8/11/22, 11:

35 AM Kent County Follow Up 1: Material Hardship

Kent County Follow Up 1: Material
Hardship

1.

Experiencing at least one material

hardship

1.1 overall

Survey question: In the past month, how hard has it been for your family to pay for the very basics like food,
housing, medical care, and heating?

Whic

Note
RAPI

Not very hard
Somewhat hard
Hard

Very hard

h of these needs have been hard to pay for in the past month? Select all that apply.

Food

Housing

Utilities
Healthcare
Social/emotional
Childcare

Not listed

: the percentage of families reporting any types of hardship is used as an indicator of material hardship in
D surveys
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8/11/22,11:35 AM Kent County Follow Up 1: Material Hardship

Trend of material hardship over time, All Participants
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8/11/22,11:35 AM Kent County Follow Up 1: Material Hardship

1.2 by race

Trend of material hardship over time, by race/ethnicity

Black Latinx Other minorities White

100 -
92.31
88
83.67

75 - 7273

547

50 -
40.74 L
\lﬁi

Percentage

25-

05 10 15 20 25 05 10 15 20 25 05 10 15 20 255 05 10 15 20 25
Survey Number

1.3 By poverty status

Trend of material hardship over time, by poverty status
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Kent County Follow Up 1: Material Hardship

1.4 By single parent status

Trend of material hardship over time, by single parent status
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1.5 By child disability status
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1.6 By community type

Trend of material hardship over time, by community types
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2. Types of material hardship

2.1 overall

Types of hardship, all participants
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2.2 by race

Kent County Follow Up 1: Material Hardship

Types of hardship, by race/ethnicity
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2.3 By poverty status

Types of hardship, by poverty status
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2.4 By single parent status

Types of hardship, by single parent status
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2.5 By child disability status

Types of hardship, by child disability status
1

Kent County Follow Up 1: Material Hardship
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Kent County Follow Up 1: Material Hardship

2.6 by community type

Types of hardship, by community types
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8/11/22,11:35 AM Kent County Follow Up 1: Material Hardship

3. Increased Cost of Living

Survey question:

Have costs for everyday items gone up in your area in the past month? - yes/no/unsure
Which of the following items have become more expensive? Select all that apply

» Food

» Housing

« Utilities

» Healthcare

« Childcare

e Gas for my car
« Baby items

» Household items
* Not listed

Are you reducing the amount you purchase or use of any items below, due to increased costs? (same options as

above)

Note: questions only asked for follow-up1 survey (n = 278)

3.1 All participants

Among all participants, 87% (n = 221) reported increased cost of living

## inflation$SRFSK.FSTR.005 n percent valid percent
## 0 24 0.08633094 0.09448819
## 1 221 0.79496403 0.87007874
## 2 9 0.03237410 0.03543307
## NA 24 0.08633094 NA

Increased cost & reduced spending, all participants
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8/11/22,11:35 AM

Kent County Follow Up 1: Material Hardship

3.2 By race/ethnicity

Reported increases in cost of living, by race/ethnicity

100 -

75-

50 -

Percentage

25~

other -

healthcare -
housing -

utilities -
baby_items -
childcare -
household_items -
food =

gas -

other -

healthcare =
housing =

utilities -
baby_items -
childcare -
household_items -
food -

gas -

Types of spending

96.15

Black

Increased cost & reduced spending, by race/ethnicity

Increased cost
Black

u

'l

@
3

Il

Reduce spending
Black

e

ol

3

o

s
o
(o]
o

'
Latinx

100

'
Other minorities

Race/ethnicity

Increased cost

Latinx

i

!
ES

N
&g
&

86.36

|3
g
..I
&
8

Reduce spending

Increased cost

Other minorities
0

- 14.29

|—F

Reduce spending

Latinx Other minorities
455 0
'-I_| 13.64 Iﬂ
-_1'5.15 IO
-_22'.73 Y 2857
I o
1 L ' i U '
0 40 80 0 40 80
Percentage

White

Increased cost
White

-z
o
2

29.27

36.59

36.59

42.68

IE\
3
5]

2
a

Reduce spending
White

I
z

@
&

o-
IS
o
[
o

file:///Volumes/GoogleDrive/ .shortcut-targets-by-id/106Hkr8hn36MGarkuc-ZiggOCDfLWLfnn/R APID/Community Surveys/Kent County/Data Analysis/Follow-up...

11/16



8/11/22

, 11:35 AM

3.3 By poverty level

Reported increases in cost of living, by poverty status
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Kent County Follow Up 1: Material Hardship
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8/11/22,11:35 AM Kent County Follow Up 1: Material Hardship

3.4 By material hardship status

Reported increases in cost of living, by hardship status
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8/11/22,11:35 AM Kent County Follow Up 1: Material Hardship

3.5 By single parent status

Reported increases in cost of living, by single parent status
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3.6 By child disability status

Reported increases in cost of living, by child disability status
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3.7 By community types

Kent County Follow Up 1: Material Hardship

Reported increases in cost of living, by community types
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