%
L L L
294 65 102 167
43% 54%  64%  60%
L Lm L
304 58 82 140
44% 48%  52%  50%

1
156 58 100 158
23% 48% 63%  56%
L LM L
122 19 17 36
18% 16% 11% 13%
NO

Income

Lived

in Tulsa

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

$50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

253
69%

182
49%

151
41%

176
48%

173
47%

95
26%

69
19%

354
68%

309
60%

287
55%

261
50%

237
46%

200
39%

78
15%

141
73%

101
52%

101
52%

121
62%

101
52%

106
55%

22
11%

526
66%

445
56%

380
48%

351
44%

348
44%

214
27%

146
18%

262
67%

226
58%

199
51%

180
46%

201
52%

128
33%

64
16%

384
67%

309
54%

273
47%

286
50%

241
42%

189
33%

103
18%



Table Q17_SUM1
Jul. 2, 2008

17. Agree (1) Summary Table

TOTAL

1 think Tulsa will
change for the
better as a result
of the plan

It"s tulsa®s turn
now to come
together for a
vision of the
future

I1"m concerned the
plan will be too
influenced by those
who have a lot of
money

1 am personally
enthusiastic about
planning for the
city of Tulsa/want
to participate in
it

Tulsa is one of the
best cities in the
world

1 am excited about
the future of Tulsa

1 believe the City
of Tulsa will be
able to balance
needs of citizens/
implement the plan
fairly

TOTAL North

889
89%

699
70%

659
66%

654
65%

637
64%

543
54%

Geography
Mid-
town
East South West /DT
® © O & &
216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100
22 20 26 13 20
194 184 238 119 178
90% 91% 92% 93% 89%
187 174 231 116 181
87% 86% 90% 91% 91%
173 150 157 99 120
80% 74% 61% 77% 60%

DF DF DF

144 136 168 80 131
67% 67% 65% 63% 66%
125 126 183 88 132
58% 62% 71% 69% 66%
Bc B b
121 126 181 81 128
56% 62% 70% 63% 64%
Bc b
108 103 157 70 105
50% 51% 61% 55% 53%

BCF

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
390 523 170 165 570
90% 92% 96% 92% 90%
K
369 520 165 165 553
85% 91% 93% 92% 87%
G K k
312 387 126 139 428
72% 68% 71% 77% 67%
K
291 368 137 122 394
67% 65% 77% 68% 62%
JjK
275 379 95 112 443
63% 67% 53% 62% 70%
i 1j
264 373 119 117 393
61% 66% 67% 65% 62%
232 311 106 100 332
53% 55% 60% 56% 52%
k

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
624 115 144 259
91% 95% 91% 93%

1

609 109 140 249
89% 90% 88%  89%
455 102 117 219
66% 84% 74% 78%
LN 1 L
425 85 128 213
62% 70% 81%  76%
1 LM L
477 58 98 156
70% 48% 62% 56%

MnO M
445 71 104 175
65% 59% 65% 63%
374 49 102 151
55% 40% 64% 54%
M LMO M

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

338
92%

338
92%

235
64%

247
67%

247
67%

231
63%

183
50%

476
92%

460
89%

387
75%

344
66%

330
64%

333
64%

304
59%
P

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

184
95%

180
93%

136
70%

138
71%

109
56%

130
67%

120
62%
S

719
90%

701
88%

555
70%

512
64%

542
68%

504
63%

417
52%

369
95%

367
94%

200
51%

282
72%

316
81%

326
84%

298
7%

508
88%

489
85%

478
83%

358
62%

313
54%

285
50%

224
39%



Table Q17_SUM1
Jul. 2, 2008
(Continued)
Tulsa - June 2008

17. Agree (1) Summary Table

City Leaders

Geography Understand
Ethnicity/Race Lived My Needs
Mid-  Gender Age Income in Tulsa
town Afr. A_A.+ Dis-

TOTAL North East South West /DT Male Female <35 35-44 45+ White Amer Other Other $50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

I am worried about 493 118 105 107 60 103 232 261 97 104 288 318 55 97 152 185 253 109 376 134 342
the future of Tulsa 49%  55% 52% 41% 47% 52% 53% 46% 54% 58% 45%  46% 45% 61% 54% 50% 49% 56% 47% 34% 59%
D D D H K K LM L S T
Tulsa is a place 485 88 109 137 62 89 220 265 85 88 307 348 28 93 121 159 270 112 372 255 213
that is attractive 48% 41% 54% 53% 48% 45% 51% 47% 48% 49% 48% 51% 23% 58% 43% 43% 52% 58% 47% 66% 37%
to young Bf Bf MO IMO M P S u
professionals
Tulsa is too 460 126 100 86 69 79 203 257 90 91 274 283 72 89 161 154 255 95 358 107 340
divided to have a 46% 58% 50% 33% 54% 40% 47% 45% 51% 51% 43% 41% 60% 56% 58% 42% 49% 49% 45% 28% 59%
unified vision for cDF DF DF k k L L L P T
the future
1 do not feel 441 128 106 79 65 63 212 229 91 94 249 263 73 94 167 121 257 85 347 96 333
included in the 44% 59% 52% 31% 51% 32% 49% 40% 51% 52% 39% 38% 60% 59% 60% 33% 50% 44% 43% 25% 58%
planning process DF DF DF H K K L L L P T
1"m concerned the 424 115 88 88 69 64 198 226 82 80 259 257 69 87 156 127 252 90 329 132 278
plan will be too 42%  53% 44%  34% 54% 32% 46% 40%  46% 44% 41% 37% 57% 55% 56% 35% 49% 46% 41% 34%  48%
influenced by CDF  DF cDF h L L L P T
neighborhood
associations
City leaders in 389 58 69 124 35 103 160 229 67 68 252 278 29 69 98 139 202 90 297 389 -
Tulsa understand my 39%  27% 34%  48% 27% 52% 37% 40% 38% 38% 40% 41% 24% 43% 35% 38% 39% 46% 37% 100%
community"s needs BCE BCE M Mo M S
Tulsa is a city in 345 84 77 78 47 59 169 176 66 72 204 232 37 62 99 119 188 73 266 74 264
decline 34% 39% 38% 30% 37% 30% 39% 31% 37% 40% 32% 34% 31% 39% 35% 32% 36% 38% 33% 19% 46%
DF df H Kk T
1 have heard about 200 44 33 52 31 40 74 126 36 34 128 126 20 50 70 66 116 43 154 90 107
PLANITULSA 20% 20% 16% 20% 24% 20% 17% 22% 20% 19% 20% 18% 17% 31% 25% 18% 22% 22% 19% 23% 19%
c G LM LM u

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.



Table Q17_SUM12
Jul. 2, 2008

17. Disagree (2) Summary Table

TOTAL

1 have heard about
PLANiTULSA

Tulsa is a city in
decline

City leaders in
Tulsa understand my
community”s needs

I1"m concerned the
plan will be too
influenced by
neighborhood
associations

1 do not feel
included in the
planning process

Tulsa is too
divided to have a
unified vision for
the future

1 am worried about
the future of Tulsa

Tulsa is a place
that is attractive
to young
professionals

TOTAL North

542
54%

521
52%

502
50%

469
47%

Geography
Mid-
town
East South West /DT
® © O & &
216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100
22 20 26 13 20
169 164 206 93 156
78% 81% 80% 73% 78%
e

122 123 179 81 139
56% 61% 69% 63% 70%
Bc Bc
153 123 123 85 91
71% 61% 48% 66% 46%

CDF DF DF
95 106 166 54 129
44% 52%  64% 42% 65%
be  BCE BCE
8 91 174 59 133
39% 45% 67% 46% 67%
BCE BCE
86 97 166 58 114
40% 48%  64% 45% 57%
b BCE BcE
98 94 148 68 94
45% 47% 57% 53% 47%

BCF

118 80 107 64 100
55% 40% 41% 50% 50%
CcD c Cd

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
356 432 139 144 498
82% 76% 78% 80% 78%
H
261 383 110 107 421
60% 67% 62% 59% 66%
G
257 318 106 105 358
59% 56% 60% 58%  56%
226 324 91 97 356
52% 57% 51% 54% 56%
215 327 85 83 372
50% 57% 48%  46%  58%
G 1J
224 297 85 86 346
52% 52%  48%  48%  54%
197 305 81 75 342
45% 54% 46% 42% 54%
G iJ
191 278 90 89 286
44% 49% 51% 49% 45%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
551 99 105 204
80% 82% 66% 73%
NO NO
447 80 97 177
65% 66% 61% 63%
381 88 82 170
56% 73% 52% 61%
LNO n
411 49 66 115
60% 40%  42%  41%
MNO
410 46 62 108
60% 38% 39%  39%
MNO
386 48 66 114
56% 40%  42%  41%
MNO
363 66 60 126
53% 55% 38% 45%
NO No
302 91 59 150
44% 75% 37% 54%
LNO LN

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

301
82%

246
67%

217
59%

233

63%

245

67%

208
57%

180
49%

195
53%

393
76%

325
63%

298
57%

253

49%

248

48%

257
50%

263
51%

227
44%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

146
75%

117
60%

95
49%

99

51%

104

54%

95
49%

84
43%

74
38%

636
80%

523
66%

471
59%

446

56%

436

55%

422
53%

415
52%

386
48%

295
76%

312
80%

252
65%

288

74%

271
70%

253
65%

118
30%

457
79%

303
53%

575
100%

283

49%

233

41%

231
40%

228
40%

339
59%



Table Q17_SuMm12
Jul. 2, 2008
(Continued)

17. Disagree (2) Summary Table

1 believe the City
of Tulsa will be
able to balance
needs of citizens/
implement the plan
fairly

1 am excited about
the future of Tulsa

Tulsa is one of the
best cities in the
world

1 am personally
enthusiastic about
planning for the
city of Tulsa/want
to participate in
it

1"m concerned the
plan will be too
influenced by those
who have a lot of
money

It"s tulsa®s turn
now to come
together for a
vision of the
future

1 think Tulsa will
change for the
better as a result
of the plan

TOTAL North

351
35%

336
33%

325
32%

289
29%

98
10%

68
7%

Geography
Mid-
town
East South West /DT
® © O & &
95 88 83 56 77
44% 44%  32% 44% 39%
D D D
92 73 73 46 67
43% 36% 28% 36% 34%
DF d
85 74 73 39 65
39% 37% 28% 30% 33%
De d
67 62 85 46 65
31% 31% 33% 36% 33%
41 47 96 29 76
19% 23% 37% 23% 38%
BCE BCE
26 24 23 11 14
12% 12% 9% 9% 7%
f f
20 13 13 9 13
9% 6% 5% 7% 7%
d

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
177 222 66 71 259
41% 39% 37% 39% 41%
165 186 58 61 231
38% 33% 33% 34% 36%
h
156 180 79 68 185
36% 32% 44% 38% 29%
K K
135 190 39 57 227
31% 33% 22% 32% 36%
1 1
117 172 51 40 195
27% 30% 29% 22%  31%
J
58 40 9 15 71
13% 7% 5% 8% 11%
H 1
35 33 7 14 47
8% 6% 4% 8%

%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A.A_+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
262 68 53 121
38% 56% 33% 43%
LNO N
230 49 54 103
34% 40% 34% 37%
203 61 57 118
30% 50% 36%  42%
LN L
246 35 29 64
36% 29% 18% 23%

NO N

220 19 38 57
32% 16% 24% 20%

MNO m
67 11 16 27
10% 9% 10% 10%
44 6 12 18
6% 5% 8% 6%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

130
35%

117
32%

113
31%

131
36%

25
7%

21
6%

180
35%

182
35%

166
32%

124
24%

52
10%

36
7%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

59
30%

81
42%

52
27%

55
28%

5%

3%

286
36%

250
31%

272
34%

231
29%

86
11%

62
8%

57
15%

68
17%

104
27%

182
47%

16
4%

2%

284
49%

255
44%

210
37%

95
17%

78
14%

58
10%



Table Q17A
Jul. 2, 2008

17. [Tulsa is one of the best cities in the world]

Geography

TOTAL North

@ ®

TOTAL 1003 216
100 100

100 22

Agree 654 125
65%  58%

Disagree 336 85
33%  39%

De

Don™t Know 13 6
1% 3%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

126
62%

74
37%

1%

183
71%
Bc

73
28%

1%

88
69%

39
30%

1%

132
66%

65
33%

1%

Gender Age

Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
275 379 95 112 443
63% 67% 53% 62% 70%
i 1j

156 180 79 68 185
36% 32% 44% 38% 29%

K K

3 10 4 - 8
1% 2% 2% 1%

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
477 58 98 156
70% 48% 62% 56%

MnO M
203 61 57 118
30% 50% 36% 42%
LN L
6 2 4 6
1% 2% 3% 2%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

247
67%

117
32%

1%

330
64%

182
35%

1%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

109
56%

81
42%

2%

542
68%

250
31%

1%

316
81%

68
17%

1%

313
54%

255
44%

1%



Table Q17B
Jul. 2, 2008

17. [Tulsa is a city in decline]

Geography

Mid-
town
TOTAL North East South West /DT
W G © O & 6
TOTAL 1003 216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100 100
100 22 20 26 13 20
Agree 345 84 77 78 47 59
34% 39% 38% 30% 37% 30%

DF df
Disagree 644 122 123 179 81 139
64% 56% 61% 69% 63% 70%
Bc Bc
Don*t Know 14 10 2 1 - 1
1% 5% 1% *0 1%

CDF

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
169 176 66 72 204
39% 31% 37% 40% 32%
H k
261 383 110 107 421
60% 67% 62% 59% 66%
G
4 10 2 1 11
1% 2% 1% 1% 2%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
232 37 62 99
34% 31% 39% 35%
447 80 97 177
65% 66% 61% 63%
7 4 - 4
1% 3% 1%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

119
32%

246
67%

1%

188
36%

325
63%

1%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

73
38%

117
60%

2%

266
33%

523
66%

1%

74
19%

312
80%

1%

264
46%

303
53%

1%



Table Q17C
Jul. 2, 2008

17. [1 am worried about the future of Tulsa]

Geography

TOTAL North

@ ®

TOTAL 1003 216
100 100

100 22

Agree 493 118
49%  55%

D

Disagree 502 98
50%  45%

Don™t Know 8 -

1%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

105
52%

94
47%

1%

107
41%

148
57%
BCF

1%

60
47%

68
53%

103
52%

94
47%

1%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
232 261 97 104 288
53% 46% 54% 58% 45%
H K K
197 305 81 75 342
45% 54% 46% 42% 54%
G iJ
5 3 - 1 6
1% 1% 1% 1%

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
318 55 97 152
46% 45% 61% 54%
LM L
363 66 60 126
53% 55% 38% 45%

NO No

5 - 2 2
1% 1% 1%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

185
50%

180
49%

1%

253
49%

263
51%

1%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

109
56%

84
43%

1%

376
47%

415
52%

1%

134
34%

253
65%

1%

342
59%

228
40%

1%



Table Q17D
Jul. 2, 2008
Tulsa - June 2008

17. [1 am excited about the future of Tulsa]

City Leaders

Geography Understand
Ethnicity/Race Lived My Needs
Mid-  Gender Age Income in Tulsa
town Afr. A_A.+ Dis-

TOTAL North East South West /DT Male Female <35 35-44 45+ White Amer Other Other $50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

TOTAL 1003 216 202 258 128 199 434 569 178 180 636 686 121 159 280 368 519 194 798 389 575
100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
100 22 20 26 13 20 43 57 18 18 63 68 12 16 28 37 52 19 80 39 57
Agree 637 121 126 181 81 128 264 373 119 117 393 445 71 104 175 231 333 130 504 326 285
64% 56% 62% 70% 63% 64% 61% 66% 67% 65% 62% 65% 59% 65% 63% 63% 64% 67% 63% 84% 50%

Bc b u
Disagree 351 92 73 73 46 67 165 186 58 61 231 230 49 54 103 130 180 59 286 57 284
35% 43% 36% 28% 36% 34% 38% 33% 33% 34% 36% 34% 40% 34% 37% 35% 35% 30% 36% 15% 49%
DF d h T
Don*t Know 15 3 3 4 1 4 5 10 1 2 12 11 1 1 2 7 6 5 8 6 6
1% 1% 1% 2% 1% 2% 1% 2% 1% 1% 2% 2% 1% 1% 1% 2% 1% 3% 1% 2% 1%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.



Table Q17E
Jul. 2, 2008

17. [City leaders in Tulsa understand my community®s

Geography

TOTAL North

@ ®

TOTAL 1003 216
100 100

100 22

Agree 389 58
39%  27%

Disagree 575 153
57%  71%

CDF

Don™t Know 39 5
4% 2%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

69
34%

123
61%
DF

10
5%

124
48%
BCE

123
48%

11
4%

35
27%

85
66%
DF

6%

103
52%
BCE

91
46%

3%

needs]

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
160 229 67 68 252
37% 40% 38% 38% 40%
257 318 106 105 358
59% 56% 60% 58% 56%
17 22 5 7 26
4% 4% 3% 4% 4%

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
278 29 69 98
41% 24% 43% 35%
M Mo M
381 88 82 170
56% 73% 52% 61%
LNO n
27 4 8 12
4% 3% 5% 4%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

$50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

139
38%

217
59%

12
3%

202
39%

298
57%

19
4%

90
46%

95
49%

5%

798
100
80

297
37%

471
59%
R

30
4%

389
100
39

389
100%

575
100%



Table Q17F
Jul. 2, 2008

17. [Tulsa is a place that is attractive to young professionals]

Geography

TOTAL North

@ ®

TOTAL 1003 216
100 100

100 22

Agree 485 88
48%  41%

Disagree 469 118
47%  55%

CcD

Don™t Know 49 10
5% 5%

e

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

109
54%
BT

80
40%

13
6%
E

137
53%
Bf

107
41%

14
5%
E

62
48%

64
50%

2%

89
45%

100
50%
Cd

10
5%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
) (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
220 265 85 88 307
51% 47% 48% 49% 48%
191 278 90 89 286
44% 49% 51% 49% 45%
23 26 3 3 43
5% 5% 2% 2% 7%
1J

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
348 28 93 121
51% 23% 58% 43%
MO IMO M
302 91 59 150
44% 75% 37% 54%
LNO LN
36 2 7 9
5% 2% 4% 3%

M

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

159
43%

195
53%

14
4%

270
52%

227
44%

22
4%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

112
58%

74
38%

4%

372
47%

386
48%

40
5%

255
66%

118
30%

16
4%

213
37%

339
59%

23
4%



Table Q17G
Jul. 2, 2008

17. [1 have heard about PLANiITULSA]

Geography
Mid-
town
TOTAL North East South West /DT
W G © O & 6
TOTAL 1003 216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100 100
100 22 20 26 13 20
Agree 200 44 33 52 31 40
20% 20% 16% 20% 24% 20%
c
Disagree 788 169 164 206 93 156
79% 78% 81% 80% 73% 78%
e
Don™t Know 15 3 5 - 4 3
1% 1% 2% 3% 2%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
74 126 36 34 128
17% 22% 20% 19% 20%
G
356 432 139 144 498
82% 76% 78% 80% 78%
H
4 11 3 2 10
1% 2% 2% 1% 2%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
126 20 50 70
18% 17% 31% 25%
LM LM
551 99 105 204
80% 82% 66% 73%

NO  NO

9 2 4 6
1% 2% 3% 2%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

66
18%

301
82%

*%

116
22%

393
76%

10
2%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

43
22%

146
75%

3%

154
19%

636
80%

1%

90
23%

295
76%

1%

107
19%

457
79%

11
2%



Table Q17H
Jul. 2, 2008

Tulsa - June 2008

17. [ believe the City of Tulsa will be able to balance the needs of all the citizens in the plan and implement the

plan fairly]

Geography
Mid-
town
TOTAL North East South West /DT
W G © O & 6
TOTAL 1003 216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100 100
100 22 20 26 13 20
Agree 543 108 103 157 70 105
54% 50% 51% 61% 55% 53%
BCF
Disagree 399 95 88 83 56 77
40% 44% 44% 32% 44% 39%
D D D
Don*t Know 61 13 11 18 2 17
6% 6% 5% 7% 2% 9%
E E E E

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
) (GO O BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
232 311 106 100 332
53% 55% 60% 56% 52%
k
177 222 66 71 259
41% 39% 37% 39% 41%
25 36 6 9 45
6% 6% 3% 5% 7%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
374 49 102 151
55% 40% 64% 54%
M LMO M
262 68 53 121
38% 56% 33% 43%
LNO N
50 4 4 8
7% 3% 3% 3%

MNO

Income

Lived

in Tulsa

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

$50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

183
50%

161
44%

24
7%

304
59%

193
37%

22
4%

120
62%

67
35%

a%

417
52%

327
41%

54
7%

298
7%

67
17%

24
6%

224
39%

323
56%

28
5%



Table Q171
Jul. 2, 2008

17. [Tulsa is too divided to have a unified vision for the future]

Geography

TOTAL North

» 6

TOTAL 1003 216
100 100

100 22

Agree 460 126
46%  58%

cDF

Disagree 521 86
52%  40%

Don"t Know 22 4
2% 2%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

100
50%
DF

97
48%

2%

86
33%

166
64%
BCE

2%

69
54%
DF

58
45%

1%

79
40%

114
57%
BcE

3%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
203 257 90 91 274
47% 45% 51% 51% 43%
k k
224 297 85 86 346
52% 52% 48% 48% 54%
7 15 3 3 16
2% 3% 2% 2% 3%

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
283 72 89 161
41% 60% 56% 58%
L L L
386 48 66 114
56% 40% 42% 41%

MNO

17 1 4 5
2% 1% 3% 2%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

$50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

154
42%

208
57%

2%

255
49%

257
50%

1%

95
49%

95
49%

2%

358
45%

422
53%

18
2%

107
28%

271
70%

11
3%

340
59%

231
40%

1%



Table Q17J
Jul. 2, 2008

17. [I1t"s Tulsa®s turn now to come together for a vision of the future]

Geography

TOTAL North

TOTAL 1003

Agree 889

Disagree 98

Don™t Know 16
2%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Independent T-Test for Means,

187
87%

26
12%

1%

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

174
86%

24
12%
f

2%

231
90%

23
9%

2%

116
91%

11
9%

1%

181
91%

14
%

2%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
369 520 165 165 553
85% 91% 93% 92% 87%

G K Kk
58 40 9 15 71
13% 7% 5% 8% 11%
H 1
7 9 4 - 12
2% 2% 2% 2%

Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
609 109 140 249
89% 90% 88% 89%
67 11 16 27
10% 9% 10% 10%
10 1 3 4
1% 1% 2% 1%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

$50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

338
92%

25
7%

1%

460
89%

52
10%
P

7
1%

180
93%

5%

3%

798
100
80

701
88%

86
11%
R

11
1%

367
94%

16
4%

2%

489
85%

78
14%

1%



Table Q17K
Jul. 2, 2008

17. [1 do not feel included in the planning process, people like me are always left out]

Geography

TOTAL North

@ ®

TOTAL 1003 216
100 100

100 22

Agree 441 128
44%  59%

DF

Disagree 542 85
54%  39%

Don™t Know 20 3
2% 1%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

106
52%
DF

91
45%

2%

79
31%

174
67%
BCE

2%

65
51%
DF

59
46%

3%

63
32%

133
67%
BCE

2%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
212 229 91 94 249
49% 40% 51% 52% 39%
H K K
215 327 85 83 372
50% 57% 48% 46% 58%
G 1J
7 13 2 3 15
2% 2% 1% 2% 2%

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
263 73 94 167
38% 60% 59% 60%
L L L
410 46 62 108
60% 38% 39% 39%

MNO

13 2 3 5
2% 2% 2% 2%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

121
33%

245
67%

1%

257
50%

248
48%

14
3%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

85
44%

104
54%

3%

347
43%

436
55%

15
2%

96
25%

288
74%

1%

333
58%

233
41%

2%



Table Q17L
Jul. 2, 2008

17. [1"m concerned the plan will be too influenced by those who have a lot of money]

Geography

TOTAL North

» 6

TOTAL 1003 216
100 100

100 22

Agree 699 173
70%  80%

DF

Disagree 289 41
29%  19%

Don"t Know 15 2
1% 1%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

150
74%
DF

47
23%

2%

157
61%

96
37%
BCE

2%

99
7%
DF

29
23%

120
60%

76
38%
BCE

2%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
312 387 126 139 428
72% 68% 71% 77% 67%
K

117 172 51 40 195
27% 30% 29% 22% 31%
J

5 10 1 1 13
1% 2% 1% 1% 2%
ij

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
455 102 117 219
66% 84% 74% 78%
LN 1 L
220 19 38 57
32% 16% 24% 20%

MNO m
11 - 4 4
2% 3% 1%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

235
64%

131
36%

1%

387
75%

124
24%

2%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

136
70%

55
28%

2%

555
70%

231
29%

12
2%

200
51%

182
47%

2%

478
83%

95
17%

*%



Table Q17M
Jul. 2, 2008

17. [1"m concerned the plan will be too influenced by neighborhood associations]

Geography

TOTAL North

@ ®

TOTAL 1003 216
100 100

100 22

Agree 424 115
42%  53%

CDF

Disagree 550 95
55%  44%

Don™t Know 29 6
3% 3%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

88
44%
DF

106

52%
be

4%

88
34%

166
64%
BCE

2%

69
54%
cDF

54
42%

4%

64
32%

129
65%
BCE

3%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
198 226 82 80 259
46% 40% 46% 44% 41%
h
226 324 91 97 356
52% 57% 51% 54% 56%
10 19 5 3 21
2% 3% 3% 2% 3%

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
257 69 87 156
37% 57% 55% 56%
L L L
411 49 66 115
60% 40% 42% 41%

MNO

18 3 6 9
3% 2% 4% 3%

Tulsa - June 2008

Income

Lived

in Tulsa

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

$50K+ <$50K

127
35%

233
63%

2%

252
49%

253
49%

14
3%

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

90
46%

99
51%

3%

329
41%

446
56%

23
3%

132
34%

252
65%

1%

278
48%

283
49%

14
2%



Table Q17N
Jul. 2, 2008

17. [1 am personally enthusiastic about planning for

Geography

TOTAL North

@ ®
TOTAL 1003 216
100 100
100 22
Agree 659 144
66%  67%
Disagree 325 67
32%  31%
Don™t Know 19 5
2% 2%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

136
67%

62
31%

2%

168
65%

85
33%

2%

80
63%

46
36%

2%

131
66%

65
33%

2%

the city of Tulsa and want to participate in it]

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
291 368 137 122 394
67% 65% 7% 68% 62%
JK

135 190 39 57 227
31% 33% 22% 32% 36%
1 1

8 11 2 1 15
2% 2% 1% 1% 2%
J

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
425 85 128 213
62% 70% 81% 76%
1 LM L
246 35 29 64
36% 29% 18% 23%

NO N

15 1 2 3
2% 1% 1% 1%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

$50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

247
67%

113
31%

2%

344
66%

166
32%

2%

138
71%

52
27%

2%

512
64%

272
34%

14
2%

282
2%

104
27%

1%

358
62%

210
37%

1%



Table Q170
Jul. 2, 2008

17. [Assuming people like me participate in
will change for the better as a result of it]

Geography

the

plan and the plan is carried out fairly by the city,

TOTAL North East South West

TOTAL 1003

Agree 913

Disagree 68

Don™t Know 22
2%

194
90%

20
9%

1%

184
91%

13
6%

2%

238
92%

13
5%

3%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

119
93%

7%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) NN O BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
390 523 170 165 570
90% 92% 96% 92% 90%

K

35 33 7 14 47
8% 6% 4% 8% 7%
i
9 13 1 1 19
2% 2% 1% 1% 3%
1J

Tulsa - June 2008

1 think Tulsa

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
624 115 144 259
91% 95% 91% 93%

1
44 6 12 18
6% 5% 8% 6%
18 - 3 3
3% 2% 1%
o

Income

Lived

in Tulsa

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

$50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

338
92%

21
6%

2%

476
92%

36
7%

1%

184
95%

3%

3%

719
90%

62
8%

17
2%

369
95%

2%

12
3%

508
88%

58
10%

2%



Table Q18
Jul. 2, 2008

18. Do you have any other comments about planning in Tulsa that we haven®t covered yet?

Geography

TOTAL North

» 6

TOTAL 1003 216
100 100

100 22

Yes 147 23
15%  11%

No 856 193
85%  89%

DE

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

23
11%

179
89%
De

46
18%
BC

212
82%

25
20%
Bc

103
80%

30
15%

169
85%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
72 75 7 26 114
17% 13% 4% 14% 18%
1 1
362 494 171 154 522
83% 87% 96% 86% 82%
JK

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
109 17 15 32
16% 14% 9% 11%

No

577 104 144 248
84% 86% 91% 89%
L 1

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

66
18%

302
82%

66
13%

453
87%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

23
12%

171
88%

123
15%

675
85%

42
11%

347
89%

100
17%

475
83%



Table Q19
Jul. 2, 2008

19. What sources do you trust the most to find out about what is really going on in the City?

Geography

TOTAL North

Q)
TOTAL 1003
100
100
Local TV news 742
74%
Tulsa World 567
Newspaper 57%
Friends and Family 519
52%
Local Radio 517
52%
My church 437
44%
My neighborhood 307
association 31%
My elected 293
officials 29%
Websites(which 283
ones) 28%
Other Local Weekly 215
Publications 21%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Independent T-Test for Means,

164
76%

113
52%

113
52%

113
52%

96
44%

68
31%

55
25%

58
27%

56
26%
Cd

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

152
75%

114
56%

107
53%

107
53%

94
a47%

60
30%

53
26%

59
29%

36
18%

194
75%

145
56%

124
48%

137
53%

105
41%

76
29%

81
31%

70
27%

48
19%

96
75%

70
55%

64
50%

60
47%

56
44%

34
27%

36
28%

30
23%

24
19%

136
68%

125
63%

111
56%

100
50%

86
43%

69
35%

68
34%
bc

66
33%

51
26%
cd

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
300 442 140 141 453
69% 78% 79% 78% 71%

G K K
236 331 107 85 368
54% 58% 60% 47% 58%
J J
218 301 91 100 325
50% 53% 51% 56% 51%
245 272 100 100 312
56% 48% 56% 56%  49%
H k

177 260 69 90 274
41% 46% 39% 50%  43%

1
126 181 42 57 206
29% 32% 24% 32% 32%
i 1
122 171 41 44 206
28% 30% 23% 24% 32%
1J
118 165 56 54 172
27% 29% 31% 30% 27%
104 111 47 38 129
24% 20% 26% 21% 20%

h k

Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
500 91 122 213
73% 75% 7% 76%
394 70 84 154
57% 58% 53% 55%
349 77 74 151
51% 64% 47% 54%

LNo

346 67 84 151
50% 55% 53% 54%
278 67 75 142
41% 55%  47%  51%
L L
188 48 60 108
27% 40%  38%  39%
L L L
197 39 45 84
29% 32% 28% 30%
196 37 40 77
29% 31% 25% 28%
133 35 35 70
19% 29% 22% 25%
L 1

Tulsa - June 2008

Income

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

253
69%

202
55%

199
54%

198
54%

153
42%

105
29%

106
29%

123
33%

78
21%

409
79%

311
60%

270
52%

271
52%

243
47%

164
32%

159
31%

132
25%

111
21%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

155
80%

100
52%

100
52%

108
56%

86
44%

58
30%

54
28%

63
32%

47
24%

578
2%

461
58%

413
52%

402
50%

344
43%

244
31%

234
29%

216
27%

163
20%

302
78%

268
69%

190
49%

193
50%

162
42%

125
32%

164
42%

117
30%

92
24%

412
2%

278
48%

309
54%

303
53%

252
44%

169
29%

118
21%

158
27%

120
21%



Table Q19
Jul. 2, 2008
(Continued)

19. What sources do you trust the most to find out about what is really going on in the City?

Geography

TOTAL North

@ ®

Other Monthly 177 49
Publications 18%  23%
CE

TGOV Cable Channel 173 46
24 17% 21%
d

Other daily 159 42
newspaper 16%  19%
Other 49 10
5% 5%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

38
19%

34
17%

4%

39
15%

38
15%

13
5%

18
14%

19
15%

18
14%

2%

31
16%

27
14%

15
8%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
75 102 35 28 113
17% 18% 20% 16%  18%
79 94 37 29 107
18% 17% 21% 16% 17%
80 79 41 30 86
18% 14% 23% 17% 14%
h K
15 34 6 6 37
3% 6% 3% 3% 6%
g

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
120 29 22 51
17% 24% 14%  18%

N

88 30 47 77
13% 25% 30% 28%
L L L
82 28 42 70
12% 23% 26% 25%
L L L
34 6 6 12

5%

5%

4%

4%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

47
13%

40
11%

25
7%

106
20%

99
19%

15
3%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

44
23%

39
20%

3%

75
19%

57
15%

19
5%

96
17%

94
16%

29
5%



Table Q20
Jul. 2, 2008

20. Would you like to be part of the City of Tulsa®s online opinions team and allow us to contact you again in the

future as the plan moves forward?

Geography

Mid-  Gender Age
town

TOTAL North East South West /DT Male Female <35 35-44

TOTAL 1003 216 202 258 128 199 434 569 178 180
100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

100 22 20 26 13 20 43 57 18 18

Yes 594 136 114 151 79 114 264 330 112 125
59% 63% 56% 59% 62% 57% 61% 58% 63%  69%

k K

No 404 78 87 105 49 85 167 237 65 55

40% 36% 43% 41% 38% 43% 38% 42%  37%  31%

DON®T KNOW/NOT 5 2 1 2 - - 3 2 1 -
APPLICABLE *% 1%  *% 1% 1% *% 1%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.

Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

351
55%

281
44%
iJ

1%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
381 85 103 188
56% 70% 65% 67%
L L L
301 36 55 91
44% 30% 35%  33%

MNO

4 - 1 1
1% 1% *U

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

$50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

230
63%

137
37%

*%

313
60%

203
39%

1%

126
65%

67
35%

1%

463
58%

331
41%

1%

228
59%

160
41%

*%

345
60%

227
39%

1%



Table Q20B
Jul. 2, 2008

20b. What is the best way to contact you ...

.by e-mail by or phone?

Geography

Mid-
town
TOTAL North East South West /DT
W G © O & 6
TOTAL 594 136 114 151 79 114
100 100 100 100 100 100
100 23 19 25 13 19
Email 210 33 39 62 22 54
35% 24% 34% 41% 28% 47%
b BE BCE
Phone 384 103 75 89 57 60
65% 76% 66% 59% 72% 53%

cDF F DF

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
264 330 112 125 351
100 100 100 100 100
44 56 19 21 59
98 112 43 51 115
37% 34% 38% 41% 33%
166 218 69 74 236
63% 66% 62% 59% 67%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
381 85 103 188
100 100 100 100
64 14 17 32
154 21 28 49
40% 25% 27% 26%

MNO

227 64 75 139
60% 75% 73% 74%
L L L

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

111
48%

119
52%

84
27%

229
73%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

46
37%

80
63%

163
35%

300
65%

72
32%

156
68%

129
37%

216
63%



Table Q22B
Jul. 2, 2008

22. What is the highest level of education you completed?

TOTAL

Grade School

High School or GED

Some college or

vocational training

College Graduate

Some graduate work

Graduate degree

REFUSED

Geography

TOTAL North East South

212
21%

308
31%

229
23%

51
5%

148
15%

13
1%

13
6%

68
31%
DF
69
32%

41
19%

3%

14

6%

2%

16
8%

57
28%
DF

7
38%
DF

25
12%

2%

19

9%

1%

32
12%

67
26%

78
30%
BCE

17
7%
BC

56

22%
BCE

1%

West

39
30%

24
19%

4%

17

13%

1%

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

Mid-
town
/DT

21
11%

56
28%

61
31%
BCE

18
9%
BCe

42

21%
BCe

1%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
16 26 10 10 22
4% 5% 6% 6% 3%
84 128 59 43 110
19% 22% 33% 24% 17%

jK k
132 176 55 48 202
30% 31% 31% 27% 32%
109 120 33 43 149
25% 21%  19% 24%  23%
25 26 2 7 42
6% 5% 1% 4% 7%
i 1
62 86 14 28 105
14% 15% 8% 16% 17%
1 1
6 7 5 1 6
1% 1% 3% 1% 1%
i

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A.A_+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
12 6 22 28
2% 5% 14% 10%
LM Lm
112 34 61 95
16% 28% 38% 34%
L Lm L
223 41 27 68
33% 34% 17% 24%
NO No n
175 27 22 49
26% 22% 14%  18%
NO n
40 2 8 10
6% 2% 5% 4%
M
118 8 15 23
17% 7% 9% 8%
MNO
6 3 4 7
1% 2% 3% 3%

Tulsa - June 2008

Income

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

28
8%

95
26%

123
33%

31
8%

87
24%

1%

36
7%

154
30%

184
35%

79
15%

14
3%

46
9%

1%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

17
9%

51
26%

60
31%

40
21%

2%

22
11%

25
3%

161
20%

247
31%

189
24%

a7
6%

126
16%

*%

22
6%

82
21%

98
25%

97
25%

20
5%

67
17%

1%

16
3%

118
21%

202
35%

125
22%

27
5%

77
13%

10
2%



Table Q23
Jul. 2, 2008

23. About how many years have you lived in Tulsa?

Geography

TOTAL North

Q)
TOTAL 1003
100
100
10 or less 194
19%
11-20 176
18%
21-30 166
17%
31-40 155
15%
41-50 132
13%
Above 50 169
17%
REFUSED 11

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

Independent T-Test for Means,

34
16%

39
18%

33
15%

34
16%

35
16%

35
16%

3%

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

53
26%
BEF

37
18%

32
16%

25
12%

23
11%

30
15%

1%

51
20%

50
19%

48
19%

46
18%

29
11%

32
12%

1%

22
17%

18
14%

16
13%

20
16%

18
14%

33
26%
BCD

1%

34
17%

32
16%

37
19%

30
15%

27
14%

39
20%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
88 106 82 55 56
20% 19% 46% 31% 9%

JK K
79 97 43 54 7
18% 17% 24% 30% 12%
K K
78 88 37 25 104
18% 15% 21% 14% 16%
i

63 92 11 29 113
15% 16% 6% 16%  18%
1 1
50 82 1 15 115
12% 14% 1% 8%  18%
1 1J
70 99 - 1 166
16% 17% 1%  26%
J
6 5 4 1 5

1%

1%

Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

2%

1%

1%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A.A_+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
105 14 69 83
15% 12% 43% 30%
LMO LM
115 17 36 53
17% 14% 23% 19%

m
117 28 15 43
17% 23% 9% 15%
N No n
115 17 17 34
17% 14% 11%  12%

No

92 23 11 34
13% 19% % 12%
N No n
138 20 7 27
20% 17% 4%  10%
NO No N
4 2 4 6

1%

2%

3%

2%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

59
16%

66
18%

83
23%

60
16%

55
15%

43
12%

1%

519
100
52

118
23%
P
87
17%

71
14%

76
15%

61
12%

100
19%

1%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

194
100
19

194
100%

176
22%

166
21%

155
19%

132
17%

169
21%

90
23%

59
15%

56
14%

59
15%

53
14%

70
18%

1%

95
17%

110
19%

108
19%

89
15%

73
13%

91
16%

2%



Table Q24
Jul. 2, 2008

24_. Do you own or rent your home?

Geography
Mid-
town
TOTAL North East South West /DT
W G © O & 6
TOTAL 1003 216 202 258 128 199
100 100 100 100 100 100
100 22 20 26 13 20
own 766 152 149 203 97 165
76% 70% 74% 79% 76% 83%
B BC
Rent 215 54 50 52 29 30
21% 25% 25% 20% 23% 15%
F F T
REFUSED 22 10 3 3 2 4
2% 5% 1% 1% 2% 2%
cDe

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
341 425 96 115 548
79% 75% 54% 64% 86%
i 1J
83 132 75 62 78
19% 23% 42% 34% 12%
K K
10 12 7 3 10
2% 2% 4% 2% 2%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
567 78 93 171
83% 64% 58% 61%
MNO
107 41 60 101
16% 34% 38% 36%
L L L
12 2 6 8
2% 2% 4% 3%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

$50K+ <$50K <10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

336
91%

29
8%

1%

339
65%

172
33%

2%

113
58%

80
41%

1%

653
82%

135
17%

10
1%

289
74%

95
24%

1%

450
78%

109
19%

16
3%



Table Q25
Jul. 2, 2008

25. Do you currently live in a...

TOTAL

Single Family Home

Rental apartment

Duplex

Town home

Condominium

Other

REFUSED

Geography

TOTAL North East South

15
1%

15
1%

16
2%

19
2%

15
1%

191
88%

2%

3%

2%

2%

3%

172
85%

17
8%

207
80%

30

12%

Be

1%

2%

2%

2%

1%

Mid-
town

West /DT

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Independent T-Test for Means,

166
83%

16

8%

3%

1%

4%

CE

1%

1%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
363 484 131 152 556
84% 85% 74% 84% 87%
1 1
34 42 25 16 35
8% 7% 14% 9% 6%

K

4 11 4 6 5
1% 2% 2% 3% 1%

k
8 7 8 1 6
2% 1% 4% 1% 1%

JK

10 6 2 1 13
2% 1% 1% 1% 2%
J
6 13 4 3 12
1% 2% 2% 2% 2%
9 6 4 1 9

2%

1%

2%

1%

1%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
600 95 121 216
87% 79% 76% 7%

MNO

46 13 16 29
7% 11% 10% 10%
1
7 3 5 8
1% 2% 3% 3%
1
6 2 7 9
1% 2% 4% 3%
L L
10 2 - 2
1% 2% 1%
12 4 3 7
2% 3% 2% 3%
5 2 7 9
1% 2% 4% 3%
L L

Tulsa - June 2008

Income

Lived

in Tulsa

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

$50K+ <$50K

344
93%

2%

1%

1%

1%

2%

1%

404
78%

65
13%

10
2%

10
2%

11
2%

12
2%

1%

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

140
2%

29

15%

3%

4%

2%

4%

707
89%

a7
6%

1%

1%

12
2%

11
1%

1%

322
83%

36

9%

*%

2%

2%

10

3%

1%

495
86%

34
6%

13

2%

1%

1%

1%

12
2%



Table Q26
Jul. 2, 2008

26. Which of the following best describes you?

TOTAL

Married

Domestic

Partnership

Single

Divorced or

separated

Widow

REFUSED

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU
Independent T-Test for Means,

Geography

TOTAL North

163
16%

131
13%

91
9%

18
2%

100
46%

11
5%
ef

49
23%
CDE

37
17%
dE

11
5%

4%

Mid-
town

East South West /DT

119
59%
BT

4%

23
11%

27
13%

21
10%

2%

171
66%
BF

3%

31
12%

28
11%

19
7%

1%

77
60%
Bf

2%

16
13%

12
9%

20
16%
BD

1%

101
51%

2%

44
22%
CDE

27
14%

20
10%

2%

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
274 294 92 114 357
63% 52% 52% 63% 56%
H 1k
18 14 11 11 10
4% 2% 6% 6% 2%
K K
69 94 60 32 70
16% 17% 34% 18% 11%
JK K
43 88 10 18 103
10% 15% 6% 10%  16%
G 1J
20 71 1 4 85
5% 12% 1% 2%  13%
G 1J
10 8 4 1 11

2%

1%

Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

2%

1%

2%

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A.A_+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
415 47 89 136
60% 39% 56% 49%
MO M m
18 3 10 13
3% 2% 6% 5%

1
88 36 29 65
13% 30% 18% 23%
LN L
82 24 19 43
12% 20% 12%  15%
Ln
74 9 6 15
11% 7% 4% 5%
NO

9 2 6 8

1%

2%

4%

3%

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

288
78%

10
3%

27
7%

24
%

17
5%

1%

220
42%

18
3%

114
22%

100
19%

59
11%

2%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

124
64%

10
5%

37
19%

16

8%

3%

1%

444
56%

22
3%

126
16%

115
14%

85
11%

1%

224
58%

10
3%

61
16%

43
11%

45
12%

2%

317
55%

22
4%

97
17%

86
15%

a1
7%

12
2%



Table Q27
Jul. 2, 2008

27. Do you have any children living in the Tulsa

Geography

area

TOTAL North

» ®&

TOTAL 1003 216
100 100

100 22

Yes 339 82
34%  38%

F

No 650 127
65% 59%

Refuse 14 7
1% 3%

de

Comparison Groups: BCDEF/GH/1JK/LMNO/PQ/RS/TU

East South West

7
38%

121
60%

2%

88
34%

168
65%

1%

42
33%

85
66%

1%

149
75%
BCD

that are under the age of 18?

Gender Age
Male Female <35 35-44 45+
© (G) RN BN C) BN ()
434 569 178 180 636
100 100 100 100 100
43 57 18 18 63
141 198 116 126 95
32% 35% 65% 70% 15%

K K
285 365 58 53 533
66% 64% 33% 29% 84%
1J
8 6 4 1 8
2% 1% 2% 1% 1%

Independent T-Test for Means, Independent Z-Test for Percentages
Upper case letters indicate significance at the 95% level.
Lower case letters indicate significance at the 90% level.

Ethnicity/Race
Afr. A_A.+
White Amer Other Other
w m ™ O
686 121 159 280
100 100 100 100
68 12 16 28
187 50 92 142
27% 41% 58% 51%
L LM Lm
493 69 62 131
72% 57% 39% 47%

MNO No

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

Income

Tulsa - June 2008

Lived

in Tulsa

$50K+ <$50K

139
38%

227
62%

1%

181
35%

330
64%

2%

City Leaders
Understand
My Needs

Dis-

<10yr 10yr+ Agree agree

104
54%

90
46%

235
29%

560
70%

*%

131
34%

254
65%

1%

199
35%

366
64%

10
2%



